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SENATE—Thursday, November 18, 2004 


The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was 
called to order by the Honorable LISA 
MURKOWSKI, a Senator from the State 
of Alaska. 


PRAYER 


The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of- 
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 

Sovereign Lord, You are our God and 
strong deliverer, a refuge for all who 
call on Your name. Send to us the 
power and grace we need today to glo- 
rify Your name. Give us the purity of 
heart that will shut the door to all 
evil. 

Today, bless the Members of this 
body. Keep their feet in the path of in- 
tegrity that they may walk securely. 
Develop in them a perseverance which 
refuses to leave any task half done. 
Empower them with a diligence that 
will never offer You less than their 
best. 

Lord, strengthen our military for the 
battles of today and tomorrow. Stand 
at the right hand of freedom’s warriors 
and lift up their heads. We pray this in 
Your mighty Name. Amen. 


EEE 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The Honorable LISA MURKOWSKI led 
the Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


а 


APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. STEVENS). 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
the following letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 
Washington, DC, November 18, 2004 
To the Senate: 

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable LISA MURKOWSKI, a 
Senator from the State of Alaska, to perform 
the duties of the Chair. 

TED STEVENS, 
President pro tempore. 


Ms. MURKOWSKI thereupon assumed 
the Chair as Acting President pro tem- 
pore. 


м 


RECOGNITION OF THE ACTING 
MAJORITY LEADER 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Senator from Kentucky is 
recognized. 


— RÀ 


SCHEDULE 


Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President, 
today we will begin a period of morning 
business which will extend well into 
the afternoon. A number of Senators 
have indicated they will come to the 
floor and pay tribute to our colleagues 
who will not be running for the 109th 
Congress. We certainly want to accom- 
modate those requests and have set 
aside time accordingly. 

At the close of our business this 
week, we will print those tributes to 
honor our departed colleagues. If Sen- 
ators are not available to come to the 
floor to deliver their remarks, they are 
invited to submit those statements for 
the RECORD. Again, they will be printed 
as part of this larger document to 
which I just referred. 

As a reminder, the majority leader 
has filed à cloture motion on the mis- 
cellaneous tariffs bill. That cloture 
vote will occur tomorrow morning. We 
expect cloture to be invoked; therefore, 
we hope to finish that conference re- 
port at an early time on Friday. 

In addition, as everyone is aware, we 
continue to await completion of the 
Omnibus appropriations bill. It is still 
our hope and desire to finish our work 
on Friday, if at all possible. 


— EP 


BIPARTISANSHIP 


Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President, 
after this month's historic election, à 
lot of political pundits are ardently 
trying to figure out what the results 
may have meant. I have been in poli- 
tics for à period of time, so I would like 
to share my point of view on the mat- 
ter. 

Obviously, people on our side of the 
aisle are pleased that the electorate 


has returned President Bush for a sec- 
ond term, and obviously we are equally 
pleased that the larger Republican ma- 
jority in both Houses of Congress will 
be available to work with the President 
next year. The last time a reelected 
President returned to office with larger 
majorities of his party in both the 
House and the Senate was back in 1986 
when President Roosevelt was running 
for reelection the first time. If the 
American people suddenly speak louder 
than they have in 70 years, I think it is 
clear that they would like to see some 
action. 

The voters didn't send any of us Re- 
publicans or Democrats up here just to 
sit in these chairs. They sent us here to 
get things accomplished. Republicans 
can't and shouldn't do that alone. We 
will need to cooperate with our col- 
leagues across the aisle to produce re- 
sults, which is what we were sent here, 
of course, to do. 

Soon Republicans will fill 55 seats in 
this Chamber. That is à nice number 
but it is not 60. And it often takes 60, 
as we all know. Frequently—actually 
most of the time—it takes 60 to get re- 
sults in the Senate. 

So to our Democratic friends on the 
other side, let me say we want to work 
with you. The voters expect us to work 
in a bipartisan manner to make our 
country more secure, our economic op- 
portunities more plentiful, and our 
common values more respected. To do 
that, we need your support, and we will 
work to earn it. 

Last week, Senator LIEBERMAN, a 
good friend of mine and a good friend of 
many of us in the Senate, came to my 
hometown of Louisville, KY, where he 
spoke at the University of Louisville, 
my alma mater, where he gave an out- 
standing speech. In it he said: 

It is critically important that we put first 
things first, and national interests ahead of 
our party interests. 

I commend the Senator from Con- 
necticut for his exemplary spirit of 
goodwill. I think that is a good guide- 
post for all of us as we begin the 109th 
Congress in January. 

I say to my Democratic friends that 
we are all willing to work with them in 
that same spirit which JOE LIEBERMAN 
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outlined. Together, we are going to ac- 
complish great things of which this 
body can truly be proud. 

We will have hard tasks ahead of us. 
The Social Security system is a speed- 
ing train heading for a brick wall and 
really must be set right for future gen- 
erations. The tax system is burden- 
some and unfair and must be ге- 
invented to fit our 21st century econ- 
omy. We have to finish the job in Iraq 
So we can bring our troops home safely 
and with honor. 

We have tackled tough challenges be- 
fore. Working together—Republicans 
and Democrats—successfully reformed 
the welfare system and put millions of 
Americans on the path to self-reliance 
and financial stability. Working to- 
gether—Republicans and Democrats— 
projected American power into the 
former Yugoslavia to halt the killing 
of innocents and provide humanitarian 
aid. Working  together—Republicans 
and Democrats—we moved the brutal 
Taliban regime from Afghanistan and 
Struck a fatal blow against al-Qaida. 

Now we have a chance to make his- 
tory again. Republicans are not likely 
to accomplish much alone. The same is 
true for our Democrat colleagues. This 
Senate should heed America's call for 
action. The voters of our States didn't 
send us here to simply mark time. 
They sent us here to build a better 
America for our sons and daughters, 
and future generations yet to come. 

As we move forward, this new Con- 
gress must be prepared to get to work, 
and to get to work on a bipartisan 
basis. 

I yield the floor. what 


Ee 


RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 


EE лс 


MORNING BUSINESS 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Under the previous order, there 
will be a period for the transaction of 
morning business with Senators per- 
mitted to speak for up to 10 minutes 
each. 

The Senator from New Jersey. 


EE 


BIPARTISANSHIP 


Mr. CORZINE. Madam President, 
first, let me say that it is this Sen- 
ator’s personal desire, following the 
comments the Senator from Kentucky 
has so ably given, that we came here to 
try to make things better for the world 
in the years beyond and for our chil- 
dren. So much of what he talked 
about—whether it is Social Security or 
the Tax Code or our needs and in for- 
eign policy—does require that we work 
together. 

I commend the Senator for his com- 
ments. We do have to work together as 
we go forward. 
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In fact, one of the things I want to 
talk about, and why I came to the Sen- 
ate, one of the areas is where biparti- 
sanship and joint effort has been funda- 
mental to raising an issue, framing it, 
and getting it in front of the American 
people. I come to the Senate today to 
talk about the genocide in Darfur, 
Sudan, and what we, the United States 
of America, are going to be doing about 
it. 

Today, the U.N. Security Council is 
meeting in Nairobi, Kenya, to discuss 
Sudan and to seek the end of the civil 
war between the north and the south. 
This is a good thing and I congratulate 
Ambassador Danforth, in particular, 
for his personal efforts in making this 
possibility real and tangible. 

Multilateral diplomacy is critical. 
Peace between north and south is an 
important component of an overall po- 
litical solution for the Sudan. At the 
end of the day, if we do not stop the 
killing in Darfur—which is independent 
in many ways from the north-south 
issue—if we do not stop the genocide, 
then we fail. 

Members will hear me say repeatedly 
words are important; deeds are a re- 
ality. Lives are at stake. What greater 
moral imperative can we have than to 
stop genocide? What greater moral fail- 
ure can there be than allowing geno- 
cide to occur? The death toll is mount- 
ing in Darfur with all kinds of esti- 
mates—70,000, over 100,000, 125,000. 

The issue is stark: life or death. 
Deeds, not words, are what matters. 
History will judge us based on whether 
we actually stop this genocide—not 
whether we gave great speeches or 
passed great resolutions or made state- 
ments, but what have we done to stop 
it. 

The words have all been said. In July, 
this body unanimously passed a bipar- 
tisan resolution introduced by Senator 
BROWNBACK and myself, declaring that 
the atrocities in Darfur were genocide. 
On the same day, the House passed a 
similar resolution. In September, Sec- 
retary Powell made the same declara- 
tion for the administration. We all wel- 
comed the announcement. 

Since then, the situation has only de- 
teriorated. The death toll may have al- 
ready gone over, as I suggested, 100,000 
human beings. Armed militias continue 
to rape women and girls with impu- 
nity. Civilians are being driven from 
their homes by the hundreds of thou- 
sands. Now the refugees are being driv- 
en from one camp to another camp, or 
even out of the camps altogether. The 
displaced population in Darfur is over 
1.5 million. That is what is confirmed. 

In the last few weeks, Janjaweeds 
have attacked these IDP camps, the 
refugee camps, destroying shelters, 
beating civilians, and forcibly moving 
people from one location to another. 

The escalating violence preventing 
humanitarian organizations from 
reaching needy people is also occur- 
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ring. Already, nearly one-quarter of 
the children under the age of five in 
Darfur are certifiably malnourished 
and close to half of the families do not 
have enough food. 

Recently, food convoys have been at- 
tacked and large areas of Darfur are 
now effectively closed to the humani- 
tarian organizations that are distrib- 
uting food, medicine, and other ele- 
ments. Hundreds of thousands of needy 
refugees cannot be reached. 

Before this wave of violence—even 
before it—World Food Program re- 
ported that it served 175,000 fewer peo- 
ple in October than September. Get 
that: Statistics for our program serv- 
ing the needy are going down, 175,000 
fewer people in October than in Sep- 
tember. 

When I visited Darfur in August, the 
conditions were grim. The one ray of 
hope was the pressure from the inter- 
national community, including a 
threat of sanctions that forced the 
Government in Khartoum to allow ac- 
cess by humanitarian organizations. 
Humanitarian workers were over- 
whelmed by the number of refugees, 
but they were working hard and saving 
lives. As a result, estimates of the 
death toll, which could have gone as 
high as a million, were scaled back 
after that. With the violence inten- 
sifying and humanitarian organiza- 
tions again restricted in their move- 
ments, we sadly revisit our gravest 
fears. 

The other recent development is the 
disintegration of order in the region. 
Anger and resentment are on the rise 
among the displaced, and civil war be- 
tween Khartoum and the rebels is esca- 
lating. All the conditions are in place 
for a complete collapse, for long-term 
instability and an indefinite humani- 
tarian crisis. 

As Jan Pronk, the U.N. Special Rep- 
resentative for Sudan, warned on No- 
vember 4: 

Darfur may easily enter a state of anarchy; 
a total collapse of law and order. 

Permitting such a thing to happen is 
not only immoral, it is antithetical to 
our national security interests. Re- 
member, Sudan is the country that 
once harbored Osama bin Laden. The 
prospects of becoming а terrorist 
breeding ground are real. This is some- 
thing that needs to be addressed now. 

This has not happened since the ad- 
ministration declared genocide was 
taking place. Whatever the message 
that declaration sent, it was clearly 
not enough and may even have sent the 
wrong message that the United States 
may declare that genocide is existing 
and then not act to stop it. 

Words without deeds violates the 
moral and legal obligation we have 
under the genocide convention but, 
more importantly, violates our sense of 
right and wrong and the standards we 
have as human beings about looking to 
care for one another. Words without 
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deeds is an affront to the principle that 
guides our Nation and makes a mock- 
ery of the values we as public servants 
claim to love. The American people 
know this, which is why people of 
faith, of all religions and denomina- 
tions and civic groups throughout the 
country, call for concerted, resolute, 
effective action. 

Details matter. What will it actually 
take to stop this genocide? In Sep- 
tember, this body passed by voice vote 
an amendment offered by myself and 
Senator DEWINE to provide $75 million 
for an expanded African Union force in 
Darfur. The funding is now being nego- 
tiated with the House of Representa- 
tives in the so-called Omnibus bill but 
has had little if any support from the 
administration and some in the Senate. 

Senator DEWINE and myself offered 
the amendment after the U.N. Security 
Council passed a resolution calling for 
assistance to the AU and after Sec- 
retary Powell testified the current 
United States contribution of $20 mil- 
lion would not be enough. Get that, $20 
million—not billions, trillions, which 
we normally are talking about. 

An expanded African Union force of 
3,000 will cost roughly $220 million. The 
European Union recently pledged half 
that amount would be forthcoming. We 
can afford to pay for the rest. We can- 
not afford to walk away from our 
moral obligation. Madam President, $75 
million is less than half of what the ad- 
ministration sought for waste disposal 
in Iraq. It is insignificant compared to 
the costs of the wars that are waging 
around the globe. What we cannot af- 
ford is to provide anything less. Short- 
changing AU troops or delivering only 
incremental assistance may be worse 
than doing nothing. They do need heli- 
copters, vehicles, communication 
equipment, and housing to patrol 
Darfur. We are moving forces into 
Darfur, but we do not give them the 
tools they need to be able to do what 
they are there for and we are setting 
them up for failure. We risk under- 
mining the very credibility of a bur- 
geoning ability to deal with some of 
these crises that happen all across Af- 
rica, and not just in Darfur. It is pre- 
cisely now when we need to give them 
the resources to be able to succeed. 

We should not kid ourselves about 
the effectiveness of the AU force. They 
are responsible for monitoring the 
April cease-fire. There was an agree- 
ment reached November 9 that includes 
a no-fly zone that the AU force must 
enforce. To quote the current AU chair, 
Nigerian President Obsanjo, these 
agreements ‘‘won’t be worth the paper 
they’re written on if they are not scru- 
pulously implemented on the ground.”’ 
His words are right. Words without 
deeds, without resources, is meaning- 
less. 

The potential for the situation to 
overwhelm the AU force is real. The re- 
gion is enormous and every day as the 
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violence gets worse, the challenge 
grows. The answer is not to dismiss the 
AU force but to do whatever it takes to 
make it effective. If 3,000 troops is not 
enough, we should consider others and 
more. If $220 million is not enough, we 
should, along with our allies, push to 
have additional resources. Hundreds of 
thousands of lives are at stake. If the 
AU cannot set up command-and-con- 
trol communications or intelligence 
right away, we should help them do it. 

In the end, the only test is whether 
we stop the killing. The same test ap- 
plies to sanctions. This week’s efforts 
to reach a north-south agreement are 
important, but we must not weaken in 
any way the pressure on Khartoum 
with regard to Darfur. Only consistent, 
strong, credible international pressure 
has ever changed Khartoum’s behavior. 
I heard one senior administration offi- 
cial say that when their lips are mov- 
ing, they are lying. This means we need 
to apply pressure. This means an em- 
bargo, seizing assets, restricting travel 
of government officials and, yes, going 
after Sudanese oil and gas companies 
that deal in the finances that allow 
this tragedy to continue to unfold. We 
should be working with our allies to 
put in place effective sanctions. If 
members of the U.N. Security Council 
are not amenable, we should work with 
the EU. We also have leverage through 
our own capital markets. The test is 
whether we are prepared to stop geno- 
cide, something we have all declared 
exists, something the administration 
has declared. 

How can we be discussing these op- 
tions? We should be acting. There is no 
more critical moment than now. The 
pieces are in place. 

Today, the U.N. Security Council is 
meeting in Nairobi preparing to issue 
another resolution on Sudan, although 
I hear the discussion is very limited 
with regard to actions they will take 
with regard to Khartoum. The United 
States has rightfully called this geno- 
cide. The U.N. Security Council has 
agreed on paper that sanctions should 
be imposed if Sudan does not stop the 
violence. That violence has not 
stopped. 

The Security Council has called on 
member states to support an expanded 
AU force, and the African Union, 2 
years old, has stepped up. Its leader- 
ship is committed to preventing an- 
other genocide if we will help. We are 
the world’s only superpower. Genocide 
is happening and we must act. Presi- 
dent Bush campaigned on a platform of 
acting wherever necessary to protect 
our interests overseas regardless of 
world opinion. 

With all that has happened in the 
last few years, how can we claim to be 
constrained in this situation with this 
action taking place against the human 
race? We are the world’s superpower. If 
we do everything that we should do, 
history will judge that we acted. But 
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they will judge us harshly if we do not 
step up to save these lives that will be 
lost in the years and the months and 
the days ahead. If we hesitate now, if 
we make excuses, most of us think we 
will have a hard time forgiving our- 
selves for what we did not do. Rwanda 
is burned in our memory. We should 
not allow hundreds of thousands of peo- 
ple to die. We will have doomed the AU 
to ineffectual operations оп the 
ground, and we will have damaged its 
credibility and its underlying ability to 
respond to crises in the future. 

I hope we will act. I hope we will not 
turn the pages of this omnibus financ- 
ing without giving the resources to act. 
Words are not good enough; deeds are 
required. I hope we will not have failed 
our people and our values we hold dear. 

I thank you, Madam President. I 
yield the floor. 

Madam President, I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CHAMBLISS. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


EEE 


REQUESTING RETURN OF 
PAPERWORK-S. 2283 


Mr. CHAMBLISS. Madam President, 
Iask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate request the House to return the pa- 
pers with respect to S. 2283. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


——— Á——— —À 


TRIBUTES TO RETIRING 
SENATORS 


ZELL MILLER 
Mr. CHAMBLISS. Madam President, 
I rise this morning to pay tribute to a 
very special friend of mine and a friend 
of Georgia’s and a friend of the United 
States of America. We are in what we 
think are our last couple of days of the 
108th session. That being the case, this 
will be the last few days that Senator 
ZELL MILLER will be in Washington in 
his capacity as the senior Senator from 
our great State of Georgia. I want to 
take a minute just to talk about this 
man who has been such an inspiration 
to any number of politicians and others 
in my State relative to his public serv- 
ice to our State and to our country. 
ZELL MILLER was born in a little 
town called Young Harris, GA, which is 
in the mountains of north Georgia, one 
of the most beautiful parts of our 
State. His father, unfortunately, died 
when he was 17 days old, so he was 
raised by his mother, whom he has re- 
peatedly talked about in the books he 
has written as well as in his speeches. 
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His mother Birdie was the most influ- 
ential person in his life. She did a heck 
of a job with ZELL MILLER as a young 
man and remained an inspiration to 
him throughout his adult life, and par- 
ticularly in his life as a public servant 
to our State. 

ZELL did one of the best things any 
man can do; and that is, he married 
way over his head early in his life. He 
married his sweetheart, Shirley. Before 
he went into the Marine Corps, he tells 
the story about leaving for boot camp 
and he was afraid when he got back she 
might not marry him, so while they 
were in the mood they ran over to 
South Carolina, which is not far away 
from his hometown of Young Harris, 
and got married; and they have had 
decades of glorious years together. 
They have two wonderful sons and four 
grandchildren and now four great- 
grandchildren whom the two of them 
have enjoyed. Now he will have even 
more of an opportunity to spend time 
with them and enjoy them even more. 

ZELL entered the Marine Corps at an 
early age. Again, as he has repeatedly 
said in his books, as well as in his 
speeches, it is the best thing he ever 
did in his life from the standpoint of 
straightening him out. All of us go 
through difficult times in our early 
years, and there are specific instances 
that make us what we are and sort of 
chart the course for where we are going 
to be in future years. ZELL has been 
very open about the fact that the Ma- 
rine Corps is the institution that really 
put his mind in the right frame that it 
needed to be for his adult years. 

ZELL began his educational career at 
Young Harris College following his ten- 
ure in the Marine Corps, and then ulti- 
mately graduated from the University 
of Georgia, which happens to be the 
same institution of which I graduated. 
Again, having a colleague such as ZELL 
to look to as a fellow alumnus is a 
great privilege. 

ZELL then began a teaching career, 
and also very shortly entered a public 
service career. He served two terms as 
a State senator from his home county 
area of Young Harris. I think that was 
the foundation for what was going to 
ultimately become an outstanding ca- 
reer for him in public service. Like all 
of us, he suffered defeat as well as vic- 
tory. He ran unsuccessfully for the U.S. 
House of Representatives twice. Having 
run for Congress myself, and lost the 
first time, I know it is not much fun, 
but you also find out it is the greatest 
experience of your life. You meet the 
nicest people in the world, and you get 
a real sense of the fact that there are 
just literally thousands and thousands 
of people in that congressional district 
who have the same beliefs and philos- 
ophy that you do, so you want to con- 
tinue to make a difference. 

Even though ZELL lost those races 
when he ran twice, that did not deter 
him from continuing in public service. 
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He served as our Lieutenant Governor 
for four terms, 16 years. He just did a 
masterful job. The Lieutenant Gov- 
ernor in Georgia has a little more 
power than some of the Lieutenant 
Governors in other States around the 
country. He presided over the State 
senate, and in that capacity had the 
obligation and the power to appoint 
committee chairmen and to be in- 
volved in legislation from а direct 
standpoint. He did an outstanding job 
as Lieutenant Governor. 

Following those four terms, he ran 
for Governor and, in 1990, was elected 
Governor of our State for the first of 
his two terms. In 1990, he campaigned 
on the fact that if we were going to 
have a State lottery—that was one of 
the hot issues on the ballot that year— 
that if we were going to have a State 
lottery, he wanted to make sure the 
funds that were generated by that lot- 
tery were used for one purpose, and one 
purpose only, and that was to improve 
the quality of education in our State. 

I have to say if there is any one man 
who is responsible for the improvement 
of the quality of education in my State 
of Georgia, it is ZELL MILLER because 
he not only campaigned on doing that, 
he made absolutely certain all the 
funds generated from that State lot- 
tery went to improve the quality of 
education. 

He is the father of the HOPE Scholar- 
ship. It is kind of interesting, in every 
campaign now, every statehouse cam- 
paign and gubernatorial and lieutenant 
gubernatorial race now, those folks 
who have been involved in State poli- 
tics for a while who are running for 
those races all claim responsibility for 
the HOPE Scholarship. But everybody 
knows that the father of the HOPE 
Scholarship, the person who was re- 
sponsible for its passage and implemen- 
tation, is ZELL MILLER. 

The HOPE Scholarship is a provision 
in our law which says, if you graduate 
from a high school in Georgia and you 
have a B average, you can go to any 
State institution that you are success- 
ful in applying to and getting into, and 
your tuition will be paid for. As long as 
you maintain a B average, that tuition 
will be paid for throughout your col- 
lege career. It has been one of the best 
things we have ever had happen in our 
State. 

We have been successful keeping our 
top students at home and attending 
our State universities. One of the main 
reasons is the HOPE Scholarship. We 
have kids who might otherwise go to a 
school in the Northeast or the West 
Coast that has a much greater national 
reputation, but they do not give the 
scholarships like the HOPE Scholar- 
ship to all their students who maintain 
those averages. 

So ZELL MILLER has been primarily 
responsible for keeping an awful lot of 
the top kids graduating from our pub- 
lic institutions as well as our private 
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institutions in Georgia at our State in- 
stitutions. As a result of that, we have 
seen the average SAT scores at the 
University of Georgia, for example, rise 
every single year since the HOPE 
Scholarship went into effect. I do not 
know what the exact number is for the 
entering class this year, but I have 
confidence in saying the average SAT 
score for the entering freshmen class at 
the University of Georgia this year is 
well in excess of 1250, probably closer 
to something in excess of 1300. At Geor- 
gia Tech it is higher than that. And in 
other institutions we have seen the 
same impact. We are simply getting 
the brightest and the best because of 
ZELL MILLER and his commitment to 
the people of Georgia and his commit- 
ment to increasing the quality of edu- 
cation in our State. 

As Governor, he put into effect a vol- 
untary pre-K program for 4-year-old 
kids. All of us know that the earlier we 
involve our children in the education 
process, the more likely they are to 
come out, at the end of the day, with a 
better education. It is one of the best 
things we ever did from the standpoint 
of putting our kids in touch with the 
school system at an early age. And it 
has worked. 

I could go on and on talking about 
the things that Senator MILLER did as 
Governor, but I want to sum it up with 
two anecdotes. 

First, again, education-wise, he was 
committed to ensuring that the edu- 
cation of the children of our State im- 
proved every year he was in public 
service. I will never forget his last 4 
years—and I know this; I remember 
specifically because my wife was a 
teacher in the public school system at 
that point in time. We were ranked 
49th out of 50 with respect to the aver- 
age teacher salaries. ZELL MILLER put 
into place—and he made a commitment 
to the teaching community and made a 
commitment to the legislature that 
they were going to have to abide by 
this. He was going to provide a 6-per- 
cent increase in teacher salaries every 
year for his last 4 years, about a 25-per- 
cent increase for teacher salaries 
across the board. He not only made the 
commitment, but he did it. We went 
from 49th in average teacher salaries to 
somewhere in the high twenties over 
the 4 years of ZELL MILLER’s last ten- 
ure as Governor of our State. 

He also made a commitment to the 
people of Georgia that if you elect me 
for 4 more years, then I am not going 
to be just your average Governor and 
put it on cruise control and go out as a 
popular guy—and he had every oppor- 
tunity to do that. 

I will never forget riding back up 
here on an airplane after one weekend, 
and I happened to sit beside ZELL. This 
was several years after he had left the 
Governor’s office, but I was a Member 
of the House. I said: ZELL, I guess if 
there is anything about you, and I were 
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to remember one thing over everything 
else, it is the fact that in your last 4 
years you did what you thought was 
right, irrespective of the fact that you 
could allow the legislature to pass 
whatever they wanted to and you could 
sign it into law. A lot of the legislation 
were very popular bills with the people 
back home, but they simply were not 
the right thing to do. He would veto 
them. He would veto them, not because 
he had anything against the issue or 
the people promoting the bill, but it 
was the right thing to do. It was not in 
the best interest of all Georgians. 

A lot of people ask me today, Why 
has ZELL MILLER changed? ZELL MIL- 
LER has never changed. In his heart, he 
believes we live in the greatest country 
in the world. He believes in his heart 
that he and I live in the greatest State 
in this great country. He is totally 
committed to doing what he thinks is 
right. He did it then when he vetoed a 
lot of popular bills, and he didn’t have 
to do that; it would have been easy not 
to do that. That is why today when he 
speaks it is from his heart because he 
is doing what he thinks is right. 

As he closes out his career, he and I 
are both mindful every day of the fact 
that ZELL MILLER didn’t want to be 
here. It was not his wish that he serve 
in the Senate when he was asked to 
serve. He ran for the Senate in 1980 and 
was not successful. But he had no іп- 
tention of coming back to the Senate. 
Unfortunately, Paul Coverdell, who 
was his very close friend and one of my 
political mentors, passed away in 2000, 
and our Democratic Governor, Roy 
Barnes, went to ZELL MILLER and said: 
Your State needs you, your country 
needs you, and I need you to fill the 
unexpired term of Paul Coverdell. So 
ZELL, after much thought about it, de- 
cided to leave the mountains of north 
Georgia and his hometown of Young 
Harris and go back into public service, 
to come to Washington. He and Shirley 
have been here since July of 2000, when 
he was appointed to fill that unexpired 
term. He ran in 2000 and was elected to 
the remainder of the unexpired term. 
So it wasn’t his desire to come back, 
but, as always, when he has been called 
upon to fill a void and to be a public 
servant for his State and his country, 
he has answered that call—not unlike 
when he joined the Marine Corps. 

As he leaves this great institution at 
the end of this term in another 6 or 8 
weeks, this man is going to be missed 
by those who have looked up to him 
from a political perspective. He has 
been a person that all of us in politics 
admire because he has always operated 
in a bipartisan way and made sure he 
reached across the aisle and brought 
Republicans into his Democratic ad- 
ministration when he served as gov- 
ernor. Probably one of the highlights of 
that is the man who is replacing him in 
the Senate, my good friend JOHNNY 
ISAKSON, who has been a longtime Re- 
publican in our State. 
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In ZELL’s second term as governor, he 
knew that with education being a pri- 
ority he needed a top-flight person to 
head up our State board of education. 
He reached out to JOHNNY ISAKSON, who 
was then out of politics, and brought 
him into his administration to chair 
the State board of education. JOHNNY 
did a terrific job. As a result of that, he 
came on to the House to replace Newt 
Gingrich, and now he will be replacing 
ZELL MILLER in the Senate. That is 
simply the kind of guy ZELL MILLER is. 

So it wasn’t politics; it was what was 
in the best interest of our State, what 
could he do to continue to improve the 
quality of the education of our kids. He 
just did the right thing. It is the same 
as he did in supporting our Republican 
President. He knew it was the right 
thing to do. That is why he was so 
vocal about it. Irrespective of the con- 
sequences politically, he did what in 
his heart he thought was the right 
thing to do. 

So now as ZELL goes back to Young 
Harris, I fully expect him to stay en- 
gaged in the process. He is not the kind 
of guy who is going to wilt away, but 
he will not be as active as he has been 
for the last three decades. He will be 
sitting on his front porch with his two 
dogs, Gus and Woodrow, playing with 
his grandchildren, and enjoying his 
family. I am sure his mind will, at 
times, wander back to his times in At- 
lanta at the State capital, and to the 
days he spent in this institution, and 
he will have some great memories. But 
those of us who have had the privilege 
and the opportunity to serve with him 
are going to have even better memo- 
ries. 

ZELL MILLER is a great American, a 
great Georgian, and he is somebody all 
of us are going to miss in the day-to- 
day world of politics. But he is some- 
body who, when we look back and say, 
you know, if I charted my course the 
way he did, I can leave this institution 
with a great feeling knowing that I 
have done what was in the best interest 
of my State and in the best interest of 
my country. So to ZELL MILLER and to 
Shirley, I say thank you. Julianne and 
I have a great appreciation for you and 
a great friendship with you. We look 
forward to continuing that friendship. 
We will miss you here in the U.S. Sen- 
ate. God bless you. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the 
order for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. EN- 
SIGN). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi- 
dent, what is the parliamentary proce- 
dure that we find ourselves in? 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ate is in morning business. 

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I will address the Senate in morn- 
ing business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Florida is recognized. 


EEE 
CULTURAL ISSUES IN AMERICA 


Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi- 
dent, it seems that several things have 
happened with regard to questions of 
matters of faith and what some would 
call cultural issues that seem to be up- 
side down in America. 

Just in the last few days, we have 
seen several ABC stations across the 
country that have had a fear of being 
fined by the Federal Communications 
Commission for showing the award- 
winning movie, “Saving Private 
Ryan,’’ because of some of the lan- 
guage that is used in this extraor- 
dinarily heroic film that is one of the 
most accurate portrayals of the fog and 
heat of war that has ever been made. 

At the same time, we find that ABC, 
in its leading up to Monday Night 
Football, has fostered an advertise- 
ment to promote one of its nightly net- 
work prime time shows in which a ris- 
que kind of setting is displayed for an 
audience that would inappropriately 
include children, particularly, who are 
watching at around 6 o’clock in the Pa- 
cific time zone of this country. On the 
one hand, ABC stations are taking off 
the air a movie that really has a great 
deal of portrayal of the strength of this 
country and all of its patriotic values 
and, at the same time, the network, 
ABC, is then promoting what some 
would find questionable. 

It seems to me we have lost our sense 
of balance, our sense of direction, that 
it is entirely upside down as to what 
we should be doing. 

So, too, I have noted in a Washington 
newspaper today the fact that Sec- 
retary of Defense Rumsfeld is urged to 
defend the Boy Scout movement, the 
title of the headline, and of which crit- 
ics are pointing out that a settlement 
by the Department of Defense of an 
ACLU suit back a few years ago is 
going to continue to drive, to force the 
military to cut off all taxpayer support 
to the Boy Scouts of America which, in 
this case, uses military bases for meet- 
ings and events, such as their annual 
Boy Scout jamboree that is held on a 
Virginia military base. 

It seems that we have it, again, up- 
side down, for if the objection is that 
the Boy Scouts of America have, as 
part of their oath, an allegiance to 
God, and if that is the reason for the 
suit, might I remind the Members of 
the Senate that when we took the oath 
of office, it said at the end of the oath, 
“во help me God." 

But isn’t it interesting that the U.S. 
military has taken a position in a set- 
tlement which, if taken to its logical 
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conclusion, would keep the Boy Scouts 
of America off a military facility when, 
in fact, every military officer in the 
U.S. military, including this former of- 
ficer of the U.S. Army, took an oath 
that said the following: 

That I will support and defend the Con- 
stitution of the United States against all en- 
emies, foreign and domestic; that I will bear 
true faith and allegiance to the same; that I 
take this obligation freely without any men- 
tal reservation or purpose of evasion; and 
that I will well and faithfully discharge the 
duties of this office upon which I am about 
to enter, so help me God. 

That is the part of the oath every 
U.S. military officer takes, and it is 
the one I took decades ago when I en- 
tered as an officer of the U.S. Army. 

It seems to me there is a great deal 
of inconsistency then that the U.S. De- 
partment of Defense would take a posi- 
tion where every one of its officers has 
sworn to uphold their oath, and at the 
end of that oath state, ‘‘so help me 
God," and yet they are moving to a po- 
sition to knock the Boy Scouts out of 
being able to use public facilities—in 
this case, military facilities—because 
they have a similar oath. 

I come back to my opening com- 
ments. We have something that is up- 
side down. There is not a Senator here 
who does not passionately believe in 
freedom of expression, freedom of 
speech, and freedom of belief in what 
any person chooses to believe, but are 
we getting so mixed up that we lose 
sight of what are the accepted ways in 
which we conduct ourselves and the re- 
spect we have for one another in our 
respective beliefs? 

Really, is there anyone who wants to 
kick the Boy Scouts out of their an- 
nual jamboree on a Virginia military 
facility? Of course there isn’t. 

In this week that has just passed 
where we see the ABC network saying 
to some of these stations that we are 
not going to allow ‘‘Private Ryan’’ be- 
cause it has bad words in it, and at the 
same time promoting a commercial 
that certainly has questionable view- 
ing characteristics for young children 
at the 6 o’clock timeframe on the west 
coast of this country, and where to- 
day’s news is bringing us to the point 
at which our own Department of De- 
fense is taking a position that ulti- 
mately would lead to kicking off the 
Boy Scouts because the Boy Scouts be- 
lieve in God, then I think this country 
has gone too far. It is time to stand up 
and speak out about common sense and 
principles that were set in place for 
this country by its Founding Fathers 
of a belief in Divine Providence and a 
respect for that belief. 

So what I will be doing is offering a 
resolution to the Senate today, and 
that resolution will conclude that: 

It is the sense of the United States Senate 
that the Department of Defense should con- 
tinue to exercise its longstanding statutory 
authority to support the activities of the 
Boy Scouts of America, in particular the 
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periodic national and world Boy Scout jam- 
boree. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
BURNS). The Senator from Kentucky. 


SEE 


TRIBUTES TO RETIRING 
SENATORS 


ZELL MILLER 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, the 
late Senator Paul Coverdell was a 
great Senator and dear friend of many 
of us in this body. His untimely passing 
left a great hole in our hearts. But it 
also took from Georgia and from Amer- 
ica a great leader. 

At the time, none of us had any idea 
how we would ever manage without 
him. I remember when we were doing 
tributes to him after his death. There 
was great emotion on the floor of the 
Senate. I remember Senator Phil 
Gramm tearfully giving Senator Cover- 
dell a farewell. We all felt great affec- 
tion for him. 

So when the Governor of Georgia, 
Governor Barnes, needed someone to 
step into Paul Coverdell’s place to be 
the voice for Georgia, he called upon a 
fellow whom I had not previously met 
but had heard of for some time, former 
Gov. ZELL MILLER. 

Happily retired and without personal 
ambition for further public office, ZELL 
MILLER responded to the call of duty. 
And what a difference he has made in 
this body. In a time of turmoil, a time 
of terrorist attacks, of economic chal- 
lenge, of foreign war, when America 
needed somebody to lead, Providence 
blessed America with a great Senator, 
ZELL MILLER. 

During his short tenure here, this old 
marine has been critical to our efforts 
to obtain economic opportunity, home- 
land security, and national security for 
this Nation. I can say with total cer- 
tainty that Paul Coverdell would be 
proud—proud—of the accomplishments 
of ZELL MILLER. They have been good 
for Georgia, and they have been good 
for America. 

A review of every major battle this 
administration had in the last 4 years 
shows that ZELL MILLER was in the 
middle of each one and the linchpin to 
each success. ZELL MILLER was instru- 
mental to the economic recovery our 
Nation now enjoys. ZELL MILLER was 
the key to the homeland security our 
Nation has attained. ZELL MILLER was 
one of the strongest voices to harden 
our Nation’s resolve to fully wage the 
war against terrorism. On these, the 
most critical issues upon which history 
will judge this Nation, this President, 
and this Congress, it was ZELL MILLER 
whose vote and voice made the dif- 
ference. 

ZELL made the difference when the 
numbers didn’t add up to victory. Like 
our mutual friend, Phil Gramm, appar- 
ently being outnumbered was never a 
cause for concern to ZELL. ZELL served 
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in the proud line of Truman Demo- 
crats. Like Harry Truman, he called 
for unity during a time of war and, like 
Harry Truman, gave hell to anybody 
who played games with our national se- 
curity. 

Like John Kennedy, he knew that tax 
cuts were not just good for the econ- 
omy but they were good for the take- 
home-pay of workers and their fami- 
lies. But from ZELL we didn’t just hear 
the thoughts of old-school Democrats, 
we also rediscovered the truths of our 
Nation. He showed us that integrity 
still matters, that nation comes before 
party, and that thinking first of our 
children and grandchildren is the right 
and proper way to judge national pol- 
icy. Any time ZELL looked for his bear- 
ings, he gazed to those fixed stars of 
his favorite constellation: His wife 
Shirley, his children, his seven grand- 
children, and two great-grandchildren. 
This internal compass served him well 
because no one could ever accuse ZELL 
of being confused about what he be- 
lieved in and why. 

So ZELL MILLER heads back to the 
Appalachian Mountains of north Geor- 
gia, whence he came. He returns with 
his wife Shirley back to the base of 
Double Knob Mountains, where the ra- 
vines flow to the Brasstown Creek and 
then the Hiawassee River and on to the 
Gulf of Mexico. He returns to the dirt 
roads he walked as a lad, where he 
worked with his mother, to haul stones 
from a nearby field to build a rock- 
walled house with no rafter, no 
subfloor, and a ladder for a staircase in 
which he was raised. 

From such modest beginnings, and 
such a modest man, the world is better 
because of his leadership. He stands as 
a lesson for all and for all time. Be- 
cause of ZELL MILLER, I can say, be you 
a Senator, a college graduate, a single 
mother, or an elementary school stu- 
dent, never, never, never doubt the im- 
pact a single person with clear vision 
and a strong heart can make for your 
family, your community, your nation, 
and, yes, your world—not just for now 
but for generations to come. 

So, Senator MILLER, we will miss you 
around here. 

Mr. President, we have had the privi- 
lege over the last 4 years to serve with 
a truly great American who has made a 
difference in a body in which it is very 
difficult for an individual Senator to 
frequently make a difference. Farewell, 
Senator MILLER. We look forward to 
seeing you in the coming years. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
GRAHAM of South Carolina). The Sen- 
ator from Alabama. 

ZELL MILLER 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I 
thank the assistant majority leader for 
his fine words. I certainly agree with 
those about ZELL MILLER. Democracies 
in general, America in particular, seem 
blessed that in times of turmoil, lead- 
ers do step forward and give us the 
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guidance we need. During a time of war 
and economic challenge, America got 
such a leader in ZELL MILLER. It is not 
too much to say that he was the key, 
the very hinge upon which much of the 
fate of the agenda of the last several 
years swung. For the goals of President 
Bush, from homeland security to eco- 
nomic growth to the war on terrorism, 
ZELL MILLER has been the difference 
between victory and defeat, the gap be- 
tween almost and barely. 

I think part of the willingness of Sen- 
ator MILLER to step forward, break 
ranks, and support President Bush 
came because he is a man of experience 
and judgment and integrity. He got to 
know President Bush. He looked into 
his heart, he examined his policies, and 
he believed him. He had a particular 
belief in this man at this point in his- 
tory, based on his study of history, his 
writing, and his experience, and he was 
willing to step forward in an unusual 
degree and take a lot of grief for it, to 
stand up for what he believed was 
right. 

When President Bush proposed a tax 
cut to get the economy moving in 2001, 
and things were not going well, ZELL 
MILLER was the first Democrat to sup- 
port that plan. He cosponsored the bill 
with Phil Gramm of Texas, a great 
Senator. When they teamed up I 
thought of that slogan in the Alabama 
football network. Bear Bryant would 
have a TV show every week to talk 
about the game. He promoted Coca- 
Cola from Georgia, I guess, and Golden 
Flake potato chips, and the slogan was: 
“Great Pair Says the Bear." So when 
ZELL MILLER and Phil Gramm joined 
forces, it was indeed a great pair. When 
it came time to protect the homeland 
against terrorist attacks, it was ZELL 
MILLER who stood with the President 
in 2002 to make sure we had a Depart- 
ment that functioned more like the 
Pentagon than the post office in pro- 
tecting the lives of American citizens. 
After 4 months and 11 votes and a na- 
tional election, finally it took. We 
passed the Homeland Security bill that 
has succeeded in keeping us safe, since 
9/11, at least—a feat not many would 
have predicted possible at the time. 

I would just say this: Senator MILLER 
understood the importance of that 
issue. I believe he called three press 
conferences. He urged those who were 
blocking the Homeland Security bill 
for some sort of internal governmental 
union-type politics, not on the real 
merits—he warned them that this was 
bad. It was bad for America, and it was 
bad politically for those who blocked 
it. 

They didn’t listen. I think they 
wished they had. Certainly, after the 
election they were quite willing to pass 
the bill they had been blocking before 
the election. 

When the economy slowed down due 
to the attacks and the corporate scan- 
dal, and it came time to accelerate the 
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tax cuts in 2008, once again it was ZELL 
MILLER who made the economic incen- 
tive plan the law of the land. 

On the question of judges for Amer- 
ica, ZELL MILLER had the classical view 
of the role of a judge consistent with 
his good friend, the wonderful Judge 
Griffin Bell, who was a court of appeals 
judge and also Attorney General of the 
United States under President Jimmy 
Carter. He follows that philosophy. As 
a matter of fact, he analyzed each 
nominee who came forward and I be- 
lieve saw fit to support the nominees, 
consistently, that President Bush sent 
forward—not because of politics but be- 
cause he believed those judges would 
follow the law, not make law. They 
would be constructionists, not activ- 
ists. 

Oftentimes, on each one of these 
issues it came down to this one man 
making the difference, either taking 
the lead or casting the key vote on 
those issues. He taught us once again 
that nation, family, faith, heritage, 
and principle are more important than 
politics and party. In this he re- 
affirmed the belief that government 
for, of, and by the people can work. 

When he spoke, people listened. I will 
tell you why people listened. I asked 
him how he found time, how he did his 
speeches. He personally writes his 
speeches. It is not written by staff. It is 
not generated by some computer. It is 
not regurgitated from some document 
or some memorandum or some sum- 
mary somewhere. It comes from his 
heart, his experience, his head, and his 
understanding of this great Republic of 
which we are blessed to be a part. That 
is why people listen to his speeches. 

Most of us recall his speech in New 
York at the convention, where he, in 
Trumanesque fashion, blasted those 
who play games with our national de- 
fense. They squalled and thought it 
was hell. He was just telling the truth, 
I suggest. 

It was clear, passionate, and powerful 
and helped change the course of the na- 
tional debate. It changed the course of 
the national debate because it was 
true. What he said was important. It 
had to do with whether this Nation 
would have leadership committed to a 
strong America. He also had some very 
fine words right here on the floor of the 
Senate. 

On the Energy bill, he rose in ‘‘de- 
fense of that great American work- 
horse," in his words, the pickup truck. 
He told a story of meeting a guy who 
was a PHD—that is a post hole digger— 
who said: 

If you really want to know when times are 
bad, take notice of the number of people hav- 
ing to sell their pickups. Look at the ads in 
the paper and the 'Чог sale" signs in the 
yards. The more you see, the worse it is be- 
cause pickups are the very symbol of the 
working man. As the pickup goes, so does 
the working man and the very heart of this 
country. 

He added: 


23967 


Pickups are as essential to the carpenter 
as his hammer; as essential to the painter as 
his paintbrush. So we must leave this Amer- 
ican workhorse, the pickup truck, alone. 
Don't pick on the pickup. 

Then he shared with us a tune called 
“Talking Pickup Truck Blues." He 
Spared us the agony of singing it, but 
he did share one verse. 

Sure, an SUV is classy travel, but it ain't 
much good for hauling gravel, or hay or bo- 
vine feces. So please do not make my pickup 
truck an endangered species. 

That is not often heard on the floor 
of this Senate—words of eloquence that 
bring a smile to us all but more than 
that drives home a truth about real 
people who serve America day after 
day in pickup trucks. 

So this man knows America. Given 
all the good he has done in so little 
time—he has given so much to it—he 
leaves much too soon. He has done a 
great job for this Nation and for Geor- 
gia in replacing the departed Paul 
Coverdell who we all loved and ad- 
mired. He has been a great leader and 
a great Senator, and the Senate will 
miss the presence of this old Marine 
sergeant. 

Ican say without contradiction I be- 
lieve that few Senators in the history 
of this Republic have in one short term 
contributed so much to the health and 
welfare of our Nation and made such a 
tremendous impact on it. 

It is because he put his Nation first; 
he stood for what we believe in. He was 
true to his raising. 

Ithank the Chair. I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Georgia. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. President, I have 
listened with a grateful heart to the 
generous words of my colleagues, the 
Senator from Kentucky and earlier 
this morning the Senator from Ala- 
bama. I will remember and cherish 
those words as long as I am on this 
Earth. I thank each of them for their 
friendship. 

I see my good friend from Montana 
on the floor. I thank him, a fellow ma- 
rine, for his friendship. 

This means more to me than I have 
words to express. I did not come to this 
Senate expecting events to unfold as 
they have. I guess I am living proof 
that politics is not an exact science. 

In Shakespeare's ‘‘Hamlet,’’ his 
friend Laertes is going off to college 
and his father Polonius is giving him 
the usual advise that you give when 
your sons go off to college. After all 
the words of caution that I hope fa- 
thers still give their sons, Polonius 
ended with these words: 

This above all: to thine ownself be true, 

And it must follow, as the night the day, 

Thou canst not then be false to any man. 

I have always believed that and I 
have tried to live that. 

I have had à most blessed personal 
life—personal and political. Since 1959, 
voters in Georgia have been putting me 
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in one office or another, and I am deep- 
ly grateful to them. 

God has richly blessed my personal 
life. My wife Shirley has been the per- 
fect partner for over 50 years. She has 
been my companion, my critic, my 
crutch. We have two wonderful sons, 
Murphy and Matthew, and our daugh- 
ters-in-law and our grandchildren and 
our great-grandchildren. We are very 
blessed. 

If he had lived, Paul Coverdell would 
be ending his second 6-year term. As I 
told some of my colleagues last night, 
not a day has gone by since I have been 
here that I have not thought of this 
good man who left us so suddenly and 
so tragically. 

My most fervent hope during these 
4% years has been that Paul would be 
pleased with the way I have served and 
finished out his term. I know Paul is 
pleased, as I am, that our mutual 
friend JOHNNY ISAKSON, one of the fin- 
est public servants I have ever known, 
will soon be our successor in this great 
body. 

I also wish to say what an honor it 
has been to serve the last 2 years with 
my colleague from Georgia, Senator 
SAXBY CHAMBLISS. 

Now as this page turns on the final 
chapter of my career as a public serv- 
ant, I cannot help but remember how it 
was in that first chapter of my life. 
Growing up in a remote Appalachian 
valley, we lived in a house made of 
rocks my mother gathered from a near- 
by creek with only an open fireplace 
for heat, no indoor plumbing, no car, 
no phone, and no father. 

On summer nights before the TVA 
dammed up the Hiawassee River and 
brought electricity to that Appa- 
lachian valley, after the Moon had 
come up over the mountain, the light- 
ning bugs were blinking, while the 
frogs croaked down at the creek and 
the katydids sang, every once in a 
while a whippoorwill’s lonesome cry 
could be heard. 

I remember after my mother had fi- 
nally quit working and was getting us 
quiet and ready to go to bed, we would 
play a game. The game would start 
when the headlights of that rare car 
would penetrate the darkness, maybe 
once every half hour or so on that nar- 
row strip of asphalt across a big ditch 
in front of our house. We would stare 
at the headlights of the car as it made 
its way around the steep curves and fi- 
nally over Brasstown Mountain. We 
would count and see how long it took 
from the time it went by our house 
until its taillights would disappear 
through that distant gap and was no 
longer a part of that one and only 
world I knew. 

It was often at this time my mother 
would laugh and say, ‘‘You know 
what’s so great about this place? You 
can get anywhere in the world from 
here." 

That world has turned many times 
since I first traveled that narrow road 
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through that gap and out of that val- 
ley. It has been a long road with many 
twists and turns, ups and downs, 
bumps, and, yes, a few wrecks, a road 
that twice carried me to the highest of- 
fice of the ninth largest State in this 
Nation, to all the continents and fa- 
mous cities of the world and, finally, to 
the Senate. 

So I leave this Senate, knowing that 
once again my mother has been proved 
right. One could get anywhere in the 
world from that little mountain valley 
and back again. Everywhere I have 
ever been really was on my way back 
home. 

I thank all of you. I thank my fam- 
ily. I thank my very special staff who 
has stayed with me through thick and 
thin. I thank my friends and especially 
my God. It has been one heck of a ride. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Montana. 

Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, I wish to 
say a few words about my friend from 
Georgia, Senator MILLER, who preceded 
my remarks. 

I was raised in the Midwest. We both 
come out of an era of rural America. It 
was a different life. I remember when 
we did not have electricity. We did not 
live on a gravel road. We did not have 
running water in the house. In fact, the 
water bucket froze on cold winter 
nights. We didn’t have the best clothes 
in the world. But they were clean. And 
I have never gone to bed hungry. 

I have an idea my mother was kind of 
like Mrs. Miller. A home full of love on 
a badlands farm made up of two rocks 
and one dirt, trying to hang on to it, 
coming out of tough times called the 
Depression of the dirty 1930s. It shaped 
a lot of character. It put a lot of fiber 
in a lot of people who went on to love 
this country and would serve her and 
our States at any cost. 

The highest compliment one could 
pay to any person we meet in this 
body, comes from the West in an ex- 
pression that says: We’ll not say good- 
bye; we’ll just say so long because you 
are welcome to sit at my fire anytime. 

That is my feeling toward this old 
marine. I only have one disappoint- 
ment, that we never did get a trip to 
the Pacific to visit Iwo Jima. I have 
been there but he never got to go. We 
tried every way in the world. We had a 
couple trips scrubbed because of busi- 
ness in the Senate. We never did make 
it, but we are not going to give up. 

So we say so long to ZELL MILLER, a 
good friend, a good Senator, a great 
representative of Georgia, and a great 
representative of this country. 

I came down here today to talk about 
other men who will be leaving this Sen- 
ate, including Senator HOLLINGS from 
South Carolina. He was chairman of 
the Commerce Committee when I first 
came here in 1988 and 1989. I was up to 
my eyes in confusion, trying to drink 
out of a fire hydrant to take it all in. 
My former chairman of the Commerce 
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Committee was part of my education, a 
very important part of it, in under- 
standing the work done in the commit- 
tees and this business of setting policy 
that conforms to the wants and desires 
of our States and what is good for the 
country. 

One time I offered a little amend- 
ment that had a far-reaching effect in 
the debate of regulating the cable in- 
dustry. I didn’t want to do that but I 
wanted to give him a little competition 
to make them better. I offered an 
amendment without telling anybody on 
the committee, without telling a soul. 

I will tell the Presiding Officer I 
know what it is like to sit way down at 
the end of the committee because when 
I came here my seniority was S100. 

I remember the chairman, Mr. HOL- 
LINGS, saying, I’ve never heard of any- 
thing like that. It was pretty obvious 
we were going to have to go to a vote. 
He didn’t know if he had enough votes 
to defeat it and I didn’t know if I had 
enough votes to pass it. An instance 
such as that calls for a little backroom 
sit-down, talk about this, and see what 
it does to the issue. 

I was right there with him. Senator 
INOUYE from Hawaii was also in the 
meeting. One can start to learn the 
ways of the Senate especially in the 
areas of committee work. 

I will miss ERNEST HOLLINGS because 
he has been an institution here serving 
from the 89th through the 108th Con- 
gress. That is a great tradition. 

The Presiding Officer knows and un- 
derstands ERNEST HOLLINGS. We may 
disagree on philosophy but we did not 
disagree on America. 

DON NICKLES will leave this Senate in 
this year, having arrived in 1980 with 
President Ronald Reagan. The real 
voice of conservatism, a fiscal conserv- 
ative, who stood in this Senate and 
fought wasteful spending and did it 
with grace, did it with knowledge, a 
leader among all. 

There again, he being 8 years ahead 
of me, he was a mentor and someone I 
could look to, study and learn from. 

In 1987 or 1986, TOM DASCHLE came to 
the Senate. A neighbor from South Da- 
kota from Aberdeen, SD, we both 
learned a little bit here. He was much 
more successful than I, reaching into 
leadership of his party. We had a lot of 
common friends in South Dakota. I 
will be sorry to see TOM DASCHLE leave 
the Senate. But he has left big tracks 
here. There are fond memories on 
issues that we agreed on and issues 
that we did not agree, but we did not 
do it being disagreeable. 

ВОВ GRAHAM from Florida I learned 
was in the Angus business and he 
leaves this year. 

JOHN BREAUX from Louisiana. I 
worked with him on the Commerce 
Committee regarding energy issues. 
His wisdom will be missed. 

I am afraid I took much more from 
these men than I could ever return to 
them. 
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I served only one term with JOHN ED- 
WARDS and PETER FITZGERALD. They, 
too, will be missed in the Senate. Their 
contribution was huge. 

BEN NIGHTHORSE CAMPBELL served 
from the 108га to the 108th Congress. 
But my, the knowledge he has had and 
the experiences he has had. 

It seems as if he has always ridden 
dangerous things, including old broncs 
and horses, which are unpredictable, 
and, you might say, not the safest 
things. What a great thrill being the 
cover Senator for Harley Davidson. He, 
too, has lived a great life. He, too, un- 
derstands the West. He is also a mem- 
ber of the Northern Cheyenne Tribe. 
The reservation is in my State of Mon- 
tana. 

We campaigned together, learned 
from each other. Now he will be return- 
ing back to his Colorado, back to the 
High Country. He is looking forward to 
that. 

PETER FITZGERALD comes from Illi- 
nois. As to all of these men, I want to 
say you do form relationships here, and 
there is à certain bond that attracts us 
all, as we learn that even though you 
may be on the same side of the aisle or 
the opposite side of the aisle, one could 
always agree or disagree without being 
disagreeable. That is what makes the 
Senate a special place. 

We will miss all of these men, but I 
am looking forward to those who take 
their place as, there again, new rela- 
tionships will be developed, à new bond 
dealing with the old challenges of a 
free society, with those who love the 
Constitution and love this country who 
were prepared to die for it and would if 
asked to do so today. No one doubts the 
depth of their patriotism nor their 
service to their country. We welcome 
them as we say goodbye to old friends, 
old relationships that will never be for- 
gotten. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor, and I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that I be al- 
lowed to speak for up to ten minutes in 
morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ate is in morning business. The Sen- 
ator from Tennessee is recognized. 


EE 
1989 EDUCATION SUMMIT 


Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, 
right after the election, on November 3, 
2004, I went to the Miller Center at the 
University of Virginia. The purpose of 
the occasion was a discussion of the 
1989 Education Summit. It had been 15 
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years since the President of the United 
States and the Nation’s Governors—all 
of our chief executives—gathered in 
Charlottesville, VA, to establish the 
first ever national education goals for 
our country. 

It is astonishing to me that 15 years 
have gone by since then, and it was to 
most other governors who were there. 
It was important to look back on what 
had happened in 1989, to see how it hap- 
pened, and to think about what hap- 
pened since then. 

The summit at the University of Vir- 
ginia had gone remarkably well. Presi- 
dent George H.W. Bush had convened 
it. Terry Bransted, the Governor of 
Iowa, was chairman of the National 
Governors Association that year. He 
had appointed the Governor from Ar- 
kansas, Bill Clinton, whose library is 
opening today, and Carroll Campbell of 
South Carolina as the lead Governors. 
Working with the President's rep- 
resentatives, they came up with those 
first national education goals. There 
had been a long prelude to all of this 
activity in 1989. I was a part of that 
prelude, and I saw a lot of it happen. 

In 1978, when I was elected Governor 
and Bill Clinton was elected Governor 
of Arkansas, and Dick Riley of South 
Carolina, and our colleague, Вов 
GRAHAM, who was Governor of Florida, 
we were all faced with the same issues. 
Our States were behind; the world was 
changing, and we needed a better edu- 
cation system, particularly at the ele- 
mentary and secondary level. So that 
by 1983, when the report of the U.S. De- 
partment of Education, called “А Na- 
tion at Risk,’’ came out saying we were 
greatly at risk because of the medioc- 
rity of the education system, it was 
into that environment that it came. 

The Governors in 1985 and 1986 all 
worked for a year on education. I was 
chairman of the NGA that year, and 
Bill Clinton was the vice chairman. It 
was the first time in the history of the 
governors organization that we all fo- 
cused for a year on one subject. Then, 
by 1989, we had a President of the 
United States, George H.W. Bush, who 
became the first of three consecutive 
Presidents to say he wanted to be an 
education President. The goals that 
the governors adopted with the Presi- 
dent in 1989 were very straightforward. 

No. 1, all children in America will 
start school ready to learn. 

No. 2, high school graduates will in- 
crease to 90 percent. 

No. 8, American students will leave 
the fourth, eighth, and twelfth grades 
having demonstrated competency in 
math, science, English, history, and ge- 
ography. 

No. 4, America would be first in the 
world in math and science. 

No. 5, adult Americans would be lit- 
erate. 

No. 6, every school would be free of 
drugs and violence. 

Those were the goals. You might say 
after a decade of unprecedented school 
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reform and concern, America backed 
into its goals for reform. That was 15 
years ago. A lot has happened since 
then. 

When I became Education Secretary 
in 1991, we created something called 
America 2000, which was to try to move 
America community by community to- 
ward those national education goals. 
Governor Clinton became President 
Clinton, and he changed the name to 
Goals 2000 and tried his brand of mov- 
ing us in that direction. 

Now we have another President, the 
son of the man for whom I worked, who 
has, through No Child Left Behind, 
working in a bipartisan way, tried to 
set from Washington accountability 
standards that will help make sure 
that all children are learning. I rise to 
talk about this today only for this rea- 
son: That the national summit of gov- 
ernors and the President, on its 15th 
anniversary, should not go by without 
mentioning it on this floor. 

There has never been anything like it 
before. One of the most important 
parts of it was that members of Con- 
gress were not involved. A lot of mem- 
bers of Congress—it was a Democratic 
legislature at that time—were not very 
happy about that. But I think that was 
the correct decision because, in my 
view, elementary and secondary edu- 
cation is a national concern, central to 
almost everything important that we 
do, but it is not necessarily a Federal 
Government concern. 

The fact that the governors and the 
President, the chief executives of our 
country, met together to establish 
these goals and begin to move us to- 
ward those goals was, I think, the cor- 
rect way to do that. 

I would like to salute the University 
of Virginia's Miller Center for holding 
this celebration. It included former 
Education Secretary Dick Riley, Rod 
Paige, the current Education Sec- 
retary, and I was there as well. It also 
included JOHN SUNUNU, à former Gov- 
ernor of New Hampshire, who was at 
the education summit and who was 
Chief of Staff at the White House at 
the time it was organized, and Jerry 
Baliles, the former Governor of Vir- 
ginia, who was Governor of Virginia at 
the time the education summit was 
held. 

I thought Governor Baliles’ remarks 
were especially interesting and useful. 
He talked about the political context 
of the times and how the governors 
were able to do this without inter- 
ference from Congressmen and Sen- 
ators in Washington, DC. He talked 
about the competitiveness of our coun- 
try and the world, and how we are driv- 
en to realize that better schools meant 
better jobs and that most of our stand- 
ard of living depends upon the re- 
search, the inventions, and technology 
that we have at our great system of 
colleges and universities in the world. 
And, he talked about where we had 
come in the last 15 years. 
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I ask unanimous consent to print in 
the RECORD, following my remarks, the 
full remarks of the Honorable Gerald 
L. Baliles, the former Governor of Vir- 
ginia, which he made at the Miller Cen- 
ter of Public Affairs and the Curry 
School of Education in Charlottesville 
on November 4, 2004. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

(See exhibit 1.) 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I 
think it is worthwhile, in addition to 
this, to give a little credit to former 
President George H.W. Bush. I still be- 
lieve that when the dust settles and 
history books are written, President 
Bush’s leadership in education will be 
among his most significant and lasting 
contributions. 

His tour of duty was interrupted by 
the voters in 1992, so he was not able to 
finish the job. But his America 2000 
community effort had a variety of ini- 
tiatives which set the agenda for Amer- 
ican education in the 1990s. They in- 
cluded a new set of national standards 
in core curriculum subjects, including 
science, history, English, geography, 
arts, civics, and foreign languages. It 
included a national voluntary examina- 
tion system geared to those new stand- 
ards. They included new generation, 
thousands of start-from-scratch, 
*"break-the-mold schools.” We call 
them today charter schools, but then 
there were only perhaps ten such char- 
ter schools. It included giving teachers 
more autonomy and flexibility in their 
classrooms by waiving federal rules 
and regulations, something Congress 
eventually did more of later. It also in- 
cluded à GI bill for children, to give 
middle and low-income families $1,000 
Scholarships to spend at any lawfully 
operated school of their choice, thereby 
giving those parents more of the same 
choices that wealthy parents already 
had. 

That was an excellent agenda in the 
early 1990s. It is still a good agenda 
today. The summit on education, the 
national education goals created in 
1989, need to be remembered, and so 
does the leadership of President George 
W. Bush on education. 

I yield the floor. 

EXHIBIT 1 
THE REMARKS OF THE HONORABLE GERALD L. 

BALILES, FORMER GOVERNOR OF VIRGINIA 

AND PARTNER, HUNTON & WILLIAMS, BEFORE 

THE MILLER CENTER OF PUBLIC AFFAIRS AND 

THE CURRY SCHOOL OF EDUCATION, THE UNI- 

VERSITY OF VIRGINIA, CHARLOTTESVILLE, 

VIRGINIA, NOVEMBER 4, 2004 
THE 1989 EDUCATION SUMMIT: A REEVALUATION 

At the beginning of the 1992 Vice Presi- 
dential debate, Ross Perot's running mate, 
Admiral Stockdale, opened the debate by 
looking into the camera and saying, ‘‘Who 
am I and why am I here?" 

Today, I am here because 15 years ago I, 
along with the rest of the nation's governors, 
met with the first President Bush and his 
cabinet for an unprecedented Education 
Summit here at the University of Virginia. 
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I am a strong believer in the importance of 
context; in the notion that to truly under- 
stand an event or a series of events, one 
must understand the times in which those 
events occurred. And that is my role here 
today. 

The agenda is filled with Education Secre- 
taries, educators and others who have played 
a critical role in how the results of the Sum- 
mit were implemented. They have been on 
the front lines of education in the fifteen 
years since the Summit, while I retired from 
public office just three and-a-half months 
after the Summit’s conclusion. I look for- 
ward to their assessments of the progress 
made and the challenges that confront us. 

1 believe that former New Hampshire Gov- 
ernor and White House Chief of Staff John 
Sununu and I are the only ones here who ac- 
tually attended the Summit, and all of its 
meetings, as principal participants. So it is 
that the Miller Center has asked me to pro- 
vide some context, to discuss what was going 
on at the time, why the meeting was held, 
what battles were going on behind the 
scenes, and what our expectations were for 
the Summit. 

I am delighted to be here today to share 
the program with Governor Warner, Sec- 
retary Paige and so many others who have 
advanced the cause of education in our coun- 
try. 

I just mentioned John Sununu. 1 served as 
Vice Chair of the National Governors Asso- 
ciation under John and then succeeded him 
as Chairman. Not long after that, John 
joined President Bush in Washington as his 
Chief of Staff. One of the best things about 
that 1989 summit was the opportunity to see 
and work with John again, and I am de- 
lighted he is here today for this retrospec- 
tive event. 

It is also a pleasure to be here with my 
former colleagues Dick Riley and Lamar А1- 
exander. I remember well my first National 
Governors’ Association Meeting, in August, 
1986, hosted by Governor Dick Riley at Hil- 
ton Head, South Carolina and chaired by a 
Tennessee Governor named Lamar Alex- 
ander. The major theme of the meeting was 
education; the NGA had done a great deal of 
work on education reform during Governor 
Alexander’s chairmanship and the results 
were being released. 

Lamar Alexander and Dick Riley, through 
their work as Governors and later as U.S. 
Secretaries of Education, have done more 
than any two people I can think of to ad- 
vance the cause of quality education in the 
United States over the past quarter century. 
We all owe them a tremendous debt. 

Now to the task at hand. 

You might recall that the 1989 Summit was 
greeted with equal measures of anticipation 
and cynicism, hope and skepticism. Many 
noted at the time that Americans periodi- 
cally make brave and impressive noises 
about education, but that we frequently fail 
to achieve the necessary breakthroughs to 
give education the priority it merits. 

No question, some expected the Charlottes- 
ville Summit to be little more than a vari- 
ation on disappointing earlier efforts. But 
others—and I counted myself among them— 
believed that something different and impor- 
tant could happen here, something which 
might foretell a favorable turning point in 
our national commitment to education. 

The day before leaving Richmond to come 
to Charlottesville for the Summit, I made 
the following observation at a press con- 
ference: ‘‘While it seems unlikely to me that 
fundamental solutions to the problems of 
education will emerge out of a meeting that 
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will last little more than 24 hours, the Sum- 
mit could well be the start of a significant 
national effort.” 

Fifteen years later, I believe the Summit 
was not only the start of a significant na- 
tional effort, but in many ways was a sem- 
inal event; nationalizing the importance of 
educational policy, sharpening the focus on 
results, and making executive political lead- 
ership more important. 

To understand why, and to understand the 
context in which the Summit was held, I 
want to focus on three factors in particular: 

First, I want to focus on the political con- 
text of the time. Much of the media and pub- 
lic reaction to the Summit centered around 
political questions—especially in the days 
leading up to the Summit. How much of the 
Summit was designed to cater to the Presi- 
dent’s political needs? How did Congress 
view the Summit? What did the Governors 
expect? What tensions existed between the 
different levels of government? Those ques- 
tions were being posed at the time, and it is 
important to examine them. 

Second, I want to look at the substantive 
context of the time. There was consensus 
across the political spectrum in 1989 that the 
United States faced a challenge, almost a 
crisis, of international competitiveness. 
While people of various political stripes dis- 
agreed sharply on specific remedies, it had 
become conventional wisdom that, by a vari- 
ety of international measures, including edu- 
cational achievement, the United States was 
not as competitive as most of its trading 
partners and competitors in the global econ- 
omy, and was falling further behind. This 
may be difficult to comprehend today, but 
the fact is that the competitiveness issue 
permeated most political debates of that 
time, and much of the educational reform ef- 
fort in the Nation was fueled by competitive- 
ness concerns. 

Finally, I want to look at the debate over 
the Federal role in education. In 1989, the 
very idea of a Federal role in education was 
still an open question. Today, we largely 
argue over what form the Federal role should 
take and how much it will cost. Very few 
will question the Federal role. We do not 
challenge the need for national standards or 
a national approach to educational policy. 
Back then, things were quite different, and 
the Summit played a major role—perhaps 
THE major role—in settling the basic ques- 
tion of whether there should be a Federal 
role in education. 

I want to focus on those three factors of 
politics, competitiveness and the Federal 
educational role because they really laid the 
foundation for much of what has followed, 
both at the State and Federal levels. And, 
yes, that includes Virginia's Standards of 
Learning" and the Federal *No Child Left 
Behind" legislation. 

POLITIOS 

Let's begin with the political dimension. 

It is well known that during the 1988 cam- 
paign, the then-Vice President Bush had pro- 
claimed that he'd like to be known as the 
“Education President." There was a belief, I 
think, that this would not only allow him to 
compete for voters the Democratic nominee 
was taking for granted, but that it would 
also allow the Vice President to set himself 
apart from President Reagan whose rhetoric 
and budgets, especially in the early years, 
demonstrated opposition to Federal involve- 
ment in education. 

If that was President Bush's strategy, it 
worked. His opponent in 1988, Massachusetts 
Governor Michael Dukakis, took the edu- 
cation issue somewhat for granted and the 
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Vice President was able to use it to his ad- 
vantage. For those who feared a replay of 
Reagan-era proposals to eliminate the De- 
partment of Education, the new President’s 
words assuaged their worries. 

When President Bush talked of a ‘‘kinder, 
gentler” administration, many believed that 
he was talking about education. Yet, when 
President Bush went on to observe, in his in- 
augural address, that the U.S. Government 
had ‘тоге will than wallet" in the face of 
mounting needs AND mounting deficits, 
many worried that he would walk away from 
his commitment to education. 

Indeed, the first several months of the 
Bush administration saw little or no action 
in the education area. This was understand- 
able. A new administration was getting orga- 
nized, momentous things were beginning to 
happen in Eastern Europe and the Soviet 
Union, and pro democracy demonstrators 
spent the spring of that year camped out in 
Tianamen Square in Beijing. 

In addition, hostages were being taken in 
the Middle Hast. The budget deficit was in- 
creasing rapidly. There were many serious 
international priorities. That nothing was 
happening on education should not have been 
a surprise, though the fact did give rise to 
some grumbling and increased pressure on 
the Bush Administration to do something. 

When President Bush came to Chicago in 
August, 1989 to address the annual meeting 
of the National Governors Association, there 
was much to talk about—in fact, the major 
story in the news the day he visited con- 
cerned the death of a U.S. hostage taken in 
the Middle East. 

Indeed, the President broke the news of the 
hostage’s death to the public at the begin- 
ning of his speech to the Governors. But dur- 
ing the course of his remarks, he announced 
that he would meet with the Governors in a 
“Summit” sometime that fall to discuss edu- 
cation. It would be only the third time a 
President would meet in a specially-called, 
Summit-type, meeting with Governors, and 
the first time that the subject would be edu- 
cation. The exact time and place had not 
then been determined, nor had the Univer- 
sity of Virginia been selected as the site of 
the Summit. 

Naturally, there were pundits who believed 
that the meeting would be nothing more 
than a photo opportunity; a chance for the 
President to quiet criticism of himself for 
not spending as much time on education as 
some people wanted. It was summertime, 
Congress was out of session, and after the 
National Governors’ Association meeting 
there was little hard news for the press to 
focus on, at least in the domestic arena. So, 
people were free to speculate about the 
President’s motives for holding the Summit, 
and about the agenda for the meeting. 

About two weeks after the President had 
proposed the meeting, the White House an- 
nounced that the Summit would be held here 
at the University of Virginia, and that it 
would be held at the end of September, about 
a month later. The fact that we now had a 
specific set of dates, and a location, only 
raised the intensity of the debate, as well as 
the political temperature. 

To begin with, Congress was unhappy 
about being excluded from the discussion. Up 
until 1989, Federal education policy was pri- 
marily a congressional concern. Presidents 
might express opinions but otherwise were 
reduced mostly to signing bills passed by 
Congress. Here was a President who had pro- 
posed to alter that balance, who made it 
clear that the Summit was limited to him- 
self and the 50 State Governors and the Gov- 
ernors of the territories. 
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Congressional leaders, particularly the 
chairmen of the education committees, were 
outraged—and not just at the President. Re- 
lations between Congress and the Governors 
were a little frayed at the time, particularly 
between Democratic Governors and Demo- 
cratic members of Congress. 

At that Chicago NGA meeting that I 
chaired, 49 of the 50 Governors signed a let- 
ter to congressional leaders asking for a 
moratorium on new Medicaid mandates. 
Continued expansion of Medicaid was exact- 
ing a major toll on State budgets around the 
country, and the Governors were asking for a 
brief moratorium on new mandates in order 
to find ways to fully fund what was already 
in the pipeline. 

Congressional leaders were incensed. Con- 
gressman Henry Waxman, who chaired the 
subcommittee in charge of Medicaid, wrote 
to all Democratic Governors accusing them 
of a variety of sins for their position in sup- 
port of a moratorium on new Medicaid man- 
dates. Things were especially tense between 
the gubernatorial wing of the Democratic 
party and the congressional wing (in those 
days, Democrats controlled both houses of 
Congress). 

So, there was the fear that congressional 
prerogatives were being stripped away and 
anger at Governors, particularly Democratic 
Governors, for being complicit in upsetting 
this balance. 

Congressional leaders found an ally in the 
then-Governor of New York, Mario Cuomo. 
Governor Cuomo, who was also the only Gov- 
ernor not to sign the Medicaid mandate let- 
ter, began working with Senator Kennedy, 
Chairman of the Senate Human Resources 
Committee, and Congressman Hawkins, his 
House counterpart. They wanted Congres- 
sional leaders to participate in the Summit 
since Congress would have to fund any Fed- 
eral initiatives, and they were also urging 
Democratic Governors to go to the Summit 
with an agenda demanding full Federal fund- 
ing of a variety of programs, and the cre- 
ation of several new Federal programs as 
well. 

Many of the Democratic Governors be- 
lieved this approach to be misguided, that if 
the Governors’ conversation with the Presi- 
dent on education simply mirrored Washing- 
ton’s fights over formulas and funding, then 
the public would view the meeting skep- 
tically, and we would lose an important op- 
portunity to articulate a national commit- 
ment to education. 

Arkansas Governor Bill Clinton was the 
Lead Democratic Governor for Education, 
and he and I worked together to convince 
our Democratic gubernatorial colleagues of 
this point of view. It was a difficult chal- 
lenge and the outcome was uncertain. At- 
tempts were made by some to convince indi- 
vidual Democratic Governors, and their 
staffs, that the Summit was a clever trap de- 
vised by the administration to ensure that 
no new resources would go into education. 

In the end, we convinced most of the 
Democratic Governors that the best way for- 
ward was an approach that focused on a set 
of challenging goals and standards; stringent 
enough that the goals could not be reached 
without a major financial commitment at all 
levels of government. 

We believed that if we just asked for more 
money, we would lose the public debate; that 
people would not support money divorced 
from results; that both needed to go hand-in- 
hand. 

We believed, in short, that the best way to 
obtain additional resources for education 
was to set goals that could not be achieved 
without those new resources. 
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So, if one is looking for a reason why the 
major result of the Summit was a commit- 
ment to develop national goals, this is a 
good place to start. 

In the meantime, the Republicans were 
having their own discussions. Most of them 
also revolved around funding, with the ad- 
ministration being wary of calls simply to 
provide more Federal money. Congressional 
Republicans largely agreed with the new ad- 
ministration in opposing more money, with 
some even wanting to make cuts in edu- 
cation spending. Republican Governors want- 
ed to be supportive of their President in 
holding the line against demands for major 
new cash infusions, but they also realized 
that more resources were required. Some of 
the most conservative Republicans were con- 
cerned that the Summit would all but en- 
shrine a Federal role in education that they 
opposed. 

In the end, Republican Governors came to 
a very similar conclusion as their Demo- 
cratic counterparts—that national goals 
would be the best way forward. My impres- 
sion was that they were under much less 
pressure from their congressional counter- 
parts than the Democratic Governors were 
from congressional Democrats; the pressure 
Republican Governors faced came more from 
an administration not wanting to be pres- 
sured into major new infusions of Federal 
money. But Governors of both parties ulti- 
mately came to similar conclusions prior to 
the Summit. 

In today’s partisan political climate, this 
bipartisan consensus seems almost impos- 
sible to believe. There were many reasons for 
this bipartisan convergence in thinking. 

Perhaps it is because Governors have al- 
ways been—or at least were then—better 
able to work across Party lines than mem- 
bers of Congress. 

Perhaps it is because Governor Clinton and 
South Carolina Governor Carroll Campbell, 
who was the Lead Republican Governor for 
Education, got along so well or because Iowa 
Governor Terry Brandstad and Washington 
Governor Booth Gardner, the new Chairman 
and Vice Chairman respectively, of the Na- 
tional Governors Association got along so 
well, or because we all got along with John 
Sununu, who as White House Chief of Staff 
played a major role in Summit preparations. 
Who knows? 

The fact is, however, that the political 
needs and desires of both Democratic and Re- 
publican Governors happened to coincide in 
an important way at that time, and the Gov- 
ernors went in to the Summit pretty much 
united over the need for fairly aggressive na- 
tional goals. It was, to resurrect a phrase, a 
time of harmonic convergence. 

And what about the White House? As I 
mentioned earlier, the main political worry 
from the White House was that the Summit 
would lead to intense pressure for a major 
infusion of new Federal dollars. I remember, 
very specifically, that this was the one non- 
negotiable demand from the White House— 
the Summit would not be allowed to focus 
solely on discussions of new Federal money. 

Some on the White House staff wanted lit- 
tle more than a statement saying that the 
President and Governors shared a common 
commitment to education. Others believed 
that such a result would be seen as inad- 
equate and would merely confirm the sus- 
picion many had that the entire Summit was 
pure politics. 

I want to state, by the way, that my belief 
has always been that President Bush was sin- 
cere in his desire to chart a new way forward 
in education. This view was confirmed by 
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what I observed at the Summit and by con- 
versations I had with the President in the 
months and years after the Summit—includ- 
ing a visit to Camp David a couple of years 
later. In this, he had the effective assistance 
of John Sununu and, later, Lamar Alex- 
ander. But there were some in the adminis- 
tration in September, 1989, who advocated a 
minimalist approach, to say the least. 

But others at the White House, echoing the 
President, believed that we had the oppor- 
tunity to achieve more than а “Мот and 
Apple Pie" joint statement on the value of 
education. They were no more interested in 
committing the administration to major new 
Federal spending than the minimalists, but 
they did believe that we had a golden oppor- 
tunity to focus the country’s attention on 
the need for a shared national goal of edu- 
cation excellence. 

Thus was the consensus born that the 
Summit would attempt to articulate a set of 
national educational goals, or at least begin 
a process in which such goals could be devel- 
oped. 

So, yes, politics was critically important 
to how the Summit unfolded and concluded. 
But as my UVA friend Larry Sabato likes to 
say, "politics is a good thing." And in this 
case, politics led to a shared approach and a 
constructive outcome for educational re- 
form. 

COMPETIVENESS 

Let me turn now to my second point, the 
substantive international policy concerns of 
late 1989. 

It is hard to remember now, with most of 
Europe and Japan stuck in a decade-long 
economic funk, but in the late 1980's the 
major issue hanging over the education de- 
bate—permeating debates over everything in 
fact—was competitiveness. At the time, the 
best way to get attention for one's issue was 
tolink it to the effort to make the American 
economy more competitive on a global basis. 
The book shelves were filled with tomes 
written by academics, journalists, politi- 
cians, sports coaches and others about com- 
petitiveness. 

Education was a major issue affected by 
the competitiveness debate. The changes 
that so challenged the Nation—the changes 
that inspired the Education Summit—were 
as much external as they were internal. And 
they were viewed as quite real, even threat- 
ening. 

The case for viewing education in this 
light was first made with the 1983 publica- 
tion of “А Nation at Risk." That report com- 
pletely transformed the education reform 
issue; it began to nationalize the issue, and 
it placed education firmly in the middle of 
the competitiveness debate. 

Listen to the language in the opening para- 
graphs of that report: [America's] once un- 
challenged preeminence in commerce, indus- 
try, science, and technological innovation is 
being overtaken by competitors throughout 
the world. . . . [T]he educational foundations 
of our society are presently being eroded by 
a rising tide of mediocrity that threatens 
our very future as a Nation and as a people. 
... We have, in effect, been committing an 
act of unthinking, unilateral educational 
disarmament.”’ 

Tough stuff. Of course, the intent of the 
words was to jolt the public, the press and 
our political institutions out of their com- 
placency and remove the inertia of the sta- 
tus quo. The fact that the report came from 
a panel created by President Reagan’s Sec- 
retary of Education, Terrell Bell, made the 
words all the more powerful. 

Well, if the intent was to jolt, it worked. 
Within just one year of the report’s release, 
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41 States had toughened high school gradua- 
tion requirements in line with the report’s 
recommendations. Thirty-five States had 
raised teacher certification standards, twen- 
ty States had increased instructional time 
and nineteen had improved school discipline 
policies. 

In 1986, the National Governors’ Associa- 
tion released “А Time for Results." This re- 
port proposed a series of actions to be com- 
pleted by 1991—to strengthen teaching, in- 
crease the use of technology and raise the 
level of local educational standards. This re- 
port was to be updated each year in a series 
called ‘Results in Education." 

Also in 1986, the Southern Governors Asso- 
ciation Advisory Council on International 
Education released a report calling for im- 
provements in the teaching of languages, ge- 
ography and other international subjects. 
The report stated: “Ву every measure, Amer- 
icans are not prepared to compete and to 
participate in the international market- 
place.’’ The report continued: ‘‘We, as a na- 
tion, as constantly surprised by world polit- 
ical and economic events. They occur in 
places we never heard of, for reasons we do 
not understand." The title of the report? 

CORNERSTONE OF COMPETITION 

In 1987, the National Governors Associa- 
tion launched à year-long initiative called 
“Jobs, Growth and Competition" which fo- 
cused on a variety of issues, including edu- 
cation, that were deemed important to im- 
proving our international competitiveness. 
In 1989, the National Governors' Association 
launched an initiative during my chairman- 
ship called *America in Transition, the 
International Frontier." The final report 
was entitled “А Competitive Nation." A se- 
ries of earlier reports had focused on a vari- 
ety of issues, including education. 

But, this competitiveness concern wasn't 
just for Governors. Congress and the Presi- 
dent got in on the act as well. 

Congress created the Competitiveness Pol- 
icy Council and charged it with reporting 
yearly on a series of actions that the nation 
could take to enhance its competitiveness in 
transportation, technology, trade, fiscal pol- 
icy and education. 

The White House created a Competitive- 
ness Council, chaired by the Vice President. 
So, this topic was a concern at every level of 
government. 

At the 1989 Education Summit’s opening 
press conference, I noted that: ‘‘We increas- 
ingly cannot compete with overseas na- 
tions. . . . The problem is that successful 
state and local programs are not enough; we 
need national educational excellence, and a 
national commitment to obtain 16.7” 

So, the competitiveness issue permeated 
the political landscape, it impacted every- 
thing else. There was consensus across the 
land that we had а ‘‘competitiveness prob- 
lem" And education was a part of that prob- 
lem—and solution. 

What did this mean? 

It meant that education could no longer be 
strictly a local or state issue. For if we had 
a national problem of competitiveness, then 
we needed national solutions. We could not 
leave it to chance that every State and local- 
ity would properly educate their young peo- 
ple; after all, our competitors had not. We 
needed a national conversation about edu- 
cation, we needed national results. We need- 
ed—voila—national goals, just like our com- 
petitors had. That’s why the Joint State- 
ment issued by the President and Governors 
at the conclusion of the Summit began with 
these words: “Тһе President and the nation’s 
Governors agree that a better educated citi- 
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zenry is the key to the continued growth and 
prosperity of the United States. . . . Edu- 
cation has always been important, but never 
this important because the stakes have 
changed: Our competitors for opportunity 
are also working to educate their people. As 
they continue to improve, they make the fu- 
ture a moving target.” 

And in the introduction to the National 
Education Goals agreed to five months later 
by the President and the Governors, you will 
find these words: "America's educational 
performance must be second to none in the 
21st century. Education is central to our 
quality of life. It is at the heart of our eco- 
nomic strength and security, our creativity 
in the arts and letters, our invention in the 
Sciences, and the perpetuation of our cul- 
tural values. Education is the key to Amer- 
ica's international competitiveness." 

The need to fit education into a national 
competitiveness strategy, combined with the 
political conclusions arrived at by Governors 
of both parties and the White House, forced 
a focus on national goals as the way forward. 


FEDERAL ROLE 


Finally, let me focus on my third point: 
the concern in 1989 over Federal involvement 
in education. 

If the political mood and economic impera- 
tive seemed to be converging on the idea of 
national education goals, there was still an 
unease many people felt about Federal in- 
volvement in education. This had been the 
subject of considerable debate a decade ear- 
lier when the U.S. Department of Education 
was created during the Carter Administra- 
tion. It was the topic of campaign rhetoric 
on the campaign trail in 1980, and it was cer- 
tainly argued in the halls of Congress on an 
annual basis in the early to mid-1980's when 
President Reagan proposed eliminating the 
department in his proposed budgets. 

Among those most uncomfortable with the 
idea of an Education Summit were those who 
were ideologically opposed to the very idea 
of Federal involvement in education. Many 
writers, including William Safire, warned ex- 
plicitly that the Bush Administration was 
setting the stage for a large expansion of the 
Federal role in education and for national- 
izing the issue. 

They were right. 

In fact, I would argue that the major 
achievement of the 1989 Education Summit 
was to settle, once and for all, the argument 
over a Federal role in education; whether 
education would be a national issue. The 
President and the Governors, by agreeing to 
the need for national education goals and 
agreeing on a strategy for developing those 
goals, had agreed upon a framework. There 
WOULD be a Federal role; education WOULD 
be a national issue, addressed with national 
solutions. 

It meant that educational decisions would 
no longer be settled solely at the local level. 
It meant that legislative deliberations at the 
State and Federal levels would become rel- 
atively less important, and executive deci- 
sion and vision relatively more important. 
That’s what happens when results are re- 
quired; when speeches, money and programs 
are just not enough. 

This all seems like conventional wisdom 
today, but we can easily forget it was not al- 
ways so. The 1989 Summit had a real impact, 
far beyond the imagining of those of us privi- 
leged enough to have participated. It fun- 
damentally changed the balance of political 
power on education issues, and it national- 
ized education policy in a way few would 
have conceived just a few years earlier. 
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CONCLUSION 


When the President called for a Summit 
with the Nation’s Governors to discuss edu- 
cation, many observers may not have known 
what to expect. I don’t recall any of the Gov- 
ernors believing beforehand that, while we 
agreed on the need for national goals, we 
would settle the argument over Federal in- 
volvement in education, or that we would 
shift the Federal focus on education from 
one end of Pennsylvania Avenue to the 
other. 

I do recall a great deal of skepticism and 
criticism from outside observers, especially 
Congress and the press. But I do not recall 
anything but the most constructive attitude 
being expressed by any of the principal par- 
ticipants. And, by the way, this was a meet- 
ing of principals, very few staff aides were 
permitted much of a role at all. 

It is worth noting, by the way, that the 
participants—despite all of the good will and 
convergence of thinking on the value of set- 
ting national goals—did not settle on spe- 
cific goals at the Summit. We agreed on the 
need for goals, and, in general, what those 
goals should address. The actual goals them- 
selves, however, were not developed until 
several months later. 

But, for the first time, the President and 
Governors were discussing on a national 
level à series of important questions. Many 
of these had long been discussed and debated 
in the States, and particularly in the South- 
ern Regional Education Board states. These 
questions included, among others: 

Intervention: Could we do a better job of 
preparing children for first grade? 

Dropout rates: Could we slow the tide? 

Adult literacy: Could we put a dent in it, 
even eliminate it? 

Teacher quality: Could we motivate and in- 
Spire it? 

Decentralized management: 
produce better results? 

And, parental choice: Could this be a work- 
able technique or just the latest fad? 

In the end, it was a focus on such questions 
that formed the basis of the goals and the 
national education policy that we know 
today. 

I believe the Education Summit was, to 
paraphrase Winston Churchill, the ‘‘begin- 
ning of a new beginning" in education pol- 
icy. I believe the way we think, as a Nation, 
about the goals and objectives of education 
began to change in September, 1989. 
Unsurprisingly, we did not find all the an- 
swers at the Summit. But we were asking 
the right questions—and for the first time, 
we were asking them as a Nation. 

In one sense, this should not have been all 
that surprising, because throughout our na- 
tional history, educational reform has been a 
vital and characteristic part of the American 
impulse. We have always believed that we 
can, by the force of our own imagination and 
determination, improve tomorrow by im- 
proving ourselves and our children. 

But, never has it been more important that 
our traditional convictions give rise to delib- 
erate action. 

If ignorance is the enemy of democracy, in 
an international economy, ignorance could 
well be an invitation to national decline. In 
1989, it was clear and apparent that the time 
had arrived for us to put ourselves on the 
spot, That was the message I heard in Char- 
lottesville, 

Accountability and the measurement of 
student performance, we declared, must be 
an integral part of our educational process. 
Indeed, Charlottesville portended a signifi- 
cant shift in our approach to education: 
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From here on, we said that we are going to 
be increasingly measured by more than the 
resources we invest. Instead, we declared 
that we are going to be questioned and exam- 
ined on the progress our students achieve— 
or fail to achieve. 

Frankly, I think that is how it should be— 
for there is too much at stake for it to be 
otherwise. 

In 1989, the President and the governors 
joined efforts to ensure that America be- 
comes a Nation resolved to using education 
as the best means for shaping the future. The 
reason we are here today is to assess our na- 
tional performance since 1989. Where are the 
benchmarks of progress? Where are the 
guideposts for confronting the challenges? 

Our speakers and panelists today are here 
to help us make those assessments. I share 
your interest in their opinions of how far we 
have come, and I am confident that they will 
focus our attention on the significant chal- 
lenges at hand. 

Today, as in 1989, we recognize that we 
have a lot of work to do, and we should al- 
ways keep in perspective that all of our edu- 
cational goals, commitments and resources 
come down to two fundamental points: 

First, education’s role as a transmitter of 
civilization’s knowledge and values must not 
be diminished. It is part of the glue that 
binds together the fabric of our society. 

Second, education is, also, increasingly, 
the engine that drives the American econ- 
omy—our economic future depends upon our 
ability to compete, but our ability to com- 
pete depends upon our ability to educate. It 
is just that simple. 

Thank you. I look forward to the rest of 
the Conference. 


Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CHAMBLISS). The clerk will call the 
roll. 


The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded and I be 
recognized to speak in morning busi- 
ness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


a 


TRIBUTES TO RETIRING 
SENATORS 


TOM DASCHLE 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, it is 
with great sadness that I rise to bid of- 
ficial farewell to one of my best friends 
and to one of the greatest Senators 
ever to grace this body, Том DASCHLE 
of South Dakota. 

Unsurprisingly, I am sure I have 
known TOM longer than anyone here. I 
vividly remember his first campaign 
for Congress in 1978, the same year I 
ran for the South Dakota House of 
Representatives for the first time. We 
were two young candidates, almost the 
same age, recent graduates, the same 
year, of South Dakota colleges. While 
we were running for very different of- 
fices, I felt an immediate bond with 
him at that time. 

Tom’s first race for Congress was in 
many ways predictive of the career 
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that would follow. He was then, and 
still is, the hardest working, most fo- 
cused person I have ever met in any 
sphere of my life. That year he 
knocked on more than 40,000 doors, per- 
sonally asking South Dakotans for 
their vote. I can tell you, knocking on 
40,000 doors in the middle of a South 
Dakota winter is a real challenge. 

Том looked so young he was once 
mistaken as the paperboy at one of 
those doors—a woman asked how much 
money she owed him. I have a photo I 
cherish to this day of Том and me to- 
gether during that first campaign, both 
of us looking like we were 14 years old. 
It makes you wonder how anyone voted 
for either of us at that time. 

I remember watching the election re- 
turns coming in for TOM’s campaign 
that evening and it didn’t look very 
good, frankly. In fact, when I went to 
bed that night I was almost certain he 
had lost. It was only when I woke up 
that I found TOM was only behind by 50 
votes with a recount certain, and as it 
turned out, he was certified the winner 
officially by 14 votes out of 180,000 
votes cast. Who would have dreamed 
that such a close victory in South Da- 
kota would have been the beginning of 
such a distinguished career? 

In the intervening years, I watched 
with admiration while TOM’s career ad- 
vanced in the House of Representa- 
tives. He was a natural leader, and I do 
not believe that many who knew him 
were surprised, in 1986, when he decided 
to run for the Senate, taking on the 
same man who, 6 years previously, de- 
feated Senator George McGovern, an 
institution in our State. 

It was far from an easy race, but TOM 
prevailed in the end, and his leaving 
his House seat opened it for my elec- 
tion that year as well. It was the cul- 
mination of those two elections which 
led to an extremely close working rela- 
tionship but also to a very close friend- 
ship. 

I have spent the last 18 years work- 
ing side by side with Том DASCHLE. I 
cannot imagine a better partner with 
whom to work. He is, as I mentioned 
earlier, the hardest working person I 
have ever known. He is also the most 
patient person I have ever known, as 
well as unfailingly generous—qualities 
that served him very well as Senate 
Democratic leader, an extremely de- 
manding job. 

There have been fewer than 2,000 Sen- 
ators who have served our Nation in 
this body, but there never has been one 
who cared as much or worked as hard 
for his home State as TOM DASCHLE. I 
can list his many and varied accom- 
plishments but I would be here for 
hours and that would not serve the pur- 
pose of this farewell. It was the Greek 
philosopher Plato who said, ‘‘The 
measure of a man is what he does with 
power." And it is that test that so 
clearly shows the character and the hu- 
manity and the values of TOM DASCHLE. 
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Том never used the power that he had 
attained for self-aggrandizement. He 
used it to build a better South Dakota, 
and a stronger America. 

He has always realized that our coun- 
try works best when people have an op- 
portunity to live up to their own po- 
tential, when our children are not 
shackled by poverty and lack of edu- 
cation, when our people who need a 
helping hand are given one, and when 
our older Americans are able to live 
out the balance of their lives with dig- 
nity. The truth is, if it weren’t for Tom 
DASCHLE and his untiring work, there 
are children who would not be educated 
and families who would not be housed 
and vulnerable people who would be 
uncared for. 

TOM DASCHLE’s priorities and values 
have been the priorities and values of 
his strong family and his devout faith. 

It was Jesus Christ who said: 

Inasmuch as ye have done unto one of the 
least of these, my brethren, ye have done it 
unto Me. 

And no matter what level of accom- 
plishment and power TOM DASCHLE at- 
tained, he never forgot the ‘‘least of 
the people" who Christ referenced. 

While we will no longer have TOM 
DASCHLE to lead us in this body, we are 
both instructed and warmed by the ex- 
ample he gave us during his 26 years in 
his congressional career. He and his 
wife Linda have made an extraordinary 
team and will always be among the 
closest of friends to my wife Barbara 
and me. I will never serve with a man 
I admire more than TOM DASCHLE, and 
it is with very great sadness that I say 
goodbye to his presence in this body. 
But more than anyone I have ever 
served with, or ever will serve with, he 
has given glory and meaning to the 
term ‘‘United States Senator." 

I yield the floor. I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. AL- 
EXANDER). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 


ee 


COUNTRY-OF-ORIGIN LABELING 
FOR MEATS AND VEGETABLES 


Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, in re- 
cent days there have been news reports 
about our colleagues on the other side 
of the Capitol Building deciding that 
they would like to get rid of something 
called country-of-origin labeling for 
meats and vegetables. This is a law 
that has been previously enacted by 
the Congress saying that consumers 
have a right to know where their meat 
and vegetables come from. So a Mem- 
ber of the House and the Speaker of the 
House and the majority leader of the 
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House have indicated they would like 
to find a way, in these waning days, 
perhaps in the Omnibus appropriations 
bill, to repeal the requirement to es- 
tablish country-of-origin labeling for 
meat and vegetables. 

Country-of-origin labeling is now the 
law of the land. The Secretary of Agri- 
culture has been dragging her feet for 
some long while in implementing it. 
While she was dragging her feet, the 
Congress decided to extend the time for 
implementation, so that time was ex- 
tended over the objection of many of 
us. My colleagues, Senator DASCHLE, 
Senator JOHNSON, and many others 
here in the Chamber objected to that. 
But, nonetheless, it was done last year 
in one of these omnibus bills. 

If those who are making decisions 
about what to put in omnibus bills 
these days decide they want to repeal 
the country-of-origin labeling law in an 
omnibus bill this year, they will do à 
great disservice to American con- 
sumers. They will pull the rug out from 
under farmers and ranchers in our 
country. Why? Because the fact is, we 
produce the highest quality food in the 
world. 

Consumers want to know where their 
food comes from. Almost any consumer 
in this country can take a look at his 
or her T-shirt or their shoes, and on 
the label it will say: Made in the U.S.A. 
Made in China. You will find out ex- 
actly where it was made. We know 
where shirts come from, and we know 
where shoes come from because it is all 
labeled. But meat is not labeled. The 
law requires it to be, but it is not at 
this point. So the question is, Will this 
law remain, and will it, in fact, be im- 
plemented, or will it not? 

We had a U.S. Department of Agri- 
culture report about the condition of 
meat that has been imported into this 
country. And I would like to just show 
a couple of comments from that report. 
The report was talking about condi- 
tions inside a meatpacking plant in 
Hermosillo, Mexico. That plant in Mex- 
ico supplied raw beef to the American 
consumers. It had never been inspected 
and was finally inspected once. Here is 
what they found. They found: 

“Shanks and briskets were contaminated 
with feces." 

А U.S. Department of Agriculture of- 
ficial wrote of his tour of the plant: 

“In the refrigerator a disease-condemned 
carcass was observed ready for boning and 
distribution in commerce. . . Paint and con- 
densation from dirty surfaces were dripping 
on the meat." 

The official found that workers were 
literally walking on the beef that was 
going to be approved for export to the 
United States. They found that a side 
of beef approved for processing was in- 
fected with bacterial blood infection. 

The problem is not limited to the 
Mexican plants. This is one plant in 
Mexico. Incidentally, this plant was 
shut down, then reopened under an- 
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other name, and to my knowledge has 
never again been inspected. 

Mr. President, by unanimous consent 
let me ask to show this piece of beef 
from a supermarket. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, no one 
knows where this comes from. No 
Member of the Senate will know where 
this originated. Did this come from the 
Mexican plant I just described? Does it 
come from a French plant that was 
also inspected and contaminated? Does 
this come from one of those plants, or 
does it come from a domestic source in 
this country in which inspection, we 
know, is rigorous? Does it come from a 
domestic source where we have farmers 
and ranchers who produce the best sup- 
ply of meat available in the world? 
Where does this piece of beef originate? 
No one knows. Consumers deserve to 
know. They have a right to know. 

The country-of-origin labeling ге- 
quirement passed by the Congress will 
give them the opportunity to know, 
but some of our colleagues around 
here, hailing the call of the big packing 
plants and others, decide now they 
want to try to repeal that. Maybe, just 
once, this place can stand up on the 
side of farmers and ranchers and con- 
sumers, just once, and ignore the call 
of the bigger economic interests who 
say: Let’s not do this. We clearly 
should do this. 

Labeling is important. Labeling em- 
powers consumers. Labeling protects 
American producers who are producing 
the best quality food at the lowest dis- 
posable income of any country in the 
world. So my message to those who are 
now sauntering around the Chambers 
watching this Omnibus appropriations 
bill be put together is this: It would be 
a very foolish mistake to believe that 
the Omnibus appropriations bill 
should, without any debate, carry a 
provision that would repeal something 
Congress has already done that will 
give people the right to understand 
where their meat and vegetables come 
from, where the origination point is for 
the vegetables and the meat that is 
being consumed by the American peo- 
ple. 

If, in fact, the majority party decides 
to do this—as I indicated, one Member 
of the U.S. House especially is pro- 
posing it. It has been, it is reported, 
supported by the Speaker of the House 
and the majority leader of the House. If 
they move in this direction, it will be 
a very serious mistake, in my judg- 
ment. 


EE 


INTERNATIONAL TRADE DEFICITS 


Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I would 
like to, on another subject, speak for 
just a moment about the area of inter- 
national trade. 

Yesterday, the Senate approved an 
increase in the debt ceiling by $800 bil- 
lion. That is the fiscal policy debt, that 
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is the amount of money that is spent 
over that which is collected in reve- 
nues. That means our kids and 
grandkids assume this responsibility. 
It is Federal debt. 

The budget deficit is the highest in 
history. This is a completely, thor- 
oughly irresponsible fiscal policy. 
There is no question about it. Oh, I 
know people say we have had economic 
slowdowns or recessions or wars or ter- 
rorism and this and that and the other 
thing. 

Look, we have had that for a century. 
But we have never had the size of the 
deficits we have now had in times like 
this. As far as I know, we have never 
before decided to fight a war with bor- 
rowed money and ask generations that 
come after us to pay for it. 

But I want to talk about another 
debt that is growing, and it is larger 
than the fiscal policy indebtedness that 
we have. And that is the foreign debt, 
which arises from trade deficits. This 
chart goes back to 1998. I could go fur- 
ther. It shows that we have the largest 
trade deficits in history, by far. Last 
month, it was $54.1 billion, the third 
highest in history. You can see where 
it is going. It is growing and growing 
and growing. 

Last month alone, the trade deficit 
with China—just one country—was $15 
billion. Now, nobody talks about this. 
Nobody seems to give a rip. Some peo- 
ple apparently think this will have no 
consequence for this country or its 
long-term prognosis. But they are 
wrong. This trade deficit is dangerous 
and will be debilitating to the coun- 
try’s economy unless we do something 
about it. 

Month after month after month we 
see these reports. And on this chart, 
this red ink has everything to do with 
jobs, which define the quality of life in 
this country. There is no social pro- 
gram in this country that is as impor- 
tant as a good job that pays well, that 
gives someone an opportunity to go to 
work, have some security, have bene- 
fits, and take care of their family and 
have a good life. The expansion of jobs 
and opportunity in this country will 
determine what kind of a country we 
have, what kind of opportunity exists 
for our kids and our grandkids. And 
jobs are leaving the country. 

Yesterday, I had a call from some 
American workers. I will not describe 
the company. They are workers for a 
company that produces a great prod- 
uct. They want to sell that product in 
China. 

Now China has a $15 billion monthly 
surplus with us this past month. They 
ship us their shirts, their shoes, their 
trousers, their trinkets. They ship it 
all to us, and we buy it. But can we get 
our products into China? 

These workers say they’ve been told 
that to have their product be sold in 
China, it has to have a 40- to 50-percent 
Chinese content, otherwise you cannot 
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get it in. So, therefore, the workers are 
concerned that the company is now 
going to begin processing operations in 
China. Why? Because China insists on 
it. 

Well, look, that violates the World 
Trade Organization. 

That does not come as a shock, of 
course. There is a systematic violation 
all the time, by these countries that 
decide they want to ship all of their 
products to the United States, but they 
want to keep their markets closed to 
us. That means our good jobs are leav- 
ing, not coming. 

There are a lot of reasons for it, one 
of which is we have had incompetent 
trade negotiators under Republican 
and Democratic administrations, com- 
pletely incompetent. They think their 
job is to negotiate agreements, the 
more the better, and they don’t care 
what’s in them. If they don’t get an 
agreement, they think they fail. So 
they negotiate an agreement, and give 
away the store. 

We just negotiated a bilateral trade 
agreement with China. Do you know 
what our negotiators agreed to? On 
automobile trade, they agreed to this: 
After a phase-in, China can impose a 
25-percent tariff on U.S. automobiles 
sold in China, and we will impose a 2.5- 
percent tariff on any Chinese vehicles 
sold in the United States. Let me say 
that again. Our negotiators agreed 
with China that we would allow them 
to impose a tariff 10 times higher than 
the tariff we would impose on them in 
reciprocal automobile trade. 

Now, what on earth would possess ne- 
gotiations to result in that, with a 
country with whom we have a very 
large trade deficit? 

We know China is ramping up an 
automobile industry and ап export 
automobile industry, and we now have 
a trade agreement with them where 
our negotiators said it is all right to 
have an imbalance that is tenfold in re- 
ciprocal automobile trade. 

What does that mean? To strip all 
the varnish from it, it means it is all 
right with our negotiators for Amer- 
ican jobs to be obliterated and Chinese 
jobs created on automobile trade. That 
might be all right with some unnamed 
trade negotiator, but it is not all right 
with me. Whoever negotiated that was 
fundamentally incompetent. 

We have some companies these days 
that are not American companies. Oh, 
they are American in terms of charter. 
They get a charter, a corporate char- 
ter, that allows them to become an ar- 
tificial person, be able to sue and be 
sued, and to contract and be contracted 
with. They have all the rights of peo- 
ple, except they don't die. They can go 
broke, but they will never die. These 
artificial people are responsible only to 
their shareholders. 

These companies have decided they 
would like to have all the benefits of 
doing business in the United States as 
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American companies, and all the pro- 
tection that exists from that, except 
they don’t want to have the obligation 
of paying taxes in the United States. 
Therefore, they do business through a 
mailbox in a tax haven country. They 
can set up a business in the Grand Cay- 
man Islands or the Bahamas. In some 
extreme cases, they have even decided 
they want to renounce their American 
citizenship to avoid paying their tax 
obligation to the United States, in 
what is known as an inversion. 

In addition to that, we now have 
company after company—and all you 
have to do is open up the Wall Street 
Journal every day to see it—doing 
something called outsourcing. That 
means taking American jobs and mov- 
ing them somewhere else in the world, 
where it is cheaper. Instead of doing 
business in America, paying American 
workers $10, $15 an hour, they can per- 
haps do it in Sri Lanka, Bangladesh, 
Indonesia, or China. I have described at 
length on the floor of the Senate the 
fact that Huffy Bicycles decided to do 
that, and the little red wagons, Radio 
Flyer wagons—that firm was in Amer- 
ica for 100 years. They decided to move 
production elsewhere. Why? Because 
they can pay sub-minimum wages. 
Huffy Bicycles used to pay $11 an hour 
to American workers. They got fired 
because they were too expensive. You 
can make them for 30 cents an hour in 
China, and you can work those people 7 
days a week and 12 hours a day. 

So we have what is called 
outsourcing. American companies are 
outsourcing jobs. That is a fancy term 
that describes the firing of American 
workers, in most cases, and employing 
overseas workers to do the same job at 
a fraction of the price. 

What’s even more nuts is that our 
tax code provides incentives for 
outsourcing. That’s right, when a com- 
pany wants to outsource, when a com- 
pany wants to shut down their plant in 
South Carolina or in Ohio, and do that 
production in China, we say to that 
company: We have a treat for you. Get 
rid of your American workers, shut 
down the plant, move the whole thing 
to China and you can get a special tax 
break. 

I happen to think that is absolutely 
nuts. What kind of a country provides 
a tax incentive for its companies to get 
rid of American workers and employ 
foreign workers? What kind of a coun- 
try’s tax system does that? This coun- 
try’s tax system does it. Yes, we voted 
on that. I offered an amendment to 
close that insidious loophole, that per- 
version in the Tax Code. Guess what. I 
lost in the Senate. 

Here’s something else. In a recent 
bill, the Senate Finance Committee, in 
conference, decided that U.S. compa- 
nies who have foreign controlled sub- 
sidiaries and have not repatriated their 
overseas earnings to the United States 
will be able to repatriate that income 
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at a tax rate of only 5.25 percent. Well, 
I have a lot of constituents who would 
love to have that tax rate. Wouldn’t 
that be a wonderful thing? If it is good 
enough for the biggest companies, 
which outsourced jobs, it ought to be 
good enough for all Americans. 

Ma Ferguson was Governor of Texas 
once and was involved in a debate 
about the English-only language back 
in the 1930s. She had a press conference 
and held up a Bible and she said, “Г 
English was good enough for Jesus, it 
is good enough for Texas." It is the 
good-enough theory, I guess. The 5.25- 
percent tax rate is good enough for cor- 
porations that moved American jobs 
overseas. Why is a 5.25-percent tax rate 
not good enough for people named 
Johnson and Olsen? Why is 5.25 percent 
not good enough for everybody? 

Why is it that this Congress, when it 
looks at these issues, won't even take à 
baby step in the right direction? We 
are hemorrhaging good jobs in this 
country. This is à race to the bottom. 
We fought for a century about impor- 
tant things. We fought for à century 
about the right of workers to organize. 
It is a very important right in Amer- 
ica. It was a similar fight that lit the 
fuse that caused freedom all over East- 
ern Europe. Lech Walesa led that fight, 
the right to organize. People died in 
the streets on that issue—the right to 
say that we are not going to have 12- 
year-old kids working down in a mine, 
or in a factory. Child labor laws, safe 
workplace laws—a whole range of 
issues. We fought for a century to cre- 
ate safe workplaces, child labor laws, 
minimum wages, the right to organize, 
all of these issues, which have, in my 
judgment, made this a better place. 

The fact is, there are American com- 
panies now that simply pole-vault over 
the issues and say we don't have to 
worry about that, about hiring kids. 
We can hire kids, we can hire 12-year- 
olds, work them 12 hours a day, pay 12 
cents an hour, and we don't have to 
worry. How do we do that? We hire 
them overseas, hire them elsewhere. 
That means those who have to compete 
in this new world order have to com- 
pete with countries that have decided 
they are going to make it illegal for 
workers to organize. You have to com- 
pete with 12-year-old kids who are paid 
12 cents an hour. 

If you wonder whether that is hap- 
pening, I can show you stories. There is 
one about a woman named Sadisha, 
who is making tennis shoes for 16 cents 
an hour. This is an hour and a half of 
labor in à pair of tennis shoes that 
comes to our store shelves for $80 a 
pair, and Sadisha's pay is 24 cents for 
making the tennis shoes. 

You think that doesn't happen? It 
does. I can tell you stories about the 
kids in India who were making carpets, 
who came to this country and testified 
before the Congress about the condi- 
tions in which they worked. The people 
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they worked for took gunpowder and 
lit the gunpower on the children’s fin- 
gertips to create scarring, so these lit- 
tle kids could be employed to sew these 
carpets. And the carpets were sent to 
our store shelves so we could buy them, 
and congratulate ourselves on the low 
prices. 

Is there an admission price to the 
American marketplace? Is there? Are 
there some basic set of standards, or is 
this a race to the bottom to have us 
compete with that sort of situation? 

I held a hearing not too long ago 
with some young women from Hon- 
duras working in a sweatshop making 
designer shirts, for a very prominent 
American label. They were working 
under incredibly abusive conditions. 
The story is the same all over. 

People talk about this being free 
trade. Look, this is simply a sea of red 
ink, a trade deficit that is weakening 
this country, and we have not paid any 
attention to the rules of trade that 
would begin to stop this. We had better 
wake up and decide that our interest is 
to be protective—and, yes, I use that 
word even though it is a pejorative 
word these days—protective of the eco- 
nomic interests of this country. We 
must do that. 

I spoke of Lech Walesa. Let me de- 
scribe his speech to a joint meeting of 
the Congress, one of the most remark- 
able moments I recall in my service 
here. 

He told us about a Saturday morning 
in a shipyard in Gdansk, Poland, when, 
having been fired as an electrician in 
that shipyard, this unemployed elec- 
trician was leading a strike against the 
Communist government demanding 
rights for the labor movement in Po- 
land. 

He said they grabbed him that Satur- 
day morning and began to beat him. 
The Communist secret police grabbed 
him and beat him severely and threw 
him over the barbed wire fence at the 
edge of the shipyard. He laid there, 
having been beaten severely, face 
down, bleeding in the dirt. He said he 
wondered while laying there, this un- 
employed electrician having been beat- 
en severely, what to do next. Well, he 
picked himself up, and climbed right 
back over the barbed wire fence, right 
back into the same shipyard, to con- 
tinue the fight. Ten years later this un- 
employed electrician was announced at 
the door of the U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives as the President of his 
country, the President of Poland. 

This was not an intellectual, not a 
scholar, not a diplomat, not a soldier, 
but an unemployed electrician with un- 
common courage. He said this to us: 
We didn’t have any guns. The Com- 
munists had all the guns. We didn’t 
have any bullets. The Communists had 
all the bullets. We were armed only 
with an idea, a powerful idea: People 
ought to be free to choose their own 
destiny. And then he said: Ideas are 
more powerful than guns. 
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There was a lot of applause that day, 
and appropriately so—applause of cour- 
age, the progress towards freedom and 
labor rights in Poland. But around 
here, we seem to have short memories. 
We are trading away our hard-won 
rights. 

The first baby step we should have 
taken in this Congress we decided not 
to take. I offered an amendment, and it 
was defeated, to stop the perverse and 
insidious tax breaks that incentivize 
American jobs going overseas. Let’s 
not reward companies that move our 
jobs overseas. Stop it; stop it now. It is 
a baby step to decide to shut down that 
tax incentive. 

We did not get it done this time. I 
lost that vote. But I am relentless, and 
I will again be on this floor the minute 
we return in January demanding once 
again an opportunity to debate and to 
vote on this issue. This is about Amer- 
ican jobs. It is about hope and oppor- 
tunity in this country. It is about ex- 
panding this great American experi- 
ment, and this issue, I assure you, will 
not go away. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oklahoma. 
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TRIBUTES TO RETIRING 
SENATORS 


ZELL MILLER 

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, I wish 
to make a couple of comments regard- 
ing the departure of one of our col- 
leagues, Senator ZELL MILLER. I have 
had the pleasure of working with Sen- 
ator MILLER for the last several years 
and I think the world of him. He comes 
from a great line of fantastic Senators 
from the great State of Georgia. 

When I was first elected, I served 
with Senator Sam Nunn and Senator 
Mack Mattingly. Both were very good 
friends. Both were outstanding Sen- 
ators. Senator Paul Coverdell, a very 
good, close friend of mine, served in the 
Senate for a little over a term and, un- 
fortunately, had a very sudden illness 
and passed away. ZELL MILLER was ap- 
pointed to take his place. 

I remember thinking at the time that 
Paul Coverdell was a great loss to the 
Senate. I believe that today. He had a 
great future in the Senate. He was ac- 
tually elected to the Senate leadership, 
which was very unusual for his first 
term in the Senate. Paul Coverdell was 
one of my closest friends. I really did 
mourn his loss. 

I did not know his replacement ap- 
pointed at that time, ZELL MILLER, but 
I got to know him very quickly. I grew 
to know him, respect him, and admire 
him as a patriot and as a Senator. He 
did a fantastic job in service not only 
to his state of Georgia but, frankly, to 
this country. He made a valued, posi- 
tive, and considerable impact on the 
Senate and, frankly, on our country. I 
will talk about that for a second. 
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I remember he was a real leader in 
passing the Homeland Security legisla- 
tion. That was very tough legislation. 
It passed by a very narrow margin. We 
did that in his first year in the Senate. 

He supported efforts to enact tax re- 
form. I was chairman of the Committee 
on the Budget in 2003, and we passed a 
budget, frankly, by one vote. ZELL MIL- 
LER’s vote helped make it happen. We 
had about 80 something amendments to 
the budget during consideration of the 
budget process. ZELL MILLER was with 
me on every one. He cosponsored the 
budget. He was my principal cosponsor 
of that budget. 

That budget enabled us to pass the 
tax relief we did later that year, the 
economic tax reform bill of 2003. That 
bill made a lot of changes, I might add, 
a lot of positive changes, that would 
not have passed had it not been for 
ZELL MILLER. He cosponsored that bill 
with me. I was honored the President 
asked me to sponsor it, and I was hon- 
ored to ask ZELL MILLER if he would 
cosponsor it with me, and he did. 

We defeated a lot of amendments de- 
signed to gut the legislation, and we 
passed the budget. Again, we passed it 
with the Vice President breaking the 
tie. It would not have passed without 
ZELL MILLER’s leadership, without his 
sponsoring the legislation. 

What did that legislation do? It made 
a difference on every American tax- 
payer in this country. That legislation 
allowed us to have a $1,000 tax credit 
per child. That legislation allowed us 
to expand and provide marriage pen- 
alty relief. For a couple making $58,000, 
marriage penalty relief boiled down to 
about $905. That passed because ZELL 
MILLER stood with us on that legisla- 
tion. 

It also allowed us to reduce the cap- 
ital gains tax rate from 20 percent to 15 
percent. It allowed us to say that we 
would not double tax corporate divi- 
dends, at least not as punitively as we 
did before. We reduced the corporate 
tax on dividends. Actually, the bill we 
passed in the Senate had zero double 
taxation. The bill that came out of 
conference was 15 percent, instead of 
the ordinary rates. That is a big and 
positive change because this country, 
unfortunately, taxed distributions 
from corporations higher than any 
other country. We are tied with Japan 
at a net effective tax rate of 70 percent. 

Why would corporations distribute 
earnings to their owners if the Govern- 
ment would get 70 percent? Many did 
not. They would accumulate earnings, 
hide the money, or do something dif- 
ferent with them. We passed that legis- 
lation, and now people are paying divi- 
dends. 

Microsoft announced a multibillion- 
dollar distribution because of that leg- 
islation. We tax it now at the indi- 
vidual rate, 15 percent. When we start- 
ed marking up that legislation, the 
Dow Jones was at 7,700. Today it is 
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over 10,500. That legislation made a dif- 
ference. That legislation passed be- 
cause ZELL MILLER stood with us on 
the floor to pass that legislation. 

It is not too often you can actually 
say you passed legislation that made a 
real and positive impact. There are 
over two million jobs that have been 
created in the last 14 months as a re- 
sult of that legislation. I believe the 
President signed it in June of 2003. It 
has been almost a year and a half now, 
and a couple of million jobs have been 
created since we passed that legisla- 
tion. The economy is moving. Revenues 
are coming into the Government. The 
deficit is $100 billion less than esti- 
mated previously, 9 months ago, be- 
cause, there is economic revival. We do 
have new jobs being created. There are 
positive signs. A lot of that happened 
because of the courage and conviction 
of the Senator from Georgia. 

I said Paul Coverdell was my friend. 
He has certainly been missed in this 
Senate, and that is a fact. I will also 
say that ZELL MILLER is my very dear 
friend and he will be missed in the Sen- 
ate. He only served for a few years in 
the Senate, but he had a great impact, 
a very positive impact, not only on 
taxpayers, and the country but to our 
body politic, the body of the country. 
As a patriot, a former marine, former 
mayor, former State senator, former 
Lieutenant Governor, and as a former 
Governor, he had enormous impact. 

He was a speaker at the Republican 
National Convention. I told him his 
speech wasn’t so much that of a Demo- 
crat or Republican; his speech was that 
of a patriot who was speaking out 
strong because he believed strongly in 
this country. You could see it. You 
could sense it. You could believe it. 

I am very proud to have ZELL MILLER 
as my friend. He and his wife Shirley 
have been a blessing to this body and a 
blessing to this country. I thank God 
for the fact I had the opportunity to 
serve with him and the fact that he 
served in this body. I think our country 
is much better for it, and I wish him 
every good wish in the years ahead. 

I yield the floor, and I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

BEN NIGHTHORSE CAMPBELL 

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, I wish 
to make a couple of comments regard- 
ing my very good friend, BEN 
NIGHTHORSE CAMPBELL, who is retiring 
with me at the end of this session. Sen- 
ator CAMPBELL is a unique Senator. All 
Senators are unique, but he is espe- 
cially unique. He is a very special Sen- 
ator, the only Native American pres- 


The 


23977 


ently serving in the Senate and he is 
chairman of the Indian Affairs Com- 
mittee. 

He has a very distinguished career. 
He was in the Air Force. He served in 
Korea. He served in the State legisla- 
ture. He served in the House of Rep- 
resentatives. I believe he was elected in 
1986. He was elected to the Senate as a 
Democrat in 1992, 12 years ago. He was 
reelected in 1998. In March of 1995, he 
had the courage and the conviction to 
change parties. That is not easily done. 
He did it and I greatly respect him and 
admire him for that, but also for his 
service to our country. 

He is a jewelry designer. 

I have had the pleasure of knowing 
BEN NIGHTHORSE CAMPBELL and his 
wife, Linda, fairly well for the last 12 
years. I have great respect for him. He 
has passed a lot of legislation. A lot of 
people are not aware of that. Many of 
his bills have become law. In many 
cases, he is a quiet legislator. He is ef- 
fective and he gets things done. 

He is on the Appropriations Com- 
mittee. He has had his fingerprints on 
a lot of legislation. He is chairman of 
the Indian Affairs Committee. That 
committee considers a multitude of 
issues. Some of us kind of moved 
around and made way for him to be- 
come chairman of that committee. We 
thought it was very special to have a 
Native American become chairman of 
the Indian Affairs Committee for the 
first time. 

He is unique from the standpoint 
that he rides a Harley. He has a great 
love for the West. 

I think he has made a valuable, im- 
portant contribution to this body, the 
Senate. 

He has represented his State of Colo- 
rado very well. Colorado has had some 
great Senators. Bill Armstrong was one 
of my favorite Senators and one of my 
mentors. WAYNE ALLARD is another 
outstanding Senator from Colorado. 
BEN NIGHTHORSE CAMPBELL certainly 
falls in that role of being an out- 
standing Senator. I think he and Linda 
both will be missed in this body, the 
Senate. 

I congratulate him and Linda for 
their many years of service going all 
the way back to the military, to the 
State legislature, to serving in the 
House of Representatives, and now 12 
years in the Senate. He has given a lot 
of public service to this country, and 
given it well. He has served well. As 
the Bible says, ‘‘Well done thou good 
and faithful servant’’. He has certainly 
done that. He has made the State of 
Colorado very proud and, frankly, the 
country very proud. The Senate is bet- 
ter off for his service. I congratulate 
him for his service. 

The Senate will miss the services and 
the laughter of BEN NIGHTHORSE CAMP- 
BELL. I compliment him for his service. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
DR. HARRY FRITZ 


Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, I rise 
today to honor a distinguished man 
and educator, Montana’s 2004 Professor 
of the Year award winner, Dr. Harry 
Fritz. 

Harry was born in the State of Mary- 
land, but he graduated from Missoula 
County High School in Montana in 
1956. He attended Dartmouth College to 
earn his bachelor of arts degree. Har- 
ry’s relationship with the University of 
Montana, located in Missoula, began 
when he attended the university to get 
his master of arts degree. 

After earning his Ph.D. from Wash- 
ington University in St. Louis, Harry 
returned to the University of Montana, 
and that is where he has hung his hat 
ever since. 

Harry is the chairman of the Depart- 
ment of History and a full-time pro- 
fessor at the University of Montana. He 
exemplifies the type of professor Mon- 
tana has come to expect from its high- 
er education community. He is a first- 
rate guy. He is just aces. He is an edu- 
cator who meets the highest standards 
of professional excellence. And he is a 
student’s teacher. He connects with 
students and draws them into our Na- 
tion’s history. 

I might say, I first met and knew 
Harry Fritz back about 1972, some- 
where in there, when I was practicing 
law in Missoula, MT, and was running 
for the State legislature. Professor 
Fritz and a couple friends of ours would 
get together about every couple, three 
weeks and have pizza and beer. We 
called ourselves the ‘‘Beer Com- 
mittee," and Harry was head of the 
Beer Committee. It was a super bunch 
of friends. We would talk about the 
world’s problems and service and what 
needed to be done for Montana and the 
Nation. It was, in many respects, the 
enthusiasm and knowledge of Harry 
Fritz that got me interested in public 
service. He is that kind of a guy. 

I might also say, he has a wonderful 
sense of humor. He is a tall man. He 
looks a lot like Abe Lincoln. When he 
puts on his beard, he portrays Abraham 
Lincoln and performs little skits. As a 
history professor, he is able to bring 
President Lincoln and lots of other as- 
pects surrounding President Lincoln 
into his classes at the University of 
Montana. 

I might say, too, his classes are al- 
ways the first to be fully subscribed. 
People want to go to Professor Fritz’s 
history classes because he connects so 
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much, he brings history to life so 
much, with a sense of humor, with 
compassion, and with insight and per- 
ception. It is no wonder he has been 
named Professor of the Year for 2004. 

Many of us who know Harry also are 
reminded of all the ways he has served. 
He not only is a history professor, a 
terrific professor at that, but he also 
served in the State legislature in Mon- 
tana in the Montana Senate and the 
Montana House. He wants to do what 
he can to serve the people of our State. 
His wife Nancy is equally active, equal- 
ly dedicated to service. Nancy, too, was 
a representative in the Montana State 
legislature at one time. So they are 
people who exemplify the best of 
human nature; that is, serving people. 

I have a view that the most noble 
human endeavor is service. It is service 
to community, it is service to church, 
it is service to friends, service in what- 
ever way makes the most sense for 
each one of us. Many of us here believe 
that. That is why we are here. I cer- 
tainly know that is why the Presiding 
Officer is here, who has so much be- 
lieved in service in the various capac- 
ities that he has served his State and 
this Nation. 

Harry Fritz is another who believes 
in service. I think it is important to 
honor and recognize people such as 
Harry, because the more Harry Fritzes 
there are in this country, in this world, 
by far, the more quickly we are going 
to solve some mutual problems. 

I again pay my highest compliments 
to a wonderful friend, a terrific man, 
and one of the best professors any stu- 
dent could ever have, Professor Harry 
Fritz. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor and 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


Sa 


TRIBUTES TO RETIRING 
SENATORS 


FRITZ HOLLINGS 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, the end of 
the 108th Congress marks the end of an 
era. It marks the end of a remarkable 
career of a remarkable man. 

I will not say goodbye to Senator 
HOLLINGS. His personality, his sense of 
humor, his achievements, his legacy 
will forever be a part of this Chamber. 
But I do take a few minutes of the Sen- 
ate’s time to thank Senator ERNEST 
HOLLINGS. 

I thank him for being an outstanding 
Senator. I thank him for his service to 
our country. I thank him for being a 
friend. I have been honored to call him 
my colleague for almost 40 years. 


The 
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The man who is destined to become a 
legend in the political history of South 
Carolina politics was a New Year’s Day 
baby. He was born on January 1, 1922. 
After graduating from the Citadel, he 
served in the U.S. Army during World 
War II. This combat veteran, who 
served in North Africa and in Europe, 
was awarded seven campaign stars and 
was discharged with the rank of cap- 
tain. 

After the war, he earned his law de- 
gree from the University of South 
Carolina in 1947 and then began his ex- 
traordinary career in public service in 
1947. That was the year in which he 
earned his law degree. 

In 1947, at the age of 26, he was elect- 
ed to the South Carolina State Legisla- 
ture where he served until 1954, while 
1947 was the year in which I was sworn 
in at the West Virginia House of Dele- 
gates in Charleston, WV. 

During his last 3 years in the South 
Carolina State Legislature, he served 
as its speaker pro tempore. 

In 1954, at the age of 32, he was elect- 
ed Lieutenant Governor of South Caro- 
lina. 

Four years later, in 1958, at the age of 
36, he became one of the youngest men 
ever elected Governor of his beloved 
State. From what I understand, he was 
an outstanding Governor. Senator HOL- 
LINGS would be outstanding in any of- 
fice in which he would ever serve. He 
earned a reputation as the education 
Governor because he raised teachers’ 
salaries, launched new and innovative 
educational programs, including a su- 
perb technical training program, and 
set up a commission that improved the 
State’s higher education system. 

In 1966 he was elected to the Senate. 
Here he has stayed for 38 years. I am 
glad he stayed. He has been a very 
colorful Senator, an outstanding and 
outspoken Senator with a booming 
voice. 

The stentorian voice could be heard, 
I am sure, throughout this Chamber, 
without a public address system. When 
he first came here we had no public ad- 
dress system in the Senate. When I 
first came here, we had no public ad- 
dress system in the Senate, but we had 
Senators who could be heard. It was a 
practice in those days for other Sen- 
ators to gather closer to the Senator 
who was speaking. It was also a prac- 
tice for other Senators to be informed 
when a new Senator was going to 
speak. New Senators did not speak the 
first week or the first month, but only 
after several months did they speak. 
Before they spoke, the word went 
around that so and so was going to de- 
liver his maiden speech or her maiden 
speech. In those days there was one 
lady in the Senate, Margaret Chase 
Smith of Maine. But we didn’t have 
any public address system. 

I recall when we started to discuss 
having a public address system in the 
Senate, I was opposed to it. I wanted 
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the Senate to remain the Senate of the 
decades that had preceded our own 
times. 

But he was colorful and he was a Sen- 
ator who had that booming voice that 
could be projected and heard in the gal- 
leries, and today Senator HOLLINGS 
does not need a microphone. 

He was from the old school of Sen- 
ators who placed public interest over 
partisan politics. Oh, that we had more 
Senators like that, more Senators like 
Senator HOLLINGS who put first the 
public’s interest, the interest of those 
people who are watching through that 
electronic eye just behind the Pre- 
siding Officer’s desk; the eyes of the 
people come through that electronic 
eye, which extends the galleries beyond 
the capacity that we see here. It ex- 
tends those galleries out to the outer- 
most parts of the country, north and 
south, out to the Pacific, out to the 
great Rocky Mountains, out to the 
broad prairies, out to the farms, out to 
the hills of West Virginia, that great 
medium. 

This Senator from South Carolina, 
unlike so many Senators of today, 
placed the public interest over partisan 
politics. And he still does. He never 
hesitated to criticize a President of his 
own political party as well as the oppo- 
sition party when he knew in his heart 
and in his conscience that President 
was wrong. If it were a President of his 
own party, let it be. 

While in the Senate, Senator HOL- 
LINGS has served on the Senate’s Budg- 
et and Appropriations Committees, 
served as chairman of the Senate Com- 
merce Committee, served as chairman 
of a number of Senate subcommittees. 
Just as he had been a loyal and proud 
servant of his own State of South Caro- 
lina, he has been a loyal and proud 
servant of our country. In the Senate, 
he has been a forceful advocate of a re- 
sponsible energy policy. In fact, as 
early as 1967, Senator HOLLINGS was 
warning that our country faced a fu- 
ture of energy crises, and he was call- 
ing for a national energy policy. 

He authored legislation to create the 
Department of Energy and the Auto- 
mobile Fuel Economy Act that re- 
quires the miles-per-gallon sticker on 
new cars. 

He has been a determined advocate of 
a cleaner and healthier environment. 
In this effort, he formulated legislation 
to protect our marine environment, 
Sponsored legislation to prevent the 
dumping of polluting materials in the 
ocean, and authored the Coastal Zone 
Management Act to protect our coastal 
waters and tidelands. He is the recog- 
nized legislative father" of the Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad- 
ministration, NOAA. 

In the Senate, Senator HOLLINGS con- 
tinued promoting technical training as 
he fought to establish trade schools 
that specialize in retraining workers 
and offer alternatives for people who 
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choose not to pursue a university de- 
gree. 

In the Senate, Senator HOLLINGS has 
tenaciously opposed trade deals that 
threaten American jobs. Oh, if there 
were more like him. His fights in this 
area have involved opposing Presi- 
dents, opposing Presidents whom he 
charged were ‘‘giving away the store" 
in our trade treaties. He has fought to 
protect and increase Social Security 
benefits for our elderly Americans. 

Concerned about the widespread pov- 
erty across the South, in 1968, he un- 
dertook a series of ‘‘hunger tours" that 
highlighted the issue. He later au- 
thored a powerful study, ‘‘The Case 
Against Hunger: A Demand for a Na- 
tional Policy" that advocated рго- 
grams to address the persistence of ab- 
ject poverty in the United States. Put- 
ting his words into action, he helped 
lead the congressional effort to estab- 
lish the Women, Infants, and Chil- 
dren—WIC—nutritional assistance pro- 
gram, and he helped to advance the Na- 
tions community health centers, 
which provide primary and preventive 
health services in underserved commu- 
nities. 

Long before the Bush administra- 
tion's record-breaking budget deficits, 
long before today's incredible $7 tril- 
lion national debt, Senator HOLLINGS 
was an eloquent and powerful advocate 
of budget discipline. I did not always 
agree with his efforts, such as the 
Gramm-Rudman-Hollings law, but I 
never questioned Senator HOLLINGS'S 
dedication to trying to restore fiscal 
sanity to America’s deficit addictions. 

Although he has long been a Senator 
of power and influence, during the 
great majority of his time in this 
Chamber, he remained the junior Sen- 
ator from his State. Even after serving 
36 years in the Senate, he was still out- 
ranked by his colleague from South 
Carolina, Senator Strom Thurmond, 
making Senator HOLLINGS the longest 
serving junior Senator in history, 
whatever that means. I have often won- 
dered, having been a junior Senator 
and being a senior Senator now, what 
we mean by ‘“‘junior Senator”? Well, we 
know what it means, but that is all. 

It was at the age of 80 that Senator 
HOLLINGS finally became the senior 
Senator from South Carolina. He had 
earned it. He had earned it just as he 
has earned the respect and the grati- 
tude of the people of South Carolina 
and the men and the women in this 
Chamber. 

Now, unfortunately, my friend and 
colleague is leaving us. Again, I will 
not say farewell to him. I will only 
thank him for his service and wish him 
well in his private life. 

I will always remember and cherish 
our years of working together on the 
Appropriations Committee and for the 
best interests of our great country. 

It isn’t enough that we say in our hearts 
That we like a man for his ways; 
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And it isn’t enough that we fill our minds 

With psalms of silent praise; 

Nor is it enough that we honor a man 

As our confidence upward mounts; 

It’s going right up to the man himself 

And telling him so that counts. 

Then when a man does a deed that you really 
admire, 

Don’t leave a kind word unsaid, 

For fear to do so might make him vain 

Or cause him to lose his head; 

But reach out your hand and tell him, ‘‘Well 
допе”, 

And see how his gratitude swells; 

It isn’t the flowers we strew on the grave, 

It’s the word to the living that tells. 

Now, unfortunately, my friend and 
colleague—a strong colleague on the 
Appropriations Committee, where we 
two have served all these many years— 
is leaving us. Again, I will not say fare- 
well to Senator HOLLINGS. I will only 
thank him for his service and wish him 
well in his private life. I will always re- 
member and cherish our years of work- 
ing together. 

I shall always remember, too, that 
loyal, dedicated, devoted helpmate, 
Peatsy, who stood always at his side, 
always there to be his best confidant. 
Yes, Erma and I will miss Peatsy. 

In closing, then, let me speak just a 
few words from the “Слагасбег of the 
Happy Warrior’ by William Words- 
worth, because I think they represent 
my feelings toward ERNEST FRITZ HOL- 
LINGS: 

Who is the happy Warrior? Who is he 

That every man in arms should wish to be? 

* * * * * 

"Tis, finally, the Man, who, lifted high, 

Conspicuous object in a Nation's eye, 

Or left unthought-of in obscurity,— 

Who, with a toward or untoward lot, 

Prosperous or adverse, to his wish or not— 

Plays, in the many games of life, that one 

Where what he most doth value must be won: 

Whom neither shape or danger can dismay, 

Nor thought of tender happiness betray; 

Who, not content that former worth stand 
fast, 

Looks forward, persevering to the last, 

From well to better, daily self-surpast: 

Who, whether praise of him must walk the 
earth 

For ever, and to noble deeds give birth, 

Or he must fall, to sleep without his fame, 

And leave a dead unprofitable name— 

Finds comfort in himself and in his cause; 

And, while the mortal mist is gathering, 
draws 

His breath in confidence of Heaven’s ap- 
plause: 

This is the happy Warrior; this is he 

That every man in arms should wish to be. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania is recognized. 

Mr. SANTORUM. Mr. President, I am 
happy to yield to the Senator from 
Oklahoma. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that at the conclu- 
sion of the remarks of the junior Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania, I be recog- 
nized to speak as in morning business 
for up to 25 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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The Senator from Pennsylvania is 
recognized. 


EE 
POLISH VISA WAIVERS 


Mr. SANTORUM. Mr. President, I 
rise very briefly to offer another unani- 
mous consent request. This is a unani- 
mous consent request on a piece of leg- 
islation that Senator MIKULSKI and I 
introduced earlier this year regarding 
Polish visa waivers. 

A visa waiver is a provision given in 
law to allow people from a country 
with which the United States has good 
relationships to come into this country 
for a temporary period of time as visi- 
tors, tourists, without having to obtain 
a visa. In other words, this waives the 
visa requirement that is generally im- 
posed on people coming from other 
countries to America. I believe we have 
done this with 27 other countries be- 
cause of the unique relationship we 
have with them and the bond that the 
countries have with the U.S. 

Poland, unfortunately, has not been 
granted that status. If you look at the 
continent of Europe and at the great 
allies that we have on the continent of 
Europe, obviously, the two that come 
to mind—in my mind at least—are the 
Brits and the Italians. But Poland has 
shown, since its release from the So- 
viet Union’s sphere of influence, a re- 
markable affinity for the United States 
and has shown tremendous strides and 
advances both in terms of democracy, 
economy, and in their culture. It is 
very much a country that is leaning 
and facing west. It is, to me, a real in- 
justice to the people of that country, 
who have been our steadfast sup- 
porters, particularly in the most recent 
conflict in Iraq, that we would not 
present them the opportunity we do 
virtually every other country in Eu- 
rope. 

Senator MIKULSKI agrees, I think, 
with the statements I have made, and 
she has said so on the floor of the Sen- 
ate. We have been working in the past 
couple of months to clear this legisla- 
tion so it can pass the Senate and be 
sent to the House, with the hope, at 
this late date, of becoming law but, if 
not, accelerating the opportunity for it 
to become law next year. Even at this 
late date, the hope is that once the bill 
would get to the House, there would be 
the kind of support we have seen in the 
Senate to pass it. The support is nearly 
unanimous. 

As we all know, at this point in time 
in the Senate, nearly unanimous isn’t 
good enough. We need unanimous con- 
sent, or all Members of the Senate to 
agree. I can speak on behalf of the Re- 
publican side of the aisle. I have spo- 
ken to all Senators, or their offices, 
and every Republican Senator has 
agreed to allow this bill to clear the 
Senate and to pass today. We were will- 
ing to pass this bill before we broke in 
October. We were willing to give this 
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bill a chance to become law and be 
signed by this President. I am hopeful 
that he would sign this legislation. 

But I have been informed that in 
spite of the good efforts of Senator MI- 
KULSKI, we may not be able to clear 
this legislation on the other side of the 
aisle. That is a great disappointment 
to me and I know to Senator MIKULSKI. 
I know it is a great disappointment to 
many Polish Americans—9.3 million 
Polish persons. Over 100,000 Poles per 
year come to this country to visit rel- 
atives and friends. Yet we cannot ex- 
tend this, I argue, minimal courtesy to 
those who have allied with us and have 
shown their good hand of friendship to- 
ward us. 

Mr. President, I will ask unanimous 
consent, in the hopes that maybe even 
later after this consent request, which 
I am told will be objected to, others 
will reconsider, and perhaps we can 
later tonight, or tomorrow, or Satur- 
day, or however long we will be here, 
be able to work through this problem 
and get unanimous consent on this vi- 
tally important piece of legislation for 
not just the 9.3 million Poles in this 
country, but for all of us in America 
who would like to extend a further 
hand of friendship and accord to the 
people of Poland who have been such 
steadfast allies of our great country. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate now proceed to the immediate 
consideration of calendar 715, S. 2844. 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, reserving 
the right to object. I must say for the 
record that there are Members who 
strongly support this bill—Senator MI- 
KULSKI and others. However, on behalf 
of others, I must object. Therefore, I do 
object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is heard. 

Mr. SANTORUM. Thank you, Mr. 
President. I know the Senator from 
Oklahoma intends to speak. 

At this point, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that an explanation of this issue 
be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

S. 2844 DESIGNATING POLAND AS A VISA 
WAIVER COUNTRY—CALENDAR ХО 715 
WHAT DOES THIS BILL DO? 

Designates Poland as a visa waiver coun- 
try. Citizens visiting the U.S. within a 90-day 
period would not need to apply for a visa. 

WHY SUPPORT THIS LEGISLATION? 

Since the founding of the United States, 
Poland has proven its steadfast dedication to 
the causes of freedom and friendship with 
the United States. In addition, Polish His- 
tory provides pioneering examples of reli- 
gious tolerance. 

The United States is home to 9 million 
people of Polish ancestry, including 429,000 in 
Florida, 854,000 in Michigan, 240,000 in Min- 
nesota, 576,000 in New Jersey, 433,000 in Ohio, 
824,146 in Pennsylvania, and 497,000 in Wis- 
consin. Polish Immigrants have contributed 
greatly to the success of industry and agri- 
culture in the United States. 


November 18, 2004 


Since the demise of communism, Poland 
has become a stable, democratic nation. Po- 
land has adopted economic policies that pro- 
mote free markets and economic growth. 

Poland demonstrated its commitment to 
global security by becoming a member of 
NATO. Poland also just recently became a 
member of the EU. 

Poland was a staunch ally to the U.S. in 
Operation Iraqi Freedom. Poland has com- 
mitted 2,300 soldiers to help with ongoing 
peace efforts in Iraq. 

In 1991, Poland unilaterally repealed the 
visa requirement for U.S. citizens traveling 
to Poland for less than 90 days. And today, 
more than 100,000 Polish citizens travel to 
the United States annually. 

POLISH VISA REFUSAL RATE 


Refusal rate can be an inaccurate measure 
because it is based on decisions made by con- 
sular officers rather than the actual behav- 
ior of non-immigrants. It does not reflect the 
propensity of nationals from that country to 
overstay their visas. 

Nonetheless, Poland’s visa refusal rate is 
declining dramatically, from around 48% in 
FY 03 to approximately 30% in FY 04. 

Polish citizens who apply for a visa have 
on average, a one and a half minute inter- 
view. This obviously is not enough time for 
a consular officer to make a decision on 
whether or not they will overstay their 
visas. In other western European countries, 
the average interview is five minutes. 

Consular Officers still have a 1980s view of 
Poland, a country in serious economic trou- 
ble and under tyranny. This is an unfair view 
as Poland in now a stable, democratic nation 
that promotes free markets and economic 
growth. 

Warsaw airport is in the pilot program for 
airport screening, so most Poles who would 
travel to the U.S. under Visa Waiver would 
face an INS determination of whether they 
will be admitted before they get on a plane. 

Poland’s refusal rate does not reflect a 
high propensity for terrorism. The State De- 
partment has given no indication that the 
potential for terrorism in Poland signifi- 
cantly exceeds that of the 27 countries cur- 
rently participating in the Visa Waiver Pro- 
gram. 

IMPORTANT TO SUPPORT OUR STRONG ALLY AT 
THIS CRUCIAL TIME 

Poland was a staunch ally to the U.S. in 
Operation Iraqi Freedom. Poland has com- 
mitted 2,300 soldiers to help with ongoing 
peace efforts in Iraq. 

Though a staunch ally, Poland has legiti- 
mate concerns about our appreciation of 
their efforts. President Aleksander 
Kwasniewski reiterated these concerns when 
Poland was not included as an ally in Iraq 
during the Presidential Debate. 

As Lech Walesa said, this would be a very 
symbolic gesture for both the government 
and the people of Poland. We owe the Poles 
our appreciation for their camaraderie and 
sacrifice in a pivotal point in our history. 
This legislation would go a long way in 
showing our appreciation for their alliance 
with us. 

CURRENT PARTICIPANT COUNTRIES IN THE VISA 
WAIVER PROGRAM 

Andorra, Australia, Austria, Belgium, 
Brunei, Denmark, Finland, France, Ger- 
many, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Japan, Liech- 
tenstein, Luxembourg, Monaco, the Nether- 
lands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, San 
Marino, Singapore, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, 
Switzerland, United Kingdom. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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Mr. SANTORUM. Mr. President, as I 
said before, I hope we can get agree- 
ment. I know there are one, or maybe 
more, Senators on the other side of the 
aisle who have found a concern with 
this. I ask that while this is somewhat 
unusual in the way we put forth this 
legislation, it is vitally important for 
us to send a very strong and positive 
signal to one of our strongest allies in 
the world that we stand with them and 
accept them as one of our closest and 
dearest allies, and we will treat them 
accordingly, with respect to the visita- 
tion of Polish people who visit rel- 
atives and friends in the United States. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senator from 
Oklahoma is to be recognized for 25 
minutes. 

The Senator from West Virginia is 
recognized. 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, if the Sen- 
ator from Oklahoma comes, I will yield 
the floor quickly to him. At this mo- 
ment, under the current cir- 
cumstances, I had sought to be recog- 
nized and I do so for the purpose of 
speaking for not more than 12 minutes. 
I ask unanimous consent that I may be 
recognized for no more than 12 min- 
utes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the Senator is recognized. 


EEE 


TRIBUTES TO RETIRING 
SENATORS 
TOM DASCHLE 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, there is an 
old Chinese curse that says, “Мау you 
live in interesting times." A Senate 
equivalent of that saying could very 
well be: May you lead the Senate in in- 
teresting times. If so, the Senate lead- 
ership of Senator TOM DASCHLE would 
certainly qualify. He led the Senate 
with a very quiet integrity during 
some of the most difficult times in 
American history. 

In 1994, Senator DASCHLE became 
Senate Democratic leader by a single 
vote. No sooner had he become Demo- 
cratic leader than he was forced to deal 
with the Republican revolution of 1994, 
including House Speaker Newt Ging- 
rich and his short-lived ‘‘Contract With 
America." I never read it, never signed 
it, and was not a disciple of it. 

While he served as the Democratic 
leader for nearly a decade, there was a 
period of 17 months in which he went 
from minority leader to majority lead- 
er and back to minority leader. 

He was the Senate Democratic leader 
during the first impeachment of an 
American President in 131 years. He 
was the Senate Democratic leader on 
September 11, 2001, when America expe- 
rienced the worst terrorist attack in 
the history of this great land. One 
month later, a bioterrorist attack on 
his Senate office in the Hart Building 
exposed 20 of TOM DASCHLE’s staffers to 
deadly anthrax spores. 
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As the Senate Democratic leader, Mr. 
DASCHLE has had to deal with three dif- 
ferent Republican leaders. During these 
turbulent circumstances, he remained 
reassuring and inspiring. TOM 
DASCHLE’s soothing personality and his 
mild-mannered demeanor were com- 
forting under very trying cir- 
cumstances. 

Looking back, it seems strange that 
many people once considered this lik- 
able, soft-spoken young man to be too 
likable and too soft spoken to be an ef- 
fective Senate leader. I am pleased and 
proud to say that we were wrong. I say 
“we”? because many people will recall 
that I initially opposed his candidacy 
for Senate Democratic leadership. But 
after TOM DASCHLE was elected leader, 
I was impressed as I found him to be an 
engaging man with whom to work, a 
most interesting man, a leader who has 
a way of putting other people at ease, 
even in troubled as well as in pleasant 
times. 

He was always working to seek a con- 
sensus. He was always listening. He 
was one of the best listeners I have 
ever met during my 46 years in this 
body. 

Even in the Senate’s darkest mo- 
ments, he retained his sense of opti- 
mism, always preferring to see the 
glass as half full rather than half 
empty. And that optimism was infec- 
tious. Therefore, 2 years later, it was 
my pleasure to nominate TOM DASCHLE 
for reelection as Senate Democratic 
leader. In nominating him, I an- 
nounced: 

I was totally wrong about this young man. 
He has steel in his spine, despite his reason- 
able and modest demeanor. 

As a former Senate leader myself, I 
can say that a Senate leader who can 
bring together and develop a consensus 
on tough controversial measures must 
have the patience of Job and the wis- 
dom of Solomon. 

As a former Senate Democratic lead- 
er, I want to express my gratitude to 
Mr. DASCHLE for the service that he 
rendered to this Chamber, to our Na- 
tion, and to our political party. 

During the interesting times in 
which he led the Senate, Senator 
DASCHLE was always working for the 
common good. Because of his prin- 
cipled—let me say that again—because 
of his principled opposition to the Bush 
administration, critics denounced and 
demonized him as an obstructionist. If 
placing the national good over blind 
obedience to any President makes a 
Senator an obstructionist, then let me 
say that our democracy—indeed, all de- 
mocracies—need more TOM DASCHLE's. 

Senator DASCHLE stayed above it all, 
as he refused to engage in the gutter 
politics of his opponents. He always re- 
tained and maintained the dignity that 
has characterized him as a man and as 
a Senator. But then this mild-man- 
nered South Dakota Democrat, the 
only South Dakotan ever to be elected 
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to the Senate leadership, has always 
served the people of his State and the 
people of our Nation proudly and hon- 
orably, with diligence, sincerity, and 
distinction. 

His entire career in public service has 
been based on standing up for the com- 
mon good. He has been a true friend of 
rural America, especially America's 
farmers. Among the many measures he 
promoted to benefit American farmers, 
Senator DASCHLE pushed the develop- 
ment and the commercialization of al- 
ternative agricultural products. 

He was an aggressive advocate of 
health issues, having authored legisla- 
tion that expanded health services in 
rural areas. 

As a veteran himself, having served 
as an intelligence officer in the Stra- 
tegic Air Command of the U.S. Air 
Force, TOM DASCHLE was a powerful ad- 
vocate for American veterans. In 1991, 
he won his 11-year struggle for legisla- 
tion to assist Vietnam veterans suf- 
fering from exposure to Agent Orange. 

І am sorry that I must now say good- 
bye to this decent man and this out- 
standing Senator, especially in such 
circumstances. And he is a decent man. 
He was always good to me. He was al- 
ways listening. He always listened to 
whatever I had to suggest to him—al- 
ways listening and always tried to be 
helpful. So many times he spoke good 
words concerning me. He was always 
asking about my wife Erma: How is 
your wife? How is your wife Erma? 

But as anyone involved in politics 
knows, political life has its defeats as 
well as its victories, its sorrows as well 
as its joys, and we must accept them as 
they come, always looking forward, not 
backward, and knowing that the future 
will present other opportunities to 
serve our Nation. 

I hope that Senator DASCHLE will 
continue a life of public service be- 
cause our Nation will always need men 
of his background and experiences but, 
most importantly, his wisdom, his in- 
tegrity, and his optimism. 

Let me say on behalf of Erma and 
myself that we are so grateful to Sen- 
ator DASCHLE and his lovely wife for 
their many courtesies extended to us, 
their many kindnesses which we will 
never forget. I am confident that de- 
spite the happenings of November 2, 
Senator DASCHLE still sees the glass as 
half full rather than half empty. 

And so my wife Erma and I extend 
our best wishes to Senator DASCHLE 
and his wife Linda in all of their future 
endeavors. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor, and I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SMITH). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 
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Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I also 
ask unanimous consent that I be al- 
lowed to speak in morning business for 
as much time as I may consume. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
JUDICIAL SELECTION PROCESS 


Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, re- 
cently there has been a lot of discus- 
sion about, not just the role of the ju- 
diciary in our democracy, but the proc- 
ess by which judges are selected. To 
me, this all boils down to something 
that Daniel Webster once said when he 
opined that ‘‘justice is the greatest de- 
sire of man on Earth." It is, in fact, the 
judges, the ones who wear the black 
robe, the men or women who serve on 
local or State or Federal benches who 
are the ones with whom we identify 
that common yearning for justice. 

Unfortunately, here in the Senate 
over the last couple of years, we have 
gone through an experience that not 
only reeks of injustice but also of un- 
fairness and, indeed, rises to the level 
of unconstitutionality when it comes 
to the filibuster used against President 
Bush’s judicial nominees. 

Never, before these last 2 years, has a 
nominee for a Federal court, whether it 
is the Federal district court or circuit 
court or the United States Supreme 
Court, been blocked by the use of a fili- 
buster when there was a bipartisan ma- 
jority of the Senate who stood ready to 
confirm that judge—never before the 
current Congress, dating back now 2 
years. 

We all know the judiciary plays a 
critical role in our form of government. 
As high school students, or perhaps 
even earlier, we learn that our three 
branches of government play impor- 
tant but distinct roles in our constitu- 
tional democracy. It is the judiciary, 
which at one time in our Nation’s his- 
tory has been called the least dan- 
gerous branch, that has produced some 
of the most dangerous decisions, at 
least so far as it concerns our right to 
self-government. What I mean by that 
is when we see courts strike down the 
Pledge of Allegiance because school- 
children cannot say the words ‘‘under 
God" when they pledge allegiance to 
the flag; when we see county clerks, in- 
deed, when we see judges themselves 
authorize the issuance of marriage li- 
censes to same-sex couples on ТУ and 
across our country; and when we see 
courts, on the basis of lawsuits that 
have been filed, tell military bases that 
they cannot grant access to their fa- 
cilities to the Boy Scouts of America, 
we know these are not a product of a 
vote of the people. 

In each of those instances it is the 
act or the dictate of a judge, a judge 
that I submit has lost any tether, any 
sort of anchor with the fundamental 
premises upon which the power of a 
judge is granted. 
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We want to make sure in this coun- 
try, I believe, whether we are Demo- 
crats, Republicans or independents, 
that our judges are not politicized. In 
other words, we want to make sure 
when we walk into a courtroom when 
our case is decided that the judges have 
not already made up their minds before 
hearing what the facts are. We want to 
make sure that that judge does not 
have some sort of political or personal 
agenda which makes it impossible for 
them to be fair. 

But what we have seen over the last 
couple of years is a political situation 
of the judicial selection process where 
good men and women who are highly 
qualified to serve as Federal judges at 
the Federal district court level and at 
the circuit court level have been not 
only obstructed by this unconstitu- 
tional filibuster process, which has 
never before been used in America his- 
tory—what we have seen is also char- 
acter assassination. We have seen indi- 
viduals who spent a lifetime creating a 
reputation and developing a career as a 
judge totally smeared by various inter- 
est groups whose desire it is to politi- 
cize not only the judicial selection 
process but the decisionmaking process 
by judges. And that is wrong. 

We know, in addition to the other 
important judicial vacancies that exist 
around this country which we have 
been unable to fill because of the fili- 
buster, that in all likelihood during 
President Bush’s second term of office 
he will have the opportunity to nomi- 
nate one or more nominees to the U.S. 
Supreme Court. I am sorry to say these 
nominees will undoubtedly be savaged 
by some of these same interest groups 
who are bound and determined to po- 
liticize not only the act of judging— 
that quest for justice—but in fact the 
Selection process itself. Unfortunately, 
these kinds of venomous politics are 
something we have come too often to 
expect when it comes to selecting these 
important members of the judiciary. 

I firmly believe we are a big and di- 
verse country. We have people who 
come from different places across the 
planet, who pronounce their name in 
different ways, who have different tra- 
ditions, creeds, beliefs. And the great 
thing about this country is we can all 
live here in this one place and we can 
argue for what we strongly believe in. 
We can defend those views when they 
are attacked. But in the end, we settle 
those disputes—maybe not change 
Someone's mind but we settle the dis- 
pute at least for à while by having an 
election. 

On November 2 of this year, 60 mil- 
lion people not only chose to reelect 
President George W. Bush, but I believe 
in part cast their votes for the kind of 
judicial nominees this President has 
nominated in the past and which he 
can be expected to nominate in the fu- 
ture. 

Men and women are drawn to service 
in the judiciary because they believe in 
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that quest for justice, and they want to 
play an important role in making sure 
that desire for justice, that quest for 
justice, is satisfied, at least as much as 
is humanly possible, in courtrooms all 
across this country. 

But we know—at least in the past, 
based on sad experience—there are 
those who will not be satisfied with an 
election; that people will not put their 
grievances and their anger behind them 
but will continue to pursue these poli- 
cies of destruction and character assas- 
sination when it comes to the Presi- 
dent’s judicial nominees. Unfortu- 
nately, these angry individuals have 
not come to accept what the vast ma- 
jority of Americans have agreed is the 
way we should work; that is, we do our 
best, we fight our best fight, we get our 
voters out, and then we have an elec- 
tion and we resolve those differences at 
the election. 

We have seen time and time again 
how these tactics have been used 
shamelessly to smear some of the 
President’s judicial nominees. It is 
only logical to expect some of these 
same tactics, notwithstanding what I 
have said, will be used again. 

What we have seen in this Senate— 
and I believe the American people cast 
a vote, at least in part, on November 
2—is, as I have said, unconstitutional 
filibusters. And what I believe the 
American people cast a vote on on No- 
vember 2, particularly when it came to 
the Senate minority leader race, the 
race in South Dakota, was a repudi- 
ation of obstructionism and the uncon- 
stitutional use of the filibuster to 
block the President’s nominees who, if 
allowed the simple dignity of an up-or- 
down vote, would have been confirmed 
as I speak. 

The Constitution makes clear what 
the role of the Senate is. That role is 
to provide advice and consent. Yes. The 
Judiciary Committee, on which I am 
honored to serve, has a responsibility 
to review the credentials and back- 
ground and experience, the tempera- 
ment of these nominees to make sure 
they understand they are not just an- 
other branch of the legislature which is 
at liberty to enact through judicial 
edict their personal or political or any 
other agenda. Our job is to make sure 
they respect the separation of powers 
which makes the judiciary a distinct 
and unique branch which is supposed to 
interpret the law, not make the law. 

Unfortunately, we have seen an ob- 
stinate minority in this body that has 
denied this Congress the ability to pro- 
vide that advice and consent; that is, 
trying to elevate the de facto require- 
ment under the Constitution for con- 
firmation to 60 votes by claiming that 
the Senate rule which requires 60 votes 
to cut off debate trumped the Constitu- 
tion. 

You might ask, How is that possible? 
The Constitution is the fundamental 
law of the United States of America, 
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and all other laws passed, including 
those of Congress, are inferior to that 
law. If the act of Congress is inferior to 
that law and when it conflicts, it must 
fall, surely a Senate rule that purports 
to require a supermajority vote of the 
Senate to confirm judges must fall 
when there is conflict with the U.S. 
Constitution. 

The Constitution provides that in 
specific but limited instances a super- 
majority vote is required for passage, 
notably the ratification of treaties and 
notably the amendment of the Con- 
stitution itself. But nowhere in the 
Constitution is it provided that to con- 
firm a judge, more than a 51-уобе ma- 
jority is required. 

That is why over these last 2 years 
we have heard Members on this side of 
the aisle time and time again come to 
the Senate and say not only is this fili- 
buster unfair, but, indeed, blocking an 
up-or-down vote by a bipartisan major- 
ity of this body is, in fact, in violation 
of the fundamental law of our land. 

In order to be suited by virtue of 
temperament to serve in elected office, 
you have to be an optimist by nature, 
and I am. It is my sincere hope, it is 
my sincere request and entreaty to our 
colleagues on the other side of the 
aisle, that these tactics stop. They 
must stop not only for the good of the 
Senate but out of respect to the Presi- 
dent who received almost 60 million 
votes on November 2 and out of respect 
for the Constitution itself. What has 
happened these last 2 years is wrong, it 
is unfair, and, indeed, it is unconstitu- 
tional. 

Should President Bush have the op- 
portunity to nominate one or more 
judges to vacancies on the U.S. Su- 
preme Court, it is my sincere hope we 
will have learned something from the 
mistakes of the past. We will have also 
learned there is a political penalty to 
be paid for obstructing judges, for 
treating them unfairly and in an un- 
constitutional fashion. 

As an astute observer not only of the 
human condition but also of politics in 
general, I am confident that all of my 
colleagues in the Senate, all 100, paid 
close attention to the verdict of the 
American people on November 2 when 
it came to a referendum on whether 
these unconstitutional, unfair obstruc- 
tionist tactics should continue or end. 
It is my hope we all got the same mes- 
sage and that, indeed, we will treat the 
President’s nominees fairly, that we 
will do what the Constitution requires, 
that we ask the questions, make sure 
they are qualified by virtue of experi- 
ence, education, and temperament, 
that they understand what the role of 
the judge is, and that they are not just 
a legislator wearing a black robe and 
with lifetime tenure. 

I believe on November 2 the Amer- 
ican people rejected the tactics of ob- 
structionism and demonization of the 
President’s nominees. Frankly, I worry 
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that the good men and women who 
have been nominated by the President 
to serve in these important positions, 
after those behind them see how they 
have been treated, or I should say mis- 
treated, how long can we expect other 
good men and women, when called by 
the President, will answer the call only 
to know they will be smeared, strung 
out before the world and, indeed, then, 
obstructed by an unconstitutional 
process? 

It is my hope we will have learned 
something over these last 2 years and 
to repudiate these tactics. 

I will say something to my constitu- 
ents and the people who may be listen- 
ing who have contacted my office in 
very sincere concern for what they 
have seen played out on the Senate 
floor and in the judicial confirmation 
process. 

I say to all of them, I appreciate your 
passion. I appreciate your concern. I 
appreciate your interest in the instru- 
ments of the Government that ulti- 
mately the people of this country con- 
trol. We are going to need the involve- 
ment, the attention, the passion of all 
of the people and, indeed, we are going 
to need to appeal to our better angels 
in the Senate and in the Senate Judici- 
ary Committee when it comes to the 
next nominees for the U.S. Supreme 
Court. 

We all remember, whether it is the 
confirmation process by which Judge 
Bork was blocked, by which Clarence 
Thomas was ultimately confirmed— 
after going through a process that no 
one should have to go through—my 
hope is we will have learned that is not 
the way the Senate should conduct 
itself and that we will resolve among 
ourselves and resolve among the Amer- 
ican people and to the people we rep- 
resent that we will treat the Presi- 
dent’s judicial nominees fairly, that we 
will treat them with dignity, and that 
we will provide the up-or-down vote the 
U.S. Constitution demands when it 
comes to the confirmation of the Presi- 
dent’s judicial nominees. 

I am not suggesting for a minute 
that anyone violate their conscience. 
Indeed, any Senator with a sincere be- 
lief that an individual judge should not 
be confirmed should come to the Sen- 
ate, as no doubt they will, and explain 
to their colleagues why they feel so 
strongly, why they conscientiously ob- 
ject to this nominee and invoke their 
conscience. Every Senator should do 
that, and I trust they will. 

But no one, no Senator has the right, 
no group of Senators has the right, no 
minority has the right to tyrannize the 
majority of the Senate when we stand 
ready in a bipartisan fashion to cast a 
vote, up or down, for a judicial nomi- 
nee. 

I sincerely hope we will not have 
only learned from the mistakes of the 
past when it comes to obstruction of 
the President’s judicial nominees, but 
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we will conduct ourselves with the 
kind of dignity the American people 
have come to expect from Senators and 
that че wil conduct ourselves 
uprightly, with fairness and dignity, 
and treat all we come in contact ex- 
actly the same way. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from North Dakota. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I intend 
to speak on another matter at some 
point. I see several of my colleagues 
are in the Senate. Senator LEVIN, I be- 
lieve, wishes to speak for a short time. 
I see Senator BOND is in the Senate, as 
well. 

I wil take 5 minutes to say I have 
deep respect for my colleague from 
Texas. I like him and I am pleased he 
is a Member of this body. I have deep 
disagreement with what he has said, 
and I will take this moment to respond 
to it. 

There is à newfound passion, appar- 
ently, for providing votes for nominees 
for judgeships. When I say a newfound 
passion, let me explain that I was here 
in the 1990s. There were 60 nominees for 
the Federal court that never got a vote 
in the Senate by a Republican-con- 
trolled Senate. Many of them never 
even got 1 day of hearings. It was unbe- 
lievable what went on with the major- 
ity party in this Chamber when the 
Clinton administration was sending 
down nominees. 

Contrary to what my colleague just 
indicated, this notion of obstruc- 
tionism, this is a newfound technique. 
You create your own reality and debate 
from that reality. There was no ob- 
structionism. This Senate approved 201 
Federal judges; 201 of the nominations 
for Federal judgeships that were sent 
down here by this President. We held 
up about 10 of them. 

Now, the Constitution says some- 
thing about our obligations. This is not 
about obstruction. It is not about un- 
constitutional behavior. It is not any- 
thing of the sort. It is about those in 
the Senate who understand that the 
Constitution says we have a responsi- 
bility when it comes to putting some- 
one on the Federal bench for a lifetime. 

When someone sends a name to this 
Senate as this President did that says, 
I want this man to serve for a lifetime 
on the Federal bench—by the way, this 
person has a record of writing articles 
saying that his belief is that women 
are subservient to men—I say, wait a 
second. It is not somebody I want to sit 
on the Federal bench for a lifetime. I 
don’t happen to think that sort of 
thinking represents what I want to put 
on the Federal bench. 

We held up, I believe, 10 nominees 
and approved 201. We approved 93 per- 
cent of the President’s requests. We are 
told this is obstructionism? And now 
we are told, today, there is a lesson in 
the South Dakota Senate race as a re- 
sult of this? This ‘‘obstructionism’’ 
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created a result in the Senate race in 
South Dakota of which we all need to 
be mindful? 

Let me state what the South Dakota 
Senate race was about. It was not 
about obstructionism and judgeships. 
It was about $20 million coming out of 
the basement of the White House 
through various orifices and devices, 
directed at the minority leader in the 
State of South Dakota in a campaign 
that in many respects, in my judg- 
ment, was shameful. But it was not 
about obstructionism. It was not about 
judges because the fact is we approved 
201 Federal nominees sent to us by this 
President. We have been extraor- 
dinarily cooperative. 

Let me say again, I was here during 
8 years of the Clinton administration 
when 60 nominees were sent down here 
that never got à vote. Some of them 
never got one day of hearings. Let me 
say that on my behalf I want to cooper- 
ate with this President. But my col- 
leagues and I have constitutional re- 
sponsibilities with respect to putting 
someone on a Federal bench for a life- 
time that involves two steps: One, the 
President proposes a nominee; and, sec- 
ond, under advice and consent, the Sen- 
ate then makes its judgement. We have 
a responsibility here. It is à constitu- 
tional responsibility. 

I have read and reread that Constitu- 
tion. I am proud of what we have done. 
We have been extraordinarily coopera- 
tive with this President and will con- 
tinue to be so. But that does not mean 
allof us walk to this Chamber with ink 
on our shoes and become a giant rubber 
stamp to say: Me too. Yes, sign me up. 
OK, I am fine, I am with you. It is not 
our role and it is not our responsi- 
bility. 

When we approved 201 Federal nomi- 
nees to the Federal court from this 
President, which was 93 percent of the 
nominees of this President, I think it 
strains credibility to somehow call this 
obstructionism. And it certainly 
strains our sense of irony to hear those 
calling us obstructionists when not 
very long ago there were 60 nominees, 
some of which never got a day of hear- 
ings, and none of which got à vote on 
the floor of the Senate. 

Going forward, I think we ought to 
understand this: The so-called lesson 
we were described moments ago about 
the election in South Dakota, that is 
all nonsense. It is not what that was 
about. We believe we have a responsi- 
bility to cooperate. We will. We also 
believe we have a constitutional re- 
sponsibility to use our heads, our 
hearts and our minds to make good de- 
cisions about the future of this coun- 
try. We will continue to do that as 
well. 

Incidentally, I have in my hand a 
record of two votes during the Clinton 
administration where there were clo- 
ture motions that were required for 
nominees. So this notion that somehow 
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it is the first time ever there was a fili- 
buster, nonsense, that’s just not true. 

I have records of both votes. It has 
been done before. It has been done by 
the majority party. It is just when they 
do not get 100 percent of their nomi- 
nees, they do not get a rubber stamp 
coming out of this Chamber, that 
somehow they have a problem with 
that. The American people should not 
have a problem with it. The Constitu- 
tion certainly does not have a problem 
with it, and I do not. 

I want to be cooperative, but I do not 
want to sit and listen to a re-creation 
of reality that does not square with 
what we have done in the Senate. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Michigan. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I wonder 
if I could ask unanimous consent to 
line up speakers. Does the Senator 
from North Dakota want to do that? 
And is that agreeable to the Senator 
from Missouri and the Senator from 
Oklahoma that speakers be lined up by 
unanimous consent? When I asked Sen- 
ator DORGAN to yield to me for 5 min- 
utes, he was wondering if he could then 
be next in order. But I know Senator 
BOND is here, too. 

Mr. BOND. Mr. President, I ask for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, let me 
follow Senator BOND. 

Mr. INHOFE. Yes. If I could ask the 
Senator from North Dakota about how 
much time will he be using? 

Mr. DORGAN. I intended to use 20 
minutes. I would be happy to follow the 
Senator. 

Mr. INHOFE. I would be close to that 
amount of time, too, so I will go ahead 
and wait. If I could lock in after the 
Senator from North Dakota, that is 
fine. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, let me 
suggest the Senator from Michigan 
begin, and then be followed by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, and then myself, 
followed by the Senator from Okla- 
homa. I ask unanimous consent that be 
the order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 


CLOTURE VOTES FOR JUDICIAL 
NOMINATIONS 


Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, while Sen- 
ator DORGAN is in the Chamber, he 
made reference to the fact there have 
been cloture votes required on judges 
throughout the years. I want to expand 
on the RECORD some of the names of 
judges where cloture votes were re- 
quired, in fact, where cloture votes 
were not agreed to and led to their de- 
feat in a number of instances: Justice 
Fortas in 1968; now Justice Bryer but 
then circuit court nominee Steven 
Bryer in 1980, with two cloture mo- 
tions; Rosemary Barkett, to the Elev- 
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enth Circuit in 1994; Lee Sarokin in 
1994, with a cloture motion required; 
Marsha Berzon in the year 2000; Rich- 
ard Paez in the year 2000. 

Cloture is not a new phenomenon 
when it comes to the debate over 
judges. Yet we hear now that suddenly 
the requirement that there be a cloture 
vote is something that is new to this 
Senate. It is not. It has been histori- 
cally used. It is appropriate, and it is 
rare. 

As Senator DORGAN pointed out, 93 
percent of the judges who were nomi- 
nated by President Bush were con- 
firmed when there were votes that 
came to the floor of the Senate. Nine- 
ty-three percent of these judges were 
confirmed. And the comparison to that 
of the Clinton years, where so many 
judges could not even get a hearing, 
where there was a filibuster in the Ju- 
diciary Committee because of the re- 
fusal to grant judges a hearing, is quite 
a contrast. We do not hear much about 
that. Instead, hearing that the refusal 
to have an up-or-down vote and a re- 
quirement for cloture is somehow la- 
beled obstructionism is altogether out 
of line, as far as I am concerned, and 
inaccurate historically, inappropriate, 
and needs to be contested. 


— EE 


TRIBUTES TO RETIRING 
SENATORS 


TOM DASCHLE 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, that is 
not why I came to the floor, although 
it relates to why I came to the floor 
this afternoon because I came here to 
pay tribute to a dear friend, our Demo- 
cratic leader, TOM DASCHLE of South 
Dakota. This sadness is only tempered 
by the belief that TOM DASCHLE will 
continue to play a vital role in our Na- 
tion’s public life in the future. 

TOM DASCHLE has had a distinguished 
career ав a legislator on behalf of the 
interests of the people of South Dakota 
and all of the people of our Nation. He 
has fought for a fair share for the farm- 
ers of his State and for farmers around 
the country. He has been in the fore- 
front of rural health, veterans’ health, 
a fair tax system, and a very broad 
range of other issues. 

He has been as a leader of the Demo- 
crats in the Senate, both as majority 
leader and minority leader, through 
one of the most difficult periods of the 
Senate’s history where Том DASCHLE 
has made his mark. He has been a re- 
markable leader. As a principled and 
tireless advocate for the issues he be- 
lieves in, he has led by example. On 
countless difficult and contentious 
issues, he has led by carefully listening 
to all sides. Time and time again, on 
complex and challenging legislation, he 
has led by tireless negotiation and by 
building consensus. And, where appro- 
priate, he has been able to organize 
Democrats to insist on our rights as a 
minority in the Senate. 


November 18, 2004 


It is, indeed, a bitter irony of the 
most recent election that Том 
DASCHLE, who is a legislator to the 
core, and a man of compromise and 
soft-spoken wisdom, a seeker of dia- 
logue, solutions, and consensus, was 
caricatured as an obstructionist. In the 
time-honored tradition of Senate lead- 
ers of both parties, he stood tall when 
principle required it. Іп reality, 
though, it was TOM DASCHLE’s style to 
reach across the aisle, time and time 
again, in an effort to legislate in the 
Nation’s best interest. Often he worked 
closely with the Republican leader in 
some of the Senate’s finest and most 
difficult hours. 

In the face of a very difficult im- 
peachment trial that tested this Sen- 
ate, in response to the September 11 
terrorist attacks, and when he himself 
was targeted in the anthrax attack, as 
in countless other instances, TOM 
DASCHLE demonstrated his talent for 
calm, inclusive, and wise leadership. 

As this session of Congress ends in 
the next few days, the people of South 
Dakota will be losing a vigorous, effec- 
tive, and committed Senator. Demo- 
crats in this body, indeed, all Senators, 
will be losing a great leader. And all 
Americans will be losing a voice of rea- 
son, judgment, and wisdom. I will be 
losing a friend and a confidante. ToM 
DASCHLE is a beautiful human being 
and a nonpareil leader. His good nature 
will enable him to overcome this mo- 
mentary defeat so that the contribu- 
tions he makes to public life will soon 
flower in a different place. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Missouri is recognized. 

Mr. BOND. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that Senator SHELBY be 
recognized for 10 minutes following me, 
and that Senator BREAUX be recognized 
for 15 minutes thereafter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

JOHN BREAUX 

Mr. BOND. Mr. President, it has been 
a pleasure to work with the Senator 
from Louisiana. We have appreciated 
his leadership on many issues not only 
important to Louisiana but to our en- 
ergy future and important to naviga- 
tion in the heartland, which is some- 
thing that is vitally important for all 
of us. 


EE 
LEADERSHIP AT THE CIA 


Mr. BOND. Mr. President, I am here 
today to talk about an old-fashioned 
virtue: doing what you said you were 
going to do. That is a test a lot of peo- 
ple apply in politics. They say if you 
tell us what you are going to do when 
you get elected, are you going to do it? 

It seems to me in the intelligence 
field we have an example of that. The 
reaction is somewhat surprising. We 
have had, I think, 128 or 130 hearings in 
the Intelligence Committee since I 
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joined it in January 2003. One of the 
lessons we learned is that, while there 
are many outstanding dedicated men 
and women in the CIA and throughout 
the intelligence community, the sys- 
tem is broken; it didn’t give us the ade- 
quate or accurate prediction of the 
scope of the terrorist danger to the 
U.S. before 9/11. We went into Iraq with 
the Director of Central Intelligence so 
confident of the intelligence analysis 
that we would find weapons of mass de- 
struction that he advised the President 
it was a ‘slam dunk." 

We now find out that while there was 
great danger in Iraq, it was very dif- 
ferent from the danger that the CIA 
had assessed. The estimates were really 
faulty. We have seen this. The CIA and 
the intelligence community, as I said, 
have outstanding, dedicated people; but 
they are not focused properly on doing 
the job that the new worldwide threat 
of an unrelenting, vicious, terrorist 
war directed at us and all free-minded 
people presents. So everybody came to 
the conclusion there needed to be a 
new direction. 

The President nominated one of the 
Members of Congress who had done a 
great deal of oversight of the CIA and 
actually had served in the clandestine 
service himself, Porter Goss of Florida. 
Everybody said they wanted change. 
Porter Goss told the President and the 
Congress in his confirmation hearings 
that we are going to make some 
changes. He went over to the CIA. He is 
making some changes. What a surprise. 
The critics are now saying he is mak- 
ing changes at the CIA. Iam a little bit 
confused about what they thought he 
was going to do. If he didn’t make 
changes at the CIA, that is when I 
think we should be challenging him. 

Something has to change. I have spo- 
ken with Director Goss, and I know our 
chairman, Senator ROBERTS, has. We 
both have confidence in his ability, be- 
cause it appears to us that Director 
Goss is doing exactly what he told Con- 
gress he would do, and that is to make 
changes in order to improve the CIA. 

Why are we surprised or critical that 
there is a change with new leadership? 
Obviously, changing means there are 
going to be some people who are going 
to be displaced. We thank them for 
their service and wish them well. But 
why are we arguing over the fact that 
some people are going to be removed or 
replaced? 

Director Goss testified at his con- 
firmation hearing that he would make 
changes that emphasize the CIA’s mis- 
sions and capability and focus on deliv- 
ering a better product to the President 
and Congress. That is because, as I 
said, we have had report after report, 
including the Senate’s inquiry that we 
spent a lot of time putting together, 
that shows failures at many levels 
within the CIA, resulting in an inad- 
equate product presented to us and the 
administration. The status quo is not 
acceptable. 
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Director Goss has a very big chal- 
lenge ahead of him. We need to give 
him room to address it. Change is 
tough, people don’t like it, but it is 
necessary. Take two aspirins and call 
me in the morning. Sit back and take 
a deep breath and don’t get upset be- 
cause he is making changes. 

There are some critics who are going 
after him tooth and toenail. I believe 
the New York Times had a headline 
today that said ‘‘New CIA Chief Tells 
Workers to Back Administration Poli- 
cies." Wait a minute. That is not what 
he said. I have the copy of the state- 
ment Director Goss made. He said that 
we will support the administration, but 
he says we will provide intelligence to 
support it. We don't come out and 
argue for it. He said that as agency em- 
ployees, we do not identify with, sup- 
port, or champion opposition to the ad- 
ministration or its policies. We provide 
the intelligence as we see it and let the 
facts alone speak to the policymaker. 
In other words, their support is by pro- 
viding the best intelligence estimates 
available. 

Now, Michael Scheuer, who wrote 
that anonymous book and made head- 
lines with the Imperial Hubris” book, 
criticized timid leadership at CIA. Why 
are we criticizing the DCI for shaking 
up the management? If the Director of 
CIA is making mistakes, or if he is 
going down the wrong path, we on the 
Intelligence Committees here and in 
the House are going to be monitoring 
the situation. If we see there is à prob- 
lem, we are in a position to call him on 
it or to point out remedies that are 
needed. But, so far, I see a man willing 
to take on an entrenched and some 
might stay constipated bureaucracy. 

Many of the senior intelligence offi- 
cials to quit have been with the agency 
for decades. It is a shame we are going 
to lose that experience, but some would 
say—and I agree—new blood is needed 
at the CIA. 

I am encouraged that Director Goss 
is willing to shake things up at the 
CIA. I hope he employs the same vigor 
in getting the rest of the intelligence 
community to work together and share 
information with each other. 

Some of the people who are leaving 
and whining, I question their mettle. 
There are thousands of soldiers and 
marines in Afghanistan and Iraq, in- 
cluding special forces, who are yelled 
at every day by their sergeants, not to 
mention being shot at and living in the 
mud. I am glad they all have the for- 
titude to say: I am not going to quit 
because I am yelled at or somebody 
doesn’t like what I am doing. 

Perhaps these CIA officers should re- 
member their mission and work with 
the DCI as the quiet service, keep their 
mouths shut, and work within the sys- 
tem to provide the best intelligence for 
the administration, for the Congress, 
and for the warfighters who need to 
rely on it and whose lives depend upon 
it. 
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Parochialism is one of the CIA’s big- 
gest problems. These career CIA offi- 
cers, while having valuable experience, 
also carry the baggage of being resist- 
ant to change. The status quo may be 
comfortable to them, but it is dan- 
gerous to the country. 

We on the Intelligence Committee 
have heard CIA officers say that every- 
thing is just fine, no changes are need- 
ed. Those people are clearly in a state 
of denial. 

We on the Intelligence Committee 
take our oversight responsibilities seri- 
ously and will, of course, address legiti- 
mate concerns over how Director Goss 
is running the intelligence community. 
We appointed and confirmed him to 
make difficult changes, and I don't 
think it is appropriate to jump to con- 
clusions or second-guess his manage- 
ment style. 

Ithank the Chair and my colleagues. 
I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from North Dakota is recognized. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I be- 
lieve I was to be recognized for 20 min- 
utes following the Senator from Okla- 
homa. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
CORNYN). That is correct. 

Mr. DORGAN. And two additional 
Senators as well. 


EEE 


TAX CODE OVERHAUL 


Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, this 
morning in the newspaper we read a re- 
port of that which we know, that the 
administration is going to propose a 
Tax Code overhaul. I think almost 
every American would believe that it is 
worth overhauling the Tax Code. The 
Tax Code is so complicated, and it des- 
perately needs an overhaul. 

The headline reads: ‘‘Bush Plans Tax 
Code Overhaul. Changes Would Favor 
Investment, Growth." 

It says: 

The Bush administration is eyeing an over- 
haul of the tax code that would drastically 
cut, if not eliminate, taxes on savings and 
investment. . . . 

І want to read just for a moment an 
op-ed piece that appeared in the Wash- 
ington Post. It is an op-ed piece writ- 
ten by I believe the second richest man 
in the world, Warren Buffett. Warren is 
a charming, delightful man. I had the 
opportunity to get to know him some. 
He has been incredibly successful as an 
American businessman. He wrote an 
op-ed piece about taxes and the tax 
burden that I want to read into the 
RECORD. 

I ask unanimous consent to print his 
entire op-ed piece in the RECORD. It is 
entitled ‘‘Dividend Voodoo." 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the Washington Post, May 20, 2003] 

DIVIDEND VOODOO 
(By Warren Buffett) 

The annual Forbes 400 lists prove that— 

with occasional blips—the rich do indeed get 


(Mr. 
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richer. Nonetheless, the Senate voted last 
week to supply major aid to the rich in their 
pursuit of even greater wealth. 

The Senate decided that the dividends an 
individual receives should be 50 percent free 
of tax in 2003, 100 percent tax-free in 2004 
through 2006 and then again fully taxable in 
2007. The mental flexibility the Senate dem- 
onstrated in crafting these zigzags is breath- 
taking. What it has put in motion, though, is 
clear: If enacted, these changes would fur- 
ther tilt the tax scales toward the rich. 

Let me, as a member of that non-endan- 
gered species, give you an example of how 
the scales are currently balanced. The taxes 
I pay to the federal government, including 
the payroll tax that is paid for me by my em- 
ployer, Berkshire Hathaway, are roughly the 
same proportion of my income—about 30 per- 
cent—as that paid by the receptionist in our 
office. My case is not atypical—my earnings, 
like those of many rich people, are a mix of 
capital gains and ordinary income—nor is it 
affected by tax shelters (I’ve never used any). 
As it works out, I pay a somewhat higher 
rate for my combination of salary, invest- 
ment and capital gain income than our re- 
ceptionist does. But she pays a far higher 
portion of her income in payroll taxes than 
I do. 

She’s not complaining: Both of us know we 
were lucky to be born in America. But I was 
luckier in that I came wired at birth with a 
talent for capital allocation—a valuable abil- 
ity to have had in this country during the 
past half-century. Credit America for most 
of this value, not me. If the receptionist and 
I had both been born in, say, Bangladesh, the 
story would have been far different. There, 
the market value of our respective talents 
would not have varied greatly. 

Now the Senate says that dividends should 
be tax-free to recipients. Suppose this meas- 
ure goes through and the directors of Berk- 
shire Hathaway (which does not now pay a 
dividend) therefore decide to pay $1 billion in 
dividends next year. Owning 31 percent of 
Berkshire, I would receive $310 million in ad- 
ditional income, owe not another dime in 
federal tax, and see my tax rate plunge to 3 
percent. 

And our receptionist? She’d still be paying 
about 30 percent, which means she would be 
contributing about 10 times the proportion 
of her income that I would to such govern- 
ment pursuits as fighting terrorism, waging 
wars and supporting the elderly. Let me re- 
peat the point: Her overall federal tax rate 
would be 10 times what my rate would be. 

When I was young, President Kennedy 
asked Americans to “рау any price, bear any 
burden" for our country. Against that chal- 
lenge, the 3 percent overall federal tax rate 
I would pay—if a Berkshire dividend were to 
be tax-free—seems a bit light. 

Administration officials say that the $310 
million suddenly added to my wallet would 
stimulate the economy because I would in- 
vest it and thereby create jobs. But they 
conveniently forget that If Berkshire kept 
the money, it would invest that same 
amount, creating jobs as well. 

The Senate's plan invites corporations—in- 
deed, virtually commands them—to contort 
their behavior in a major way. Were the plan 
to be enacted, shareholders would logically 
respond by asking the corporations they own 
to pay no more dividends in 2008, when they 
would be partially taxed, but instead to pay 
the skipped amounts in 2004, when they'd be 
tax-free. Similarly, in 2006, the last year of 
the plan, companies should pay double their 
normal dividend and then avoid dividends al- 
together in 2007. 
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Overall, it’s hard to conceive of anything 
sillier than the schedule the Senate has laid 
out. Indeed, the first President Bush had a 
name for such activities: ‘‘voodoo econom- 
ics." The manipulation of enactment and 
sunset dates of tax changes is Enron-style 
accounting, and a Congress that has recently 
demanded honest corporate numbers should 
now look hard at its own practices. 

Proponents of cutting tax rates on divi- 
dends argue that the move will stimulate the 
economy. A large amount of stimulus, of 
course, should already be on the way from 
the huge and growing deficit the government 
is now running. I have no strong views on 
whether more action on this front is war- 
ranted. But if it is, don't cut the taxes of 
people with huge portfolios of stocks held di- 
rectly. (Small investors owning stock held 
through 401(k)s are already tax-favored.) In- 
Stead, give reductions to those who both 
need and will spend the money gained. Enact 
a Social Security tax ^holiday" or give a 
flat-sum rebate to people with low incomes. 
Putting $1,000 in the pockets of 310,000 fami- 
lies with urgent needs is going to provide far 
more stimulus to the economy than putting 
the same $310 million in my pockets. 

When you listen to tax-cut rhetoric, re- 
member that giving one class of taxpayer a 
"break" requires—now or down the line— 
that an equivalent burden be imposed on 
other parties. In other words, if I get a 
break, someone else pays. Government can't 
deliver a free lunch to the country as a 
whole. It can, however, determine who pays 
for lunch. And last week the Senate handed 
the bill to the wrong party. 

Supporters of making dividends tax-free 
like to paint critics as promoters of class 
warfare. The fact is, however, that their pro- 
posal promotes class welfare. For my class. 


Mr. DORGAN. It reads: 
Let me, as a member of that non-endan- 


gered species, give you an example of how 
the scales are currently balanced. 

He means with the Tax Code. Again, 
this is the second richest man in the 
world. 

The taxes I pay to the federal government, 
including the payroll tax that is paid for me 
by my employer, Berkshire Hathaway, are 
roughly the same proportion of my income— 
about 30 percent—as that paid by the recep- 
tionist in our office. My case is not atypi- 
cal—my earnings, like those of many rich 
people, are a mix of capital gains and ordi- 
nary income—nor is it affected by tax shel- 
ters (I’ve never used any). As it works out, I 
pay à somewhat higher rate for my combina- 
tion of salary, investment and capital gains 
income than our receptionist does. But she 
pays a far higher portion of her income in 
payroll taxes than I do. 


His point is that he and the recep- 
tionist pay about the same percentage 
of their income. Understand, this is the 
second richest man in the world and 
his receptionist in his office. 

'Then he says: 

Now the Senate says that dividends should 
be tax-free to recipients. Suppose this meas- 
ure goes through and the directors of Berk- 
Shire Hathaway (which does not now pay a 
dividend) therefore decide to pay $1 billion in 
dividends next year. Owning 31 percent of 
Berkshire, I would receive $310 million in ad- 
ditional income, owe not another dime in 
federal tax, and see my tax rate plunge to 3 
percent. And our receptionist? She'd still be 
paying the 30 percent, which means she 
would be contributing about 10 times the 
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proportion of her income that I would to 
such government pursuits as fighting ter- 
rorism, waging wars and supporting the el- 
derly. Let me repeat the point: Her overall 
federal tax rate would be 10 times what my 
rate would be. 

I read that into the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD because I thought it was a fas- 
cinating description by Warren Buffett, 
one of the richest men in the world, 
about the issue of deciding that divi- 
dends should get extraordinarily pref- 
erential tax treatment. In fact, some 
say we should eliminate the tax on sav- 
ings and investment, therefore, ex- 
empting interest, dividends, and cap- 
ital gains from tax. 

We have a lot of people who do dif- 
ferent things. Some people work hard. 
Some people invest and clip coupons. 
Some people get up and shower in the 
morning. Some people work hard in dif- 
ficult jobs, labor jobs and others that 
require them to shower at night. Some 
people work outside. Some people work 
indoors. Some people have income from 
wages. Some people have income from 
dividends or earnings or royalties of 
some type. 

So the question is how should the 
Tax Code treat all of this? I ask this 
question: Which is more worthy, work 
or investment? Or are they equally 
worthy? And if so, if work is as worthy 
as investment, then why would one de- 
cide to treat investment income with 
such preferences in the Tax Code? And 
why would one decide to tax work and 
exempt investment? Why would one de- 
cide to say we are going to take out 
this activity called work and sock it 
with a tax, and we are going to take 
out this activity called investment and 
make it tax exempt? What is the value 
system that says let’s tax work but ex- 
empt investment? 

I think the value system, although I 
do not subscribe to this, is one that 
says the most important element in 
this business cycle of ours, in this free 
enterprise system, is investment. 

Investment is very important, there 
is no question about that. But so, too, 
is work. Let me read something I put 
in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD in 1996 in 
the Senate. It was about a fellow who I 
think is a hero. I have only met him 
once. I did not know him at all at that 
point. I read about him in the Min- 
neapolis Tribune as I came through the 
Minneapolis Airport one morning. His 
name is Robert Naegele, and this re- 
lates to the point of value of work rel- 
ative to value of investment. 

Robert Naegele and his wife Ellis did 
something very extraordinary, some- 
thing that surprised me when I read it 
in the Minneapolis Star Tribune that 
morning at the Minneapolis Airport. 
He owned a company called Roller- 
blade, a very successful company, the 
largest company producing inline 
Skates in America, rollerblades. 

Most people know about rollerblades. 
I happen to like to rollerblade. I enjoy 
rollerblading. So he owned and was 
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chairman of this company called Rol- 
lerblade. 

He sold the company after it was 
very successful, and he made an enor- 
mous amount of money. Just before 
Christmas in the year 1996, just after 
he sold this company and made a sub- 
stantial amount of money, he decided 
he was going to return some of the 
profits from the sale of that company 
to the employees who worked in that 
company. He did not tell any of the 
workers about it. They began opening 
what they thought were Christmas 
cards from the previous owner of this 
company, Mr. Naegele and his wife. 

It turns out it was, in fact, a Christ- 
mas card with a check. The check was 
computed on the basis of the number of 
months these people had worked for 
the company. It was an amount of 
money that he wanted to return to the 
employees as a result of the profit he 
had made from selling this company 
that made rollerblades. 

The checks were as high as $20,000 to 
those who had worked there a long pe- 
riod of time. He said: By the way, I 
have prepaid the taxes on this bonus. 
So this is a check that is free and 
clear. I have paid the taxes on it for 
you. He said: I did this because while I 
was very fortunate to run a very suc- 
cessful company, I understand that 
this company was successful because of 
the wonderful men and women who 
worked there. They worked in the 
plant. They worked in shipping. They 
worked in manufacturing. They worked 
in the finance area. They made this 
company. They were this company. 
They helped make me successful, and I 
made a lot of money. But I want to 
share it with those workers. 

I thought, what a wonderful story. 
What a heroic thing to do, to finally 
recognize something that has been so 
lost in this country in recent years: the 
value and the worth of the workers who 
perform the work, who make these 
companies. 

These days, employees are too often 
treated like a wrench: Use it, use it up, 
throw it away; it is just another tool. 
Mr. Naegele understood an employee is 
not just another tool. An employee is a 
part of the personality and produc- 
tivity of that company. The work is as 
important as the investment. It is 
workers and management. It is work- 
ers and investors. All of it together 
makes a company and makes a com- 
pany successful. Very seldom do you 
see that ethic exist these days in how 
people look at these companies. But I 
put something in the Senate RECORD on 
January 10, 1996, paying tribute to this 
fellow. 

I tell that story today because it de- 
scribes the value of work and the un- 
derstanding of what work contributes 
to this country, to the innovation of its 
business community, and to the capa- 
bility of what America can offer its 
employees in the free enterprise sys- 
tem. 
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The question of how we tax is very 
important. We must build roads, we 
must provide for our country’s com- 
mon defense, we must build schools and 
educate children, we must provide 
health care to those who cannot pro- 
vide for themselves—there are things 
we must do. So we must pay a tax. 

The question of how we impose that 
tax burden on the American people is 
very important. And this ethic, some- 
how this notion, this value system that 
says, oh, by the way, let's tax work and 
exempt investment, is one that I think 
relates directly to values. 

What is the value system that tells 
us work is less worthy than other en- 
terprises? Work is not less worthy than 
other enterprises. It is an important 
part of what has helped build this 
country. 

I do not diminish at all entrepreneurs 
and investors. They are an important 
part of this. But so, too, is the impor- 
tant labor force in this country. 

I taught economics for a brief period 
in college. Samuelson, Econ. 101, you 
teach the streams of income and what 
generates the streams of income. You 
teach the business cycle—all of these 
issues. Nothing has really changed very 
much over the years except there is à 
change with respect to those who want 
to create a new reality here, suggesting 
that somehow there is one element of 
this system of capitalism that is so 
much more important than the others. 
I do not believe that is the case. I be- 
lieve all of this fits together like the 
picture of a puzzle. A significant part 
of America’s progress has been the 
worker and the ethic of work and the 
value of work. 

We will work together to overhaul 
this country’s tax system. But I will 
not be a part of a system that says let’s 
decide to impose a burden on the recep- 
tionist in the office that is 10 times the 
burden we will impose on the world’s 
second richest man. That is not a value 
system that makes sense to me. 

Oh, some will come here and say: But 
we have to do that to incentivize 
growth. That doesn’t  incentivize 
growth. That retards fairness, but it 
doesn’t incentivize growth. 

We have a lot to do to fix this tax 
system of ours. I proposed in the past 
and will again a way with respect to 
the current income tax system to re- 
move the burden of some 70 to 80 mil- 
lion Americans from even having to 
file a tax return. We don’t need to have 
the streets clogged on April 15 for peo- 
ple to get to the post office to get their 
tax returns postmarked. We can and 
should dramatically simplify this tax 
system. But we should not take a giant 
step in the direction of deciding there 
are some who will pay a substantial 
amount more than others, in reverse 
order here, with the highest amounts 
being paid by those who are least able 
to afford it, and the lowest amounts 
being paid by those who are most able 
to afford it. 
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We are blessed to be a part of this 
great country. We could have been born 
anywhere. We could live anywhere. We 
share this planet with 6 billion people 
and, through God’s grace, somehow we 
ended up here. There is not another 
place like it. It is our job to take what 
we have inherited and make it better. 

They say we inherit this from our 
folks and borrow it from our children. 
This great democracy of ours, includ- 
ing the progress over two centuries 
now that I am very proud of, requires 
nurturing and constant attention. Yes, 
one of the controversial and difficult 
areas has always been, How do you 
raise the revenue to do that which is 
necessary in our Government? 

We can debate about how large gov- 
ernment should or should not be. My 
colleague from Oklahoma will follow 
me today. He is working, probably 
today—I suspect almost every day for 
months and months, on this question 
of, How do we construct a new highway 
program? What amount of money is 
necessary? With what formula shall it 
be distributed? That is really impor- 
tant work. That is an investment in 
the infrastructure of this country that 
is very important. 

When he and others get a bill that we 
can finally get to the floor and create, 
I hope a 6-year program—then we have 
to figure out how we pay for that just 
as we have to pay for everything else. 
The question isn’t whether there 
should be a tax system. There is a sys- 
tem by which we collect taxes. The 
question is how should that system be 
constructed so that it is fair to all 
Americans. 

I look forward to a debate this com- 
ing year in which we talk about tax re- 
form and changing our tax system be- 
cause I think this is a system that is 
ripe for change. But it is critically im- 
portant that we have а discussion 
about the tax burden and what is fair. 

The President announced today he is 
going to have a commission, which is a 
good thing. I hope that all viewpoints 
will be involved in that commission. 
You can get a commission to propose 
almost anything here in this town. I 
saw a few of the names on that com- 
mission, and I certainly think it needs 
some more energy and some more 
thought from other points on the com- 
pass. 

But I would say to the President, I 
think the Congress will welcome a de- 
bate about overhauling the Tax Code. 
But if it is proposed that we decide, for 
example, that dividends, interest and 
capital gains income shall be elimi- 
nated from the tax rolls, we will wel- 
come that debate with a very aggres- 
sive discussion about what is the value 
of work and why should we diminish 
the value of work. 

I indicated earlier today about the 
*good enough" description, by Ma Fer- 
guson, the former Governor of Texas. I 
will not recall that story again, but if 
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a 5.25-percent tax rate is good enough 
for companies who move their jobs 
overseas, why is it not good enough for 
all Americans? If a zero-percent tax 
rate is good enough for those earning 
dividends, why is it not good enough 
for the wages of workers. 

Let me just show you, if you exempt 
investment income from taxation, the 
top 10 percent get most of the benefit— 
$463 billion in realized dividend, capital 
gain and interest income. The bottom 
90 percent have far less. 

So you see, if you eliminate divi- 
dends, for example, from taxation, a 
massive amount of the tax breaks goes 
to the same old corner that it always 
goes, those who have the most. 

Bob Wills and his Texas Playboys 
used to have a line in their 1930s song: 
The little bee sucks the blossom 
And the big bee gets the honey. 

The little guy picks the cotton 
And the big guy makes the money. 

Every time we focus on tax reform 
we find the same thing, especially in 
recent years. 

Let me again say I am all for chang- 
ing our Tax Code in ways that are 
thoughtful. We ought to simplify it. 
But we ought to resist efforts that will 
make it more unfair and strive to move 
towards efforts that will make the bur- 
den fair to all Americans. That has cer- 
tainly not been the case in recent 
years. My hope is when we next see a 
proposal dealing with America’s Tax 
Code that we will see something that 
represents some semblance of fairness. 
Otherwise there is likely to be a debate 
breaking out in the Senate, which 
would be a very healthy thing, in my 
judgment. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I have a 
number of things to address. I have 
been listening with great interest to 
my very good friend from North Da- 
kota. I bow to his superior knowledge 
in economics. I was not aware that he 
was a professor of economics, or taught 
economics. They say confession is good 
for the soul. I will say to my friend 
from North Dakota, I went to nine dif- 
ferent colleges and universities, all of 
them night school where I was sta- 
tioned when I was in the military. I re- 
member once I got out I backed a truck 
up to the University of Tulsa and 
shoved off all my transcripts, and they 
looked at it and said: You are an econ- 
omist. So that is where I got my back- 
ground in economics. 

Mr. DORGAN. If the Senator will 
yield for a moment, I would say I was 
actually not a professor. I did teach ec- 
onomics at the college briefly, but I 
was able to overcome that experience. 

Mr. INHOFE. Well, good. 

I would like to make a couple of com- 
ments. That is not what I am here to 
talk about today. But this President 
has a commitment to do something 


November 18, 2004 


about our tax system. I know there is 
a lot of class warfare that goes on and 
people are always talking about taxes 
and that the poor people are paying all 
the taxes. It is kind of interesting that 
this President wants to make a dra- 
matic change in the tax structure. 
When I go back to my State of Okla- 
homa, no matter where I go the people 
are all united in saying they really 
want to have something different. 

The interesting thing is, I was riding 
yesterday with a CPA from Oklahoma 
and said: If we are successful in dra- 
matically simplifying the Tax Code, 
why would you support that because 
you might be out of work? 

He said: I would gladly do it. I can al- 
ways find something else. It is unfair 
and it is a system that needs to be 
cleaned up. 

I would only caution people who are 
watching what is going on in this 
Chamber, when we get into a discus- 
sion of changing the Tax Code, every 
time there is someone who suggests 
that you lower the marginal rates of 
taxation, they assume that this is an 
unjust burden on the lower income peo- 
ple. 

In fact, when this President did it he 
was lowering the tax rate on people 
who paid taxes. Obviously, if you don’t 
pay taxes, you can’t lower the rate. 
That is what he was faced with. 

Also, we learned a lesson following 
World War I when they raised taxes. It 
brought a lot of revenue into the sys- 
tem to fight World War I. When it was 
over, they decided they would go ahead 
and reduce the taxes because they did 
not need the revenue anymore. They 
were shocked to find out when they re- 
duced the taxes that the revenue in- 
creased. 

Then again, a very smart President, 
one I admired very much, was the 
President of the United States by the 
name of Kennedy. When President Ken- 
nedy was in office we were expanding a 
lot of the things in the social programs 
in this country. He said we have to 
have more money, and we have to raise 
more revenue to take care of these pro- 
grams. John Kennedy was a Democrat, 
not a Republican. He said the best way 
to raise revenue was to reduce mar- 
ginal rates. So he reduced marginal 
rates, and sure enough, that opened it 
up and revenue increased. 

Another person came in the White 
House, Ronald Reagan, in 1980. He said 
the same thing. He actually reduced 
the top bracket rate from some 95 per- 
cent down to about 25 percent; and all 
other brackets, too. Everybody got in 
on that good deal. The largest tax re- 
duction in the history of America suc- 
cessfully reduced taxes and increased 
revenue. 

The evidence of that, if you look at 
the total revenue that came from mar- 
ginal rates in the 1980s, was $244 bil- 
lion. In 1990, it was $466 billion. It al- 
most doubled in that decade, that 10- 
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year period. It was the largest reduc- 
tion of taxes in this Nation’s history. 

I hope those who will be engaging in 
class warfare and are going to be talk- 
ing about how this is unfair and how 
the rich need to be paying more taxes 
keep in mind that the people who are 
paying the taxes are middle-income 
Americans. These are the people who 
need the relief. They need to have more 
opportunities to do more with the 
money. That is how you increase reve- 
nues. 

I hear a lot of people complaining 
about this President and the fact we 
have the deficit. Obviously, we have 
the deficit for three reasons. 

No. 1, we had a recession. This Presi- 
dent inherited a recession. That start- 
ed in March of 2000. With the economic 
activity low, you have to use the for- 
mula that for each 1-percent increase 
in economic activity it produces $46 
bilion in new revenue. So it was way 
down. 

No. 2, he had succeeded President 
Clinton where he had cut the defense 
Spending down to the bone with the 
myth floating around that somehow 
the cold war was over; we didn't need à 
military anymore. We were down to 
about half the Army divisions, down in 
tactical airwings, and half in ships, 
down 300 from 600. Then we realized we 
were in à more hostile world. By the 
time President George W. Bush had to 
start rebuilding the military, our mod- 
ernization programs had stopped. 

Then 9/11 came along. Here we are in 
a War. 

I can tell you that the three factors 
which caused the deficit are factors 
that we are overcoming as we are 
Speaking. But you might as well hold 
your breath for a while because the war 
is going to last a while. 


EE 


TRIBUTES TO RETIRING 
SENATORS 


DON NICKLES 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I am so 
pleased that I have a chance a say a 
few good words about my colleague, 
DON NICKLES. It is hard to talk about 
DON NICKLES. I remember him when he 
was in the State senate. I believe DON 
NICKLES at that time was the president 
of the College Republicans in Okla- 
homa. I remember going to Ponca City 
and giving a speech at his invitation. 
Afterwards, he showed just an incred- 
ible interest in politics. This was back 
in the 1970s. He ran for State senate. I 
believe it was in 1978. And he won. 

Midway through that term, in 1980, a 
seat opened and he decided he was 
going to run for the U.S. Senate. Ev- 
erybody laughed. Who is this kid, any- 
way? He was about 30 years old. He still 
looks like he is about 35 years old. At 
that time he looked like he was about 
18 years old. 

He ran and defeated some of the real 
heavyweights in the State. Then he 
came and served in the Senate. 
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I understand that in those early 
years they wouldn’t let him ride the 
Members’ elevators because they didn’t 
believe he was a Member. They thought 
he was a page. 

Nonetheless, DON NICKLES started 
proving himself. I watched him mature 
in this job. As the years went by, every 
time a 6-year period ended, he would 
talk about dropping out. But we talked 
him into running. 

Finally, he decided he needed to do 
something else with his life and do 
what is in the best interests of his fam- 
ily. 

But he grew with the ability to offer 
expertise that I haven’t seen in the 
Senate since I have been here, and I 
have been here for 10 years. I have 
watched DON NICKLES as he matured, as 
he gained knowledge in areas and ex- 
pertise in not just one isolated area but 
in all areas. When he stands up to talk, 
everybody is quiet. They want to listen 
to him because they know he knows 
what he is talking about. 

I can recall when ELIZABETH DOLE 
was first elected. We were making a 
tribute to DON NICKLES about 3 months 
after she was here. She said: I have 
watched him talk about the budget. I 
have watched him talk about how you 
finance Government. I have watched 
him go through all these very difficult 
things, and I have been here 3 months 
and I have to confess I don’t even know 
what he is talking about. I said: ELIZA- 
BETH, don’t feel bad. I have been here 10 
years and I still don’t know what he is 
talking about. 

DON NICKLES developed that level of 
expertise that other people do not. It is 
because he studies. He works. 

He is going to be sorely missed by a 
lot of people around here because of 
what he had to offer and because of the 
contributions he has made. 

I am 15 years older than DON NICK- 
LES. I have been his junior Senator. I 
guess it is now time I become senior 
Senator. 

I will miss his expertise, his charm, 
his humor, and most of all I will miss 
him because he is my brother. I will 
miss him dearly. Don, it is going to be 
goodbye to you but hang around. We 
look forward to working with you and 
accepting your advice because I know 
it will be there when we need it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oklahoma is recognized. 

Mr. INHOFE. I thank the Chair. 

(The remarks of Мг. INHOFE per- 
taining to the introduction of S. 2997 
are located in today’s RECORD under 
“Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 


-— 


HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES 


CPL. JOSEPH L. NICE 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I rise 
today to honor Marine LCpl. Joseph L. 
Nice from Nicoma Park, OK, who made 
the ultimate sacrifice for his country 
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on August 4, 2004. This fourth-genera- 
tion soldier died defending the freedom 
he enjoyed and fighting to ensure it for 
others. 

Lance Corporal Nice moved to 
Nicoma Park, OK from Newark, NJ, in 
1998. He was a gifted young man—a mu- 
sician, artist and sportsman, who used 
these gifts in the marching band and 
on the soccer team at Choctaw High 
School. From the age of 5, he had 
longed to follow in the footsteps of his 
father, his grandfathers, and his uncle 
in serving in the military. After weigh- 
ing this tradition and putting on hold 
his plans to study law, Joseph Nice de- 
cided to join the Marine Corps in June 
2003. 

Lance Corporal Nice was assigned to 
3rd Battalion, 7th Marines, 1st Marine 
Division, I Marine Expeditionary Force 
stationed at Marine Corps Air Ground 
Combat Center at Twentynine Palms, 
CA. His unit was deployed to Iraq in 
February 2004, where Lance Corporal 
Nice and his fellow Marines faced daily 
attacks in the Anbar province. During 
one of these attacks on August 4, 2004, 
Joseph Nice was killed. 

I represent the State of Oklahoma in 
paying my condolences to the family of 
this American hero. A friend of his said 
about him: “If you had a problem, he 
was always there for you.” Through his 
service in Iraq, LCpl Joseph Nice dem- 
onstrated his worthiness to receive this 
highest compliment. Our thoughts and 
prayers are with his family and friends 
today. 

ARMY SPC. SONNY G. SAMPLER 

Mr. President, we also pay homage to 
Army SPC Sonny G. Sampler from 
Oklahoma City, OK, who died in the 
name of freedom in Iraq on 8 July 2004. 
He moved to Oklahoma City from 
Altus, OK and began attending John 
Marshall High School. 

Specialist Sampler saw the Army as 
an opportunity for focus and direction 
and joined in 2001. He was deployed to 
Iraq with 18% Battalion, 26th Infantry 
Regiment, 1st Infantry Division based 
in Schweinfurt, Germany. In serving 
his country, Sonny Sampler did not 
shy away from his other duties. In the 
words of Maj. Gen. Douglas Dollar, 
“This young man was willing to go to 
a strange land and fight for people he 
didn’t know." It is the same young 
man who sold some belongings to pay 
for a flight from Germany back to the 
United States at Christmas to surprise 
his mother. Such a family man is to be 
much valued. 

Specialist Sampler was tragically 
killed when he was searching the Iraqi 
National Guard Headquarters for sur- 
vivors, following an allied attack. 
When the ruins underwent an attack by 


insurgents, Sonny Sampler and five 
other U.S. soldiers died. He was 23 
years old. 


Our thoughts and prayers are with 
this American hero’s family and 
friends at this very difficult time. We 
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should never cease to be proud of this 
man. 
SGT DANIEL LEE GALVAN 

Mr. President, we also pay homage to 
Sgt Daniel Lee Galvan, who joined the 
Army to realize his childhood dream of 
working with helicopters. Earlier this 
year, Sergeant Galvan made the ulti- 
mate sacrifice for his country—his life. 
Sergeant Galvan was a dedicated de- 
fender of America who followed his fa- 
ther into the military. For this service 
and his sacrifice, I am proud to honor 
him in the Senate today. 

Daniel Galvan was born in Fort Ord, 
CA, but later moved to Moore, OK, 
where he joined the Army reserve after 
high school but enlisted in 1996 to ful- 
fill what he saw as his calling to be a 
soldier. Though he knew a career in the 
military would enable him to provide 
for his family, the paycheck was never 
his primary motivation. In the words 
of his wife, Sonya, “Не joined because 
he believed in the cause. He believed in 
the military. And he was proud to wear 
the uniform and honored to be an 
American." Sergeant Galvan was a hel- 
icopter crew chief with the 2nd Bat- 
talion (Assault), 25th Aviation Regi- 
ment, 25th Infantry Division (Light), 
based out of Schofield Barracks in Ha- 
waii. 

On August 12, 2004, the Black Hawk 
helicopter that was transporting Ser- 
geant Galvan and fourteen other sol- 
diers in Afghanistan developed me- 
chanical problems and crashed near the 
Pakistani border. The fourteen others 
were wounded, but Daniel Lee Galvan, 
an honorable Oklahoman and example 
for us all, paid the ultimate price. Ser- 
geant Galvan left behind his wife as 
well as two children, his daughter Au- 
drey, 18, and his son Joseph, 11. Our 
thoughts and prayers are with his fam- 
ily for the loss of such a special man. 

On behalf of the U.S. Senate, I ask 
that we pay tribute to Sergeant Galvan 
and the men and women like him, who 
know the true meaning of service and 
sacrifice. These men and women have 
tasted freedom, and wish to ensure 
that freedom for those who have never 
experienced it. I honor the memory of 
our sons and daughters who have died 
for this noble cause, and especially the 
memory of Oklahoma’s son, Daniel Lee 
Galvan. 

CPL NATHANIEL T. HAMMOND 

Mr. President, I rise to honor the 
memory of a brave young American 
who gave his life defending the Nation. 
He felt a call to serve his country, to 
be part of something bigger than him- 
self, and for that call he paid the high- 
est price. 

Cpl Nathaniel T. Hammond was as- 
signed to the Marine Reserves’ 2nd Bat- 
talion, 24th Marine Regiment, 4th Ma- 
rine Division in Chicago. Nathan 
wasn’t a native Oklahoman—he was 
born and raised in Brighton, MO, where 
he graduated from high school in 1998 
and then joined the Marines, but he 
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lived in Tulsa and had trained with the 
Anti-Tank Training Company, a Ma- 
rine Reserve unit, in Broken Arrow. 

On November 8 in Babil province, 
Iraq, he was killed in an insurgent at- 
tack. He gave his life for the freedom 
of millions of Americans, and also for 
the peace and prosperity of the Iraqi 
people only now beginning to recover 
from decades under a totalitarian re- 
gime. 

Corporal Hammond had a long-held 
desire to serve the military as a mem- 
ber of the Special Forces, but even as a 
member of the Marine Reserve, he was 
“doing what he wanted to do and what 
the loved to do," according to a child- 
hood friend and fellow soldier. His par- 
ents have described how Nathan 
evinced the selfless attitude toward 
service to country that is so evident in 
all our military men and women. 

We are all glad Nathan Hammond 
was willing to serve. His loss is griev- 
ous to all of us. Our thoughts are with 
his parents and the rest of his family 
back in Missouri. At the same time, we 
recognize his valor and commitment. It 
is for men like Nathan Hammond that 
I am proud to be a part of this great 
country. He was a special soldier, a 
true Oklahoman, and a true American. 

PFC NACHEZ WASHALANTA II 

Mr. President, I honor the memory of 
a courageous young Oklahoman who 
died while defending his Nation. Ma- 
rine PFC Nachez Washalanta II grew 
up in the great State of Oklahoma, 
went to school in Ardmore and Silo, 
and joined the Marines in April 2002. 

The road wasn’t always smooth for 
Wash, as his fellow Marines called him. 
He grew up in a foster home with four 
other boys, and got his GED instead of 
graduating from high school. Eventu- 
ally, Private Washalanta found a home 
with the United States Marine Corps. 
He was the driver of a light-armored 
vehicle, and although he sometimes 
complained that he joined the Marines 
to fight and not to drive, he got his 
chance in Iraq. 

Private Washlanta was a member of 
the 18% Light-Armored Reconnaissance 
Battalion, 1st Marine Division, I Ma- 
rine Expeditionary Force from Camp 
Pendleton, CA. He paid the ultimate 
price. When you think about these five 
great Oklahomans, as well as others 
around the country, and some 1,100 who 
have lost their lives, it is a shame that 
so many people in America do not un- 
derstand what these soldiers under- 
stand. 

Mr. President, I have the honor of 
being, I guess, the second or third 
ranking member of the Senate Armed 
Services Committee. Consequently, I 
may have made more trips over to Iraq 
and Afghanistan than anyone else. I 
am always approached by these young 
people. They say: Why is it, Senator, 
that the people back home don't appre- 
ciate what we are doing? These people 
are dedicated, and they know exactly 
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what they are doing. Unfortunately, we 
have a media that tries to demean ev- 
erything they are doing. And I give the 
assurance to these young people that 
even though it might be that the net- 
works, CNN, and the New York Times 
and the Washington Post do not know 
and appreciate what they are doing, we 
do, the real people of America. And 
they are heroes. 

I think most of our young people re- 
alize our country is facing the greatest 
risk it has ever faced. This is not con- 
ventional warfare. This is not some- 
thing that is predictable. Sometimes I 
say I look back wistfully at the days of 
the Cold War where we had two super- 
powers, and they were predictable. We 
were predictable, they were predict- 
able. This is totally unpredictable, but 
it is à war that has to be won. I pay 
homage not just to those Oklahomans I 
mentioned today, but all who are there 
and many who have paid the ultimate 
price for our freedom right here in this 
country. 

SGT MORGAN W. STRADER 

Mr. BAYH. Mr. President, I rise 
today with a heavy heart and deep 
sense of gratitude to honor the life of à 
brave young man from Brownsburg, IN. 
Sgt Morgan W. Strader, 28 years old, 
died on November 12. After completing 
his enlistment, Morgan voluntarily ex- 
tended his service, choosing to accom- 
pany his unit back to Iraq—a selfless 
choice that would cost him his life. 
Morgan was shot while conducting 
combat operations in the Al Anbar 
Province of Iraq. With his entire life 
before him, Morgan risked everything 
to fight for the values Americans hold 
close to our hearts, in a land halfway 
around the world. 

Before moving to Crossville, TN, 
Morgan attended school in 
Brownsburg. Morgan graduated from 
high school and followed in his grand- 
father’s footsteps by joining the mili- 
tary. Morgan’s father, Gary, told the 
Indianapolis Star that “Не was a Ma- 
rine from the day that he was born... 
His grandfather was in the Army dur- 
ing Korea. He latched onto that and 
loved it." It was clear that from a 
young age, Morgan felt compelled to 
serve his country in the Armed Forces, 
just as his grandfather had done. 

Morgan was the thirty-seventh Hoo- 
sier soldier to be killed while serving 
his country in Operation Iragi Free- 
dom. He was assigned to the Kilo Com- 
pany, 3rd Battalion, 1st Marines, Regi- 
mental Combat Теат-1, lst Marine Di- 
vision, Camp Pendleton, CA. This brave 
young soldier leaves behind his father 
and stepmother, Gary and Janet; his 
mother and stepfather, Linda and Tim- 
othy; his grandparents, Onza and Es- 
telle Morgan; his grandfather, William 
Strader; his sisters, Amber, Jessica and 
Rachel; and his brothers, Brian, Chris 
and Matthew. 

Today, I join Morgan's family, his 
friends and the entire Hoosier commu- 
nity in mourning his death. While we 
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struggle to bear our sorrow over this 
loss, we can also take pride in the ex- 
ample he set, bravely fighting to make 
the world a safer place. It is his cour- 
age and strength of character that peo- 
ple will remember when they think of 
Morgan, a memory that will burn 
brightly during these continuing days 
of conflict and grief. 

Morgan was known for his dedication 
to family and his love of country. When 
looking back on Morgan’s life, his fa- 
ther, Gary, recalled to the Indianapolis 
Star a conversation that he had with 
his son shortly before his departure for 
a second tour in Iraq. Gary was trying 
to convince his son that he had done 
his part and his service was complete. 
Morgan told his father upon deciding 
to reenlist, “ Dad, the guys in my unit 
aren't experienced in this. . . I need to 
help them." Morgan died in the same 
fashion in which he had lived by put- 
ting the well-being of others before his 
own. Today and always, Morgan will be 
remembered by family members, 
friends and fellow Hoosiers as a true 
American hero and we honor the sac- 
rifice he made while dutifully serving 
his country. 

As I search for words to do justice in 
honoring Morgan’s sacrifice, I am re- 
minded of President Lincoln’s remarks 
as he addressed the families of the fall- 
en soldiers in Gettysburg: “Ме cannot 
dedicate, we cannot consecrate, we 
cannot hallow this ground. The brave 
men, living and dead, who struggled 
here, have consecrated it, far above our 
poor power to add or detract. The 
world will little note nor long remem- 
ber what we say here, but it can never 
forget what they did here." This state- 
ment is just as true today as it was 
nearly 150 years ago, as I am certain 
that the impact of Morgan's actions 
will live on far longer than any record 
of these words. 

It is my sad duty to enter the name 
of Morgan W. Strader in the official 
record of the U.S. Senate for his serv- 
ice to this country and for his profound 
commitment to freedom, democracy 
and peace. When I think about this just 
cause in which we are engaged, and the 
unfortunate pain that comes with the 
loss of our heroes, I hope that families 
like Morgan's can find comfort in the 
words of the prophet Isaiah who said, 
*He will swallow up death in victory; 
and the Lord God will wipe away tears 
from off all faces." 

May God grant strength and peace to 
those who mourn, and may God be with 
all of you, as I know He is with Mor- 
gan. 


EE 
FAREWELL 


Mr. BREAUX. Mr. President and col- 
leagues, the last time anyone does any- 
thing in their career or in their life, I 
think it is a time for a certain degree 
of sadness and a certain degree of nos- 
talgic remembrance of the times past. 
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This evening will probably be my last 
opportunity to address this body as a 
Member, as a Member of the Senate, 
representing my great and wonderful 
State of Louisiana. 

While some would say, well, it has to 
be avery difficult time to speak for the 
last time on the floor of the Senate, 
looking back at all the great memo- 
ries, I look back with nothing but 
great pleasure over the many years I 
have spent in the Senate as well as in 
the House of Representatives. 

I have been very honored to serve and 
be elected seven times to the other 
body, serving 14 years as a Member of 
the House, representing southwest 
Louisiana—it was a great and wonder- 
ful time—and then moving on to the 
Senate 18 years ago, representing the 
entire State of Louisiana. 

So when you look back over those 
years, I think a lot of people would say: 
Well, it is your last speech, and it must 
be a very nostalgic time, and you real- 
ly are sad. Iam not. I am pleased. I am 
happy. I am overwhelmed with the op- 
portunity that was presented to me for 
those 32 years in the Congress to serve 
the people of Louisiana in one capacity 
or another, both in the House, as well 
as in this Chamber. 

Thirty-five years ago, I, with my 
wife, came to Washington for the very 
first time as a young staff person, leg- 
islative assistant, having just gotten 
out of law school. I worked in the Sev- 
enth Congressional District office for 
then-Congressman Edwin Edwards. It 
was a great learning period for me. 

Shortly after serving as a staff per- 
son, there was a vacancy that was cre- 
ated, and I ran for that vacancy as a 
young 28-year-old member of the Bar 
Association in my State. I ran for Con- 
gress and had a slogan I remember 
back then, when I was 28, when I was 
running for Congress for the first time. 
My slogan was: ‘‘Experience makes the 
difference." 

Most of the people I was running 
against were old enough to be my 
grandfather or grandparent, certainly 
old enough to be my parent. Yet I had 
the audacity to print the slogan on a 
bumper sticker that ‘‘Experience 
makes the difference." 

Of course, it aggravated the heck out 
of all the people I was running against 
because they said: How dare someone 
28 years old talk about experience 
making the difference; He has none. 

Well, I was the only person running 
who ever worked in a congressional of- 
fice in Washington. I was the only per- 
Son who had ever run a congressional 
office in the district. And I was the 
only lawyer who was running. I told 
the people in that first race that we 
were electing someone to go to Wash- 
ington and make laws, and I was the 
only lawyer running. Therefore, they 
Should vote for me. 

That went over fairly well for a pe- 
riod of time until all of my opponents 
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realized 98 percent of the people were 
not lawyers, and about 100 percent of 
them hated lawyers. So as soon as they 
Started  articulating that different 
viewpoint on the function of lawyers, I 
started going down in the polls, and 
thank goodness the election was only a 
couple weeks later. 

To make a long story short, we were 
elected back in 1972 and came to Wash- 
ington. I came with my wife Lois and 
two very small children, John, Jr., and 
Bill Breaux. I remember we had to rent 
a, U-Haul truck to come to Washington. 
I had never had an opportunity to be up 
here. We came up, and I will always re- 
member this: When we left Louisiana, 
my two sons did not want to go. My 
youngest son, the night before we left, 
when he was saying his prayers, said: 
Goodbye, God. We are moving to Wash- 
ington. 

My oldest son, who was about 4 or 5 
at the time, ran away to a neighbor's 
house and crawled under the house. In 
Louisiana, the houses are built off the 
ground. He ran under the house and 
would not come out. And we had my 
mom Katie, my dad Ezra, my father-in- 
law Lloyd, and my mother-in-law Doris 
who were all there watching us get into 
the U-Haul to go to Washington, and I 
had to crawl under the house and lit- 
erally drag John, Jr., out from under 
the house and make him get into the 
U-Haul truck so we could move to 
Washington. I finally got him here. 

We came to Washington. I will al- 
ways remember we came here on a Sat- 
urday. I wanted to go to see the Capitol 
because I knew it was going to be such 
an impressive place. I remember that 
night the Marine Corps Band was play- 
ing, how they do in the springtime. 
They have concerts. They used to do 
that on the front steps. And they were 
having a concert. I thought they were 
playing the concert for me. 

We were so delighted as a family to 
be able to see our first impressions of 
the U.S. Capitol, with the playing of 
the band on a wonderful evening. It 
was a great memory then, and it is still 
а great memory 35 years later. 

In those days when I was in the 
House, we had an arrangement, if you 
will. In those days when I arrived here, 
Carl Albert was Speaker of the House. 
And then Tip O'Neil became the 
Democratic leader and Speaker of the 
House, and Bob Michel was the Repub- 
lican leader. And Tip O'Neill and Bob 
Michel probably differed as much as 
any two people you could possibly 
know in terms of philosophy in how 
Government should work. Tip O'Neill 
was an FDR liberal Democrat from 
Massachusetts, and Bob Michel was 
from Peoria, IL, a middle America Re- 
publican. They did not agree on how 
Government should work necessarily 
from a philosophical standpoint, but 
they knew how to make Government 
work. 

They spoke more in one day back 
then than some of the leaders later on 
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spoke in a year because the House 
changed to a position where now many 
times leaders do not speak to each 
other. I would suggest that government 
was not any worse off when you had a 
Tip O’Neill and a Bob Michel traveling 
together, playing golf together, drink- 
ing in the evening and having a cock- 
tail together, playing golf together, 
betting on sporting events together, 
which I know they did because they 
had a relationship that allowed them 
to find out, What do we have to do to 
accomplish what we both realize is best 
for this country? They were able to do 
that in a way that I thought was in- 
credibly effective. 

Hale Boggs swore me in to the House 
of Representatives, a truly great ma- 
jority leader. I learned a great deal 
from him and had a great deal of re- 
spect for everything he taught me and 
taught so many. 

That was back then. My two sons, 
who were crawling and saying their 
prayers before bed, are both 38 years of 
age. My oldest daughter, Beth, is 34 
and is married to a wonderful person 
named Jeff Shepardson; and now we 
have three beautiful grandchildren, 
Anna Kate, Campbell, and C.J. 
Shepardson, age 2. Also, my youngest 
daughter, Julie, is now 28. 

So after you have been here a while, 
you wake up one day and say where has 
all the time gone and how fast it went. 
I think about that often, but I also 
think about all of the wonderful things 
I have been privileged to witness, 
watch, and participate in, in those 32 
years in Congress. It has been a real 
privilege and pleasure. I have had the 
honor of serving with three great Sen- 
ators, including Russell Long, when he 
was the senior Senator from Louisiana 
and I was a House Member. I remember 
coming over to see Russell when I first 
got into the House of Representatives. 
I wanted to come and pay my respects. 
I had been in Congress about a week. 
So I came over to the Senate and 
walked up in the Senate office building 
to see Russell Long. I remember get- 
ting on the elevator and it went up to 
the second floor. The door opened and 
Senator Jim Eastland from Mississippi 
got on. He looked at me—and I was on 
the Members elevator, which shows 
you the audacity I had even then. He 
looked at me and said, “Неу, boy, what 
are you doing here?" I said, “Т am a 
Congressman and I am going to see 
Russell Long." He said, ‘‘You’re not a 
Congressman." I said, “Үев, sir, I ат.” 
He looked at me and walked off the ele- 
vator. Those Members are so wonderful 
to look back on, and it is interesting to 
see how things have developed. 

I learned a great deal from Russell 
Long. He taught me how to work with 
people. He could get more done in the 
evening over a bottle of bourbon than 
we can get done by having months and 
months of hearings and hours of debate 
because he knew how to bring people 
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together. He had an incredibly great 
personality and sense of history of 
where he came from. And he learned 
from his father who also served in this 
body. 

I also served with Bennett Johnston, 
a great person who could work both 
sides of the aisle. He became chairman 
of the Energy Committee and senior 
member of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee. Bennett was outstanding. It 
was interesting because we never had a 
cross word politically. A lot of Mem- 
bers, I think, have natural competition 
between Members of the same State, 
particularly if they are in different 
parties. I have had the fortune to serve 
only with members of the Democratic 
Party in the Senate. Bennett and I had 
a wonderful working relationship. He 
would take the lead on some things, 
and I would try to take the lead on oth- 
ers. It was a wonderful relationship. 

In the last several years, it has been 
MARY LANDRIEU, who I have seen de- 
velop into one of the greatest politi- 
cians and greatest leaders of our State. 
She comes from a great tradition, a 
long tradition of outstanding public 
servants in the State of Louisiana, par- 
ticularly in the city of New Orleans. 
She learned from the masters, and the 
masters were her parents, brothers and 
sisters. They were all involved and 
they do a wonderful job in representing 
our State in so many different capac- 
ities. 

So I have had a wonderful oppor- 
tunity to serve with people from my 
State who have been friends and out- 
standing colleagues, along with all of 
the other folks that we have had the 
opportunity to serve with. I have 
looked at meeting people in Congress 
not just as colleagues who were elected 
to public office, but I looked at each 
one of them as a potential friend. I 
learned a long time ago that you have 
to understand where people come from 
to appreciate what they are all about. 
I think many times we take a position 
automatically that we don’t like some- 
one because of where they are from or 
what party they are in, without delving 
into their backgrounds, why they say 
what they say, and who helps develop 
those ideas. 

I remember when I was in the House, 
I served on the Public Works Com- 
mittee with Bella Abzug, who many 
thought was the most liberal person in 
the Congress. I remember Bella Abzug 
telling me, you know, where I come 
from, in my congressional district, 
they think I am too conservative. She 
had the type of district that encour- 
aged her and helped her and pushed her 
to represent the people as they wanted 
to be represented in the Congress of the 
United States. So if you understand 
where people come from and under- 
stand their background and who they 
represent, I think it helps you under- 
stand how people of different positions 
can be friends, because they are truly 


November 18, 2004 


trying to represent their States the 
best they can. It is not just because of 
their politics but because of where they 
are from. 

Let me say one other thing that I 
think we need to pay attention to in 
this body, the Senate. That is, we 
should not let outside forces dictate to 
us how we treat each other and how we 
work together. Many times, when 
Democrats have a caucus lunch on 
Tuesday right outside this Chamber, 
Republicans are having theirs separate 
from us at the same time. Many times, 
we hear people call in from the outside 
who are in public relations, PR men 
and women and pollsters, who spend an 
inordinate amount of time telling us 
how we can take actions that will show 
how the other side is wrong and we are 
right. Right across the hall, the Repub- 
licans are hearing some of the same 
type of public relation firms arguing to 
them how they can posture themselves 
to be able to blame the Democrats for 
failure. 

Back in the old days, we used to do 
all this together. People would stand 
up and give their position, and the 
other side would give theirs and find 
out we are trying to accomplish the 
same thing, coming at it from slightly 
different venues and in a slightly dif- 
ferent direction. I always feel that if 
you only listen to yourself, you are 
only going to hear an echo and you are 
never going to disagree. That is why it 
is so important to hear the other side, 
listen to what the other side has to 
say, understand what they say. You 
don’t have to agree with them, but I 
think you are a better person if you 
understand and your position becomes 
stronger if you know what the other 
side is going to argue. It makes your 
position better and stronger. 

But you also must realize that nei- 
ther party has a monopoly on the 
truth. Both sides have good ideas. The 
real answer to this body and the House, 
and for democracies everywhere, is try- 
ing to take the best of what both sides 
can offer and blend them in a package 
that simply makes Government work 
for all of us. People back home are not 
so much concerned about who wins and 
loses as they are about whether we are 
getting the job done. Congress does not 
have to be like a Super Bowl. In the 
Super Bowl, you have to have one team 
that is going to win and one that will 
lose. If there is a tie, they have a play- 
off and go into overtime until one team 
wins and one team loses. There is noth- 
ing wrong with the Congress trying to 
find ways to reach agreement and 
blending the best from both sides and 
coming up with something so that ev- 
erybody wins. Then we can argue and 
fight over which team won. That way, 
I can go back to Louisiana and tell 
them look what I did, and somebody 
from Texas or Illinois can go back to 
their State and say look what I did. 
And that is fine, because we can argue 
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about success and not debate over fail- 
ure and whose fault it was. The Amer- 
ican people would be better served if 
the debate here could be a debate about 
how we accomplish something as op- 
posed to why we didn’t get anything 
done. 

I leave with a great deal of apprecia- 
tion for everybody who helped me, in- 
cluding my staff, many of whom are in 
the gallery. They helped me every day 
over and above the call of duty. I also 
thank the people on the floor with me, 
including Diana Bostic and so many of 
the friends we have worked with, like 
Lula, who was with Senator Long be- 
fore, and all of the other people. This 
has been a joint venture, to say the 
least. I leave with a great deal of opti- 
mism. 

I am not leaving because I am un- 
happy or because I am mad. I have en- 
joyed every single minute of it. I have 
to admit that some minutes I have en- 
joyed more than others, but by and 
large it has been a great and wonderful 
experience. I give nothing but the very 
best to my colleagues and wish them 
nothing but the very best in the future. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Illinois. 
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TRIBUTES TO RETIRING 
SENATORS 


JOHN BREAUX 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I am for- 
tunate enough to have been here to 
hear my colleague from Louisiana give 
his farewell speech. It was my good for- 
tune to have served with him both in 
the House and in the Senate. He is one 
of the favorites of both sides of the 
aisle. It is an amazing tribute to JOHN 
and his political career that he does 
have so many friends in the Senate. 
From the liberal wing to the conserv- 
ative wing, Republicans, Democrats, 
North, South, East and West, you like 
JOHN BREAUX. You like him because he 
is a genuine person and also because he 
comes from a State that is a lot of fun 
and he is a lot of fun. Some of my best 
memories of JOHN are his hard work 
here and then his hard play at home. 

When he would invite us to New Orle- 
ans for a Democratic leadership con- 
ference and other meetings and show 
us his major city in his home State, it 
was always a treat. 

Then occasionally he would export a 
little bit of Louisiana to Washington 
and to the site of the Democratic Con- 
vention, and it was always a sellout 
event. People wanted to be there. JOHN 
never let them down. I saw him at the 
Los Angeles Convention where he gave 
a little party—and I use that term ad- 
visedly. It was not little at all, it was 
a big party. He was dressed in a cos- 
tume for Mardis Gras that would have 
put Elvis Presley to shame. It was an 
amazing array of gold and sequins, the 
likes of which I have never seen. He 
looked so much at home in that outfit. 
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I said to him: How do the people back 
in Louisiana take to that kind of 
dress? 

He said: You know, they would throw 
me out of office if I didn’t do these 
things. They expect that of me. 

I also went down to New Orleans with 
him and saw him in a musical perform- 
ance with a zydeco band. He has musi- 
cal talent most people don’t know 
about. 

I tell you these things because people 
who follow the Senate, hear the speech- 
es, look at positions on issues and look 
at the party labels, forget that behind 
each and every one of us is a real life 
story. 

I love the story of your family com- 
ing to Washington, JOHN. It is a beau- 
tiful story of packing up the kids and 
your first impression. Every one of us 
has that story to tell. There are new 
Senators coming and saving up those 
stories in their own minds for the day 
they stand behind that desk to say 
what it means to be one of the few 
Americans given a chance to serve in 
this great Chamber. 

We are going to miss JOHN BREAUX 
and all that he brought to the Senate 
and all he brought to this Nation. He 
has been a problem solver. He has tried 
to reach across the aisle over and over 
to create bipartisan coalitions. Some- 
times I was with him; sometimes I was 
not. It did not make any difference be- 
cause it was a good-faith effort on JOHN 
BREAUX’s part to serve his State and 
this Nation. 

He has had a great career in the 
House and the Senate. His departure 
will leave a gap in terms of quality 
that many of us will work hard to fill. 
JOHN, I am honored I could serve with 
you and that I could hear your parting 
remarks this evening. I wish you and 
your family the very best. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Alabama. 

FRITZ HOLLINGS 

Mr. SHELBY. Mr. President, I would 
like to take a few minutes to talk 
about our departing colleagues. I am 
going to start with the senior Senator 
from South Carolina, the senior Sen- 
ator after many years of waiting in the 
wings, and that is Senator FRITZ HOL- 
LINGS. 

I first got to know FRITZ HOLLINGS 
after I came to the Senate in 1986. My 
wife Annette and I have worked with 
FRITZ and his wife Peatsy. We have 
traveled around the United States with 
them. We have been with them in their 
home. We visited them in Charleston. 
We traveled around the world with 
them. 

He is a unique individual, to say the 
least, but he has had, as the Presiding 
Officer knows, a distinguished career 
as a State Senator in his native South 
Carolina and then lieutenant governor 
and Governor of his State before he 
came to the Senate I believe in 1966. 
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He has had a distinguished career as 
chairman of the Commerce Committee 
for many years and as a senior member 
of the Appropriations Committee and 
chairman for many years, and ranking 
member now, of the Appropriations 
subcommittee dealing with State-Jus- 
tice. 

FRITZ, we are going to miss you. We 
are going to miss your humor. We are 
going to miss your frankness. We are 
going to miss your wisdom. And we are 
going to miss your wife Peatsy about 
whom we all care and love. You have 
invited a lot of us to visit you in 
Charleston. I hope you add some more 
rooms to that house there because a lot 
of us will be coming to see you. You 
have been a great American. 

In addition to public service to his 
State and to the Nation, FRITZ HOL- 
LINGS was a young graduate of the 
Citadel in his hometown of Charleston 
before the Second World War, and he 
served with distinction as an officer in 
Europe for a long time through many 
battles. 

I respect you, FRITZ. I commend you 
for your service, and I look forward to 
visiting you both here and in Charles- 
ton in the years to come. 

DON NICKLES 

One of my other colleagues we all 
care about and work with is DON NICK- 
LES of Oklahoma. He came here as a 
very young man in 1980. He has been 
here 24 years. He was the whip, assist- 
ant majority leader. He was right here 
on this floor. He spent many days, 
many hours trying to herd us together 
as one of our leaders. He is now at the 
moment the chairman of the Budget 
Committee, and that is a feat in itself. 
He is a senior member of the Finance 
Committee. 

We wish you had stayed around, but 
you chose to leave the Senate on your 
own volition. DON, we will see you, we 
will miss you, and I commend you for 
your service to the Nation and to your 
great State of Oklahoma. 

JOHN BREAUX 

JOHN BREAUX was just on the floor a 
few minutes ago. I first met JOHN 
BREAUX when I came to the House of 
Representatives in 1978. He had pre- 
ceded me, although he is a little young- 
er. He was a young man in the House of 
Representatives. He was very involved 
and was one of the first people I met 
there. 

He tried to work with both sides, the 
Democrats and Republicans. He has 
been involved in the forging of a lot of 
compromises—meaningful ones—over 
the years. He has represented his State 
of Louisiana both as a Congressman 
and as a Senator well, I believe, for 
many years. JOHN, we wish you and 
your wife Lois the best. We know you 
are not going to go very far, but you 
have a lot of friends in the Senate on 
both sides of the aisle, and you know 
that. 
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TOM DASCHLE 

TOM DASCHLE will be leaving us. He 
served this Nation well. He served in 
the U.S. Air Force as an intelligence 
officer. He served as a staffer, and then 
he was in my class in 1978 as a member 
of the House of Representatives. That 
is where I first met TOM and worked 
with him and respected him. Some- 
times we would be on other sides of the 
issues, but nevertheless, I always 
thought in his dealings with me and 
others he was a very honorable, decent 
person. 

He is a relatively young man. He 
served us well, I thought, as majority 
leader. He was always fair and up front 
with us. He will go on to good things, 
I am sure. I wish Tom and his wife 
Linda the best. 

BOB GRAHAM 

Senator BOB GRAHAM is a friend of 
mine, a Democrat, a former Governor 
of Florida for two terms. He came to 
the Senate in 1986 when I did. We 
worked together on many committees, 
but we worked closely together on the 
committee you serve on today, Mr. 
President, and that is the Intelligence 
Committee. 

I was the chairman of the committee 
and then he became the chairman when 
the Democrats got control of the Sen- 
ate, and I was the vice chairman. I 
found BoB GRAHAM to be working day 
in and day out, to be a very upfront 
man, a very honorable man, a man of 
his word. I certainly wish him well in 
whatever he does in the future. 

BEN NIGHTHORSE CAMPBELL 

My friend Senator CAMPBELL, BEN 
NIGHTHORSE CAMPBELL, you talk about 
somebody unique. He is a unique Amer- 
ican. He is a Native American. He is 
proud of who he is. He has represented 
the State of Colorado, both in the 
House of Representatives and in the 
Senate, very well. I wish him the very 
best. He will certainly not go away in 
the future. 

ZELL MILLER 

Senator ZELL MILLER, the colleague 
of the Presiding Officer, is a distin- 
guished Senator from Georgia. He 
served as Lieutenant Governor of Geor- 
gia, I believe, State senator, and then 
Governor of Georgia for at least two 
terms. He came to the Senate and dis- 
tinguished himself. He is someone for 
whom I have a lot of respect, for his in- 
tegrity, for his forthrightness, for his 
grit, for his perseverance, and also his 
foresight. 

ZELL, we will miss you in the Senate. 
But we will see a lot of you. I hope to 
visit you in north Georgia. You tell me 
what a beautiful place it is, and it is 
not too far from my State of Alabama, 
so I hope you have a room for us there. 
We will come see you, especially when 
the apples are ready to pick and you 
are ready to show us around. 

JOHN EDWARDS 

We have also Senator EDWARDS from 

North Carolina. I first met JOHN ED- 
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WARDS 6 years ago when he came to the 
Senate. He is a very accomplished law- 
yer, a very engaging person. He was the 
Democratic nominee, as we all know, 
for Vice President of the United States. 
JOHN EDWARDS is a young man, a man 
with a lot of talent, and I am sure we 
will hear from him in some respect, po- 
litical or otherwise, in the future as 
life goes on. 
PETER FITZGERALD 

Senator PETER FITZGERALD from Illi- 
nois is a very young man, one of the 
youngest men to come to the Senate. 
He chose to serve only one term. I 
think he has been involved in some of 
the big issues of the day. He is a man 
of integrity. He is a man who wants to 
do the right thing. He is always going 
to be involved in the issues of the day, 
as he has been. 

PETER, we wish you and your family 
the best as you go back into the pri- 
vate sector where you have excelled 
and done things so well and for so long. 

We are going to miss all these Sen- 
ators, on both sides of the aisle, be- 
cause collectively they bring a lot of 
experience and a lot of wisdom to the 
Senate. They have served, as I said, 
with distinction and honor here. 

TOM DASCHLE 

Mr. CONRAD. Mr. President, I want 
to take some time today to pay tribute 
to one of my closest and best friends in 
the U.S. Senate, our Democratic lead- 
er, TOM DASCHLE. 

It is hard to put into words how 
much I will miss Senator DASCHLE 
when he leaves the Senate at the end of 
this session. Senator DASCHLE and I 
were both first elected to the Senate in 
1986. He immediately became a friend, 
and that friendship has only grown 
stronger over the years. Senator 
DASCHLE had already served South Da- 
kota in the House of Representatives 
for many years when he came to the 
Senate, so he was able to help show me 
the ropes when I first arrived in Wash- 
ington in 1987. His advice and counsel 
were given freely. But what really drew 
me to TOM were his genuine delight in 
seeing and greeting friends, staff and 
colleagues; his selfless passion for serv- 
ing the people of South Dakota; and, 
above all his wonderful, self-effacing 
sense of humor. Put simply, Senator 
DASCHLE was able to take on issues 
very seriously without taking himself 
too seriously. 

Over the years, we have served to- 
gether on the Agriculture, Finance and 
Indian Affairs Committees. We have 
fought side-by-side in numerous battles 
to serve the interests of the people of 
the Dakotas. 

On the Agriculture Committee, Sen- 
ator DASCHLE was a tireless advocate 
for the interests of the northern plains 
producers we both represent. We fought 
together for targeted farm assistance 
to ensure that scarce Federal dollars 
for commodity programs would most 
benefit average size family farms. We 
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fought together against concentration 
in the agriculture industry. We fought 
together against unfairly traded im- 
ports of Canadian grain. We fought for 
disaster aid time and time again. And 
we joined to make sure a new farm bill 
was enacted in 2002. 

It is safe to say that without the ac- 
tive leadership and support of Senator 
DASCHLE, we would not have had a new 
farm bill in 2002. And if we had not 
written the bill in 2002, I firmly believe 
that mounting budget pressures would 
have made it virtually impossible to 
write good legislation in 2003 or 2004. 
So family farmers all across this coun- 
try, many of whom might not ever 
have heard of TOM DASCHLE, have lost a 
champion. 

On the Finance Committee, Senator 
DASCHLE fought passionately for better 
health care for all Americans. We 
fought together to strengthen the 
Medicare program and improve pay- 
ment rates for rural health care pro- 
viders. We fought to preserve the Med- 
icaid program, which provides a health 
care safety net for the most vulnerable 
among us. We fought to create the 
State Children’s Health Insurance Pro- 
gram, which expanded health coverage 
for children who otherwise would have 
no insurance. And Senator DASCHLE 
again and again took the lead on try- 
ing to reform our health care system to 
make health care affordable and acces- 
sible. So average workers all across the 
country who worry about losing their 
health coverage or skyrocketing health 
costs have lost a champion. 

And Senator DASCHLE took a special 
interest in working on behalf of Native 
Americans. He has fought to bring at- 
tention to the terrible epidemic of 
Fetal Alcohol Syndrome among Native 
Americans. And he has led the fight to 
secure increased resources for the In- 
dian Health Service to help end the 
health care rationing that occurs on 
too many reservations. He also has 
been a strong proponent of the tribal 
colleges. His efforts have helped put a 
college education within reach of many 
Native Americans who might not oth- 
erwise get the opportunity. Finally, 
Senator DASCHLE stood up and gave a 
voice to the thousands and thousands 
of individual Indians seeking a full ac- 
counting of their trust assets and 
fought to make sure that the Federal 
Government fulfilled its trust obliga- 
tion. So Native Americans all across 
the country have lost a champion. 

As Democratic leader, he continued 
to work on all these issues. And be- 
cause he was leader, he delivered real 
results for real people, time and again. 
That was especially the case when it 
came to causes important to South Da- 
kota. Senator DASCHLE tirelessly used 
his clout to ensure that South Dako- 
ta’s interests were protected. 

But Senator DASCHLE’s role as a Sen- 
ator and as a leader cannot be summed 
up in a simple listing of the causes and 
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issues he championed, often without 
fanfare or great recognition. The job of 
leader has often been compared to 
herding cats. It is not easy, but Sen- 
ator DASCHLE did an outstanding job. 
Senator DASCHLE was a strong leader— 
and a great Senator—because he didn’t 
just listen to people, he heard their 
concerns. He didn’t just propose com- 
promises, he built consensus. It took 
enormous patience, great flexibility, 
strong persuasive skills—and a liberal 
dose of good humor and humbleness. It 
also meant that much of what Senator 
DASCHLE accomplished was done quiet- 
ly behind the scenes. Too often, he did 
not get the public credit he deserved 
for the painstaking hours he spent 
building consensus and moving issues 
forward to benefit the American peo- 
ple. Instead, he quietly stepped back 
and let others take credit. 

You cannot be successful as a Sen- 
ator, and especially as a leader, if other 
Senators cannot trust you. Senator 
DASCHLE may at times have left our 
colleagues on the other side of the aisle 
frustrated by his mastery of Senate 
rules and political tactics. But they al- 
ways knew he was someone they could 
deal with in good faith. They always 
knew they could trust his word. And 
they always knew he would work hard 
to achieve the result he had committed 
to. 

At the end of the day, that is the ul- 
timate measure of Senator DASCHLE’s 
values—the values he and I learned 
growing up in the Dakotas. He was 
honest, fair and hard working. He gave 
credit to others. And he genuinely re- 
spected his colleagues and enjoyed 
their company. South Dakota, the Sen- 
ate, and the Nation are losing a true 
champion, in every sense of the word. 

As Senator DASCHLE goes on to other 
things, my wife Lucy and I wish all the 
best to ToM and his wife, Linda. 

BOB GRAHAM 

Mr. President, as the 108th Congress 
draws to a close, the Senate will lose 
one of its most distinguished and ac- 
complished members, Senator BOB 
GRAHAM. Few Senators have had such 
an outstanding career in public service. 
BOB GRAHAM served as a Florida State 
legislator between 1967 and 1978; as 
Governor between 1978 and 1982; and as 
U.S. Senator from 1987 to 2004. I am 
honored that Senator GRAHAM and I 
were in the same class following our 
elections to the Senate in 1986. 

Throughout his years in public serv- 
ice, Senator GRAHAM has taken a lead- 
ership role in protecting our environ- 
ment, advocating on behalf of seniors 
and children for adequate health care, 
working to make certain that our chil- 
dren achieve their highest potential in 
schools, and making certain that our 
country lives up to its obligations to 
veterans and active duty military per- 
sonnel. 

Early in his career as Governor of 
Florida, Senator GRAHAM launched one 
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of our Nation’s most significant efforts 
to protect the environment through 
the Save Our Everglades Program. In 
2000, Senator GRAHAM achieved his goal 
of restoring the Florida Everglades 
through an unprecedented partnership 
among Federal, State, and local offi- 
cials along with private industries. 
This initiative was a significant step to 
ensure protection of a critical wetland 
environment, the Florida water supply 
and endangered species. Senator 
GRAHAM's efforts were key to preserva- 
tion of one of America's most impor- 
tant and environmentally sensitive 
natural treasures. 

Throughout his career in public serv- 
ice, Senator GRAHAM has also taken a 
leadership role on behalf of public edu- 
cation. Long before the enactment of 
the No Child Left Behind Act, Senator 
GRAHAM worked to improve Florida 
publie schools by making certain that 
children have the highest quality pub- 
lic education system. He advocated on 
behalf of rigid student testing for com- 
petency in academic courses, worked to 
reduce class size, to improve the learn- 
ing environment through new school 
construction and to provide more op- 
portunities for higher education assist- 
ance for college students. 

Through our years together in the 
Senate, I was privileged to work with 
Senator GRAHAM closely on health care 
and Social Security issues. As a col- 
league for 10 years on the Senate Fi- 
nance Committee, I noted, with admi- 
ration, his concern for the health care 
needs for the elderly, especially the 
need to strengthen Medicare and pro- 
vide a prescription drug benefit for the 
elderly. Senator GRAHAM authored 
Medicare reform legislation to provide 
a prescription drug benefit and other 
preventative health care benefits. His 
Medicare Prescription Drug, Improve- 
ment and Modernization Act of 2008 
was cosponsored by one third of the 
Senate. 

When it came to Social Security and 
Medicare, Senator GRAHAM took a long 
view. He missed no opportunity to urge 
all of us to make a priority of ensuring 
the long-term solvency of these two 
crucial programs. His concern was not 
just the current needs of his Florida 
constituents, but the importance of 
these programs for the income and 
health security of generations to come. 

Last, Senator GRAHAM assumed a 
leadership role on behalf of our Na- 
tion’s veterans and active duty mili- 
tary personnel in his capacity as Rank- 
ing Member of the Senate Committee 
on Veterans' Affairs. While he focused 
considerable attention to the needs of 
our aging veterans population, working 
tirelessly to increase funding for VA 
medical care, he has also been sensitive 
to the needs of veterans living in rural 
America. Senator GRAHAM supported 
my efforts to improve access to VA 
medical care for rural veterans and to 
improve the quality of care for vet- 
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erans at the Fargo VA Medical Center 
and through the expansion of out- 
patient clinics in rural communities. 
For this understanding and support for 
rural veterans, North Dakotans will be 
forever grateful. 

There are many achievements by 
Senator GRAHAM that I could cite 
throughout his career in public service. 
The few accomplishments that I have 
noted demonstrate remarkable dedica- 
tion to our country—dedication to im- 
proving the lives of our children, the 
elderly and our veterans. Senator 
GRAHAM represents the finest example 
of a dedicated and compassionate pub- 
lic servant. I hope that Senator 
GRAHAM’s career will inspire young 
Floridians and other young people 
across our Nation to service for our 
country. I have been privileged to serve 
with Senator GRAHAM and thank him 
for his distinguished service to our 
country. 

TOM DASCHLE 

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I would 
like to say a few words about the man 
from which I have stood across this 
aisle the past 2 years—TOM DASCHLE. 

Том, ав we all know, is a good and 
decent man. He has a big heart for the 
people of South Dakota, for every 
Member of this body, and for all of the 
American people. 

He has devoted his life to public serv- 
ice—from serving as an intelligence of- 
ficer in the Air Force to serving four 
terms in the House to serving three 
terms in the United States Senate. 

That is seven times TOM DASCHLE has 
been reelected statewide in South Da- 
kota. 

Tom has been such a successful lead- 
er, because he has always put others 
first. This selflessness, this sacrifice is 
the quality that I admire most about 
Том. 

Every year TOM returned to South 
Dakota for an ‘‘unscheduled driving" 
tour. He would travel without staff or a 
schedule—going wherever the road and 
the people of South Dakota would take 
him. 

This driving tour helped him travel 
to each of South Dakota’s 66 counties— 
which he did every year. 

But, most importantly, it was his 
way of staying in touch with the people 
who sent him time and time again to 
Washington to represent them. 

Tom has served as the Democratic 
Leader for 10 years now. And those 
have been no easy 10 years for the Sen- 
ate or for America. 

The Senate itself has switched hands 
and back again. And we have helped 
lead the Nation through wars and re- 
cession and the horrific September 11th 
attacks. 

But throughout this Congress and 
throughout his career, TOM DASCHLE 
has handled his job with grace and dig- 
nity. And I have always seen in him a 
gentle, yet stirring passion. 

I wish Tom and Linda and their fam- 
ily all the best in the many years to 
come. 
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JOHN EDWARDS 

Mr. President, JOHN EDWARDS came 
to the Senate just 6 years ago. Yet he 
has won us all over as friends for his 
sunny disposition, his positive atti- 
tude, his intelligence, and his hard 
work. 

JOHN can make anyone smile. He 
forms a personal bond with nearly ev- 
eryone he meets. No doubt this quality 
comes from the fact that he always re- 
members his roots. 

The first member of his family to go 
to college, JOHN grew up the son of two 
textile workers, moving from town to 
town. 

This upbringing shaped JOHN ED- 
WARDS. It instilled in him a burning de- 
sire to improve the world and a strong 
commitment to populist values. 

He became a lawyer. And with ardent 
trial advocacy, hard work, and genuine 
concern for others, he scored astound- 
ing success. 

A terrible tragedy—the death of a 
child—marked a deciding point in his 
life. He did not let it destroy him. 
Never forgetting the terrible pain, 
JOHN turned tragedy into triumph. 

He set out to change America for the 
better. A political unknown, he faced 
long odds, but he overcame them. 

In the halls of the Senate, JOHN has 
won new laws to protect patients, in- 
creased funding for public schools, and 
improvements to our banking system. 

He and Elizabeth, Catherine, Emma 
Claire, and Jack have been delightful 
additions to our Senate family. 

And our prayers are with them as 
they strive to overcome the difficulty 
of Elizabeth’s recent diagnosis of 
breast cancer. 

JOHN EDWARDS has already played a 
vital role in American public life. And 
whatever he chooses to do next, we 
wish him and Elizabeth and their en- 
tire family all the best for a bright fu- 
ture. 

DON NICKLES 

Mr. President, Senators follow many 
different paths on their way to this 
Chamber. Some come from the profes- 
sions, others from a life in public serv- 
ice. 

Few have lived the American dream 
the way DON NICKLES has. 

At age 20, DON NICKLES was paying 
his way at Oklahoma State University, 
living in a trailer home, working as a 
janitor, and raising his growing family. 

A few years later, he returned to his 
hometown. There he pulled his family 
business from the verge of bankruptcy. 
Pretty soon his neighbors elected him 
to the Oklahoma Senate. 

Then, in 1980, at the age of 31, when 
few expected it, he became a U.S. Sen- 
ator. 

ром did not let his early success go 
to his head. He worked hard to keep 
our country a place where men and 
women can dream big and live those 
dreams. 

In the Senate, he has been a friend to 
taxpayers, an opponent of overbearing 
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regulation, a voice for traditional val- 
ues, and an ardent advocate for Okla- 
homa. 

DON NICKLES has worked to keep 
America a land of opportunity—a place 
where everyone has a valued place and 
nobody lacks the opportunities to suc- 
ceed. 

Through all of his hard work, 
through all of his toil, he has always 
put family first. He and Linda have 
been married for 36 years. And they 
have raised four wonderful children. 

In Don’s favorite Bible chapter, Gala- 
tians 5, the Apostle Paul lists a godly 
man’s attributes. A godly man, says 
Paul, work hard and live a life of ‘‘love, 
joy and peace . . . kindness, goodness, 
faithfulness.” 

I could not think of a better descrip- 
tion of DON NICKLES. He has had an 
amazing career—and I take comfort in 
that he is just hitting his stride. 

We all wish DON and his family the 
best in what will certainly be a bright 
future. 

FRITZ HOLLINGS 

Mr. President, FRITZ HOLLINGS is a 
passionate advocate for the people of 
South Carolina, a true statesman, and 
a fine gentleman. He is one of the most 
senior members of our body and, to all 
of us, he is a friend, a mentor and a 
guide. He has devoted his life to public 
service. 

FRITZ HOLLINGS has always shown 
courage, conviction, and an ability to 
get things done. His work has touched 
every corner of our country and every 
American’s life. 

FRITZ helped our Nation confront its 
spiraling budget deficits, maintain a 
strong posture against the Soviet 
Union, integrate our schools, and cre- 
ate the WIC program. His work has 
helped protect our coastal ecology, pre- 
serve our oceans, and defend our trans- 
portation networks from terrorists at- 
tack. And, when a family eats dinner 
without interruption, free from never- 
ending telemarketing calls, well, we 
can all thank FRITZ for that too. 

On trade, on spending, on taxes, on 
military issues, and on Senate pay, he 
has never been afraid to speak his 
mind, even when his own party, or 
sometimes even most of the Senate, 
disagrees with him. In the end, he has 
always been a winner thanks to his 
grace and honor. A summary of FRITZ’ 
legislative achievements reads an as- 
tounding eight single-spaced pages. 
He’s always campaigned on the creed 
that: ‘‘Performance is better than 
promise." And he has lived up to it. 

Желі all miss FRITZ: His friendship, 
his principles, and his willingness to 
tell it like it is. We wish FRITZ and 
Peatsy all the best and want them to 
know that they will always have a 
home, a family and a place in the his- 
tory of the United States Senate. 

BEN NIGHTHORSE CAMPBELL 

Mr. President, BEN NIGHTHORSE 

CAMPBELL is a man of many talents. He 
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is an Indian chief, a Korean war vet- 
eran, a champion quarter horse trainer, 
an Olympic judo competitor, a rancher, 
and a jewelry designer. 

After his service in the military and 
a series of athletic victories, BEN set- 
tled down to run his ranch and design 
jewelry. But, by pure accident, politics 
entered his life. Colorado, the Senate, 
and America would never be the same. 

In 1982, BEN attended a meeting to 
support a friend’s bid for Sheriff. He 
made а stunning impression and 
walked away drafted as à candidate for 
the Colorado State legislature. BEN 
served the people of Colorado there and 
in the House of Representatives. And 12 
years ago, they elected him to the Sen- 
ate. 

More than 20 years after that fateful 
evening, BEN has left an indelible mark 
on the Senate. He has taken the lead 
on critical agricultural issues, fought 
excessive spending, argued for a bal- 
anced budget, and sponsored Federal 
drought relief for farmers. From drug 
policy to natural resources conserva- 
tion, he has advocated for Colorado in- 
terests, and he has brought home what 
the people of his State elected him to 
do. He has also sponsored or co-spon- 
sored 54 Indian-related bills that be- 
came law. And he is the first American 
Indian ever to chair the Senate Indian 
Affairs committee. Without him, the 
Spectacular Museum of the American 
Indian that graces our National Mall 
would not have become a reality. 

BEN is as leader who stands firm by 
his beliefs and works hard for the peo- 
ple of Colorado and Americans every- 
where. We wish him and his wife, 
Linda, all the best for the future. 

JOHN BREAUX 

Mr. President, the people of Lou- 
isiana first sent JOHN BREAUX to serve 
in this Capitol in 1972. He was only 28 
years old. For the next 32 years, he 
would serve as one of the most re- 
spected and admired public servants— 
from both sides of the aisle—anywhere 
in American government. 

JOHN BREAUX has been a superb 
United States Senator. He is not inex- 
tricably wedded to one ideology or one 
party's line. He is thoughtful. He is 
independent. He is deliberative. He is 
experienced. He always wants to do the 
right thing for Louisiana and for Amer- 
ica. 

What I admire most about John is his 
consensus-building skills. He never 
gives up on bringing people together. 
In fact, he has helped bring this body 
together on landmark pieces of legisla- 
tion over the past two decades—from 
welfare reform to health insurance re- 
form to balancing the budget. 

I have enjoyed working with JOHN to 
reform Medicare. We proposed the first 
Breaux-Frist reforms in 1999. And we 
followed up with Breaux-Frist II in 
2001. And we toiled together on the Bi- 
partisan Commission on the Future of 
Medicare, which JOHN so ably chaired. 
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Breaux-Frist laid the foundation for bi- 
partisan work to come and, ultimately, 
the most comprehensive and meaning- 
ful improvements to Medicare since 
the program's creation. 

JOHN's departure is bittersweet for 
me—as I am sure it is for every mem- 
ber of this body. We will miss him as à 
leader we all love and all can work 
with. But he still has many of his best 
years ahead—which he will no doubt 
enjoy spending with Lois and their 
wonderful and growing family. 

PETER FITZGERALD 

Mr. President, PETER FITZGERALD has 
devoted his life to public service. 

He first ran for office before the ink 
on his law degree had dried. And, in the 
last 6 years, we have come to know 
Peter as a man of integrity, as a man 
of honor, and as a friend. 

In the Illinois Senate, he was a 
staunch opponent of corruption. He 
often had to go it alone. But he still 
got results. 

He continued his mission in the 
United States Senate—where he ar- 
rived in 1998 as our youngest member. 

In only 6 years, he has made his 
mark. He helped uncover the dev- 
astating corporate fraud and account- 
ing scandals. And he helped us pass 
tough new regulations to prevent them 
from reoccurring. 

He has been an ardent advocate for 
Illinois farmers and businesses, always 
working to make sure that markets are 
open and barriers are low. 

Whether working to appoint honest 
federal prosecutors or taking a hard 
look at major federally-supported 
projects, he has always stood for doing 
the right thing. 

PETER has made sure that we have 
tax relief that helps families and cre- 
ates new jobs. And he has helped pro- 
tect our children with tough new child 
safety seat laws. 

Our Senate family will miss PETER, 
Nina, and Jake. They have each en- 
riched our lives, their State, this Sen- 
ate, and our country. And we wish 
them all the best in the future. 

BOB GRAHAM 

Mr. President, during his first cam- 
paign for the United States Senate in 
1986, People Magazine compared BOB 
GRAHAM’s mind to a Florida thunder- 
storm; resolute and impossible to de- 
flect. 

But as a member of this body for 18 
years, BOB GRAHAM has shown that 
while he may have the energy of a 
lightning storm, his works are guided 
with far greater purpose and direction. 

In 40 years, ВОВ has never lost a 
statewide election. He is one of Flor- 
ida’s most beloved politicians. And 
that is for good reason. 

Always looking for ways to connect 
with his constituents, Senator GRAHAM 
uses his *workdays" to toil alongside 
everyday Floridians to understand the 
problems they face. 

A true American patriot, he has con- 
sistently put country before party. 
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On the Senate Intelligence Com- 
mittee he has helped us tackle the 
monumental task of overhauling Amer- 
ica’s intelligence agencies. We will all 
miss his knowledge, his expertise, and 
his ability to clarify difficult issues. 

ВОВ and his wife, Adele, have been 
treasured members of the Senate fam- 
ily—as much for who they are as for 
what they have done. For a couple who 
has accomplished so much in their 
lives together, that’s saying some- 
thing. 

I want to thank Senator GRAHAM for 
his valued contributions to our body 
and to our country. And we wish him 
and Adele the best in all their future 
endeavors. 

ZELL MILLER 

Mr. President, ZELL MILLER com- 
mands a certain respect. He has guts. 
He has integrity. He speaks simple 
truths. He is as good and honest a man 
as I know. 

ZELL is the type of leader that takes 
a stand and doesn’t yield an inch of 
ground—no matter how hard the polit- 
ical winds blow. 

America saw this first-hand with his 
unwavering support of President Bush 
in the most recent election. 

At the Republican Convention, ZELL 
described the President perhaps better 
than anyone in our own party. He said 
the President is: ‘‘a God-fearing man 
with a good heart and a spine of tem- 
pered steel." 

Those same words also describe Sen- 
ator MILLER. 

As a former Marine, ZELL has never 
wavered in his support of the men and 
women in uniform who defend our lib- 
erty—or the values he shares with 
them. And he has worked hard and 
Steadfast to end the unprecedented fili- 
buster of judicial nominees. 

More than anything, ZELL loves his 
wonderful wife, Shirley, and their fam- 
ily. Of course, by family, I also include 
Gus and Woodrow, his two Labrador 
Retrievers. 

ZELL will always be a touchstone of 
good ole’ common sense for this body. 
He will forever remind us that all we 
need to do is what is right—nothing 
more, nothing less. 

ZELL MILLER is one of the most 
colorful Senators ever to grace the 
halls of this Capitol. And he and Shir- 
ley have been two of the most valued 
members of the Senate family. 

We will miss them both, sorely, as a 
special part of our daily lives. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, are 
we in morning business? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, we 
are. 

Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, on 
Tuesday the President announced the 
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nomination of National Security Ad- 
viser Condoleezza Rice to be the next 
U.S. Secretary of State. 

I admire Dr. Rice’s obvious intellec- 
tual gifts and her communication 
skills. I also believe that the President 
has the right to appoint Cabinet offi- 
cers who reflect his ideology and his 
perspective. Barring serious concerns 
about a nominee’s qualifications or 
ethical record, and in keeping with 
Senate practices and precedents, my 
inclination is to give the President 
substantial deference in his Cabinet 
choices. 

But I am deeply troubled by the sig- 
nal that this nomination appears to 
send—a signal suggesting that the 
modest moderating influence of the 
State Department over the last 4 years 
will disappear, and that the next 4 
years will be guided even more closely 
by the voices that shouted loudest in 
the first term, and that led our country 
into seriously flawed foreign policies. 
Our country cannot afford to continue 
down the foreign policy path that was 
forged during the first term of the 
Bush administration. 

Over the past 4 years, we have wit- 
nessed the greatest loss of a very valu- 
able type of American power in our his- 
tory: our power to lead, to persuade 
and to inspire. As Joseph Nye has 
pointed out, this power will not con- 
vert the extremists who oppose us no 
matter what. Those people must be 
eliminated, pure, and simple. But it 
can thwart their plans, by denying 
them new recruits, undermining their 
appeal and their message, and unifying, 
rather than dividing, Americans and 
the rest of the international commu- 
nity. Rather than bolstering this asset, 
which has helped to make us the most 
powerful country on earth, we have 
squandered it. 

In March, the Pew Research Center 
found that one year after the start of 
the war in Iraq, ‘‘discontent with 
America and its policies has intensified 
rather than diminished" across the 
world. Majorities in Pakistan, Jordan, 
Morocco and Turkey believe that the 
U.S. is exaggerating the terrorist 
threat, doubt the sincerity of the U.S. 
war on terrorism and say that it is an 
effort to control Mideast oil and domi- 
nate the world. The Center found that: 

At least half the people in countries other 
than the U.S. say as a result of the war in 
Iraq they have less confidence that the 
United States is trustworthy. Similarly, ma- 
jorities in all of these countries say they 
have less confidence that the U.S. wants to 
promote democracy globally. 

Our motives are questioned, our pub- 
lic justifications and explanations 
viewed with skepticism, and our post-9/ 
11 public diplomacy efforts have missed 
the mark, substituting pop music 
broadcasts, brochures and videos for 
the kind of respectful dialogue and en- 
gagement that could convince genera- 
tions of angry young people that their 
humiliation is not our goal. 
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We have had over 3 years since Sep- 
tember 11, 2001, to think strategically 
about how to win the fight against ter- 
rorism. But we have little to show for 
this time. 

We have relied upon a doctrine that 
fails to recognize that our enemies do 
not rely on explicit state sponsorship 
of terrorism. By focusing almost en- 
tirely on possible state sponsors of ter- 
ror, the administration failed to realize 
that our terrorist enemies operate ef- 
fectively in weak and failing states and 
without the backing of national gov- 
ernments. This is a new enemy waging 
а new war against us, but the adminis- 
tration appears still to be stuck in an 
old cold war mindset. 

We have muddled our language and 
our focus by conflating other priorities 
with the fight against terrorism, cost- 
ing us credibility around the world and 
shattering the unified and resolved 
global coalition that emerged to sup- 
port us in the aftermath of 9/11. By 
choosing to fight the war in Iraq in 
such a divisive and astronomically ex- 
pensive fashion, we have diverted re- 
sources away from the fight against 
the terrorist networks that seek to de- 
stroy us and undermined our ability to 
win the hearts and minds of many 
whose support we will need to succeed 
in the long run. 

We have recognized the dangers of 
nuclear proliferation in an age of ter- 
rorism, but have then pursued policies 
that may well create incentives for 
states to develop nuclear weapons as 
quickly as possible. 

We have developed essentially no 
measures of success or failure when it 
comes to one of our most urgent prior- 
ities, as the 9/11 Commission under- 
scored—preventing the continued 
growth of Islamist terrorism. In fact, 
we do not even know where we stand 
today in this vital struggle. 

We have not given any serious 
thought to how to avoid the mistakes 
of the cold war, when we gave a free 
pass to forces of repression and bru- 
tality, as long as they did not come 
with a Communist bent. Those mis- 
takes, as we all know, helped to make 
Afghanistan the brutally repressive 
terrorist haven that it was on 9/11. 

We have not made an adequate in- 
vestment in bolstering our diplomatic 
resources and engagement around the 
world. From Northern Nigeria to East- 
ern Kenya, we have virtually no pres- 
ence. In Somalia, despite knowing that 
al-Qaida-linked terrorists have oper- 
ated in the country, we simply failed to 
develop any policy at all. 

While the administration’s policy 
was failing on all of these fronts, the 
President’s team was devoting its time 
and attention to selling the world and 
the American people a war in Iraq with 
fundamentally flawed intelligence, ma- 
nipulative and misleading character- 
izations, and rosy predictions that pro- 
vided horribly, dangerously off-the- 
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mark. The administration’s Iraq poli- 
cies in the first term painted a picture 
of an American government that isn’t 
so sure it rejects torture; that isn’t 
competent and careful enough to prop- 
erly vet intelligence presented in 
major speeches and briefings; that will- 
fully rejects the lessons of history and 
advice of its own experts; that is sur- 
prised when disorder results in massive 
looting; that misleads taxpayers re- 
garding the costs and commitments en- 
tailed in its policies; that spends bil- 
lions upon billions without any effort 
to budget for these predictable costs; 
and that is willing to politicize issues 
fundamental to our national security 
in the ugliest possible way. 

We deserve better. Certainly the 
brave men and women of the U.S. mili- 
tary who are fighting every day to 
make this effort in Iraq work deserve 
better. We do not honor them by ac- 
cepting lousy, irresponsible policy in 
the halls and hearing rooms of the Cap- 
itol and then leaving them holding the 
bag on the ground, when policy collides 
with the hard truth. 

The administration’s record of the 
past 4 years suggests a foreign policy 
careening out of control, driven by 
ideologies who want to test their theo- 
ries in the laboratory of the Middle 
East one minute, by domestic political 
considerations the next, and by spiteful 
attempts to punish those who disagree 
with their methods the next. Where is 
this going? Who is in charge? No one 
ever seems to be held accountable for 
the blunders, the failures, the wildly 
inaccurate presentations and projec- 
tions or the painfully ineffective initia- 
tives. 

Congress cannot simply accept more 
of the same, keep our heads down and 
hope that somehow we will muddle 
through. The stakes are far too high. 
Our national security, the stability of 
the world that our children will in- 
herit, our troops—even our country’s 
honor—are on the line. Congress has an 
obligation, not to oppose every admin- 
istration effort, but to reassert our role 
in steering the ship of state wisely 
rather than recklessly. I look at our 
foreign policy over the past 4 years, 
and I know that America is so much 
better than this. 

I look forward to the opportunity to 
raise these concerns with Dr. Rice 
when she testifies before the Foreign 
Relations Committee, and to receiving 
some assurance that she will work with 
Congress to put our country’s foreign 
policy on a better, more effective foot- 
ing. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor, and I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. TALENT. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 


The 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


IN MEMORY ОҒ KOMNINOS “GUS” 
KARELLAS 


Mr. TALENT. Mr. President, I rise 
today with a heavy heart, to mourn the 
loss of Komninos ‘‘Gus’”’ Karellas, who 
was known and loved by so many in the 
community of Mexico, MO. Though cut 
tragically short, his was a life sur- 
rounded by a strong family and a 
strong community, and he was a great 
example of an immigrant who came to 
America and took advantage of every 
opportunity this country gave him. 

Gus was a native of Greece, and he 
ran away from home as a teenager with 
only à few cents to his name. He emi- 
grated to American in 1965 via Oak- 
land, CA, and even though he did not 
Speak English very well then, he man- 
aged to succeed against all odds. He 
ended up in Iowa working at a pizza 
restaurant, where he met Jimmy and 
Angelo Aslanidis, who became his good 
friends. They ended up moving to- 
gether to Columbia, MO, where Gus 
worked at the University of Missouri 
for à short time before the three of 
them helped start the G&D 
Steakhouse. 

In 1971, Gus Karellas and his wife 
Mary moved away to help manage a 
new G&D Steakhouse in Mexico, MO. 
Gus bought the restaurant one year 
later and spent nearly every single day 
there, becoming a familiar fixture to 
the residents of Mexico for the next 
three decades. His popularity with peo- 
ple led some of his family to give him 
the affectionate nickname of ‘‘Gov- 
ernor Gus." 

Gus instilled his strong work ethic in 
his family, and friends say nothing 
made him prouder than his children 
Michael, Nick, Joanna, and Andy, who 
is an aide in my office. I have come to 
know Andy very well in the two years 
he has worked for me, and he is an ac- 
complished young man with an im- 
mense sense of pride and gratitude for 
his family. 

Gus was robbed and murdered as he 
was leaving his restaurant several days 
ago. Since then, hundreds of people— 
friends and family, regulars of the res- 
taurant, or even those who just cas- 
ually knew Gus Karellas—have visited 
the restaurant, creating a makeshift 
memorial of flowers, candles, and cards 
to the man they came to know and 
love. 

Gus Karellas was a loving husband 
and dedicated father, à good neighbor 
and good friend to many. He will be 
missed by all who loved him. May he 
rest in peace and may God comfort his 
family and friends in their grief at his 
loss. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TAL- 
ENT). The clerk will call the roll. 
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The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CHAMBLISS. I ask unanimous 
consent that the order for the quorum 
call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


Ee 


TRIBUTES TO RETIRING 
SENATORS 


DON NICKLES 

Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. President, I 
rise tonight to make a quick comment 
about a dear friend. The greatest thing 
about serving in the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Senate is meeting 
the colleagues we have the opportunity 
to serve with on both sides of the aisle. 
As a Member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, I had the opportunity to 
get to know a number of the Members 
of the Senate, one of whom is retiring 
at the end of this session. 

DON NICKLES was elected to the Sen- 
ate when he was too young to serve in 
the Senate. He actually had a few 
months after his election before he was 
old enough, but he was old enough be- 
fore he was sworn in. That was back in 
1980. He has now served with great dis- 
tinction in this body for 24 years. He 
leaves with a record that not many 
Senators are able to claim after serv- 
ing in this Senate for whatever period 
of time they may be here. 

DON NICKLES has been a leader in the 
Republican Party, but most signifi- 
cantly he has been a leader in the Sen- 
ate. He is a man who has provided 
strong leadership on any number of 
issues, whether they are fiscal issues as 
chairman of the Budget Committee and 
a longtime member of the Budget Com- 
mittee, which is where I first got to 
know him in our conferences between 
the House and the Senate, or whether 
it is on energy or social issues, DON 
NICKLES possesses all the assets that 
America holds dear. 

He is a strong family man. He is a 
hard-working individual. He is a man 
of faith. He is a man who when he 
looks you in the eye and tells you 
something, you can go to the bank 
with it. 

I am going to miss DON NICKLES. I 
will miss his quick wit. I am going to 
miss his being able to stand up in the 
Senate and quickly take on anybody on 
either side of the aisle with respect to 
whatever the issue may be or whatever 
the rule may be that applies to the 
issue that comes up. 

I marveled at his ability to, off the 
top of his head, take on folks on the 
other side of the aisle relative to a par- 
ticular issue and to point out issue by 
issue and point by point what must be 
done. That is a unique capability and 
something that must be studied and 
learned. 

My predecessor, one of the folks who 
held my seat many years before I got 
here, was the master of that. That is 
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Richard Russell. DON NICKLES knows 
the rules just as well as Richard Rus- 
sell did. 

I will miss DON in a number of re- 
spects off of this Senate floor. He is a 
close personal friend. He and his wife 
Linda are dear friends of Julianne and 
me. I will have to find somebody else to 
get money off of on the golf course be- 
cause I have known DON so long now 
that I have come to spend the money 
before I play golf. 

He is a terrific guy both in the Sen- 
ate as well as outside the Senate. He is 
aman of great integrity. He is the kind 
of Senator who every citizen of Okla- 
homa should and has been proud of for 
his 24 years of service to the Senate. 

I went back to his hometown a cou- 
ple of months ago, his hometown of 
Ponca City, OK, a very small town in 
America. DON was a football hero. As 
in my home State of Georgia and my 
hometown, football is huge in Ponca 
City. They still remember DON as a 
high school fullback and linebacker. 

His old coach was there that night to 
talk about DON and some of the things 
he did during his high school career. It 
is those foundations that people all 
across America build upon to come to 
the Senate. 

The things that were said about DON 
back then could still be said about him 
today; that is, what a dedicated person 
he was, what a hard-working person he 
was, and what a student of the game he 
was, just like he has been a student of 
the Senate. 

No one there was surprised at what a 
great job DON had done as a Member of 
the Senate and what a success he was, 
what a success he will be once he 
leaves. DON had the right kind of foun- 
dation and the right kind of instincts 
and the right kind of family stability, 
support, and love to make sure he did 
the right kind of job in the Senate, and 
he will continue to be successful when 
he leaves here. 

To DON and to Linda, we say thanks 
for the service to our country. My chil- 
dren and my grandchildren are going to 
benefit from the service of the Senate 
of DON NICKLES. That is something for 
which I will forever be grateful. 

Just as importantly, I have been a 
better Senator than I would have been 
otherwise because of DON NICKLES. In 
future years, because of what I have 
learned from DON NICKLES, I will be a 
much better Senator. 

DON, we appreciate your service to 
our country. Thank you. God bless you 
and Linda. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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VICKI COX 


Mr. SHELBY. Mr. President, I want 
to mention a staffer of mine. She is not 
a Senator but she is very important in 
my office, Vicki Lee Cox; Vicki Lee, as 
she was when she came to work with 
me in 1978 when I was elected to the 
House of Representatives. Her father 
was a naval officer in the Naval Acad- 
emy. She lived around the world. She 
was born in Pensacola, FL, grew up 
part of her life in the San Diego area, 
the San Francisco area, and in New- 
port, RI. I have worked with her for 26 
years, day in and day out. I tried to get 
her not to retire because these are very 
important employees. They make your 
office go. They make us look better 
than we should, day to day. They make 
things work in the office. 

Vicki, we will miss you in the office. 
We hope you will not be far off because 
we might need to bring you back to 
help us out from time to time as we get 
in a bind. 

We wish you and your husband Dale 
the very best, but we have a job open- 
ing for you if you want to change your 
mind. God bless you, and we enjoyed 
the 26 years. 


EEE 


PROTOCOL AMENDING THE EXIST- 
ING TAX CONVENTION WITH THE 
NETHERLANDS 


Mr. LUGAR. Mr. President, I thank 
my Senate colleagues for passing the 
resolution providing advice and con- 
sent to the Protocol amending the ex- 
isting U.S. Tax Treaty with the Neth- 
erlands through the unanimous con- 
sent procedure. 

In spite of legislative hurdles that 
arose during the process, this Protocol 
will be enacted, and will bolster the 
economic relationship between the 
United States and a country that is al- 
ready both a good friend and a critical 
trade and investment partner. As the 
United States considers how to create 
jobs and maintain economic growth, it 
is important that we try to eliminate 
impediments that prevent our compa- 
nies from fully accessing international 
markets. In the case of taxes, we 
should work to ensure that companies 
pay their fair share while not being un- 
fairly taxed twice on the same revenue. 
Tax treaties are intended to prevent 
this double taxation so that companies 
are not inhibited from doing business 
overseas. 

As the United States moves to keep 
the economy growing and to increase 
U.S. employment, international tax 
policies that promote foreign direct in- 
vestment in the United States such as 
this Protocol, are critically important. 
I have received communications from 
several corporate employers. The for- 
eign entities indicate that this Pro- 
tocol will provide them with incentives 
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to ‘‘insource’’ to the United States. 
The domestic companies indicate that 
this Protocol will provide overall ad- 
vantages and benefits. For the benefit 
of my colleagues, I am attaching to my 
statement several of these communica- 
tions. 

I thank my colleagues again for 
agreeing to pass this important meas- 
ure. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent the material I made reference to 
be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


NATIONAL FOREIGN TRADE 
COUNCIL, INC., 
Washington, DC, October 22, 2004. 

DEAR SENATOR: I am writing to express our 
strong support for the passage of the Tax 
Protocol with the Netherlands and to urge 
you to enact the agreement this year. Fur- 
ther delay in the passage of this agreement 
will subject U.S. companies to double tax- 
ation and adversely affect their global com- 
petitiveness. Foreign trade is fundamental to 
the economic growth of U.S. companies. Tax 
treaties are a crucial component of the 
framework that is necessary to allow that 
growth. 

The National Foreign Trade Council, orga- 
nized in 1914, is an association of some 300 
U.S. business enterprises engaged in all as- 
pects of international trade and investment. 
Our membership covers the full spectrum of 
industrial, commercial, financial, and serv- 
ice activities, and the NFTC therefore seeks 
to foster an environment in which U.S. com- 
panies can be dynamic and effective competi- 
tors in the international business arena. To 
achieve this goal, American businesses must 
be able to participate fully in business ac- 
tivities throughout the world. As global 
competition grows ever more intense, it is 
vital to the health of U.S. enterprises and to 
their continuing ability to contribute to the 
U.S. economy that they are free from exces- 
sive foreign taxes or double taxation and im- 
pediments to the flow of capital that can 
serve as barriers to full participation in the 
international marketplace. 

This is why the NFTC has long supported 
the expansion and strengthening of the U.S. 
tax treaty network. The Senate has an excel- 
lent record in this area; ratifying tax agree- 
ments with Japan, Australia, the United 
Kingdom, Mexico, Sri Lanka, and Barbados 
during this Congress. The NFTC testified in 
support of these agreements and of the Neth- 
erlands Protocol. 

Senator Richard Lugar, Chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, recently 
sent a Dear Colleague letter encouraging all 
Senators to support passage of the Dutch 
Protocol in the post-election session. I hope 
that the full Senate can act favorably on 
this agreement in the time that remains in 
this session and reaffirm the historic opposi- 
tion of the U.S. to double taxation. 

Sincerely, 
WILLIAM A. REINSCH, 
President. 
AIR PRODUCTS AND CHEMICALS, INC., 
Allentown, PA, October 26, 2004. 
Re Ratification of the Protocol to the Income 
Tax Treaty with the Netherlands. 
Hon. RICHARD G. LUGAR, 
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations, 


Washington, DC. 
DEAR CHAIRMAN LUGAR: On behalf of Air 


Products and Chemicals, Inc., I would like to 
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thank you and the Committee for the 
prompt consideration and attention that you 
have given to the proposed protocol to the 
income tax treaty with the Kingdom of the 
Netherlands. This protocol is very important 
to Air Products and the United States econ- 
omy. It is very important to us that the Sen- 
ate ratify the protocol as soon as possible. 

Air Products is a United States company 
with global headquarters in Allentown, 
Pennsylvania. It serves customers in tech- 
nology, energy, healthcare and industrial 
markets worldwide with a unique portfolio of 
products, services and solutions, providing 
atmospheric gases, process and specialty 
gases, performance materials and chemical 
intermediates. The company has annual rev- 
enues of $7 billion, operations in over 30 
countries, and over 18,000 employees. 

Air Products has operated in the Nether- 
lands for over thirty years, and it has sub- 
stantial operations in the Netherlands. Air 
Products also owns some of its other Euro- 
pean operations through the Netherlands. 
Air Products generates substantial cash flow 
from these operations. The current 5 percent 
withholding tax rate discourages Air Prod- 
ucts from repatriating this cash back to the 
U.S. This is especially true because Air Prod- 
ucts is currently in an excess foreign tax 
credit position. The proposed protocol would 
remove this barrier to repatriating cash. 
This would benefit not only Air Products but 
the U.S. economy as a whole. The protocol 
would remove this repatriation barrier for 
all U.S. companies with Dutch holdings, and 
foreign companies would have a greater in- 
centive to invest in the U.S. The sooner the 
Senate ratifies the protocol, the sooner these 
benefits will begin. 

Accordingly, we respectfully request that 
the Senate consider ratification of the pro- 
posed protocol as soon as possible. 

If you have any questions regarding Air 
Products’ views on the proposed protocol, 
please contact me or Charles Stinner, our 
International Tax Director (610-481-2978). 

Sincerely, 
KENNETH R. PETRINI, 
Vice President—Taz. 
Sunoco, INC., 
Philadelphia, PA, October 26, 2004. 
Re Ratification of Protocol to United States- 
Netherlands Income Tax Treaty. 


Hon. RICHARD G. LUGAR, 
Chairman, Senate Foreign Relations Committee, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN LUGAR: On behalf of Sun- 
oco, Inc., I am writing to urge the prompt 
ratification of the protocol to the Nether- 
lands Income Tax Treaty signed on March 8, 
2004. As you are aware, the proposed protocol 
makes significant changes to the existing in- 
come tax treaty between the United States 
and the Netherlands. These changes include 
the elimination of source-country with- 
holding on certain intercompany dividends, 
modernization of anti-treaty shopping provi- 
sions, coordination of the countries’ pension 
rules and the provision of clear rules for in- 
vestments using partnerships. 

The changes negotiated in the protocol are 
important to the successful business oper- 
ations of many companies, including Sunoco, 
and a failure to promptly ratify the protocol 
will have à detrimental impact on the con- 
duct of business by many multinational cor- 
porations. Moreover, in à report dated Sep- 
tember 30, 2004, the Joint Committee on Tax- 
ation estimated that ratification of the pro- 
tocol would cause a negligible change in Fed- 
eral budget receipts during the fiscal period 
2005-2014. 
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Accordingly, for the reasons stated above, 
Sunoco believes that the protocol to the 
Netherlands Income Tax Treaty should be 
promptly ratified, and urges you to support 
its ratification. 

If you or your staff would like to discuss 
this issue in more detail or if we can provide 
additional information, please contact the 
undersigned at (215) 977-6795. Thank you for 
your attention to this critical issue. 

Sincerely, 
MICHAEL J. MCGOLDRICK, 
Director, Tax Administration. 
Mary Kay, 
Dallas, TX, October 29, 2004. 
Re Dutch tax treaty. 


Hon. RICHARD LUGAR, 

U.S. Senate, 

Hart Senate Office Building, Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR LUGAR: With the year fast 
running out, Mary Kay Inc urges you to rat- 
ify the US-Netherlands Tax Treaty. The new 
protocol has a zero percent withholding rate 
on dividends, which allows our company to 
repatriate more money for domestic invest- 
ment. This increase in funds provides Mary 
Kay Inc with the funds to expand its US 
plant, increase research and development, 
which is accomplished in the United States 
and hire more US based employees. 

Please ask Senator Frist to schedule the 
treaty as soon as possible, before time runs 
out. 

Sincerely, 
MICHAEL LUNCEFORD, 
Senior Vice President. 
SUN MICROSYSTEMS, INC., 
Washington, DC, November 2, 2004. 

Senator RICHARD LUGAR, 

Chairman, Senate Foreign Relations Committee, 
Hart Senate Office Building, Washington, 
DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN LUGAR: On behalf of Sun 
Microsystems, Inc., I am writing to express 
our appreciation of your efforts to seek 
prompt ratification of the recent Protocol to 
the U.S.-Netherlands income tax treaty. We 
urge that these efforts continue so that this 
important new chapter in America’s rela- 
tionship with the Netherlands can commence 
before this year terminates. 

As reflected in your Dear Colleague letter 
of October 20, 2004, your recognition of the 
importance of prompt ratification of the 
Protocol is most welcome. Compared to 
other U.S. tax treaties with major trading 
partners, the current treaty between the 
United States and the Netherlands is anti- 
quated and contains obstacles to the free 
flow of trade between the two countries that 
will be eliminated by the new Protocol. 
There will be direct benefits to our company 
and to our employees. 

Timely and quick action in bringing need- 
ed reform this year to the U.S.-Netherlands 
treaty will help keep the American economy 
growing. 

Sincerely, 
CHRISTOPHER G. HANKIN, 
Senior Director of Federal Affairs. 
ABN AMRO ASSET MANAGEMENT, 
The Netherlands, October 29, 2004. 

Chairman LUGAR, 

U.S. Senate, 

Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN LUGAR: On behalf of ABN 
AMRO Bank N.V., business unit Asset Man- 
agement, I am writing to join the many 
other members of the U.S. business commu- 
nity that have expressed their appreciation 
of your efforts to seek prompt ratification of 
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the recent Protocol to the income tax treaty 
between the United States and the Nether- 
lands. 

We urge that these efforts continue so that 
this important new chapter in America’s re- 
lationship with the Netherlands can com- 
mence this year. 

As reflected in your letter of October 20, 
2004, your recognition of the importance of 
prompt ratification of the Protocol is most 
welcome. Compared to other U.S. tax trea- 
ties with major trading partners, the current 
treaty between the United States and the 
Netherlands is antiquated and contains ob- 
stacles to the free flow of trade between the 
two countries that will be eliminated by the 
new Protocol. 

Treaty advancements reflected in the new 
Protocol not only eliminate barriers to trade 
and investment between the two countries, 
but also resolve uncertainties that target 
abusive use of the treaty, and promote im- 
proved cooperation in international enforce- 
ment. Prompt ratification of the new Pro- 
tocol will promote closer ties with one of our 
longstanding major trading partners, encour- 
age growth of the US economy and jobs, and 
support better international tax enforcement 
efforts. 

Quick action in bringing this needed re- 
form to the U.S./Dutch trade relationship 
will help keep the American economy grow- 


ing. 
Sincerely, 
MAURICE BUIJNSTERS, 
VP Global Head of 
Тал. 


RICHARD DE HAAS, 
Senior Tax Officer. 
CHEVRONTEXACO, 
Washington, DC, November 2, 2004. 
Re Netherlands Protocol. 


Hon. RICHARD G. LUGAR, 

Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations, 
Dirksen Senate Office Building, Wash- 
ington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR LUGAR: I am writing to ex- 
press ChevronTexaco Corporation’s strong 
support for early ratification of the Protocol 
amending the existing tax treaty with the 
Netherlands. A strong tax treaty network is 
critical for U.S. businesses, such as 
ChevronTexaco, to compete in the global 
marketplace. We appreciate your efforts on 
tax treaties generally, and on this Protocol 
in particular. 

We urge the Senate to ratify the Protocol 
before year end so that it may enter into 
force on January 1, 2005. Delaying ratifica- 
tion until 2005 would delay entry into force 
until January 1, 2006 and would delay the im- 
portant reductions to withholding tax rates. 

I sincerely hope that the Senate will ratify 
the Protocol in 2005 and we appreciate your 
efforts to ensure this. 

Sincerely, 
LISA B. BARRY, 
V.P. and General Manager, 
Government Affairs. 
TIMEWARNER, 
Washington, DC, November 1, 2004. 

Hon. RICHARD LUGAR, 

Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations, 
U.S. Senate, Dirksen Senate Office Build- 
ing, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your 
continuing leadership in securing quick rati- 
fication of several important bilateral tax 
treaties this year. Bilateral tax treaties are 
an important means for reducing double tax- 
ation and eliminating foreign withholding 
taxes on our royalties, interest, and divi- 
dends. 
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In this regard, I want to underscore the im- 
portance of ratifying the U.S.-Netherlands 
bilateral tax treaty before Congress adjourns 
for the year. This treaty, like the previous 
ones the Senate has ratified, provides impor- 
tant tax savings to Time Warner that we will 
be able to reinvest and use to expand our 
business in the United States. 

The Netherlands has already ratified this 
agreement. I offer our company’s full sup- 
port in helping to urge your Senate col- 
leagues to agree to quick ratification of this 
treaty this year. 

Sincerely, 
ROBERT M. KIMMITT. 
ALLIANT ENERGY CORPORATION, 
Madison, WI, November 12, 2004. 

Senator RICHARD LUGAR, 

Chairman, Senate Foreign Relations Committee, 
Dirksen Senate Office Building, Wash- 
ington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN LUGAR: Thank you for 
your continuing leadership in securing quick 
ratification of several important bilateral 
tax treaties this year, Bilateral tax treaties 
are an important means for reducing double 
taxation and eliminating foreign with- 
holding taxes on our royalties, interest, and 
dividends. 

In this regard, I write to underscore the 
importance of ratifying the U.S.-Netherlands 
bilateral tax treaty before Congress adjourns 
for the year. This treaty, like the previous 
ones the Senate has ratified, provides impor- 
tant tax savings to Alliant Energy that we 
will be able to reinvest and use to expand our 
business in the United States. 

The Netherlands has already ratified this 
agreement. I offer Alliant Energy’s full sup- 
port in helping to urge your Senate col- 
leagues to agree to quick ratification of this 
treaty this year. 

Sincerely, 
ERROLL B. DAVIS, Jr., 
Chairman & CEO. 
AMERICAN CHEMISTRY COUNCIL, 
Arlington, VA, November 15, 2004. 
Re Ratification of Dutch Tax Treaty. 


Hon. RICHARD G. LUGAR, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR LUGAR: The American 
Chemistry Council urges ratification of the 
bilateral tax protocol between the United 
States and the Netherlands. 

The ACC represents the leading companies 
engaged in the business of chemistry. Coun- 
cil members apply the science of chemistry 
to make innovative products and services 
that make people's lives better, healthier 
and safer. The business of chemistry is a $460 
billion enterprise and a key element of the 
nation's economy. It is the nation's largest 
exporter, accounting for ten cents out of 
every dollar in U.S. exports. 

We commend your efforts as Chairman of 
the Foreign Relations Committee that re- 
sulted in negotiation of the tax protocol 
with the Netherlands. The treaty would en- 
hance the ability of U.S. companies to com- 
pete in the important Dutch market, and if 
history is a guide, the treaty would create 
U.S. jobs within the chemical industry and 
among our suppliers and customers, and it 
would encourage foreign companies to estab- 
lish or expand manufacturing facilities in 
the U.S. Moreover, the information-sharing 
provisions of the treaty would aid the IRS 
and Treasury Department in identifying 
international tax-avoidance schemes that re- 
duce federal tax receipts and impugn the mo- 
tives of U.S. companies whose global oper- 
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ations represent a major element of an ex- 
panding U.S. economy. 

Accordingly, we urge ratification of the 
Dutch Treaty during the time remaining in 
the 108th Congress. Timely ratification 
would result in early realization of treaty 
benefits, and aid companies in capital plan- 
ning and business expansion. 

Please call if we can answer questions or 
provide additional information. 

Sincerely, 
CHARLES W. VAN VLACK, 
Executive Vice President. 
DUPONT FINANCE, 
Wilmington, DE, October 29, 2004. 
Hon. RICHARD G. LUGAR, 
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 
Hon. JOSEPH R. BIDEN, Jr., 
Ranking Member, Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATORS: On March 8, 2004, the 
United States and the Netherlands signed 
the Protocol Amending the Convention Be- 
tween the United States of America and the 
Kingdom of the Netherlands for the Avoid- 
ance of Double Taxation and the Prevention 
of Fiscal Evasion with Respect to Taxes on 
Income. We at DuPont would urge the Sen- 
ate to ratify this Protocol before Congress 
adjourns. 

As you learned during testimony on Sep- 
tember 24th, the Protocol brings the existing 
Convention, concluded in 1992, into closer 
conformity with current U.S. tax treaty pol- 
icy. Of particular interest to DuPont, consid- 
ering the Company’s manufacturing sites in 
the Netherlands, is the elimination of with- 
holding taxes on certain types of cross-bor- 
der direct dividends. This element of the 
Protocol creates a powerful tool for repa- 
triating earnings the Company would then 
be able to devote to our priorities in the 
United States. In addition, the Protocol’s re- 
ciprocal treatment of pension funds for 
international employment assignees allows 
DuPont employees to gain valuable experi- 
ence through U.S.-Netherlands exchanges 
without jeopardizing the status of their re- 
tirement benefits. 

DuPont also appreciates the benefits the 
new Protocol would offer the U.S. govern- 
ment. Among them, the improved commu- 
nications measures between U.S. and Dutch 
tax authorities coupled with the assistance 
in the collection of taxes; and the modern- 
ized Limitation on Benefits article, designed 
to deny treaty-shoppers the benefits of the 
Convention. 

The enhancement of economic ties between 
the United States and the Kingdom of the 
Netherlands in the form of the pending Pro- 
tocol will promote the growth of trade and 
investment between the two countries to the 
benefit of both economies. As such, it is 
DuPont’s hope that deliberations on the Pro- 
tocol will be completed this year. 

Sincerely, 
MARSHALL G. MCCLURE. 


HERR 


DEBT LIMIT INCREASE 


Mr. DODD. Mr. President, I speak 
about the vote that took place yester- 
day to raise the statutory limit of our 
Nation's indebtedness. It is terribly un- 
fortunate that for the third time in 
three years this administration has run 
up against the Federal debt limit, 
thereby forcing once again an increase 
in the National debt from $7.384 trillion 
to $8.184 trillion. 
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I think it is a mistake for this body 
to give the administration what is es- 
sentially an $800 billion check to con- 
tinue its irresponsible fiscal policies. 

For quite some time now, the Treas- 
ury Department has been forced to halt 
payments owed to federal retirement 
accounts and take other extraordinary 
measures in order to keep the govern- 
ment from defaulting. And now we are 
in a position where the Treasury De- 
partment has said that Congress must 
increase the debt ceiling by the end of 
this week or the government will de- 
fault on its obligations. What this says 
is that the government is living far be- 
yond its means. 

Just several years ago, when Presi- 
dent Clinton was President, the Na- 
tional debt was shrinking, not growing. 
In 1997, the debt held by the public was 
$3.745 trillion. By FY2001, it decreased 
by more than $400 billion to $3.296 tril- 
lion. Former President Clinton made it 
a goal to pay off the debt by 2013, so 
that America would be debt free for the 
first time since 1835. He recognized 
that eliminating the debt would 
strengthen our economy, allow invest- 
ments in education and other critical 
priorities, and ensure that Social Secu- 
rity could meet the challenges to come 
when the baby boomers retire. 

By contrast, under the Bush adminis- 
tration, the debt limit was raised by 
$450 billion in 2002 and $984 billion in 
2003. And now, this year, in 2004 it will 
increase by $800 billion. I find it as- 
tounding that just four years ago we 
were having compelling conversations 
in the Senate Banking Committee with 
Federal Reserve Chairman Alan Green- 
span about what would happen if we 
paid off the debt too quickly. And now, 
here we are about to pass another in- 
crease of $800 billion to the National 
debt. 

This new increase will bring the 
grand total to more than $2 trillion 
under President Bush—the largest 
total debt limit increase recorded 
under any President. Now instead of 
being eliminated, we are expecting the 
debt held by the public to reach $6.5 
trillion by 2011. 

When President Bush first came to 
office he assured the nation that if we 
adopted his tax cuts, we would not only 
see job growth, but we would still be 
able to eliminate the publicly held debt 
by 2008. Instead, we have seen 1.5 mil- 
lion private-sector jobs lost, making 
this the first Administration since Her- 
bert Hoover to actually lose jobs. In 
just 4 years, we have gone from a pro- 
jected 10-year surplus of $5.6 trillion to 
a 10-year deficit of over $3 trillion. And 
now we are about to once again, for the 
third year in a row, increase the debt. 

If additional debt is going to be accu- 
mulated, the administration and the 
majority could at the minimum ensure 
that we are adequately investing in our 
children’s education, the country’s in- 
frastructure, health care, the solvency 
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of Social Security, and other vital na- 
tional priorities. But that does not ap- 
pear to be the case considering that we 
are seeing across the board cuts in the 
upcoming omnibus bill, and this Ad- 
ministration continues to push for 
policies that push us further in the red 
without any real results. 

Тһе administration’s reckless poli- 
cies will pass the burden of paying for 
them onto future generations, and un- 
fortunately, the administration has 
shown absolutely no regard for the 
hardship this will cause. We often dis- 
cuss the so-called ‘‘death tax’’, this ad- 
ministration’s reckless fiscal policies 
are forcing a ‘“‘birth tax" on every child 
born today. 

What do I mean by the term ‘‘birth 
tax’’? Simply this: a child born today is 
born owing his or her country $25,000. 
That is that child’s share of the na- 
tional debt. This is unconscionable. We 
have a responsibility as lawmakers to 
leave our country better off tomorrow 
than it is today. With policies like this, 
I am afraid that this administration 
and its supporters are failing to meet 
this fundamental moral responsibility 
to our country and to future genera- 
tions. 

Also deeply troubling is that in order 
to cover increased borrowing, the U.S. 
is going deeper into debt to foreign 
countries. Japan, China, the United 
Kingdom, and Caribbean Banking Cen- 
ters are now the largest foreign holders 
of U.S. Treasury Debt. 

We have borrowed over $720 billion 
from Japan, over $174 billion from 
China, and even tens of billions of dol- 
lars from South Korea. During the 
term of the President’s first four years, 
we have seen our foreign debt holdings 
increase 83 percent from just over $1 
trillion to over $1.8 trillion. This is es- 
pecially dangerous because these coun- 
tries can collect their debt when it 
suits them, which could potentially 
puts our nation in a very difficult eco- 
nomic situation. 

I find it astounding that the adminis- 
tration and the majority of this Con- 
gress have not put forward any plan to 
reduce the alarming increase in our na- 
tion’s debt—an increase largely caused 
by their reckless tax and budget poli- 
cies. Indeed, their only known plans to 
permanently extend tax breaks for the 
affluent and drain at least $1 trillion 
from Social Security—would only 
make our current problems worse. 

I strongly believe that increasing the 
debt limit once again without a plan is 
a big mistake. We owe it to future gen- 
erations to do more to ensure that 
their future is economically sound. I 
hope that this Administration, and the 
majority of the Congress begin to enact 
more responsible fiscal policies before 
it truly is too late. 

Mr. CORZINE. Mr. President, yester- 
day I voted against legislation that 
will authorize a massive increase in the 
Federal debt. This bill highlights the 
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gross irresponsibility of our Nation’s 
current fiscal policies. And I hope that, 
in casting a negative vote along with 
many of my colleagues, we have helped 
send a message to the White House 
that it is long past time to change 
course. 

When President Bush came to office, 
we were expecting to run a surplus over 
the next ten years of $5.6 trillion. In- 
stead, we now project a deficit of $3.5 
trillion. That is a reversal of more than 
$9 trillion. 

President Bush promised that he 
would not raid the Social Security 
trust fund. But, instead, under the 
Bush budget, we will spend every last 
penny of Social Security surpluses over 
the next 10 years, all $2.4 trillion. 
These surpluses won’t be saved. They 
won’t be used to help us keep our 
promise to working Americans. They 
will be diverted for tax breaks and 
other spending programs. This is not 
what the President promised. It is the 
opposite. 

In effect, the administration’s poli- 
cies are using payroll taxes paid by 
working Americans, and using them to 
finance tax breaks for the most fortu- 
nate among us. I think that is wrong. 

The past few years have been marked 
by unprecedented fiscal recklessness. 
The 2004 deficit, even including the So- 
cial Security surplus, is $413 billion. 
That is a record. Last year, the deficit 
was $377 billion. That was another 
record. The budget is spinning out of 
control, and few in the administration 
seem to care. 

Unfortunately, as bad as things have 
been in recent years, the outlook for 
the long term is even worse. The baby 
boomers are about to retire. And by 
2050, 81 million Americans will be on 
Social Security—about double the cur- 
rent level. We need to prepare for that. 
We need to save for it. Instead, we are 
doing the reverse. We are putting our- 
selves deeper and deeper in debt. 

In 2001, gross Federal debt stood at 
$5.8 trillion. By 2014, that debt will 
have skyrocketed to almost $15 tril- 
lion. 

With more debt, of course, comes 
higher interest costs. The 10-year cost 
of Federal interest payments has gone 
up from $622 billion in 2001, to $2.4 tril- 
lion. 

All this debt, and all these interest 
payments, have consequences. They re- 
duce the capital available for produc- 
tive investment. They increase interest 
rates. They slow economic growth. And 
they lower the standard of living for 
American families. 

Another consequence of all this debt 
is that our Nation is slowly losing its 
economic independence. Foreign hold- 
ings of U.S. Treasury debt has in- 
creased 83 percent under this adminis- 
tration. Today, the U.S. owes China 
more than $170 billion. We owe Japan 
more than $700 billion. Increasingly, 
our Nation is dependent on these coun- 
tries to bolster our economy and to 
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maintain the value of the dollar. But if 
those countries and other foreign in- 
vestors pull out in the face of rising fis- 
cal imbalances, as has happened else- 
where, the consequences for our econ- 
omy could be very serious. 

In my view, the current course of fis- 
cal policy is not only unwise and dan- 
gerous, it is ultimately unsustainable. 
We can’t go on like this. Hither our 
leaders here in Washington will face re- 
ality and reverse course, or the mar- 
kets will punish us until we do. Hither 
the dollar will collapse, or interest 
rates will rise substantially, or infla- 
tion will rise, or all these problems will 
hit at once. 

When that might happen is anybody’s 
guess. But you can’t reverse the basic 
laws of economics. Sooner or later, the 
piper gets paid. 

So, I think we have made a mistake 
by increasing the debt limit so sub- 
stantially. Needless to say, we must 
protect the full faith and credit of the 
United States. But we do not need a 
debt limit extension of this magnitude. 
And we should not have approved it 
yesterday. Instead, we should have 
passed a much smaller increase, in 
order to put real pressure on the Con- 
gress next year to finally get serious 
about the need for fiscal discipline. 

Next year we will begin perhaps the 
most important domestic policy debate 
in a generation when we take up Presi- 
dent Bush’s call to privatize Social Se- 
curity. At that point, Congress will 
have to make a decision. Either we will 
keep our promise to American workers, 
or we will break that promise and cut 
earned benefits. I think we should keep 
our promise and protect benefits. But 
we can only afford to do that if we 
quickly reestablish some measure of 
fiscal discipline. Increasing our debt by 
$800 billion is not the way to do that 
and, in my view, is à serious mistake. 

So for all these reasons, I cast my 
vote no yesterday. For the sake of our 
economy, for the sake of our future, 
and for the sake of our values as a Na- 
tion, we must restore fiscal discipline. 
And we must do it soon. 


Ea 


JUSTICE FOR MARINE CORPS 
FAMILIES VICTIMS OF TERRORISM 


Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I seek 
recognition to describe legislation that 
I plan to introduce in the 109th Con- 
gress. I have been asked to pursue this 
legislation on behalf of the 158 families 
of the brave servicemen who died when 
the terrorist faction Hezbollah—with 
the support of the Government of 
Iran—sent a suicide bomber into the 
Marine Corps Barracks in Beirut, Leb- 
anon, on October 28, 1983, killing 241 
U.S. servicemen—18 sailors, 3 soldiers, 
and 220 Marines. 

This legislation will provide an ex- 
plicit private right of action for United 
States citizens against state sponsors 
of terrorism in our Federal courts, and 
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will ultimately allow victims of such 
acts to collect court-ordered damages 
against state-sponsors of terrorism. 
The specific provisions of the legisla- 
tion have been drafted to harmonize 
existing statutory law with the recent 
direction of the District of Columbia 
circuit in Cicippio-Puleo v. Islamic Re- 
public of Iran, 858 F.3d 1024 (D.C. Cir. 
2004), which held that ‘‘neither 28 
U.S.C. §1605(a)(7) nor the Flatow 
Amendment to the Foreign Sovereign 
Immunities Act ..., nor the two con- 
sidered in tandem, creates a private 
right of action against a foreign gov- 
ernment.” 353 F.3d 1024, 1032-83 (D.C. 
Cir. 2004). 

In 1996, I supported the legislation 
that ultimately was enacted into the 
statutes that I have just cited. These 
statutes have been interpreted by the 
D.C. Circuit in Cicippio-Puleo to provide 
the following: 

No. 1, 28 U.S.C. §1605(a)(7) provides an 
exception to sovereign immunity for 
state sponsors of terrorism and permits 
Federal courts to hear claims seeking 
money damages for personal injury or 
death against such nations and arising 
from terrorist acts they commit, or di- 
rect to be committed, against Amer- 
ican citizens or nationals outside of the 
foreign state’s territory; and No. 2, 28 
U.S.C. §1605(a)(7)(note), also known as 
the “Flatow Amendment," named for 
New Jersey student Alisa Flatow, who 
was killed when Palestinian Islamic 
Jihad bombed a Gaza bus on which she 
was riding, imposes liability upon an 
official, employee, or agent of a foreign 
state that is designated as a state 
Sponsor of terrorism, only if that offi- 
cial, employee or agent is acting in 
their ‘‘official capacity." 

On October 23, 2004, in Philadelphia, I 
was privileged to take part in a memo- 
rial service held in honor of the serv- 
icemen killed in the 1983 Beirut attack. 
Some of the family members of those 
killed attended the event. Their mov- 
ing comments about how they have 
been denied the ability to seek legal re- 
dress, despite clear findings impli- 
cating Hezbollah and Iran in the at- 
tacks, were both poignant and persua- 
sive. It is vitally important to victims’ 
families that they have a private right 
of action against the state sponsor 
itself, not just its officials, employees 
or agents acting in their official capac- 
ity. These victims and their families 
deserve not simply a day in court, but 
also the ability to recover damages 
against terrorist states that commit, 
direct, or materially support terrorist 
acts against American citizens or na- 
tionals. The former, in isolation, is a 
hollow right—in legal terms, a right 
without a remedy. The D.C. Circuit in 
Cicippio-Puleo tells us that only Con- 
gress can provide such a remedy. That 
is my intent. 

I ask unanimous consent that the Oc- 
tober 23, 2004, remarks by Lynn Smith 
Derbyshire, the sister of deceased Ma- 
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rine CPT Vincent Smith and a leader of 
the families advocating for this legisla- 
tion, be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

REMARKS OF LYNN SMITH DERBYSHIRE, 
BEIRUT MEMORIAL SERVICES, OCT. 23, 2004 
We are here today to honor the men who 

died in Beirut, Lebanon on this day 21 years 
ago. As families, we believe that our first 
duty is to remember. Thank you for coming 
to help us commemorate the lost. 

As you know, in 1996 Congress passed legis- 
lation that gave victims of state sponsored 
terrorism, and their families, the right to 
sue those nations in a United States Court. 
This legislation did two things: It gave us a 
path to pursue justice and compensation, 
and it provided a way to hold rogue nations 
accountable for their crimes, and thereby 
deter more terrorism. The problem with the 
existing legislation, however, is that it has 
loopholes. And the U.S. Government is using 
these loopholes to continually torpedo the 
efforts of the families to collect damages, 
and penalize terrorist states. 

On October 23, 1983—21 years ago today— 
Hezbollah, at the behest of the government 
of Iran, sent a suicide bomber into the Ma- 
rine Corps Barracks in Beirut Lebanon, kill- 
ing 241 U.S. servicemen. 

One of the young Marines who was killed 
that day was a blond, blue-eyed, bowlegged 
helicopter pilot, named Captain Vincent 
Smith. He had just turned 30. He had a wife 
named Ana, a 3-year-old son named Ian, and 
dog named Whiskey. Vince had a penchant 
for practical jokes, an infectious laugh and a 
contagious grin. He sang in the church choir 
with his velvety tenor voice, he loved to 
water-ski, and throw the football with his 
brothers on crisp fall afternoons—like this 
one, and have cookouts on the deck with his 
friends. 

Vince was my brother. He was my pro- 
tector, my confidant, and my friend. And I 
loved him deeply. Twenty-one years after his 
death there is still a hole in my heart and in 
my life, and in my family. I miss him more 
every day. 

I have learned over the past 21 years that 
one does not “себ over" the murder of a 
brother. Whoever said that time heals 
wounds was an idiot—and whoever said that 
never had à wound like this. My wound can- 
not completely heal, because every time 
there is another terrorist attack, the hole in 
my heart is ripped open again: 

The U.S. Embassy in Beirut, the Achille 
Lauro, the murder of Robert Stetham of 
TWA flight 847, Khobar Towers in Saudi Ara- 
bia, the U.S.S. Cole, Madrid, and even this 
morning, a car bomb outside of Baghdad 
killed 10 and wounded 42. 

And who here can ever forget that fateful 
day: September 11, 2001. 

One after the next, after the next, these 
events have sliced open my scar-tissued 
heart, and I must grieve the brother I loved 
so dearly over and over again. All of these 
events bring me to my knees. And when I am 
on my knees I pray for justice—not re- 
venge—justice. 

I do not want vengeance. I do not want the 
sisters and mothers of young vibrant Iranian 
soldiers to have to weep at the closed casket 
of their brothers and sons as I did, knowing 
that his body is not even whole inside the 
box. I do not want anyone to discover as I 
have that this kind of grief is an incessant 
pain-and it hurts all over. I would not wish 
the last 21 years of agonizing sorrow on a 
rabid dog. No. I do not want vengeance. 
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But I do want justice. And I do want the 
terrorism to stop. 

In March 2003, the Beirut families brought 
suit against the country of Iran for the mur- 
der of our beloved brothers and sons and fa- 
thers and husbands. We proved in a court of 
law, that Hezbollah was carrying out the di- 
rect will of the Iranian government. Iran is 
guilty of the murder of my brother, and of 
Freas Kreischer’s son, and Shirla Maitland’s 
brother. 

That day in court was a moral victory for 
us. There was a tremendous sense of relief to 
finally be able to name the guilty party. But 
it’s a hollow victory if Iran is not somehow 
held accountable. Terrorists continue to ter- 
rorize because they can. We have not held 
them accountable for their crimes, and so 
they laugh and build more bombs. There has 
been no justice, so there can be no healing. 

And it is galling that my own government 
continues to allow Iran to get away with 
murder—literally. 

It’s a simple rule: one that the parent of 
any small child can grasp. If your child hits 
another child with a stick, you have to take 
the stick away, and give your child con- 
sequences. If there are no consequences, the 
child will keep hitting kids with sticks, be- 
cause he has figured out that it gives him 
power. 

I want the cruelty and senselessness of ter- 
rorism to stop. And there is only one way to 
do that. We have to take away the stick. 
There must be consequences. 

Senator Specter, thank you for intro- 
ducing a bill that will finally allow families 
like mine and Freas Kreishcher’s and Shirla 
Maitland’s, to pursue rogue nations in the 
courts and to threaten them by threatening 
their assets. Their Achilles heel is financial. 
If we take away enough of their money, they 
will not be able to afford to build more 
bombs. And then perhaps you will be spared 
the agony of losing your brother or your son. 
If that happens, perhaps this gaping, bleed- 
ing wound in my heart will finally be able to 
heal. 

Senator Specter, I want to thank you, on 
behalf of the families of the Marine Corps 
Barracks, Beirut bombing victims, for com- 
ing to our aid. Thank you for being willing 
to champion our cause in the Congress by 
sponsoring this bill. And Senator, I urge you 
to do everything in your power to enact this 
bill into law with the utmost haste. 

Thank you very much, sir. 
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COUNCIL ON OCEANS POLICY 
AWARENESS 


Mrs. DOLE. Mr. President, recently, 
the U.S. Commission on Ocean Policy 
made a series of far-reaching rec- 
ommendations to help Keep our oceans 
viable for future generations. While the 
Senate as a whole will not address 
these recommendations this Congress, 
I hope we may be able to work on these 
critical issues next year. 

In the meanwhile, my home State of 
North Carolina has already begun to 
make real the recommendations of the 
Commission. For instance, North Caro- 
lina public schools have begun fos- 
tering formal ocean education in K-12 
schools, after the State mandated in- 
clusion of ocean curricula in middle 
school. 

North Carolina is also leading the 
Nation in heeding the call for improved 
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scientific understanding of the oceans. 
Of particular pride is the success of the 
Southeast Coastal Ocean Observing 
System, or SEACOOS, an umbrella or- 
ganizations of institutions that is 
building a regional ocean monitoring 
and prediction system for the south- 
east States of North Carolina, South 
Carolina, Georgia and Florida. 

Through the leadership of the Uni- 
versity of North Carolina at Chapel 
Hill, SEACOOS aggregates ocean infor- 
mation from federal and non-Federal 
sources for display and redistribution. 
This information system supports 
many uses, from search and rescue and 
hazardous spill response to providing 
information for recreational boaters 
and fishermen. This collaborative ef- 
fort among dozens of institutions is a 
model of teamwork that will enable 
rapid development of a relevant, user- 
driven multi-purpose system. 

As part of the larger IOOS system, 
SEACOOS will improve the decision- 
making process for coastal managers, 
severe weather response teams, and so 
many others in whose decisions coastal 
conditions are a factor. Through its 
scientific contributions to data collec- 
tion and analysis, SEACOOS will ad- 
vance the Nation’s needs in such broad 
areas as: marine operations, e.g. ship- 
ping and offshore operations like drill- 
ing and mining; natural hazard mitiga- 
tion, e.g. storm forecasting, surge pre- 
diction, tsunami warning; climate 
change and its effects, e.g. interannual 
variability in water temperature, salin- 
ity, nutrients, storminess, plankton 
species and abundance, fish species and 
abundance; national security, e.g. 
toxin trajectories, detection of covert 
operations; public health, e.g. unsafe 
biological activity, rip currents, harm- 
ful algal blooms; ecosystem health, e.g. 
changes in food web structure; and sus- 
tainable use of marine resources, e.g. 
fish stock assessments. 

Among so many throughout the 
southeast who have made SEACOOS 
possible, I especially want to note and 
thank Harvey Seim, Associate Pro- 
fessor of Marine Science at UNC Chapel 
Hill. Professor Seim has been the vi- 
sionary and leader in building this col- 
laborative initiative. His dedication to 
advancing scientific knowledge that 
serves the public interest embodies the 
best spirit of higher education and the 
academic research enterprise that 
makes our nation great. 

In keeping with the recommenda- 
tions of the commission, SEACOOS is a 
model worthy of replicating around the 
country. It is consistent with the Inte- 
grated Ocean Observing System that is 
called for in the commission report. 
IOOS is a national, interagency pro- 
gram that the commission recommends 
be fully funded and implemented to 
provide a multipurpose ocean informa- 
tion system for the Nation. Legislation 
to authorize IOOS has already been 
unanimously passed by the Senate, S. 
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1400 and companion bills are pending in 
the House. I look forward to continued 
congressional support and continued 
success as we increase our knowledge 
and understanding of our oceans. 


Ee 
LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT ACT 
OF 2003 
Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I rise 


today to speak about the need for hate 
crimes legislation. On May 1, 2003, Sen- 
ator KENNEDY and I introduced the 
Local Law Enforcement Enhancement 
Act, a bill that would add new cat- 
egories to current hate crimes law, 
sending a signal that violence of any 
kind is unacceptable in our society. 

On September 19, 1998, in Chicago, IL, 
three men were allegedly attacked by 
two men who made anti-gay remarks. 

I believe that the Government’s first 
duty is to defend its citizens, to defend 
them against the harms that come out 
of hate. The Local Law Enforcement 
Enhancement Act is a symbol that can 
become substance. I believe that by 
passing this legislation and changing 
current law, we can change hearts and 
minds as well. 


——— 


HAYWOOD COUNTY EMERGENCY 
OPERATIONS DAY 


Mrs. DOLE. Mr. President, this past 
September marked a devastating hurri- 
cane season for many States. My home 
State of North Carolina was ravaged by 
not one, but four hurricanes this fall. 
Western North Carolina was particu- 
larly hit hard by Hurricanes Frances 
and Ivan, which destroyed homes, 
washed away roadways, and even took 
lives. Out of this ruin came the chal- 
lenge of rebuilding and piecing to- 
gether homes, lives, and communities. 
As I visited the devastation in Western 
North Carolina, I found encouragement 
in the selfless hearts of North Caro- 
linians who went to great lengths to 
help those struggling through the 
wreckage left behind. There are many 
who came together during this crisis. I 
would especially like to thank the first 
responders who answered the call of 
duty. Our first responders are there for 
us in times of need, and they literally 
are on the front lines defending our 
homeland. 

On November 21, 2004, the Town of 
Clyde and the Town of Canton are hon- 
oring all those who were involved in 
the rescue and emergency operations 
following the devastation which oc- 
curred as a result of the hurricane sea- 
son. November 21, 2004, has officially 
been declared by those towns as ‘‘Hay- 
wood County Emergency Operations 
Appreciation Бау.” 

I would like to commend the efforts 
of these men and women who are mem- 
bers of the following departments who 
brought the community together after 
such devastation: Haywood County 
Sheriffs Department, North Carolina 
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Highway Patrol, North Carolina Proba- 
tion and Parole, North Carolina Alco- 
hol Law Enforcement, North Carolina 
Division of Motor Vehicles, 
Waynesville Police Department, Can- 
ton Police Department, Maggie Valley 
Police Department, Haywood County 
Emergency Management, Waynesville 
Fire Department, Cruso Volunteer De- 
partment, Clyde Fire Department, 
North Carolina National Guard, Canton 
Fire Department, North Canton Fire 
Department, Maggie Valley Fire De- 
partment, Lake Junaluska Fire De- 
partment, Crabtree Fire Department, 
Fines Creek Fire Department, Jona- 
than Creek Fire Department, Saunooke 
Fire Department, Center Pigeon Volun- 
teer Fire Department, Lake Logan Fire 
Department, Enka/Candler Fire De- 
partment, Haywood County Rescue 
Squad, Haywod County EMS, Blue 
Ridge Paper Emergency Response 
Team and Clyde Police Department. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO THE SOUTH DAKOTA 
STAFF OF SENATOR TOM 
DASCHLE 


Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I rise 
today to pay special tribute to a group 
of men and women who have served 
over the past 26 years as staff for Sen- 
ator TOM DASCHLE in the State of 
South Dakota. I join my colleagues in 
providing the most heartfelt apprecia- 
tion for the public service career of 
Senator DASCHLE and that appreciation 
extends to the work of his South Da- 
kota staff. 

The people of South Dakota have 
benefitted greatly over the years from 
the work of Senator DASCHLE’s staff. 
These men and women worked tire- 
lessly behind the scenes on behalf of 
South Dakota constituents. They 
served as the eyes and ears for Senator 
DASCHLE, maintaining contacts in 
South Dakota communities, attending 
meetings on projects and sitting down 
with individual constituents to discuss 
matters of importance. 

Some of Senator DASCHLE’s staff pro- 
vided over two decades of dedicated 
service to the people of South Dakota. 
Their long hours of service, many of 
them spent driving on country roads, 
sitting in coffee shops or walking 
through drought-stricken corn and 
wheat fields, underscored Senator 
DASCHLE'S commitment to serve the 
people of South Dakota. 

Senator DASCHLE's South Dakota 
Staff truly reflect the tireless work 
ethic, dedication, and professionalism 
that he has exemplified to all the citi- 
zens of our state. Whether attending 
economic development outreach meet- 
ings, sacrificing holidays and weekends 
to travel with Senator DASCHLE across 
South Dakota, or tending to the many 
casework issues facing our constitu- 
ents, Senator DASCHLE's South Dakota 
staff has done a superb job. 

It is my hope that these valued mem- 
bers of Senator DASCHLE's South Da- 
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kota staff recognize the importance of 
their work and the great appreciation 
that many in South Dakota hold for 
them for their great service. 

Senator DASCHLE’s current South Da- 
kota staff includes: 

Beth Smith, Betty Daschle, Jody 
Jordan, Maeve King, and Virginia 
Newquist in the Aberdeen office; Ace 
Crawford, Armon Gaddy, Dorothy 
Christensen, Jackie Heier, Georgeann 
Johnson, Rose Larson, and Sheila Lane 
in the Rapid City office; Bill Idema, 
Gene Dwyer, Jeff Wilka, Jenn Dolan, 
Mark Gerhardt, Mary Peters, Michele 
Seaton, Nicole Deak, Stephanie Devitt, 
Stephanie Koster Hoyme, Steve Dick, 
and Steve Erpenbach, Senator 
DASCHLE’s State director, in the Sioux 
Falls office. 

The work of Senator DASCHLE and his 
staff will be remembered by South Da- 
kotans for many years to come. I want 
to thank them for their work and serv- 
ice and wish them all the very best. 


EE 
HONORING THE WASHINGTON 
STAFF OF SENATOR TOM 
DASCHLE 


Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I rise 
today to pay special tribute to a group 
of men and women who have served 
over the past 26 years as staff for Sen- 
ator TOM DASCHLE here in Washington, 
both in his personal office and those 
who served him as Democratic leader 
in the Senate for the past 10 years. 
Every member of the Senate under- 
stands that our success rests, in part, 
with the men and women we choose to 
work with us on a daily basis in our of- 
fices. I join my colleagues in providing 
the most heartfelt appreciation for the 
public service career of Senator 
DASCHLE and that appreciation extends 
to the extraordinary work of his staff 
here in Washington. 

The people of South Dakota, mem- 
bers of the Senate Democratic Caucus, 
and the institution of the Senate have 
benefitted greatly over the years from 
the hard work and dedication of Sen- 
ator DASCHLE’s staff. These men and 
women worked tirelessly behind the 
scenes. Whether it be his personal staff 
or his leadership staff, every single per- 
son has been dedicated to making our 
State a better place to live, and to 
making our Nation safe and secure. 

Some of Senator DASCHLE’s staff pro- 
vided over two decades of dedicated 
service to the people of South Dakota 
and came with him to join his leader- 
ship staff. Their long hours of service 
underscored Senator DASCHLE’s com- 
mitment to lead our caucus and to 
serve the people of South Dakota and 
this Nation unselfishly. Senator 
DASCHLE’s staff truly reflect the tire- 
less work ethic, dedication, and profes- 
sionalism that he has exemplified to 
all the citizens of our State. 

While each and every member of Sen- 
ator DASCHLE’s staff is dedicated, com- 
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mitted, and hard working, I think 
three long-serving members of his 
Washington staff should be recognized 
separately. Those senior staff members 
are Pete Rouse, who served in Senator 
DASCHLE’s leadership office as chief of 
staff, Nancy Erickson, his deputy chief 
of staff in the Capitol, and Laura 
Petrou, the chief of staff in his per- 
sonal office. All three of these dedi- 
cated individuals served the State of 
South Dakota and the Senate Demo- 
cratic Caucus unselfishly and with dis- 
tinction. 

It is my hope that all of these valued 
members of Senator DASCHLE’s staff 
recognize the importance of their work 
and the great appreciation that many 
in South Dakota hold for them for 
their great service. 

Senator DASCHLE’s current personal 
and leadership staff in Washington in- 
cludes: Aaron Fischbach, Amber 
Danter, Bart Chilton, Brad Wolters, 
Brendan Hilley, Brian Hanafin, Chris 
Bois, Chris VandeVenter, Chris Wag- 
ner, Christiana Gallagher, Chuck Marr, 


Cindy Harris, Clint Highfill, Danny 
Franklin, Darcell Savage, Denis 
McDonough, Grant Leslie, Jane 


Loewenson, Jeff Nussbaum, Jennifer 
Duck, Jeri Thomson, Jessica Leonard, 
Jessica Scheufele, Jim Oleske, Joan 
Huffer, Jody Bennett, Jonathon Leh- 
man, Kate Knudson, Kate Leone, Kelly 
Fado, Lara Birkes, Larkin Barker, 
Laura Petrou, Lisa Thimjon, Liz 
Dahan, Mark Childress, Matthew 
Varilek, Michelle Singer, Molly 
Rowley, Nancy Erickson, Nancy 
Hogan, Nick Bauer, Nick Papas, Pat 
Griffin, Pat Sarcone, Pete Rouse, Phil 
Schiliro, Philip Assmus, Randy 
DeValk, Reid Cherlin, Sam Mitchell, 
Sarah Feinberg, Ted Miller, Tim 
Mitrovich, Todd Webster, Tom MoIn- 
tyre, and Wizipan Garriott. 

The work of Senator DASCHLE and his 
Staff will be remembered by South Da- 
kotans, and all the Senators and staff 
who have served with them, for many 
years to come. I want to thank them 
for their work and service and wish 
them all the very best. 


EE 


SOUTH DAKOTA FARMERS UNION 
RESOLUTION COMMEMORATING 
SENATOR TOM DASCHLE 


Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to submit the text 
of the attached resolution by the South 
Dakota Farmers Union commemo- 
rating 26 years of service by United 
States Senator THOMAS A. DASCHLE. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

A RESOLUTION COMMEMORATING 26 YEARS OF 
SERVICE BY UNITED STATES SENATOR THOM- 
AS А. DASCHLE 
Whereas, Senator TOM DASCHLE has distin- 

guished himself as more than a reliable 

friend to South Dakota Farmers Union and 
the cause of family-based agriculture, but 
more so as a true hero to our cause; and, 
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Whereas, Senator DASCHLE performed his 
duties faithfully to better the lives and op- 
portunities of all South Dakotans, and con- 
ducted exemplary public service to South 
Dakotans with the assistance of his highly 
resourceful, talented and dedicated staff in 
his offices in Washington, D.C., Sioux Falls, 
Rapid City and Aberdeen; and, 

Whereas, Senator DASCHLE championed the 
cause of ethanol since his first campaign for 
the U.S. Congress, and is chiefly responsible 
for its emergence as America’s answer to en- 
ergy independence because of his relentless 
pursuit of government support for its pro- 
duction and marketing; and 

Whereas, Senator DASCHLE earned his rep- 
utation as America’s most important Mem- 
ber of Congress for the advancement of legis- 
lation important to South Dakota Farmers 
Union, the National Farmers Union and fam- 
ily-based agriculture because of his sincere 
interest in promoting America’s rural econ- 
omy and because of his generous nature and 
approachability to all citizens seeking his 
assistance in Washington, D.C.; and 

Whereas, Senator DASCHLE wisely used his 
influence and leadership powers to the ben- 
efit of South Dakota, resulting in unprece- 
dented cooperation from urban states to help 
advance the causes and unique, critical needs 
of rural states and agriculture in the form of 
federal funds and programs for agriculture, 
disaster aid, health care, education, energy 
needs, air transportation, highway mainte- 
nance, railways and water development; and 

Whereas, Senator DASCHLE’s powerful re- 
sources and status as Senate Majority Lead- 
er and Senate Minority Leader gave South 
Dakota unprecedented influence to pass leg- 
islation which was of the greatest benefit to 
all South Dakotans, especially to rural com- 
munities, farms and ranches; and, 

Whereas, Senator DASCHLE was responsible 
for the allocation of unprecedented federal 
funds to South Dakota throughout his ten- 
ure in the United States Congress, and that 
Senator DASCHLE’s last term ended with vic- 
tories for South Dakota, including his quest 
to produce $2.9 billion in disaster assistance 
for farmers and ranchers, against the long- 
standing resistance and indifference of the 
majority party in Congress and the White 
House; and, 

Whereas, Senator DASCHLE’s great influ- 
ence and power on behalf of South Dakota 
and rural America will be missed in the un- 
finished battles for a Renewable Fuels 
Standard, a mandatory Country of Origin 
Labeling law, fair trade policies which are 
not predatory to South Dakota agriculture, 
sufficient drought relief, rural water devel- 
opment and a progressive agricultural agen- 
da which supports a strong rural economy, as 
well as the fights to preserve social security 
and Medicare, lower prescription drug costs, 
and make health care coverage affordable 
and available to all Americans; 

Now, therefore, we resolve that the Dele- 
gates of the 89th Convention of South Da- 
kota Farmers Union commends and highly 
appreciates the lifetime dedication and serv- 
ice of Senator THOMAS A. DASCHLE to im- 
prove the economy and the quality of life in 
South Dakota and throughout the United 
States. 


EE 


TROUBLING SITUATION IN COTE 
D'IVOIRE 


Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, I ex- 
press my concerns about the troubling 
situation in Côte d’Ivoire. 

As my colleagues know, in Sep- 
tember 2002, rebellion broke out in 
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Côte d'Ivoire, eventually dividing the 
country between the north, where 
rebels known as the Force Nouvelle es- 
tablished themselves, and the south, 
where President Laurent Gbagbo’s gov- 
ernment continued to exercise its au- 
thority. The Economic Community of 
West African states, or ECOWAS, 
helped to negotiate a ceasefire, and in 
January 2003 international efforts to 
mediate the crisis culminated in the 
signing of the Linas-Marcoussis Agree- 
ment of early 2003, which provided for 
an interim Government of National 
Reconciliation to move the country to- 
ward new elections. The United Na- 
tions established a peacekeeping mis- 
sion and over 6,000 troops from around 
the world deployed to monitor the 
ceasefire and help the parties imple- 
ment the peace accord—further evi- 
dence of international will to help the 
people of Côte d’Ivoire regain a stable 
footing and reestablish a just and 
peaceful unified government. 

Throughout these diplomatic efforts, 
4,000 French soldiers have served as the 
backbone of the international presence 
that has worked to guarantee the 
peace. Much as the United Kingdom 
played a pivotal role in stabilizing Si- 
erra Leone, France made an admirable 
commitment to the people of Cote 
d'Ivoire. And despite the friction be- 
tween France and the U.S. on other im- 
portant global issues, we have contin- 
ued to work closely and cooperatively 
to resolve this crisis. 

But over the many months that have 
passed since the  Linas-Marcoussis 
Agreement was signed, progress toward 
implementing the accords has stalled, 
as both parties failed to take construc- 
tive steps to move the country toward 
lasting stability. Then, on November 4, 
President Gbagbo broke the ceasefire 
agreement, and in an apparent bid to 
find a military solution, launched air 
raids on rebel positions in the north. 
On November 6, the Ivorian forces 
bombed a French position, killing nine 
French soldiers and an American aid 
worker, and wounding dozens more. 
France retaliated by destroying the 
Ivorian air force. What followed was an 
orchestrated campaign, conducted 
largely via broadcasts on state-con- 
trolled media outlets, to encourage 
citizens to participate in a rampage of 
anti-French violence and looting. 

I am heartened by the unity and re- 
solve of the international community 
in confronting this crisis, and by the 
rejection of Ivorian efforts to justify 
the bombings and to vilify France. U.N. 
peacekeepers performed bravely in try- 
ing to protect the zone of confidence 
during the recent hostilities. South Af- 
rican President Thabo Mbeki moved 
quickly to reach out to all parties and 
open the door to dialogue that could 
diffuse the situation, though sadly, his 
efforts were not embraced by all par- 
ties. On November 15, the United Na- 
tions Security Council unanimously 


November 18, 2004 


adopted a resolution establishing an 
arms embargo on Cote d'Ivoire, and in- 
dicating that a travel ban and asset 
freeze will be applied to anyone from 
among the government or rebel ranks 
found to be an impediment to progress 
on implementing the peace accords. I 
welcome this resolution and its insist- 
ence on accountability from all parties 
to Cote d’Ivoire’s conflict. 

In addition to accountable, construc- 
tive leadership, there is a desperate 
need for grassroots reconciliation ef- 
forts. The tensions that came to a boil 
in 2002 have, sadly, been simmering for 
some time. In the 1990s, some pursued a 
deliberate effort to promote a divisive, 
destructive, xenophobic brand of na- 
tionalism in the country, and if a last- 
ing peace is to take hold and the people 
of Cote d'Ivoire are to be free from fear 
of a return to violence and chaos, a 
great deal of work must be done to 
lessen ethnic tensions and build con- 
fidence and trust in Ivorian commu- 
nities. In recent days, French nationals 
have been the targets of ugly invective, 
but in the recent past it has been 
northern Ivorians, immigrants, and 
Muslims who have been demonized. I 
urge the administration to make com- 
bating ethnic and regional divisions a 
major focus of U.S. efforts in Cóte 
d'Ivoire. Even as we work with the 
international community to hold lead- 
ers accountable for their actions, we 
must also assist in laying the ground- 
work for peace among the people them- 
selves. 

The downward spiral in Cote d'Ivoire 
is especially troubling because the 
country had, not long ago, been a bea- 
con of stability and important eco- 
nomic engine in a deeply troubled re- 
gion. After all of the suffering in Sierra 
Leone and Liberia, and all of the costly 
efforts launched to bring stability back 
to West Africa, the international com- 
munity cannot afford to lose Cóte 
d'Ivoire to perpetual crisis. 


а 


PROBLEMS IN THE CENTRAL 
INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 


Mr. AKAKA. Mr. President, I rise 
today to express my concern over re- 
cent news reports detailing turmoil in- 
side the Central Intelligence Agency 
since the arrival of the new Director, 
Porter Goss, and former members of 
his staff in the House of Representa- 
tives. 

As a senior member of the Senate 
Committee on Governmental Affairs 
with oversight responsibility for home- 
land security and the committee re- 
sponsible for drafting the legislative 
reform on intelligence now in con- 
ference, I am deeply concerned about 
the impact the new leadership at the 
CIA may have on our national security. 

Since the terrorist attacks against 
the United States on September 11, 
2001, the Congress has been engaged as 
never before in efforts to reform our in- 
telligence collection capability in 
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terms of our ability to improve the 
technical means to collect and share 
critical information in a timely fash- 
ion. The key component to that reform 
is human capital. Time and time again 
in outside commissions, reports to the 
Congress, and in hearings, we have 
been told that our intelligence and law 
enforcement communities lack suffi- 
cient qualified personnel to collect and 
analyze information. I introduced leg- 
islation, S. 589, the Homeland Security 
Federal Workforce Act, which passed 
the Senate with bipartisan support last 
year and is now in the House, to help 
rectify that problem. Other Members of 
Congress on both sides of the aisle have 
also introduced legislation to improve 
our intelligence and law enforcement 
workforce. 

This is why I am so disturbed by the 
news reports that senior members of 
the CIA are being forced to resign, are 
being pressured to fire subordinates, 
and there are fears that they may even 
be asked to tailor their analysis to sup- 
port the administration’s policies, ac- 
cording to the November 17, 2004, New 
York Times. I ask unanimous consent 
that the article be printed in the 
RECORD following my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

(See exhibit 1.) 

Mr. AKAKA. Among those who have 
been forced out or retired recently are 
the Deputy Director of the CIA, the 
Deputy Director of Operations, the sec- 
ond ranking member of the clandestine 
service, and the former head of the CIA 
bin Laden unit. Other resignations, re- 
tirements, or reassignments may fol- 
low. 

Apparently, Director Goss brought 
with him at least 4 former staffers 
from the House of Representatives and 
inserted them into senior positions at 
the agency where they have begun to 
force these resignations. 

This is troubling for two reasons: 
First, we cannot afford to lose any in- 
telligence personnel, especially sea- 
soned officers, in the midst of the war 
on terrorism. We have so few people we 
cannot fully staff the Terrorist Threat 
Integration Center, TTIC, that the 
President created to provide a coordi- 
nated counterterrorism response to the 
9/11 attacks. Secondly, our intelligence 
staff have been working 24/7 since the 
war on terrorism and the war in Iraq 
began. They need morale boosters, not 
the morale downers that come from the 
forced resignations of well-respected 
leaders. 

So desperate is the personnel situa- 
tion that the intelligence reform bill, 
S. 2845, now in conference, authorizes 
the establishment of a National Intel- 
ligence Reserve Corps for the tem- 
porary reemployment of former intel- 
ligence community employees during 
periods of emergency. 

Some would argue that the CIA is а 
“damaged agency" that needs to be re- 
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formed through ‘һата love." Perhaps 
that is the case. Perhaps the oper- 
ations directorate needs to be given 
new direction. I understand that both 
President Clinton and President Bush, 
in his first term, were focused on re- 
forming the clandestine operations 
through the efforts of Director Tenet 
and that those reforms were yielding 
results. But if those results are insuffi- 
cient, more needs to be done. 

If a ship needs to change course and 
requires a new crew, the new crew 
needs to knows both how to pilot a ship 
and how to plot à course. So far, the 
current upheaval at the Central Intel- 
ligence Agency makes me worry that 
the current new crew may not measure 
up to that challenge. I would like to be 
proved wrong because our national se- 
curity depends on it. 

EXHIBIT 1 
[From the New York Times, Nov. 17, 2004] 
NEW C.I.A. CHIEF TELLS WORKERS TO BACK 
ADMINISTRATION POLICIES 
(By Douglas Jehl) 

WASHINGTON, Nov. 16.—Porter J. Goss, the 
new intelligence chief, has told Central In- 
teligence Agency employees that their job 
is to "support the administration and its 
policies in our work," a copy of an internal 
memorandum shows. 

“As agency employees we do not identify 
with, support or champion opposition to the 
administration or its policies," Mr. Goss said 
in the memorandum, which was circulated 
late on Monday. He said in the document 
that he was seeking ‘‘to clarify beyond doubt 
the rules of the road." 

While his words could be construed as urg- 
ing analysts to conform with administration 
policies, Mr. Goss also wrote, ‘‘We provide 
the intelligence as we see it—and let the 
facts alone speak to the policymaker.” 

The memorandum suggested an effort by 
Mr. Goss to spell out his thinking as he em- 
barked on what he made clear would be a 
major overhaul at the agency, with further 
changes to come. The changes to date, in- 
cluding the ouster of the agency's clandes- 
tine service chief, have left current and 
former intelligence officials angry and un- 
nerved. Some have been outspoken, includ- 
ing those who said Tuesday that they re- 
garded Mr. Goss’s warning as part of an ef- 
fort to suppress dissent within the organiza- 
tion. 

In recent weeks, White House officials 
have complained that some C.I.A. officials 
have sought to undermine President Bush 
and his policies. 

At a minimum, Mr. Goss’s memorandum 
appeared to be a swipe against an agency de- 
cision under George J. Tenet, his predecessor 
as director of central intelligence, to permit 
a senior analyst at the agency, Michael 
Scheuer, to write à book and grant inter- 
views that were critical of the Bush adminis- 
tration's policies on terrorism. 

One former intelligence official said he saw 
nothing inappropriate in Mr. Goss's warning, 
noting that the C.I.A. had long tried to dis- 
tance itself and its employees from policy 
matters. 

* Mike exploited a seam in the rules and in- 
appropriately used it to express his own pol- 
icy views," the official said of Mr. Scheuer. 
“That did serious damage to the agency, be- 
cause many people, including some in the 
White House, thought that he was being 
urged by the agency to take on the presi- 
dent. I know that was not the case." 
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But a second former intelligence official 
Said he was concerned that the memorandum 
and the changes represented an effort by Mr. 
Goss to stifle independence. 

"If Goss is asking people to color their 
views and be à team player, that's not what 
people at C.LA. signed up for," said the 
former intelligence official. The official and 
others interviewed in recent days spoke on 
condition that they not be named, saying 
they did not want to inflame tensions at the 
agency. 

Some of the contents of Mr. Goss's memo- 
randum were first reported by The Wash- 
ington Post. A complete copy of the docu- 
ment was obtained on Tuesday by The New 
York Times. 

Tensions between the agency's new leader- 
Ship team, which took over in late Sep- 
tember, and senior career officials are more 
intense than at any time since the late 
1970's. The most significant changes so far 
have been the resignations on Monday of 
Stephen R. Kappes, the deputy director of 
operations, and his deputy, Michael Sulick, 
but Mr. Goss told agency employees in the 
memorandum that he planned further 
changes “іп the days and weeks ahead of ав” 
that would involve *'procedures, organiza- 
tion, senior personnel and areas of focus for 
our action." 

“T am committed to sharing these changes 
with you as they occur," Mr. Goss said in the 
memorandum. ‘І do understand it is easy to 
be distracted by both the nature and the 
pace of change. I am confident, however, 
that you will remain deeply committed to 
our mission." 

Mr. Goss’s memorandum included a re- 
minder that C.I.A. employees should ‘‘scru- 
pulously honor our secrecy oath" by allow- 
ing the agency's public affairs office and its 
Congressional relations branch to take the 
lead in all contacts with the media and with 
Congress. “We remain a secret organiza- 
tion," he said. 

Among the moves that Mr. Goss said he 
was weighing was the selection of a can- 
didate to become the agency's No. 2 official, 
the deputy director of central intelligence. 
The name being mentioned most often with- 
in the C.I.A. as a candidate, intelligence offi- 
cials said, is Lt. Gen. Michael V. Hayden of 
the Air Force, the director of the National 
Security Agency, which is responsible for 
intercepting electronic communications 
worldwide. The naming of à deputy director 
would be made by the White House, in a 
nomination subject to Senate confirmation. 

In interviews this week, members of Con- 
gress as well as current and former intel- 
ligence officials said one reason the overhaul 
under way had left them unnerved was that 
Mr. Goss had not made clear what kind of 
agency he intended to put in place. But Mr. 
Goss’s memorandum did little to spell out 
that vision, and it did not make clear why 
the focus of overhaul efforts to date appeared 
to be on the operations directorate, which 
carries out spying and other covert missions 
around the world. 

“It’s just very hard to divine what's going 
on over there," said Senator Ron Wyden, 
Democrat of Oregon, who said he and other 
members of the Senate intelligence com- 
mittee would be seeking answers at closed 
sessions this week. ‘‘But on issue after issue, 
there's à real question about whether the 
country and the Congress are going to get an 
unvarnished picture of our intelligence situ- 
ation at a critical time." 

Mr. Goss said in the memorandum that he 
recognized that intelligence officers were op- 
erating in an atmosphere of extraordinary 
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pressures, after a series of reports critical of 
intelligence agencies’ performance in the 
months leading up to the Sept. 11 attacks 
and the war in Iraq. 

“The I.C. and its people have been relent- 
lessly scrutinized and criticized,’’ he said, 
using an abbreviation for intelligence com- 
munity. ‘‘Intelligence-related issues have be- 
come the fodder of partisan food fights and 
turf-power skirmishes. All the while, the de- 
mand for our services and products against a 
ruthless and unconventional enemy has ex- 
panded geometrically and we are expected to 
deliver—instantly. We have reason to be 
proud of our achievements and we need to be 
smarter about how we do our work in this 
operational climate." 


илити 


LIFTING HOLD ON NOMINATION OF 
DEBORAH MAJORAS 


Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, last 
May, I announced my intention to ob- 
ject to any unanimous consent request 
for the Senate to take up the nomina- 
tion of Deborah Majoras to be the 
Chair of the Federal Trade Commis- 
sion, FTC. I did so because despite sev- 
eral requests, I had received no assur- 
ance from Ms. Majoras that under her 
leadership, the FTC would take any 
steps to address anticompetitive prac- 
tices that drive up gasoline prices na- 
tionwide and particularly in the Pa- 
cific Northwest. Oregon consumers 
typically pay some of the highest gaso- 
line prices in the Nation. 

Today, I received a letter from Ms. 
Majoras describing how she is moving 
forward on certain commitments she 
made to me concerning the FTC’s poli- 
cies for the oil and gasoline industry. 
In particular, she committed to consult 
with outside experts to get to the bot- 
tom of the differences between the 
Government Accountability Office, 
GAO, and the FTC on the impacts of 
the FTC oil merger policies on gasoline 
prices. Ms. Majoras’ letter states that 
she is working to do this by conducting 
a public review of the GAO report on 
the Effects of Mergers and Market Con- 
centration in the U.S. Petroleum In- 
dustry. Following that review, Ms. 
Majoras also promises to share her 
views with me on the GAO report. 

Ms. Majoras’ letter indicates she is 
making a good-faith effort to take a 
fresh look at the issues raised by the 
GAO report. In light of this and the 
other actions Ms. Majoras has initiated 
to get to the bottom of the reasons why 
consumers in my part of the country 
are paying such high gasoline prices, I 
will no longer object to any unanimous 
consent request for the Senate to take 
up Ms. Majoras’ nomination. I will, 
however, continue to closely monitor 
the FTC actions under Ms. Majoras’ 
leadership to ensure gasoline con- 
sumers are not overpaying at the 
pump. 

I ask unanimous consent that a copy 
of this statement along with Ms. 
Majoras’ letter be printed in the CON- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD. 
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There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION, 
Washington, DC, November 18, 2004. 
Hon. RON WYDEN, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR WYDEN, In response to your 
recent inquiries, I want to assure you that I 
am working to implement the actions that I 
laid out in my letter of June 10, 2004. For ex- 
ample, we are working on the public review 
by outside economic experts of the findings 
in the GAO Report, Energy Markets: Effects of 
Mergers and Market Concentration in the U.S. 
Petroleum Industry and the criticisms of that 
report. As you know, it is common for econo- 
mists to submit their work for peer review 
and discussion, and I believe that such an as- 
sessment would be useful. Given your inter- 
est in the report, I plan to share my views 
with you about the findings and conclusions 
of this public discussion once we have com- 
pleted that process. 

Here at the FTC, we are working at full 
throttle to protect American consumers; I 
look forward to working cooperatively with 
the Congress in the coming session on these 
efforts. 

Sincerely, 
DEBORAH PLATT MAJORAS. 


COMMENDING SECRETARY POW- 
ELL AND STATE DEPARTMENT 
ON MANAGING INTERNATIONAL 
GOVERNMENTAL RELATIONS 
FOR U.S. TERRITORIES 


Mr. CRAIG. Mr. President, as our col- 
leagues on the Senate Energy and Nat- 
ural Resources Committee will attest, 
it takes years of experience to under- 
stand some of the nuances of Federal 
law and policy applicable in American 
Samoa, Guam, Puerto Rico, the North- 
ern Mariana Islands and the U.S. Vir- 
gin Islands. Yet, our current Secretary 
of State has shown remarkable knowl- 
edge of the sometimes complex issues 
arising from official international ac- 
tivities of local territorial govern- 
ments. 

In responding to international issues 
arising from Federal-territorial rela- 
tions in the case of Puerto Rico, Sec- 
retary Powell has articulated sound 
principles that are relevant to Federal 
policy with respect to the other terri- 
tories as well. Specifically, the record 
should reflect the success of measures 
adopted by the Department of State to 
ensure that local government officials 
in the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico 
do not take official actions incon- 
sistent with the reservation of foreign 
relations powers to the federal govern- 
ment under the U.S. Constitution. 

The Department of State has tried to 
show flexibility and include territories 
in international programs and activi- 
ties when appropriate, as it does in the 
case of other domestic political sub- 
divisions. However, Department of 
State oversight and regulation of all 
official international activities by 
local territorial governments is nec- 
essary to preserve the constitutional 
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allocation of powers within the U.S. 
Federal system, especially as it relates 
to administration of territories with a 
political status defined by Federal 
statute rather than the U.S. Constitu- 
tion itself. In the case of Puerto Rico, 
Federal authority in all official inter- 
national matters is consistent with the 
Puerto Rico Federal Relations Act (64 
State. 319), and required by the status 
of the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico 
as a territory subject to the authority 
of Congress under Article IV, Section 3, 
Clause 2 of the U.S. Constitution. All 
powers of the local government remain 
subject to the supremacy of Federal 
law. 

The Department of State acted in the 
national interest and in the best long- 
term interest of our fellow citizens in 
Puerto Rico by not acquiescing in ac- 
tions by U.S. citizen officials of the 
local government Seeking inter- 
national recognition and treatment for 
Puerto Rico that are reserved for sov- 
ereign nations. The Department must 
continue to adhere to the simple rule 
that the Commonwealth should not be 
permitted to act officially in the inter- 
national sphere in a manner that would 
not be permitted for other political 
subdivisions, whether State, county, 
city or territorial, unless otherwise 
Specifically provided by Congress. 

By confirming the correct applica- 
tion of Federal law and policy in his 
cable to our embassies, Secretary Pow- 
ell has given diplomatic expression to 
the principles of federalism that apply 
to Puerto Rico and other U.S. terri- 
tories. This Powell Doctrine", if you 
will, ends the ambivalence and ambi- 
guity that have existed about these 
issues for too long. The Secretary of 
State applied the correct legal doctrine 
in these matters, based on the principle 
that the Federal Government conducts 
the foreign policy of the United States 
and all its citizens, which includes the 
U.S. citizens of Puerto Rico under its 
current status. 

The actions taken by the Department 
of State in this matter do not affect 
the process of self-determination as to 
the ultimate political status of Puerto 
Rico. Rather, this is a matter of con- 
firming and in à proper manner imple- 
menting Federal powers and respon- 
sibilities beyond the realm of local pol- 
itics regarding the status of the terri- 
tory, until informed self-determination 
recognized under Federal law and pol- 
icy leads to status resolution. Of 
course, neither local government pow- 
ers nor the terms for political status 
resolution can be determined unilater- 
ally by local law or political processes, 
because in each case Federal law is su- 
preme and only changes in Federal law 
can change the status or define the ex- 
tent that local governments can exer- 
cise sovereignty as to local matters. 

For making these realities clear, and 
doing so in an impartial and entirely 
fair way, it is appropriate to commend 
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our Secretary of State and the men and 
women of the U.S. State Department. 


EE 
TRIBUTE TO INTERNS 


Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, today I 
extend my appreciation to my fall 2004 
class of interns: Sonja Loges, Colleen 
Coffey, Lauryn Douglas, Cheri Rolfes, 
Sarah Helgen, Katie Callahan, Milan 
Dalal and Deborah Sundquist. Each of 
them has been of tremendous assist- 
ance to me and to the people of Iowa 
over the past several months. 

Since I was first elected to the Sen- 
ate in 1984, my office has offered in- 
ternships to young Iowans and other 
interested students. Through their 
work in the Senate, our interns have 
not only seen the legislative process, 
but also personally contributed to our 
Nation’s democracy. 

It is with much appreciation that I 
recognize Sonja, Colleen, Lauryn, 
Cheri, Sarah, Katie, Milan and Deborah 
for their hard work this fall. It has 
been a delight to watch them take on 
their assignments with enthusiasm and 
hard work. I am very proud to have 
worked with each of them. I hope they 
take from their fall a sense of pride in 
what they have been able to accom- 
plish, as well as an increased interest 
in public service and our democratic 
system and process. 


————— — 


TRIBUTE TO HOWARD TINBERG 
AND ROBERT BELL 


Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, it is a 
privilege to take this opportunity to 
commend two college professors in 
Massachusetts for the national rec- 
ognition they have won today. Pro- 
fessor of English Howard Tinberg at 
Bristol Community College in Fall 
River was named an Outstanding Com- 
munity College Professor of the Year, 
and Robert Bell, professor of English at 
Williams College in Williamstown, was 
named an Outstanding Baccalaureate 
College Professor of the Year. 

The awards were presented by the 
Council for Advancement and Support 
of Education and the Carnegie Founda- 
tion for the Advancement of Teaching. 
Four professors were recognized at 
each level of higher education—com- 
munity college, baccalaureate, mas- 
ters, and doctoral/research—for their 
outstanding teaching, their commit- 
ment to undergraduate students and 
their contribution to teaching as a pro- 
fession. 

Howard Tinberg teaches literature 
and composition, and is renowned for 
involving his students in researching 
the use of literacy in families and com- 
munities. He was instrumental in the 
establishment of the Writing Center at 
Bristol Community College and the 
Center for Teaching and Learning on 
the campus. He also serves as editor of 
the national journal. Teaching English 
in the Two-Year Colleges. 
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Robert Bell’s approach to teaching is 
grounded in his personal connections 
to his students and the exploration of 
literature through the details of the 
author’s language. In 1994, he founded a 
mentoring program for new faculty 


members, the Project for Effective 
Teaching, which brings teachers to- 
gether for weekly discussions, 


symposia and conferences. 

The Professors of the Year Program 
was created in 1981 and is the only na- 
tional program specifically designed to 
recognize excellence in undergraduate 
teaching and mentoring. This year's 
winners were selected from a pool of 
nearly 300 teachers nominated by their 
provosts and academic vice presidents 
and supported by colleagues, former 
Students, and current students. 

Massachusetts is proud of the na- 
tional recognition earned by these two 
distinguished educators who have dedi- 
cated their careers to improving the 
learning and lives of their students and 
colleagues, and I congratulate them for 
their impressive leadership. 


Ee 


ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 


HONORING AKO ABDUL-SAMAD 


e Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, today I 
would like to call my colleagues’ at- 
tention to the extraordinary work of 
one of my Iowa constituents. This 
year, Ako Abdul-Samad, a Des Moines- 
based activist, received the prestigious 
2004 National Caring Award for his 
work with at-risk youth in urban areas 
throughout Iowa. His organization, 
Creative Visions, was founded in 1996 
after gang violence killed a young 
woman in suburban Des Moines. By 
working with both community leaders 
as well as gang leaders, Ako has helped 
many youth overcome their troubled 
past. 

I am proud to call Ako Abdul-Samad 
not only a fellow Iowan, but also a 
friend. Since 1996, his organization has 
aided countless Iowa youth. Without 
his remarkable efforts and compassion, 
the urban areas of Iowa would not be 
the same. His progressive vision of to- 
day's youth places a positive outlook 
not only for the youth of today, but 
also the youth of the future. 

Mr. President, I ask that the fol- 
lowing magazine article be printed in 
the RECORD. 

'The article follows: 


[From the Caring Magazine, Dec., 2004] 


In 1996, a young woman from an outlying 
suburb of Des Moines, Iowa, was killed when 
caught in gang crossfire—a tragedy fre- 
quently played out in all too many American 
cities and towns. The community was out- 
raged, and many people approached local ac- 
tivist Ako Abdul-Samad and asked what 
could be done. He replied, ‘‘Let’s talk with 
the kids you're talking about. Let's hear 
what they need." 

And so Chuck Johnson, president and CEO 
of Pioneer Hi-Bred and president of the Des 
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Moines Chamber of Commerce, and Tom 
Glenn of the Des Moines Labor Institute met 
with Abdul-Samad for hours along with 14 of 
Des Moines' top gang leaders. Then Abdul- 
Samad met with the gang members alone, 
discussing an idea he had to build an organi- 
zation to help at-risk youth. 

Of the 14 gang leaders who showed up that 
day, six bought into Abdul-Samad's idea. 
And thus Creative Visions was born. The 
only thing the newly birthed organization 
asked of the six gang members who stayed 
on was to stop all of their illegal activity. 
“We didn't ask them to denounce their gang 
or to shed their gang colors," says Abdul- 
Samad. ‘‘And for two months we all worked 
out of my house—with members of the Crips, 
Bloods, Gangsta Disciples, and Vice Lords 
coming and going, much to my neighbors' 
wary curiosity. 

“After the two months, we met again with 
the president of Pioneer Hi-Bred, among oth- 
ers. The gang members walked in wearing 
their colors, and then shortly into the meet- 
ing they all got up and walked out. I kept on 
talking, and it seemed like they weren't 
coming back, so I began to apologize to the 
president and attendees. Just then, all of 
them walked in again dressed in business 
suits ready to give their individual presen- 
tations. Tears streamed down my face." 

In the eight years that have since passed, 
only one of the six original gang members 
who agreed to work with Abdul-Samad re- 
turned to his former ways, and now even he 
is starting to put his life back together 
again. 

From that small but powerful beginning, 
Abdul-Samad estimates that Creative Vi- 
sions has probably taken more guns and 
drugs off the street than any other organiza- 
tion in the Midwest. Their secret? Very sim- 
ple, really. Give the so-called ‘‘lost-to-the- 
Streets" youth and young adults a cus- 
tomized, holistic program of self-develop- 
ment, and you will see them transform into 
self-sufficient, productive citizens. The seeds 
for Creative Visions were planted 15 years 
before its formal founding. “I had a contract 
to visit and work in the prisons statewide," 
says Abdul-Samad. ‘‘One day I was in the in- 
take center where all the prisoners come 
once they are sentenced. I met a 16-year-old 
who was about to serve an adult sentence, 
and before I left he asked me to tell his dad 
and uncles when I saw them that he was OK. 
I thought he meant when I got back to Des 
Moines to look them up. But no, he said his 
dad was in one state prison and his uncles 
were in another. Then I learned that all of 
them had been to El Dora, a well-known 
boys’ training school that supposedly helped 
troubled youth avoid a life of crime. Obvi- 
ously, we were failing to turn young lives 
around." 

Abdul-Samad began to research the prob- 
lem. He resigned his prison contract and 
went to work for a Des Moines organization 
called Urban Dreams, where he worked with 
kids already at El Dora. ‘‘But I wanted to 
catch the kids before they got to that insti- 
tution," explains Abdul-Samad. ‘‘And I was 
tired of hearing people say we can fix kids. 
You can’t ‘fix’ a child or an adult. You can 
provide resources for them to fix themselves 
because if the motivation to change doesn't 
come from their own heart, it doesn't work." 

It was at that time that the young woman 
in Des Moines was killed in the crossfire, 
providing a catalyst to test Abdul-Samad's 
concept. ‘‘With Creative Visions we showed 
the kids we were willing to give them an op- 
portunity," Abdul-Samad affirms. ‘‘We gave 
them a new family to belong to. We gave 
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them an opportunity to have a building— 
that gave them ownership because they put 
the graffiti on the walls. Every young person 
who was here in 1996 was involved in all as- 
pects of Creative Visions. We didn’t do one 
program without their input. We would do 
focus groups until we got it right. And they 
saw me walking the talk." 

And then came 1997 and a personal tragedy 
that tested Abdul-Samad's faith and ability 
to continue to ‘‘walk the talk." In December 
his only son, Little Ako,” was shot to death 
by a young man named Rodney. ‘‘When I 
went to the hospital, it was full of young 
people waiting to see what I would do," 
Abdul-Samad recalls. “Тһе police declared it 
an accidental shooting. My family wanted 
me to press charges and send the killer to 
jail. And the gang members wanted to kill 
Rodney. I will tell you now that the walk be- 
came very difficult for me. I worked hard at 
just trying to think straight. Sometimes I 
wouldn't know what I was doing. 

"I prayed for guidance. Within à week, I 
called à press conference and had Rodney 
and his mother there. And I forgave Rodney 
in public. I said that I’ve already lost my son 
and that it would do no good to lose another 
young man. I said if I could forgive him, who 
had the right not to? And then I took Rod- 
ney home with me for the next four or five 
days. 

“I think this is what the fate of Creative 
Visions, because the kids and young adults 
now saw me walk the talk despite my per- 
sonal pain. They saw I was willing to keep on 
giving, no matter what it cost. And not only 
me. There was another staff person whose 
Son was shot and killed in a street not far 
from our office. The kids could see that there 
are people who work here that are in pain, 
but they keep on going." Lest one label 
Abdul-Samad and his co-workers “го1е mod- 
els," he is quick to correct the term: ‘‘We 
don't use the term ‘role model; we use ‘goal 
model. Too many times we put our role 
models upon pedestals; we don't allow them 
to be human, which hinders their giving. We 
think a ‘goal model’ allows someone to make 
mistakes, to learn from those mistakes, and 
to grow. As goal models we ‘model’ setting 
goals, striving to reach those goals, and 
making those goals a reality.” 

Certainly part of what makes Creative Vi- 
Sions work is its peer counselors—some of 
whom are former gang members, drug ad- 
dicts, and dealers themselves. They are espe- 
cially able to form trusting relationship with 
young people who know they have ‘‘been 
there, done that." 

Like many dedicated to a life of service, 
Abdul-Samad's reward is not accolades. ‘‘A 
reward is when à young street person, whom 
everyone else had given up on, goes through 
our program and then walks in the door one 
day and shows you their diploma, or tells 
you they've gone back to school, or shares 
the career path they've chose to pursue. 
Nothing is more rewarding than to watch 
someone who is struggling and wearing a 
look of despair suddenly transform. You can 
begin to see hope in their eyes and the begin- 
ning of a smile." 

There are many aspects of inner-city life 
that are not pretty. Abdul-Samad and his co- 
workers come face to face with often grim 
and gritty circumstances that most people 
would not want to even hear about, much 
less confront. Teen pregnancies, venereal 
diseases, drug overdoses, stabbings, are all 
part of the realities Creative Visions' coun- 
selors face each day. Abdul-Samad credits 
his relationship with God with helping him 
get through his pain. He also copes through 
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the pen—often writing poetry at 3 a.m., 
which relaxes him and had led to the release 
of his first book, A Deeper Truth/Relevations 
From the Soul. 

Abdul-Samad has spent most of his 538 
years giving to others. Even as a child he 
tended to wounded animals or fixed broken 
bicycles and then gave them away to neigh- 
borhood kids. By the time he was 18, he was 
aligned with an organization that fed 300 
children each morning—long before the 
school system began offering free breakfasts. 
“This was all during the 1960s, a good time in 
which to have grown up because of all the 
consciousness-raising going  on—women's 
rights, civil rights, human rights," says 
Abdul-Samad. “Апуопе young who got 
caught up in the counter-culture movement 
at that time couldn’t help but identify with 
people who were struggling." 

After eight years, the vision Ako Abdul- 
Samad conceived and built is flourishing. Al- 
most two dozen programs are now operating 
through his center, from computer classes to 
12-step meetings. Since its inception, Cre- 
ative Visions has attracted and helped more 
than 6,500 men, women, and at-risk children 
and youth. Now calls are coming in from cit- 
ies around the United States—and other 
countries including Mexico, the Netherlands, 
and Nigeria—also interested in starting simi- 
lar organizations. 

Abdul-Samad knows that many of the bat- 
tles he undertakes won’t be won in his life- 
time. But his philosophy is to plant a seed, 
and he has planted many.e 


EE 
REVEREND CECIL WILLIAMS 


e Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I wish to 
recognize and share with my colleagues 
the compassion and dedication of Rev- 
erend Cecil Williams in honor of his 40 
years of community service to the San 
Francisco community. 

Reverend Williams has been Pastor of 
San Francisco’s Glide Memorial 
Church since the early 1960s. He has 
built a community congregation of 
over 10,000 members and is recognized 
as a national leader on the leading edge 
of social change. 

Reverend Williams has led Glide Me- 
morial Church to be a political voice 
for equal rights and a safe haven for 
the oppressed. His congregation has 
lent its support to those who speak out 
on national issues of importance, such 
as the Vietnam war, nuclear weapon 
development, affirmative action and 
HIV/AIDS prevention. 

When Reverend Williams joined Glide 
Memorial Church in the 1960s, he trans- 
formed it into a sacred space that hon- 
ors diversity, expression, and the cele- 
bration of life. 

I would like to share a couple exam- 
ples of Reverend Williams’ tremendous 
work. In the 1960s, Reverend Williams 
launched a free meal program at Glide 
that expanded in the 1980s to providing 
three meals a day to the hungry and 
homeless. The program currently 
Serves over 1 million meals a year to 
members of the larger San Francisco 
community. 

In the 1990s, feeling the need to reach 
out to those involved in drug abuse, 
Reverend Williams took his message 
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against drugs into the community, 
using à bullhorn in front of housing 
projects to call addicts and dealers out 
to recovery. 

As Reverend Williams begins his 40th 
year at Glide Memorial Church, he is 
now serving as Glide's CEO and Min- 
ister of National and International 
Ministries. He continues to bring forth 
new ideas on how to battle the prob- 
lems inflicting the San Francisco com- 
munity, including poverty, drug abuse, 
violence and despair. He is à respected 
and revered leader who brings together 
people searching for acceptance, social 
justice and spiritual growth. 

I hope you will all join me in cele- 
brating the remarkable service of Rev- 
erend Cecil Williams for the past 40 
years at Glide Memorial Church. I wish 
him many more years of rewarding ex- 
periences to the San Francisco commu- 
nity and beyond.e 


EE 


IN TRIBUTE TO RHODE ISLAND 
BROADCASTING LEGEND SALTY 
BRINE 


e Mr. CHAFEE. Mr. President, I want 
to pay tribute to a great Rhode Is- 
lander who passed away on Election 
Day: Walter L “Salty” Brine. 

Salty Brine was a local broadcasting 
legend one might even say he was the 
voice of Rhode Island. For half a cen- 
tury, he hosted the morning program 
on WPRO-AM. It was Salty’s voice that 
thrilled three generations of school- 
children on snowy mornings with the 
announcement, ‘‘No school, Foster- 
Glocester!" 

Salty’s show was the soundtrack of a 
Rhode Island morning. The sound of his 
voice conjures up the following scene: 
It is dark outside, a bowl of steaming 
oatmeal is on the kitchen table, there 
is a mad scramble to locate a missing 
mitten before the school bus arrives. 

Salty would preside over the recount- 
ing of the news and the weather. His 
wife Mickie would call in and give a re- 
port on what birds were at the 
birdfeeder. We would be on the edges of 
our seats waiting for him to say our 
school was closed. I suppose it is fair to 
say that Rhode Islanders associate 
Salty Brine with that singular elation 
aroused by a snow day. Salty was the 
ultimate bearer of good news. 

Of course, Salty’s career encom- 
passed much more than reading the 
rollcall of school closures. From 1958 to 
1968, he hosted a children’s television 
program called ‘‘Salty Brine's Shack," 
which costarred his collie Jack and 
ended reliably with the admonition, 
“Brush your teeth and say your pray- 
ers!" Having lost a leg in a train acci- 
dent when he was a boy, Salty was a 
firm support and wonderful example for 
youngsters who were coping with a 
similar disability. Salty would dem- 
onstrate how the loss of a limb really 
would not set them back one bit. 

Many charitable endeavors benefited 
from Salty's talent, energy, and good 
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name. He was especially involved in 
the Big Brothers of Rhode Island, the 
Muscular Dystrophy Association, and 
was a board member, appropriately 
enough, of Save the Bay. Cardi’s Fur- 
niture for whom he had recorded a 
trademark commercial—honored Salty 
for his service to our community just 
last year. 

Born in 1918, Salty’s life was framed 
by Red Sox World Series victories. This 
is entirely appropriate, as Salty was an 
ardent and devoted fan and even had 
aspired to be a ball player. Just last 
August, on Rhode Island Day at 
Fenway Park, Salty Brine was given 
the well-deserved honor of throwing 
out the first pitch. 

Like the Big Blue Bug and Mr. Po- 
tato Head, Salty Brine, with his skip- 
per’s hat, was a Rhode Island icon, a 
one-of-a-kind and endearing institution 
that bound all Rhode Islanders to- 
gether in a single fond experience. He 
was so much a part of our landscape 
that the legislature renamed a Narra- 
gansett State beach after him. The 
Salty Brine Beach endures as a perma- 
nent affirmation of our affection for 
our Salty. 

Salty Brine was married to his first 
wife, Marion, known to all as Mickie, 
for 56 years. She died in 2000. He is sur- 
vived by his wife, Roseanna, and his 
son Wally, who co-hosts the ‘‘Loren & 
Wally Morning Show’’ on WROR-FM in 
Boston. 

Rhode Island will miss him.e 


EE 
RETIREMENT OF VEE BURKE 


e Mr. ROCKEFELLER. Mr. President, I 
commend Ms. Vee Burke for her years 
of public service ав a member of the 
Congressional Research Service, CRS. 
She has demonstrated an enormous ca- 
pacity for public service and tremen- 
dous insight on social policy. In over 30 
years working for the CRS, Vee has 
proven herself to be a true expert in 
the field of public welfare. 

Through her hard work and dedica- 
tion, Vee has provided background re- 
ports and thoughtful analysis of low- 
income programs, especially welfare 
reform. Members need timely and clear 
information in order to make informed 
policy decisions. Vee has provided such 
information for many years. Her abil- 
ity to immerse herself in the specific 
details of each program assured the 
completeness of her reports, and her 
consistent presence from one year to 
the next was essential in maintaining 
an overview of the larger welfare sys- 
tem that the individual programs col- 
lectively represent. 

At the end of this month, Vee will be 
retiring from CRS. While she will be 
missed, she has certainly earned the 
right to move on to the next phase of 
her life. The legacy she leaves behind 
will be difficult to match. Having been 
honored for her outstanding perform- 
ance numerous times, it is clear that 
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Ms. Burke has earned the respect of her 
colleagues within CRS, congressional 
Members and staff, and the larger re- 
search and policy community as a 
whole. Though many of them will 
never know her name, her knowledge 
and commitment to public service has 
affected the lives of millions of Ameri- 
cans. It is with the deepest respect and 
admiration that I thank Ms. Burke 
here today and wish her the best in all 
of her future ventures.e 


EE 


LEWIS AND CLARK NATIONAL 
HISTORIC PARK 


e Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, today, on 
behalf of the residents of Clatsop Coun- 
ty, OR, I pay tribute to public servants 
who are usually referred to here in the 
U.S. Senate as nameless and faceless 
bureaucrats. I express my gratitude to 
the dedicated staff of the National 
Park Service staff at the newly des- 
ignated Lewis and Clark National His- 
toric Park—in particular, the super- 
intendent, Chip Jenkins. 

Fort Clatsop and the Lewis and Clark 
National Historic Park, which sits in 
the northwest corner of Oregon, serves 
as the exclamation mark to the Lewis 
and Clark expedition across this vast 
continent. Established in 1958, this unit 
of the national park system has grown 
to be one of the most popular tourist 
attractions along the northern Oregon 
Coast. For 46 years, this park has en- 
deavored to tell the story of the Lewis 
and Clark Expedition and its impact on 
the settlement of the Pacific North- 
west. 

In preparation for the upcoming 
Lewis and Clark Bicentennial festivi- 
ties, Chip Jenkins and his staff at the 
Fort have served as a driving force in 
planning, facilitating and coordinating 
region-wide efforts to help tell the tale 
of Lewis and Clark in the great Pacific 
Northwest. Along with many key mem- 
bers of the community, Chip’s vision 
and leadership abilities have cul- 
minated in the recent passage of the 
Lewis and Clark National Historical 
Park Designation Act, which brings 
several State parks from both Oregon 
and Washington in partnership with 
the National Park Service to tell a 
comprehensive story of the Lewis and 
Clark experience at the mouth of the 
magnificent Columbia River. This Act 
was recently signed into law by Presi- 
dent Bush on October 30, 2004. 

Chip has made such an impact on the 
State of Oregon that the Oregon Busi- 
ness magazine recently named him one 
of Oregon’s top 50 Great Leaders. Well 
known in his community for his role at 
Fort Clatsop, Chip still finds time for 
involvement in other local organiza- 
tions and efforts such as the Astoria 
Children’s Museum. 

Mr. President, I offer my words of ap- 
preciation for Chip Jenkins and his 
staff at the Lewis and Clark National 
Historic Park for their dedication to 
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the public good. With the peak of Lewis 
and Clark Bicentennial celebrations 
coming in the summer of 2005, there is 
still much work to do. But I am con- 
fident that they will succeed and leave 
a legacy lasting well beyond this sea- 
son of celebration. While the public 
servants of our many Federal agencies 
are often faceless and nameless to us in 
Congress, they are considered friends 
and partners in the communities they 
serve.e 


— E 


IN RECOGNITION OF RICHARD 
WOOD 


e Mr. CARPER. Mr. President, I rise 
today in recognition of Richard Wood, 
CEO of Wawa Inc. and to commend 
him and his company's commitment 
and dedication to Delaware and sur- 
rounding States. As CEO of Wawa, 
Richard Wood has instilled in his asso- 
ciates the wisdom to do the right 
thing, and this core value enables the 
company to place a high priority on 
local community involvement. I thank 
him for all that he and his associates 
have done to make Delaware a better 
place. 

The company began in 1803 and was 
incorporated in 1865 as the Millville 
Manufacturing Company. Millville’s 
owner, George Wood, lived in Philadel- 
phia and brought his family to Wawa, a 
rural town in Delaware County, PA. 
The original house where his family 
lived had a red tile roof, and is now the 
site of Wawa’s present headquarters, 
hence the name “Беа Roof" for Wawa’s 
corporate offices. In 1902, George Wood 
took an interest in dairy farming and 
started a small milk processing plant 
in Wawa, specializing in the home de- 
livery of milk. By the 1960s, the grand- 
son of George Wood, Grahame Wood, 
recognized the changing economic 
trends and had the vision to expand by 
selling milk in convenience stores. In 
April 1964, the first Wawa Food Market 
was opened in Folsom, PA. 

One of the founding principles of 
Wawa is a commitment to the local 
communities that they serve. Today 
Wawa’s core value of ‘‘people helping 
people" guides Wawa and its employees 
to give back to those in need. Just 
some of Wawa's charitable causes in- 
clude support for children's health, 
cancer research, AIDS research, domes- 
tic violence, heart disease and hunger. 
A few of the organizations benefiting 
from the Good Neighbor program in- 
clude: Food Bank of Delaware, Contact 
Delaware, AIDS Delaware, The United 
Way and The Salvation Army. 

Wawa has made a tremendous dif- 
ference in its efforts to raise funds to 
help eliminate Sudden Infant Death 
Syndrome. SIDS, the unexplained 
death of an apparently healthy infant, 
is the leading cause of death in infants 
between one month and one year of 
age. This deadly syndrome has im- 
pacted the lives of countless Delaware 
families. 
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Since 1997, Wawa and the CJ Founda- 
tion for SIDS have held Walk-a-Thons 
on the second Sunday in September. 
Walks are held at 12 locations in their 
five trading areas: New Jersey, Penn- 
sylvania, Delaware, Maryland, and Vir- 
ginia. With the strong support of Wawa 
area managers, supervisors and store 
personnel, Wawa has raised more than 
$1.5 million over the last 8 years. Not 
only have Wawa customers, vendors 
and associates given generously of 
their time to make the SIDS walks an 
enormous success, but countless Wawa 
associates volunteer to work the phone 
banks in New York City each year for 
the benefit of the CJ Foundation for 
SIDS Radiothon. Howard  Stoeckel, 
President, and Harry McHugh, Senior 
Vice President, have both spoken on 
the Radiothon on behalf of Wawa and 
their involvement in the fight against 
SIDS. 

Money raised at the Wawa Walk-a- 
Thons is used to fund research to find 
the cause of SIDS and to educate par- 
ents on how to reduce the risk of SIDS. 
Proceeds from the walks have helped 
volunteer grassroots SIDS organiza- 
tions expand to regional professional 
non-profits. Thousands of families have 
greatly benefited from the national 
“Cribs For Kids" program, which re- 
ceives funding from the Wawa Walk-a- 
Thons. This program distributes cribs 
to low-income families to help them 
provide a safe sleep environment for 
their babies. 

Throughout all this, one steady influ- 
ence has been the leadership of Richard 
Wood, Wawa’s CHO, who leads by his 
example in defining Wawa’s culture 
and values. Born and raised in Pennsyl- 
vania, Richard graduated in 1956 from 
St. Paul’s School, Concord, NH. He 
went on to receive his B.S. in Com- 
merce from the University of Virginia 
in 1961, and an LLB from the Univer- 
sity of Pennsylvania Law School in 
1964. After graduating from law school, 
Mr. Wood served as a law clerk for one 
year in the Federal Court of the East- 
ern District of Pennsylvania for the 
Honorable Francis L. Van Dusen. He 
then joined the law firm of Mont- 
gomery, McCracken, Walker and 
Rhoads in Philadelphia, PA. In June of 
1970, Mr. Wood joined Wawa, Inc. as 
General Counsel. He served in various 
capacities until becoming President in 
June 1977 and Chief Executive Officer 
in January 1981. Richard and his wife 
Jean reside in Wawa, PA. 

Richard serves on several boards, in- 
cluding the Children’s Hospital of 
Philadelphia, Greater Philadelphia 
Chamber of Commerce CEO Council for 
Growth, Pardee Resources Company, 
and QuikTrip Corporation. He has 
served as director for many organiza- 
tions, including: Greater Philadelphia 
First, CoreStates Bank, N.A., Sheetz, 
Inc., Convenience Store, Foundation 
for Education and Research, Globe 
Ticket Company, Millville Savings & 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


Loan Association, Overbrook School 
for the Blind, The Home of the Merciful 
Savior, The Philadelphia City Insti- 
tute, Philadelphia Charity Ball, Inc., 
Crime Prevention Association, Upland 
Country Day School, Board of Man- 
agers of the Assemblies and Ludwig In- 
stitute. Richard was also past Board 
Chairman of the National Association 
of Convenience Stores, PQ Corporation, 
Riddle Memorial Hospital, and Gulph 
Mills Golf Club (past President). 
Richard Wood will be retiring as 
Wawa’s CEO at the end of 2004, and will 
assume the position of Chairman of the 
Board of Wawa Inc. I rise today to rec- 
ognize Richard Wood and thank him 
for his compassion and leadership, and 
for the tremendous contributions he 
and the associates at Wawa have made 
to Delaware. I thank them for their 
commitment to strengthening all the 
communities that they serve.e 


=== 


TERRY R. CARLSTROM 


e Mr. SARBANES. Mr. President, I pay 
tribute today to Terry R. Carlstrom, à 
distinguished and respected steward of 
our Nation's natural and cultural re- 
Sources. Terry is retiring after more 
than four decades of dedicated public 
Service in the U.S. Department of the 
Interior, including 8 years as Director 
of the National Park Service’s Na- 
tional Capital Region. I want to extend 
my personal congratulations and 
thanks for his many years of service 
and contributions to protecting and en- 
hancing our national treasures. 

Throughout his career, Terry has dis- 
tinguished himself for his leadership 
and commitment to public service and 
to managing some of our Nation's most 
precious natural and cultural ге- 
Sources. Beginning as à young forester 
at Bridger National Forest in Wyoming 
in the early 1960s, Terry also served in 
the Bureau of Indian Affairs and the 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service before 
joining the National Park Service in 
1972. He quickly advanced to positions 
in senior management in the National 
Park Service including Chief of Plan- 
ning for the Denver Service Center 
Western Team and the Alaska Regional 
Office, Associate Regional Director for 
Professional Services in the National 
Capital Region and, most recently, as 
Regional Director. 

During his 22-year tenure in the Na- 
tional Capital Region, I had the oppor- 
tunity to work closely with Terry and 
members of his staff on a number of 
National Park initiatives in the State 
of Maryland and the broader Wash- 
ington metropolitan region including 
land acquisitions at Monocacy Battle- 
field, the renovation of the Baltimore- 
Washington Parkway, the restoration 
of historic structures in the C&O Canal 
National Historical Park, at Fort 
Washington, and the restoration and 
joint management of Glen Echo Park 
in Montgomery County. Terry was also 
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responsible for the difficult task of 
overseeing the construction and dedi- 
cation of the Franklin D. Roosevelt 
Memorial, the Korean Veteran War Me- 
morial, and the World War II Memo- 
rial, among other monuments. I know 
firsthand the extraordinary leadership 
and expertise Terry brought not only 
to the National Parks and Monuments 
in this region, but equally important, 
to building and encouraging one of the 
finest, most professional teams of Fed- 
eral employees in the Nation. 

The legacy of Terry Carlstrom's 41- 
year career can be seen in our national 
parks across the country and especially 
here in the National Capital region but 
it can also be seen in the people who 
have been fortunate enough to come to 
know him. He has earned the admira- 
tion and respect of his colleagues in 
the National Park Service as well as 
the visitors to the parks he has worked 
to improve. It is my firm conviction 
that public service is one of the most 
honorable callings, one that demands 
unwavering dedication to the citizens 
and country they serve. Throughout 
his career, Terry has exemplified this 
commitment to his country and to his 
fellow citizens. I want to extend my 
personal congratulations to Terry on 
his very distinguished career and join 
with his friends and coworkers in wish- 
ing him well in the years ahead.e 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO A DISTINGUISHED 
IOWA EDUCATOR, ANGIE KING 


e Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, one of 
the great joys of my job as Senator is 
working closely with talented, dedi- 
cated Iowans from all walks of life. I 
take a moment to salute one of those 
exceptional people, one of Iowa’s most 
distinguished public educators, Angie 
King. 

Angie King has dedicated her life to 
children and public education, first as 
a classroom teacher, later as two-term 
president of the 32,000-member Iowa 
State Education Association, and, 
until her retirement this week, as a 
senior staff member of that Associa- 
tion. 

The fact is that, as an educator-lead- 
er, Angie King speaks with a special 
authority that can only come from dec- 
ades of experience on the front line as 
a classroom teacher. For 21 years, she 
taught elementary students in the Des 
Moines public schools. Of all the titles 
Angie King has held in the course of 
her career, she prizes none more highly 
than the simple title of ‘‘teacher.”’ 

Angie King, as a teacher, leader and 
advocate is one reason why Iowa public 
schools are among the most respected 
and highest achieving in the United 
States. The marketplace claims that 
you get what you pay for. But in Iowa, 
when it comes to teachers, we get far, 
far better than we pay for. Despite 
modest salaries, my state is blessed 
with an extraordinary cadre of talented 
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teachers. And most folks in Iowa know 
this and appreciate it. We hold our 
teachers in special esteem. And we’re 
grateful for the long hours—and the 
generous hearts that they bring to 
their jobs. 


For many people, there is a defining 
moment in their careers. For Angie 
King, that moment came one day in 
1972 when she missed a staff meeting at 
her elementary school. The next day, 
she discovered she has been elected in 
absentia to serve as a local representa- 
tive of the Des Moines Education Asso- 
ciation. Some people are born leaders; 
some people pursue leadership; and 
some people have leadership thrust 
upon them. That’s what happened to 
Angie King. But she embraced her new 
role and responsibilities with energy 
and excellence. 


As an association representative, she 
became more interested in the world of 
education beyond the four walls of her 
own classroom. She became a tireless 
activist, going on to serve as vice presi- 
dent of the Des Moines Education Asso- 
ciation, a charter member of the ISEA 
Women’s Caucus, an elected member of 
ISEA’s executive committee, and, in 
1985, chair of the ISEA Political Action 
Committee. 


In 1990, Angie King was elected to 
serve the first of two terms as presi- 
dent of the Iowa State Education Asso- 
ciation. She was one of a handful of 
women in history to be elected ISHA 
president, and the first elementary 
school teacher to hold that office. 


In her farewell address at the conclu- 
sion of her second term in 1994, Angie 
King shared one of her favorite quotes 
from Albert Camus: “Іп the midst of 
winter I find there is in me an invin- 
cible summer." “Тһаб simple state- 
ment," she told the ISEA Delegate As- 
sembly, ‘‘captures the very essence of 
who we are and what we do. In every 
child there is an invincible summer. It 
is our responsibility to nurture it and 
to foster it. And in each one of us there 
is, too, an invincible summer. It's what 
keeps us going back day after day, year 
after year, in the midst of sometimes 
very cold and dreary conditions." 


Since 1994, Angie King has served as 
the political action specialist for the 
Iowa State Education Association. 
With her retirement this week, she 
concludes a distinguished career in 
public education spanning three and a 
half decades. 


Angie King has made a real dif- 
ference as a dedicated teacher, leader, 
and champion of public education. I 
know that she is looking forward to 
spending time nurturing the garden she 
has neglected while nurturing the chil- 
dren of Iowa. I am deeply grateful for 
her service, and I wish her all the best 
in the years ahead.e 
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THE PROJECT MANAGEMENT 
INSTITUTE 


e Mr. TALENT. Mr. President, I rise 
today to salute the members of the 
Metro St. Louis Chapter of the Project 
Management Institute, in celebration 
of the chapter's 10th anniversary. 

The Metro St. Louis chapter of PMI 
is dedicated to providing its members 
with services and forums to further the 
field of project management within the 
St. Louis region. 

Internationally, PMI supports over 
125,000 members in 140 countries. PMI 
members practice and study project 
management in many different indus- 
try areas, including aerospace, auto- 
motive, business management, con- 
struction, engineering, financial serv- 
ices, information technology, pharma- 
ceuticals and telecommunications. 

Over time, PMI has become, and con- 
tinues to be, one of the leading profes- 
sional associations in project manage- 
ment. PMI’s professional certification 
of Project Management Professional, 
or PMP, is highly respected across nu- 
merous industries. Professionals who 
have earned this credential are recog- 
nized daily for their value-added con- 
tributions to the organizations they 
Serve. 

The St. Louis chapter was founded on 
October 14, 1994, as the 71st chapter of 
PMI. At that time, the chapter had 24 
charter members. Today, the St. Louis 
chapter is recognized as one of the fast- 
est growing national chapters with 
over 600 members, more than 100 of 
whom have become certified PMPs. 
The chapter's board members and vol- 
unteers host monthly dinner and edu- 
cational meetings, and they provide 
ongoing support for special events in- 
cluding national speaker presentations 
and PMP certification workshops. 

The members of the St. Louis chap- 
ter are working professionals from re- 
gional businesses that include Fortune 
500 companies, Federal, State and local 
government agencies, as well as mid- 
to-small size companies, start-ups and 
not-for-profits. Their efforts are impor- 
tant to the overall success of the re- 
gion. I am honored to share their ac- 
complishments with my colleagues, 
and I wish them all the best for the fu- 
ture.e 


a 


ST. LOUIS HURLING CLUB 
NATIONAL CHAMPIONS 


• Mr. BOND. Mr. President, I wish to 
pay special tribute to the St. Louis 
Hurling Club on their National Cham- 
pionship of the North American Gaelic 
Athletic Association, Junior-C Division 
on September 3, 2004. 

The St. Louis Hurling Club was 
founded in the Summer of 2002 by Paul 
C. Rohde, Daniel D. Lapke, and Patrick 
O’Connor. Their vision included intro- 
ducing the sport of hurling to the 
greater metropolitan area of St. Louis, 
MO., creating opportunities to play the 
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sport, and developing strong St. Louis 
representation in nationwide competi- 
tion. 

In just 2 short years the St. Louis 
Hurling Club has expanded to a four- 
team league, and has become the sec- 
ond-largest club of primarily Amer- 
ican-born hurlers in North America. In 
just the first year of existence, the 
Gaelic Athletic Association extended 
the rare invitation to the St. Louis 
Hurling Club to join twenty-one other 
cities to the North American County 
Board. In September 2004, the St. Louis 
Hurling Club traveled to Colorado and 
returned with the National Champion- 
ship by defeating clubs from Mil- 
waukee and Seattle. 

Paul Rohde, Daniel Lapke, and Pat- 
rick O’Connor are to be commended for 
their vision, leadership, and introduc- 
tion of the ancient Irish sport as well 
as the continued growth of Irish cul- 
ture to St. Louis. MO. Again, I wish to 
congratulate the St. Louis Hurling 
Club on their National Championship 
and wish them future success as they 
continue to evolve.e 


EES 


MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE 


At 10:08 a.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mr. Hays, one of its reading clerks, an- 
nounced that the House passed the bill 
(S. 1301) to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to prohibit video 
voyeurism in the special maritime and 
territorial jurisdiction of the United 
States, and for other purposes, with an 
amendment. 

The message also announced that the 
House agreed to the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H.R. 1118) to author- 
ize an exchange of land at Fort Fred- 
erica National Monument, and for 
other purposes. 

The message further announced that 
the House agreed to the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H.R. 1284) to 
amend the Reclamation Projects Au- 
thorization and Adjustment Act of 1992 
to increase the Federal share of the 
costs of the San Gabriel Basin dem- 
onstration project. 

The message also announced that the 
House agreed to the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H.R. 1417) to amend 
title 17, United States Code, to replace 
copyright arbitration royalty panels 
with Copyright Royalty Judges, and 
for other purposes. 

The message further announced that 
the House agreed to the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H.R. 1446) to 
support the efforts of the California 
Missions Foundation to restore and re- 
pair the Spanish colonial and mission- 
era missions in the State of California 
and to preserve the artworks and arti- 
facts of these missions, and for other 
purposes. 

The message further announced that 
the House agreed to the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H.R. 1964) to as- 
sist the States of Connecticut, New 
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Jersey, New York, and Pennsylvania in 
conserving priority lands and natural 
resources in the Highlands region, and 
for other purposes. 

The message further announced that 
the House agreed to the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H.R. 3936) to 
amend title 38, United States Code, to 
authorize the principal office of the 
United States Court of Appeals for Vet- 
erans Claims to be at any location in 
the Washington, D.C., metropolitan 
area, rather than only in the District 
of Columbia, and expressing the sense 
of Congress that a dedicated Veterans 
Courthouse and Justice Center should 
be provided for that Court and those it 
serves and should be located, if fea- 
sible, at a site owned by the United 
States that is part of or proximate to 
the Pentagon Reservation, and for 
other purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
House agreed to the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H.R. 4516) to require 
the Secretary of Energy to carry out a 
program of research and development 
to advance high-end computing. 

The message further announced that 
the House agreed to the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H.R. 4593) to es- 
tablish wilderness areas, promote con- 
servation, improve public land, and 
provide for the high quality develop- 
ment in Lincoln County, Nevada, and 
for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
House passed the following bills, with- 
out amendment: 

S. 484. An act to authorize the Secretary of 
Agriculture to sell or exchange all or part of 
certain parcels of National Forest System 
land in the State of Idaho and use the pro- 
ceeds derived from the sale or exchange for 
National Forest System purposes. 

S. 487. An act to provide for adjustments to 
the Central Arizona Project in Arizona, to 
authorize the Gila River Indian Community 
water rights settlement, to reauthorize and 
amend the Southern Arizona Water Rights 
Settlement Act of 1982, and for other pur- 
poses. 

S. 1146. An act to implement the rec- 
ommendations of the Garrison Unit Tribal 
Advisory Committee by providing authoriza- 
tion for the construction of a rural health 
care facility on the Fort Berthold Indian 
Reservation, North Dakota. 

S. 1241. An act to establish the Kate 
Mullany National Historic Site in the State 
of New York, and for other purposes. 

S. 1466. An act to facilitate the transfer of 
land in the State of Alaska, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 1727. An act to authorize additional ap- 
propriations for the Reclamation Safety of 
Dams Act of 1978. 

S. 2042. An act for the relief of Rocco A. 
Trescota of Fort Lauderdale, Florida. 

S. 2302. An act to improve access to physi- 
cians in medically underserved areas. 

S. 2484. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to simplify and improve pay 
provisions for physicians and dentists and to 
authorize alternate work schedules and exec- 
utive pay for nurses, and for other purposes. 

б. 2486. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to improve and enhance hous- 
ing, education, and other benefits under the 
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laws administered by the Secretary of Vet- 
erans Affairs, and for other purposes. 

S. 2965. An act to amend the Livestock 
Mandatory Price Reporting Act of 1999 to 
modify the termination date for mandatory 
price reporting. 

The message further announced that 
the House agreed to the concurrent res- 
olution (S. Con. Res. 145) to correct the 


enrollment of H.R. 1417, without 
amendment. 
At 4:57 p.m., a message from the 


House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mr. Hays, one of its reading clerks, an- 
nounced that the House has passed the 
following bills and joint resolutions, in 
which it requests the concurrence of 
the Senate: 


H.R. 5868. Ап act to authorize salary ad- 
justments for Justices and judges of the 
United States for fiscal year 2005. 

H.R. 5364. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 5505 Stevens Way in San Diego, California, 
as the “Еаг1 В. Gilliam/Imperial Avenue 
Post Office Building". 

H.J. Res. 111. Joint resolution appointing 
the day for the convening of the first session 
of the One Hundred Ninth Congress. 


The message also announced that the 
House has agreed to the following con- 
current resolution, in which it requests 
the concurrence of the Senate: 


H. Con. Res. 430. Concurrent resolution rec- 
ognizing the importance of early diagnosis, 
proper treatment, and enhanced public 
awareness of Tourette Syndrome and sup- 
porting the goals and ideals of National 
Tourette Syndrome Awareness Month. 


SR 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 


The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc- 
uments, and were referred as indicated: 


EC-9807. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense, Comptroller, Depart- 
ment of Defense, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a violation of the 
Antideficiency Act, case number 03-05, rel- 
ative to the U.S. Army Depot Support Activ- 
ity-Far East, Seoul, Korea; to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

ЕС-9808. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense, Comptroller, Depart- 
ment of Defense, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a violation of the 
Antideficiency Act, case number 98-05, rel- 
ative to the United States Property and Fis- 
cal Office for Colorado; to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

ЕС-9809. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense, Comptroller, Depart- 
ment of Defense, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a violation of the 
Antideficiency Act, case number 03-02, rel- 
ative to 2000 Operation and Maintenance, 
Navy appropriation; to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

EC-9810. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Office of Management and Budget, Exec- 
utive Office of the President, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a supplemental update of 
the Budget; referred jointly to the Commit- 
tees on Appropriations and the Budget. 

EC-9811. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture, transmitting, a draft 
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of proposed legislation entitled ‘‘Forest 
Service and Community Partnership En- 
hancement Act’’; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

ЕС-9812. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture, transmitting, a draft 
of proposed legislation ‘‘to establish a sys- 
tem for withholding or disclosing informa- 
tion obtained through the animal identifica- 
tion system established by the Secretary, 
and for other purposes"; to the Committee 
on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

ЕС-9813. A communication from the Con- 
gressional Review Coordinator, Animal and 
Plant Health Inspection Service, Department 
of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of à rule entitled “Ріпе Shoot 
Beetle Hose Material from Canada" (Doc. No. 
00-073-2) received on October 25, 2004; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

EC-9814. A communication from the Con- 
gressional Review Coordinator, Animal and 
Plant Health Inspection Service, Department 
of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Bees and 
Related Articles" (Doc. No. 98-1092) received 
on October 25, 2004; to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC-9815. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Bacillus 
Pumilus Strain QST 2808; Exemption from 
the Requirement of a Tolerance" (FRL#7684— 
4) received on November 4, 2004; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For- 
estry. 

EC-9816. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Deltamethrin; Pesticide Tolerance” 
(FRL#7683-5) received on November 4, 2004; 
to the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry. 

EC-9817. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“РугасІозігоріп; Pesticide Tolerances" 
(FRL#7681-9) received on November 4, 2004; 
to the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry. 

EC-9818. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Thifensulfuron-methyl; Tolerance Actions" 
(FRL#7683-2) received on November 4, 2004; 
to the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry. 

EC-9819. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, a report relative to resource 
management of a contract a private con- 
tractor to manage activities on Federal 
lands within the Stanislaus National Forest; 
to the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry. 

EC-9820. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Defense Procurement and Acquisition 
Policy, Department of Defense, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Quality Control of Aviation Critical 
Safety Items and Related Services" (DFARS 
Case 2003-D101) received on October 14, 2004; 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC-9821. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Defense Procurement and Acquisition 
Policy, Department of Defense, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled *Indian Incentive Program" (DFARS 
Case 2002-D033) received on October 14, 2004; 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 
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ЕС-9822. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Defense Procurement and Acquisition 
Policy, Department of Defense, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled Berry Amendment Changes" (DFARS 
Case 2003-D099) received on October 14, 2004; 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC-9823. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Defense Procurement and Acquisition 
Policy, Department of Defense, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Definition of Terrorist Country" 
(DFARS Case 2003-D098) received on October 
14, 2004; to the Committee on Armed Serv- 
ices. 

EC-9824. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Defense Procurement and Acquisition 
Policy, Department of Defense, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Acquisition Plans—Corrosion Pre- 
vision and Mitigation" (DFARS Case 2004- 
D004) received on October 14, 2004; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

ЕС-9825. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Defense Procurement and Acquisition 
Policy, Department of Defense, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled “Personal Services Contracts" 
(DFARS Case 2003-D103) received on October 
14, 2004; to the Committee on Armed Serv- 
ices. 

EC-9826. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Defense Procurement and Acquisition 
Policy, Department of Defense, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Consolidation of Contract Require- 
ments" (DFARS Case 2003-D109) received on 
October 14, 2004; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

EC-9827. A communication from the Chief 
of Naval Personnel, Department of the Navy, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
the notification of a decision to convert to 
contractor performanoe a function of the De- 
partment of Defense performed by 290 DoD 
civilian employees; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

EC-9828. A communication from the Direc- 
tor for Administration and Management, Of- 
fice of the Secretary of Defense, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, a report relative to 
the cost for planning, design, construction, 
and installation for the renovation of Wedges 
2 through 5 of the Pentagon; to the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services. 

EC-9829. A communication from the Acting 
Under Secretary of Defense, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report relative to pur- 
chases from foreign entities in Fiscal Year 
2003; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC-9830. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of Defense, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a retirement; to the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services. 

EC-9831. A communication from the Prin- 
cipal Deputy for Personnel and Readiness, 
Office of the Under Secretary of Defense, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report of 
the authorization to wear the insignia of 
brigadier general; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

EC-9832. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense for Personnel and Read- 
iness, Department of Defense, transmitting, 
the report of a retirement; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

EC-9833. A communication from the Prin- 
cipal Deputy for Personnel and Readiness, 
Office of the Under Secretary of Defense, De- 
partment of Defense, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the approval to wear the insignia of 
leutenant general; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

EC-9834. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary of Defense for Health Affairs, 
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Department of Defense, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, a report of the Findings and Rec- 
ommendations from the Department of De- 
fense and the Department of Veterans’ Af- 
fairs; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC-9835. A communication from the Prin- 
cipal Deputy for Personnel and Readiness, 
Office of the Under Secretary of Defense, De- 
partment of Defense, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a report of the authorization to wear 
the insignia of the grade of rear admiral 
(ower half); to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

EC-9836. A communication from the Prin- 
cipal Deputy for Personnel and Readiness, 
Office of the Under Secretary of Defense, De- 
partment of Defense, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a report of the authorization to wear 
the insignia of the grade of vice admiral; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC-9837. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Defense Procurement and Acquisition 
Policy, Department of Defense, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Extension of Partnership Agree- 
ment—8(a) Program" (DFARS Case 2004- 
D015) received on October 26, 2004; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

EC-9838. A communication from the Acting 
Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition, 
Technology, and Logistics, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the government-wide 
progress report and the DoD supplement re- 
quired by the Federal Financial Assistance 
Management Improvement Act; to the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services. 

ЕС-9839. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Director for Executive and Political Per- 
sonnel, Department of Defense, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of the dis- 
continuation of service in acting role for the 
position of Deputy Under Secretary of De- 
fense for Logistics and Materiel Readiness, 
Department of Defense, received on October 
26, 2004; to the Committee on Armed Serv- 
ices. 

ЕС-9840. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Director for Executive and Political Per- 
sonnel, Department of Defense, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a nomi- 
nation for the position of Deputy Under Sec- 
retary of Defense for Logistics and Materiel 
Readiness, Department of Defense, received 
on October 26 , 2004; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

ЕС-9841. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Director for Executive and Political Per- 
sonnel, Department of Defense, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a nomi- 
nation rejected, withdrawn, or returned for 
the position of Under Secretary of Defense 
for Logistics and Material Readiness, De- 
partment of Defense, received on October 26, 
2004; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

ЕС-9842. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Director for Executive and Political Per- 
sonnel, Department of Defense, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a nomi- 
nation for the position of Assistant Sec- 
retary of the Navy for Financial Manage- 
ment and Comptroller, Department of De- 
fense, received on October 26, 2004; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

ЕС-9843. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Director for Executive and Political Per- 
sonnel, Department of Defense, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a nomi- 
nation for the position of Secretary of the 
Army, Department of Defense, received on 
October 26, 2004; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

ЕС-9844. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Director for Executive and Political Per- 
sonnel, Department of Defense, transmit- 
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ting, pursuant to law, the report of a nomi- 
nation for the position of Assistant Sec- 
retary of the Navy for Installations and En- 
vironment, Department of Defense, received 
on October 26, 2004; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

ЕС-9845. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Director for Executive and Political Per- 
sonnel, Department of Defense, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a va- 
cancy for the position of General Counsel, 
Department of the Army, Department of De- 
fense, received on October 26, 2004; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

ЕС-9846. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Director for Executive and Political Per- 
sonnel, Department of Defense, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a nomi- 
nation confirmed for the position of Under 
Secretary of the Navy, Department of De- 
fense, received on October 26, 2004; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

EC-9847. A communication from the Acting 
Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition, 
Technology, and Logistics, Department of 
Defense, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re- 
port entitled ‘‘Department of Defense Fiscal 
Year 2003 Environmental Quality Program 
Annual Report”; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

ЕС-9848. A communication from the Prin- 
cipal Deputy for Personnel and Readiness, 
Office of the Under Secretary of Defense for 
Personnel and Readiness, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, a report of the approval to 
wear the insignia of brigadier general; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

ЕС-9849. A communication from the Fed- 
eral Register Certifying Officer, Financial 
Management Service, Department of the 
Treasury , transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘““Endorsement 
and Payment of Checks Drawn on the United 
States Treasury’’ (RIN1510-AA99) received on 
October 18, 2004; to the Committee on Bank- 
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC-9850. A communication from the Dep- 
uty General Counsel for Equal Opportunity 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Housing and Urban Development, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a nomi- 
nation for the position of Assistant Sec- 
retary for Community Development, Depart- 
ment of Housing and Urban Development, re- 
ceived on October 14, 2004; to the Committee 
on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC-9851. A communication from the Dep- 
uty General Counsel for Equal Opportunity 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Housing and Urban Development, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a nomi- 
nation confirmed for the position of Asso- 
ciate General Counsel for Human Resources 
Law, Department of Housing and Urban De- 
velopment, received on October 14, 2004; to 
the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

EC-9852. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report on the national 
emergency declared in Executive Order 12978 
with respect to significant narcotics traf- 
fickers centered in Colombia; to the Com- 
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af- 
fairs. 

EC-9853. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report on the national 
emergency declared in Executive Order 13067 
with respect to Sudan ; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC-9854. A communication from the Chair- 
man and President, Export-Import Bank of 
the United States, transmitting, pursuant to 
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law, the report of a transaction involving 
U.S. exports to Malaysia; to the Committee 
on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs . 

EC-9855. A communication from the Acting 
General Counsel, Federal Emergency Man- 
agement Agency, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Changes in 
Flood Elevation Determinations; 69 FR 
51380” (44 CFR 65) received on October 14, 
2004; to the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs. 

EC-9856. A communication from the Acting 
General Counsel, Federal Emergency Man- 
agement Agency, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Changes in 
Flood Elevation Determinations; 69 FR 
51875" (44 CFR 65) received on October 14, 
2004; to the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs. 

EC-9857. A communication from the Acting 
General Counsel, Federal Emergency Man- 
agement Agency, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Changes in 
Flood Elevation Determinations; 69 FR 
51873" (44 CFR 65) received on October 14, 
2004; to the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs. 

EC-9858. A communication from the Acting 
General Counsel, Federal Emergency Man- 
agement Agency, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Final 
Flood Elevation Determinations; 69 FR 
51888" (44 CFR 67) received on October 14, 
2004; to the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs. 

ЕС-9859. A communication from the Acting 
General Counsel, Federal Emergency Man- 
agement Agency, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Final 
Flood Elevation Determinations; 69 FR 
51882" (44 CFR 67) received on October 14, 
2004; to the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs. 

ЕС-9860. A communication from the Acting 
General Counsel, Federal Emergency Man- 
agement Agency, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Suspen- 
sion of Community Eligibility; 69 FR 58885” 
(44 CFR 64) received on October 14, 2004; to 
the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

ЕС-9861. A communication from the Chair- 
man, Federal Housing Finance Board, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the Board’s strategic plan for 
fiscal years 2003 through 2008, the Board's an- 
nual performance plan for fiscal year 2004, 
and the Board's annual performance budget 
for fiscal year 2005; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC-9862. A communication from the Chief 
Financial Officer and Assistant Secretary for 
Administration, Department of Commerce, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Depart- 
ment's Annual Progress Report to Congress; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC-9863. A communication from the Attor- 
ney Advisor, Maritime Administration, De- 
partment of Transportation, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
"Amended Service Obligation Reporting Re- 
quirements for State Maritime Academy 
Graduates" (RIN2133-AB61) received on Octo- 
ber 18, 2004; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-9864. A communication from the Attor- 
ney Advisor, Maritime Administration, De- 
partment of Transportation, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
"Electronic Options for Transmitting Cer- 
tain Information Collection Responses to 
MARAD" (RIN2133-AB64) received on Octo- 
ber 18, 2004; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 
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ЕС-9865. A communication from the Attor- 
ney Advisor, Maritime Administration, De- 
partment of Transportation, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Amended Service Obligation Reporting Re- 
quirements for U.S. Merchant Marine Acad- 
ету Graduates" (RIN2133-AB66) received on 
October 18, 2004; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

ЕС-9866. A communication from the Senior 
Attorney, Research and Special Programs 
Administration, Department of Transpor- 
tation, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re- 
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Hazardous Materials; 
Compatibility with the Regulations of the 
International Atomic Energy Agency; Cor- 
rection; Final Rule" (RIN2187-AD40) received 
on October 18, 2004; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-9867. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Commission, East Central Re- 
gion, Federal Trade Commission, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled “Tire Advertising and Labeling 
Guides" received on October 14, 2004; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

ЕС-9868. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of Energy, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report relative to the status of Exxon 
and Stripper Well oil overcharge funds; to 
the Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

EC-9869. A communication from the Fed- 
eral Register Liaison Officer, Office of Sur- 
face Mining, Department of the Interior, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Coal Production Fees" 
(RIN1029-AC46) received on October 13, 2004; 
to the Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

ЕС-9870. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife, and Parks, 
Fish and Wildlife Service, Department of the 
Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘Endangered and 
Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Designation 
of Critical Habitat for the Mariana Fruit Bat 
and Guam Micronesian Kingfisher on Guam 
and the Mariana Crow on Guam and in the 
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Is- 
lands" (RIN1018-AI25) received on October 13, 
2004; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

EC-9871. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife, and Parks, 
Fish and Wildlife Service, Department of the 
Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Endangered and 
Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Interim 
Rule for the Beluga Sturgeon (Huso buso)" 
(RIN1018-AU02) received on October 18, 2004; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub- 
lic Works. 

ЕС-9872. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of Congressional Affairs, Office of Gen- 
eral Counsel, Nuclear Regulatory Commis- 
sion, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re- 
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Adjustment of Civil 
Penalties for Inflation and Accompany Revi- 
sions to NRC Enforcement Policy" (RIN3150- 
AH55) received on October 26, 2004; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC-9873. A communication from the Chair- 
man, Nuclear Regulatory Commission, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, a report on the sta- 
tus of the Commission's licensing and regu- 
latory duties; to the Committee on Environ- 
ment and Public Works. 

EC-9874. A communication from the Acting 
General Counsel, Federal Emergency Man- 
agement Agency, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Hazard 
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Mitigation Planning and Hazard Mitigation 
Grant Program" (RIN1660-AA17) received on 
October 14, 2004; to the Committee on Envi- 
ronment and Public Works. 

ЕС-9875. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Customs and Border Protection, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Prototypes Used Solely for Product 
Development, Testing, Evaluation, or Qual- 
ity Control Purposes" (RIN1505-AB32) re- 
ceived on November 4, 2004; to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

EC-9876. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, a 
report relative to trade and investment op- 
portunities in Libya; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

ЕС-9877. A communication from the Regu- 
lations Coordinator, Centers for Medicare 
and Medicaid Services, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
"Medicare Program; Home Health Prospec- 
tive Payment System Rate Update for Cal- 
endar Year 2005” (RIN0938-AM93) received on 
October 26, 2004; to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

ЕС-9878. A communication from the Acting 
Chief, Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
"Treatment as Qualified Dividend Income 
for Purposes of Section l1(h)11)" (Notice 
2004-70) received on October 22, 2004; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

ЕС-9879. A communication from the Acting 
Chief, Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
*2004 Base Period T-Bill Rate" (Rev. Rul. 
2004-99) received on October 22, 2004; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

EC-9880. A communication from the Acting 
Chief, Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Coordinated Issues: Transfer of Sale of 
Compensatory Options or Restricted Stock 
to Related Persons" (UIL:9300.28-00) received 
on October 22, 2004; to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

EC-9881. A communication from the Acting 
Chief, Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
"Applicable Federal Rates—November 2004" 
(Rev. Rul. 2004-102) received on October 22, 
2004; to the Committee on Finance. 

ЕС-9882. A communication from the Acting 
Chief, Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
"Appeals Settlement Guidelines:  Inter- 
mediary Transactions Tax Shelters” 
(UIL:9300.16-00) received on October 22, 2004; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

ЕС-9883. A communication from the Acting 
Chief, Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘Coordinated Issue: Notice 2002-21 Tax Shel- 
ter" (UIL9300.19.00) received on October 22, 
2004; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC-9884. A communication from the Acting 
Chief, Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Bureau of Labor Statistics Price Indexes 
for Department Stores—August 2004" (Rev. 
Rul. 2004-101) received on October 22, 2004; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

EC-9885. A communication from the Acting 
Chief, Publications and Regulations Branch, 
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Internal Revenue Service, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Information Reporting and Other Guidance 
Distributions with Respect to Securities 
Issued by Foreign Corporations" (Notice 
2004-71) received on October 22, 2004; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

EC-9886. A communication from the Acting 
Chief, Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Information Reporting Under Section 6050P 
for Discharges of Indebtedness” (RIN1545— 
AY35) received on October 22, 2004; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

ЕС-9887. A communication from the Acting 
Chief, Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Update of Revenue Ruling 96063 901(j) List” 
(Rev. Rul. 2004-103) received on October 22, 
2004; to the Committee on Finance. 

ЕС-9888. A communication from the Acting 
Chief, Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“October-December 2004 Bond Factor 
Amounts” (Rev. Rule 2004-100) received on 
October 22, 2004; to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

ЕС-9889. A communication from the Acting 
Chief, Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Section 1397E—Allocation of National Lim- 
itation for Qualified Zone Academy Bonds 
for Year 2004” (Rev. Proc. 2004-61) received 
on October 22, 2004; to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

ЕС-9890. A communication from the Acting 
Chief, Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Classification of Certain Foreign Entities" 
(Notice 2004-68) received on October 22, 2004; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

ЕС-9891. A communication from the United 
States Trade Representative, Executive Of- 
fice of the President, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a report relative to the United 
States-Bahrain Free Trade Agreement; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

EC-9892. A communication from the Regu- 
lations Officer, Social Security Administra- 
tion, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re- 
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Representative Pay- 
ment Under Titles II , VIII, and XVI of the 
Social Security Act" (RIN0960-AF83) re- 
ceived on October 26, 2004; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

EC-9893. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary for Legislative Affairs, De- 
partment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Schedule 
of Fees for Consular Services, Department of 
State and Overseas Embassies and Con- 
sulates" (RIN1400-AB94) received on October 
18, 2004; to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

EC-9894. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Legal Adviser for Treaty Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of the texts and background 
statements of international agreements, 
other than treaties; to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

EC-9895. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Legal Adviser for Treaty Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of the texts and background 
statements of international agreements, 
other than treaties; to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

ЕС-9896. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Strategic Human Resources Policy, Of- 
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fice of, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re- 
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Cost-of-Living Allow- 
ances (Nonforeign Areas); Methodology 
Changes" (RIN3206-AK29) received on Octo- 
ber 25, 2004; to the Committee on Govern- 
mental Affairs. 

ЕС-9897. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Trade and Development Agency, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the Agency’s re- 
port of the Office of Inspector General for 
Fiscal Year 2004; to the Committee on Gov- 
ernmental Affairs. 

ЕС-9898. A communication from the Chair- 
man, Office of General Counsel, Federal 
Election Commission, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Co- 
ordinated and Independent Expenditures by 
Party Committees’’ received on November 4, 
2004; to the Committee on Rules and Admin- 
istration. 

ЕС-9899. A communication from the Chair- 
man, Office of General Counsel, Federal 
Election Commission, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Co- 
ordinated and Independent Expenditures by 
Party Committees’’ received on November 4, 
2004; to the Committee on Rules and Admin- 
istration. 

ЕС-9900. A communication from the Acting 
Under Secretary for Health, Veterans’ 
Health Administration, Department of Vet- 
erans’ Affairs, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report entitled “УА Research: Serving 
Our Nations’ Veterans’’; to the Committee 
on Veterans’ Affairs. 

ЕС-9901. A communication from the Office 
of Registration Policy and Management, 
Veterans’ Benefits Administration, Depart- 
ment of Veterans’ Affairs, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Presumptions of Service Connection for 
Diseases Associated with Service Involving 
Detention or Internment as a Prisoner of 
War" (RIN2900-AM09) received on October 26, 
2004; to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 


ES 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Ms. COLLINS, from the Committee on 
Governmental Affairs, with an amendment: 

S. 346. A bill to amend the Office of Federal 
Procurement Policy Act to establish a gov- 
ernmentwide policy requiring competition in 
certain executive agency procurements 
(Rept. No. 108-415). 

By Mr. BENNETT, from the Joint Eco- 
nomic Committee: 

Special Report entitled “Тһе 2004 Joint 
Economic Report” (Rept. No. 108-416). 


— EE 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


The following bills and joint resolu- 
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con- 
Sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. SCHUMER (for himself, Mr. 
BIDEN, and Mr. DURBIN): 

S. 2995. A bill to permanently extend the 
income tax deduction for college tuition ex- 
penses; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. SCHUMER: 

S. 2996. A bill to provide for an additional 
place of holding court in the northern dis- 
trict of New York, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. INHOFE: 

S. 2997. A bill to amend section 1928 of the 

Social Security Act to encourage the produc- 
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tion of influenza vaccines by eliminating the 
price cap applicable to the purchase of such 
vaccines under contracts entered into by the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services, to 
amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
establish a tax credit to encourage vaccine 
production capacity, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. INHOFE: 

S. 2998. A bill to promote the development 
of the emerging commercial human space 
flight industry, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

By Mr. HATCH: 

S. 2999. A bill for the relief of Heilit Mar- 
tinez; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COLEMAN (for himself and Mr. 
FEINGOLD): 

S. 3000. A bill to postpone the extension of 
normal trade relations to the products of 
Laos; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. TALENT: 

S. 3001. A bill entitled the “Hybrid HOV 
Access Act”; to the Committee on Environ- 
ment and Public Works. 

By Mr. BOND (for himself and Mr. KEN- 
NEDY): 

S. 3002. A bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to direct the Secretary of De- 
fense to carry out a program to provide a 
support system for members of the Armed 
Forces who incur severe disabilities; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. REID (for himself and Mr. EN- 
SIGN): 

S. 3003. A bill to direct the Secretary of the 
Interior to convey to the City of Henderson, 
Nevada, certain Federal land located in the 
City, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. ROCKEFELLER: 

S. 3004. A bill to amend chapter 99 of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to clarify that 
certain coal industry health benefits may 
not be modified or terminated; to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

By Ms. STABENOW (for herself, Mr. 
CRAIG, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. 
JEFFORDS, and Mr. ROCKEFELLER): 

S. 3005. A bill to allow State Homeland Se- 
curity Program grant funds to be used to pay 
costs associated with the attendance of part- 
time and volunteer first responders at ter- 
rorism response courses approved by the Of- 
fice for State and Local Government Coordi- 
nation and Preparedness; to the Committee 
on Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Florida: 

S. 3006. A bill to amend the Haitian Ref- 
ugee Immigration Fairness Act of 1998; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEVENS (for himself and Mr. 
BAUCUS): 

S. 3007. A bill to require the Secretary of 
the Treasury to mint coins in commemora- 
tion of the founding of America’s National 
Parks, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af- 
fairs. 


SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 


The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. INHOFE: 

S. Res. 470. A resolution honoring the life 
of astronaut Leroy Gordon Cooper, Jr; con- 
sidered and agreed to. 
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By Mr. DURBIN: 

S. Res. 471. A resolution authorizing the 
printing of tributes and other related mate- 
rials in honor of the late Senator Paul 
Simon; considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. McCAIN (for himself, Mr. 
LuGAR, Mr. LIEBERMAN, Mr. BIDEN, 
and Mr. HAGEL): 

S. Res. 472. A resolution to honor the peo- 
ple of Georgia on the first anniversary of the 
Rose Revolution; considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. McCAIN (for himself, Mr. 
LUGAR, Mr. SMITH, Mr. LIEBERMAN, 
Mr. GRAHAM of South Carolina, Mr. 
HAGEL, and Mr. BIDEN): 

S. Res. 473. A resolution urging the Gov- 
ernment of Ukraine to ensure a democratic, 
transparent, and fair election process for the 
Presidential run-off election on November 21, 
2004; considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. NELSON of Florida: 

S. Con. Res. 147. A concurrent resolution 
expressing the sense of Congress that the De- 
partment of Defense should continue to exer- 
cise its statutory authority to support the 
activities of the Boy Scouts of America, in 
particular the periodic national and world 
Boy Scout Jamborees; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

By Mr. BINGAMAN: 

S. Con. Res. 148. A concurrent resolution 
honoring the life and contribution of Yogi 
Bhajan, a leader of the Sikhs, and expressing 
condolences to the Sikh community on his 
passing; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOLLINGS (for himself, Mr. 
NELSON of Florida, Mr. LoTT, and Mr. 
BREAUX): 

S. Con. Res. 149. A concurrent resolution 
commending the National Oceanic and At- 
mospheric Administration and its employees 
for its dedication and hard work during Hur- 
ricanes Charley, Frances, Ivan, and Jeanne; 
considered and agreed to. 


ee 


ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 


8. 282 

At the request of Ms. SNOWE, the 
names of the Senator from Washington 
(Mrs. MURRAY) and the Senator from 
Oregon (Mr. WYDEN) were added as co- 
sponsors of S. 282, a bill to amend the 
Education Sciences Reform Act of 2002 
to require the Statistics Commissioner 
to collect information from coeduca- 


tional secondary schools on such 
schools’ athletic programs. 
8. 2163 


At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. LAUTENBERG) was added as a со- 
sponsor of S. 2163, a bill to establish a 
national health program administered 
by the Office of Personnel Management 
to offer health benefits plans to indi- 
viduals who are not Federal employees, 
and for other purposes. 

8. 2395 

At the request of Mr. CONRAD, the 
names of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. COCHRAN), the Senator from Okla- 
homa (Mr. INHOFE), the Senator from 
Louisiana (Ms. LANDRIEU) and the Sen- 
ator from Colorado (Mr. CAMPBELL) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 2395, a 
bill to require the Secretary of the 
Treasury to mint coins in commemora- 
tion of the centenary of the bestowal of 
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the Nobel Peace Prize on President 
Theodore Roosevelt, and for other pur- 
poses. 
8. 2433 
At the request of Mr. BINGAMAN, the 
name of the Senator from Utah (Mr. 
HATCH) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2438, a bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to allow self-em- 
ployed individuals to deduct health in- 
surance costs in computing self-em- 
ployment taxes. 
8. 2558 
At the request of Mr. DODD, the name 
of the Senator from Mississippi (Mr. 
COCHRAN) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 2553, a bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to provide for 
coverage of screening ultrasound for 
abdominal aortic aneurysms under part 
B of the medicare program. 
8. 2568 
At the request of Mr. BIDEN, the 
names of the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. 
AKAKA), the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. ALEXANDER), the Senator from 
Colorado (Mr. ALLARD), the Senator 
from Minnesota (Mr. COLEMAN), the 
Senator from Texas (Mr. CORNYN), the 
Senator from Minnesota (Mr. DAYTON), 
the Senator from Nebraska (Mr. 
HAGEL), the Senator from Washington 
(Mrs. MURRAY), the Senator from Ne- 
braska (Mr. NELSON), the Senator from 
Florida (Mr. NELSON), the Senator from 
Oregon (Mr. SMITH) and the Senator 
from New Hampshire (Mr. SUNUNU) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 2568, a 
bill to require the Secretary of the 
Treasury to mint coins in commemora- 
tion of the tercentenary of the birth of 
Benjamin Franklin, and for other pur- 
poses. 
S. 2613 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mrs. LINCOLN) was added as à cospon- 
sor of S. 2618, a bill to amend the Pub- 
lic Health Service Act to establish a 
Scholarship and loan repayment pro- 
gram for public health preparedness 
workforce development to eliminate 
critical public health preparedness 
workforce shortages in Federal, State, 
and local public health agencies. 
8. 2657 
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the 
name of the Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
ALLEN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2657, a bill to amend part III of title 5, 
United States Code, to provide for the 
establishment of programs under which 
supplemental dental and vision bene- 
fits are made available to Federal em- 
ployees, retirees, and their dependents, 
to expand the contracting authority of 
the Office of Personnel Management, 
and for other purposes. 
S. 2889 
At the request of Mr. ALEXANDER, the 
names of the Senator from Utah (Mr. 
BENNETT), the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. BAUCUS), the Senator from Michi- 
gan (Ms. STABENOW), the Senator from 
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Connecticut (Mr. LIEBERMAN), the Sen- 
ator from Maryland (Ms. MIKULSKI), 
the Senator from North Carolina (Mrs. 
DOLE), the Senator from Nebraska (Mr. 
NELSON), the Senator from South Caro- 
lina (Mr. HOLLINGS), the Senator from 
Kentucky (Mr. MCCONNELL), the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana (Mr. BREAUX), the 
Senator from Kansas (Mr. ROBERTS), 
the Senator from Kentucky (Mr. 
BUNNING), the Senator from Illinois 
(Mr. FITZGERALD), the Senator from Or- 
egon (Mr. WYDEN), the Senator from 
North Dakota (Mr. CONRAD), the Sen- 
ator from Illinois (Mr. DURBIN) and the 
Senator from Alaska (Ms. MURKOWSKI) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 2889, a 
bill to require the Secretary of the 
Treasury to mint coins celebrating the 
recovery and restoration of the Amer- 
ican bald eagle, the national symbol of 
the United States, to America's lands, 
waterways, and skies and the great im- 
portance of the designation of the 
American bald eagle as an endangered 
Species under the Endangered Species 
Act of 1973, and for other purposes. 
S. 2978 

At the request of Mr. REID, the name 
of the Senator from Arizona (Mr. 
MCCAIN) was added as à cosponsor of S. 
2978, a bill relating to State regulation 
of access to hunting and fishing. 

S. RES. 269 

At the request of Mr. LEVIN, the 
name of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr. SPECTER) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. Res. 269, a resolution urg- 
ing the Government of Canada to end 
the commercial seal hunt that opened 
on November 15, 2003. 


EE 


STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


By Mr. SCHUMER (for himself, 
Mr. BIDEN, and Mr. DURBIN): 

S. 2995. A bill to permanently extend 
the income tax deduction for college 
tuition expenses; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of the 
bill be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the bill was 
ordered to be printed in the Record, as 
follows: 

S. 2995 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. PERMANENT EXTENSION OF TUITION 
DEDUCTION. 

(a) REPEAL OF TERMINATION CLAUSE.—Sec- 
tion 222 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
is amended by striking subsection (e). 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to payments 
made in taxable years beginning after De- 
cember 31, 2005. 

(c) PROVISION MADE PERMANENT.—Title IX 
of the Economic Growth and Tax Relief Rec- 
onciliation Act of 2001 (relating to sunset of 
provisions of such Act) shall not apply to 
section 431 of such Act. 


By Mr. INHOFE: 
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б. 2997. A bill to amend section 1928 
of the Social Security Act to encourage 
the production of influenza vaccines by 
eliminating the price cap applicable to 
the purchase of such vaccines under 
contracts entered into by the Sec- 
retary of Health and Human Services, 
to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to establish a tax credit to encour- 
age vaccine production capacity, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, there 
was a lot of hysteria a short time ago 
about the flu vaccine and the fact it 
was not available to a lot of people. 
There are several problems. One, the 
flu vaccine production currently takes 
approximately 6 months. I am intro- 
ducing a bill that will expedite that 
and will have the sense of the Senate 
to steer the NIH research dollars to- 
ward the development of faster tech- 
nology. They are using egg cultures to 
grow this vaccine when it can be done 
through the cells of silk moths. It will 
take more research to get there and we 
will encourage them to do that. 

Second, the bill removes price con- 
trols for the purchasing of the flu vac- 
cine. This happened during the Clinton 
administration. We should have 
learned during the Nixon administra- 
tion that price controls in reality do 
not work. The result of this has been 
that we do not have many companies 
now that are willing to get in there and 
take the risk and develop and manufac- 
ture these vaccines. As soon as they do, 
they find out there is no profit at the 
other end because of price controls. 

Lastly, we allow investment tax 
credits. 

I have long been dedicated to quality 
healthcare for my constituents in 
Oklahoma and across America. I sup- 
ported the Medicare bill of 2003 to give 
a voluntary prescription drug benefit 
to seniors. I have championed the rural 
health care providers, who received 
some of the greatest benefits of the 
Medicare bill. In 1997, I was one of few 
Republicans to vote against the Bal- 
anced Budget Act because of its lack of 
support for rural hospitals. Back then, 
I made a commitment to not allow our 
rural hospitals to be closed, and I am 
pleased we finally addressed that im- 
portant issue in the Medicare legisla- 
tion. I also cosponsored S. 816, the 
Health Care Access and Rural Equity 
Act, to protect and preserve access of 
Medicare beneficiaries to health care 
in rural regions. 

I am a strong advocate of medical 11- 
ability reform and am an original co- 
sponsor of S. 11, the Patients First Act, 
to protect patients’ access to quality 
and affordable health care by reducing 
the effects of excessive liability costs. 
There are solutions to alleviate the 
burden placed on physicians and pa- 
tients by excessive medical mal- 
practice lawsuits, and I am committed 
to this vital reform. 
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I have also worked with officials 
from the Center for Medicare and Med- 
icaid Services to expand access to life- 
saving Implantable Cardiac Defibrilla- 
tors. I supported legislation to increase 
the supply of pancreative islet cells for 
research and cosponsored a bill to take 
the abortion pill RU-486 off the market 
in the United States. 

The federal government invests in 
improving hospitals and healthcare ini- 
tiatives, and I have fought hard to en- 
sure that Oklahoma gets its fair share. 
Specifically, over the past three years, 
I have helped to secure $5.2 million in 
funding for the Oklahoma Medical Re- 
search Foundation, the Oklahoma 
State Department of Health planning 
initiative for a rural telemedicine sys- 
tem, the INTEGRIS Healthcare Sys- 
tem, the University of Oklahoma 
Health Sciences Center, the Oklahoma 
Center for the Advancement of Science 
and Technology, St. Anthony’s Heart 
Hospital, the Hillcrest Healthcare Sys- 
tem, and the Morton Health Center. 

The unexpected influenza, flu, vac- 
cine shortage beginning last month 
highlights the need to encourage the 
production of flu vaccine in America. 
As you know, on October 5th, Chiron, a 
California-based biotechnology com- 
pany, notified U.S. health officials that 
its plant in Liverpool, England had 
been shut down due to vaccine con- 
tamination. Almost 50,000 doses of flu 
vaccine were thrown away, which cre- 
ated a severe shortage for Americans 
just as the flu season began. 

In light of the current shortage, I 
have examined why America found 
itself unable to accommodate the pub- 
lic demand for the flu vaccine. As we 
have seen, once a vaccine shortage 
strikes, a rapid response is difficult and 
often impossible. Thirty years ago, 
more than a dozen American compa- 
nies were in the flu vaccine business. 
Today only two companies make the 
vaccine for America, and only one in 
an America-based company. This is no 
coincidence. High liability costs, tedi- 
ous production, price caps, and the 
complicated United States tax code 
have kept the market bare. 

In October, President Bush signed 
the JOBS bill, which curbed the bil- 
lion-dollar lawsuits that have crippled 
the flu vaccine industry. By adding flu 
vaccine to the list of vaccines pro- 
tected by the National Vaccine Injury 
Compensation Program, VICP, a no- 
fault alternative must be used for re- 
solving vaccine injury claims. I am en- 
couraged with this progress, but more 
can be done to prevent a shortage in 
the future. 

My bill supports allocating a greater 
percentage of the National Institutes 
of Health budget to develop faster and 
safer vaccine production technology. 
The ever-changing nature of the flu 
virus results in a complicated produc- 
tion process. The dominant strain of 
the flu virus mutates each year, requir- 


24019 


ing a different vaccine for every flu 
season. Because harvesting the flu vac- 
cine currently takes at least six 
months and requires tens of thousands 
of fertilized eggs susceptible to con- 
tamination, this process must begin 
nearly a year before the flu season be- 
gins. 

Research should be focused on devel- 
oping new technologies to allow us to 
produce more vaccine—in the same 
season—when we encounter a shortage. 
A company in Connecticut is devel- 
oping a flu vaccine relying on cell lines 
from silk moths. This type of innova- 
tive research promises to shave at least 
one month off of production time and 
significantly reduce cost. 

My bill includes a sense of the Senate 
on the importance of allocating a 
greater percentage of the National In- 
stitutes of Health, NIH, research dol- 
lars to developing new technology in 
flu vaccine production. The encourage- 
ment of safer and faster flu vaccine 
production technology is a prudent use 
of existing Federal research dollars 
through the National Institutes of 
Health. 

Furthermore, my bill removes the 
suffocating price controls that have 
discouraged companies from producing 
the flu vaccine. The Vaccines For Chil- 
dren program, VFC, enacted under the 
Clinton administration, imposed a 
price cap on all vaccines purchased 
through Federal contracts. From a 
shortsighted perspective, these regu- 
lated prices may expand access to vac- 
cines. However, in the long run this 
policy devastates the vaccine produc- 
tion industry and decreases the avail- 
ability of vaccines. This occurred in 
1998 when manufacturers of tetanus 
diphtheria vaccine refused to bid on 
Government contracts. Consequently, 
this vaccine is no longer available to 
children through the VFC program. 

Similarly, the CDC purchased nearly 
12 percent of the flu vaccine this sea- 
son, and significant quantities were 
purchased through the Department of 
Defense, the Veteran’s Administration 
and Medicare. The price controls im- 
posed from Federal government pur- 
chasing create a high-risk, low-reward 
business market. Price controls de- 
stroy any profit incentive. Manufactur- 
ers avoid this artificial environment 
and will continue to as long as the gov- 
ernment over steps its bounds. 

The harmful effect of government 
price controls is especially pronounced 
in the flu vaccine market because the 
vaccine has a single-season shelf life. 
The difficulty of predicting the demand 
for vaccines each year exposes compa- 
nies great risk. A slight drop in de- 
mand can force them out of the mar- 
ket. Financial losses—from 7 million 
extra doses in 2002 and 4.5 million extra 
іп 2003—compelled Wyeth Pharma- 
ceutical Company to end its flu vaccine 
manufacturing. 

In addition to lifting price controls, 
the government can loosen its grip on 
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the flu vaccine market by reforming its 
complicated tax code. Fortunately, the 
JOBS bill made headway in simplifying 
the current United States inter- 
national tax rules. To further offset 
the heavy penalties within the United 
States tax code, my bill gives a tax 
credit to companies, new and old, that 
construct facilities to manufacture flu 
vaccine. 

Currently, ten American companies 
produce the 47 FDA-approved vaccines. 
An investment tax credit will encour- 
age these existing companies to expand 
their production to cover the flu vac- 
cine and will invite start-up companies 
to join the industry. This will better 
equip the United States market to pre- 
vent and deal with a shortage in the fu- 
ture. 

Scientific experts consider vaccina- 
tion to be the most effective medical 
intervention, and we live in an age of 
unprecedented vaccine development 
and implementation. We cannot con- 
tinue to overregulate the flu vaccine 
industry and hope companies will hang 
on and produce vaccines regardless of 
profit. The current national flu vaccine 
shortage reveals the need to act. 

My bill would steer NIH research dol- 
lars towards cutting-edge technology, 
remove suffocating price controls, and 
free American companies to enter the 
fla vaccine industry with an invest- 
ment tax credit. I urge my colleagues 
to stand with me in supporting this 
vital legislation. 


By Mr. INHOFE: 

б. 2998. A bill to promote the develop- 
ment of the emerging commercial 
human space flight industry, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and  Transpor- 
tation. 


EE 
COMMERCIAL SPACE LAUNCH ACT 


Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I want 
to introduce two bills today. One of 
them is about a program nobody seems 
to know about. That is the space 
launch program. I don’t know whether 
it is in the State of Texas or where 
they are doing this. But in Oklahoma, 
in Burns Flat, we have been very active 
in trying to get the Commercial Space 
Launch Program going. This is an op- 
portunity for people to go into sub- 
orbital launch vehicles using a hybrid 
technology of a combination rocket in- 
jection engine. We are doing this. 
There have been several of them so far. 

I have been a commercial pilot now 
for almost 50 years—47 years, I guess. I 
have a natural interest in this. I have 
had occasion to fly an airplane around 
the world. I have watched it from all 
levels. 

I see the excitement in people’s faces 
saying, I can fly in space. 

We have this program which nobody 
knows about. It is a program that will 
allow people to get into things such as 
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a Learjet that has a rocket on that will 
actually launch them, take them up 
and give them the experience of travel 
in space. 

There have been some problems with 
this, however. There are some problems 
with people being able to do this with 
the company putting these programs 
together incurring responsibilities and 
liabilities. 

It is very similar to the program we 
have been concerned with in the oil in- 
dustry to try to expand it and keep 
people from being able to have frivo- 
lous lawsuits. That is what we are up 
against here. 

We have introduced a bill that is de- 
signed to allow participation in this 
emerging space launching activity for 
a greater number of people. 

The FAA will now have sole regula- 
tion authority for the suborbital hy- 
brid vehicles. It will be appropriately 
considered. We are not taking any risk 
here. This is just to allow the private 
sector to enjoy this type of thing. 

I will be introducing today S. 2998 
with the idea of making this a reality 
and giving this privilege to a lot of peo- 
ple and allowing us to develop tech- 
nology. 

It is interesting. A lot of people go to 
an event every year in Oshkosh, WI. I 
have gone for 27 consecutive years. We 
go up there to see all of the new tech- 
nology, what people are putting to- 
gether in their experimental aircraft, 
airplanes they are making in their ga- 
rages and basements. A lot of tech- 
nology we are now using in the space 
program was actually started right 
there in someone’s garage. That is es- 
sentially what we want to get at with 
the Commercial Space Launch Act we 
introduce today. 


By Mr. TALENT: 

S. 3001. A bill entitled the ‘‘Hybrid 
HOV Access Act’’; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

Mr. TALENT. Mr. President, I am 
pleased to be introducing this bill, 
which will allow more owners of hybrid 
electric vehicles, or HEVs, to have ac- 
cess to HOV lanes on Federal high- 
ways. For all of us who have a desire to 
lessen our dependence on foreign oil 
and encourage the use of renewable en- 
ergy, this bill represents a step forward 
towards achieving those goals. 

The language that is currently in the 
highway bills passed by the House and 
the Senate allows hybrid vehicles that 
achieve a 45 mile-per-gallon fuel econ- 
omy highway rating to use HOV lanes. 
Any hybrid that achieves that kind of 
fuel economy certainly deserves to get 
that status, because it is a very im- 
pressive fuel economy rating and rep- 
resents a substantial improvement 
over non-hybrid vehicles. What the 45 
mile-per-gallon standard fails to take 
into account, however, is that many 
larger hybrid vehicles achieve a much 
larger fuel economy improvement over 
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their internal combustion engine coun- 
terparts, and thus save more energy, 
than smaller vehicles which manage to 
meet the standard but are a less dras- 
tic improvement over their non-hybrid 
counterparts. 

To illustrate this, take the 2005 
model Honda Civic HEV, which gets 
just over 45 miles-per-gallon. This rep- 
resents less than a 40 percent improve- 
ment over the comparable internal 
combustion model. The 2005 Ford Es- 
cape HEV, on the other hand, is a 
truck, so it gets fewer miles per gallon 
than a Civic, between 35 and 40. How- 
ever, this is a 75 percent improvement 
over its internal combustion engine 
counterpart, and in addition, the Es- 
cape HEV emits 3-4 tons fewer green- 
house gases every year than the non- 
hybrid. 

There is no reason to discriminate 
against these larger, American-made 
hybrids like the Ford Escape. They are 
truly engineering marvels and are so 
clearly beneficial for the environment. 
The bill that I have sponsored will give 
states the discretion to open up their 
HOV lanes to hybrid vehicles that 
achieve a substantial increase in fuel 
economy relative to comparable gaso- 
line vehicles, or achieve a substantial 
increase in lifetime fuel savings rel- 
ative to comparable gasoline vehicles. 
It creates a minimum standard of im- 
provement necessary for hybrids, but 
gives states the option of increasing 
the requirements. This bill also allows 
states to open HOV lanes to single oc- 
cupancy advanced lean burn vehicles 
that achieve at least a 25 percent in- 
crease in fuel economy relative to com- 
parable gasoline vehicles and that are 
certified to Clean Air Act Tier 2 stand- 
ards. 

I am hopeful that my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle can agree that 
we should do all we can to encourage 
the use of renewable energy in our 
country, and hybrid vehicles are an im- 
portant part of that. The people who 
drive these vehicles are doing their 
part to help clean up the air and in- 
crease energy conservation, and we 
should give more people an incentive 
to buy these vehicles by giving them 
access to HOV lanes. Thank you, Mr. 
President. 


By Mr. REID (for himself and Mr. 
ENSIGN): 

S. 8008. A bill to direct the Secretary 
of the Interior to convey to the City of 
Henderson, Nevada, certain Federal 
land located in the City, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I rise today 
for myself and Senator ENSIGN to in- 
troduce the Southern Nevada Limited 
Transition Area Act, which enhances 
the ability of a rapidly growing com- 
munity to diversify its economy, gain- 
fully employ its residents, and achieve 
fiscal sustainability. 
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The bill I am introducing today 
would convey 547 acres of land from the 
Bureau of Land Management to the 
city of Henderson, NV, for development 
as an employment and business center. 

BLM has designated this parcel for 
disposal because of its urban sur- 
roundings and its isolation from other 
public land, which renders it difficult 
for the agency to manage. 

The parcel is located in a rapidly 
growing area of the city, but is im- 
pacted by aircraft noise and overflights 
from the nearby Henderson Executive 
Airport that make it unsuitable for 
residential use. 

But rather than cringing from these 
impediments, the city of Henderson 
sees opportunity. The city’s land-use 
planning department envisions a busi- 
ness center that provides diverse em- 
ployment opportunities for the region, 
while helping to pay for public infra- 
structure in nearby residential areas. 

This bill establishes the conditions to 
make that vision come true. 

The bill would convey the land to the 
city by patent. The city would then 
subdivide and sell lots at fair market 
value. As in previous conveyances of 
Federal land designated in the South- 
ern Nevada Public Lands Management 
Act for disposal, 85 percent of the pro- 
ceeds from sales would return to the 
BLM’s Special Account for acquiring 
environmentally sensitive land. Five 
percent of the proceeds would fund the 
State of Nevada’s general education 
program. And the city of Henderson 
could use the remaining 10 percent to 
cover expenses associated with subdi- 
viding the property and providing in- 
frastructure. 

Henderson, NV, is a new and rapidly 
growing city. Its leaders are dedicated 
to making the city a national model of 
logical development, diversified em- 
ployment, and fiscal sustainability. 
This bill establishes the conditions 
needed to realize that vision. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
text of the bill be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the bill was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

S. 3003 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Southern 
Nevada Limited Transition Area Act”. 

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 

(1) CrTy.—The term “City” means the City 
of Henderson, Nevada. 

(2) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(3) SPECIAL ACCOUNT.—The term ‘‘Special 
Account" means the special account estab- 
lished under section 4(e)(1)(C) of the South- 
ern Nevada Public Land Management Act of 
1998 (112 Stat. 2345). 

(4) STATE.—The term “State? means the 
State of Nevada. 
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(5) TRANSITION AREA.—The term ‘‘Transi- 
tion Агеа” means the approximately 547 
acres of Federal land located in Henderson, 
Nevada, and identified as ‘‘Limited Transi- 
tion Area" on the map entitled ‘‘Southern 
Nevada Limited Transition Area Ас%” and 
dated November 16, 2004. 

SEC. 3. SOUTHERN NEVADA LIMITED TRANSITION 
AREA. 

(a)  CONVEYANCE.—Notwithstanding the 
Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 
1976 (48 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.), on request of the 
City, the Secretary shall, without consider- 
ation and subject to all valid existing rights, 
convey to the City all right, title, and inter- 
est of the United States in and to the Transi- 
tion Area. 

(b) USE OF LAND FOR NONRESIDENTIAL DE- 
VELOPMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—After the conveyance to 
the City under subsection (a), the City may 
sell any portion or portions of the Transition 
Area for purposes of nonresidential develop- 
ment. 

(2) METHOD OF SALE.—The sale of land 
under paragraph (1) shall be— 

(A) through a competitive bidding process; 
and 

(B) for not less than fair market value. 

(3) COMPLIANCE WITH CHARTER.—Except as 
provided in paragraphs (2) and (4), the City 
may sell parcels within the Transition Area 
only in accordance with the procedures for 
conveyances established in the City Charter. 

(4) DISPOSITION OF PROCEEDS.—Of the gross 
proceeds from the sale of land under para- 
graph (1), the City shall— 

(A) deposit 85 percent in the Special Ac- 
count; 

(B) retain 10 percent as compensation for 
the costs incurred by the City— 

(i) in carrying out land sales under para- 
graph (1); and 

(ii) for the provision of public infrastruc- 
ture to serve the Transition Area, including 
planning, engineering, surveying, and subdi- 
viding the Transition Area for nonresidential 
development; and 

(C) pay 5 percent to the State for use in the 
general education program of the State. 

(c) USE OF LAND FOR RECREATION OR OTHER 
PUBLIC PURPOSES.—The City may elect to re- 
tain parcels in the Transition Area for public 
recreation or other public purposes con- 
sistent with the Act of June 14, 1926 (com- 
monly known as the Recreation and Public 
Purposes Act") (48 U.S.C. 869 et seq.) by pro- 
viding to the Secretary written notice of the 
election. 

(d) NOISE COMPATIBILITY REQUIREMENTS.— 
'The City shall— 

(1) plan and manage the Transition Area in 
accordance with section 47504 of title 49, 
United States Code (relating to airport noise 
compatibility planning), and regulations 
promulgated in accordance with that sec- 
tion; and 

(2) agree that if any land in the Transition 
Area is sold, leased, or otherwise conveyed 
by the City, the sale, lease, or conveyance 
shall contain a limitation to require uses 
compatible with that airport noise compat- 
ibility planning. 

(e) REVERSION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—If any parcel of land in 
the Transition Area is not conveyed for non- 
residential development under this Act or re- 
served for recreation or other public pur- 
poses under subsection (c) within 20 years 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the parcel of land shall, if determined to be 
appropriate by the Secretary, revert to the 
United States. 

(2) INCONSISTENT USE.—If the City uses any 
parcel of land within the Transition Area in 
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a manner that is inconsistent with the uses 
Specified in this section— 

(A) at the election of the Secretary, the 
parcel shall revert to the United States; or 

(B) if the Secretary does not make an elec- 
tion under paragraph (1), the City shall sell 
the parcel of land in accordance with sub- 
section (b)(2). 


By Mr. ROCKEFELLER: 

S. 3004. A bill to amend chapter 99 of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
clarify that certain coal industry 
health benefits may not be modified or 
terminated; to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. ROCKEFELLER. Mr. President, 
today I am introducing legislation to 
make very clear that Congress fully 
protected the health insurance benefits 
of miners and their families when we 
passed the Coal Act in 1992. Unfortu- 
nately, we have recently seen bank- 
ruptcy courts disregard the Coal Act 
and absolve companies of their obliga- 
tions to provide health benefits for 
workers and retirees. This is unaccept- 
able. And the bill I am introducing 
today reiterates that the bankruptcy 
code does not supercede the Coal Act. 

This year another company has aban- 
don promises it made to workers and 
retirees in West Virginia. Horizon Nat- 
ural Resources sought and received a 
court ruling that releases it from its 
contracts with union miners and allows 
it to avoid honoring health care benefit 
obligations for over 2,300 retired min- 
ers. This is a morally bankrupt cor- 
porate strategy, and is inconsistent 
with the Coal Act passed by Congress 
in 1992. 

The Coal Act was needed in 1992 to 
prevent some companies from walking 
away from their clear contractual obli- 
gations and agreements with their 
workers. One of the provisions of that 
bill was written especially with the in- 
tent of not allowing companies to sim- 
ply reorganize as a way to get out of 
their obligations to their workers. Un- 
fortunately, too many companies are 
increasingly using bankruptcy courts 
to achieve the same results. 

It should not be necessary for me to 
introduce this bill today. Congress has 
already spoken on this subject. The law 
is clear: Coal Act retirees are entitled 
to full benefits provided under the stat- 
ute. No judge should rewrite the law to 
take those benefits away. However, be- 
cause judges are legislating from the 
bench, it will be helpful for Congress to 
reiterate our intention to protect the 
health benefits of coal miners and their 
families. 

I recognize that the 108th Congress is 
coming to a close. But I am intro- 
ducing this legislation today because 
this issue is extremely important to all 
of those who are being victimized by 
the bankruptcy courts. I hope that 
early next year my colleagues will join 
me in this effort to protect the miners, 
retired miners, and families who are 
simply seeking the benefits they were 
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promised in exchange for years of hard 
work. 


By Ms. STABENOW (for herself, 


Mr. CRAIG, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. 
CRAPO, Mr. JEFFORDS, and Mr. 
ROCKEFELLER): 


S. 3005. A bill to allow State Home- 
land Security Program grant funds to 
be used to pay costs associated with 
the attendance of part-time and volun- 
teer first responders at terrorism re- 
sponse courses approved by the Office 
for State and Local Government Co- 
ordination and Preparedness; to the 
Committee on Governmental Affairs. 

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I 
rise to introduce the Stabenow-Craig 
Rural and Part-time Firefighter Train- 
ing Fairness Act. This bill would en- 
sure that our part-time and rural fire- 
fighters are not being treated as second 
class citizens. I want to thank Senator 
CRAIG for his hard work on this very 
important issue, and Senators LEVIN, 
CRAPO, ROCKEFELLER, and JEFFORDS for 
their support of this bill. 

Mr. President, many part-time and 
volunteer firefighters in rural and 
small communities across the country 
are not attending Office of Domestic 
Preparedness-approved terrorism ге- 
sponse training courses because Fed- 
eral guidelines do not allow them to be 
reimbursed for the time they are away 
from their full-time jobs. Our bill 
would simply direct the ODP to allow 
part-time and volunteer first respond- 
ers, to receive a reasonable stipend 
when they participate in ODP-approved 
terrorism response courses. 

The Federal Government should not 
penalize rural and small communities 
and their firefighters from receiving 
training necessary to respond to a ter- 
rorist attack. In several counties in 
northern lower Michigan, State Home- 
land Security Grant funds sit unused 
because their fire departments are 
composed entirely of volunteer or part- 
time firefighters. Last year, the State 
of Michigan set aside $9 million in 
Homeland Security grants to prepare 
firefighters, including ODP training 
courses, to respond to terrorist inci- 
dents. However, this grant money is 
being underutilized since 72 percent of 
the firefighters in Michigan are volun- 
teer or part-time and are not attending 
terrorism response training sessions. 

All firefighters need the capability to 
respond to all types of emergencies. 
When Americans call 9-1-1, the fire de- 
partment doesn’t send only their full- 
time firefighters, they send everyone 
regardless of their status. Most part- 
time firefighters in rural areas hold 
full-time jobs in addition to serving 
and protecting their communities. It is 
unreasonable to expect them to take 
leave from their regular jobs, and forgo 
their pay from their full-time jobs, to 
attend terrorism response training 
courses that include incident com- 
mand, civil action management, and 
radiological response. 
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Mr. President, many of our small, 
rural communities face the same 
homeland security challenges as larger 
cities with more resources. For exam- 
ple, Michigan has a long international 
border with Canada, and many of these 
small and rural border communities 
rely on part-time and volunteer fire- 
fighters. These responders must be ca- 
pable of protecting these borders 
against the same terrorist threats that 
urban areas face. When there is an ac- 
cident in the future and, God forbid, if 
there is a terrorist attack, we’re not 
going to send only full-time fire- 
fighters to save people’s lives. 


This bill was included as a bipartisan 
amendment to the Senate version of 
the fiscal year 2005 Department of 
Homeland Security Appropriations 
bill, but was removed by the House Re- 
publican leadership in conference. This 
issue is too important for Congress to 
ignore, and I am going to keep fighting 
until our volunteer and part-time fire- 
fighters are treated fairly and receive 
the terrorism response training they 
need. 


Mr. President, I’m pleased to note 
that the change in Federal guidelines 
this bill requires will not cost the Gov- 
ernment any funding. It will not affect 
the distribution of State Homeland Se- 
curity grants. It will just enable com- 
munities that have been awarded these 
grants to use them to pay their fire- 
fighters a reasonable stipend when 
they leave their full-time jobs and at- 
tend these terrorism response course. 
This is a matter of fairness to ensure 
that those that we rely on to respond 
to emergencies have the training they 
need. 


I ask unanimous consent that the 
text of the bill be printed in the 
RECORD. 


There being no objection, the bill was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 


S. 3005 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 


SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 


This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Rural and 
Part-time Firefighter Training Fairness 
Act”. 


SEC. 2. STATE AND LOCAL PROGRAMS. 


Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, funds appropriated to the Office of State 
and Local Government Coordination and 
Preparedness for grants to States and local 
governments may be used by such States and 
local governments to provide a reasonable 
stipend to part-time and volunteer first re- 
sponders who are not otherwise compensated 
for travel to or participation in terrorism re- 
sponse courses approved by the Office for Do- 
mestic Preparedness, which stipend shall not 
be considered compensation for purposes of 
rendering such first responder an employee 
under the Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 
(29 U.S.C. 201 et seq.). 
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SENATE RESOLUTION 470—HON- 
ORING THE LIFE OF ASTRONAUT 
LEROY GORDON COOPER, JR. 


Mr. INHOFE submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 470 

Whereas Leroy Gordon Cooper, Jr., was 
born on March 6, 1927, in Shawnee, Okla- 
homa; 

Whereas Gordon Cooper served as a colonel 
in the United States Air Force and was se- 
lected as one of the original Project Mercury 
astronauts in April of 1959; 

Whereas the 7 original Project Mercury as- 
tronauts helped to inspire generations of sci- 
entists and engineers; 

Whereas, when Gordon Cooper piloted the 
Faith 7 spacecraft on the final operational 
mission of Project Mercury from May 15 to 
May 16, 1963, he traveled a total of 546,167 
Statute miles and became the first astronaut 
from the United States to spend more than à 
day in space; 

Whereas, when Gordon Cooper served as 
command pilot on the 8-day 120-orbit Gemini 
5 mission that began on August 21, 1965, he 
and pilot Charles Conrad established a new 
space endurance record by traveling a dis- 
tance of 3,312,993 miles in an elapsed time of 
190 hours and 56 minutes; 

Whereas Gordon Cooper was the first man 
to go into space for a second time; 

Whereas Gordon Cooper served as backup 
command pilot for the Gemini 12 mission and 
as backup commander for the Apollo 10 
flight; 

Whereas Gordon Cooper logged 222 hours in 
space and retired from the Air Force and the 
National Aeronautics and Space Administra- 
tion in 1970; 

Whereas the special honors Gordon Cooper 
received during his lifetime included the Air 
Force Distinguished Flying Cross, the Na- 
tional Aeronautics and Space Administra- 
tion Distinguished Service Medal, and the 
John F. Kennedy Trophy; and 

Whereas Gordon Cooper passed away at his 
home in Ventura, California, on October 4, 
2004, at the age of 77: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate honors the life of 
astronaut Leroy Gordon Cooper, Jr. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, many 
people may not be aware of Oklahoma’s 
significant history in aviation, or that 
I am the only commercially licensed 
pilot in the Senate and have a passion 
for flying. 

Since 1910, beginning with Charles F. 
Willard who only flew a few hundred 
yards in a south Oklahoma City field, 
Oklahomans have been flying. 

The following year, Clyde Cessna, an 
automobile dealer from Enid who later 
formed the Cessna Aircraft Company, 
flew his mono-wing airplane near Jet, 
OK. 

Such early flights in Oklahoma con- 
tinued and in 1929 perhaps one of the 
most notable aviation events occurred 
in Waynoka, Oklahoma, where Charles 
Lindbergh stopped on the first trans- 
continental passenger air and rail serv- 
ice. 

By 1931, Wiley Post, from Maysville, 
OK, gained international recognition 
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when he flew around the world in a lit- 
tle over eight days. In July 1991, I had 
the honor of recreating Post’s trip on 
its 60th Anniversary. 

However, Oklahoma’s aviation his- 
tory does not stop there. On November 
2, 1929, 26 licensed women pilots found- 
ed what was known as the Ninety-Nine 
Club, or the Ninety-Nines. It was called 
so at the suggestion of its first presi- 
dent, Amelia Earheart, because of the 
117 licensed women pilots in America 
who were contacted about joining the 
club, only 99 actually joined. The 
South Central Section of the Ninety- 
Nine Club comprising several states in- 
cluding Oklahoma, has through the 
years, issued several publications and 
in 1962, Mary Lester of the Oklahoma 
Chapter created a new version of the 
Club’s publication, the Ninety-Nine 
News. Currently, the Ninety-Nine Club 
is an international organization of li- 
censed women pilots from 35 countries, 
with its international headquarters at 
Will Rogers World Airport in Okla- 
homa City. 

Today I rise to introduce a resolution 
to honor the life and work of another 
Oklahoman in this long line of aviation 
who served our country by fearlessly 
dedicating his life to space travel and 
exploration. 

Leroy Gordon Cooper, Jr., frequently 
called ‘‘Gordo’’, who passed away at his 
home on October 4, was often known as 
the first astronaut from the United 
States to spend more than a day in 
Space. He was born in Shawnee, OK on 
March 6, 1927 and joined the Marines 
during World War II. He then trans- 
ferred to the Air Force in 1949 and 
graduated from the Air Force Institute 
of Technology with a degree in aero- 
nautical engineering in 1956. 

After graduating, Cooper became at- 
tracted to the space program as an 
elite test pilot for the Air Force at Ed- 
wards Air Force Base in California. 
During his career, he logged more than 
7,000 hours of flying, including 4,000 
hours flying jets. He also flew commer- 
cial and general aviation planes and 
helicopters. 

Cooper seemed to be born in the right 
place at the right time—with the right 
abilities. In 1958, the National Aero- 
nautical and Space Administration, 
NASA, announced its new endeavor, 
Project Mercury, with three goals in 
mind: to place a spacecraft carrying a 
person into orbital flight around the 
Earth, to investigate a person's per- 
formance capabilities and his/her abil- 
ity to function in space, and to recover 
the person and spacecraft safely. NASA 
began searching for people, especially 
military test pilots, who were willing 
and capable of enduring such a dan- 
gerous mission. They focused on find- 
ing military test pilots because they 
seemed to experience similar condi- 
tions to those of space. 

On April 1, 1959, it was announced 
that Cooper was chosen, along with 
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Alan Shepard, Gus Grissom, John 
Glenn, Scott Carpenter, Walter 
Schirra, Jr., and Deke Slayton not 
only as one of the seven Project Mer- 
cury astronauts, but as one of Amer- 
ica’s first astronauts. These seven men 
made history with this project as they 
laid the groundwork for future space 
flights. 

On May 15 and 16, 1963, Cooper piloted 
Faith 7, the flight that ended the oper- 
ational phase of Project Mercury. Dur- 
ing this mission, he orbited the Earth 
22 times and logged more time in space 
than all previous five Mercury astro- 
nauts combined. He also became known 
as the first American astronaut to 
sleep in orbit, as well as on the launch 
pad. 

Shortly thereafter, Cooper received 
the NASA Distinguished Service Medal 
from President John F. Kennedy at a 
White House ceremony. 

In August 1965, Cooper commanded 
the 8 day Gemini 5 mission with Charles 
Conrad. On this mission, Cooper set a 
new space endurance record, covering 
120 revolutions and 3,312,993 miles in 190 
hours, 56 minutes and 3 seconds and be- 
came the first man to make a second 
orbital flight. 

Overall, during his two space flights, 
Cooper logged 225 hours, 15 minutes 
and 3 seconds. He also served as backup 
command pilot for Gemini 12 and 
backup commander for Apollo X. He 
was the last American astronaut to 
orbit the Earth for an entire orbit by 
himself. 

After receiving an honorary Doc- 
torate of Science degree from Okla- 
homa City University in 1967, Cooper 
retired from the Air Force and NASA 
as a colonel in 1970. However, his in- 
volvement with space did not end after 
his retirement. He served as a consult- 
ant to several companies related to 
aerospace, electronics, and energy 
fields, and was vice president for re- 
search and development for Walt Dis- 
ney Enterprises, Inc. Cooper also de- 
voted part of his life to studying UFOs, 
and wrote Leap of Faith based on his 
experiences as a pilot and astronaut. 

Even though we have lost this great 
American hero, his legacy and passion 
for exploring space live on through 
continued space ventures such as the 
Ansari X Prize. The famed $10 million 
X Prize was recently awarded to the 
team of SpaceShipOne, whose pilot, 
Brian Binnie, broke an August 22, 1963 
altitude record by going 69.6 miles 
above Earth's surface, ironically, on 
October 4, the same day of Cooper's 
passing. 

I am pleased that my good friend and 
colleague Congressman CASS 
BALLENGER has led the way in honoring 
the life and service of this great space 
pioneer. I know that Mr. BALLENGER 
Shares my passion of aviation and 
Space exploration and hope that we will 
continue to build on the progress and 
Sacrifice made by men like Gordon 
Cooper. 
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SENATE RESOLUTION 4'1—AU- 
THORIZING THE PRINTING OF 
TRIBUTES AND OTHER RELATED 
MATERIALS IN HONOR OF THE 
LATE SENATOR PAUL SIMON 


Mr. DURBIN submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 471 

Resolved, That there be printed as a Senate 
document a compilation of tributes and 
other related materials concerning the Hon- 
orable Paul Simon, late à Senator from the 
State of Illinois. 


SENATE RESOLUTION 472—TO 
HONOR THE PEOPLE OF GEOR- 
GIA ON THE FIRST ANNIVER- 
SARY OF THE ROSE REVOLUTION 


Mr. MCCAIN (for himself, Mr. LUGAR, 
Mr. LIEBERMAN, Mr. BIDEN, and Mr. 
HAGEL) submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed 
to: 

S. RES. 472 


Whereas, on November 23, 2004, the people 
of Georgia will celebrate the first anniver- 
sary of the Rose Revolution, the peaceful 
and bloodless protests that followed par- 
lamentary elections deemed to be fraudu- 
lent; 

Whereas following the resignation of Presi- 
dent Eduard Shevardnadze, Interim Presi- 
dent Nino Burdzhanadze worked diligently to 
restore order and to prepare Georgia for a 
new Presidential election; 

Whereas after a free, fair, and democratic 
election was held, Mikheil Saakashvili was 
sworn into office on January 25, 2004, as 
President of Georgia; 

Whereas President Saakashvili visited the 
United States Congress earlier this year and 
delivered à strong message of peace, sta- 
bility, democracy, political reform, and eco- 
nomic opportunity; 

Whereas Georgia is a small but strategi- 
cally situated country located in the 
Caucasus, and is of additional interest to the 
United States because of the oil and gas 
pipelines now being constructed from Baku, 
Azerbaijan to the port of Ceyhan, Turkey; 

Whereas Georgia has also become a key 
player in the global war on terrorism by 
combating members of al Qaeda and other 
Muslim terrorist organizations, denying 
them sanctuary in remote areas such as the 
Pankisi Gorge, and working with the United 
States to help train border guards; 

Whereas Georgia has recently increased its 
commitment of troops in Iraq and its con- 
tributions to help build peace and democracy 
in Afghanistan and Kosovo; 

Whereas the United States supports Geor- 
gia’s efforts to peacefully reestablish govern- 
ment control, security, and political sta- 
bility in regions such as Abkhazia and South 
Ossetia; 

Whereas the United States congratulates 
the Government of Georgia on the peaceful 
resolution of the conflict in Adjara and wel- 
comes the restoration of democracy and po- 
litical stability in that region; and 

Whereas the United States supports rep- 
resentative democracy, political stability, 
economic growth, and peace in Georgia and 
throughout the Caucasus region: Now, there- 
fore, be it 

Resolved, that the Senate— 

(1) congratulates the people of Georgia on 
the first anniversary of the Rose Revolution, 
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the peaceful and bloodless protests that fol- 
lowed parliamentary elections deemed to be 
fraudulent, and for their commitment to de- 
mocracy, peace, stability, and economic op- 
portunity; 

(2) commends President Mikheil 
Saakashvili for his vision of, and commit- 
ment to, a peaceful and democratic Georgia, 
the rule of law, an open market economy, re- 
gional cooperation, and closer integration 
into western institutions; 

(3) supports the sovereignty, independence, 
territorial integrity, and democratic govern- 
ment of Georgia; and 

(4) supports continued assistance to the 
people and Government of Georgia to help 
them consolidate the democratic process in 
their country. 


SENATE RESOLUTION 473—URGING 
THE GOVERNMENT OF UKRAINE 
TO ENSURE А DEMOCRATIC, 
TRANSPARENT, AND FAIR ELEC- 
TION PROCESS FOR THE PRESI- 
DENTIAL RUN-OFF ELECTION ON 
NOVEMBER 21, 2004 


Mr. McCAIN (for himself, Mr. LUGAR, 
Mr. SMITH, Mr. LIEBERMAN, Mr. 
GRAHAM of South Carolina, Mr. HAGEL, 
and Mr. BIDEN) submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 473 


Whereas the establishment of a demo- 
cratic, transparent, and fair election process 
for the 2004 Presidential election in Ukraine 
and of à genuinely democratic political sys- 
tem are prerequisites for that country's full 
integration into the Western community of 
nations as an equal member, including into 
organizations such as the North Atlantic 
Treaty Organization (NATO); 

Whereas the Government of Ukraine has 
accepted numerous specific commitments 
governing the conduct of elections as a par- 
ticipating state of the Organization for Secu- 
rity and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE), in- 
cluding provisions of the Copenhagen Docu- 
ment; 

Whereas the election of Ukraine's next 
President will provide an unambiguous test 
of the extent of the Ukrainian authorities 
commitment to implement these standards 
and build à democratic society based on free 
elections and the rule of law; 

Whereas the second round of the Presi- 
dential election takes place against the 
backdrop of past elections and improprieties 
in the first round of the election, which did 
not fully meet international standards; 

Whereas it is the duty of government and 
public authorities of Ukraine at all levels to 
act in a manner consistent with all laws and 
regulations governing election procedures, 
and to ensure free and fair elections through- 
out the entire country, including preventing 
activities aimed at undermining the free ex- 
ercise of political rights; 

Whereas a genuinely free and fair election 
requires à period of political campaigning 
conducted in an environment in which ad- 
ministrative action, violence, intimidation, 
or detention do not hinder the parties, polit- 
ical associations, and the candidates from 
presenting their views and qualifications to 
the citizenry, including organizing sup- 
porters, conducting public meetings and 
events throughout the country, and enjoying 
unimpeded access to television, radio, print, 
and Internet media on a non-discriminatory 
basis; 
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Whereas a genuinely free and fair election 
requires that citizens be guaranteed the 
right and effective opportunity to exercise 
their civil and political rights, including the 
right to vote and the right to seek and ac- 
quire information upon which to make an in- 
formed vote, free from intimidation, undue 
influence, attempts at vote buying, threats 
of political retribution, or other forms of co- 
ercion by national or local authorities or 
others; 

Whereas a genuinely free and fair election 
requires government and public authorities 
to ensure that candidates and political par- 
ties enjoy equal treatment before the law 
and that government resources are not em- 
ployed to the advantage of individual can- 
didates or political parties; 

Whereas a genuinely free and fair election 
requires the full transparency of laws and 
regulations governing elections, multiparty 
representation on election commissions, and 
unobstructed access by candidates, political 
parties, and domestic and international ob- 
servers to all election procedures, including 
voting and vote counting in all areas of the 
country; 

Whereas increasing control and manipula- 
tion of the media by national and local offi- 
cials and others acting at their behest raise 
grave concerns regarding the commitment of 
the Ukrainian authorities to free and fair 
elections; 

Whereas efforts by the national authorities 
in Ukraine to limit access to international 
broadcasting, including Radio Liberty and 
the Voice of America, represent an unaccept- 
able infringement on the right of the Ukrain- 
ian people to independent information; 

Whereas efforts by national and local offi- 
cials of Ukraine and others acting at their 
behest to impose obstacles to free assembly, 
free speech, and a free and fair political cam- 
paign have taken place in Donetsk, Sumy, 
and elsewhere in Ukraine without condemna- 
tion or remedial action by the Government 
of Ukraine; 

Whereas numerous substantial irregular- 
ities have taken place in recent Ukrainian 
parliamentary by-elections in the Donetsk 
region and in mayoral elections in 
Mukacheve, Romny, and Krasniy Luch; 

Whereas intimidation, violence, and fraud 
during the April 18, 2004, mayoral election in 
Mukacheve, Ukraine, represent a deliberate 
attack on the democratic process; 

Whereas in the period leading to the first 
round of the Presidential election, the gov- 
ernment power structures used state re- 
sources such as schools, state factories, hos- 
pitals, and public transport systems to force 
students, state workers, and citizens who 
rely on state services for their livelihood to 
campaign against their will for the govern- 
ment-backed candidate; 

Whereas there was notable partisan en- 
gagement of security services, military, and 
local police in support of the government- 
backed candidate; 

Whereas there was a failure of national and 
local state-owned and private electronic 
media to provide impartial and fair coverage 
of, or access to, opposition candidates; 

Whereas some election commission mem- 
bers affiliated with opposition candidates 
were dismissed from their duties just prior 
to election day; 

Whereas there was collaboration with a 
foreign government to allow a foreign Presi- 
dent to appear in Ukraine and express his 
opinions on one of the candidates just days 
before election day, in an effort to influence 
the vote, and a military parade, which was 
held in Kyiv 3 days prior to the election, was 
clearly an effort to intimidate voters; and 
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Whereas in the first round of the Presi- 
dential election in Ukraine that occurred on 
October 31, 2004, international observers 
noted fraud and other significant problems, 
including poorly maintained voter lists, 
which resulted in people being denied their 
right to vote, as well as many additional 
names on voter rolls for which no accounting 
could be made, prevalent interference by un- 
authorized persons into the electoral proc- 
ess, and credible reports of busing of voters 
among oblasts and polling stations for the 
purpose of multiple voting: Now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) acknowledges and welcomes the strong 
relationship formed between the United 
States and Ukraine since the restoration of 
Ukraine’s independence in 1991; 

(2) recognizes that a precondition for the 
full integration of Ukraine into the Western 
community of nations, including as an equal 
member in institutions such as the North 
Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO), is its 
establishment of a genuinely democratic po- 
litical system; 

(8) expresses its strong and continuing sup- 
port for the efforts of the Ukrainian people 
to establish a full democracy, the rule of 
law, and respect for human rights in 
Ukraine; 

(4) urges the Government of Ukraine to 
guarantee freedom of association and assem- 
bly, including the right of candidates, mem- 
bers of political parties, and others to freely 
assemble, to organize and conduct public 
events, and to exercise these and other 
rights free from intimidation or harassment 
by local or national officials or others acting 
at their behest; 

(5) urges the Government of Ukraine to 
meet its Organization for Security and Co- 
operation in Europe (OSCE) commitments on 
democratic elections and to address issues 
previously identified by the Office of Demo- 
cratic Institutions and Human Rights 
(ODIHR) of the OSCE in its final reports on 
the 2002 parliamentary elections and the 1999 
Presidential elections, such as illegal inter- 
ference by public authorities in the cam- 
paign and a high degree of bias in the media; 

(6) urges the Ukrainian authorities to en- 
sure— 

(A) the full transparency of election proce- 
dures before, during, and after the second 
round of the 2004 Presidential election; 

(B) free access for Ukrainian and inter- 
national election observers; 

(C) multiparty representation on all elec- 
tion commissions; 

(D) unimpeded access by all parties and 
candidates to print, radio, television, and 
Internet media on a non-discriminatory 
basis; 

(E) freedom of candidates, members of op- 
position parties, and independent media or- 
ganizations from intimidation or harassment 
by government officials at all levels, includ- 
ing selective tax audits and other regulatory 
procedures, and in the case of media, license 
revocations, and libel suits; 

(F) a transparent process for complaint 
and appeals through electoral commissions 
and within the court system that provides 
timely and effective remedies; 

(G) vigorous prosecution of any individual 
or organization responsible for violations of 
election laws or regulations, including the 
application of appropriate administrative or 
criminal penalties; 

(H) remedies to all improprieties reported 
in the first round of the Presidential election 
in Ukraine, including— 
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(i) the replacement at a polling station of 
any Territorial Election Commission mem- 
ber found to have engaged in fraud; 

(ii) a complete review of voter lists in each 
polling station in order to correct inaccura- 
cies; 

(iii) equal time on state media and equal 
access to private media for the two runoff 
candidates; and 

(iv) immediate prosecution of individuals 
who have violated the election law; 

(7) further calls upon the Government of 
Ukraine to guarantee election monitors from 
the ODIHR, other participating states of the 
OSCE, Ukrainian political parties, represent- 
atives of candidates, nongovernmental orga- 
nizations, and other private institutions and 
organizations, both foreign and domestic, 
unobstructed access to all aspects of the 
election process, including unimpeded access 
to public campaign events, candidates, news 
media, voting, and post-election tabulation 
of results and processing of election chal- 
lenges and complaints; 

(8) urges the President to fully employ the 
diplomatic and other resources of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to encourage 
the Government of Ukraine to ensure that 
the election laws and procedures of Ukraine 
are faithfully adhered to by all local and na- 
tional officials, by others acting at their be- 
hest, and by all candidates and parties, dur- 
ing and subsequent to the Presidential cam- 
paign and election-day voting; 

(9) strongly encourages the President to 
clearly communicate to the Government of 
Ukraine, to all parties and candidates in 
Ukraine, and to the people of Ukraine the 
high importance attached by the Govern- 
ment of the United States to this Presi- 
dential campaign as a central factor in de- 
termining the future relationship between 
the two countries; 

(10) strongly encourages the President to 
consider visa bans and other targeted sanc- 
tions on those responsible for encouraging or 
participating in any efforts to improperly in- 
fluence the outcome of the election, whether 
through direct or indirect involvement; and 

(11) pledges its enduring support and as- 
sistance to the people of Ukraine for the es- 
tablishment of a fully free and open demo- 
cratic system, the creation of a prosperous 
free market economy, the establishment of a 
secure independence and freedom from coer- 
cion, and Ukraine’s assumption of its right- 
ful place as a full and equal member of the 
Western community of democracies. 


SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU- 
TION 147—EXPRESSING THE 
SENSE OF CONGRESS THAT THE 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
SHOULD CONTINUE TO EXERCISE 
ITS STATUTORY AUTHORITY TO 
SUPPORT THE ACTIVITIES OF 
THE BOY SCOUTS OF AMERICA, 
IN PARTICULAR THE PERIODIC 
NATIONAL AND WORLD BOY 
SCOUT JAMBOREES 


Mr. NELSON of Florida submitted 
the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee 
on Armed Services: 

S. CON. RES. 147 

Whereas the Boy Scouts of America was in- 
corporated on February 8, 1910, and received 
a Federal charter on June 15, 1916, which is 
codified as chapter 309 of title 36, United 
States Code; 

Whereas section 30902 of title 36, United 
States Code, states that it is the purpose of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


the Boy Scouts of America to promote, 
through organization, and cooperation with 
other agencies, the ability of boys to do 
things for themselves and others, to train 
them in scoutcraft, and to teach them patri- 
otism, courage, self-reliance, and kindred 
virtues; 

Whereas, since the inception of the Boy 
Scouts of America, millions of Americans of 
every race, creed, and religion have partici- 
pated in the Boy Scouts, and the Boy Scouts 
currently uses more than 1,200,000 adult vol- 
unteers to serve more than 4,700,000 young 
people; 

Whereas the Department of Defense and 
members of the Armed Forces have a long 
history of supporting the activities of the 
Boy Scouts of America and individual Boy 
Scout troops in the United States, and sec- 
tion 2606 of title 10, United States Code, au- 
thorizes the Department of Defense to co- 
operate with and assist the Boy Scouts of 
America in establishing and providing facili- 
ties and services for members of the Armed 
Forces and their dependents, and civilian 
employees of the Department of Defense and 
their dependents, at locations outside the 
United States; 

Whereas sections 4682, 7541, and 9682 of title 
10, United States Code, authorize the Depart- 
ment of Defense to sell, and in certain cases 
donate, obsolete or excess material to the 
Boy Scouts of America to support its activi- 
ties; and 

Whereas, under section 2554 of title 10, 
United States Code, the Department of De- 
fense is authorized to make military instal- 
lations available to, and to provide equip- 
ment, transportation, and other services to, 
the Boy Scouts of America to support na- 
tional and world gatherings of Boy Scouts at 
events known as Boy Scout Jamborees: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep- 
resentatives concurring), That it is the sense 
of Congress that the Department of Defense 
should continue to exercise its long-standing 
statutory authority to support the activities 
of the Boy Scouts of America, in particular 
the periodic national and world Boy Scout 
Jamborees. 


SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU- 
TION 148—HONORING THE LIFE 
AND CONTRIBUTION OF YOGI 
BHAJAN, A LEADER OF THE 
SIKHS, AND EXPRESSING CONDO- 
LENCES TO THE SIKH COMMU- 
NITY ON HIS PASSING 


Mr. BINGAMAN submitted the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary: 

S. Con. RES. 148 


Whereas the Sikh faith was founded in the 
northern section of the Republic of India in 
the 15th century by Guru Nanak, who 
preached tolerance and equality for all hu- 
mans; 

Whereas the Sikh faith began with a sim- 
ple message of truthful living and the funda- 
mental unity of humanity, all created by one 
creator who manifests existence through 
every religion; 

Whereas the Sikh faith reaches out to peo- 
ple of all faiths and cultural backgrounds, 
encourages individuals to see beyond their 
differences, and to work together for world 
peace and harmony; 

Whereas Siri Singh Sahib Bhai Sahib 
Harbhajan Singh Khalsa Yogiji, known as 
Yogi Bhajan to hundreds of thousands of peo- 
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ple worldwide, was born Harbhajan Singh 
Puri on August 26, 1929, in India; 

Whereas at age 8, Yogi Bhajan began yogic 
training, and 8 years later was proclaimed by 
his teacher to be a master of Kundalini 
Yoga, which stimulates individual growth 
through breath, yoga postures, sound, chant- 
ing, and meditation; 

Whereas during the turmoil over the parti- 
tion between Pakistan and India in 1947, at 
the age of 18, Yogi Bhajan led his village of 
7,000 people 325 miles on foot to safety in 
New Delhi, India, from what is now Lahore, 
Pakistan; 

Whereas Yogi Bhajan, before emigrating to 
North America in 1968, served the Govern- 
ment of India faithfully through both civil 
and military service; 

Whereas when Yogi Bhajan visited the 
United States in 1968, he recognized imme- 
diately that the experience of higher con- 
sciousness that many young people were at- 
tempting to find through drugs could be al- 
ternatively achieved through Kundalini 
Yoga, and in response, he began teaching 
Kundalini Yoga publicly, thereby breaking 
the centuries-old tradition of secrecy sur- 
rounding it; 

Whereas in 1969, Yogi Bhajan founded 
“Healthy, Happy, Holy Organization (ЗНО)”, 
a nonprofit private educational and sci- 
entific foundation dedicated to serving hu- 
manity, improving physical well-being, deep- 
ening spiritual awareness, and offering guid- 
ance on nutrition and health, interpersonal 
relations, child rearing, and human behavior; 

Whereas under the direction and guidance 
of Yogi Bhajan, 3HO expanded to 300 centers 
in 35 countries; 

Whereas in 1971, the president of the gov- 
erning body of Sikh Temples in India gave 
Yogi Bhajan the title of Siri Singh Sahib, 
which made him the chief religious and ad- 
ministrative authority for Sikhism in the 
Western Hemisphere, and subsequently the 
Sikh seat of religious authority gave him re- 
sponsibility to create a Sikh ministry in the 
West; 

Whereas in 1971, Sikh Dharma was legally 
incorporated in the State of California and 
recognized as a tax-exempt religious organi- 
zation by the United States, and in 1972, Yogi 
Bhajan founded the ashram Sikh Dharma in 
Espanola, New Mexico; 

Whereas іп 1973, Yogi Bhajan founded ‘‘83HO 
SuperHealth’’, a successful drug rehabilita- 
tion program that blends ancient yogic wis- 
dom of the East with modern technology of 
the West; 

Whereas in June 1985, Yogi Bhajan estab- 
lished the first ‘‘International Peace Prayer 
Day Celebrations’? in New Mexico, which 
still draws thousands of participants annu- 
ally; 

Whereas Yogi Bhajan traveled the world 
calling for world peace and religious unity at 
meetings with leaders such as Pope Paul VI; 
Pope John Paul II; His Holiness the Dalai 
Lama; the President of the former Union of 
Soviet Socialist Republics, Mikhail Gorba- 
chev; and two Archbishops of Canterbury; 

Whereas Yogi Bhajan wrote 30 books and 
inspired the publication of 200 other books 
through his teachings, founded a drug reha- 
bilitation program, and inspired the found- 
ing of several businesses; 

Whereas Sikhs and students across the 
world testify that Yogi Bhajan exhibited dig- 
nity, divinity, grace, commitment, courage, 
kindness, compassion, tolerance, wisdom, 
and understanding; 

Whereas Yogi Bhajan taught that in times 
of joy and sorrow members of the commu- 
nity should come together and be at one 
with each other; and 
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Whereas before his passing on October 6, 
2004, Yogi Bhajan requested that his passing 
be a time of celebration of his going home: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep- 
resentatives concurring), That Congress— 

(1) recognizes that the teachings of Yogi 
Bhajan about Sikhism and yoga, and the 
businesses formed under his inspiration, im- 
proved the personal, political, spiritual, and 
professional relations between citizens of the 
United States and the citizens of India; 

(2) recognizes the legendary compassion, 
wisdom, kindness, and courage of Yogi 
Bhajan, and his wealth of accomplishments 
on behalf of the Sikh community; and 

(8) extends its condolences to Inderjit 
Kaur, the wife of Yogi Bhajan, his 3 children 
and 5 grandchildren, and to Sikh and 
“Healthy, Happy, Holy Organization (ЭНО)” 
communities around the Nation and the 
world upon the death on October 6, 2004, of 
Yogi Bhajan, an individual who was a wise 
teacher and mentor, an outstanding pioneer, 
a champion of peace, and a compassionate 
human being. 

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I rise 
today with my colleagues, Senators 
DOMENICI and CORNYN, to introduce a 
resolution honoring the life of Yogi 
Bhajan. Yogi Bhajan, the chief reli- 
gious and administrative authority for 
Sikhism in the West, died in Espanola, 
NM, on October 6, 2004, at the age of 75. 
Born Harbhajan Singh Puri on August 
26, 1929, in Northern India, now Paki- 
stan, he began yogic training at age 8 
and was proclaimed a master of 
Kundalini Yoga by age 16. After the 
partition of India and Pakistan in 1947, 
his family migrated to New Delhi, 
India, where he continued his edu- 
cation. after graduating from Punjab 
University in economics, he worked for 
India’s Internal Revenue Service and 
later became head of customs at the 
New Delhi Airport. 

Yogi Bhajan introduced thousands 
around the world to Sikhism, a religion 
that carries the message of truthful 
living and the fundamental unity of 
humanity, and reaches out to people of 
all backgrounds to work together for 
world peace. When he came to North 
America in 1968, he recognized that the 
experience sought by many young peo- 
ple through drugs could be alter- 
natively achieved through Kundalini 
Yoga, which stimulates individual 
growth through breath, chanting, and 
meditation among other components. 
Breaking the centuries old tradition of 
secrecy surrounding Kundalini Yoga, 
he began teaching it publicly. Soon 
after, he founded the Healthy, Happy, 
Holy Organization (8HO), a nonprofit 
private educational and scientific foun- 
dation with 300 centers in 35 countries, 
dedicated to improving physical well- 
being, deepening spiritual awareness, 
and offering guidance on matters of 
health and heart. He later founded 3HO 
SuperHealth, a successful drug reha- 
bilitation program, blending ancient 
yogic wisdom of the East with the 
modern technology of the West. Super- 
Health was accredited by the Joint 
Commission on Accreditation of 
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Healthcare Organization and received 
its highest commendation. In 1973 it 
distinguished itself as being in the top 
10 percent of all treatment programs 
throughout the United States. In 1989 
Yogi Bhajan met with then President 
Mikhail Gorbachev and established ad- 
diction treatment programs in Russia 
based on the 3HO SuperHealth model. 
Currently a pilot project of Super- 
Health is being formed by the Punjab 
State Government in India. He taught 
Yoga in Toronto and Los Angeles and 
finally founded a Sikh Dharma commu- 
nity in Espanola, NM. In 1971, the 
president of the governing body of Sikh 
Temples in India gave Yogi Bhajan the 
title of chief religious and administra- 
tive authority for Sikhism in the West- 
ern Hemisphere. About 250,000 Sikhs 
now reside across the United States, 
including a community of about 500 
families in Northern New Mexico. 


Yogi Bhajan wrote 30 books and in- 
spired 200 more through his teaching, 
and inspired the founding of several 
businesses, including Akal Security 
Inc. He had an inclusive view of the 
world’s major religions and considered 
all of them valid. Throughout his life- 
time, he traveled the world and met 
with world leaders such as Pope John 
Paul II and the Dalai Lama to discuss 
world peace and religious unity. In 
June 1985, Yogi Bhajan established the 
first International Peace Prayer Day 
Celebration in New Mexico that stills 
draws thousands of participants annu- 
ally. 


After the events of 9/11/01, Yogi 
Bhajan reached out to Sikhs across 
America, encouraging and helping 
them to educate their fellow citizens 
about Sikhs, and to work with law en- 
forcement and community leaders to 
help them protect Sikh populations. 
His efforts have helped contribute to 
the opening of some major law enforce- 
ment agencies to Sikh employees, in- 
cluding the Los Angeles County Sher- 
iffs Department. Yogi Bhajan estab- 
lished links to human rights advocates 
nationwide, working to make sure that 
the issue of Sikh identity is understood 
and respected. When Balbir Singh 
Sodhi was murdered in Phoenix 5 days 
after 9/11 because of his beard and tur- 
ban, Yogi Bhajan worked with commu- 
nity and government leaders in Ari- 
zona to help raise awareness about the 
Sikh community there. 


Yogi Bhajan is survived by his wife, 
Inderjit Kaur; two sons, Ranbir Singh 
and Kulbir Singh; a daughter, Kamaljit 
Kaur; and five grandchildren. He will 
be missed by his family, followers and 
his friends, and his contribution to the 
cause of world peace will be remem- 
bered and celebrated for generations to 
come. 
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SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU- 
TION 149—COMMENDING THE NA- 
TIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOS- 
PHERIC ADMINISTRATION AND 
ITS EMPLOYEES FOR ITS DEDI- 
CATION AND HARD WORK DUR- 
ING HURRICANES CHARLEY, 
FRANCES, IVAN, AND JEANNE 


Mr. HOLLINGS (for himself, Mr. NEL- 
SON of Florida, Mr. LOTT, and Mr. 
BREAUX) submitted the following con- 
current resolution; which was consid- 
ered and agreed to: 
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Whereas the National Oceanic and Atmos- 
pheric Administration’s National Weather 
Service consistently provides critical fore- 
casts and warnings about severe weather to 
the Nation’s citizens; 

Whereas 4 hurricanes, Charley, Frances, 
Ivan, and Jeanne, recently hit the State of 
Florida, an event which has not occurred 
since 4 hurricanes struck Texas in 1886; 

Whereas Hurricane Jeanne was the fourth 
hurricane in 6 weeks to hit the United States 
mainland; 

Whereas the employees of the National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 
Tropical Prediction Center/National Hurri- 
cane Center and the employees of key South- 
ern Region Weather Forecast Offices worked 
tirelessly and under great pressure to pro- 
vide the most up to date information to the 
public, the media, and emergency manage- 
ment officials during Hurricanes Charley, 
Frances, Ivan, and Jeanne; 

Whereas the employees of the National 
Hurricane Center conducted approximately 
1,128 live television and radio interviews as 
well as 1,480 telephone briefings to the media 
and others during Hurricane Frances; 

Whereas the forecasts and information 
from the National Hurricane Center provided 
notice for the evacuation of millions of resi- 
dents in the line of Hurricanes Charley, 
Frances, Ivan, and Jeanne and warnings to 
the residents of Florida, Mississippi, Ala- 
bama, and Louisiana; 

Whereas the Office of Oceanic and Atmos- 
pheric Research’s Hurricane Research Divi- 
sion at the Atlantic Oceanographic and Me- 
teorological Laboratory in Miami, Florida 
conducts the research needed to improve 
hurricane forecasts and went on flights in 
and around hurricanes to gather and improve 
data that goes into the National Hurricane 
Center’s forecasts, watches, and warnings to 
protect lives and property; 

Whereas the Office of Oceanic and Atmos- 
pheric Research’s Geophysical Fluid Dynam- 
ics Laboratory in Princeton, New Jersey de- 
veloped, carefully monitors, and continues to 
improve the National Weather Service’s 
operational hurricane model used to deter- 
mine where the storms are likely to go; 

Whereas the National Oceanic and Atmos- 
pheric Administration’s Marine and Aviation 
Operation’s Hurricane Hunters logged over 
300 hours of operational hours of flight time 
through and above the storms to assist the 
National Hurricane Center in tracking Hur- 
ricanes Charley, Frances, Ivan, and Jeanne; 

Whereas the 53га Weather Reconnaissance 
Squadron of the 408rd Wing of the Air Force 
Reserve Command at Keesler Air Force Base, 
Biloxi, Mississippi, logged 739 hours of flight 
time through and around the storms to as- 
sist the National Hurricane Center in track- 
ing Hurricanes Charley, Frances, Ivan, and 
Jeanne; 
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Whereas the Hurricane Liaison Team, a 
joint National Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad- 
ministration and Federal Emergency Man- 
agement Agency partnership, provided sup- 
port to the 25 different media outlets oper- 
ating out of the National Hurricane Center; 

Whereas the National Oceanic and Atmos- 
pheric Administration’s Hydrometeoro- log- 
ical Prediction Center provided rainfall fore- 
casts and hurricane track guidance to the 
National Hurricane Center; 

Whereas the National Weather Service’s 
National Data Buoy Center, in partnership 
with the United States Coast Guard, worked 
expediently after Hurricane Charley to fix 
data buoys that proved critical for forecasts 
of Hurricane Frances, Ivan, and Jeanne; 

Whereas the National Oceanic and Atmos- 
pheric Administrations National Ocean 
Service provided storm surge predictions and 
hydrographic information support to Federal 
partners before, during, and after Hurricanes 
Charley, Frances, Ivan, and Jeanne; 

Whereas the National Oceanic and Atmos- 
pheric Administration’s National Environ- 
mental Satellite Data and Information Serv- 
ice provided images of Hurricane Frances 
every 5 minutes over a 4-day period, an un- 
precedented number of images for hurricane 
tracking; 

Whereas the Southern, Eastern, and Cen- 
tral Region Weather Forecast Offices of San 
Juan, Miami, Tampa Bay, Key West, Mel- 
bourne, Jacksonville, Tallahassee, Atlanta, 
Birmingham, Huntsville, Mobile, Morris- 
town, Charleston, Morehead City, Wil- 
mington, Wakefield, and Taunton provided 
up-to-the-minute local details for residents 
throughout Hurricanes Charley, Frances, 
Ivan, and Jeanne; 

Whereas employees from other offices 
within the Southern Region provided addi- 
tional support to key Weather Forecast Of- 
fices directly impacted by Hurricanes Char- 
ley, Frances, Ivan, and Jeanne; 

Whereas more than 7,000 watches, warn- 
ings, advisories, and other statements were 
issued by key local Weather Forecast Offices 
during Hurricanes Charley, Frances, Ivan, 
and Jeanne; 

Whereas the Southeast River Forecast 
Center provided critical river flooding fore- 
cast information to Federal, State, and pri- 
vate partners during Hurricanes Charley, 
Frances, Ivan, and Jeanne and accurately 
predicted the amount of excessive rainfall 
over the Southeastern United States several 
days in advance; and 

Whereas the hurricane season continues 
through November, and all these employees 
continue tracking new tropical depressions 
approaching the United States coast: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep- 
resentatives concurring), That the Congress— 

(1) commends the employees of the Na- 
tional Weather Service, especially the Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion Tropical Prediction Center/National 
Hurricane Center, Hydrometeorological Pre- 
diction Center, and National Data Buoy Cen- 
ter; the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration Aircraft Operations Center 
at MacDill Air Force Base, Tampa, Florida; 
the 53rd Weather Reconnaissance Squadron 
of the 403га Wing of the Air Force Reserve 
Command at Keesler Air Force Base, Biloxi, 
Mississippi; the Hurricane Liaison Team; the 
National Ocean Service; and the National 
Environmental Satellite Data and Informa- 
tion Service, for their extraordinary dedica- 
tion and hard work during Hurricanes Char- 
ley, Frances, Ivan, and Jeanne; 

(2) commends the Southern, Eastern, and 
Central Region Weather Forecast Offices of 
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San Juan, Miami, Tampa Bay, Key West, 
Melbourne, Jacksonville, Tallahassee, At- 
lanta, Birmingham, Huntsville, Mobile, Mor- 
ristown, Charleston, Morehead City, Wil- 
mington, Wakefield, Taunton, Lake Charles, 
New Orleans, Jackson, Nashville, and Hous- 
ton for their extraordinary dedication and 
hard work during Hurricanes Charley, 
Frances, Ivan, and Jeanne; 

(3) commends the employees of the Office 
of Oceanic and Atmospheric Research, espe- 
cially the Hurricane Research Division; 

(4) thanks the commercial and media me- 
teorologists for their contributions in dis- 
seminating the National Oceanic and Atmos- 
pheric Administration forecasts and warn- 
ings to the public; and 

(5) expresses its support for the ongoing 
hard work and dedication of all who provide 
accurate and timely hurricane forecasts. 


EEE 


AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 
COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND 
TRANSPORTATION 

Mr. SANTORUM. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation be authorized to meet 
on Thursday, November 18, 2004, at 9:30 
a.m. on various nominations (names to 
be released later in week) at 9:30 a.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE 

Mr. SANTORUM. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Finance be authorized to 
meet on Thursday, November 18, 2004, 
at 10 a.m., to hear testimony on “FDA, 
Merck and Vioxx: Putting Patient 
Safety First?" 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS 

Mr. SANTORUM. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs be authorized 
to meet on Thursday, November 18, 
2004, at 10 a.m. in room 485 of the Rus- 
sell Senate Office Building to conduct 
a business meeting on pending Com- 
mittee matters, to be followed imme- 
diately by an oversight hearing on the 
Water Problems on the Standing Rock 
Sioux Reservation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON READINESS AND 
MANAGEMENT 

Mr. SANTORUM. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sub- 
committee on Readiness and Manage- 
ment support of the committee on 
Armed Services be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on No- 
vember 18, 2004, at 3:30 p.m. in open ses- 
sion to receive testimony on the status 
of financial management reform within 
the Department of Defense and the in- 
dividual services. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON SCIENCE, TECHNOLOGY, AND 

SPACE 

Mr. SANTORUM. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the Sub- 


24027 


committee on Science, Technology and 
Space be authorized to meet on Thurs- 
day, November 18, 2004, at 2 p.m. on the 
Science Behind Pornography Addic- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


== 


COMMENDING THE NATIONAL ОСЕ- 
ANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC ADMIN- 
ISTRATION AND ITS EMPLOYEES 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the immediate consider- 
ation of б. Con. Res. 149, introduced 
earlier today by Senator HOLLINGS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the concurrent resolu- 
tion by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 149) 
commending the National Oceanic and At- 
mospheric Administration and its employees 
for its dedication and hard work during Hur- 
ricanes Charley, Frances, Ivan, and Jeanne. 


There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the concurrent 
resolution. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the con- 
current resolution be agreed to, the 
preamble be agreed to, the motion to 
reconsider be laid upon the table, with 
no intervening action or debate, and 
that any statements related to the con- 
current resolution be printed in the 
RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The concurrent resolution (S. Con. 
Res. 149) was agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution, with its 
preamble, reads as follows: 

S. Сом. RES. 149 


Whereas the National Oceanic and Atmos- 
pheric Administration’s National Weather 
Service consistently provides critical fore- 
casts and warnings about severe weather to 
the Nation’s citizens; 

Whereas 4 hurricanes, Charley, Frances, 
Ivan, and Jeanne, recently hit the State of 
Florida, an event which has not occurred 
since 4 hurricanes struck Texas in 1886; 

Whereas Hurricane Jeanne was the fourth 
hurricane in 6 weeks to hit the United States 
mainland; 

Whereas the employees of the National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 
Tropical Prediction Center/National Hurri- 
cane Center and the employees of key South- 
ern Region Weather Forecast Offices worked 
tirelessly and under great pressure to pro- 
vide the most up to date information to the 
public, the media, and emergency manage- 
ment officials during Hurricanes Charley, 
Frances, Ivan, and Jeanne; 

Whereas the employees of the National 
Hurricane Center conducted approximately 
1,128 live television and radio interviews as 
well as 1,480 telephone briefings to the media 
and others during Hurricane Frances; 

Whereas the forecasts and information 
from the National Hurricane Center provided 
notice for the evacuation of millions of resi- 
dents in the line of Hurricanes Charley, 
Frances, Ivan, and Jeanne and warnings to 
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the residents of Florida, Mississippi, Ala- 
bama, and Louisiana; 

Whereas the Office of Oceanic and Atmos- 
pheric Research’s Hurricane Research Divi- 
sion at the Atlantic Oceanographic and Me- 
teorological Laboratory in Miami, Florida 
conducts the research needed to improve 
hurricane forecasts and went on flights in 
and around hurricanes to gather and improve 
data that goes into the National Hurricane 
Center’s forecasts, watches, and warnings to 
protect lives and property; 

Whereas the Office of Oceanic and Atmos- 
pheric Research’s Geophysical Fluid Dynam- 
ics Laboratory in Princeton, New Jersey de- 
veloped, carefully monitors, and continues to 
improve the National Weather Service’s 
operational hurricane model used to deter- 
mine where the storms are likely to go; 

Whereas the National Oceanic and Atmos- 
pheric Administration’s Marine and Aviation 
Operation’s Hurricane Hunters logged over 
300 hours of operational hours of flight time 
through and above the storms to assist the 
National Hurricane Center in tracking Hur- 
ricanes Charley, Frances, Ivan, and Jeanne; 

Whereas the 53rd Weather Reconnaissance 
Squadron of the 408rd Wing of the Air Force 
Reserve Command at Keesler Air Force Base, 
Biloxi, Mississippi, logged 739 hours of flight 
time through and around the storms to as- 
sist the National Hurricane Center in track- 
ing Hurricanes Charley, Frances, Ivan, and 
Jeanne; 

Whereas the Hurricane Liaison Team, a 
joint National Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad- 
ministration and Federal Emergency Man- 
agement Agency partnership, provided sup- 
port to the 25 different media outlets oper- 
ating out of the National Hurricane Center; 

Whereas the National Oceanic and Atmos- 
pheric Administration’s Hydrometeorologi- 
cal Prediction Center provided rainfall fore- 
casts and hurricane track guidance to the 
National Hurricane Center; 

Whereas the National Weather Service’s 
National Data Buoy Center, in partnership 
with the United States Coast Guard, worked 
expediently after Hurricane Charley to fix 
data buoys that proved critical for forecasts 
of Hurricane Frances, Ivan, and Jeanne; 

Whereas the National Oceanic and Atmos- 
pheric Administrations National Ocean 
Service provided storm surge predictions and 
hydrographic information support to Federal 
partners before, during, and after Hurricanes 
Charley, Frances, Ivan, and Jeanne; 

Whereas the National Oceanic and Atmos- 
pheric Administration’s National Environ- 
mental Satellite Data and Information Serv- 
ice provided images of Hurricane Frances 
every 5 minutes over a 4-day period, an un- 
precedented number of images for hurricane 
tracking; 

Whereas the Southern, Eastern, and Cen- 
tral Region Weather Forecast Offices of San 
Juan, Miami, Tampa Bay, Key West, Mel- 
bourne, Jacksonville, Tallahassee, Atlanta, 
Birmingham, Huntsville, Mobile, Morris- 
town, Charleston, Morehead City, Wil- 
mington, Wakefield, and Taunton provided 
up-to-the-minute local details for residents 
throughout Hurricanes Charley, Frances, 
Ivan, and Jeanne; 

Whereas employees from other offices 
within the Southern Region provided addi- 
tional support to key Weather Forecast Of- 
fices directly impacted by Hurricanes Char- 
ley, Frances, Ivan, and Jeanne; 

Whereas more than 7,000 watches, warn- 
ings, advisories, and other statements were 
issued by key local Weather Forecast Offices 
during Hurricanes Charley, Frances, Ivan, 
and Jeanne; 
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Whereas the Southeast River Forecast 
Center provided critical river flooding fore- 
cast information to Federal, State, and pri- 
vate partners during Hurricanes Charley, 
Frances, Ivan, and Jeanne and accurately 
predicted the amount of excessive rainfall 
over the Southeastern United States several 
days in advance; and 

Whereas the hurricane season continues 
through November, and all these employees 
continue tracking new tropical depressions 
approaching the United States coast: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep- 
resentatives concurring), That the Congress— 

(1) commends the employees of the Na- 
tional Weather Service, especially the Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion Tropical Prediction Center/National 
Hurricane Center, Hydrometeorological Pre- 
diction Center, and National Data Buoy Cen- 
ter; the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration Aircraft Operations Center 
at MacDill Air Force Base, Tampa, Florida; 
the 53rd Weather Reconnaissance Squadron 
of the 403га Wing of the Air Force Reserve 
Command at Keesler Air Force Base, Biloxi, 
Mississippi; the Hurricane Liaison Team; the 
National Ocean Service; and the National 
Environmental Satellite Data and Informa- 
tion Service, for their extraordinary dedica- 
tion and hard work during Hurricanes Char- 
ley, Frances, Ivan, and Jeanne; 

(2) commends the Southern, Eastern, and 
Central Region Weather Forecast Offices of 
San Juan, Miami, Tampa Bay, Key West, 
Melbourne, Jacksonville, Tallahassee, At- 
lanta, Birmingham, Huntsville, Mobile, Mor- 
ristown, Charleston, Morehead City, Wil- 
mington, Wakefield, Taunton, Lake Charles, 
New Orleans, Jackson, Nashville, and Hous- 
ton for their extraordinary dedication and 
hard work during Hurricanes Charley, 
Frances, Ivan, and Jeanne; 

(3) commends the employees of the Office 
of Oceanic and Atmospheric Research, espe- 
cially the Hurricane Research Division; 

(4) thanks the commercial and media me- 
teorologists for their contributions in dis- 
seminating the National Oceanic and Atmos- 
pheric Administration forecasts and warn- 
ings to the public; and 

(5) expresses its support for the ongoing 
hard work and dedication of all who provide 
accurate and timely hurricane forecasts. 
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HONORING THE LIFE OF ASTRO- 
NAUT LEROY GORDON COOPER, 
JR. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, І 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the immediate consider- 
ation of S. Res. 470, which was sub- 


mitted earlier today by Senator 
INHOFE. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 


clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 
The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A resolution (S. Res. 470) honoring the life 
of astronaut Leroy Gordon Cooper, Jr. 
There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 
Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the reso- 
lution be agreed to, the preamble be 
agreed to, the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table, and that any state- 
ments relating to this matter be print- 
ed in the RECORD. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

The resolution, with its preamble, 
reads as follows: 

S. REs. 470 


Whereas Leroy Gordon Cooper, Jr., was 
born on March 6, 1927, in Shawnee, Okla- 
homa; 

Whereas Gordon Cooper served as a colonel 
in the United States Air Force and was se- 
lected as one of the original Project Mercury 
astronauts in April of 1959; 

Whereas the 7 original Project Mercury as- 
tronauts helped to inspire generations of sci- 
entists and engineers; 

Whereas, when Gordon Cooper piloted the 
Faith 7 spacecraft on the final operational 
mission of Project Mercury from May 15 to 
May 16, 1963, he traveled a total of 546,167 
statute miles and became the first astronaut 
from the United States to spend more than a 
day in space; 

Whereas, when Gordon Cooper served as 
command pilot on the 8-day 120-orbit Gemini 
5 mission that began on August 21, 1965, he 
and pilot Charles Conrad established a new 
space endurance record by traveling a dis- 
tance of 3,312,993 miles in an elapsed time of 
190 hours and 56 minutes; 

Whereas Gordon Cooper was the first man 
to go into space for a second time; 

Whereas Gordon Cooper served as backup 
command pilot for the Gemini 12 mission and 
as backup commander for the Apollo 10 
flight; 

Whereas Gordon Cooper logged 222 hours in 
space and retired from the Air Force and the 
National Aeronautics and Space Administra- 
tion in 1970; 

Whereas the special honors Gordon Cooper 
received during his lifetime included the Air 
Force Distinguished Flying Cross, the Na- 
tional Aeronautics and Space Administra- 
tion Distinguished Service Medal, and the 
John F. Kennedy Trophy; and 

Whereas Gordon Cooper passed away at his 
home in Ventura, California, on October 4, 
2004, at the age of 77: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate honors the life of 
astronaut Leroy Gordon Cooper, Jr. 
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AUTHORIZING THE PRINTING OF 
TRIBUTES AND OTHER RELATED 
MATERIALS IN HONOR OF THE 
LATE SENATOR PAUL SIMON 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the immediate consider- 
ation of S. Res. 471, submitted earlier 
today by Senator DURBIN. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 


The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 471) authorizing the 
printing of tributes and other related mate- 
rials in honor of the late Senator Paul 
Simon. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, as we 
approach the first anniversary of the 
death of Senator Paul Simon, I would 
like to take this opportunity to pay 
tribute to my late friend and colleague. 

At the age of 19, Paul Simon became 
the Nation’s youngest editor-publisher 
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when he accepted a Lion’s Club chal- 
lenge to save the Troy Tribune in Troy, 
IL. From that start, he build a chain of 
13 newspapers in southern and central 
Illinois. 

Paul Simon served the State of Illi- 
nois and the United States for decades. 
He is the only individual to have served 
in both the Illinois House of Represent- 
atives and the Illinois Senate, and the 
U.S. House of Representatives and U.S. 
Senate. 

Paul highly valued education and the 
youth of our Nation. In addition to his 
work in Congress to strengthen public 
education in America, he started the 
public affairs reporting program at 
Sangamon State University, now the 
University of Illinois at Springfield. He 
later became the founder and director 
of the Public Policy Institute at South- 
ern Illinois University in Carbondale, 
IL, and taught there for more than 6 
years. 

Weeks before his death, Paul made 
the rounds to Washington and the edi- 
torial boards in Chicago. He was pro- 
moting an idea to create a new scholar- 
ship program which would send Amer- 
ican students overseas to study and in- 
vite their foreign counterparts to come 
to America to learn. As Paul explained 
it, this opportunity to learn would help 
an often hostile world to understand us 
and help the next generation of Amer- 
ican leaders to understand the world 
we live in. It was Paul Simon's long- 
term solution to the threat of ter- 
rorism: dialogue, education and toler- 
ance—the hallmarks of his public life. 
In à modest way, we came through for 
him. 

Earlier this year, this Congress es- 
tablished à commission to recommend 
the framework for an international 
study abroad program for college stu- 
dents. The program Senator Simon en- 
visioned and worked so hard to create 
was what he called the Lincoln Fellow- 
ships. The program under development 
is designed to encourage and support 
the experience of studying abroad in 
developing countries—in countries 
whose people, culture, language, gov- 
ernment, and religion might be very 
different from ours. 

Shortly after Paul’s death, I intro- 
duced legislation to name the Federal 
building located at 250 West Cherry 
Street in Carbondale, IL, the ‘‘Senator 
Paul Simon Federal Building." Іп May 
2004, this bill was signed into law. 
Naming this building in Carbondale 
after Paul Simon will help present and 
future generations remember and 
honor a great man who lived in and 
worked for the people of Southern Illi- 
nois and served in our Federal Govern- 
ment with the greatest integrity. 

From journalism to Government to 
education, Paul Simon set the standard 
for honesty and caring in public life. 
Paul set a standard for integrity in 
public life the rest of us can only aspire 
to. Whether you agreed with his poli- 
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tics or not, you always knew you could 
trust Paul. He didn’t apologize for dedi- 
cating his public life to the less fortu- 
nate. He believed and taught those of 
us who worked with him that honesty 
and caring were the real standards for 
public service. He was genuine in his 
politics, in his life, and in his values. 

I wouldn’t be a Senator today if it 
weren’t for Paul Simon. He believed in 
me, he inspired me, and he was a true 
friend. 

Today I am introducing a resolution 
to authorize the printing of tributes 
and other related materials in honor of 
Senator Simon. This resolution will 
authorize the collection and printing of 
these materials in an official Senate 
document. The compilation of the trib- 
ute statements made by my Senate col- 
leagues will serve as a lasting testa- 
ment to our former colleague. 

Through these small measures, Con- 
gress has paid tribute to the lasting 
legacy of our friend, Paul Simon. His 
dedication to public service serves as 
an example for all Americans. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the reso- 
lution be agreed to, the motion to re- 
consider be laid upon the table, and 
that any statements relating thereto 
be printed in the RECORD, without in- 
tervening action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 
agreed to, as follows: 

S. REs. 471 

Resolved, That there be printed as a Senate 
document a compilation of tributes and 
other related materials concerning the Hon- 
orable Paul Simon, late a Senator from the 
State of Illinois. 
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FEDERAL RECOGNITION OF CON- 
FEDERATED TRIBES COM- 
MENDING INEZ SITTER FOR HER 
SERVICE TO THE UNITED 
STATES 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Indian 
Affairs Committee be discharged from 
further consideration and the Senate 
proceed to the immediate consider- 
ation of S. Res. 423 and S. Res. 441, en 
bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. The clerk 
will state the resolutions by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 441) expressing the 
sense of the Senate that October 17, 1984, the 
date of the restoration by the Federal Gov- 
ernment of Federal recognition to the Con- 
federated Tribes of Coos, Lower Umpqua, and 
Siuslaw Indians, should be memorialized. 

A resolution (S. Res. 423) commending Inez 
Sitter for her service to the United States. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolutions, 
en bloc. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the reso- 
lutions be agreed to, en bloc, the pre- 
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ambles be agreed to, en bloc, the mo- 
tions to reconsider be laid upon the 
table, and that any statements relating 
to the measures be printed in the 
RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolutions (S. Res. 441 and 8. 
Res. 423) were agreed to, en bloc. 

The preambles were agreed to, 
bloc. 


en 


The resolutions, with their pre- 
ambles, read as follows: 
S. REs. 441 


Whereas the Coos, Lower Umpqua, and 
Siuslaw Restoration Act (25 U.S.C. 714 et 
seq.), which was signed by the President on 
October 17, 1984, restored Federal recognition 
to the Confederated Tribes of Coos, Lower 
Umpqua, and Siuslaw Indians; 

Whereas the Confederated Tribes of Coos, 
Lower Umpqua, and Siuslaw Indians histori- 
cally inhabited land now in the State of Or- 
egon, from Fivemile Point in the south to 
Tenmile Creek in the north, west to the Pa- 
cific Ocean, then east to the crest of the 
Coast Range, encompassing the watersheds 
of the Coos River, the Umpqua River to 
Weatherly Creek, the Siuslaw River, the 
coastal tributaries between Tenmile Creek 
and Fivemile Point, and portions of the 
Coquille watershed; 

Whereas in addition to restoring Federal 
recognition, that Act and other Federal In- 
dian statutes have provided the means for 
the Confederated Tribes to achieve the goals 
of cultural restoration, economic self-suffi- 
ciency, and the attainment of a standard of 
living equivalent to that enjoyed by other 
citizens of the United States; 

Whereas by enacting the Coos, Lower Ump- 
qua, and Siuslaw Restoration Act (25 U.S.C. 
714 et seq.), the Federal Government— 

(1) declared that the Confederated Tribes 
of Coos, Lower Umpqua, and Siuslaw Indians 
were eligible for all Federal services and ben- 
efits provided to federally recognized tribes; 

(2) provided the means to establish a tribal 
reservation; and 

(3) granted the Confederated Tribes of 
Coos, Lower Umpqua, and Siuslaw Indians 
self-government for the betterment of tribal 
members, including the ability to set tribal 
rolls; 

Whereas the Confederated Tribes of Coos, 
Lower Umpqua, and Siuslaw Indians have 
embraced Federal recognition and self-suffi- 
ciency statutes and are actively working to 
better the lives of tribal members; and 

Whereas economic self-sufficiency, which 
was the goal of restoring Federal recognition 
for the Confederated Tribes of Coos, Lower 
Umpqua, and Siuslaw Indians, is being real- 
ized through many projects: Now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate 
that October 17, 1984, should be memorialized 
as the date on which the Federal Govern- 
ment restored Federal recognition to the 
Confederated Tribes of Coos, Lower Umpqua, 
and Siuslaw Indians. 

S. RES. 423 


Whereas the United States, and subse- 
quently the Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma, 
have operated a school at Hartshorne, Okla- 
homa, called the Jones Academy for more 
than 100 years, a facility that, since 1952, has 
provided residential services to predomi- 
nately at-risk children from more than 20 In- 
dian tribes throughout the United States 
who attend local, public school academic 
classes; 
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Whereas for approximately half that time, 
Mrs. Inez Sitter has been a vital part of that 
school and its efforts to educate American 
Indian children; 

Whereas Mrs. Sitter came to the school in 
an administrative post in March of 1944 and 
progressed through various administrative 
capacities to be the Administrative Assist- 
ant at the school; 

Whereas Mrs. Sitter formally retired from 
the Bureau of Indian Affairs іп 1988, after 39 
years of service; 

Whereas Mrs. Sitter immediately there- 
after assumed the position as the Study Hall/ 
Tutorial Coordinator for Jones Academy, the 
Library Services Coordinator, and the Direc- 
tor of the critically important Foster Grand- 
parents program at the school, positions she 
has held to this day; 

Whereas Mrs. Sitter, who is à member of 
many civic organizations, including the 
Hartshorne Edgewood United Methodist 
Church, the Daughters of the American Rev- 
olution, and the American Legion Auxiliary, 
is known throughout the community for her 
extra work with students, including men- 
toring, tutoring, and preparation of home- 
work and term assignments; 

Whereas for such work she gained a posi- 
tion of advocate for the children of Jones 
Academy and the de facto position of liaison 
with the local public school in Hartshorne; 

Whereas Mrs. Sitter, who resided with her 
family on campus, became a surrogate par- 
ent for hundreds of Jones Academy children; 

Whereas Mrs. Sitter has been described by 
a colleague as ‘‘87 years young, and only 95 
pounds, but with 60 years of service to the 
children of Jones Academy and the people of 
Hartshorne, the State of Oklahoma, and 
these United States’’; and 

Whereas the Bureau of Indian Affairs, rec- 
ognizing her selfless and outstanding con- 
tributions, awarded Mrs. Sitter its Lifetime 
Achievement Award, presented by Assistant 
Secretary Dave Anderson on August 3, 2004: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate commends Mrs. 
Inez Sitter for her outstanding service to the 
Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma, the State of 
Oklahoma, and the United States. 


EE 


ELDER FALLS PREVENTION ACT 
OF 2003 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the immediate consider- 
ation of Calendar No. 785, S. 1217. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will state the bill by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1217) to direct the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services to expand and 
intensify programs with respect to research 
and related activities concerning elder falls. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill, which 
was reported from the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen- 
sions, with an amendment and an 
amendment to the title, as follows: 

(Strike the part printed in black 
brackets and insert the part printed in 
italic.) 

S. 1217 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

[SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

[This Act may be cited as the “Elder Fall 

Prevention Act of 2003”. 
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ІБЕС. 2. FINDINGS. 

[The Congress finds as follows: 

[ 1) Falls are the leading cause of injury 
deaths among individuals who are over 65 
years of age. 

[(2) By 2030, the population of individuals 
who are 65 years of age or older will double. 
By 2050, the population of individuals who 
are 85 years of age or older will quadruple. 

[(3) In 2000, falls among elderly individuals 
accounted for 10,200 deaths and 1,600,000 
emergency department visits. 

[(4) Sixty percent of fall-related deaths 
occur among individuals who are 75 years of 
age or older. 

[(5) Twenty-five percent of elderly persons 
who sustain a hip fracture die within 1 year. 

[(6) Hospital admissions for hip fractures 
among the elderly have increased from 
281,000 admissions in 1988 to 332,000 in 1999. 
The number of hip fractures is expected to 
exceed 500,000 by 2040. 

(С) Annually, more than 64,000 individuals 
who are over 65 years of age sustain a trau- 
matic brain injury as a result of a fall. 

108) Annually, 40,000 individuals who are 
over 65 years of age visit emergency depart- 
ments with traumatic brain injuries suffered 
as a result of a fall, of which 16,000 of these 
individual are hospitalized and 4,000 of these 
individuals die. 

[(9) The rate of fall-induced traumatic 
brain injuries for individual who are 80 years 
of age or older increased by 60 percent from 
1989 to 1998. 

[(10) The estimated total cost for non-fatal 
traumatic brain injury-related hospitaliza- 
tions for falls in individuals who are 65 years 
of age or older is more than $3,250,000,000. 
Two-thirds of these costs occurred among in- 
dividual who were 75 years of age or older. 

[(11) The costs to the Medicare and Med- 
icaid programs and society as a whole from 
falls by elderly persons continue to climb 
much faster than inflation and population 
growth. Direct costs alone will exceed 
$32,000,000,000 in 2020. 

[(12) The Federal Government should de- 
vote additional resources to research regard- 
ing the prevention and treatment of falls in 
residential as well as institutional settings. 

[(13) A national approach to reducing elder 
falls, which focuses on the daily life of senior 
citizens in residential, institutional, and 
community settings is needed. The approach 
should include à wide range of organizations 
and individuals including family members, 
health care providers, social workers, archi- 
tects, employers and others. 

[(14) Reducing preventable adverse events, 
such as elder falls, is an important aspect to 
the agenda to improve patient safety. 

ІБЕС. 3. AMENDMENT TO THE PUBLIC HEALTH 
SERVICE ACT. 

[Title III of the Public Health Service Act 
(42 U.S.C. 241 et seq.) is amended by adding 
at the end the following: 

[“PART R—PREVENTION OF ELDER FALLS 
[*SEC. 399AA. PURPOSES 

[‘‘The purposes of this title are— 

[‘‘(1) to develop effective public education 
strategies in à national initiative to reduce 
elder falls in order to educate the elders 
themselves, family members, employers, 
caregivers, and others who touch the lives of 
senior citizens; 

[‘‘(2) to expand needed services and con- 
duct research to determine the most effec- 
tive approaches to preventing and treating 
elder falls; and 

[‘‘(8) to require the Secretary to evaluate 
the effect of falls on the costs of medicare 
and medicaid and the potential for reducing 
costs by expanding education, prevention, 
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and elderly intervention services covered 
under these two programs. 
Г“ЅЕС. 399AA-1. PUBLIC EDUCATION. 

[Subject to the availability of appropria- 
tions, the Administration on Aging within 
the Department of Health and Human Serv- 
ices shall— 

[‘‘(1) oversee and support a three-year na- 
tional education campaign to be carried out 
by the National Safety Council to be di- 
rected principally to elders, their families, 
and health care providers and focusing on 
ways of reducing the risk of elder falls and 
preventing repeat falls; and 

[‘‘(2) provide grants to qualified organiza- 
tions and institutions for the purpose of or- 
ganizing State-level coalitions of appro- 
priate State and local agencies, safety, 
health, senior citizen and other organiza- 
tions to design and carry out local education 
campaigns, focusing on ways of reducing the 
risk of elder falls and preventing repeat falls. 
І“5ЕС. 399AA-2. RESEARCH. 

[‘‘(a) ІМ GENERAL.—Subject to the avail- 
ability of appropriations, the Secretary 
shall— 

[‘‘(1) conduct and support research to— 

СА) improve the identification of elders 
who have a high risk of falling; 

ГВ) improve data collection and analysis 
to identify fall risk and protective factors; 

СС) design, implement, and evaluate fall 
prevention interventions to identify the 
most effective of the numerous potential 
strategies available; 

[ (D) improve strategies that are proven 
to be effective in reducing falls by tailoring 
these strategies to specific elderly popu- 
lations; 

[‘‘(E) conduct research in order to maxi- 
mize the dissemination of proven, effective 
fall prevention interventions; 

СЕ) expand proven interventions to pre- 
vent elder falls; 

L(G) improve the diagnosis, treatment, 
and rehabilitation of elderly fall victims; 
and 

[‘‘(H) assess the risk of falls occurring in 
various settings; 

[‘‘(2) conduct research concerning barriers 
to the adoption of proven interventions with 
respect to the prevention of elder falls (such 
as medication review and vision enhance- 
ment); 

[‘‘(8) conduct research to develop, imple- 
ment, and evaluate the most effective ap- 
proaches to reducing falls among very high 
risk elders living in nursing homes, assisted 
living, and other types of long-term care fa- 
cilities; and 

[‘‘(4) evaluate the effectiveness of commu- 
nity programs to prevent assisted living and 
nursing home falls by elders. 

[‘‘(b) ADMINISTRATION.—In carrying out 
subsection (a), the Secretary shall— 

[‘‘(1) conduct research and surveillance ac- 
tivities among community-dwelling and in- 
stitutionalized elders through the Director 
of the Centers for Disease Control and Pre- 
vention; 

[‘‘(2) conduct research related to elder fall 
prevention in health care delivery settings 
and clinical treatment and rehabilitation of 
elderly fall victims through the Director of 
the Agency for Healthcare Research and 
Quality; and 

[‘‘(3) ensure the coordination of the activi- 
ties described in paragraphs (1) and (2). 

[‘‘(c) GRANTS.—The Secretary shall award 
grants to qualified organizations and institu- 
tions to enable such organizations and insti- 
tutions to provide professional education for 
physicians and allied health professionals in 
elder fall prevention. 


November 18, 2004 


І“5ЕС. 399AA-3. DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS. 

[‘‘Subject to the availability of appropria- 
tions, the Secretary, acting through the Di- 
rector of the Centers for Disease Control and 
Prevention and in consultation with the Di- 
rector of the Agency for Healthcare Research 
and Quality, shall carry out the following: 

Г“(1) Oversee and support demonstration 
and research projects to be carried out by 
the National Safety Council and other quali- 
fied organizations in the following areas: 

LA) А multi-State demonstration project 
assessing the utility of targeted fall risk 
Screening and referral programs. 

ГВ) Programs designed for community- 
dwelling elderly individuals that shall utilize 
multi-component fall intervention  ap- 
proaches, including physical activity, medi- 
cation assessment and reduction when pos- 
sible, vision enhancement, and home modi- 
fication strategies. 

L“ (C) Programs targeting newly-discharged 
fall victims who are at a high risk for second 
falls, which shall include modification 
projects available to various living settings 
(in accordance with accepted building codes 
and standards) and which are designed to 
maximize independence and quality of life 
for elders, particularly those elders with 
functional limitations. 

Г“АО) Private sector and public-private 
partnerships to develop technology to pre- 
vent falls and prevent or reduce injuries if 
falls occur. 

[‘‘(2)(A) Provide grants to qualified organi- 
zations and institutions to design, imple- 
ment, and evaluate fall prevention programs 
using proven intervention strategies in resi- 
dential and institutional settings. 

[ (B) Provide one or more grants to one or 
more qualified applicants in order to carry 
out a multi-State demonstration project to 
implement and evaluate fall prevention pro- 
grams using proven intervention strategies 
designed for multi-family residential set- 
tings with high concentrations of elders, in- 
cluding identifying high risk populations, 
evaluating residential facilities, conducting 
Screening to identify high risk individuals, 
providing pre-fall counseling, coordinating 
Services with health care and social service 
providers and coordinating post-fall treat- 
ment and rehabilitation. 

ГС) Provide one or more grants to quali- 
fied applicants to conduct evaluations of the 
effectiveness of the demonstration projects 
in this section. 

[^SEC. 399AA-4. REVIEW OF REIMBURSEMENT 
POLICIES. 

[‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall un- 
dertake a review of the effects of falls on the 
costs of the medicare and medicaid programs 
and the potential for reducing costs by ex- 
panding services covered by these two pro- 
grams. This review shall include a review of 
the reimbursement policies of the medicare 
and medicaid programs in order to determine 
if additional fall-related education, preven- 
tion, and early prevention services should be 
covered or reimbursement guidelines should 
be modified. 

[‘‘(b) REPORT.—Not later than 18 months 
after the date of the enactment of this title, 
the Secretary shall submit to the Congress à 
report describing the findings of the Sec- 
retary in conducting the review under sub- 
section (a). 

[^SEC. 399AA-5. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIA- 
TION. 

[‘‘In order to carry out this title, there are 
authorized to be appropriated— 

[‘‘(1) to carry out the national public edu- 
cation provisions described in section 399A A- 
1(1) $5,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2004 
through 2006; 
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[“(2) to carry out the State public edu- 
cation campaign provisions of section 399A А- 
1(2), $8,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2004 
through 2006; 

Г“(3) to carry out research projects de- 
scribed in section 399AA-2, $10,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2004 through 2006; 

[ (4) to carry out the demonstration 
projects described in section 399AA-3(1), 
$7,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2004 through 
2006; and 

[ (5) to carry out the demonstration and 
research projects described in section 399A А- 
3(2), $8,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2004 
through 2006.’’.] 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ''Keeping Seniors 
Safe From Falls Act of 2004". 

SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds the following: 

(1) Falls are the leading cause of injury 
deaths among individuals who are over 65 years 
of age. 

(2) In 2000, falls among older adults accounted 
for 10,200 deaths and 1,600,000 emergency de- 
partment visits. 

(3) Hospital admissions for hip fractures 
among the elderly have increased from 231,000 
admissions in 1988 to 332,000 in 1999. 

(4) Annually, more than 64,000 individuals 
who are over 65 years of age sustain a traumatic 
brain injury as a result of a fall. 

(5) The total cost of all fall injuries for people 
age 65 and older was calculated in 1994 to be 
$27,300,000,000 (in 2004 dollars). 

(6) A mational approach to reducing falls 
among older adults, which focuses on the daily 
life of senior citieens im residential, institu- 
tional, and community settings, is needed. 

SEC. 3. AMENDMENTS TO THE PUBLIC HEALTH 
SERVICE ACT. 

Part J of title III of the Public Health Service 
Act (42 U.S.C. 280b et seq.) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating section 393B (as added by 
section 1401 of Public Law 106—386) as section 
393C and transferring such section so that it ap- 
pears after section 393B (as added by section 
1301 of Public Law 106—310); and 

(2) by inserting after section 393C (as redesig- 
nated by paragraph (1)) the following: 

*SEC. 393D. PREVENTION OF FALLS AMONG 
OLDER ADULTS. 

“(а) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this section 
are— 

“(1) to develop effective public education 
strategies in a national initiative to reduce falls 
among older adults in order to educate older 
adults, family members, employers, caregivers, 
and others; 

“(2) to intensify services and conduct research 
to determine the most effective approaches to 
preventing and treating falls among older 
adults; and 

“(3) to require the Secretary to evaluate the 
effect of falls on health care costs, the potential 
for reducing falls, and the most effective strate- 
gies for reducing health care costs associated 


with falls. 
"(b) PUBLIC  EDUCATION.—The | Secretary 
shall— 


“(1) oversee and support a national education 
campaign to be carried out by a nonprofit orga- 
nization with experience in designing and imple- 
menting national injury prevention programs, 
that is directed principally to older adults, their 
families, and health care providers, and that fo- 
cuses on reducing falls among older adults and 
preventing repeat falls; and 

“(2) award grants, contracts, or cooperative 
agreements to qualified organizations, institu- 
tions, or consortia of qualified organizations 
and institutions, for the purpose of organizing 
State-level coalitions of appropriate State and 
local agencies, safety, health, senior citizen, and 
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other organizations to design and carry out 
local education campaigns, focusing on reduc- 
ing falls among older adults and preventing re- 
peat falls. 

“(с) RESEARCH.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall— 

“(А) conduct and support research to— 

“(1) improve the identification of older adults 
who have a high risk of falling; 

“(Gi) improve data collection and analysis to 
identify fall risk and protective factors; 

“(1й) design, implement, and evaluate the 
most effective fall prevention interventions; 

"(iv) improve strategies that are proven to be 
effective in reducing falls by tailoring these 
strategies to specific populations of older adults; 

“(о) conduct research in order to maximize the 
dissemination of proven, effective fall preven- 
tion interventions; 

"(vi) intensify proven interventions to prevent 
falls among older adults; 

“(ой) improve the diagnosis, treatment, and 
rehabilitation of elderly fall victims; and 

"(viii) assess the risk of falls occurring in var- 
ious settings; 

“(В) conduct research concerning barriers to 
the adoption of proven interventions with те- 
spect to the prevention of falls among older 
adults; 

“(С) conduct research to develop, implement, 
and evaluate the most effective approaches to 
reducing falls among high-risk older adults liv- 
ing in long-term care facilities; and 

“(D) evaluate the effectiveness of community 
programs to prevent assisted living and nursing 
home falls among older adults. 

“(2) EDUCATIONAL SUPPORT.—The Secretary, 
either directly or through awarding grants, con- 
tracts, or cooperative agreements to qualified or- 
ganizations, institutions, or consortia of quali- 
fied organizations and institutions, shall pro- 
vide professional education for physicians and 
allied health professionals in fall prevention. 

"(d) DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS.—The Sec- 
retary shall carry out the following: 

"(1) Oversee and support demonstration and 
research projects to be carried out by qualified 
organizations, institutions, or consortia of 
qualified organizations and institutions, in the 
following areas: 

“(А) A multistate demonstration project as- 
sessing the utility of targeted fall risk screening 
and referral programs. 

“(В) Programs designed for community-dwell- 
ing older adults that utilize multicomponent fall 
intervention approaches, including physical ac- 
tivity, medication assessment and reduction 
when possible, vision enhancement, and home 
modification strategies. 

“(С) Programs that are targeted to newly dis- 
charged fall victims who are at a high risk for 
second falls and which are designed to maximize 
independence and quality of life for older 
adults, particularly those older adults with 
functional limitations. 

"(D) Private sector and public-private part- 
nerships to develop technology to prevent falls 
among older adults and prevent or reduce inju- 
ries if falls occur. 

“(2)(A) Award grants, contracts, от coopera- 
tive agreements to qualified organizations, insti- 
tutions, or consortia of qualified organizations 
and institutions, to design, implement, and 
evaluate fall prevention programs using proven 
intervention strategies in residential and insti- 
tutional settings. 

“(В) Award 1 or more grants, contracts, or со- 
operative agreements to 1 or more qualified or- 
ganizations, institutions, or consortia of quali- 
fied organizations and institutions, in order to 
carry out a multistate demonstration project to 
implement and evaluate fall prevention pro- 
grams using proven intervention strategies de- 
signed for multifamily residential settings with 
high concentrations of older adults, including— 
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“(1) identifying high-risk populations; 

“(i) evaluating residential facilities; 

(0) conducting screening to identify high- 
risk individuals; 

“(іш) providing pre-fall counseling; 

“(v) coordinating services with health сате 
and social service providers; and 

"(vi) coordinating post-fall treatment and re- 
habilitation. 

“(3) Award 1 or more grants, contracts, or со- 
operative agreements to qualified organizations, 
institutions, or consortia of qualified organiza- 
tions and institutions, to conduct evaluations of 
the effectiveness of the demonstration projects 
described in this subsection. 

“(е) STUDY OF EFFECTS OF FALLS ON HEALTH 
CARE COSTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a review of the effects of falls on health 
care costs, the potential for reducing falls, and 
the most effective strategies for reducing health 
care costs associated with falls. 

“(2) REPORT.—Not later than 36 months after 
the date of enactment of the Keeping Seniors 
Safe From Falls Act of 2004, the Secretary shall 
submit to Congress a report describing the find- 
ings of the Secretary in conducting the review 
under paragraph (1).’’. 

Amend the title so as to read: “А bill to 
direct the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services to intensify programs with respect 
to research and related activities concerning 
falls among older adults.". 

Ms. MIKULSKI. Mr. President, I am 
pleased that today the Senate will pass 
the Keeping Seniors Safe from Falls 
Act of 2004 (S. 1217) that Senator ENZI 
and I introduced. Falls are a serious 
public health problem that affects mil- 
lions of seniors each year. This bill fo- 
cuses on public education, research, 
and demonstration projects to help re- 
duce falls by older adults. 

The facts are staggering. One out of 
every three Americans over age 65 falls 
every year. In 2000, over 10,200 seniors 
died and approximately 1.6 million sen- 
iors visited an emergency department 
as a result of a fall. Falls are the lead- 
ing cause of injury deaths among sen- 
iors, accounting for 604,000 traumatic 
brain injuries and 340,000 hip fractures 
each year. Falls can be financially dis- 
astrous for families, and falls place a 
serious financial strain on our health 
care system. By 2020, falls by older 
adults are estimated to cost the health 
care system more than $32 billion. 

These facts do not begin to tell the 
story of what falls can mean for older 
adults and their loved ones. Falls don’t 
discriminate. Kay Graham was the vic- 
tim of a fall. Many of us have friends or 
relatives who have fallen. A fall can 
have a devastating impact on a per- 
son’s physical, emotional, and mental 
health. If an older woman loses her 
footing on her front porch steps, falls, 
and suffers a hip fracture, she would 
likely spend about two weeks in the 
hospital, and there is a 50 percent 
chance that she would not return home 
or live independently as a result of her 
injuries. 

Two years ago, I chaired a hearing of 
the Subcommittee on Aging on the 
problem of falls among older adults. 
The subcommittee heard testimony 
from Lillie Marie Struchen, a 91-year- 
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old woman who had recently fallen in 
her bathroom when she slipped on the 
tile. Lillie Marie could not reach the 
panic button in her apartment, and it 
took her some time before she could 
get to her feet and call for help. Lillie 
Marie was lucky. She recovered from 
her fall and returned to her normal 
routines. She shared with the sub- 
committee some steps that she and her 
family have taken to prevent future 
falls, knowing that she may not be so 
lucky next time. 

These falls, like the ones that Lillie 
Marie and thousands of others suffer 
from each year, can be prevented. With 
some help, there are simple ways that 
seniors can improve the safety of their 
homes and make a fall far less likely. 
Home modifications like hand rails in 
the bathroom, rubber mats on slippery 
tile floors, and cordless telephones that 
seniors can keep nearby can make a big 
difference. Well-trained pharmacists 
can review medications to make sure 
that two drugs do not interact to cause 
dizziness and throw a senior off bal- 
ance. 

That’s what this legislation is 
about—getting behind our Nation’s 
seniors and giving help to those who 
practice self-help. This bill creates 
public education campaigns for older 
adults, their families, and health care 
providers about how to prevent falls. It 
expands research on falls by older 
adults to develop better ways to pre- 
vent falls and to improve the treat- 
ment and rehabilitation of elder vic- 
tims. This legislation also requires an 
evaluation of the effect of falls on 
health care costs, the potential for re- 
ducing falls, and the potential for re- 
ducing health care costs associated 
with falls. 

Reducing the number of falls will 
help seniors live longer, healthier, 
more independent lives. I want to ac- 
knowledge the leadership of the Na- 
tional Safety Council on this issue. I 
also thank Senator ENZI for working 
with me in such a bipartisan manner to 
move this bill forward. The support of 
Senator GREGG and Senator KENNEDY 
was also vital in getting this bill 
through the Senate. I hope that our 
colleagues in the House will take swift 
action to pass this important bill this 
year. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent the committee 
amendment be agreed to, the bill, as 
amended, be read a third time and 
passed, the amendment to the title be 
agreed to, the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table, and that any state- 
ments relating to the bill be printed in 
the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute was agreed to. 

The bill (S. 1217), as amended, was 
read the third time and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
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A bill to direct the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services to intensify programs with 
respect to research and related activities 
concerning falls among older adults. 


EEE 


HONORING THE 10 COMMUNITIES 
RECEIVING THE 2004 ALL-AMER- 
ICAN CITY AWARD 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the immediate consider- 
ation of H. Con. Res 464. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will state the concurrent resolu- 
tion by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 464) 
honoring the 10 communities selected to re- 
ceive the 2004 All-American City Award. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the concurrent 
resolution. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the reso- 
lution be agreed to, the preamble be 
agreed to, the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table, and that any state- 
ments relating to the resolution be 
printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The concurrent resolution (H. Con. 
Res. 464) was agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


EE 
NATIONAL DAY OF THE HORSE 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Judi- 
ciary Committee be discharged from 
further consideration of S. Res. 452 and 
the Senate proceed to its immediate 
consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. The clerk 
will report the resolution by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 452) designating De- 
cember 13, 2004, as ‘‘National Day of the 
Horse" and encouraging the people of the 
United States to be mindful of the contribu- 
tion of horses to the economy, history, and 
character of the United States. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the reso- 
lution be agreed to, the preamble be 
agreed to, the motions to reconsider be 
laid upon the table, and that any state- 
ments relating to this resolution be 
printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

The resolution, with its preamble, 
reads as follows: 

S. RES. 452 

Whereas the horse is a living link to the 
history of the United States; 

Whereas without horses, the economy, his- 
tory, and character of the United States 
would be profoundly different; 
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Whereas horses continue to permeate the 
society of the United States, as witnessed on 
movie screens, on open land, and in our own 
backyards; 

Whereas horses are a vital part of the col- 
lective experience of the United States and 
deserve protection and compassion; 

Whereas because of increasing pressure 
from modern society, wild and domestic 
horses rely on humans for adequate food, 
water, and shelter; and 

Whereas the Congressional Horse Caucus 
estimates that the horse industry contrib- 
utes much more than $100,000,000,000 each 
year to the economy of the United States: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) designates December 18, 2004, as ‘‘Na- 
tional Day of the Horse’’, in recognition of 
the importance of horses to the security, 
economy, recreation, and heritage of the 
United States; 

(2) encourages all people of the United 
States to be mindful of the contribution of 
horses to the economy, history, and char- 
acter of the United States; and 

(3) requests that the President issue a 
proclamation calling on the people of the 
United States and interested organizations 
to observe the day with appropriate pro- 
grams and activities. 


——— 


HONORING THE LIFE AND LEGACY 
OF ALEXANDER HAMILTON 


NATIONAL CHILDREN’S MEMORIAL 
DAY 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that it be in 
order for the Judiciary Committee to 
be discharged from further consider- 
ation en bloc of the following and the 
Senate proceed en bloc to their imme- 
diate consideration: S. Con. Res. 123 
and S. Res. 436. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the con- 
current resolution and resolution be 
agreed to, en bloc, the preambles be 
agreed to, en bloc, and that any state- 
ments relating to the measures be 
printed in the RECORD, and the consid- 
eration of these items appear sepa- 
rately, with no intervening action or 
debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The concurrent resolution (S. Con. 
Res. 123) was agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


The resolution (S. Res. 486) was 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

The resolutions, with their pre- 


ambles, read as follows: 
S. Сом. RES. 123 


Whereas Alexander Hamilton dedicated his 
life to serving his adopted country as a Revo- 
lutionary soldier, aide-de-camp to General 
George Washington, Representative to the 
Continental Congress, member of the New 
York State Assembly, first Secretary of the 
Treasury of the United States, and Inspector 
General of the Army; 

Whereas Alexander Hamilton was a poor 
teenage immigrant to New York from the 
West Indian Islands of Nevis and St. Croix; 
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Whereas in the early days of the Revolu- 
tionary War Alexander Hamilton was com- 
missioned as a captain and raised and 
trained his own New York artillery regiment 
and served valiantly in the battles of Long 
Island and Manhattan; 

Whereas Alexander Hamilton quickly cap- 
tured the attention of General George Wash- 
ington who made him his aide-de-camp and 
confidant throughout the most difficult days 
of the Revolutionary War; 

Whereas in 1781, Lieutenant Colonel Alex- 
ander Hamilton of the Continental Army led 
a bold attack of New York troops during the 
siege of Yorktown, the decisive and final bat- 
tle of the Revolutionary War; 

Whereas in 1782, Alexander Hamilton was 
elected as a member of the Continental Con- 
gress from New York; 

Whereas as a private citizen Alexander 
Hamilton served many philanthropic causes 
and was a co-founder of the New York Manu- 
mission Society, the first abolitionist orga- 
nization in New York and a major influence 
on the abolition of slavery from the State; 

Whereas Alexander Hamilton was a strong 
and consistent advocate against slavery and 
believed that Blacks and Whites were equal 
citizens and equal in their mental and phys- 
ical faculties; 

Whereas Alexander Hamilton was one of 
the first members of the founding generation 
to call for a convention to drastically revise 
the Articles of Confederation; 

Whereas Alexander Hamilton joined James 
Madison in Annapolis, Maryland in 1786 to 
officially request that the States call a con- 
stitutional convention; 

Whereas Alexander Hamilton was elected 
as a delegate to the Constitutional Conven- 
tion of 1787 from New York, where he played 
an influential role and was the only delegate 
from New York to sign the Constitution; 

Whereas Alexander Hamilton was the pri- 
mary author of the Federalist Papers, the 
single most influential interpretation of 
American constitutional law ever written; 

Whereas Alexander Hamilton was the most 
important individual force in achieving the 
ratification of the Constitution in New York 
against the strong opposition of many of the 
delegates to the ratifying convention; 

Whereas Alexander Hamilton was the lead- 
ing voice of the founding generation in sup- 
port of the controversial doctrine of judicial 
review, which is the backbone for the role of 
the Supreme Court in the constitutional sys- 
tem of the United States; 

Whereas on September 11, 1789, Alexander 
Hamilton was appointed by President George 
Washington to be the first Secretary of the 
Treasury; 

Whereas as Secretary of the Treasury Al- 
exander Hamilton salvaged the public credit, 
created the first Bank of the United States, 
and outlined the basic economic vision of a 
mixed agricultural and manufacturing soci- 
ety supported by a strong financial system 
that would underlie the great economic ex- 
pansion of the United States for the next 2 
centuries; 

Whereas Alexander Hamilton was the lead- 
ing proponent among the Founding Fathers 
of encouraging a strong manufacturing base 
for the United States in order to create good 
paying middle-class jobs and encourage a so- 
ciety built on merit rather than class or skin 
color; 

Whereas in pursuit of this vision Alexander 
Hamilton founded The Society for Estab- 
lishing Useful Manufactures which in turn 
founded the town of Paterson, New Jersey, 
one of the first industrial centers of the 
United States; 
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Whereas Alexander Hamilton proposed and 
oversaw the creation of the Coast Guard for 
law enforcement in territorial waters of the 
United States; 

Whereas in 1798, President John Adams 
called upon Alexander Hamilton to raise an 
army in preparation for a possible war with 
France and, as Inspector General of the 
Army, he trained a powerful force of well- 
equipped soldiers who were able to help deter 
war at this vulnerable stage in the founding 
of the United States; 

Whereas throughout the founding era Alex- 
ander Hamilton was the leading advocate of 
a strong national union led by an efficient 
Federal Government with significant protec- 
tions for individual liberties; 

Whereas on July 11, 1804, Alexander Ham- 
ilton was fatally wounded in a duel in 
Weehawken, New Jersey at the hands of Vice 
President Aaron Burr; and 

Whereas Alexander Hamilton died in Man- 
hattan on July 12, 1804, and was eulogized 
across the country as one of the leading vi- 
sionaries of the founding era: Now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep- 
resentatives concurring), That Congress— 

(1) honors the great importance of the life 
and legacy of Alexander Hamilton to the 
United States of America on the bicenten- 
nial of his death; 

(2) recognizes the tremendous significance 
of the contributions of Alexander Hamilton 
to the United States as a soldier, citizen, and 
statesman; and 

(3) urges the people of the United States to 
share in this commemoration so as to gain a 
greater appreciation of the critical role that 
Alexander Hamilton had in defense of Amer- 
ica’s freedom and the founding of the United 
States. 

S. RES. 436 


Whereas approximately 80,000 infants, chil- 
dren, teenagers, and young adults of families 
living throughout the United States die each 
year from myriad causes; 

Whereas the death of an infant, child, teen- 
ager, or young adult of a family is considered 
to be one of the greatest tragedies that a 
prevent or family will ever endure during a 
lifetime; 

Whereas a supportive environment, empa- 
thy, and understanding are considered crit- 
ical factors in the healing process of a family 
that is coping with and recovering from the 
loss of a loved one; and 

Whereas April is National Child Abuse Pre- 
vention month: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved, 

SECTION 1. DESIGNATION OF NATIONAL CHIL- 
DREN’S MEMORIAL DAY. 

The Senate— 

(1) designates the second Sunday in the 
month of December 2004 as ‘‘National Chil- 
dren’s Memorial Бау”; and 

(2) requests that the President issue a 
proclamation calling upon the people of the 
United States to observe ‘‘National Chil- 
dren's Memorial Day" with appropriate cere- 
monies and activities in remembrance of the 
many infants, children, teenagers, and young 
adults of families in the United States who 
have died. 


EE 


FIRST ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
ROSE REVOLUTION 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the immediate consider- 
ation of S. Res. 472, which was sub- 
mitted earlier today by Senator 
MCCAIN. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 


The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 472) to honor the peo- 
ple of Georgia on the first anniversary of the 
Rose Revolution. 


There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the reso- 
lution be agreed to, the preamble be 
agreed to, the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table, and that any state- 
ments relating to the resolution be 
printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

The resolution, with its preamble, 
reads as follows: 

S. REs. 472 


Whereas, on November 23, 2004, the people 
of Georgia will celebrate the first anniver- 
sary of the Rose Revolution, the peaceful 
and bloodless protests that followed par- 
liamentary elections deemed to be fraudu- 
lent; 

Whereas following the resignation of Presi- 
dent Eduard Shevardnadze, Interim Presi- 
dent Nino Burdzhanadze worked diligently to 
restore order and to prepare Georgia for a 
new Presidential election; 

Whereas after a free, fair, and democratic 
election was held, Mikheil Saakashvili was 
sworn into office on January 25, 2004, as 
President of Georgia; 

Whereas President Saakashvili visited the 
United States Congress earlier this year and 
delivered à strong message of peace, sta- 
bility, democracy, political reform, and eco- 
nomic opportunity; 

Whereas Georgia is a small but strategi- 
cally situated country located in the 
Caucasus, and is of additional interest to the 
United States because of the oil and gas 
pipelines now being constructed from Baku, 
Azerbaijan to the port of Ceyhan, Turkey; 

Whereas Georgia has also become a key 
player in the global war on terrorism by 
combating members of al Qaeda and other 
Muslim terrorist organizations, denying 
them sanctuary in remote areas such as the 
Pankisi Gorge, and working with the United 
States to help train border guards; 

Whereas Georgia has recently increased its 
commitment of troops in Iraq and its con- 
tributions to help build peace and democracy 
in Afghanistan and Kosovo; 

Whereas the United States supports Geor- 
gia’s efforts to peacefully reestablish govern- 
ment control, security, and political sta- 
bility in regions such as Abkhazia and South 
Ossetia; 

Whereas the United States congratulates 
the Government of Georgia on the peaceful 
resolution of the conflict in Adjara and wel- 
comes the restoration of democracy and po- 
litical stability in that region; and 

Whereas the United States supports rep- 
resentative democracy, political stability, 
economic growth, and peace in Georgia and 
throughout the Caucasus region: Now, there- 
fore, be it 

Resolved, that the Senate— 

(1) congratulates the people of Georgia on 
the first anniversary of the Rose Revolution, 
the peaceful and bloodless protests that fol- 
lowed parliamentary elections deemed to be 
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fraudulent, and for their commitment to de- 
mocracy, peace, stability, and economic op- 
portunity; 

(2) commends President Mikheil 
Saakashvili for his vision of, and commit- 
ment to, a peaceful and democratic Georgia, 
the rule of law, an open market economy, re- 
gional cooperation, and closer integration 
into western institutions; 

(3) supports the sovereignty, independence, 
territorial integrity, and democratic govern- 
ment of Georgia; and 

(4) supports continued assistance to the 
people and Government of Georgia to help 
them consolidate the democratic process in 
their country. 


EEE 


URGING THE GOVERNMENT OF 
UKRAINE TO ENSURE A DEMO- 
CRATIC, TRANSPARENT, AND 
FAIR ELECTION PROCESS 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent the Senate pro- 
ceed to the immediate consideration of 
S. Res. 473, which was submitted ear- 
lier today by Senator MCCAIN. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 473) urging the Gov- 
ernment of Ukraine to ensure a democratic, 
transparent, and fair election process for the 
Presidential run-off election on November 21, 
2004. 


There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. McCONNELL. I ask unanimous 
consent the resolution be agreed to, 
the preamble be agreed to, the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table, and 
any statements relating to this matter 
be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

The resolution, with its preamble, 
reads as follows: 

S. REs. 473 


Whereas the establishment of a demo- 
cratic, transparent, and fair election process 
for the 2004 Presidential election in Ukraine 
and of a genuinely democratic political sys- 
tem are prerequisites for that country’s full 
integration into the Western community of 
nations as an equal member, including into 
organizations such as the North Atlantic 
Treaty Organization (NATO); 

Whereas the Government of Ukraine has 
accepted numerous specific commitments 
governing the conduct of elections as a par- 
ticipating state of the Organization for Secu- 
rity and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE), in- 
cluding provisions of the Copenhagen Docu- 
ment; 

Whereas the election of Ukraine’s next 
President will provide an unambiguous test 
of the extent of the Ukrainian authorities 
commitment to implement these standards 
and build a democratic society based on free 
elections and the rule of law; 

Whereas the second round of the Presi- 
dential election takes place against the 
backdrop of past elections and improprieties 
in the first round of the election, which did 
not fully meet international standards; 
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Whereas it is the duty of government and 
public authorities of Ukraine at all levels to 
act in a manner consistent with all laws and 
regulations governing election procedures, 
and to ensure free and fair elections through- 
out the entire country, including preventing 
activities aimed at undermining the free ex- 
ercise of political rights; 

Whereas a genuinely free and fair election 
requires a period of political campaigning 
conducted in an environment in which ad- 
ministrative action, violence, intimidation, 
or detention do not hinder the parties, polit- 
ical associations, and the candidates from 
presenting their views and qualifications to 
the citizenry, including organizing sup- 
porters, conducting public meetings and 
events throughout the country, and enjoying 
unimpeded access to television, radio, print, 
and Internet media on a non-discriminatory 
basis; 

Whereas a genuinely free and fair election 
requires that citizens be guaranteed the 
right and effective opportunity to exercise 
their civil and political rights, including the 
right to vote and the right to seek and ac- 
quire information upon which to make an in- 
formed vote, free from intimidation, undue 
influence, attempts at vote buying, threats 
of political retribution, or other forms of co- 
ercion by national or local authorities or 
others; 

Whereas a genuinely free and fair election 
requires government and public authorities 
to ensure that candidates and political par- 
ties enjoy equal treatment before the law 
and that government resources are not em- 
ployed to the advantage of individual can- 
didates or political parties; 

Whereas a genuinely free and fair election 
requires the full transparency of laws and 
regulations governing elections, multiparty 
representation on election commissions, and 
unobstructed access by candidates, political 
parties, and domestic and international ob- 
servers to all election procedures, including 
voting and vote counting in all areas of the 
country; 

Whereas increasing control and manipula- 
tion of the media by national and local offi- 
cials and others acting at their behest raise 
grave concerns regarding the commitment of 
the Ukrainian authorities to free and fair 
elections; 

Whereas efforts by the national authorities 
in Ukraine to limit access to international 
broadcasting, including Radio Liberty and 
the Voice of America, represent an unaccept- 
able infringement on the right of the Ukrain- 
ian people to independent information; 

Whereas efforts by national and local offi- 
cials of Ukraine and others acting at their 
behest to impose obstacles to free assembly, 
free speech, and a free and fair political cam- 
paign have taken place in Donetsk, Sumy, 
and elsewhere in Ukraine without condemna- 
tion or remedial action by the Government 
of Ukraine; 

Whereas numerous substantial irregular- 
ities have taken place in recent Ukrainian 
parliamentary by-elections in the Donetsk 
region and in mayoral elections in 
Mukacheve, Romny, and Krasniy Luch; 

Whereas intimidation, violence, and fraud 
during the April 18, 2004, mayoral election in 
Mukacheve, Ukraine, represent a deliberate 
attack on the democratic process; 

Whereas in the period leading to the first 
round of the Presidential election, the gov- 
ernment power structures used state re- 
sources such as schools, state factories, hos- 
pitals, and public transport systems to force 
students, state workers, and citizens who 
rely on state services for their livelihood to 
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campaign against their will for the govern- 
ment-backed candidate; 

Whereas there was notable partisan en- 
gagement of security services, military, and 
local police in support of the government- 
backed candidate; 

Whereas there was a failure of national and 
local state-owned and private electronic 
media to provide impartial and fair coverage 
of, or access to, opposition candidates; 

Whereas some election commission mem- 
bers affiliated with opposition candidates 
were dismissed from their duties just prior 
to election day; 

Whereas there was collaboration with a 
foreign government to allow a foreign Presi- 
dent to appear in Ukraine and express his 
opinions on one of the candidates just days 
before election day, in an effort to influence 
the vote, and a military parade, which was 
held in Kyiv 3 days prior to the election, was 
clearly an effort to intimidate voters; and 

Whereas in the first round of the Presi- 
dential election in Ukraine that occurred on 
October 31, 2004, international observers 
noted fraud and other significant problems, 
including poorly maintained voter lists, 
which resulted in people being denied their 
right to vote, as well as many additional 
names on voter rolls for which no accounting 
could be made, prevalent interference by un- 
authorized persons into the electoral proc- 
ess, and credible reports of busing of voters 
among oblasts and polling stations for the 
purpose of multiple voting: Now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) acknowledges and welcomes the strong 
relationship formed between the United 
States and Ukraine since the restoration of 
Ukraine’s independence in 1991; 

(2) recognizes that a precondition for the 
full integration of Ukraine into the Western 
community of nations, including as an equal 
member in institutions such as the North 
Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO), is its 
establishment of a genuinely democratic po- 
litical system; 

(3) expresses its strong and continuing sup- 
port for the efforts of the Ukrainian people 
to establish a full democracy, the rule of 
law, and respect for human rights in 
Ukraine; 

(4) urges the Government of Ukraine to 
guarantee freedom of association and assem- 
bly, including the right of candidates, mem- 
bers of political parties, and others to freely 
assemble, to organize and conduct public 
events, and to exercise these and other 
rights free from intimidation or harassment 
by local or national officials or others acting 
at their behest; 

(5) urges the Government of Ukraine to 
meet its Organization for Security and Co- 
operation in Europe (OSCE) commitments on 
democratic elections and to address issues 
previously identified by the Office of Demo- 
cratic Institutions and Human Rights 
(ODIHR) of the OSCE in its final reports on 
the 2002 parliamentary elections and the 1999 
Presidential elections, such as illegal inter- 
ference by public authorities in the cam- 
paign and a high degree of bias in the media; 

(6) urges the Ukrainian authorities to en- 
sure— 

(A) the full transparency of election proce- 
dures before, during, and after the second 
round of the 2004 Presidential election; 

(B) free access for Ukrainian and inter- 
national election observers; 

(C) multiparty representation on all elec- 
tion commissions; 

(D) unimpeded access by all parties and 
candidates to print, radio, television, and 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


Internet media on a non-discriminatory 
basis; 

(E) freedom of candidates, members of op- 
position parties, and independent media or- 
ganizations from intimidation or harassment 
by government officials at all levels, includ- 
ing selective tax audits and other regulatory 
procedures, and in the case of media, license 
revocations, and libel suits; 

(F) à transparent process for complaint 
and appeals through electoral commissions 
and within the court system that provides 
timely and effective remedies; 

(G) vigorous prosecution of any individual 
or organization responsible for violations of 
election laws or regulations, including the 
application of appropriate administrative or 
criminal penalties; 

(H) remedies to all improprieties reported 
in the first round of the Presidential election 
in Ukraine, including— 

(i) the replacement at a polling station of 
any Territorial Election Commission mem- 
ber found to have engaged in fraud; 

(ii) a complete review of voter lists in each 
polling station in order to correct inaccura- 
cies; 

(iii) equal time on state media and equal 
access to private media for the two runoff 
candidates; and 

(iv) immediate prosecution of individuals 
who have violated the election law; 

(7) further calls upon the Government of 
Ukraine to guarantee election monitors from 
the ODIHR, other participating states of the 
OSCE, Ukrainian political parties, represent- 
atives of candidates, nongovernmental orga- 
nizations, and other private institutions and 
organizations, both foreign and domestic, 
unobstructed access to all aspects of the 
election process, including unimpeded access 
to public campaign events, candidates, news 
media, voting, and post-election tabulation 
of results and processing of election chal- 
lenges and complaints; 

(8) urges the President to fully employ the 
diplomatic and other resources of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to encourage 
the Government of Ukraine to ensure that 
the election laws and procedures of Ukraine 
are faithfully adhered to by all local and na- 
tional officials, by others acting at their be- 
hest, and by all candidates and parties, dur- 
ing and subsequent to the Presidential cam- 
paign and election-day voting; 

(9) strongly encourages the President to 
clearly communicate to the Government of 
Ukraine, to all parties and candidates in 
Ukraine, and to the people of Ukraine the 
high importance attached by the Govern- 
ment of the United States to this Presi- 
dential campaign as a central factor in de- 
termining the future relationship between 
the two countries; 

(10) strongly encourages the President to 
consider visa bans and other targeted sanc- 
tions on those responsible for encouraging or 
participating in any efforts to improperly in- 
fluence the outcome of the election, whether 
through direct or indirect involvement; and 

(11) pledges its enduring support and as- 
sistance to the people of Ukraine for the es- 
tablishment of a fully free and open demo- 
cratic system, the creation of a prosperous 
free market economy, the establishment of a 
secure independence and freedom from coer- 
cion, and Ukraine’s assumption of its right- 
ful place as a full and equal member of the 
Western community of democracies. 
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ORDER FOR PRINTING MAIDEN 
SPEECHES 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that all maiden 
speeches by new Senators from the 
108th Congress be printed as a Senate 
document, provided further that Sen- 
ators have until the close of business 
tomorrow, Friday, November 19, to 
submit such statements. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


ERR 


ORDER FOR PRINTING TRIBUTES 
TO RETIRING SENATORS 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that there be 
printed as individual Senate docu- 
ments, à compilation of materials from 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD in tribute 
to retiring Senators of the 108th Con- 
gress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


aE 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 


EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 


Mr. McCONNELL. I ask unanimous 
consent the Senate proceed to execu- 
tive session to consider the following 
nominations: No. 940, No. 941, and all 
nominations on the Secretary’s desk in 
the Navy. 

I ask unanimous consent the nomina- 
tions be confirmed en bloc, the motions 
to reconsider be laid on the table, and 
the President be immediately notified 
of the Senate’s action. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The nominations considered and con- 
firmed en bloc are as follows: 

EN BLOC 
IN THE AIR FORCE 

The following named officers for appoint- 
ment in the United States Air Force to the 
grade indicated under title 10, U.S.C., section 
624: 

To be major general 
Brigadier General John H. Folkerts 

The following named officer for appoint- 
ment in the United States Air Force to the 
grade indicated while assigned to a position 
of importance and responsibility under title 
10, U.S.C., section 601: 

To be lieutenant general 
Lt. Gen. Bruce A. Wright 
NOMINATIONS PLACED ON THE SECRETARY’S 
DESK 
IN THE NAVY 

PN2021 NAVY nominations (457) beginning 
ARMAND P ABAD, and ending MATTHEW P 
ZENTZ, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record of October 7, 2004. 


SE 
NOMINATIONS PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR 
Mr. McCONNELL. I further ask 


unanimous consent that the following 
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nominations be discharged from their 
respective committees and that they be 
placed on the calendar. From the For- 
eign Relations Committee, three nomi- 
nations to the United Nations that are 
at the desk: PN 1847, PN 1846, PN 1975; 
from the HELP Committee, seven 
nominations: PN 1722, PN 1651, PN 1623, 
PN 1624, PN 2046, PN 1654, and PN 1509. 

I finally ask unanimous consent the 


Senate resume legislative session. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


LEGISLATIVE SESSION 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re- 
turn to legislative session. 


ORDERS FOR FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 
19, 2004 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
Senate completes its business today, it 
adjourn until 9:30 a.m. tomorrow, Fri- 
day, November 19. I further ask unani- 
mous consent that following the prayer 
and pledge, the morning hour be 
deemed expired, and the Journal of pro- 
ceedings be approved to date, the time 
for the two leaders be reserved, and the 
Senate then resume consideration of 
the conference report to accompany 
H.R. 1047, the miscellaneous tariffs bill, 
provided that there be 30 minutes di- 
vided with Chairman GRASSLEY in con- 
trol of 10 minutes, Senator BAUCUS in 
control of 10 minutes, Senator FEIN- 
GOLD for up to 8 minutes, and Senator 
KOHL for up to 2 minutes; provided fur- 
ther that at the conclusion of that 
time the Senate proceed to the cloture 
vote on the conference report. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


PROGRAM 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, to- 
morrow the Senate will vote on cloture 
on the miscellaneous tariffs conference 
report. It is our expectation that clo- 
ture will be invoked by a large margin, 
and I hope we will complete our work 
on this measure in short order. Also, 
during tomorrow’s session we are con- 
tinuing to await the Omnibus appro- 
priations conference report from the 
House of Representatives. Finally, we 
will also consider the intelligence re- 
form legislation if it becomes avail- 
able. 


AR — —À 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 9:30 A.M. 
TOMORROW 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, if 
there is no further business to come be- 
fore the Senate, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Senate stand in adjourn- 
ment under the previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 6:49 p.m., adjourned until Friday, 
November 19, 2004, at 9:30 a.m. 


EE 


DISCHARGED NOMINATIONS 


The Senate Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions was 
discharged from further consideration 
of the following nominations and the 
nominations were placed on the Execu- 
tive Calendar: 


EUGENE HICKOK, OF PENNSYLVANIA, TO BE DEPUTY 
SECRETARY OF EDUCATION. 

EDWARD R. MC PHERSON, OF TEXAS, TO BE UNDER SEC- 
RETARY OF EDUCATION. 

ROBERT DAVILA, OF NEW YORK, TO BE A MEMBER OF 
THE NATIONAL COUNCIL ON DISABILITY FOR A TERM EX- 
PIRING SEPTEMBER 17, 2006. 
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LINDA WETTERS, OF OHIO, TO BE A MEMBER OF THE 
NATIONAL COUNCIL ON DISABILITY FOR A TERM EXPIR- 
ING SEPTEMBER 17, 2006. 

JULIA L. WU, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE A MEMBER OF THE 
BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE BARRY GOLDWATER 
SCHOLARSHIP AND EXCELLENCE IN EDUCATION FOUN- 
DATION FOR A TERM EXPIRING FEBRUARY 4, 2008. 

LAURIE STENBERG NICHOLS, OF SOUTH DAKOTA, TO BE 
A MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE BARRY 
GOLDWATER SCHOLARSHIP AND EXCELLENCE IN EDU- 
CATION FOUNDATION FOR A TERM EXPIRING MARCH 3, 
2010. 

CAROL D’AMICO, OF INDIANA, TO BE A MEMBER OF THE 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE NATIONAL BOARD FOR 
EDUCATION SCIENCES FOR A TERM OF TWO YEARS. 


The Senate Committee on Foreign 
Relations was discharged from further 
consideration of the following nomina- 
tions and the nominations were placed 
on the Executive Calendar: 


YOUSIF B. GHAFARI, OF MICHIGAN, TO BE AN ALTER- 
NATE REPRESENTATIVE OF THE UNITED STATES OF 
AMERICA TO THE FIFTY-NINTH SESSION OF THE GEN- 
ERAL ASSEMBLY OF THE UNITED NATIONS. 

JANE DEE HULL, OF ARIZONA, TO BE A REPRESENTA- 
TIVE OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE 
FIFTY-NINTH SESSION OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF 
THE UNITED NATIONS. 

SUSAN L. MOORE, OF TEXAS, TO BE AN ALTERNATE 
REPRESENTATIVE OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
TO THE FIFTY-NINTH SESSION OF THE GENERAL ASSEM- 
BLY OF THE UNITED NATIONS. 


EEE 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate November 18, 2004: 


IN THE AIR FORCE 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI- 
CATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be major general 
BRIGADIER GENERAL JOHN H. FOLKERTS 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI- 
CATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE 
AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
601: 


To be lieutenant general 
LT. GEN. BRUCE A. WRIGHT 


NAVY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING ARMAND P ABAD AND 
ENDING MATTHEW P ZENTZ, WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE 
RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND APPEARED IN THE CON- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD ON OCTOBER 7, 2004. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Thursday, November 18, 2004 


The House met at 10 a.m. and was 
called to order by the Speaker pro tem- 
pore (Mr. SIMPSON). 


=== 


DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
November 18, 2004. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable MICHAEL K. 
SIMPSON to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

J. DENNIS HASTERT, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


EE 
PRAYER 


The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P. 
Coughlin, offered the following prayer: 

Blessed be the God and Father of us 
all, for he has chosen you to be rep- 
resentatives of his people. 

Lord God, what a blessing it is to re- 
alize one has a calling at a particular 
time for a specific service to accom- 
plish Your holy will. It is then we truly 
have purpose. 

Both in great and small things, we 
become neither overwhelmed nor dis- 
dainful. Every task can be embraced. 
Every duty fulfilled. Every burden can 
be lightened by the knowledge that 
You, O Lord, are accomplishing great 
things in and through us, both now and 
always. Amen. 


— 


THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 


EE 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. GREEN) 
come forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. GREEN of Wisconsin led the 
Pledge of Allegiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


ee 


MEDIA THREATENS DEMOCRACY 


(Mr. SMITH of Texas asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 


Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
most Americans now realize that Big 
Media, network TV news programs and 
the largest newspapers and news maga- 
zines, tried to determine the outcome 
of the Presidential election. 

A study by the Project for Excellence 
in Journalism confirms what Ameri- 
cans already suspected: George Bush 
received more than twice as much neg- 
ative coverage aS JOHN KERRY. Think 
what President Bush’s margin of vic- 
tory would have been without the 
media bias. 

But the danger is the media bias will 
continue. That is a real threat to de- 
mocracy. 

When the American people do not 
have the facts, the unvarnished truth, 
they cannot make the best decisions 
and we do not have good government. 

Big Media needs to reassure the 
American people that they will strive 
for objectivity and seek to restore 
their reputation as the protector of de- 
mocracy, rather than remaining a 
threat to it. 


ee 


AMERICA NEEDS THE BOY SCOUTS 


(Mr. GREEN of Wisconsin asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. GREEN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak- 
er, a few minutes ago, this body 
pledged its allegiance to our flag and to 
our Republic, under God. Just so, at 
every meeting, the Boy Scouts of 
America give their oath to our Repub- 
lic and to God. There it is, that name 
again: God. It is good enough for our 
pledge, it is good enough for our cur- 
rency, it is even good enough to be in 
the phrase above the Speaker’s podium 
behind me. 

But the ACLU has sued the Depart- 
ment of Defense because the Boy 
Scouts of America use that phrase and 
DOD sponsors Boy Scout troops. This is 
not just the usual left-wing, anti- 
American foolishness. 

Boy Scouts of America is a voluntary 
organization. It teaches American val- 
ues like self-reliance and civic duty, 
values that are at the heart of our 
military, values that have created so 
many great leaders, even former presi- 
dents. Like never before, America 
needs leaders, America needs role mod- 
els and positive, values-based pro- 
grams. America needs our Boy and Girl 
Scouts. 

The Department of Defense should 
not back down and, surely, the ACLU 
has better things to do. 


This symbol represents the time of day during the House proceedings, e.g., 


REWARDING AMERICANS FOR 
THEIR TRUST 


(Ms. HARRIS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, the Amer- 
ican people voted for much more than 
candidates or parties this election 
year. They embraced our bold vision, 
and they expect us to deliver results. 

They elected us with a mandate to 
keep our Nation on its path of eco- 
nomic growth and job creation, to con- 
tinue tax relief for working families, 
and to pare back an inefficient, bloated 
bureaucracy that kills dreams. 

One of our first priorities must be to 
reform our wasteful and oppressive Tax 
Code. Year after year, working Ameri- 
cans pay accountants and tax lawyers 
to help them understand this confusing 
labyrinth of laws and regulations. Just 
think about what this energy and cap- 
ital could accomplish if directed to- 
wards truly creative purposes. Just 
imagine what a fair and simpler Tax 
Code could do to help us build a 21st 
century economy. 

So let us engage in a vigorous debate. 
Let us begin rewarding the trust that 
the American people have placed in us, 
beginning today. 


EE 


PAYING TRIBUTE TO AND HON- 
ORING PHIL CRANE AND BILL LI- 
PINSKI 


(Mr. DUNCAN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
pay tribute and honor to two of our re- 
tiring colleagues, Congressman PHIL 
CRANE and Congressman BILL LIPINSKI, 
two of the finest men I have ever 
known. 

I first met PHIL CRANE in 1966 when 
he spoke to a conservative student 
group at the University of Tennessee 
and a few years later invited him to 
speak to my law school class at George 
Washington University. PHIL CRANE 
was one of the early national leaders of 
the modern-day conservative move- 
ment, a highly-respected professor, au- 
thor and legislator. His life has been a 
true inspiration to countless numbers 
of young people all across this Nation. 

BILL LIPINSKI served as my Ranking 
Member for the entire 6 years I chaired 
the Subcommittee on Aviation. I said 
then that I do not believe any Chair- 
man and Ranking Member got along or 
worked together better than BILL LI- 
PINSKI and I did. BILL LIPINSKI never 
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forgot where he came from. I have al- 
ways considered him to be a master 
politician in the very best sense of the 
word and the epitome of what a Con- 
gressman who truly serves his con- 
stituents should be. 

I will miss seeing these two men on 
such a regular basis, but this Nation is 
a better place today because of the 
service of two gentlemen from Illinois, 
PHIL CRANE and BILL LIPINSKI. 


Á 


PAYING TRIBUTE TO MARINE 
CORPORAL SHANE KIELION 


(Mr. TERRY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, it is with a 
deep sense of gratitude and profound 
sense of sadness that I rise to pay trib- 
ute to the life of a brave young man 
who grew up in my hometown of 
Omaha, Nebraska, Marine Corporal 
Shane Kielion who died Monday in 
combat in Iraq, in Fallujah. On the 
same day, he became a father. 

With his entire life in front of him, 
Shane chose to risk everything to fight 
for the values Americans hold close to 
our hearts in a land halfway around the 
world. This was his second tour of 
duty. 

My heart goes out to his wife April 
and his brand-new son Shane and his 
parents, Roger and Patricia. As a fa- 
ther myself, I cannot imagine being un- 
able to see my sons grow up, and it 
breaks my heart that Shane will not 
have the same experience. But I know 
that Shane will be watching over his 
young son, and I hope the boy will grow 
up knowing that his father loved him 
and his mother very much. 

Shane was known as a dedicated per- 
son to his wife and he would be to his 
son and to his country, and all Nebras- 
kans will remember him as a true 
American. We can take pride in the ex- 
ample he set, bravely fighting to make 
the world a better place. My thoughts 
and prayers go out to Shane’s family 
and friends during this difficult time. 
May God grant them strength, peace, 
and comfort. 


— Ren 


PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF 8. 2986, INCREASING THE PUB- 
LIC DEBT LIMIT 


Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. Speaker, by di- 
rection of the Committee on Rules, I 
call up House Resolution 856 and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

H. RES. 856 

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this 
resolution it shall be in order without inter- 
vention of any point of order to consider in 
the House the bill (S. 2986) to amend title 31 
of the United States Code to increase the 
public debt limit. The bill shall be consid- 
ered as read for amendment. The previous 
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question shall be considered as ordered on 
the bill to final passage without intervening 
motion except: (1) one hour of debate on the 
bil equally divided and controlled by the 
chairman and ranking minority member of 
the Committee on Ways and Means; and (2) 
one motion to commit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. REYNOLDS) 
is recognized for 1 hour. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. Speaker, for the 
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus- 
tomary 30 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from New York (Ms. SLAUGHTER), pend- 
ing which I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. During consideration of 
this resolution, all time yielded is for 
the purpose of debate only. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. Speaker, House 
Resolution 856 is a closed rule that pro- 
vides for consideration of S. 2986, a bill 
to increase the public debt limit. The 
rule provides one hour of debate, equal- 
ly divided and controlled by the chair- 
man and ranking minority member of 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 
The rule waives all points of order 
against consideration of the bill. Fi- 
nally, the rule provides 1 motion to 
commit. 

Mr. Speaker, the debt limit increase 
bill that will come before this body is 
a necessary step in order to avoid a 
shutdown of our government. The Fed- 
eral Government has never before de- 
faulted on our obligations, but without 
our immediate action today we will 
simply be unable to pay our bills. 

Mr. Speaker, the underlying bill in- 
creases the statutory debt limit in 
order to protect the full faith and cred- 
it of the United States. It is necessary 
and not an unusual step to ensure that 
the Federal Government is able to pay 
its bills. 

It is important to note that the level 
of debt subject to limit is a function of 
past decisions made by decades of ad- 
ministrations and Congresses. It is 
equally important to note that increas- 
ing the debt limit does not increase the 
deficit. 

As Robert Rubin, President Clinton's 
Treasury Secretary noted, (Passage of 
the debt ceiling is totally unrelated to 
deficit reduction." And in testimony 
before the House Committee on Bank- 
ing and Financial Services, he further 
noted that “Тһе debt limit is about 
meeting obligations already incurred, 
while future deficits can only be re- 
duced so actions taken in the budget 
process itself." 

While the publicly-held debt has in- 
creased more rapidly in recent years, it 
is à result of the ongoing war against 
terrorism, an effort that began after 
the horrific attacks on our Nation on 
September 11, 2001. 

Without passage of the underlying 
bill today, vital programs such as So- 
cial Security, medicare, unemployment 
insurance benefits, veterans' care, and 
military retirement are all put in jeop- 
ardy. 

We risk not providing food, clothing, 
ammunition, and other necessary re- 
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Sources to our brave men and women 
engaged in the war on terror. Highway 
funding, disaster assistance, the Low- 
Income Home Energy Assistance Pro- 
gram, all will be at risk. 

In addition, if we do not act today, 
taxpayers will be further burdened 
with higher interest rates, and we risk 
the disruption of financial markets at 
a time when our national economy con- 
tinues to grow at a strong pace. 

Mr. Speaker, this rule and this un- 
derlying legislation is necessary to 
keep the government operating, ensure 
the continued delivery of vital services 
for our citizens, and provide the equip- 
ment, supplies, and munitions our 
troops need to continue our fight in the 
war on terror. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this rule and the underlying 
bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 
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Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, as of 
yesterday, the national debt hit 
$7,444,423,020,967.95. It translates to 
over $25,000 owed by each and every one 
of us. The national debt is growing so 
fast, $1.6 billion every single day, that 
the last seven digits on the national 
debt clock in New York City are flip- 
ping faster than can be seen by the 
human eye. 

No one is spared this heavy economic 
burden, not even America’s children. In 
fact, today every child born in America 
comes into this world owing a birth tax 
of $25,255 which is their share of pay- 
ment on a national debt that they had 
no part in creating. 

To my friends on the other side of 
the aisle that fought with such fervor 
and passion against the so-called death 
tax, I ask, where is the moral indigna- 
tion when it comes to the birth tax 
which is levied on this Nation’s most 
innocent Americans, its children? 

This is a moral issue. The Federal 
Government cannot continue to borrow 
20 cents of every dollar it spends, run 
up historic deficits, and add to the Fed- 
eral debt without seriously harming 
the economy for generations yet un- 
born. 

Today, Mr. Speaker, the House will 
consider a measure to raise the debt 
ceiling for the third time in 9 years. 
The debt ceiling is a statutory limit, 
imposed by law on the total amount of 
debt that the United States of America 
can incur. It currently stands at $7.384 
trillion. At the beginning of President 
Bush’s first term, Congress was told 
that the debt ceiling would not need to 
be raised until the year 2008 at the ear- 
liest. However, if we count the $800 bil- 
lion increase provided for under S. 2986, 
the bill to be considered later today, 
the debt limit will have been raised by 
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more than $2 trillion since President 
Bush took office. 

On this day, with Americans coming 
together in Little Rock, Arkansas, to 
open the Bill Clinton Presidential Li- 
brary, I find myself waxing nostalgic 
for the budget policies of the 1990s: the 
PAYGO rules, the spending caps and 
other critical budget policies that set 
our Nation’s budget on a path to his- 
toric surpluses and allowed us to pay 
down the national debt for 7 straight 
years. It was not easy but it was the 
right thing to do. 

Last night in the Committee on 
Rules, my colleague, the gentleman 
from California (Mr. THOMPSON), of- 
fered an amendment to S. 2986 to help 
us get on the path of fiscal discipline. 
The Thompson amendment, co-au- 
thored with the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. STENHOLM), one of this body’s 
most thoughtful Members on budget 
issues, would have allowed this body to 
restore the PAYGO rules and spending 
caps that were allowed to lapse in 2002. 
Regrettably, the Thompson amend- 
ment was rejected and my colleagues 
are being denied the opportunity to re- 
store some budget discipline. 

Mr. Speaker, our national deficit 
keeps hitting historic highs, $413 bil- 
lion by the end of September, and no 
end in sight, particularly as we are 
spending $5 billion a month on the war. 
At this rate, deficits will continue for 
years to come, adding several trillion 
at a minimum to the colossal debt we 
have already incurred. In fact, the Con- 
gressional Budget Office analysis indi- 
cates that at the current rate of deficit 
spending, by the year 2014 the debt ceil- 
ing will have to be raised to $14.5 tril- 
lion. 

Chronic budget deficits also under- 
mine the economic security of Ameri- 
cans. As the government’s appetite for 
money increases and it consumes more 
and more of the capital available in 
credit markets, more Americans will 
face higher interest rates and find it 
harder to finance their homes, their 
education, and their businesses. 

Moreover, there is cause for alarm 
when we look at how this debt is being 
financed. I have serious concerns about 
how this Nation will maintain its sov- 
ereignty as foreign governments and 
nationals continue to bankroll us. 

Today, the Japanese hold over $600 
billion in U.S. debt paper and the Chi- 
nese hold between $225 and $275 billion. 
When 90 percent of new debt is pur- 
chased by the likes of the Bank of 
China and Japanese interests, how can 
we be sure that we have the resources 
to provide for the national defense? 
How do we ensure our independence 
when foreign governments who do not 
share our Nation’s values or views on 
foreign policy issues buy up our bonds? 

I strongly believe that the level of 
foreign holdings is a grave and gath- 
ering threat to our Nation's sov- 
ereignty. 
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Mr. Speaker the closed rule before us 
today only allows an hour to debate 
the national debt. That is simply not 
enough time to debate an issue that af- 
fects every man, woman and child, liv- 
ing and unborn, in this country. More- 
over, the majority’s refusal to let the 
Simpson-Stenholm  PAYGO amend- 
ment come to the floor for a vote is 
foolhardy. Without a major change in 
course, we are on the path to debt for 
generations to come. 

[From the Washington Post, Nov. 17, 2004] 

SOARING CEILINGS 


This week the lame-duck Congress will 
have to raise the federal debt ceiling. For 
several weeks the Treasury Department has 
been doing the governmental equivalent of 
scrounging for spare change in the couch 
cushions to pay its obligations. Now, with 
the election safely past and Treasury at the 
limits of its ingenuity, lawmakers will do 
the inevitable and increase the government’s 
borrowing authority by as much as $800 bil- 
lion—raising the debt ceiling to more than $8 
trillion. 

This will be the third time in three years 
that the debt limit has been increased, for a 
grand total of more than $2 trillion during 
President Bush’s first term. The last hike 
was nearly $1 trillion, but it took less than 
18 months for the government to hit the 
newly raised ceiling. By way of comparison, 
the entire federal debt in 1980 was less than 
$1 trillion; 

There will be some noisy debate about this, 
only partly on point. The debt limit, as now 
defined, both overstates and understates the 
problem of the national debt. It overstates 
the problem by including not only what an 
ordinary person would think of as “теа1 
debt’’—the $4.3 trillion the government has 
borrowed—but also money the government 
essentially owes itself. These are the ‘‘trust 
funds" to finance future obligations, such as 
Social Security and Medicare, that the gov- 
ernment ‘‘borrows’’ from to pay its current 
bills. To the extent this reflects a debt, it’s 
of a different sort from a Treasury bond. But 
if this is a debt, the ceiling understates the 
problem because the trust fund IOUs the gov- 
ernment issues to itself don’t come close to 
reflecting the full cost of its future commit- 
ments to those programs. 

This much is beyond question: The govern- 
ment is living far beyond its means. The 
deficits it racks up year after year impede 
economic growth, burden future generations 
and force the United States to rely on for- 
eign governments and investors. Since Mr. 
Bush took office, foreign holdings of U.S. 
debt have grown from 30 percent to 43 per- 
cent of the total, and 90 percent of the new 
debt has been purchased by foreigners. Mean- 
while, as the government has to pay more in- 
terest on its debt, it has less for health care, 
education and other programs. According to 
the Congressional Budget Office, the govern- 
ment’s interest payments are expected to 
more than double between 2003 ($153 billion) 
and 2010 ($319 billion); interest costs will ac- 
count for almost 10 percent of federal spend- 
ing in the next decade. 

“We owe it to our children and grand- 
children to act now," Mr. Bush said in his 
first State of the Union address. He was 
Speaking about his plan to pay off over the 
next decade the entire $2 trillion in govern- 
ment debt held by the public. Now, instead of 
being eliminated, debt held by the public— 
real debt—is on track to reach $6.5 trillion 
by 2011. How do Mr. Bush and all the law- 
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makers who have enabled his irresponsibility 
plan to explain that to the grandchildren? 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I think it is important 
to just clarify the record that while 
public debt is held by foreign interests, 
foreigners invest in the United States 
because we have à sound economy and 
we provide a safe place for them due to 
our low risk of default. 

The market for U.S. Treasury securi- 
ties is the largest, most liquid and 
transparent financial market in the 
world. 

It is also important for our col- 
leagues to know that our debt limit in- 
crease is not an unusual function if we 
just look at the 21st century, but I 
think we kind of have to look at the 
last half of the 20th century. 

The level of outstanding debt is sub- 
ject to à limit and a function that is 
past decisions made by previous admin- 
istrations and Congresses over decades, 
as I mentioned in my opening remarks, 
as well as current and past levels of 
economic activity and should not be 
subject to political gamesmanship. 

As we look at the debt limit increase 
measures, there have been 88 since 1940, 
Mr. Speaker, seven during the 1940s, six 
during the 1950s, 13 during the 1960s, 18 
during the 1970s, 24 during the 1980s, 18 
during the 1990s and two far this dec- 
ade. So it is not an unusual function or 
an unprecedented function or a Repub- 
lican function or à Democratic func- 
tion. It is a function of keeping the 
government running. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. DREIER), the distin- 
guished chairman of the Committee on 
Rules. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me time. 

I want to begin by saying that I sus- 
pect that this may be the last rule that 
will be managed by our good friend 
from Buffalo, New York (Mr. REY- 
NOLDS), as he is going to be taking the 
position that the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. HOUGHTON) is giving up as a 
member of the Committee on Ways and 
Means representing the State of New 
York on the Committee on Ways and 
Means. So I want to say that rarely 
have we seen the kind of passionate 
eloquence when it has come to manage- 
ment of rules on the House floor that 
we have from my friend, the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. REYNOLDS). And I 
want to congratulate him and thank 
him for his stellar service to the Com- 
mittee on Rules and to this institution 
overall. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of this rule. It is the fiscally respon- 
sible policy for us to increase by $800 
billion the national debt limit. One 
might say, how can that be fiscally re- 
sponsible for us to all of the sudden in- 
crease that burden which has the po- 
tential to increase interest rates and 
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do all of these other things that obvi- 
ously we bemoan increases in spending. 

Well, the reason it is the fiscally re- 
sponsible thing for us to do is that if 
we do not, there are tremendous obli- 
gations that the Federal Government 
has that could potentially be jeopard- 
ized. Not that they will be jeopardized 
or not, but potentially be jeopardized. 
One of the things that is important for 
us to realize, Mr. Speaker, is that if we 
look at the question of the auction of 
our Treasury bills that is on the hori- 
zon, we know one thing full well. If we 
do not take this action now as expedi- 
tiously as possible, get this done, we 
will increase the already-high interest 
costs that the American taxpayer will 
be shouldering. 

Now, this issue is a wonderful issue 
to demagogue, and I will tell you that 
I probably in my quarter century here 
have been guilty of having done it in 
the past. I will say that clearly in- 
creasing the debt ceiling is something 
that it is easy to cast a “по” vote on 
it, but it is not the responsible thing to 
do. 

Now, we listen to people decrying a 
number of things. Obviously, there is 
talk about how this President inher- 
ited a wonderful surplus and today 
many of our colleagues are in Little 
Rock, and we congratulate President 
Clinton on the opening of his library; 
but let us remember that as we looked 
at the surplus that was created during 
the decade of the 1990s, Mr. Speaker, it 
was done so because of the fact that we 
Republicans came to majority in 1994. 
And we came to majority focusing on a 
couple of things. Yes, trying to re- 
strain the growth of Federal spending, 
but at the same time we had our atten- 
tion on the issue of economic growth. 
And we know that we brought about 
that economic growth because of the 
fact that we were able to reduce taxes 
to stimulate the economy. 

Now, one of the things people say 
when we talk about the problems of in- 
creased spending that has taken place 
over the past 4 years, one of the things 
we need to recognize is that even if we 
did not have the horrendous attacks of 
September 11, 2001, against the United 
States of America, even if we did not 
have the war and the costs of that war 
in Iraq, we still would be dealing with 
deficit spending. We still would be 
faced with the challenge of increasing 
the debt ceiling. Why? Because it was 
the fact that we saw an economic slow- 
down that really began as every econo- 
mist, virtually every economist has 
recognized, every nonpartisan econo- 
mist has recognized, began in the wan- 
ing, waning months of the year 2000, 
before George Bush was even elected 
President of the United States. We saw 
this economic slow-down. And that 
economic slow-down obviously dimin- 
ished flow of revenues to the Federal 
Treasury. 

Now, what is it that we have done? 
Fortunately, with the policies we have 
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put in place, Mr. Speaker, we have ac- 
tually seen an increase to the flow of 
revenues to the Federal Treasury and 
the last projection showed actually an 
unanticipated $108 billion in revenues 
have come into the Federal Treasury. 
Why? Because of the fact that the 
economy is growing. 

So we are on a path toward greater 
economic growth. And now that this 
election is behind us, Mr. Speaker, one 
of the things that we also need to real- 
ize is that we have the potential to 
make permanent the tax cuts, to bring 
about reform of Social Security, which 
is a very high priority, and a wide 
range of other things, like market- 
opening opportunities which will help 


us. 

The other thing that was just raised 
by my friend from Buffalo that I think 
is important for us to talk about is this 
wringing our hands over the fact that 
there are nations like the People’s Re- 
public of China that might consider in- 
vesting its dollars in the United States 
of America. What better signal of the 
strength and confidence that the world 
has for our economy than to see them 
invest in our economy? I see that, Mr. 
Speaker, as a positive for us as a Na- 
tion. 

So it is very clear, some people who 
want to politicize and say, oh, well, let 
us not increase the debt limit. Well, it 
is very important that we do this. In- 
creasing this debt ceiling will save U.S. 
taxpayer dollars because if we do not, 
we will see an even greater interest 
burden shouldered on the U.S. tax- 
payer. So let us vote for this rule. Let 
us vote for the rule as it is reported out 
because of the fact that any kind of 
delay would delay action over in the 
other body, and we need to move as 
quickly as we can on this and then let 
us vote for the package itself. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman 
for yielding me time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 4 minutes to the gentleman from 


Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN), a 
member of the Committee on Rules. 
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Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, that 
did not take long. On just the third leg- 
islative day after the election we are 
yet again confronting a need to raise 
the Nation’s debt limit. It is inter- 
esting that even though this problem 
has been apparent for months the Re- 
publican leadership chose to wait until 
after the election to bring this issue to 
the floor, interesting but not at all sur- 
prising. 

Once again, the historic fiscal mis- 
management of this Republican Con- 
gress and the Bush administration is 
on display, and, once again, we are re- 
minded that we are passing on a mas- 
sive, unpaid credit card bill to our chil- 
dren and our grandchildren, and the 
numbers are staggering. 

In 2002, the Bush administration 
came to Congress asking for a debt 
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limit increase of $450 billion. In 2008, 
they asked for another increase of $984 
billion, an unprecedented increase, and 
this year's request will increase the 
debt ceiling by another $800 billion. 
Amazingly, this increase is only ex- 
pected to last the Treasury 1 year, 
which means that unless this Congress 
gets its act together we will be back 
here next year debating yet another 
multibillion dollar increase in the na- 
tional debt limit. 


In the last 18 months, this Nation's 
debt has gone up by nearly $1 trillion, 
$1 trillion. Today's debate proves once 
again that the promises made by the 
Bush administration when they came 
into office were nothing more than 
empty rhetoric. 


They promised under their plan the 
debt ceiling would not be reached until 
2008. Instead, because they continue to 
insist on massive tax breaks for the 
wealthy that are not paid for, the debt 
limit will have to be raised for the 
third time in 3 years. 


On January 29, 2002, George Bush 
stood in this Chamber and told the Na- 
tion our budget will run a deficit that 
will be small and short term. I guess he 
misspoke. 


But this debate is about more than 
numbers, Mr. Speaker. It is about pri- 
orities. It is about the kind of country 
we are leaving for future generations. 
How will our children be able to afford 
things like education and health care, 
homeland security and national de- 
fense? How will they be able to pay for 
us when we retire? 


These massive deficits, this huge 
debt will mean higher interest rates, 
and that means that the American peo- 
ple will have to pay more for a college 
education or a new car or a new home. 
Reckless fiscal policy is not a value. It 
is a vice, and it has to stop. 


Mr. Speaker, the fiscal irrespon- 
sibility of the majority and the admin- 
istration is magnified by the Repub- 
lican leadership’s refusal to institute 
budget reforms requiring Congress to 
pay for any new spending. PAYGO sim- 
ply is a responsible plan that says if 
you want to increase spending or if you 
want to give tax cuts to your rich 
friends, you have got to pay for it. 


In the Committee on Rules, several 
members offered, and I supported, an 
amendment to increase the debt limit 
and reinstate the pay-as-you-go spend- 
ing policies, and it was rejected. 

Now I know what my friends on the 
other side of the aisle are thinking, the 
next election is not for another 2 years. 
They think the American people will 
forget about this fiscal irresponsibility 
that they are pursuing. Well, maybe 
they might and maybe they will not, 
but, in the meantime, they are under- 
mining our economy and they are pass- 
ing on to our kids a big fat credit card 
bill and it is shameful. 
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Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
reject this rule and vote no on the un- 
derlying bill so we can have a real de- 
bate on the gross fiscal mismanage- 
ment of this Congress and this admin- 
istration and institute real budget re- 
forms that will provide pay-as-you-go 
for increased spending and these tax 
cuts. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I think it is important, after listen- 
ing to my colleague and fellow member 
of the Committee on Rules, that we 
point out that tax relief did not cause 
the deficit. We would have triple-digit 
budget deficits today if taxes remained 
at the historically high levels of 2000. 
The tax policies that were put in place 
helped our economy out of a recession 
that began in the Clinton administra- 
tion and was in the early Bush years. 

Without our tax policies, the econ- 
omy would not have recovered as quick 
and as well as it has. More Americans 
would have lost their jobs. A less ro- 
bust recovery from recession would 
have had the adverse effects on reve- 
nues and the budget deficit, and 
healthy revenue growth continues even 
with tax relief. The recent decline in 
the deficit is largely a result of revenue 
increasing faster than anticipated be- 
cause of strong economic growth. 

After 3 years of declining revenue in 
the wake of September 11, revenue is 
now growing more robustly than ex- 
pected. Just since July, we have seen 
the deficit projections for this year 
drop by $32 billion. While I cannot pre- 
dict what the next election will be, I do 
know the President ran on those tax 
cuts, as did the majority in this Con- 
gress, and both the President will serve 
another term and in the 109th Congress 
the Republican majority will continue 
in being the majority in this body 

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I just 
refer him to CBO's report in which it 
concludes that the tax cuts are the 
largest legislative contributor to the 
negative debt that we have right now. 
І mean, so it runs contrary to what the 
gentleman is saying. 

All we are suggesting here is that 
when my colleagues pass these tax cuts 
for their corporate friends and for 
wealthy people that they pay for them, 
pay as you go. That is the responsible 
thing, so we do not pass this debt on to 
our kids and our grandkids. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. Speaker, re- 
claiming my time, in the time of the 
last 2 years of this Congress we have 
had a great debate. A guy from the left 
that believes that there should not be 
tax cuts, or to have some kind of mes- 
sage for middle America to feel that 
they might get a piece of it. 

Iam a guy that believes if you pay 
taxes, you ought to get a tax cut. We 
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took that referendum, I guess, to the 
public, and they have ratified an oppor- 
tunity for this majority to remain. 

Now, I also understand majority/mi- 
nority politics, and I guess if I look 
through the years of 1940, 1950, 1960s, 
1970s, 1980s, 1990s and 2000 when we 
would find that Republicans controlled 
the place or Democrats controlled the 
place, I am sure that there were a few 
that made the debt reduction or the as- 
pect of all of that debate at the same 
time they looked at the debt limit. 

But also in my opening remarks we 
heard from Secretary Rubin who said 
that the aspect of raising the debt 
limit was not the aspect of addressing 
the deficit. It was the budget itself. 
And I will quote him. 

As Robert Rubin, then Treasury Sec- 
retary under the President said in No- 
vember of 1995 in that quote, Passage 
of the debt ceiling is totally unrelated 
to deficit reduction. The deficit can 
only be reduced in the budget process. 

He reiterated this truth 1 month 
later in testimony before the House 
Committee on Banking and Financial 
Services when he said, The debt limit 
is about meeting obligations already 
incurred, while future deficits can only 
be reduced through actions taken in 
the budget process itself. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, this is 
the third time under this administra- 
tion that we have raised the debt limit, 
and what we were asking for last night 
in the Committee on Rules and what 
we are asking for today is that, before 
we do this again, that we institute the 
necessary budget reforms that require 
pay-as-you-go so that we are not going 
down this path of fiscal irrespon- 
sibility, so we are not passing down to 
our kids and our grandkids this mas- 
sive credit card bill. 

My colleagues denied us that ability 
to be able to vote up or down on a pay- 
as-you-go bill today, and that is what 
we are urging here today. That is why 
we are opposing this rule, and that is 
why I am going to vote against increas- 
ing the debt limit. Because there is no 
reason to believe that my colleagues' 
bad habits are not going to continue 
into the next Congress. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. Speaker, 
claiming my time, a couple things. 

One, in the finger pointing of this 
21st century of deficit and debt limit 
increases, again, I will put on the 
record, we had seven during the 1940s, 
six during the 1950s, 13 during the 1960s, 
18 during the 1970s, 24 during the 1980s, 
13 during the 1990s and two so far this 
decade. So we are not into a new ven- 
ture, and we are not into a Republican 
venture. We are into a congressional 
decision of whether we keep the gov- 
ernment moving or whether we do not, 
and there were 83 debt limit measures 
that have been enacted into law. 


re- 
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I believe the gentleman from Texas 
will come up and talk about the 
PAYGO amendment that was offered 
before the Committee on Rules last 
night, and I think that it will be im- 
portant for us to listen to him, and I 
believe that the issue of PAYGO will 
have bipartisan support if and when it 
comes to this floor. 

But I also want to caution my col- 
leagues that this is a Senate bill that 
we are taking up, and further delay 
once again results in this body jeopard- 
izing our trust funds such as Social Se- 
curity, Medicare, highways, and we fur- 
ther jeopardize veterans’ care and mili- 
tary retirement. 

So when we put our military at risk, 
at not having the necessary resources 
of food and clothing and ammunition, 
we also endanger unemployment bene- 
fits and disaster assistance, low-income 
home energy assistance programs. 

The debate on PAYGO I believe 
should happen and will happen. It is 
not necessarily that it has to happen 
when we are looking at debt limit for a 
number of reasons, including the 
quotes of Robert Rubin of 1995. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. STENHOLM). 

Mr. STENHOLM. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to begin by congratulating my Repub- 
lican colleagues for bringing this bill 
to the floor today, clean, up and down. 
There is a certain amount of justice to 
this because those who have built up 
these deficits should have the courage 
to vote to increase the debt ceiling for 
the policies of which they have been 
very successful, and that is commend- 
able. 

I sincerely say that, even though my 
opposition to those policies help con- 
tributed to my defeat. Because I have 
stood on this floor many times, Mr. 
Speaker, asking that PAYGO be rein- 
stated, but it was never the right time, 
and, according to the Committee on 
Rules, it is not the right time today to 
bring up pay-as-you-go. 

But we can talk about these deficits 
and debt and my friends on the major- 
ity side can continue to explain them 
as they really do not matter anymore. 
It does not matter that we have bor- 
rowed $570 billion in the last 12 
months, that we borrowed $1.5 trillion 
in the last 3 years, that we are going to 
borrow who knows how much more, 
continuing to fund the same policies. 
Because I assume if one was elected on 
these policies they will continue them. 
That means, based on most economists, 
the deficit is going to explode into the 
next year, 2, 3, 5, 10 years. 

I hope I am wrong. I want to say here 
today to my friends on this side of the 
aisle, I sincerely hope they are right 
because our country will be so much 
better off if they are right than if they 
are wrong, because I detect in today’s 
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motion a reluctance to change any- 
thing. 

I have come to the conclusion now 
that politics are not going to change 
my colleagues’ policies. They have got 
the majority in the House. They have 
got the majority in the Senate. They 
have got the White House. Therefore, 
they are going to do what they believe 
is in the best interest of our country. 

I just do not share the belief that 
deficits do not matter. I just do not 
share the belief, and I never dreamed I 
would be a member of the party of fis- 
cal responsibility, which my party has 
become. 

Based on historical records, they talk 
about a trillion and a half is not much 
money, $800 billion, not much money. 
Well, it took our country 204 years to 
borrow the first $1 trillion. Today, we 
are going to make it possible to borrow 
another $800 billion, and it probably 
will occur in the next 12 to 18 months. 

It is not politics that is going to ulti- 
mately decide this question. It is the 
market that is going to decide this 
question, and I would encourage my 
friends on this side of the aisle to start 
paying attention to the market. 

It was not insignificant that 2 
months ago the Japanese, for the first 
time since 2002, chose not to increase 
their holdings of United States Treas- 
ury notes. It is not of some insignifi- 
cance that the European community is 
concerned about the fall of the dollar. 

Much of what the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. REYNOLDS) has said I 
agree with him on. I agree with Mr. 
Rubin, Secretary Rubin. I agree with 
him 100 percent. I am glad the gen- 
tleman repeated it twice for the 
RECORD because more Members of this 
body need to read that and understand 
that what he is talking about is ex- 
actly as he has restated it. 

This is not a budget vote. What we 
were talking about last night in asking 
my colleagues to make pay-as-you-go a 
part of this rule is changing the policy 
just a little bit in reinstating pay-as- 
you-go which worked in a bipartisan 
way in 1993 and 1997. But this bunch, 
those of my colleagues who control 
this House today, have said, nope, that 
is not any good anymore. We have got 
a new and better policy. Some of us 
disagree with that, and we just ask re- 
spectfully that we be allowed to vote 
on that today, but my colleagues said 
no, and this is their prerogative. That 
is their prerogative. 

To those of my colleagues who be- 
lieve that the amount of deficits this 
country is running today and will run 
under the policies they advocate, if 
they are going to make the tax cuts 
permanent, if they are going to con- 
tinue to have the reductions in the 
amount of revenue, if we are going to 
continue to fight to a successful cul- 
mination, which I hope we do, of the 
wars, if we are going to do that, I think 
there may be a little justice in this for 
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the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
REYNOLDS), and I hope you will be up to 
it. 

Going to the Committee on Ways and 
Means means the gentleman is going to 
be part of the ways and means of solv- 
ing this problem, sooner or later, but 
not today, obviously. Sooner or later, 
the gentleman is going to have to be 
part of that, I believe. 

So, again, I conclude by congratu- 
lating my colleagues for bringing this 
bill up for a clean up and down vote. If 
they would have allowed pay-as-you- 
go, I would have been one of those 
votes, but I am not going to ratify a 
policy that I believe is going to drive 
this country to the brink of ruin, and 
the market will ultimately be the 
judge of this, not any vote in this body 
according to the majority today. 
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Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

It is true that in 2004, as we consider 
whether we increase the debt limit, the 
government is controlled by Repub- 
licans, a Republican President, a Re- 
publican Congress in both the other 
body and in this one. But I am re- 
minded of President Bill Clinton’s 
State of the Union address in 1996, and 
I quote him: ‘‘And on behalf of all 
Americans, especially those who need 
their Social Security payments at the 
beginning of March, I challenge Con- 
gress to preserve the full faith and 
credit of the United States, to honor 
the obligations of this great Nation as 
we have for 220 years, to rise above the 
partisanship and pass а straight- 
forward extension of the debt limit. 
Show them that America keeps its 
word." 

That rang true when a Democratic 
President spoke to à Republican Con- 
gress; it rings true today as we con- 
sider the debt limit. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself 1 second just to say that 
President Bush, in his first State of the 
Union said, ‘‘We owe it to our children 
and grandchildren to act now," speak- 
ing about his plan to pay off in the 
next decade the entire $2 trillion in 
government-debt held by the public. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 542 minutes to 
the gentleman from South Carolina 
(Mr. SPRATT). 

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, we are 
here because the Secretary of the 
Treasury has warned us that he has run 
out of tricks. Five times he has written 
the leadership of the Congress and told 
us that he was approaching the legal 
limit which Congress has imposed by 
law on how much debt the United 
States can incur. We call it the debt 
ceiling. Now he has told us that he is 
out of tricks and he is having to do 
things he does not regard as prudent 
unless we increase the debt ceiling. So 
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it is right that we are here to do just 
that. 

But it is also right that we take an 
hour or two to ponder what brings us 
to this juncture, to raise the debt ceil- 
ing again by $800 billion, when we have 
already raised it twice in the last 3 
years. 

Let us go back to January 1, 2001. 
The Bush administration takes office, 
and the fruits of our labor in the last 
two administrations of the Clinton 
years are laid before him. They look 
out and see surpluses of $5.6 trillion 
and decide that this warrants huge tax 
cuts. We warned them against buying 
into a blue-sky projection which might 
not be obtained, and surely enough, 
that happened. 

They told us, nevertheless, that even 
if we adopted their tax cuts, they 
would not have to be back to request 
an increase in the debt ceiling due to 
the fantastic surpluses they foresaw, 
until the year 2008. In truth, they were 
back in 2002 asking for $450 billion. And 
then on May 26, 2008, just 18 months 
ago, the second request from the Bush 
administration was passed raising the 
debt ceiling by $984 billion. And now we 
have the third debt ceiling increase in 
3 years, equal to $800 billion, before us. 

Let me just take à minute to go 
through some charts which will explain 
more graphically why it is we are here 
and what it is we need to do at this 
point in time. 

This was the debt ceiling when Mr. 
Bush came to office in January 2001, 
$5.950 trillion. This first inorease took 
it to $6.4 trillion. The next, where we 
are today, $7.384 trillion. That was a 
$984 billion increase just 18 months 
ago. Today, they would like to take 
that up another $800 billion because 
they have rung up $984 billion in debt 
in the last 18 months. 

Just consider that. Every 18 months 
the government of the United States 
under the Bush administration is in- 
curring $1 trillion in additional debt. 
Every 18 months. That is the rate at 
which we are running right now. This 
next increase will take the debt ceiling 
to $8.2 trillion, up from $5.950 trillion. 
That is quite a statement about the fis- 
cal policies of this administration. 

Now, the administration assured us 
that they would not need to come back 
until 2008; that we could cut taxes by 
immense amounts not only in 2001, but 
2002 and 2003, because there have been 
three tax cuts, and even more, and still 
enjoy an increase in revenues. This was 
the path they plotted when they sold 
their tax cuts to the Congress of the 
United States showing that tax reve- 
nues would rise from a little over $1 
trillion to $1.118 trillion, individual and 
corporate income taxes. 

Instead, the revenues of this country 
have followed this descending path 
here, and we can see the gaping hole, 
the difference of $300 billion today be- 
tween what they predicted and where 
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we actually are. This is an underlying 
cause. 

In addition to that, there have been 
things that have taken their toll on 
the budget: defense. Much larger than 
anybody anticipated in 2001. Homeland 
Security. We did not even have a head- 
ing called Homeland Security 3 years 
ago. And the 9/11 response. But the in- 
creases in spending that have affected 
the bottom line of the budget have all 
been sought by the Bush administra- 
tion. Ninety percent of the increases in 
spending over and above current serv- 
ices have been things they have sought 
and we have appropriated because they 
were urgently needed. 

So where are we? A $450 billion in- 
crease in the debt ceiling in 2002. In 
2003, we had a $984 billion increase in 
the debt ceiling. And today, an $800 bil- 
lion increase in the debt ceiling. That 
means this administration has had to 
come to Congress and ask for the debt 
ceiling to be raised by $2.234 trillion. 
Let me say that again. It is so fan- 
tastic: $2.234 trillion to accommodate 
its budgets over the last 4 years. That 
is the bottom line. It is inescapable. 

And how much is $984 billion, the last 
increase we had 18 months ago? Well, 
$984 billion is more than the entire 
debt of the United States in the year 
1980-81 when Ronald Reagan came to 
Congress. The last increase 18 months 
ago exceeded it. 

Let me just wrap up by saying that 
this calls for action. Sure, the ceiling 
has to be increased, but we should not 
just increase the ceiling and leave the 
problem unattended. The very least we 
can do is reinstate the PAYGO rules 
which have worked so well and put the 
budget in surplus for the first time in 
30 years in the 1990s. That is what we 
ask today, an opportunity to put up an 
amendment that would at least take 
one solid step towards stopping this 
head-long descent deeper and deeper 
into debt. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. Speaker, I re- 
serve the balance of my time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, may 
I inquire how much time remains on 
each side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SIMPSON). The gentlewoman from New 
York (Ms. SLAUGHTER) has 912 minutes 
remaining, and the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. REYNOLDS) has 12 min- 
utes remaining. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER). 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, I 
appreciate the gentlewoman’s courtesy 
in yielding me this time. 

I heard the distinguished chairman of 
the Committee on Rules talk about 
how this is an easy issue to be a dema- 
gogue. Well, I would suggest what we 
heard from the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. STENHOLM) and the gentleman 
from South Carolina (Mr. SPRATT) was 
the antithesis of demagoguery. It does 
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not require an emotional or irrational 
appeal to prejudice. They have been di- 
rect and straightforward in telling the 
consequences of the Republican ap- 
proach to debt management and spend- 
ing. 

I should amend that. It is not the Re- 
publican approach, because the gentle- 
men I just referred to from South Caro- 
lina and from Texas represent many 
Republicans, like I do back in Oregon, 
that do not subscribe to this; and it in- 
sults them to suggest this is the Re- 
publican approach to budgeting. 

The distinguished Committee on 
Rules member from New York talked 
about the mandate. Well, I would think 
the Republicans and the President 
would have a mandate if they had ever 
talked about this. I did not hear a sin- 
gle Republican talk about increasing 
the debt. I did not hear them talk 
about reckless spending on programs 
for special interests, divorcing it from 
reality. In fact, they employed tactics 
to disguise the fact that we had exceed- 
ed the debt limit. They have been bor- 
rowing from retirement and disability 
funds, for instance, we expired in Octo- 
ber. 

No, if they had talked about this di- 
rectly and honestly to the American 
public, I would accept the notion there 
is a mandate. And in fact I would sug- 
gest if they had done that with their 
plans, they would not have had a man- 
date, because they would not have won 
the election. 

The fact is we are incurring more 
debt than is necessary for weapons that 
do not add to security, for handouts to 
special interests that do not need 
them, and tax cuts for people who need 
them least, making them permanent 
regardless of the fiscal consequences. 

We are given a program from the ma- 
jority party and the President that, if 
we approved it, would almost double 
this problem over the next 10 years. I, 
for one, cannot go back home to cam- 
puses and look these young men and 
women in the eye and suggest that I 
was a part of approving it. 

I long for the day when we have a bi- 
partisan effort to reduce the deficit and 
to deal meaningfully with our spending 
priorities. But unless and until that 
happens, I will vote “по” as the one 
way I have of protesting this bizarre di- 
vorce from reality, of the fiscal reality 
that all of us are going to have to live 
with. 

Mr. Speaker, would that their rosy 
scenarios come to pass. In some re- 
spects, I hope that they will. I do not 
wish ill on our country. But the fact is, 
the policies and the practices are lead- 
ing us down a path that we will regret 
for years to come. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

First of all, I want to correct my col- 
league from Oregon. I do not think I 
said I had a mandate on anything. I 
think I outlined the fact we had a great 
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debate before an election and Repub- 
licans continue here. 

I also wonder if my colleague ever 
voted for a debt limit increase in his 
many terms of service, ав we dema- 
gogue the issue today. As we come to a 
vote, it is going to get down to what- 
ever excuse you find if you do not vote 
for it. But if you do not vote for it, you 
are actually putting the government in 
harm’s way, which means the people 
are in harm’s way. We have said that in 
repeated messages on the record today, 
and that still remains a fact as we look 
at consideration of the debate on the 
rule and then the underlying legisla- 
tion following it. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. THOMPSON). 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentlewoman for 
yielding me this time. 

Mr. Speaker, last night I had the op- 
portunity to testify before the Com- 
mittee on Rules on behalf of my Blue 
Dog colleague, the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. STENHOLM), who had pro- 
posed an amendment to reintroduce 
PAYGO into the rule. That proposed 
amendment would have reestablished 
one of the most basic, most respon- 
sible, and most successful principles of 
budget enforcement, the PAYGO rule. 

I am sad to stand on this floor today 
and say that this amendment was 
stopped. It was stopped by the majority 
on that Committee on Rules from 
being able to be part of this final re- 
solve to this issue today. 

PAYGO was a provision in the origi- 
nal Budget Enforcement Act which this 
House allowed to expire in 2002. Prior 
to that time, not only were we forced 
to operate within the caps imposed on 
our discretionary spending; we had to 
offset all legislation that had the effect 
of increasing spending or reducing rev- 
enue. Put plainly, we had to pay for 
our bills as we passed our bills. 

Since the expiration of the Budget 
Enforcement Act provisions, PAYGO 
included, this Congress has not been 
operating with anywhere near the same 
level of fiscal responsibility. 
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Deficits are growing. They are grow- 
ing in size, they are growing as a per- 
centage of our gross domestic product 
and, most important, they are growing 
unchecked because we have allowed 
provisions such as PAYGO to expire. 

The Stenholm proposed amendment 
would have returned us to the rules by 
which Congress operated during the 
1990s, bipartisan rules. This is not a 
partisan concept. In its original form 
in 1990, PAYGO was part of a bipartisan 
budget agreement between the first 
President Bush and a Democratic Con- 
gress. In 1993, it was extended with a 
Democratic President and Congress, 
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and again in 1997 it was extended with 
a Democratic President and a Repub- 
lican Congress. One hundred ninety- 
three Republicans voted for PAYGO 
when it was last extended. One hundred 
twenty-one of them are still serving in 
this House today. 

Mr. Speaker, the Federal budget 
should emphasize fiscal responsibility, 
saving the money necessary to keep 
both Social Security and Medicare sol- 
vent, and paying down the national 
debt, not increasing it. 

I do not like voting to increase the 
debt ceiling any more than anybody 
else in this body, but I am not opposed 
to it if it is accompanied by a plan that 
would put us back on solid fiscal 
ground. A good way to start is to rein- 
state the PAYGO rules. It would be ir- 
responsible for this body to raise the 
debt limit without a plan for control- 
ling this runaway spending. 

I urge my colleagues on both sides of 
the aisle to stand up for fiscal responsi- 
bility, to stand up for fiscal integrity 
and vote no on this rule and insist that 
we restore PAYGO. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I have listened to a 
number of my colleagues, and I have 
been on the record repeated times. 
First of all, what came before the Com- 
mittee on Rules last night was a Sen- 
ate bill. The Committee on Rules made 
a vote and decision without having any 
further delay to bring forward the Sen- 
ate bill for consideration on the rule 
that we are now in debate on, and later 
we will have debate on the underlying 
legislation. 

We can demagogue it and put on the 
record all sorts of messages to feel 
good or draw political lines or switch 
from when might have been responsi- 
bility for voting for debt limit and now 
not, and now PAYGO. We have had de- 
bate on that. But I want to make sure 
that we listen to two things when we 
talk about bipartisanship. Bipartisan- 
ship is a two-way street of working to- 
gether. 

I suspect, as I said before my col- 
league from California entered the 
Chamber, I expect to see Republican 
support again for PAYGO. Republicans 
are looking at it closely. There is cer- 
tainly support for consideration of 
that. My colleague from California out- 
lined some of the votes in a bipartisan 
vote that came for PAYGO, and I ad- 
dressed that I think, with the gen- 
tleman from Texas, that there is sup- 
port. 

The question is, under the terms of 
the debate, we want it altogether, right 
now, right here, and that is the posi- 
tion we are carrying. Some of that has 
been now a Blue Dog position that has 
been laid out by a number of members 
of that caucus. But the reality is if we 
keep screwing around with this thing, 
we are going to shut the government 
down. We cannot have it both ways. 
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Each of us has voted for something 
that makes the government run and 
takes credit for it when it is the fall of 
the election year, making sure that 
voters knew they were working hard to 
bring some of that Federal money back 
home. 

Any further delay will result in this 
body’s jeopardizing our trust funds, 
like Social Security, Medicare and 
highways. We further jeopardize mili- 
tary care and retirement. We put our 
military at risk. We endanger unem- 
ployment benefits and disaster assist- 
ance and low-income home energy as- 
sistance programs, programs many of 
us had in our messages back in our re- 
spective States and districts. 

We also talk about listening to pres- 
entations from 2000. At least twice I 
put on the record in this hour 83 dif- 
ferent times over the last 64 years has 
the Congress taken upon itself to in- 
crease the debt limit. 

I also put on the record President 
Clinton’s 1996 State of the Union ad- 
dress where he asked for bipartisan co- 
operation to ask the Congress to do the 
right thing and increase the debt limit. 

So it is not a new thing, it is nota 
Republican thing, it is not at Democrat 
thing, it is a government thing. There 
will be a consequence if we do not keep 
the government running because, for 
the history of our Nation, we have 
never not made sure that we honored 
what needed to be done with respect to 
debt limit. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO). 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, the gen- 
tleman from New York talks about the 
great mandate the Republicans got in 
the election. Why did they not have the 
guts to bring up an increase in the debt 
limit before the election? 

This is no surprise. In fact, we tech- 
nically reached default over a month 
ago. They have been borrowing Federal 
employees’ retirement to keep the gov- 
ernment floating, but now they say we 
have no option but to vote for this 
today, and they have no plan. 

Let us distill it down to something 
Americans understand. Trillions, bil- 
lions, they do not get it. This is the 
third time we are going to ask for an 
increase in our borrowing on our credit 
card limit in 3 years under the Repub- 
lican leadership, $2,000 per U.S. citizen. 
That is what they are authorizing 
today to borrow. Now everybody here 
is going to have to pay that back with 
interest. With interest. And they have 
no plan to stop borrowing into the in- 
definite future. No plan at all. 

They will not allow us to adopt a 
simple principle: If they want to in- 
crease spending, cut something else. If 
you want to cut income, decrease 
taxes, either get tax increases else- 
where or cut spending. That is all we 
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are saying. It is a simple principle. It is 
something every American would have 
to do before their credit card company 
would give them an increase for the 
third time in 3 years. That is what they 
are doing here. 

They say, there is no time to do that. 
We are powerless in face of the Senate. 

Come on. Give me a break. Members 
want to talk about demagogues. You 
are a champion demagogue. You really 
are. We are borrowing $1 million a 
minute to run this government. They 
want to say let us cut spending. 

We can eliminate the entire govern- 
ment, the entire government, far be- 
yond libertarians’ dreams, and we 
would still have a deficit this year. 
Now we would keep half of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, but we would elimi- 
nate everything else the government 
does, and we would still have a deficit 
this year. That is how serious this 
problem is. 

And they are borrowing money in the 
name of the American people who are 
going to have to pay it back with inter- 
est. Our kids are going to pay it back 
with interest. Our grandkids are going 
to pay it back with interest. In their 
scenario, our great great grandkids are 
going to pay it back with interest to 
the Chinese and others who are now fi- 
nancing our government and our spend- 
thrift ways. 

All we are asking for here is a little 
bit of fiscal responsibility, a plan, a 
plan to deal with this mounting debt, a 
plan that any American would have to 
have if they asked their credit card 
company for the third increase in 3 
years in their credit card limit, and 
they were also cutting their income. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, in 1996, we heard, as I 
put on the record, President Clinton’s 
appeal to the Congress. I thought I 
might share a little bit of the appeal of 
our colleagues. The two I have come 
from the Democratic side of the aisle 
at that time who made the appeal for 
the debt limit to be rising. 

Barbara Kennelly of Connecticut 
stated, "о пе the debt limit should 
not be a matter of politics, but of gov- 
ernance. Ensuring that it is done 
should not be a question of partisan le- 
verage, but of leadership." 

The gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. 
JACKSON-LEE), “If the debt ceiling is 
not extended or is sent to the President 
in à form he cannot sign, the repercus- 
sions will be devastating. Already, the 
leaders of our European allies are 
warning of an international financial 
crisis should the United States default 
on its debt payments. Bond rating 
agencies are raising alarm that our Na- 
tion's triple A bond rating is in jeop- 
ardy. 

* An actual default would cause inter- 
est rates on Treasury bonds to rise, 
making a balanced budget almost im- 
possible to achieve. Home mortgage 
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and business borrowing rates would in- 
crease, slowing economic growth. 

“Тп the past, many clean debt limit 
extensions have been passed in a bipar- 
tisan manner by this House. It was the 
right thing to do then, and it is the 
right thing to do now.”’ 

I do not always agree with my col- 
leagues on some of their viewpoints of 
getting government solutions, and Iam 
sure that many do not agree with me 
on government solutions, but we have 
certainly had a history of administra- 
tions, Democrat and Republican, and 83 
times this Congress since 1940 has said 
let us do it. 

Now I understand showmanship. I un- 
derstand consumption back home. I un- 
derstand we are still in November, so 
we have a little election spirit in us. 
But the reality is if we do not increase 
this debt limit, we are putting Amer- 
ica’s people in jeopardy. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman 
from the District of Columbia (Ms. 
NORTON). 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I might 
ask the gentleman how he himself 
voted. 

Mr. Speaker, the full faith and credit 
of the United States is not seriously at 
issue here. What is at issue is what we 
do not hear a lot about anymore. We do 
not hear the other side saying we can 
grow our way out of this debt. We do 
see the danger signs, the decline of the 
dollar, the rise in debt purchased by 
foreigners. 

How can we plunge ourselves back 
into debt so quickly? As President 
Clinton dedicates his library, I cannot 
help remember the halcyon days of sur- 
plus where the President imposed pay- 
as-you-go discipline. We can do this 
ourselves. 

Postponing a vote on the debt limit 
to get through an election is patheti- 
cally transparent. The moral bank- 
ruptcy of that postponement is deep- 
ened by the failure to even make a 
promise on PAYGO during this debate. 

Unless we move, this generation will 
be remembered as the generation that 
had a party at the expense of their 
grandchildren, so selfish that they gave 
themselves a tax cut, robbed their chil- 
dren’s Social Security, and then 
charged it straight away to them. Let 
us do better than that. That is the very 
definition of a national moral issue. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself the balance of my time. 

I will be calling for a no vote on the 
previous question so we can change the 
rule and add the Stenholm amendment 
to reinstate pay-as-you-can-go pro- 
grams in our budget process. 

This amendment was offered in the 
Committee on Rules last night and de- 
feated on a straight party-line vote. I 
want to emphasize that this no vote 
will not in any way prevent or block 
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the consideration of the underlying bill 
to increase the debt ceiling, but a yes 
vote will block us in voting to restore 
the pay-as-you-go provisions in the 
budget process. I urge a no vote on the 
previous question 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the text of the amendment be 
printed in the RECORD immediately 
prior to the vote on the previous ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SIMPSON). Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the gentlewoman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, this Congress must 
honor our commitments and America’s 
priorities. We must stand up today in 
support of our seniors and veterans and 
military and all citizens who will be 
harmed by our inaction. I urge my col- 
leagues to do the right thing and sup- 
port the rule and the underlying bill. 

I also look at the 109th Congress as 
an opportunity for those who want to 
look at PAYGO, Republican and Demo- 
crat, from those from the left to those 
on the right to come together in a bi- 
partisan fashion and continue working 
through the will of the House to see 
those types of considerations debated 
in committee and debated on the floor 
of this great House. 

Before I yield back, I would like to 
quickly thank the gentleman from 
California (Chairman DREIER) and all 
of the members of the Committee on 
Rules and staff as this is most likely 
the last time I will manage a rule for 
this industrious panel. I have been hon- 
ored to serve on the Rules Committee 
for the past 6 years. 

The material previously referred to 
by Ms. SLAUGHTER is as follows: 

PREVIOUS QUESTIONS FOR H. RES. 856: RULE 

ON S. 2986 

Strike all after the resolved clause and in- 
sert: 

That upon the adoption of this resolution 
it shall be in order to consider in the House 
the bill (S. 2986) to amend title 31 of the 
United States Code to increase the public 
debt limit. The bill shall be considered as 
read for amendment. The previous question 
shall be considered as ordered on the bill and 
on any amendment thereto to final passage 
without intervening motion except: (1) one 
hour of debate on the bill equally divided and 
controlled by the chairman and ranking mi- 
nority member of the Committee on Ways 
and Means; (2) the amendment specified in 
section 2 of this resolution, if offered by Rep- 
resentative Stenholm of Texas or his des- 
ignee, which shall be in order without inter- 
vention of any point of order or demand for 
division of the question, shall be considered 
as read, and shall be separately debatable for 
one hour equally divided and controlled by 
the proponent and an opponent; and (8) one 
motion to commit with or without instruc- 
tions. 

SEC. 2. The amendment referred to in the 
first section of this resolution is as follows: 

Redesignate section 1 as section 101 and be- 
fore such section add the following: 
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TITLE I—INCREASE IN PUBLIC DEBT 
LIMIT 
At the end, add the following new title: 
TITLE II—REINSTATING BUDGET 

ENFORCEMENT AND ACCOUNTABILITY 

SEC. 201. EXTENSION OF PAY-AS-YOU-GO RE- 
QUIREMENT. 

(a) PURPOSE.—Section 252(a) of the Bal- 
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985 is amended by striking “20027 and 
inserting “2009”. 

(b) SEQUESTRATION.—Section 252(b)(1) of 
the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985 is amended by striking 
“20027” and inserting ‘‘2009’’. 

(с) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 274 
of the Balanced Budget and Emergency Def- 
icit Control Act of 1985 is amended by strik- 
ing “2006” and inserting “2013”. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time, and I 
move the previous question on the res- 
olution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this question are post- 
poned. 


ES 


RECESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess subject to 
the call of the Chair. 

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 15 
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re- 
cess subject to the call of the Chair. 


EE 
2085 


AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. SIMPSON) at 8 o’clock and 
35 minutes p.m. 


EE 


PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF 5. 2986, INCREASING THE PUB- 
LIC DEBT LIMIT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
pending business is the question on or- 
dering the previous question on H. Res. 
856 on which further proceedings were 
postponed earlier today. 

'The Clerk read the title of the resolu- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question on which the yeas and nays 
are ordered. 

Pursuant to clause 9 of rule XX, the 
Chair will reduce to 5 minutes the min- 
imum time for electronic voting, if or- 
dered, on the question of adoption of 
the resolution. 
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The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 205, nays 
191, not voting 36, as follows: 


[Roll No. 534] 


YEAS—205 
Aderholt Gibbons Nussle 
Akin Gilchrest Osborne 
Alexander Gillmor Ose 
Bachus Gingrey Otter 
Baker Goode Paul 
Ballenger Goodlatte Pearce 
Barrett (SC) Granger Pence 
Bartlett (MD) Graves Peterson (PA) 
Barton (TX) Green (WI) Petri 
Bass Gutknecht Pickering 
Beauprez Hall Pitts 
Biggert Harris Platts 
Bilirakis Hart Pombo 
Bishop (UT) Hastings (WA) Porter 
Blackburn Hayes Portman 
Blunt Hayworth Pryce (OH) 
Boehlert Hefley : Putnam 
Bonilla Hensarling Ramstad 
Bonner Herger Regula 
Bono Hobson Rehberg 
Boozman Hoekstra Renzi 
Bradley (NH) Hostettler Reynolds 
Brady (TX) Hulshof Rogers (AL) 
Brown (SC) Hunter Rogers (KY) 
Brown-Waite, Hyde Rogers (MI) 
Ginny Isakson Rohrabacher 

Burgess Issa Ros-Lehtinen 
Burns Istook Royce 
Burton (IN) Jenkins R 

yan (WI) 
Buyer Johnson (CT) Ryun (KS) 
Calvert Johnson (IL) S 

axton 
Camp Johnson, Sam S 

ensenbrenner 
Cantor Jones (NO) 2 

s Sessions 
Capito Keller Shadegg 
Carter Kelly Shaw 
Castle Kennedy (MN) Shays 
Chabot King (IA) а " 
Chocola King (NY) И 
Coble Kingston Shimkus 
Cole Kirk Shuster 
Collins Kline Simpson 
Cox Knollenberg Smith (MI) 
Crenshaw Kolbe Smith (NJ) 
Cubin LaHood Smith (TX) 
Culberson Latham Souder 
Cunningham LaTourette Sullivan 
Davis, Jo Ann Leach Sweeney 
Davis, Tom Lewis (CA) Tauzin 
Deal (GA) Lewis (KY) Taylor (NC) 
DeLay Linder Terry 
DeMint LoBiondo Thomas 
Diaz-Balart, L. Lucas (OK) Thornberry 
Diaz-Balart, M. Manzullo Tiahrt 
Doolittle McCotter Tiberi 
Dreier McCrery Turner (OH) 
Duncan McHugh Upton 
Ehlers McInnis Vitter 
Emerson McKeon Walden (OR) 
Everett Mica Walsh 
Ferguson Miller (FL) Wamp 
Flake Miller (MI) Weldon (FL) 
Foley Miller, Gary Weldon (PA) 
Forbes Moran (KS) Whitfield 
Fossella Murphy Wicker 
Franks (AZ) Myrick Wilson (NM) 
Frelinghuysen Neugebauer Wilson (SC) 
Gallegly Ney Wolf 
Garrett (NJ) Northup Young (AK) 
Gerlach Nunes Young (FL) 
NAYS—191 

Abercrombie Brown (OH) Cummings 
Allen Brown, Corrine Davis (AL) 
Andrews Butterfield Davis (CA) 
Baird Capps Davis (FL) 
Baldwin Capuano Davis (IL) 
Becerra Cardin Davis (TN) 
Bel Cardoza DeFazio 
Berkley Carson (IN) DeGette 
Berman Case Delahunt 
Berry Chandler DeLauro 
Bishop (GA) Clay Deutsch 
Bishop (NY) Clyburn Dicks 
Blumenauer Conyers Dingell 
Boswell Cooper Doggett 
Boucher Costello Doyle 
Boyd Cramer Edwards 
Brady (PA) Crowley Emanuel 
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Engel Lewis (GA) Ruppersberger 
Eshoo Lofgren Rush 
Etheridge Lowey Ryan (OH) 
Evans Lucas (KY) Sabo 
Farr Lynch Sanchez, Linda 
Fattah Majette т. 
А ане Sanchez, Loretta 
or arkey 
Frank (MA) Marshall Sonder 
Frost Matheson Schakowsky 
Gonzalez McCarthy (MO) Schiff 
Gordon McCollum Scott (GA) 
Green (TX) McGovern 
Grijalva McIntyre Scott (VA) 
Gutierrez McNulty Serrano 
Harman Meehan Sherman 
Hastings (FL) Meek (FL) Skelton 
Herseth Meeks (NY) Slaughter 
Hill Menendez Smith (WA) 
Hinchey Michaud Snyder 
Hinojosa Miller (NC) Solis 
Holden Miller, George Spratt 
Holt Mollohan Stenholm 
Honda Moore Strickland 
Hooley (OR) Moran (VA) Stupak 
Hoyer Murtha Tanner 
Inslee Nadler Tauscher 
Israel Napolitano Taylor (MS) 
Jackson (IL) Neal (MA) Thompson (CA) 
"n D Thompson (М8) 
ey i 
DTE б ite га 
ohnson, Е. В. rtiz 
Jones (OH) Owens Peco 
Kanjorski Pallone Udall (NM) 
Kaptur Pascrell Van Hollen 
Kennedy (RI) Pastor Velázquez 
Kildee Payne > а 
Kilpatrick Pelosi Visclosky 
Kind Peterson (MN) Waters 
Kucinich Pomeroy Watson 
Lampson Price (NC) Watt 
Langevin Rahall Waxman 
Lantos Reyes Weiner 
Larsen (WA) Rodriguez Wexler 
Larson (CT) Ross Woolsey 
Lee Rothman Wu 
Levin Roybal-Allard Wynn 
NOT VOTING—36 
Ackerman Hoeffel Oxley 
Baca Houghton Quinn 
Boehner John Radanovich 
Burr Kleczka Rangel 
Cannon Lipinski Schrock 
Carson (OK) Matsui Simmons 
Crane McCarthy (NY) Stark 
Dooley (CA) McDermott 
Dunn Millender- b uie o 
English McDonald Toomey 
Feeney Musgrave 
Gephardt Nethercutt Weller 
Greenwood Norwood 
2102 

Mr. WEXLER and Mr. 

BLUMENAUER changed their vote 


from “уеа” to “пау.” 

Mr. McINNIS changed his vote from 
“пау” to “yea.” 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SIMPSON). The question is on the reso- 
lution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


2100 


AUTHORIZING THE CLERK TO 
MAKE CORRECTION IN ENGROSS- 


MENT OF H.R. 3204, BENJAMIN 
FRANKLIN COMMEMORATIVE 
COIN ACT 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 


unanimous consent that in the engross- 
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ment of H.R. 3204, the Clerk be author- 
ized to make the following correction: 
In section 4(a)(4)(B), strike ‘‘2010” and 
insert “2006”. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SIMPSON). Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Delaware? 

There was no objection. 


EE 


INCREASING THE PUBLIC DEBT 
LIMIT 


Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
pursuant to House Resolution 856, I call 
up the Senate bill (S. 2986) to amend 
title 31 of the United States Code to in- 
crease the public debt limit, and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the title of the Senate 
bill. 

The text of S. 2986 is as follows: 

S. 2986 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. INCREASE IN PUBLIC DEBT LIMIT. 

Subsection (b) of section 3101 of title 31, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 
**$877,384,000,000,000"* and inserting 
‘*$8,184,000,000,000’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to House Resolution 856, the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. BRADY) and 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
RANGEL) each will control 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. BRADY). 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

The issue before us is really Amer- 
ica’s responsibility to pay its bills, to 
meet obligations that America and 
Congress, ав our Members, have al- 
ready incurred. 

Before September 11 and the war on 
terror, the Republican-led Congress 
paid down nearly half a trillion dollars 
in public debt, marking the first time 
since 1969 that Congress had reduced 
the national debt. Today, America is 
fighting an elusive and determined 
enemy abroad, while working to stimu- 
late the economy and help industry 
still recovering from the 9/11 attacks. 

At this extraordinary time, with our 
Nation’s many obligations, the govern- 
ment is nearing the debt limit. If the 
Treasury cannot issue the debt, the 
government may be unable to meet 
many of its obligations, such as the 
regular investment into the Civil Serv- 
ice Retirement and Disability Fund. 
Republicans want to do the responsible 
thing. As a result, Congress is increas- 
ing the debt limit to $8.1 trillion. 

Holding the line on spending and 
raising the debt limit are not mutually 
exclusive, and it is important to re- 
member that. Earlier this year, the 
House approved a lean, responsible 
budget that would cut the deficit in 
half within 5 years, hold the line on 
spending and guard against Democrats’ 
calls for job-killing tax hikes. 
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Republicans are committed to reduc- 
ing America’s debt through responsible 
and restrained spending. Congress must 
meet America’s priorities such as So- 
cial Security and Medicare. That is 
why raising the debt limit is so crit- 
ical. But, in doing so, we can remain 
steadfast in our quest to eliminate the 
waste, the fraud and abuse on behalf of 
all taxpayers and future generations. 

Mr. Speaker, I do have a bipartisan 
request. Tonight’s measure is an appro- 
priate time to discuss spending and 
deficits and solutions, but as we debate 
this and as we make our final vote, let 
us not punish our seniors, let us not 
punish our elderly, let us not punish 
our military just to score political 
points. If the debt ceiling is not in- 
creased, America cannot pay its bills. 
We cannot meet existing obligations. 
We will not ultimately have the cash 
on hand to pay Social Security bene- 
fits, military retirement, Medicare 
benefits, unemployment benefits and 
other trust fund obligations. 

As raw as this recent election was, as 
bitterly contested as it was, with hurt 
feelings all around, we need to work to- 
gether as Americans to take responsi- 
bility for our bills. Let us not default 
on our obligations. Let us not stop the 
checks to our needy who are counting 
on us. Let us not use our elderly as po- 
litical pawns in trade for a seven sec- 
ond sound byte back home. They de- 
serve better. We have a responsibility 
to pay our bills. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the remaining 
time. 

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I would like to join in the bipartisan 
request that we try to work this out. 
The request sounds like a drunk going 
to an Alcoholic Anonymous meeting, 
saying just give me one more drink and 
I will not do it again. But there has to 
be a program involved in joining with 
my colleagues in this bipartisan ap- 
proach, and we have a program and 
that is pay-as-you-go. 

My colleagues cannot help them- 
selves with spending. They think they 
have a credit card with no limit on it. 
They go to the richest of their friends 
and they tell them, they do not ask for 
it, that they are going to give them a 
$1 trillion tax cut. Then when they ask, 
well, where are we going to get the 
money, do not worry about it, we will 
increase the debt ceiling, we will just 
borrow some money. 

Who are we borrowing the money 
from? The Japanese and the Chinese. 
What kind of patriotism is that? What 
kind of bipartisanship do my col- 
leagues want for that? 

The truth is every day for the next 2 
years we are going to be dealing with 
the moral issues that encompass this 
Congress and this country, and the 
quicker my colleagues try to explain 
how they can take a surplus projected 
at $5.6 trillion and then come up and 
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waste it and come up with a deficit of 
$3 trillion, the quicker they can see 
that the interest on this debt is going 
to be larger than the things that they 
talk about in the Koran, in the Bible or 
in the Torah and all of those things. 
That is, talking about education and 
health care and help your fellow man 
and let us not help the high rollers 
that my colleagues try to do. 

So we are prepared to work in a bi- 
partisan way. If a creditor wants to try 
to help someone that just could not 
control the spending, the first thing 
they do is get a plan. We will give my 
colleagues plenty of opportunity to be 
bipartisan by saying pay-as-you-go. Do 
not stop everything. Do not hurt the 
aged. Do not hurt Social Security. Do 
not hurt Medicare. We know how com- 
passionate they feel about those issues, 
but do not get us involved in anymore 
debt unless you have some kind of a 
cockamamie plan to get us out of the 
mess that you put us in. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield the remainder of 
my time to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee (Mr. TANNER) for the purposes of 
control, who has a true understanding 
of patriotism and compassion and 
moral values, and take notes because 
my colleagues are going to be hearing 
a lot about this. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee (Mr. TANNER) will control the 
time. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. TANNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself as much time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, why are we here for the 
third time in 3 years? It is because our 
country has borrowed over $1.5 trillion 
in that time from 2001 until now. 

Mr. Speaker, this is not an accident. 
This is the first administration and the 
first Congress in the history of this 
country that has knowingly, willfully, 
deliberately, and consciously pursued 
an economic plan that will leave our 
country weaker in the long run than 
when they found it. No other people 
who have occupied these seats have 
consciously, willfully and deliberately 
bankrupted our country like what is 
going on today. 

Just in the last 4 years, at a 5 percent 
interest rate, these people have raised 
taxes on the American people $67 bil- 
lion a year each and every year from 
now on to the rest of our lives because 
of this prolific borrowing that is going 
on. 

President Jimmy Carter once said 
that the highest office in our land is 
that of citizen, and he is right. Citizens 
hire us to come here every couple of 
years in this body to do the public 
work, to try to run their business like 
we would run our own. 

All we have asked of the majority is 
before we borrow another $800 billion in 
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the name of every citizen in this coun- 
try, they would at least give us the op- 
portunity to stop and say why do we 
not pay for what we are spending? Why 
do we not do the moral value of paying 
our bills? We are not paying our bills 
by borrowing another $800 billion. We 
are passing our bills on to our children, 
our grandchildren and anybody else 
who follows us. That is no moral value. 

I tell my colleagues one other thing. 
We are creating a financial vulner- 
ability in this country that is second 
only to the threat of terrorism. Since 
2001, there has been an $844 billion in- 
crease in foreign-held debt, and do my 
colleagues know who holds it? Almost 
every country in the world. 

I hold this up from the Treasury De- 
partment: Japan, over $700 billion; 
mainland China and Hong Kong, over 
$230 billion; the Caribbean banking cen- 
ters, over $100 billion. 
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We are literally, you are literally 
mortgaging our future economy to 
anybody in the world that will give us 
money on the cheap today so we do not 
have to face up and pay our own bills 
from my generation: pass it on to 
somebody else. It is nothing less than a 
national security issue, and we will 
have more to say about that later. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Some people have a short memory 
around here. I do believe that reducing 
the debt, restraining spending is a bi- 
partisan effort. We have to work to- 
gether. But I recall my friends on the 
Democratic side, when Republicans 
proposed a Medicare drug plan of 
around $400 billion, our friends on the 
Democrat side proposed a plan of $968 
billion. We did not spend too little; 
they wanted to spend more. When we 
talked about unemployment exten- 
sions, they increased it $30 billion over 
the Republican plan. It was not that we 
were spending too little; they wanted 
to spend more. And when we talked 
about welfare reform and the need to 
move people to work, they added $52 
billion, my Democratic colleagues, so 
concerned about the debt. It was not 
that we were spending too little; they 
wanted to spend more. 

And when we are talking about moral 
obligations, I guess I would ask this: Is 
it a moral obligation when you trum- 
pet that press release for that new fire- 
fighting equipment, for that new road 
you got, for that new university re- 
search, for that farm bill you cham- 
pioned, when you stand for the ribbon- 
cutting back home, and when you 
court public approval for spending tax 
dollars? Do you also have the moral ob- 
ligation to pay for it? 

Today, the issue is are we going to 
pay the bills of America, pay for the 
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spending that has been incurred and 


take responsibility for our own ac- 
tions? 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 


Mr. TANNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume to 
say one thing. We are not paying for 
anything. We are borrowing every dime 
he is talking about. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. LEVIN). 

Mr. LEVIN. The gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. BRADY) asked us to be bi- 
partisan. Why were the Republicans 
not bipartisan when you put your budg- 
et together? You want us to be bipar- 
tisan now. What about the past? You 
want us to be fiscally responsible for 
your fiscal irresponsibility. We will not 
do that. 

You mentioned the Medicare bill. We 
paid for ours. You hid the facts about 
what you were proposing. You hid 
them from us, and you continue to do 
80. 

It has been said here let everybody 
understand the impact on the families 
of America. The gross interest on the 
national debt this year: three-quarters 
of all nondefense discretionary spend- 
ing. And when projected over 10 years, 
it is going to be even larger than non- 
defense discretionary spending. 

This action of yours today is the bit- 
ter fruit of your fiscal irresponsibility. 
You give every reason for this problem 
except your own actions, your own de- 
fault. It is time that you stood up to 
the bitter fruits of your policies. Do 
not stonewall. Do not give us the hol- 
low excuses. This country’s families 
are now being asked by you for a tax 
increase on every family of America. 
You can vote for that; I am not going 
to do so. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Like a mortgage payment, like a 
credit card payment, we are paying for 
past decisions by this Congress, some 
of them decades old. In fact, if we are 
talking about the past 40 years of con- 
trol by our Democratic friends, we are 
talking about raiding the Social Secu- 
rity trust fund, increasing the debt, 
and in more recent years voting 
against every bill because we did not 
spend more. Because we did not spend 
more. 

Republicans are standing up for this 
responsibility. We understand that 
America took three big hits to our 
economy on 9/11: the recession Presi- 
dent Bush inherited, the attacks of 9/11 
that cost us almost 2 million American 
jobs, and then the technology bubble 
burst and the scandals from the false 
economy of the 1990s. 

America fought back. Republicans 
fought back with the simple principle: 
if we want to create jobs in America, 
leave the tax dollars in America, in our 
hometowns, on Main Street in our 
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small businesses. By fighting back 
from a hit that would have sent most 
countries stumbling to their knees, we 
are creating jobs, we are increasing 
revenue to the Federal Government, 
and the deficit is dropping. 

But today, the question is, for all 
those Members who have been so eager 
to trumpet that press release, so eager 
to take credit for that spending that 
they brought home, the question is: 
Are you going to step up and pay the 
bills that America and Congress has in- 
curred, or are you going to vote to stop 
our Social Security checks, stop the re- 
tirement checks to our military, stop 
the Medicare payments so important 
for the elderly? 

It is bipartisan, whether you agree or 
disagree with how we got here. And 
that is a fair argument. Republicans 
and Democrats have a different view of 
this, and that is a healthy one. But re- 
gardless of that, if you supported the 
farm bill, if you supported the road 


bills, if you supported the water 
projects, if you supported the road 
projects, then step up and pay the bill 
tonight. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 


Mr. TANNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts (Mr. NEAL). 

Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for 
yielding me this time. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
Texas described a situation here 3 
years ago before we went on this bor- 
rowing binge. What he conveniently ne- 
glected to point out was that President 
Bush and the Republican Party inher- 
ited the strongest economy in the his- 
tory of America that was expected to 
post a $5.6 trillion, 10-year surplus. And 
he conveniently neglects to point out 
that it is the $2 trillion that they have 
taken from the budget through tax 
cuts that have helped to put us in the 
situation that we are in. Talk about 
amnesia. 

In just 4 years of Republican manage- 
ment, the country’s fiscal situation has 
collapsed to the tune of nearly $9 tril- 
lion, draining the entire Clinton sur- 
plus and digging a deficit of $3 trillion, 
the largest deficit in the history of the 
world. And today, for the third time in 
4 years, the country’s fiscal situation 
has become so dire that we bumped up 
against the legal limit on how much we 
can borrow. So we are going to raise 
the limit or the government will de- 
fault. All of this from the party that in 
American history has preached fiscal 
responsibility. So we have to come up 
with enough money now for their tax 
cuts, the war, and, by the way, just 
think of this, two wars with four tax 
cuts. That defies human history. 

And the President has very big plans 
for the next 4 years. He says he is going 
to spend a lot of capital that he has 
earned. So we are going to create pri- 
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vate accounts for Social Security, 
which would cost more than $1 trillion, 
more than the current system might 
offer; and we do not even have enough 
money in the current system so that 
we are going to borrow this money to- 
night. 

The gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
BRADY), who is a nice enough fellow, he 
mentioned a couple of moments ago 
the situation that we are in. I want to 
remind this body that 8 years ago the 
Republican Party was going to im- 
peach Bob Rubin for doing precisely 
the things their Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is doing this evening. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. TANNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from South 
Carolina (Mr. SPRATT). 

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, I have 2 
minutes and three or four charts that I 
think I can tell the whole story with. 

The year 2001. The President saw, 
looking out 10 years, surpluses of $4.6 
trillion, and he said we can have it all, 
tax cuts and surpluses too. So he sent 
us a budget with enormous tax cuts. 
We warned against buying into those 
projections, but it was not heeded. 
They told us at the time that we could 
pass these tax cuts and we would not 
even have to consider an increase in 
the debt ceiling until the year 2008. 
That promise lasted 1 year. 

The next year, in 2002, there was a 
$450 billion request for another hike in 
the debt ceiling. The following year, 
2003, there was a request for an in- 
crease in the debt ceiling of $984 bil- 
lion, the single largest increase in his- 
tory, a bigger amount than the entire 
national debt in 1981 when Ronald 
Reagan came to office. 

Add those three together and they 
tell you a lot: $450 billion, plus $984 bil- 
lion, plus tonight’s request, $800 bil- 
lion, comes to $2.234 trillion. $2.234 tril- 
lion. That is the amount by which we 
have had to increase the debt ceiling of 
the United States in order to accom- 
modate the budgets and fiscal policies 
of the Bush administration: $2.234 tril- 
lion. 

Now, that is bad enough, but we 
asked CBO last September to take its 
latest economic forecast and to project 
the Bush budget 10 years, through the 
year 2014, and tell us how much debt 
would be accumulated in that period of 
time if we stayed on this course. This 
is what is to come. Tonight is only the 
beginning. This is what is to come if we 
follow those policies for the next 10 
years. We will accumulate a national 
debt of $14.545 trillion. 

And here, the final chart tells it all. 
Our debt is increasing twice as fast as 
our GDP, or income. This cannot be 
sustained, and that is why we do not 
believe this bill in its present form 
should be adopted. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
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California (Mr. Cox), a long-serving 
Member with strong leadership on the 
Select Committee on Homeland Secu- 
rity. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman for yielding me this time. 

Many of our colleagues are just back 
from the Clinton library. I will never 
forget the night on this floor, not so 
long ago, in 1996, when in this very 
Chamber President Clinton said right 
on the heels of his attempt to have the 
Federal Government take over respon- 
sibility for one-sixth of the Nation’s 
economy, ‘ће era of big government is 
over." 

That line recalled similar sentiments 
by such earlier conservative Presidents 
as Ronald Reagan, Calvin Coolidge and 
Abraham Lincoln, with the difference 
being that the latter three actually 
meant it. 

How many of you remember not just 
Clinton's favorite line but the entire 
passage in proper context? It went as 
follows: “Ме know big government 
does not have all the answers. We know 
there is not a program for every prob- 
lem. We have worked to give the Amer- 
ican people a smaller, less bureaucratic 
government in Washington, and we 
have to give the American people one 
that lives within its means. The era of 
big government is over." 

I remember that moment vividly. I 
was, of course, sitting in this House 
Chamber, about 20 feet from the Presi- 
dent, in this seat right here when he 
Spoke those words. He was reading 
from the teleprompter, and his line of 
sight over the Plexiglas extended di- 
rectly to my reserved place here at the 
leadership table. 

Because Bill Clinton was very com- 
fortable using the teleprompter, he 
routinely made eye contact with the 
Members sitting in the Chamber, and 
he looked me directly in the eye, and 
at that moment I could see that he was 
enormously satisfied with that line in 
his speech. Yet in retrospect, when Bill 
Clinton declared ‘‘the era of big gov- 
ernment is over," he was right, for now 
we are living in ‘‘the era of really big 
government." 

Assuming we keep to our schedule 
this evening, Mr. Speaker, the Federal 
Government will spend more than $100 
million just in the time we are debat- 
ing this debt ceiling legislation. The 
growth of government in modern his- 
tory has been astounding. In 1952, the 
year I was born, which we all agree was 
not very long ago, Federal spending 
was a quaint $68 billion compared to 
over $2.5 trillion today. And it was just 
that high because America was at war 
in Korea at the time. 

When my oldest child was born in 
1998, Federal spending was $1.4 trillion. 
In just one generation, the size of the 
Federal Government had increased 
more than 20-fold. We blew by the $2 
trillion mark in 2002, and we have not 
even taken our foot off the accelerator. 
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We are past the point where we can 
make excuses for the big government 
elephant in the living room. He has 
taken over our living space, contrib- 
uting nothing to the family and, as 
Ronald Reagan knew, posing a threat 
to our freedoms. 

President Reagan, my first boss in 
Washington, said it best in his 1989 
farewell address, “Мал is not free un- 
less government is limited. There is a 
clear cause and effect here that is as 
neat and predictable as a law of phys- 
ics: As government expands, liberty 
contracts." 

President Reagan knew this funda- 
mental truth: Big government is in- 
compatible with freedom. 

There is a reason that fiscal restraint 
is à traditionally conservative value. 
Big government requires big spending 
and, therefore, a comfort level in tak- 
ing and using the fruits of other peo- 
ple's labor. It is à comfort level found 
in socialism, not conservatism. 

So it is with great sadness that I 
come to the floor tonight to rec- 
ommend a vote on increasing the debt 
ceiling. But the reason it is necessary 
is that the money has already been 
Spent. The bills have come due for what 
this Congress has already voted for. 

Three years ago, we endured a vi- 
cious attack on our Nation. Ав horri- 
fying as it was, it was a visible attack, 
an attack from without. We knew then 
how to mount a defense against a for- 
eign enemy. We would not give in to 
terror. At the time, Osama bin Laden 
boasted, ‘‘I tell you, freedom and 
human rights in America are doomed." 
He was wrong then, and he is wrong 
now. We will not cede this Nation to 
tyranny, but neither should we cede it 
to the burdens of big government. 

We have got to acknowledge that, un- 
like the hideous face of terrorism, big 
government is an attractive seductress. 
It is sometimes enticing to our citi- 
zenry and certainly to many of us in 
this Chamber. But as chairman of the 
Committee on Homeland Security, I 
know that every tax dollar spent on 
nonessential functions of government 
is, in these times, doubly squandered. 
Monies given to National Public Radio 
or the National Endowment for the 
Arts cannot go toward our national de- 
fense. 

The truth is, rapid, unsustainable in- 
creases in nondefense spending threat- 
en our ability to protect American citi- 
zens and to respond to future threats. 
Period. That is precisely what is hap- 
pening now so long as the liberal big 
spenders in this Congress will not say 
no. 

This vote on the debt ceiling tonight 
is nothing but a reminder that it is 
high time we get back to pruning back 
the waste of government. It can be 
done. We did it in 1995, the first year of 
the Republican House majority, and we 
can do it now. 
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The truth is, the biggest spenders in 
this Congress will be the ones who vote 
against this resolution. Because, for 
big spenders, reining in the govern- 
ment is not a serious priority. The ma- 
jority of us, however, have got to be re- 
sponsible. We have got to go forward 
with renewed resolve to be fiscally re- 
sponsible. We have to keep uppermost 
in mind that big government does not 
have all of the answers. It really does 
not have many answers at all. Not good 
ones, anyway. 

We know there is not a program for 
every problem. We have discovered, 
after all these years, that is really a 
good thing. So as we do the right thing 
tonight, Mr. Speaker, let us vow to 
stick with what the Founding Fathers 
wanted us to do. Not surprisingly, 
those are the very things we have been 
good at all along. 

Mr. TANNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, what the gentleman 
just told Members is up is down, and 
down is up. The liberal big spenders 
have not spent a dime in this place in 
10 years. They do not have the votes. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2% minutes to 
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
HOYER). 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me this 
time. 

Mr. Speaker, I would suggest to the 
gentleman from Tennessee that Lewis 
Carroll is writing the speeches that are 
being given on this legislation: Up is 
down, black is white, good is bad, and 
bad is good. 

Dick Armey said Republicans control 
this town, and you have for 4 years. Re- 
publicans control it. This House, the 
Senate, and the White House. Not a 
nickel is spent because Democrats vote 
on it. It is all your spending that you 
are talking about. All your spending. 

The immoral, intellectually bank- 
rupt fiscal policies that we have been 
pursuing for the last 4 years resulted in 
this request for this gargantuan in- 
crease on the debt on the head of every 
American, young and old. 

Bill Clinton was President of the 
United States and, in 1998, no increase 
in the debt; 1999, no increase in the 
debt; 2000, no increase in the debt; 2001, 
no increase in the debt. Not until the 
Republican fiscal policies were adopted 
did this country start to sink deeper 
and deeper and deeper into debt. From 
less than $6 trillion, in 42 months you 
have taken this country another $2 
trillion in debt. 

Let us talk of moral values in Amer- 
ica. Let us talk of squandering the pub- 
lic resources of a $5.6 trillion surplus 
that President George Bush said was 
available when he spoke to this Con- 
gress in February, 2001. We have some 
fiscal conservatives, they say, on this 
floor and they say spending is the prob- 
lem. Why have they not stopped it for 
4 years? 
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They say there has been terrorism. I 
agree. There has been a war. We had a 
war under President Clinton, Members 
recall, one the other side of the aisle 
was not enthusiastic about, but we lost 
very few people, and the despot who 
committed genocide against the Bos- 
nian people is now locked in The 
Hague. 

I tell my friends, this is the right 
thing to do if we adopt the motion to 
instruct that will be offered by the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. STENHOLM), 
the most fiscally responsible Member 
of this body. Increase it for a short 
time. The United States cannot welch 
on its debt. We must pay our debt, but 
fiscal responsibility ought to be adopt- 
ed by the majority that have control to 
do so. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

“We did not spend a dime around 
here for the past 10 years. All the 
spending is yours’’? 

That is not what you told your con- 
stituents. I have seen your press re- 
leases. You said you secured the road 
project. You said you championed uni- 
versity research. You said you got that 
road project. Here is my question: Who 
are you not leveling with, the voters 
back home or the people listening to- 
night? 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. I yield to the 
gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

I am prepared to pay for the public 
works projects that I secure. The pub- 
lic works project that this side secured 
pales into insignificance beside the 
public works projects that you get for 
your Members on your side of the aisle, 
17 times ав much as we did, and you 
came here saying we are against pork. 
Seventeen times, my friend. Seventeen 
times is the pork in your bills. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. ‘‘Mr. Speaker, 
we did not spend a dime around here 
for the past 10 years. It is all your 
Spending." That was 2 minutes ago. 

Today, it is, yeah, we spent a lot, but 
you spent more. Well, there is a dif- 
ference. What we spent our deficit on 
was tax relief for the American people. 
I readily admit that. When we look at 
the deficit today, and we do share this, 
the fact of the matter is 50 percent of 
our deficit is caused because of this re- 
cession and we have to strengthen this 
economy. We have to get into a strong- 
er economy. Twenty-five percent of it 
was new spending, spending that you 
have claimed credit for, not tonight, 
but you have claimed credit for years 
and years throughout the districts, in 
your speeches and in your campaigns. 
And the rest of that, that small 
amount left, is for tax relief to get peo- 
ple back to work, to help small busi- 
nesses create jobs and get this econ- 
omy strong again. 
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Mr. Speaker, Republicans are step- 
ping up tonight to accept that respon- 
sibility to get the economy going. We 
are going to pay our bills. We are not 
going to claim credit for spending, lay 
the blame on another party, and then 
try to stop the checks for our Social 
Security recipients and our Medicare 
recipients and our military retirees. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. TANNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 30 seconds. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not think people 
realize the situation we are in. We will 
step up to the plate if the other side 
will allow us to pay-as-you-go, but 
they will not do that. They are not 
paying anything. They are borrowing 
another $800 billion. We are not paying 
any bills. We are borrowing money 
right now based on last year of $1.1 bil- 
lion a day, $48 million an hour, $796,000 
a minute. We have already borrowed 
$10 million while we have been talking. 
It is $13,000 a second, and you will not 
let us have pay-as-you-go. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. ТАҮ- 
LOR). 

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, there is a lot of talk about 
morality on this House floor and about 
patriotism. 

I want someone to explain to me how 
it can be moral for a father to stick his 
kids with his bills. How can it be moral 
for me to stick my three kids and 
CHARLIE STENHOLM’S beautiful grand- 
son here with $800 billion of new debt? 
I want to hear how it is patriotic to 
burden the next generation of Ameri- 
cans with so much debt that they can- 
not pay for their wars which they will 
unfortunately have, that they cannot 
pay for their natural disasters that are 
going to happen. Please tell me how 
that is moral or patriotic. 

And for God’s sake, Mr. BRADY, 
please do not tell me you are paying 
the bills tonight when you are bor- 
rowing $800 billion that you are going 
to stick your kids with. You are not 
paying the bill. Your kids are going to 
pay the bill. And until they pay the 
bill, we are going to continue to squan- 
der $1 billion a day on interest on the 
national debt. 

It gets better, Mr. BRADY, because I 
bet when you got back to Texas you 
tell them how much you hate foreign 
aid, and so Iam sure you would love to 
tell the people of Texas that one-third 
of that billion dollars a day that we 
spend on interest on the national debt 
goes to the Communist Chinese, goes 
to the Japanese, goes to the other 
countries that now own one-third of 
our debt. I am sure you are proud of 
that. 

But let me just remind you, Mr. 
BRADY, 3 years ago on this floor, on my 
son’s birthday, you all came down and 
said you can cut taxes, increase spend- 
ing, and you were going to pay off the 
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debt. Since that time, you have bor- 
rowed $1,786,314,460,700.45. It gets bet- 
ter. Because in that time you have sto- 
len over $600 billion from the Social Se- 
curity trust fund. Tell me how it is 
moral for you to steal from the Social 
Security trust fund, how it is moral to 
steal from the Medicaid trust fund, 
how it is moral to steal from the mili- 
tary retirees. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SIMPSON). The Chair reminds Members 
to address the Chair and not other 
Members in the second person. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself 45 seconds. 

Mr. Speaker, tell me the moral clar- 
ity of going home each week and trum- 
peting that press release for the fire- 
fighter fund or the road project or for 
that water project, and then stand up 
here tonight and tell us we are not 
going to pay the bill for it. So the sen- 
iors who need their Social Security 
checks, the heck with them. The mili- 
tary retirees who are counting on their 
retirement, the heck with them. I got 
my press acclaim, I got my public sup- 
port, but you, you on the other side of 
the aisle, you take responsibility for 
making sure those checks get there. 
Tell me the moral obligation of that. 
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Mr. Speaker, I yield 1% minutes to 
the gentlewoman from Pennsylvania 
(Ms. HART). 

Ms. HART. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman for yielding me this time, 
and I rise in support of this proposal. 
Some will talk and just say no and just 
point fingers. Others will stand and 
take the responsibility for governing. 
We have absolutely had a very difficult 
last several years. We came into this, 
this administration, with a recession, 
we were attacked, we are dealing with 
a war on terror, increased costs of 
homeland security to fight terror, to 
prevent further attacks on the United 
States. That costs a lot of money. 
There is no doubt that dealing with 
those costs during a recession put us in 
a difficult situation. 

So what are we to do? Simply say, oh 
my, let’s raise taxes on the American 
people who are in a recession? That is 
a huge mistake. We are getting out of 
the recession. We see growth. We see 
job improvement, all as a result of the 
President’s and our decision to keep 
taxes low. 

The whole point of this tonight is to 
take responsibility, not cry and whine 
and say it is not our fault, it is your 
fault. We are taking responsibility. We 
are going to raise the debt ceiling. We 
are continuing with a conservative 
budget that will cut our deficit in half 
in 5 years. That is responsible. I urge 
my colleagues to grow up, take respon- 
sibility and support this tonight. 

Mr. TANNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
for the purpose of making a unanimous 
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consent request to the gentlewoman 
from New York (Mrs. MALONEY). 

Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Speaker: 

A little patience, and we shall see the reign 
of witches pass over, their spells dissolve, 
and the people, recovering their true sight, 
restore their government to its true prin- 
ciples. It is true that in the meantime we are 
suffering deeply in spirit, and incurring the 
horrors of a war and long oppressions of 
enormous public debt. If the game runs 
sometimes against us at home we must have 
patience till luck turns, and then we shall 
have an opportunity of winning back the 
principles we have lost, for this is a game 
where principles аге at stake.—Thomas Jef- 
ferson, 1798, after the passage of the Sedition 
Act. 

These words of Jefferson ring particularly 
true at this moment. Principles are indeed at 
stake—basic principles of standing up for fis- 
cal integrity, keeping our promises to Amer- 
ican workers, and leaving the next generation 
free of crushing deficits. The majority has 
abandoned these principles, but we will not let 
them be forgotten. The futures of our children 
and our grandchildren are at sake. 

We are here to vote on the administration’s 
demand for an increase in the debt limit of 
$800 billion dollars. This is the third increase 
in the debt that this administration has de- 
manded in its first term—for a total of $2.1 tril- 
lion, the largest debt increase in our history. 
This administration has spent recklessly and 
immorally, driving the deficit each year to a 
new record. 

Democrats know how to reduce the deficit— 
and so did Republicans, in earlier years. 
When | came to Congress in 1992 we had a 
deficit of $290 billion. Yet, after 8 years of bi- 
partisan policies of fiscal responsibility we 
ended President Clinton’s second term with a 
projected 10-year surplus of $5.6 trillion. 

After only 4 years of this administration’s ir- 
responsible spending, we have a 10-year pro- 
jected deficit of $2.3 trillion—a free fall of al- 
most $8 trillion dollars in only 4 years. How 
much worse will it get before we can restore 
the government to its true principles? 

Having been chastised by all the financial 
ministers of Europe this week for allowing the 
U.S. budget deficit to get to this point, Sec- 
retary Snow said today that the budget deficit 
is the administration’s highest economic ргі- 
ority. | challenge the administration to put its 
money where its mouth is. 

If the administration meant what it said, it 
would urge Republicans to join Democrats in 
reinstituting the pay-go rules that enabled us 
to reduce the deficit under President Clinton. 
We had bipartisan support for these rules for 
8 years—because they work, and because 
they represent the necessary and responsible 
course. 

If the administration meant what it said, we 
would have a strategy to pay down the debt 
held by China and other Asian countries be- 
fore they acquire a stranglehold on our econ- 
omy and can dictate our fiscal choices. 

If the administration meant what it said, we 
would not be here debating a further increase 
in the debt limit while the Secretary has al- 
ready raided the Civil Service Retirement 
Fund. 

For the sake of our children and grand- 
children, we must bring government back to 
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fiscal responsibility. Any vote on increasing the 
debt limit must be coupled with a vote to rein- 
state the pay-go rules. 

Mr. TANNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 10 seconds. We want to take re- 
sponsibility. We want to pay as you go 
instead of borrowing and borrowing 
and borrowing. That is responsible. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from 'Tennessee (Mr. Coo- 
PER). 

Mr. COOPER. We are all sinners. 
None of us has clean hands, particu- 
larly on spending issues. But there is 
one among us who over the last 26 
years has the cleanest record and the 
best record of doing the right thing on 
Federal budget deficits. That man's 
name is CHARLIE STENHOLM, and he is 
proudly from Texas. Sadly, tragically, 
due to the last election and very unfair 
partisan gerrymandering, he will no 
longer be with us. But we need to carry 
CHARLIE STENHOLM's message in our 
hearts, in both parties, every day, be- 
cause this man has lived it for 26 years 
and in a friendly and bipartisan fashion 
tried to carry each one of us on his 
ample shoulders. 

It is a tough job, even in the greatest 
country in the history of the world, to 
do the right thing when it comes to fu- 
ture generations like his grandson sit- 
ting right there. It is à tough job to 
live within the budget that you set. 
But CHARLIE has done the best job of 
any of us. So I hope that in this debate 
tonight, as we are literally borrowing 
nearly $1 million a minute against our 
children and grandchildren, that we 
will learn to reform, because this de- 
bate is really about whether we reform 
our ways starting tonight. Not next 
Congress, not next year. Starting now. 
Will we adopt pay-as-you-go? Because 
that is the only thing that has worked 
around here. CHARLIE STENHOLM has 
championed that. It has worked. It 
worked for 12 years magnificently. We 
all need to get behind CHARLIE STEN- 
HOLM and adopt pay-as-you-go as the 
policy of this House. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Indiana (Mr. BURTON), chairman of the 
Committee on Government Reform. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. I thank the 
gentleman for yielding me this time. 

Mr. Speaker, I am no longer the 
chairman of the Committee on Govern- 
ment Reform, but I am the chairman of 
a subcommittee and I do appreciate it. 
The gentleman from Virginia (Mr. TOM 
DAVIS) might take issue with that. 

Let me just say, I looked around this 
Chamber and I was listening to the de- 
bate. I have a lot of friends on the 
Democrat side, including my good 
buddy CHARLIE STENHOLM and CHARLIE 
RANGEL. We have all been here for a 
long time. All I can say is that it really 
kind of tickles me because I hear many 
of my colleagues on the Democrat side 
of the aisle talking about spending con- 
straint. For 40 years you guys had con- 
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trol of this place and year after year 
after year after year the budget deficit 
went up and up and up and up, and now 
that we are in the majority and we 
have got all these problems and grant- 
ed we do have a lot of problems we 
have got to get control of spending and 
I am for all of that. 

To hear colleagues of mine like 
CHARLIE and others come up here and 
talk about spending constraints tickles 
me to death, because for 40 years you 
did not do that. I love you guys. I love 
working with you. But there is nothing 
like à reformed lady of the evening, 
and I love you guys because you are 
changing. 

But where were you for those 40 
years? I do believe we have to work to- 
gether. I do believe we have to work to- 
gether, but please remember your past 
when you are admonishing us to 
change things. 

Mr. TANNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 10 seconds. The gentleman from 
Indiana's side of the aisle has borrowed 
more money in 3% years than the 
Democrats borrowed in 40. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. SCOTT). 

Mr. SCOTT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I am so proud to stand in this well as 
a Democrat, and I hope that the people 
of this country are taking good notes 
tonight, because it is the Democrats in 
this Congress who are standing up for 
sound fiscal responsibility. I think it is 
very important for us to realize and 
never forget that it was President Clin- 
ton who left à huge surplus that has 
been squandered in these last 4 years. 

Here are the facts. This is the third 
time in 3 years that the debt limit has 
been increased for a grand total of 
more than $2 trillion. The last hike was 
nearly $1 trillion. But it took less than 
18 months for the government to hit 
the new rate ceiling. By way of com- 
parison, the entire Federal debt in 1980 
was just less than $1 trillion. We are on 
a runaway train without any brakes. 
And all we are asking for is pay-as-you- 
go so that we can be responsible. 

I will tell you really just how irre- 
Sponsible you are being on the other 
side of the aisle. Do you realize that 90 
percent of this new debt that you are 
creating is being purchased by foreign 
countries and foreign interests? And 
just the amount of the interest that we 
are paying on it, just the cost of bor- 
rowing this money from these coun- 
tries accounts for more than 10 percent 
of all of Federal spending, which is 
more than what we are spending on our 
own homeland security. You talk about 
irresponsibility. It is truly irrespon- 
sible for us to turn over our debt, our 
fiscal security, to foreign interests, let 
alone the irresponsibility we are show- 
ing for passing on this debt to our chil- 
dren. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself 1 minute. 

Let us do à quick fact check here. 
Eighty-eight percent of the debt that 
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we are raising today comes from gov- 
ernment transfers, or from past debts 
before President Bush’s administration 
took office. Eighty-eight percent of 
that. So we are paying for past deci- 
sions, including past Democratic ad- 
ministrations and Democratic holds of 
this Congress. 

Second point. Our deficit and our 
debt is way too high. I think we all 
agree on that. I do not know anyone 
here who thinks otherwise. That truly 
is bipartisan. Let us keep in perspec- 
tive that publicly held debt today is 37 
percent of the economy. It was as high 
as 49 percent in 1995 during President 
Clinton’s tenure. The fact of the mat- 
ter is the debt and the deficit is too 
high at all levels in America’s history, 
and at some point at the end of this de- 
bate after this is all done and we get 
out and get through with all of our 
purging of our frustrations on how we 
got here, we are going to have to work 
together to balance this budget, to 
start paying down this debt and find 
some solutions. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. TANNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 5 seconds. You have got an op- 
portunity to do that tonight by adopt- 
ing a PAYGO rule. You can start right 
now. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1% minutes to 
the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. 
DAVIS). 

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. Mr. Speak- 
er, there has been a lot of talk and dis- 
cussion in the media recently about 
our country's morals which played an 
important role, I think, to many in our 
recent elections. I personally welcome 
these discussions, but I am saddened by 
the fact that there has been little talk 
about the moral values of the govern- 
ment's  borrow-and-spend economic 
policies. 

Tonight we will have a vote to raise 
the debt ceiling for the third time in 
the last 3 years. Why? Because Con- 
gress has been content to manage the 
American taxpayers’ money in a way 
that immorally disregards the well- 
being of our Nation's economic future. 
I believe it is immoral for this country 
to keep racking up debt as far as the 
eye can see and to pass it on to our 
children and our grandchildren. I think 
it is immoral to borrow and spend and 
ask our soldiers to make the ultimate 
Sacrifice while we refuse to make even 
marginal sacrifices in our fiscal poli- 
cies. 

Mr. Speaker, last week on Thursday, 
November 11, the 278th Regimental 
Combat Unit left for Iraq. Many of 
these brave men and women of this Na- 
tional Guard unit come from Tennessee 
and from my congressional district. I 
was able to visit the 278th in Fort Shel- 
by, Mississippi, the day they went off 
to defend our country. I wish them 
luck and offer my prayers for their safe 
return home. Now I wish our soldiers' 
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government would take the steps nec- 
essary to curb this deficit spending, to 
reinstate true budget enforcement 
measures like PAYGO, and to pay 
down this Nation’s debt, instead of con- 
tinuing to raise the ceiling, so that our 
troops when they return home, they 
are not left with footing the bill for a 
war they so bravely fought. As we con- 
tinue to discuss morality in America, I 
hope we will not continue to ignore the 
immoralities of our current fiscal poli- 
cies. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself 30 seconds. 

I think it is important to keep focus 
that 88 percent of this debt occurred 
through intergovernmental transfers 
or before the Bush administration. It is 
a shared debt and a shared responsi- 
bility. The way we do not tackle it is 
to cut off the retirement checks for the 
military mothers and fathers of those 
serving today. That is exactly the 
wrong way to do it, the wrong way to 
duck responsibility. Together we can 
agree to pay our bills and then work 
together to reduce the debt. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. TANNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. MORAN). 

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Mr. Speak- 
er, there are two reasons why we 
should vote against this debt ceiling 
limit. The first is that there is no plan 
to pay it off and the second is that 
what we are really doing is mortgaging 
our children’s future. The reality is 
that when you talk about social spend- 
ing, we could eliminate all social 
spending and we would still have an an- 
nual deficit. Tax cuts have equaled 17 
times all domestic discretionary spend- 
ing, and every child born in this coun- 
try is now going to inherit $85,000 in in- 
terest costs on this debt, and that is 
what you are passing on to the next 
generation. That is immoral. 

Also, bear in mind that 90 percent of 
this new debt is being bought by for- 
eign countries. Forty-three percent of 
it is now owned by foreign countries. 
Imagine the situation that you are 
leaving to the next generation. This is 
the result of a $10 trillion fiscal rever- 
sal. We are going to offer a PAYGO 
proposal where we would look at rev- 
enue as well as spending. That is what 
you have to do. That is the only thing 
that has worked, and that is the only 
responsible thing to do tonight. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself 30 seconds as a reminder 
that it is the economy that has caused 
this deficit; it is additional spending 
both for homeland security, supporting 
our troops, and for those press releases 
Members in this Chamber have so 
proudly touted back home. Today, and 
in fact we could have taken away all 
the tax cuts and we would still be run- 
ning a deficit in America. It is time to 
pay our bills. Let us not cut off checks 
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to our Social Security people simply 
for partisan purposes. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. TANNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Wis- 
consin (Mr. OBEY). 
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Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, we have 
heard some quite interesting state- 
ments tonight. One of the previous 
speakers derided this side of the aisle 
for the way we handled the national 
economy for the 40 years we were in 
control. 

Here are the facts: from 1946 until 
1979, our national debt as a percentage 
of total national income declined by al- 
most three-quarters, from 126 percent 
of our total national income to about 
25 percent of our total national income. 
Then along came Ronald Reagan and 
his free lunch budgets; and in the years 
he was President, our national debt, as 
a percentage of our national income, 
doubled. Our national debt went from 
less than $1 trillion to more than $3 
trillion under Ronald Reagan’s stew- 
ardship. 

Bill Clinton came into the White 
House, and with the support of the 
Democratic Party with not a single 
vote from the Republican side of the 
aisle, he took the actions that led to a 
balanced budget and produced the sur- 
pluses that were referred to earlier by 
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
HOYER). Mr. Bush then came along and 
reversed all of that progress. 

So I am sorry. We can all have our 
own spin, but the fact is one cannot 
change history. One cannot change the 
record. 

I would say only one other thing. All 
of the talk about the past is beside the 
point. This debate tonight is about 
what we are going to do tomorrow, and 
that is what the Stenholm motion is 
all about. It says that regardless of 
what anybody has done in the past, to- 
morrow we are going to return to the 
kind of fiscal responsibility we have 
not seen under the Bush administra- 
tion by returning to PAYGO. If they 
believe in being more responsible to- 
morrow than they have been up until 
today, they will vote against this reso- 
lution and they will vote for the Sten- 
holm motion. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
reserve the balance of my time 

Mr. TANNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Hawaii 
(Mr. ABERCROMBIE). 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, I 
want to wish everybody aloha here. 
Can we get a smile on everybody’s 
face? Aloha. I invite everybody all out 
to Honolulu. As long as we are spend- 
ing money, why not come out to Hono- 
lulu and enjoy it while they have the 
opportunity? 

Let us face it. The only reason that 
we are not out there right now is that 
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the Democrats did not take over. If I 
were chairing one of the committees, 
we would have an excuse to bring ev- 
erybody along. We could have a discus- 
sion out there on the beach. 

Somebody asked me today, What are 
we doing down there during this lame 
duck session? I said, We are organizing 
our delusions. That is what we are 
doing, organizing our delusions. 

I just spoke to the gentleman from 
Indiana (Mr. BURTON), and I said, You 
are engaged in a non sequitur here, the 
fact that you can point to somebody 
and say you did something real bad for 
a long time and so now we have an ex- 
cuse to keep on doing it. 

That is not an answer. If we are going 
to do right by the American people, 
starting tonight, as the gentleman 
from Tennessee (Mr. TANNER) said, it is 
always time to start doing the right 
thing. And tonight we ought to start 
by doing it by passing the Stenholm 
motion and acting responsible towards 
the people who sent us here. 

Aloha, Mr. Speaker. Have a wonder- 
ful holiday. 

Mr. TANNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I do not really believe that people of 
our country realize the shape the fi- 
nancial balance sheet of our country is 
in. The budget deficit last year, if we 
stack $1 bills on top of one another, 
would be 41,000 miles high. Listen to 
this: we are paying $5,100 a second in 
interest, $310,000 a minute. The Amer- 
ican people will have paid $19 million 
in interest while we have been talking 
about this matter right now, and that 
is not including what we аге bor- 
rowing. 

I tell my colleagues if we do not 
adopt pay-as-you-go, which simply says 
we are going to pay the bills, not bor- 
row the money from our children and 
grandchildren, from anybody on Earth 
that will buy our paper at a relatively 
low rate of interest while we are here 
in this place, I tell my colleagues, I 
said at the outset, this is not an acci- 
dent, Mr. Speaker. This is a willful, 
knowingly, deliberately conscious act 
of following an economic plan that 
puts us further and further into debt, 
and they will not accept a simple pro- 
vision that says simply we ought to 
pay for what we are consuming. They 
will not accept that. We are going to 
have a motion to recommit that will 
ask for it to. 

He said we are going to get around it. 
We can do it tonight. We can start act- 
ing responsibly tonight by simply 
adopting pay-as-you-go. That is what 
most American families do. That is 
considered a virtue where I come from. 
One pays their bills, they try to be- 
have, they go to work, they get up, 
they go to church. That is responsi- 
bility. It is not responsible to say I am 
going to buy a new house and give the 
mortgage to my son. That is not re- 
sponsible. 
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I tell my colleagues this is very frus- 
trating because it is so abundantly 
clear we are mortgaging the future of 
this country. And what makes it worse 
is that now 43 percent of our paper is 
being held by foreign governments that 
do not see the world as we see it. And 
some day, I sound like a canary in a 
coal mine, some day, these chickens 
are going to come home to roost. When 
they quit buying, we are going to have 
lost control of this economy and we 
will have to pay whoever however 
much in order to refinance this debt. 
And that market is going to respond to 
what you people are doing. And it is 
not going to be too much longer, I am 
afraid. And when it does, it is going to 
be something that the American people 
are going to suffer from for a long time 
to come. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. TANNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
the balance of my time to the gentle- 
woman from California (Ms. PELOSI). 

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Tennessee for 
yielding me this time, and I commend 
him for his very excellent work on fis- 
cal soundness for our country and in 
this Congress. He has so eloquently 
driven the message home that no coun- 
try has ever been strong, prosperous, 
and bankrupt. I thank him for his elo- 
quence and his leadership. 

The gentleman from New York (Mr. 
RANGEL), our distinguished ranking 
member on the Committee on Ways 
and Means, has been a champion for 
middle-income families in America and 
understands the importance of the fis- 
cal soundness they have in their homes 
in paying their mortgages, their credit 
cards, their car payments, and the im- 
pact of a huge budget deficit, a huge 
national debt has on the lives of work- 
ing families in America, and I com- 
mend the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. RANGEL) as well. 

I want to reserve my highest praise 
for the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
STENHOLM). This Congress has been 
blessed for many years by his distin- 
guished service in the House of Rep- 
resentatives. He has been a champion 
for the American people, for the Amer- 
ican farmer, and a leader for fiscal 
soundness in our country. He is about 
accountability, accountability in our 
service here. No one has been a strong- 
er or more eloquent voice for that mes- 
sage and what it means. He has been a 
teacher to the Congress. He has 
changed the thinking of a political 
party by making Democrats the party 
of fiscal responsibility for having a 
pay-as-you-go policy where we say no 
more budget deficit, no more deficit 
spending. 

It has too high a cost in the personal 
lives of the American people. It has too 
high a cost to fiscal soundness of our 
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country, and as others have indicated, 
there are countries that own our debt 
that we are at the mercy of should 
they decide not to play in those mar- 
kets at any given time. 

So this place will simply not be the 
same without the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. STENHOLM), but I hope that 
as a source of comfort, if that is the 
word, to him as he goes on to other 
great things, and I know he will, that 
he has made a tremendous difference 
for our country. He has made tremen- 
dous progress for our country. I know I 
speak for every person here when I say 
it has been an honor to call him col- 
league. I thank the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. STENHOLM). 

Mr. Speaker, many of us just came 
back from the dedication of the Clin- 
ton Library, where obviously we were 
drenched in the rain for several hours. 
But it was well worth it because we 
could pay tribute to a President who 
too was committed to fiscal soundness. 
Under the economic policy and the 
plan that was passed in this body by 
only Democratic votes, our country 
went on a path of fiscal soundness that 
had zero deficit in 1999. Zero deficit. 
Think of it. Compared to this year 
when the deficit is over $425 billion just 
for this year. And President Clinton, 
when he left office, he put us on a path 
of fiscal soundness and surplus of $5.6 
trillion, $5.6 trillion in surplus. 

And now we are going on a path of 
over $3 trillion in deficit, a huge swing 
approaching $10 trillion. It is historic, 
the swing that has taken place. So no 
wonder we would endure the driving 
rain and all that it did to us there to 
thank President Clinton. 

And I might say that in attendance 
were also present Jimmy Carter, Presi- 
dent George Herbert Walker Bush, and 
President George W. Bush. And both 
Presidents Bush spoke with great elo- 
quence. They spoke with great unity 
for our country. It was an honor for all 
of us to hear their words and to be 
there with them at the dedication of 
the Clinton Library. So it was a very 
wonderful occasion. And I, as Demo- 
cratic leader, want to thank President 
George W. Bush for giving us the 
planes to enable us to go there and to 
thank our distinguished Speaker for 
rolling the votes so that the Democrats 
and I think some of the Republicans 
could go there. Senator FRIST was 
there, but some from the House were 
there as well. 

But just to get back to our subject 
here, here we come back. Is it not iron- 
ic that the Republicans in the cam- 
paign went out there and talked about 
their economic policy and the first 
order of legislative business when we 
get back here is to increase the debt 
ceiling? In the course of the President’s 
administration now, this 4 years, it 
will have been raised $2 trillion. This is 
absolutely astounding in terms of these 
figures. Whatever happened to the def- 
icit hawks? I know they are over there. 
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We heard from them in earlier mani- 
festations of their legislative lives that 
they really were concerned about the 
fiscal soundness of our country. Have 
the deficit hawks become an endan- 
gered species? 

Be true to yourselves. Face the facts. 
We have to have pay-as-you-go again. 
Pay-as-you-go is what brought us into 
surplus. Pay-as-you-go is the way we 
have to go now. And we will have that 
opportunity to do that later. 

Iam going to submit my fuller state- 
ment for the RECORD because the hour 
is late and because my colleagues have 
spoken so eloquently to this point. But 
I just want to close with a point about 
accountability. This budget that we 
have is supposed to be a statement of 
our national values. We have talked 
about that over and over again. And a 
value that we have to have is account- 
ability, how we answer to the next gen- 
eration for the debt that we are piling 
on them. We want to give our children 
opportunity. Instead, we are giving 
them obligations. 
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It is simply not right. 

So I urge all of my colleagues to sup- 
port our motion to commit which will 
accommodate, will give the govern- 
ment a chance to go forward, but also 
to put a limit on this profligate in- 
crease in the debt. I hope at the end of 
the evening, though, that everyone 
who stands up for fiscal soundness will 
vote against this irresponsible lifting 
of the debt ceiling unless there is a re- 
sponsible discipline thrust upon it of 
pay-as-you-go or a plan from the Presi- 
dent to say how he intends to reduce 
the deficit. 

With that, once again, I want to com- 
mend my colleagues, the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. RANGEL), the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. TANNER), 
and the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
STENHOLM) for their exceptional leader- 
ship on this subject, which is a very, 
very important one to our children, 
that we are accountable to them, that 
what we hand to them is our responsi- 
bility and that we will never forget 
that. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I urge my 
colleagues to vote for fiscal soundness, 
vote for pay-as-you-go, vote for a plan 
to reduce the deficit, vote for a limita- 
tion on the time that the Republicans 
can continue to pile on and pile on the 
debt. 

At the same time, President Clinton’s re- 
sponsible economic policies eliminated the 
deficit, and we had three years in a row of 
budget surpluses. 

How ironic—and how sad—that our first 
item of legislative business upon returning to 
Washington after election is to raise the debt 
ceiling to make room for the enormous piles of 
debt that President Bush, and this Republican 
Congress have run up. 

When President Bush took office, we were 
on a path to a $5.6 trillion surplus. We are 
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now facing a $3 trillion deficit—a fiscal col- 
lapse of nearly $9 trillion. Record surpluses 
have become record deficits. The deficit for 
this year alone is $413 billion. 

Now, Republicans want to raise the debt 
limit for the third time in three years. Including 
this year's increase, Republicans will have 
raised the debt limit by more than $2.2 trillion 
since President Bush took office. 

What happened to the Republican deficit 
hawks? They have become an endangered 
species in Washington. The truth is that there 
really is no limit to the amount of debt Repub- 
licans are willing to run up. 

Republicans will tell you that these deficits 
are not their fault; that they were caused by 
circumstances beyond their control. But it’s 
just not true. 

These deficits are the direct result of irre- 
sponsible Republican choices—tax cuts for the 
wealthy and reckless corporate handouts іп- 
cluding tax breaks that encourage shipping 
jobs overseas. 

The Republican policy of borrow-and-spend 
must end. We are running up a bill and hand- 
ing it to our children. 

We should be giving our children oppor- 
tunity, not obligations, but America’s growing 
debt will ensure that our children and our 
grandchildren are paying for Republican irre- 
sponsibility for the rest of their lives. 

Their taxes will pay for the interest on our 
debt instead of keeping our military the strong- 
est in the world, strengthening Social Security, 
or improving education. 

Higher deficits also have real consequences 
for American families today. The federal gov- 
ernment is by far the largest player in the 
credit markets, and when federal borrowing in- 
creases there is less credit available to every- 
one else, causing interest rates to rise. 

Higher interest rates mean consumers must 
spend more on their mortgage, credit cards, 
and student loan payments. 

And when it becomes more expensive to 
borrow money, businesses are less likely to 
make the investments that generate jobs and 
opportunities. 

Democrats have a better way. We believe in 
accountability in government. Accountability 
was one of the six core values in our New 
Partnership for America’s Future. 

Democrats believe we must return to ac- 
countability by restoring fiscal discipline and 
eliminating deficit spending with pay-as-you-go 
budget rules in which both tax cuts and 
spending increases must be paid for. 

These rules created the surpluses under 
President Clinton, and can work again. 

Democrats tried earlier today to restore the 
successful pay-as-you-go rules, but Repub- 
licans wrongly rejected that effort. Now, be- 
cause this issue is so critical, we offer the Re- 
publicans yet another chance to work together 
in good faith to reduce the deficit. 

CHARLIE STENHOLM has long been one of 
the most passionate and eloquent advocates 
for fiscal responsibility in this Congress. And 
tonight he is giving us another opportunity to 
meet our moral responsibility to the next gen- 
eration. 

By supporting his motion to instruct, we will 
agree to increase the debt ceiling until April 15 
next year, at which point the President must 
present a balanced budget. This would keep 
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the government running and give the Presi- 
dent and Congress time to put forward the 
balanced budget the American people need 
and deserve. 

Thank you, CHARLIE, for all of your leader- 
ship, and for this motion. | urge my colleagues 
to support the Stenholm motion to instruct. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume to close. 

Mr. Speaker, let me first, on behalf of 
this side of the aisle, join with the Mi- 
nority Leader in praising the service of 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. STEN- 
HOLM). His grandson ought to be proud 
of his granddad, his service here, both 
for our country here in Congress and in 
Texas where, as a fellow Texan, I can 
tell my colleagues I am very proud of 
his service and proud to have served 
with him. 

There is something else we share as 
well. We share a debt in this Nation 
and we share a responsibility to pay 
those bills. The debt we face tonight is 
shared. Eighty-eight percent of this 
debt occurs from intergovernmental 
transfers of before the Bush adminis- 
tration. This is debt generated over 
decades and decades that every Mem- 
ber in this House today had a hand in 
creating. 

The solution in the end, after all of 
the rhetoric is said and done, is going 
to be to join together for spending re- 
straint, for abolishing obsolete agen- 
cies, to eliminating the billions of dol- 
lars of duplication, to getting a back- 
bone to say no to projects. And, in fact, 
we have the opportunity starting in 
January, maybe tonight, to have a 
fresh start about working together, Re- 
publicans and Democrats, to again bal- 
ance this budget and to start paying 
down that debt. 

But, in truth, the question tonight is 
much simpler than that. The question 
is, are we going to pay our bills? Are 
we going to take responsibility for that 
press release, that project, that water 
funding, that university research, all of 
those things that we have championed 
and ran on back home, are we going to 
take responsibility to pay those bills 
tonight? Or are we going to vote to go 
into default, to not meet our obliga- 
tions, to stop our Social Security 
checks to the elderly or retirement 
checks and medicare payments? 

It is time to gather Republicans and 
Democrats to pay our bills, to look out 
for our seniors and to vote yes on this 
debt ceiling. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
| rise today thoroughly discouraged with the 
current proposal to increase the public debt 
limit by a staggering $800 billion. If this pro- 
posal is allowed to pass the American people 
will inherit a budget system that allows the 
federal deficit to grow to $8.18 trillion. This 
kind of economic maneuvering is not only dan- 
gerously foolish, it is in fact unethical. There is 
a reason why we have a federal debt limit, be- 
cause incurring too much debt ruins our ability 
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for long-term growth, by adding an additional 
$800 billion to the debt limit we are only 
laughing at the idea of fiscal constraint. This 
proposal being considered by this body only 
continues the fiscal irresponsibility of the Bush 
administration and this Republican Congress. 

This administration has tried to say that defi- 
cits don’t matter; we know that that is simply 
not true. History has proven that chronic defi- 
cits threaten our economic strength by crowd- 
ing out private investment, driving up interest 
rates, and slowing economic growth. Indeed 
foreign investment in the United States has 
dried up because foreign investors have no 
confidence in the Bush economic agenda. 
This administration’s irresponsible budget poli- 
cies have turned a surplus into a large deficit 
that is choking off growth in the American 
economy. 

President Bush likes to say his budget is 
geared towards tax cuts for all Americans. 
When in fact the average American won't re- 
ceive a substantial tax cut, but will instead be 
hit with a tax hike in the form of an ever-grow- 
ing deficit. A large deficit means taxpayers 
have to shoulder the costs of paying the inter- 
est on this new national debt. The end result 
will be a debt tax on the great majority of 
Americans. This will be a tax on lower and 
middle class Americans; it will be a tax on the 
elderly and most unfortunately it will be a tax 
on our children. The truly sad part of the 
Presidents economic policies is that while 
they are bad for America today they are even 
worse for future generations of American tax- 
payers. 

Today, we celebrated the opening of the Bill 
Clinton Presidential Library in Little Rock, Ar- 
kansas. One of President Clinton's greatest 
achievements was the fact that he led his 
country through one of our most economically 
prosperous periods and furthermore he took 
our large public debt built up through 12 years 
of Republican administrations and actually 
turned it into a surplus. It saddens me that 
while that was one of President Clinton's 
greatest achievements, it will not be one of his 
most lasting due to the irresponsible and mis- 
guided fiscal policies of the Bush administra- 
tion. Republican mismanagement has turned 
large projected surpluses of over $5.6 trillion 
into huge projected deficits of more than $3.5 
trillion. The difference in only a few years is 
staggering and ultimately reckless. The large 
public debt could be significantly reduced by 
instituting the pay-as-you-go (PAYGO) system 
that applies to tax cuts as well as mandatory 
spending. These PAYGO enforcement rules 
were so effective in the 1990s at reducing our 
deficit and making our way towards a surplus. 
Democrats in Congress have time after time 
supported the reestablishment of these effec- 
tive rules, but it seems no one on the other 
side of the chamber is listening. 

These Republican policies will double the 
current debt in 10 years. The CBO projects 
that the debt subject to limit will continue to 
rise, reaching $13.272 trillion by 2014 if there 
is no change in current Republican budget 
policy. Accounting for the implementation of 
administration policies, such as making per- 
manent the expiring tax cuts, the government 
will incur about $6.2 trillion in additional debt 
between now and 2014, raising the statutory 
debt to a projected $14.5 trillion, nearly double 
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the current $7.384 trillion limit. These figures 
are astounding in their size, but truly they are 
saddening in their effect. Our children will bear 
the burden of this fiscal insanity. We can raise 
the debt limit today with little effect, but we are 
only postponing the inevitable. At some point 
all accounts have to be paid, unfortunately by 
then it will be our children who will be left with 
this oversized bill. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, as we pre- 
pare to convene the 109th Congress, one of 
our top priorities should be getting our fiscal 
house in order. Unfortunately the Republican 
leadership is sending us in the wrong direc- 
tion. The House voted recently to raise the 
debt limit by a total of $800 billion. The vote 
to raise the debt limit for a third time in 3 
years is a direct consequence of the reckless 
fiscal policy pursued by the Republican leader- 
ship over the last few years. 

A key step to putting America back on the 
path to financial security would be re-imple- 
menting pay-as-you-go policies. The House 
Republican leadership blocked efforts to re- 
store these rules. Using pay-as-you-go rules, 
the Clinton administration helped turn a $290 
billion budget deficit in 1992 into budget sur- 
pluses in 1998, 1999, and 2000. As a result, 
the Clinton administration was successful in 
paying down $362 billion in publicly held debt. 
However, in 2002, the Republican leadership 
let the pay-as-you-go rules expire and once 
again we are facing endless budget deficits 
and soaring national debt. 

Debt increases have serious consequences 
for American families. At a time when the 
House leadership is promoting more and more 
tax cuts that disproportionately benefit the 
wealthiest Americans, increased budget defi- 
cits create an enormous debt that will mort- 
gage our future. While a few are benefiting 
disproportionately from certain Bush tax cuts, 
all Americans will pay the consequences 
through the rising “debt tax.” 

Throughout our history, every generation of 
Americans has worked to leave our children a 
world that is stronger and more secure than 
the one that was left to us. That is our legacy 
and it should also be our commitment. It is 
simply wrong to run up a debt on our national 
credit card and leave our children to pay the 
bill. We must take personal responsibility to 
return our Nation to fiscal responsibility. 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, Congress is once 
again engaging in fiscal irresponsibility and 
endangering the American economy by raising 
the debt ceiling, this time by $800 billion. One 
particularly troubling aspect of today’s debate 
is how many Members who won their seats in 
part by pledging never to raise taxes will vote 
for this tax increase on future generations 
without so much as a second thought. 

The term “national debt" really is а mis- 
nomer. It is not the Nation’s debt. Instead, it 
is the Federal Government's debt. The Amer- 
ican people did not spend the money, but they 
will have to pay it back. 

Most Americans do not spend much time 
worrying about the national debt, which now 
totals more than $8 trillion. The number is so 
staggering that it hardly seems real, even 
when economists issue bleak warnings about 
how much every American owes—currently 
about $25,000. Of course, Congress never 
hands each taxpayer a bill for that amount. In- 
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stead, the Federal Government uses the peo- 
ple's hard-earned money to pay interest on 
this debt, which is like making minimum pay- 
ments on a credit card. Notice that the prin- 
cipal never goes down. In fact, it is rising 
steadily. 

The problem is very simple: Congress al- 
most always spends more each year than the 
IRS collects in revenues. Federal spending al- 
ways goes up, but revenues are not so de- 
pendable, especially since raising income 
taxes to sufficiently fund the government 
would be highly unpopular. So long as Con- 
gress spends more than the government takes 
via taxes, the Federal Government must raise 
taxes, print more dollars, or borrow money. 

Over the past 3 years, we have witnessed 
an unprecedented explosion in federal spend- 
ing. The national debt has actually increased 
an average of $160 billion a day since Sep- 
tember 30, 2003. 

Federal law limits the total amount of debt 
the Treasury can carry. Despite a historic in- 
crease in the debt limit in 2002 and another 
increase in 2003, the current limit of $7.38 tril- 
lion was reached last month. So Congress 
must once again vote to raise the limit. Hard 
as it may be for the American people to be- 
lieve, many experts expect government spend- 
ing will exceed this new limit next year. 

Increasing the national debt sends a signal 
to investors that the government is not serious 
about reining in spending. This increases the 
risks that investors will be reluctant to buy 
government debt instruments. The effects on 
the American economy could be devastating. 
The only reason why we have been able to 
endure such large deficits without skyrocketing 
interest rates is the willingness of foreign na- 
tions to buy the Federal Government's debt in- 
struments. However, the recent fall in the 
value of the dollar and rise in the price of gold 
indicate that investors may be unwilling to 
continue to prop up our debt-ridden economy. 
Furthermore, increasing the national debt will 
provide more incentive for foreign investors to 
stop buying federal debt instruments at the 
current interest rates. Mr. Speaker, what will 
happen to our already fragile economy if the 
Federal Reserve must raise interest rates to 
levels unseen since the seventies to persuade 
foreigners to buy government debt interests? 

The whole point of the debt ceiling law was 
to limit borrowing by forcing Congress into an 
open and presumably somewhat shameful 
vote when it wants to borrow more than a pre- 
set amount of money. Yet, since there have 
been no political consequences for Members 
who vote to raise the debt limit and support 
the outrageous spending bills in the first place, 
the debt limit has become merely another 
technicality on the road to bankruptcy. 

The only way to control federal spending is 
to take away the government's credit card, 
which will force Congress to control federal 
spending. Therefore, | call upon my col- 
leagues to reject S. 2986 and, instead, to re- 
duce government spending. It is time Con- 
gress forces the Federal Government to live 
within its constitutional means. Congress 
should end the immoral practice of excessive 
spending and passing the bill to the next gen- 
eration. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, | rise in op- 
position to this legislation, and | urge my col- 
leagues to join me in voting "no." Congress 
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and this administration simply must end the 
reckless and irresponsible budget path we are 
currently on. 

Early next year, my wife Faye and | expect 
to become grandparents for the first time. 
While this is an exciting time for our family, | 
shudder to think that our Nation’s legacy to 
that child is going to be the largest national 
debt ever bequeathed to a generation in this 
country’s history. That is wrong. It is immoral. 
It violates to the core our most basic values of 
responsibility to one another. 

The current administration and the Repub- 
lican leadership has run up a massive national 
debt of $7.4 trillion and growing with no end 
in sight. Each newborn child now inherits 
$85,000 in debt. This so-called "baby tax" is 
wrong and is building inflation into our econ- 
omy that poses catastrophic danger to our Na- 
tion's economic prosperity. 

America must return to the values of bal- 
anced budgets and put our fiscal house in 
order. As someone who hails from a conserv- 
ative state, | fail to see what at all is conserv- 
ative about refusing to pay one's bills. 

Mr. Speaker, Congress must reject this leg- 
islation and return to policies of budget sanity 
and economic growth so that every individual 
willing to work hard can make the most of his 
or her God-given abilities and live the Amer- 
ican dream. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, | recognize 
that we need to raise the debt limit this week. 
| vote against S. 2986 not for the purpose of 
causing the United States to default, but rather 
for the purpose of forcing a serious debate on 
fiscal policy. 

| am confident that if this motion were to be 
defeated, Congress would in effect go into 
emergency session to deal with the fiscal 
issues that are before us. 

Mr. MEEHAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
oppose increasing the debt limit without put- 
ting in place any plans or mechanisms to bring 
our budget into balance. 

“Increasing the debt ceiling” is a technical 
term for what Congress is actually doing 
today—we’ve spent another $800 billion we 
didn't have, and now we're forced to borrow 
that amount of money from our children. The 
national debt, already $7.4 trillion, will soon 
rise to more than $8.1 trillion because of the 
irresponsible borrowing and spending of the 
Republican Congress. 

Today marks the third time in the last 3 
years that the Republican Congress has been 
forced to raise the debt ceiling. It’s the moral 
equivalent of applying for a credit card in your 
child’s name, running it up all the way, raising 
the credit limit, charging more money on it, 
raising the limit again, charging even more 
money, and raising the limit one more time. 
Only Congress is doing it on a much larger 
scale. 

It's a fact that the biggest cause of the red 
ink is tax cuts—tax cuts that went overwhelm- 
ingly to the highest income brackets and failed 
to create jobs. The second biggest cause is 
the Republican Congress’s addiction to unre- 
strained spending. 

Ten years ago, the Republican Party took 
power in Congress promising to restore fiscal 
responsibility and balance the budget. | was 
proud to work with President Clinton and my 
Republican colleagues to achieve а historic 
balanced budget agreement in 1997. 
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In the 1990s, working under PAYGO budget 
constraints, we balanced the budget, lowered 
interest rates, grew the economy, and charted 
a course to a debt-free America. In January 
2001, the Congressional Budget Office esti- 
mated that we'd be able to pay off the entire 
debt of the United States by 2011. 

But over the last 4 years, Congress has 
veered onto a different course; $5.6 trillion in 
projected surpluses have turned into $5 trillion 
in projected deficits. The dream of a debt-free 
America has vanished—today, about 40 per- 
cent of our mounting debt is in foreign hands. 
That is the legacy of this Republican Con- 
gress—giveaways to special interests, tax cuts 
for the very wealthy, historic levels of bor- 
rowing, all leading to a diminished future for 
our children. 

| urge my colleagues to support the Sten- 
holm amendment to restore fiscal and moral 
responsibility to Congress and oppose another 
yet increase the debt limit. 

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California. Mr. 
Speaker, | rise today in opposition to S. 2986, 
a bill that will increase the debt limit of the 
U.S. Federal Budget from $7.4 trillion to $8.2 
trillion. 

Why am | voting against this bill? | am fol- 
lowing a basic rule that families in my district, 
and throughout the country follow—don't 
spend money you don't have. 

When my constituents sit down and look at 
their credit card bills, they don’t say, “Oh look, 
I’m in debt. | guess | better spend more.” No, 
they think about where they can save money, 
in big and small ways. And they prioritize. And 
maybe, if there is something that they really 
need, they decide to work a little overtime next 
to add some more money to the balance. 

That is exactly how government needs to 
function. Government needs to exercise fiscal 
responsibility. Government needs to spend 
within its means, or raise more money to fi- 
nance unmet needs. 

The Republican majority, unfortunately, 
does not seem to understand this basic prin- 
ciple. It increases federal spending—more 
than any other government in recent history— 
and it simultaneously cuts taxes. They want to 
have their cake and eat it too. 

It is the time for the majority to start prac- 
ticing what they preach about fiscal discipline. 
It needs to keep an eye on both the spending 
and revenue columns in the ledger. It needs to 
prioritize and economize, particularly in the 
areas where we are spending the most. 

Lets be realistic. Families can’t balance 
their budgets by spending dollars and saving 
pennies, they need to make real economies. 

Similarly, we can't balance the budget on 
the back of domestic spending. Comparatively 
speaking, domestic spending makes up an in- 
significant part of our budget. If Congress real- 
ly wants to balance the budget, it is going to 
have to look at entitlements, interest on debt, 
defense spending, and we're going to have to 
think twice about projected tax reductions. 

The future fiscal health of the United States 
is in our hands. | urge my colleagues to be 
more responsible with the money of the tax- 
payers of this country. There are no more ex- 
cuses. 

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, for the 
third time since President Bush took office, 
Republicans will increase the federal debt 
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limit. This year, Republicans will increase the 
debt limit by $800 billion. This would allow 
borrowing to reach $8.2 trillion— $8.2 trillion. 
Where has the fiscal responsibility gone? 

This year the deficit will hit a record $412 
billion. Over the last 4 years the federal debt 
has ballooned by $1.4 trillion. Because there 
appears to be no end in sight to the annual 
budget deficits, the new debt ceiling will prob- 
ably have to be raised again next year. 

One would think that faced with this huge 
debt problem our friends on the other side of 
the aisle would want to reinstate "pay-as-you- 
9o" rules as we, Democrats, have been advo- 
cating. But, unbeknownst to me and the Amer- 
ican public—who are paying attention because 
they are the ones carrying this heavy debt 
burden—Republicans refuse to adopt "pay-go" 
rules. 

These are the same "pay-go" rules that 
played a key role in balancing the budget in 
the 1990s under the Clinton administration. 
The Republicans' refusal to adopt "pay-go" 
does not make any sense. 

f we have to increase the debt limit, then we 
should do so along with fiscally responsible 
"pay-go" rules that would stop Republicans 
from putting Americans deeper and deeper 
into debt. It is hard-working American people 
that are the victims of this growing, out of con- 
trol debt. An average American family of four 
bears a debt burden of about $100,000— 
$100,000. 

Something has to be done. At some point 
we will have to stop these massive increases 
in the federal debt. At some point we will have 
to make room to adequately fund our chil- 
dren's education, our brave troops, Social Se- 
curity. 

Republicans do not seem to understand that 
the larger our federal debt becomes, the less 
room there is to fund these important pro- 
grams. This body should bear that in mind as 
we vote tonight. 

The American people are watching. 

Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in op- 
position to S. 2986, a bill that increases the 
federal debt limit by $814 billion while doing 
nothing to ensure a return to fiscally respon- 
sible economic policy. If we continue to spend 
at the current rate while giving tax cuts to the 
wealthiest Americans, our national debt will 
top $8 trillion in the very near future. 

Just weeks ago, President Bush and many 
Republican candidates across the country 
were campaigning on a platform of fiscal re- 
sponsibility and cutting the deficit in half during 
the next 4 years. Now that they've won the 
campaign, that rhetoric is gone and their ac- 
tions today—increasing the debt limit for the 
third time in 4 years—certainly don't meet their 
election promises. 

We could have had a real debate today 
about re-implementing the pay-as-you-go rules 
that led to historic surpluses at the end of the 
Clinton administration. That would be a real 
move toward fiscal responsibility. Instead, Re- 
publicans are giving themselves the freedom 
to further reduce tax revenue while funding an 
ill-conceived war in Iraq, and claiming they just 
can't afford to pay for the government pro- 
grams vital to this country's health and well- 
being. 

Republicans will, however, continue to run 
up huge deficits while lowering taxes, espe- 
cially for corporations and individuals making 
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over $200,000 a year. Unfortunately, they 
don't want to pay for the loss of revenue 
caused by these tax-cutting measures. That 
means less money to spend on everything 
from education to Medicare. 

Increasing the debt limit is a statutory ne- 
cessity to keep the government running, but it 
is also a sad commentary on the fiscal stew- 
ardship shown to the American people by this 
administration and the Republican leadership 
in Congress. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SIMPSON). All time for debate has ex- 
pired. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 856, 
the bill is considered read for amend- 
ment, and the previous question is or- 
dered. 

The question is on the third reading 
of the bill. 

The Senate bill was ordered to be 
read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

MOTION TO COMMIT OFFERED BY MR. STENHOLM 

Mr. STENHOLM. Mr. Speaker, I offer 
a motion to commit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentleman opposed to the bill? 

Mr. STENHOLM. I most certainly 
am, in its current form. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the motion to com- 
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Stenholm moves to commit the bill S. 
2986 to the Committee on Ways and Means 
with instructions that the Committee report 
the same back to the House forthwith with 
the following amendment: 

Add at the end of section 1 of the bill the 
following new sentence: “Тһе amendment 
made by this section shall not apply after 
April 15, 2005.’’. 

Mr. STENHOLM. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to begin by thanking our leader, the 
gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
PELOSI), and I thank the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. BRADY) and the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. COOPER) 
for their kind remarks about me. 

I want to say it is with a little bit of 
mixed emotion tonight that I address 
this body for the last time. I guess it 
kind of came to me in a real way just 
а moment ago when my grandson, who 
is sitting beside me, asked me a mo- 
ment ago, “What are you going to be 
doing?" I said, “Т am going to offer a 
motion." “Аге you going to win this 
one?" I said ‘‘No, we are not." And he 
said, “Why?” 

Well, that is a question that a 9-year- 
old would ask. It is also a question a 
lot of 50- and 60-year-olds ought to be 
asking. Why is it those of us on this 
side who used to vote with my col- 
leagues on that side on fiscal restraint 
have been losing every single vote for 
the last 4 years? What is it that has 
changed? 

I listened to some of the rhetoric to- 
night, and I want to say with great re- 
spect tonight I recognize the right to 
have disagreements on this floor. It is 
so important that we do and that we do 
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it without being disagreeable. But for 
the life of me I cannot understand how 
the majority can march in lockstep on 
this side and build up the largest fiscal 
deficits in the history of our country 
and explain it away in saying deficits 
really do not matter anymore. 

Now, I know so many of my col- 
leagues so well, and I appreciate every- 
one in this body. But when you come 
up to me privately and say, Charlie, 
you are right, but I cannot vote with 
you, I ask the simple question, why? 

Now, I understand there has been an 
election and I understand you won, and 
I commend you for winning. But that 
also means you now have the responsi- 
bility of your actions. 

It was amazing to me that some to- 
night tried to continue to blame it on 
Democrat spending. They know better 
than that. The minority cannot spend. 
Yes, I say to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. BRADY), we can take credit for 
some things within the budget because 
we are not for zero spending. 

I tried to offer an amendment to this 
bill to say pay-as-you-go, which 
worked, bipartisanly. It worked. Why 
did my colleagues choose to knock it 
out in 2002 and say we are not going to 
have pay-as-you-go anymore? Why do 
you insist on that when you know in 
your heart that it works? We tried to 
do this in the rule today, but we lost, 
because you said, no, we are going to 
increase the debt ceiling by $800 bil- 
lion. So I assume that means you are 
going to continue with the same poli- 
cies that you have been carrying for 
the last 4 years. 

Here I will say I hope and I pray you 
are right. Our country will do better if 
you are right. But you should be get- 
ting a little bit nervous tonight be- 
cause, ultimately, politics and argu- 
ments across this side of the aisle in 
which you are going to in fact have 100 
percent party loyalty is not going to 
cut it. The market is going to ulti- 
mately determine whether our fiscal 
policies for our Nation are correct or 
incorrect. You know that and I know 
that, and you should be getting nerv- 
ous, as Iam getting nervous. 

The Japanese, for the first time since 
2002, did not buy the amount of debt 
that they had previously been buying. 
You should be a little bit worried about 
the Chinese beginning to become our 
bankers at the rate that they are be- 
coming our bankers. That should both- 
er you a little, but it does not seem to. 

Now, I hope you are right. Because 
for the good of the country, continuing 
down the economic path you are insist- 
ing on going down, in my judgment, is 
going to create a major problem. But 
that helped me lose an election, be- 
cause the people in my district agree 
with you and, therefore, I respect the 
people of my district, and I hope and 
pray you are right. 

But, tonight, let me conclude by say- 
ing this: Yes, I have one of Cindy’s and 


24057 


my three grandchildren on the floor. 
And a lot of people have asked why I 
have been so involved in Social Secu- 
rity. I wish we had spent a part of the 
last 4 years dealing with the future of 
Social Security, because everyone in 
this room knows that we are 4 years 
closer to D-Day on Social Security, but 
we have done nothing on that. We 
tried. That got me opposition from my 
opponent in this race. But we are going 
to have to face up to it. You are. 

Well, our grandchildren do not have a 
vote tonight. And to those of you who 
believe we can fight two wars, win the 
war on homeland security and do it 
with continued borrowed money and 
believe that our country is going to 
profit, then vote against the motion to 
commit. It is pretty simple. All we are 
saying tonight is, increase the debt 
ceiling until next April 15 and give the 
new Congress a chance to go in and re- 
examine the economic policy that we 
are following and, as many of you have 
said, you like pay-as-you-go. All we are 
saying with this motion to commit is, 
let us do it in the new Congress. That 
is all we are saying. 

You have already said you did not 
want pay-as-you-go, but you said you 
might want it next year. All we are 
saying is, reduce the amount we can 
borrow and force bipartisan coopera- 
tion. Allow the Democratic Party and 
those on this side who believe, as many 
of you say you do, allow us the chance 
in the next Congress to do it. 

That is what this motion to commit 
is all about tonight. It is increasing the 
debt ceiling just enough to get to April 
15 so the 109th Congress can do every- 
thing that both sides are saying need 
to be done. 

Please vote for the motion to com- 
mit. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise in opposition to the motion. 

Mr. Speaker, like many of my col- 
leagues, I agree with much of what our 
distinguished friend from Texas has 
said; and, again, he has been a long 
champion of balancing the budget and 
reducing this deficit. And he is so 
right, and we all agree: Deficits do 
matter. They mattered before we got 
here. They will always matter. 

But jobs matter, too. Jobs matter, 
too. We did not ask for the attacks of 
9/11 that not only struck the heart of 
our Nation, they struck two million 
American workers from the payroll. We 
did not ask for the recession. It was in- 
herited. And we did not ask for the 
Enrons and the WorldComs and the 
technology bubble that not only cost 
so many workers their jobs but really 
damaged, I think, everyone’s hopes for 
retirement in the future. 

How we respond to that challenge, 
there was a difference, a respected dif- 
ference. My colleagues on the Demo- 
cratic side felt that if we kept the 
money here, if we spend and target dif- 
ferent ways, that would move us out of 
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the economy, and that is a fair posi- 
tion. 

As Republicans, we felt otherwise. 
We thought if you want to create jobs 
in small business, leave the money in 
small business. If you want to create 
jobs on Main Street, leave the money 
on Main Street. If we want families to 
be able to recover and to make ends 
meet, let them keep more of the hard- 
earned money that they in the past 
have sent to Washington where, unfor- 
tunately, we have squandered with so 
many I think obsolete agencies and du- 
plicative programs we would all agree 
with. 

But the fact of the matter is leaving 
the money at home worked. We are cre- 
ating more jobs, and we need to do 
more. I think, ultimately, after tonight 
is over, that is the solution we can 
agree on: continuing to grow this econ- 
omy so more people work and they pay 
taxes and Social Security and Medi- 
care, and then together, working to- 
gether, identifying all of the wasteful 
spending, getting the backbone on 
spending, saying no when it would be 
easier to say yes, maybe doing without, 
with one less press release on that 
project back home, all of which, by the 
way, we have a responsibility today to 
pay for those bills and these spending 
projects. 
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This motion has nothing to do with 
PAYGO. And I would respectfully say 
PAYGO as I have seen it really means 
higher taxes, unfortunately higher 
spending, and unfortunately fewer jobs. 
I just respectfully disagree on that. 
But the fact of the matter is if we keep 
the economy going, if we will work to- 
gether on spending restraint, I know 
that we can balance the budget. I know 
we can pay down the deficit. But to- 
night we have a responsibility to pay 
our bills, to meet our obligations, to 
keep the checks going to our Social Se- 
curity recipients, for our military re- 
tirees. 

I would respectfully urge this Cham- 
ber to vote “по” on commit. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SIMPSON). Without objection, the pre- 
vious question is ordered on the motion 
to commit. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion to commit. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. TANNER. Mr. Speaker, I object 
to the vote on the ground that a 
quorum is not present and make the 
point of order that a quorum is not 
present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
dently a quorum is not present. 

The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab- 
sent Members. 


Evi- 


The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 194, nays 
213, not voting 21, as follows: 


Abercrombie 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 

Baird 
Baldwin 
Becerra 
Bell 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carson (IN) 
Case 
Chandler 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costello 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Deutsch 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 

Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Ford 
Frank (MA) 
Frost 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green (TX) 
Grijalva 


Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachus 
Baker 
Ballenger 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Beauprez 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
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YEAS—194 


Gutierrez 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley (OR) 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 
(TX) 
Jefferson 
John 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Kucinich 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lofgren 
Lowey 
Lucas (KY) 
Lynch 
Majette 
Maloney 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCollum 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore 
Moran (VA) 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 


NAYS—218 


Bono 
Boozman 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 
Ginny 
Burgess 
Burns 
Burr 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chocola 


Olver 

Ortiz 

Owens 

Pallone 

Pascrell 

Pastor 

Payne 

Pelosi 

Peterson (MN) 

Pomeroy 

Price (NC) 

Rahall 

Rangel 

Reyes 

Rodriguez 

Ross 

Rothman 

Roybal-Allard 

Ruppersberger 

Rush 

Ryan (OH) 

Sabo 

Sanchez, Linda 
T. 

Sanchez, Loretta 

Sanders 

Sandlin 

Schakowsky 

Schiff 

Scott (GA) 

Scott (VA) 

Serrano 

Sherman 

Skelton 

Slaughter 

Smith (WA) 

Snyder 

Solis 

Spratt 

Stenholm 

Strickland 

Stupak 

Tanner 

Tauscher 

Taylor (MS) 

Thompson (CA) 

Thompson (MS) 

Tierney 

Towns 

Turner (TX) 

Udall (CO) 

Udall (NM) 

Van Hollen 

Velazquez 

Visclosky 

Waters 

Watson 

Watt 

Waxman 

Weiner 

Wexler 

Woolsey 

Wu 

Wynn 


Coble 

Cole 

Collins 

Cox 

Crane 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Cunningham 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeLay 
DeMint 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Dreier 

Duncan 
Ehlers 
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Emerson King (NY) Regula 
English Kingston Rehberg 
Everett Kirk Renzi 
Ferguson Kline Reynolds 
Flake Knollenberg Rogers (AL) 
Foley Kolbe Rogers (KY) 
Forbes LaHood Rogers (MI) 
Fossella Latham Rohrabacher 
Franks (AZ) LaTourette Ros-Lehtinen 
Frelinghuysen Leach Royce 
Gallegly Lewis (CA) Ryan (WI) 
Garrett (NJ) Lewis (KY) Ryun (KS) 
Gerlach Linder Saxton 
Gibbons LoBiondo Schrock 
Gilchrest Lucas (OK) Sensenbrenner 
Gillmor Manzullo Sessions 
Gingrey McCotter Shadegg 
Goode McCrery Shaw 
Goodlatte McHugh Shays 
Granger McInnis Sherwood 
Graves McKeon Shimkus 
Green (WI) Mica Shuster 
Greenwood Miller (FL) Simmons 
Gutknecht Miller (MI) Simpson 
Hall Miller, Gary Smith (MI) 
Harris Moran (KS) Smith (NJ) 
Hart Murphy Smith (TX) 
Hastert Myrick Souder 
Hastings (WA) Nethercutt Stearns 
Hayes Neugebauer Sullivan 
Hayworth Ney Sweeney 
Hefley Northup Tauzin 
Hensarling Nunes Taylor (NC) 
Herger Nussle Terry 
Hobson Osborne Thomas 
Hoekstra Ose Thornberry 
Hostettler Otter Tiahrt 
Houghton Oxley Tiberi 
Hulshof Paul Turner (OH) 
Hunter Pearce Upton 
Hyde Pence Vitter 
Isakson Peterson (PA) Walden (OR) 
Issa Petri Walsh 
Istook Pickering Wamp 
Jenkins Pitts Weldon (FL) 
Johnson (CT) Platts Weldon (PA) 
Johnson (IL) Pombo Whitfield 
Johnson, Sam Porter Wicker 
Jones (NC) Portman Wilson (NM) 
Keller Pryce (OH) Wilson (SC) 
Kelly Putnam Wolf 
Kennedy (MN) Radanovich Young (AK) 
King (IA) Ramstad Young (FL) 
NOT VOTING—21 
Ackerman Kleczka Norwood 
Cannon Lipinski Quinn 
Carson (OK) Matsui Stark 
Dooley (CA) McCarthy (NY) Tancredo 
Dunn McDermott Toomey 
Feeney Millender- Weller 
Gephardt McDonald 
Hoeffel Musgrave 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SIMPSON) (during the vote). Members 
are advised 2 minutes remain in this 
vote. 
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Mr. OTTER, Mr. NUNES, Ms. PRYCE 
of Ohio, Mr. THOMAS and Mr. 


CHABOT changed their vote from 
“yea” to “nay.” 

Mr. OWENS, Mr. STRICKLAND and 
Mrs. LOWEY changed their vote from 
“nay” to “yea.” 

So the motion to commit was re- 
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on passage of the Senate 
bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 
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RECORDED VOTE 
Mr. TANNER. Mr. Speaker, I demand 


a recorded vote. 
A recorded vote was ordered. 


The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 208, noes 204, 


not voting 21, as follows: 


Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachus 
Baker 
Ballenger 
Barrett (SC) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Beauprez 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 
Ginny 
Burgess 
Burns 
Burr 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chocola 
Coble 
Cole 
Collins 
Cox 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Cunningham 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeLay 
DeMint 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Dreier 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English 
Everett 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Foley 
Forbes 
Fossella 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 


Abercrombie 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 

Baird 
Baldwin 
Bartlett (MD) 
Becerra 

Bell 

Berkley 
Berman 


[Roll No. 536] 


AYES—208 


Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (WI) 
Greenwood 
Gutknecht 
Hall 

Harris 

Hart 
Hastert 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hostettler 
Houghton 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Isakson 
Issa 

Istook 
Jenkins 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 

Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
LaHood 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas (OK) 
Manzullo 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHugh 
McInnis 
McKeon 
Mica 

Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy 
Myrick 
Nethercutt 
Neugebauer 
Ney 
Northup 
Nunes 
Nussle 


NOES—204 


Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 

Brady (PA) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 


Osborne 
Otter 

Oxley 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 

Platts 
Pombo 
Porter 
Portman 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Royce 

Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Saxton 
Schrock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 

Shays 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Tauzin 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner (OH) 


Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 


Capps 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carson (IN) 
Case 
Chandler 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Conyers 
Cooper 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


Costello Johnson, E. B. Peterson (MN) 
Cramer Jones (NC) Pomeroy 
Crowley Jones (OH) Price (NC) 
Cummings Kanjorski Rahall 
Davis (AL) Kaptur Rangel 
Davis (CA) Kennedy (RI) Reyes 
Davis (FL) Kildee Rodriguez 
Davis (IL) Kilpatrick Ross 
Davis (TN) Kind ; Rothman 
Davis, Jo Ann Kucinich Roybal-Allard 
DeFazio Lampson Ruppersberger 
DeGette Langevin Rush 
Delahunt Lantos Ryan (OH) 
DeLauro Larsen (WA) Sabo 
Deutsch Larson (CT) Sánchez. Linda 
Dicks Lee ' 
Dingell Levin E Loretta 
Doggett Lewis (GA) Sanders. 
Doyle Lofgren Я 
Duncan Lowey Sandin 
Edwards Lucas (KY) Schakowsky 
Emanuel Lynch Schiff 
В Scott (GA) 
Engel Majette 
Scott (VA) 
Eshoo Maloney Serrano 
Etheridge Markey Shermam 
Evans Marshall Skelton 
Farr Matheson 
Fattah McCarthy (Mo) Slaughter 
Filner MeCollum Smith (MD 
Ford McGovern Smith (WA) 
Frank (MA) MoIntyre Sny er 
Frost McNulty Solis 
Gibbons Meehan Spratt 
Gonzalez Meek (FL) Stenholm 
Goode Meeks (NY) Strickland 
Gordon Menendez Stupak 
Green (TX) Michaud Tanner 
Grijalva Miller (NC) Tauscher 
Gutierrez Miller, George Taylor (MS) 
Harman Mollohan Thompson (CA) 
Hastings (FL) Moore Thompson (MS) 
Hefley Moran (VA) Tierney 
Herseth Murtha Towns 
Hill Nadler Turner (TX) 
Hinchey Napolitano Udall (CO) 
Hinojosa Neal (MA) Udall (NM) 
Holden Oberstar Eun Hollen 
Holt Obey eiazquez 
Honda Olver Visclosky 
Hooley (OR) Ortiz Waters 
Hoyer Ose Watson 
Inslee Owens Watt 
Israel Pallone Waxman 
Jackson (IL) Pascrell Weiner 
Jackson-Lee Pastor Wexler 
(TX) Paul Woolsey 
Jefferson Payne Wu 
John Pelosi Wynn 
NOT VOTING—21 
Ackerman Kleczka Norwood 
Cannon Lipinski Quinn 
Carson (OK) Matsui Stark 
Dooley (CA) McCarthy (NY) Tancredo 
Dunn McDermott Toomey 
Feeney Millender- Weller 
Gephardt McDonald 
Hoeffel Musgrave 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

SIMPSON) (during the vote). There are 2 

minutes remaining in this vote. 
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So the Senate bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


GENERAL LEAVE 


Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem- 
bers may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re- 
marks and include extraneous material 
on б. 2986, the Senate bill just passed. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 


————Ó a 


REPORT ON RESOLUTION WAIVING 
POINTS OF ORDER AGAINST CON- 
FERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 1350, 
INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES 
EDUCATION IMPROVEMENT ACT 
OF 2004 


Mr. SESSIONS (during debate on S. 
2986), from the Committee on Rules, 
submitted a privileged report (Rept. 
No. 108-781) on the resolution (H. Res. 
858) waiving points of order against the 
conference report to accompany the 
bill (H.R. 1350) to reauthorize the Indi- 
viduals with Disabilities Education 
Act, and for other purposes, which was 
referred to the House Calendar and or- 
dered to be printed. 


ERE 


REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO- 
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
MOTIONS TO SUSPEND THE 
RULES 


Mr. SESSIONS (during debate on 8. 
2986), from the Committee on Rules, 
submitted a privileged report (Rept. 
No. 108-782) on the resolution (H. Res. 
859) providing for consideration of mo- 
tions to suspend the rules, which was 
referred to the House Calendar and or- 
dered to be printed. 


EE 


REPORT ON RESOLUTION WAIVING 
REQUIREMENT OF CLAUSE 6(a) 
OF RULE XIII WITH RESPECT TO 
CONSIDERATION OF CERTAIN 
RESOLUTIONS 


Mr. SESSIONS (during debate on 8. 
2986), from the Committee on Rules, 
submitted a privileged report (Rept. 
No. 108-783) on the resolution (H. Res. 
860) waiving a requirement of clause 
6(a) of rule XIII with respect to consid- 
eration of certain resolutions reported 
from the Committee on Rules, which 
was referred to the House Calendar and 
ordered to be printed. 


EE 
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CONGRATULATING BOSTON RED 
SOX ON WINNING THE 2004 
WORLD SERIES 


Mr. OSE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the Committee on 
Government Reform be discharged 
from further consideration of the reso- 
lution (H. Res. 854) congratulating the 
Boston Red Sox on winning the 2004 
World Series, and ask for its imme- 
diate consideration in the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SIMPSON). Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia? 
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Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Speaker, reserv- 
ing the right to object, and I will not 
object because this is a resolution con- 
gratulating the greatest team in the 
history of baseball, the Boston Red 
Sox, who after 86 years finally relieved 
all New Englanders, and all wonderful 
people in America, of the greatest bur- 
den in the history of sports, 86 years of 
drought. No more. No more. The Cubs 
come next. 

Mr. Speaker, down three to nothing 
against one of the greatest teams in 
baseball, they staged the greatest 
comeback in the history of sports, 
sweeping four games in a row against a 
fantastic Yankees team and one of the 
greatest rivalries in professional sports 
today, and then sweeping a four-game 
series against the Cardinals, another 
fantastic team, that many of us 
thought would win the World Series 
this year. 

Not only did they do that, when they 
came home, we were fortunate enough 
a few years ago to have the Patriots 
win their championship in football. We 
had a million people in downtown Bos- 
ton celebrating that. The Red Sox won, 
and we had well over 3 million people. 
That is half the population of the State 
of Massachusetts. We had people flying 
in from all over the country to witness 
a once-in-a-lifetime experience. 

I heard that many people went to 
cemeteries and gave hats and gave 
baseball cards to their loved ones who 
were not here to see this. I heard that 
some people brought the ashes of their 
loved ones to the parade because there 
were those of us who just had no under- 
standing of how to win with our be- 
loved Red Sox. 

Mr. OSE. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. CAPUANO. Further reserving the 
right to object, Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from California. 

Mr. OSE. Mr. Speaker, what did they 
bring to the parade? 

Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Speaker, we will 
have to get a translator. 

Mr. Speaker, this resolution con- 
gratulates the men of the Red Sox and 
the owners of the Red Sox for their 
dedication and their commitment to 
the sport and to their fans. They have 
opened up the park, I will translate 
that word, too, later on. They have 
opened up the park to the public. They 
have had the players out there talking 
to the people who come to the games. 
They have closed off a piece of public 
turf so we can expand the experience of 
Fenway. 

For those fortunate enough to come 
to the convention this summer in Bos- 
ton, Iam hoping most Members got to 
go to Fenway Park, still the smallest 
ballpark in the major league, yet al- 
ways sold out because the people of 
New England support their team. 

Mr. Speaker, this resolution is a 
thank you to the best of our ability to 
thank the men of the Red Sox and the 
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owners and to the entire Red Sox na- 
tion for 86 years of unflagging support 
and dedication to a team that has so 
often let us down but every year came 
back and gave us more to cheer for. 

Mr. BRADLEY of New Hampshire. 
Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. CAPUANO. Further reserving the 
right to object, I yield to the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire. 

Mr. BRADLEY of New Hampshire. 
Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts knows that I am from New 
Hampshire. There is a friendly rivalry 
between our States, as Members know. 
We have gone back and forth for years 
and years on a number of things, but 
the one thing that we have always 
shared in common with other New Eng- 
land States is our love of the Red Sox. 

I, too, like the Members from Massa- 
chusetts here tonight, wondered if I 
would ever live long enough to see the 
Red Sox win the World Series ever. 
When Dave Roberts stole that base and 
changed the tide against Mariano Ri- 
vera, the greatest closer ever, and then 
David Ortiz hit a home run, and then 
David Ortiz hit a bloop single the next 
night, Curt Schilling the next day 
pitched that great game, and then 
Derrek Lowe on 2 days’ rest came back, 
and we won four games and then did it 
again against the Cardinals, there was 
a dream that most of us in New Eng- 
land thought would never happen. 

People wondered where we would be 
on the night that the Red Sox won. I do 
not know where the gentleman from 
Massachusetts was, but I was with my 
sons who are younger, and they had 
never been through Bill Buckner and 
through Carlton Fisk or Jim Lamborg, 
or even Johnny Peske, and all of the 
memories that those of us who have 
grown up in New England have known 
for years and years and years. But, fi- 
nally, we have done it. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman 
for yielding me this time, and may our 
States always be friends and always 
rooting for the Red Sox. 

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CAPUANO. Further reserving the 
right to object, I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me this 
time. 

I have an offering for the House this 
evening with apologies to Ernest L. 
Thayer entitled “Тһе Curse Has Struck 
Out." 

The outlook wasn't guaranteed for the Red 
Sox nine this year. 

Since 1918 the boys had left us crying in our 
beer. 

And when they lost twice in New York and 
lost again at home, 

A pall-like silence fell upon the loyal Red 
Sox fans. 

A straggling few got up to go in deep despair. 

“Wait til next year," they said. Resignation 
filled the air. 
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The rest clung to that hope that springs 
eternal in the human breast. 

“Tt ain't over 'til its over" they muttered 
half in jest. 

They thought, “ІҒ only our boys could put 
some bat on that ball, 

We'd put Bambino's curse to rest once and 
for all." 

And then Ortiz let fly a homer, to the won- 
derment of all. 

And Johnny Damon, bases loaded, tore the 
cover off the ball. 

And when the dust had lifted on that memo- 
rable night, 

We had come back from three games down, 
the Curse was in our sights. 

Then from all of Red Sox nation’s throats 
there rose a wild call, 

It echoed on the Common, it shook Fanueil 
Hall. 

It pounded on the River 
Splashed upon the Bay, 

The Yankees were all through, kaput, a 
World Series we would play. 

And they rolled out to St. Louis, jewel of the 
Midwest. 

The Cards had won their league with ease, 
but now they faced a test. 

Were they ready for the Boston boys? The 
town was dressed in red. 

The fans could not be nicer, the team was so 
well led. 

But the Red Sox took the first three games, 
competing nobly one and all. 

They overcame their errors, they answered 
every call. 

And as game four proceeded, and a series win 
now loomed, 

All New England shivered with the thought 
we might still be doomed. 
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What deus ex machina would fall down from 
the sky? 

What Bucky Dent/Bill Buckner ghost might 
steer things all awry? 

Keith Foulke climbed up upon the mound, 
ball burning in his hand. 

The Curse stepped up to face him, to make a 
final stand. 

There was ease in the Curse’s manner as he 
stepped into his place. 

There was pride in Bambino’s bearing, a 
smile on the Curse’s face. 

And when, responding to his fans, he lightly 
doffed his hat, 

No stranger in the crowd could doubt 'twas 
the Curse at the bat. 

A nation's eyes were on him as he rubbed his 
hands with dirt. 

60,000 tongues applauded when he wiped them 
on his shirt. 

Then, while Foulke rubbed the ball into his 
shifty hip, 

Defiance flashed in the Curse's eye, à sneer 
curled on his lip. 

And now the leather-covered sphere came 
hurtling through the air, 

And the Curse stood a-watching it in haugh- 
ty grandeur there. 

Close by the portly batsman the 
unheeded sped— 

"I just can't hit that," said the Curse. 
“Strike one!" the umpire said. 

From the canyons of Manhattan, there rose 
a muffled roar. 

New York fans were screaming, ‘‘Would the 
Curse really be no more?" 

“КІП him, kill the umpire," they shouted in 
Yankee land. 

The Curse looked smug. In 86 years the Curse 
had never fanned. 

With a smile of overconfidence, the Curse’s 
visage shone. 


Charles, and 


ball 
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He stilled the rising tumult, he bade the 
game go on. 

He signaled the Red Sox closer, and once 
more the dun sphere flew, 

But the Curse couldn’t hit it, and the umpire 
said, Strike two." 

"It's over," thought the Cardinals fans, who 
are brought up so well. 

But the Curse gave a scornful look and an 
eerie silence fell. 

They saw his face frown stern and cold, they 
saw his muscles strain. 

And they really thought the Curse wouldn't 
let that ball go by again. 

The sneer has fled from the Curse’s lip, the 
teeth are clenched in hate. 

He pounds, with cruel violence, his bat upon 
the plate. 

And now the pitcher holds the ball, and now 
he lets it go, 

And now the air is shattered by the force of 
the Curse's blow. 

Oh, all across this favored land the sun is 
shining bright. 

The band is playing happily and our hearts 
are oh so light. 

And Red Sox Nation smiles and laughs, and 
little children shout. 

And there is pure joy in Beantown—the 
Curse has struck out. 

Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Speaker, further 
reserving the right to object, I yield to 
the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. 
DUNCAN). 

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. I would 
like to also congratulate all of the Red 
Sox, but I especially would like to con- 
gratulate my longtime friend Johnny 
Pesky. Johnny Pesky, at the age of 85, 
still dresses out every day with the Red 
Sox. Nobody loves the Red Sox more 
than Johnny Pesky, a longtime player, 
coach, manager, broadcaster, one of 
the most popular figures in all of New 
England. 

I had the privilege as an 11 and 12- 
year-old boy of serving as his batboy 
for the Knoxville Smokies minor 
league baseball team and got to know 
him starting in 1959. He has had me 
right in the dugout at Fenway Park. I 
know that no one is more excited or 
happy over these great events of the 
last few weeks than my friend Johnny 
Pesky. I would like to offer a special 
congratulations to a really fine man 
and great American, Johnny Pesky. 

Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Speaker, further 
reserving the right to object, I am 
going to submit this for the RECORD 
but I would just like to read the first 
two paragraphs of an article that ap- 
peared in the Boston Herald: 

“When Margaret ‘Peg’ Coyne lost her 
desire to eat, when she could no longer 
rise from her parlor chair, walk to the 
kitchen and fix herself a cup of tea, 
there was still the Red Sox. 

“When the grand nieces who kept a 
vigil by Aunt Peg’s hospice bed were 
sure the pain, the morphine and the 
Ativan had eased her into a tranquil 
delirium, Johnny Damon would step 
into the batter’s box and Peg’s 93-year- 
old eyes suddenly opened." 

It is a longer article than that that I 
will submit for the RECORD. But I think 
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those two paragraphs catch the tenor 
of how the Red Sox Nation feels. This 
is something we have waited for a long 
time and many people have come and 
gone. There have been fantastic players 
that have been with the team over the 
years that have given us joy. Johnny 
Pesky. The right field foul pole is 
named after Johnny Pesky because he 
gave us so many thrills while he was 
playing. 
[From the Boston Herald, Nov. 1, 2004] 
ANGEL IN THE OUTFIELD SENDS HEAVENLY 
MIRACLE FROM ABOVE 


(By Peter Gelzinis) 


When Margaret ‘‘Peg’’ Coyne lost her de- 
sire to eat, when she could no longer rise 
from her parlor chair, walk to the kitchen 
and fix herself a coup of tea... there was 
still the Red Sox. 

When the grand nieces who kept a vigil by 
“Aunt Peg's" hospice bed were sure the pain, 
the morphine and the Ativan had eased her 
into a tranquil delirium, Johnny Damon 
would step into the batter’s box and Peg’s 93- 
year-old eyes suddenly opened. 

“Соте on, Johnny! Come on, Johnny!" she 
cried out at the television screen, her voice 
frail but unbowed. 

“We couldn't understand how she knew the 
inning, let alone the batter,’’ Jeannie Boutin 
recalled. ‘‘When we asked her, Peg just said, 
‘Because I pay attention, what do you think, 
Besides,’ she’d say, ‘they run the numbers 
along the top of the screen.’ And, of course, 
she always wanted to see her Johnny." 

“Oooh, my sister loved Johnny Damon all 
right," Nora Coyne said. ‘‘She loved how he 
managed to get on base. Peg loved Johnny's 
heart. But then, of course, she was always 
saying, ‘I wish Johnny would cut his hair 
and shave that beard.’ ” 

Nora betrayed the kind of self-conscious 
blush one might expect from a fan of, say, 19 

. . or maybe 29. She happens to be 89. 

Ah, but when you venture this deep into 
the heart of Red Sox Nation—to the cozy 
sanctuary of a South Boston parlor where 
two easy chairs sit side-by-side—age is little 
more than a state of mind. And baseball is 
what keeps you forever young. 

The Coyne sisters didn’t particularly care 
for Babe Ruth. Why? 

‘Because Peg and I were there at Braves 
Field, when the Babe came to play for the 
Braves at the end of his сагеег,” Nora ex- 
plains. “Ме used to sit in this box right 
there beside the Braves’ dugout. We knew all 
the Braves. Really, they were our favorites 
for a long time. We always like the National 
League guys, because they were a lot more 
friendly. 

“Оһ... Гл sorry, back to Babe. Well, you 
see, all these little kids came down from the 
grandstands to get his autograph, and the 
Babe... well, he just ignored all the little 
kids. My sister and I thought that was really 
awful. We never forgot it. And, of course, 
don’t get me started on the Southie girl 
Babe married. Her name was Nora, too. She 
lived on Fourth Street, just above F (Street), 
I think. And what did the Babe do but leave 
her for a New York showgirl.” 

In between caring for several generations 
of family—my wife and our son among 
them—and stitching curtains in factories 
throughout Southie, Roxbury and Dor- 
chester, Peg and Nora didn’t just watch base- 
ball. . . they lived it. 

There are tales of how the ancient Sox 
pitcher Boo Ferris charmed Peg and Nora 
with a “НеПо Girls," on his way into the 
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Harvard Club, or how Ted Williams fired off 
a string of “рай words" when the sisters 
stepped in front of his Caddie. 

“Dizzy Trout, the Detroit pitcher, was sit- 
ting next to him in the front seat," Nora ге- 
membered, “ала he just laughed." 

On the final day of this past August, dur- 
ing a Red Sox winning streak, Peg Coyne’s 
vantage point on this season shifted from a 
blue parlor to a celestial box seat. My son’s 
theory was that in return for letting go and 
coming to heaven, God had surely promised 
Peg that the Sox would catch the Yankees 
down the stretch. 

When Johnny Damon finally emerged from 
his playoff slump in truly miraculous fash- 
ion, Nora’s phone rang off the hook. 

“It’s Peg," all the nieces screamed, ‘‘Peg’s 
there in the outfield with him." 

“When Keith Foulke made the last out," 
Nora said, ‘‘I leaned over to say something 
to Peg. But there was only an empty chair. 
I wanted her to know what just happened. 
The Sox finally won it all. They took the Se- 
ries. But then, of course, my sister already 
knew. She was watching everything from a 
much better seat. . .way up there. 

And she was smiling." 

Mr. Speaker, further reserving the 
right to object, I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
LYNCH). 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. I have the 
wonderful honor of representing the 
city of Boston with my colleague from 
Massachusetts (Mr. CAPUANO). This is a 
special moment for us. I want to rise 
here tonight just to remember a couple 
of great Red Sox fans from this body, a 
couple of people who just embodied the 
spirit of loyalty to the Red Sox and 
who I wish were here to share in this. 
Those two gentlemen are Silvio Conte 
who served in this body for such a long 
time representing western Mass, and 
also my predecessor, Congressman Joe 
Moakley. Two finer Red Sox fans there 
never were. I think Silvio Conte would 
have the full Red Sox uniform on to- 
night making his remarks if he were 
here. 

The hour is late. I do want to before 
this resolution passes congratulate the 
Boston Red Sox and their superb man- 
agement team, Larry Lucchino, John 
Henry, Tom Werner and also Theo Ep- 
stein and Terry Francona for putting 
together a wonderful team of just ex- 
traordinary gentlemen who not only 
carried out their athletic roles with ex- 
cellence but also did it in a way that 
young people from Massachusetts and 
all through New England and through 
the country can really look up to. They 
really handled themselves with ех- 
treme class. The players of the 2004 
World Series champion Red Sox, I do 
not have to name them tonight because 
their names as we all know will be for- 
ever written in the hearts of the citi- 
zens of Boston and of New England and 
of Red Sox Nation. I join with my col- 
leagues in the House in congratulating 
them for their wonderful, wonderful ac- 
complishment. 

Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. OLVER). 
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Mr. OLVER. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. I was not intending to 
speak but I am now, because I am not 
a poet and cannot really compete with 
my colleague from Alden, but I am now 
goaded into speaking out of respect for 
my predecessor Silvio O. Conte who has 
just been referenced by my esteemed 
colleague from Boston (Mr. LYNCH). 

And so, Mr. Speaker, I am adding my 
congratulations to the Boston Red Sox 
for overcoming what many thought 
was impossible, namely, the toppling of 
the New York Yankees and ultimately 
overcoming the Curse of the Bambino. 
While our Nation is often described as 
polarized and divided, this Red Sox 
team managed to bridge these gaps and 
bring fans from all corners of the coun- 
try into the Red Sox Nation. All the 
2004 Boston Red Sox team will be re- 
membered for their stars, Curt Schil- 
ling, Manny Ramirez, Pedro Martinez 
and David Ortiz, the real underlying 
message of this team is that the impos- 
sible can occur when people come to- 
gether with the right attitude. 

In their march to the world cham- 
pionship, the Red Sox overcame obsta- 
cles not through individual triumphs 
but rather through team effort. Play- 
ers who had been stars with other 
teams selflessly accepted lesser roles in 
the interest of the team. Such players 
could have easily sulked and pined for 
personal glory. Instead, they encour- 
aged those who were participating and 
did their job when they were called 
upon. The triumph of the 2004 Boston 
Red Sox was twofold, physical and 
mental. While the Red Sox players, 
coaches and management would tell 
you they did not believe in curses, the 
fans and the media were convinced that 
there were forces at work far greater 
than those who give the curveball its 
break or cause a knuckleball to dance. 
Still, despite 86 years of expectations, 
capped by disappointments, this self- 
labored ‘‘bunch of idiots" managed to 
overcome preordained demise and ulti- 
mate collapse and they did it all with 
a goofy smile on their face, goofy 
styles in their hair and a love for the 
game that is a breath of fresh air in 
professional sports. 

The 2004 World Series run will always 
hold a special place in the heart of Red 
Sox fans in the New England region as 
a whole. 
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Gone is the label of lovable loser and 
all the ‘‘what if" speculation in the pa- 
pers and on the airwaves. For the first 
time in 86 years, the Red Sox Nation 
can breathe a deep sigh of relief this 
off-season and enjoy the fruits of the 
hometown team’s labor. Gone are the 
columns speculating on the cause of 
their most recent demise, and in their 
place are columns about long-suffering 
fans able to rest knowing that they 
have seen in their lifetime what others 
in the past were not so lucky to see. 
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Mr. Speaker, 2004 will be a year re- 
membered for many reasons; and while 
some of those reasons may fade with 
the passing of time, I am sure that the 
citizens of the Red Sox Nation will 
keep a not-so-silent vigil to ensure 
that 2004 is remembered as the year an 
impossible dream became a reality, the 
hopes of the faithful and long suffering 
were met in full, and the season that 
was always going to be next year was 
finally this year. 

Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Speaker, further 
reserving the right to object, I yield to 
the gentleman from Rhode Island (Mr. 
LANGEVIN). 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding to 
me. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to privately 
say we finally did it. The Boston Red 
Sox have won the World Series for the 
first time in 86 years. Not only did they 
win, but they made history in the proc- 
ess. Congratulations to the gentlemen. 
They have done what so many thought 
was impossible. 

As a lifelong Red Sox fan, I can hon- 
estly say that this is a dream come 
true. Like millions of other fans, I had 
such high hopes year after year only to 
see the World Series slip through our 
fingers. We have had so many opportu- 
nities during our long drought, but 
something was always missing. Time 
and time again when victory seemed to 
be within our grasp, fate intervened 
and the season would end once again 
with us muttering the line ‘‘there is al- 
ways next year." Next year was finally 
this year. 

Self-confidence is the hallmark of 
this team embodied by Curt Schilling 
and is now classic mantra of ‘‘why not 
us?" History is in the past, and we 
must live and play for today, and that 
is what the 2004 Red Sox have taught 
all of us. 

We also learned that over the course 
of this season that redemption cannot 
come easy. The Red Sox were three 
outs away from packing their bags for 
the winter, as they have so many times 
in the past. But perhaps the first time, 
these men knew they could not allow 
their arch rivals to celebrate at 
Fenway Park. More than that, Terry 
Francona knew that the Sox were not 
done and masterfully managed his 
team with four straight victories with 
the help of David Ortiz’s amazing per- 
formances. 

Red Sox fans know that the game is 
never over until the last out, but we 
have got to believe. We have all finally 
seen a dream come true. And it said 
that Red Sox, the Red Sox play 162 
home games, the support of their amaz- 
ing fans follows them everywhere and 
is a key factor that propelled the team 
to victory. 

Finally, Iam happy to be able to say 
this in my lifetime, that we did it and 
I look forward to the 2005 season when 
the Red Sox defend their World Series 
title. 


November 18, 2004 


Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Speaker, further 
reserving the right to object, just yes- 
terday the gentleman who runs the 
Democratic cloak room was brought to 
the hospital for a little problem, and I 
understand that as he was heading to- 
wards the hospital clutching his chest, 
he was heard to say, “It’s okay, I’ve 
Seen the Red Sox win. It's okay." He 
will be back soon. 

But I will tell my colleagues that 
though many of the Sunday morning 
pundits are now thinking that some of 
us in Boston are scratching our heads 
wondering what happened on some 
issues this year, the truth is we are all 
looking at each other wondering how 
do we enter next year's baseball season 
now that we have won. We know what 
to do when we lose: do not worry, next 
year is it, we are going to make this 
trade. We have not got a clue how to 
deal with a win. So all of us at home 
are really kind of standing wondering 
now what do we do. We will figure it 
out, and we will stumble through. And 
the only thing I will say for the rest of 
the night is in 86 years, I will be back 
again to do this one more time. 

Mr. MEEHAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise in support 
of H. Res. 854, congratulating the Boston Red 
Sox on winning the World Series. 

The 2004 Boston Red Sox were no ordinary 
champion. | would urge my colleagues to re- 
member the scene at Fenway Park as mid- 
night neared on October 17, 2004. 

The Sox had dropped the first three games 
of the American League Championship Se- 
ries—a deficit that no team had ever sur- 
mounted. The night before, they were drubbed 
19-8 before the hometown fans. 

The Boston bats were silent. Their arms 
were spent. Their gloves were shaky. Their 
ace pitcher's foot was stapled to the rest of his 
leg. 

Naw trailing 4-3 in Game Four, they came 
to bat in the bottom of the ninth just three outs 
away from another close call, another heart- 
break for another generation of Sox fans. 

In the other dugout was a Yankees team 
that dashed our hopes last year and won 101 
games this year—a team packed with talent 
and carrying a monster payroll of $184 million. 

On the mound was Mariano Rivera, the best 
and most reliable closer in the history of the 
game. 

Hovering over all of New England was the 
ghost of Babe Ruth. 

Only a “band of idiots” could have believed 
that they could come back. And only the 2004 
Boston Red Sox could have actually pulled it 
off. 

But the slugger Kevin Millar patiently worked 
out a walk. The speedy pinch-runner Dave 
Roberts stole second, leaving third baseman 
Bill Mueller with the chance to tie it. He 
promptly did, smacking а single through 
Rivera’s legs, and he—and all of the Red Sox 
Nation—watched Roberts speed home. 

The game was tied. The Sox were alive. 
The Bambino rolled over in his grave. The 
Yankees’ historic choke had begun. 

David Ortiz ended the game with a twelfth- 
inning homer, and less than 24 hours later, 
the heroic “Big Papi” won Game Five with a 
fourteenth-inning single. 
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Game Six was won by the clutch Mark 
Bellhorn, the mythical Curt Schilling and the 
medical miracle workers who put his ankle 
back together. 

In Game Seven, the Yankees succumbed to 
the biblical slugging of Johnny Damon and the 
untouchable sinkerballs of Derek Lowe. 

The Series wasn’t even close. The Car- 
dinals had a great season, but they picked the 
wrong year to win the National League. 2004 
belonged to Red Sox Nation. After the bitter 
endings of 1948, 1978, 1986 and 2003, we 
deserved it. 

All of New England breathed a collective 
sigh of relief as the always dependable closer 
Keith Foulke grabbed the final ground ball of 
Game Four and tossed it to Gold Glove first 
baseman Doug Mientkiewicz for the final out. 

For the first time in 86 years, the Red Sox 
are the World Champions of baseball—truly 
World champions, with a roster assembled 
from the Dominican Republic, South Korea, 
Colombia, Red-State and Blue-State America. 
Congratulations to the brilliant general man- 
ager Theo Epstein. 

Congratulations to our field general, Terry 
Francona, and his lieutenants on the coaching 
staff. 

Congratulations to the top brass—John 
Henry, Tom Werner, and Larry Lucchino. 

Congratulations to World Series MVP 
Manny Ramirez. Congratulations to the dean 
of the Red Sox, Tim Wakefield. Congratula- 
tions to the bullpen saviors Mike Timlin and 
Alan Embree. Congratulations to the steady 
veterans Jason Varitek, Trot Nixon, and Doug 
Mirabelli. Congratulations to recent arrivals 
Bronson Arroyo, Orlando Cabrera, Gabe 
Kapler, and Pokey Reese. 

Congratulations to the unparalleled Pedro 
Martinez—Pedro, please don’t go! 

Congratulations to the entire Red Sox team, 
who will be remembered forever as the con- 
quering heroes who Reversed the Curse and 
brought a baseball championship to New Eng- 
land for the first time since the Wilson Admin- 
istration. (Woodrow Wilson, not Mookie.) 

Congratulations also to all the great Red 
Sox players of the past, including Johnny 
Pesky, Dom Dimaggio, Carl Yastrzemski, Jim 
Rice, and Luis Tiant—this victory was as 
much for them as anyone., The same can be 
said of Ted Williams and all the other Sox 
greats who have passed on, but who no doubt 
watched from the heavens above, smiling. 

And most importantly, congratulations to 
baseball’s most loyal and passionate fans: 
Red Sox Nation. 

Mr. Speaker, on April 11, 2005, the Red 
Sox will raise the 2004 World Championship 
banner at Fenway Park alongside its counter- 
part from 1918. In the visiting dugout, watch- 
ing the Sox try on their rings, will be a team 
that has suffered without a championship 
since the year 2000—the New York Yankees. 

Don't worry, Yankees fans, there's always 
next year. 

Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Speaker, I with- 
draw my reservation of objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
FRANKS of Arizona). Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 
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H. RES. 854 


Whereas on October 27, 2004, the Boston 
Red Sox won their first World Series title in 
96 years in a four-game sweep of the St. 
Louis Cardinals; 

Whereas the Red Sox won their sixth world 
title in the 104-year history of the storied 
franchise; 

Whereas the 2004 Red Sox World Champion 
team epitomized sportmanship, selfless play, 
team spirit, determination, and heart in the 
course of winning 98 games in the regular 
season and clinching the American League 
Wild Card payoff berth; 

Whereas the 2004 Red Sox World Champion 
team honored the careers of all former Red 
Sox legends, including Joe Cronin, Bobby 
Doerr, Carlton Fisk, Jimmie Foxx, Carl 
Yastrzemski, Cy Young, Johnny Pesky, Dom 
DiMaggio, Jim Rice, and Ted Williams; 

Whereas the 2004 postseason produced new 
Red Sox legends, including Derek Lowe, 
Pedro Martinez, Curt Schilling, Tim Wake- 
field, Jason Varitek, Keith Foulke, Manny 
Ramirez, David Ortiz, Johnny Damon, Trot 
Nixon, Orlando Cabrera, Kevin Millar, Mike 
Timlin, Alan Embree, Mark Bellhorn, Bill 
Mueller, and Dave Roberts; 

Whereas Red Sox Manager Terry Francona 
brought fresh leadership to the clubhouse 
this year, and brought together a self-pro- 
claimed ‘‘band of idiots" and made them into 
one of the greatest Red Sox teams of all 
time; 

Whereas Red Sox owners John Henry and 
Tom Werner and Red Sox President and 
Chief Executive Officer Larry Lucchino 
never wavered from their goal of bringing a 
World Series Championship to Boston; 

Whereas Red Sox General Manager Theo 
Epstein assembled a team with strong pitch- 
ing, a crushing offense, and most important, 
the heart and soul of a champion; 

Whereas the Red Sox never trailed in any 
of the 36 innings of the World Series; 

Whereas the Red Sox set a new major 
league record by winning eight consecutive 
games in the postseason; 

Whereas Derrek Lowe, Pedro Martinez, and 
Curt Schilling delivered gutsy pitching per- 
formances in the postseason worthy of their 
status as some of the best pitchers in Red 
Sox history; 

Whereas the Red Sox starting pitching in 
Games 2, 3, and 4 of the World Series had a 
combined earned run average of 0.00; 

Whereas Manny Ramirez won the 2004 
World Series Most Valuable Player award in 
the World Series after batting 0.350 in the 
postseason with two home runs and 11 runs 
batted in; 

Whereas the Red Sox staged the greatest 
comeback in baseball history in the Amer- 
ican League Championship Series against 
their rivals, the New York Yankees, by win- 
ning four consecutive games after losing the 
first three games of the series; 

Whereas the Red Sox prevailed in four con- 
secutive American League Championship Se- 
ries games, while producing some of the 
most memorable moments in sports history, 
including Dave Roberts stealing second base 
in the bottom of the ninth inning of Game 4, 
David Ortiz securing a walk-off home run in 
the 12th inning of Game 4, David Ortiz sin- 
gling in the winning run in the bottom of the 
14th inning in Game 5, and Johnny Damon 
making a grand slam in Game 7; 

Whereas the entire Red Sox organization 
has a strong commitment to charitable 
causes in New England, demonstrated by the 
team’s 5l-year support of the Dana-Farber 
Cancer Institute’s Jimmy Fund in the fight 
against childhood cancers; 
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Whereas fans of the Red Sox do not live 
only in Boston or New England, but all 
across the country and the world, and a 
grateful “Бей Sox Nation" thanks the team 
for bringing a World Championship home to 
Boston; 

Whereas the 2004 Boston Red Sox and their 
loyal fans believed; and 

Whereas this IS next year: Now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa- 
tives— 

(1) congratulates— 

(A) the Boston Red Sox for winning the 
2004 Major League Baseball World Series and 
for their incredible performance during the 
2004 Major League Baseball season; and 

(B) the eight Major League Baseball teams 
that played in the postseason; 

(2) recognizes the achievements of the Bos- 
ton Red Sox players, manager, coaches, and 
support staff whose hard work, dedication, 
and spirit made this all possible; 

(3) commends— 

(A) the St. Louis Cardinals for a valiant 
performance during the 2004 season and the 
World Series; 

(B) the fans and management of the St. 
Louis Cardinals for allowing the Red Sox 
fans from Boston and around the Nation to 
celebrate their first title in 86 years at their 
home field; and 

(4) directs the Clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to transmit an enrolled copy of 
this resolution to— 

(A) the 2004 Boston Red Sox team; 

(B) Red Sox Manager Terry Francona; 

(C) Red Sox General Manager Theo Ep- 
stein; 

(D) Red Sox President and Chief Executive 
Officer Larry Lucchino; 

(Е) Red Sox Principal Owner John Henry; 
and 

(F) Red Sox Chairman Tom Werner. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT TO THE PREAMBLE OFFERED BY 

MR. OSE 

Mr. OSE. Mr. Speaker, 
amendment to the preamble. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment to the preamble offered by Mr. 
OSE: 

On page 1 line 10 strike the word “рауо 
and insert the ward ‘‘playoff’’. 

Mr. OSE. Mr. Speaker, I do want to 
speak to the amendment, if I might, 
because I know the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. CAPUANO) comes 
from district eight in Massachusetts, 
and clearly there has been an error in 
the third paragraph of the resolution. 
We are going to call this E-8 in the 
gentleman from Massachusetts’ (Mr. 
CAPUANO) memory because I do not be- 
lieve he meant to put the word “рау- 
off" in there, and we are attempting to 
correct this. And I just want to assure 
folks of the district that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. CAPUANO) rep- 
resents that it was an error made in 
good faith and that it was an error 
much like many errors in the past like 
Mr. Buckner has made, and I hope to 
never see such an error again in the 
next 86 years. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the amendment to the 
preamble. 

The amendment to the preamble was 
agreed to. 


I offer an 
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A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EE 


REPORT ON RESOLUTION WAIVING 
REQUIREMENT OF CLAUSE 6(a) 
OF RULE XIII WITH RESPECT TO 
CONSIDERATION OF CERTAIN 
RESOLUTIONS 


Mr. DREIER, (during debate on H. 
Res. 854) from the Committee on Rules, 
submitted a privileged report (Rept. 
No. 108-784) on the resolution (H. Res. 
861) waiving a requirement of clause 
6(a) of rule XIII with respect to consid- 
eration of certain resolutions reported 
from the Committee on Rules, which 
was referred to the House Calendar and 
ordered to be printed. 


m 


SPECIAL ORDERS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan- 
uary 7, 2003, and under a previous order 
of the House, the following Members 
will be recognized for 5 minutes each. 


EE 


A FISCAL U-TURN: BACK IN THE 
HOLE AND STILL DIGGING 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. SCHIFF) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, earlier 
today I joined many of my colleagues 
in Little Rock, Arkansas, for the offi- 
cial dedication of the William Jefferson 
Clinton Presidential Center, a place 
where scholars and all Americans can 
study the many remarkable achieve- 
ments of 8 years of the Clinton admin- 
istration. 

As I sat through the dedication cere- 
monies today, I reflected on the unpar- 
alleled economic prosperity that Amer- 
ica experienced during President Clin- 
ton’s tenure. I also could not help 
thinking about the important matter 
we would be confronted with on the 
House floor later in the day, a vote to 
raise the debt limit for the third time 
since President Clinton’s successor 
took office. With today’s vote, the ma- 
jority of this House has agreed to a 
whopping $800 billion increase in the 
debt ceiling from its present level of 
$7.38 trillion to $8.18 trillion. 

The impending breach of the statu- 
tory debt ceiling is the latest warning 
about the Nation’s fiscal health. Our 
debt has been growing faster than our 
economy’s ability to repay it due in 
large part to a reckless economic pol- 
icy over the last 4 years. These policies 
have undone the hard work it took to 
balance the budget during the 1990s and 
have left us awash in a sea of red ink. 

At the beginning of the Clinton ad- 
ministration in 1992, the Federal budg- 
et deficit was at a historic high of $290 
billion, 10 million Americans were out 
of work, and the Nation’s economic 
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growth rate was the lowest in more 
than half a century. In response, Presi- 
dent Clinton and the congressional 
Democrats worked together to enact 
the 1993 Deficit Reduction Plan which 
passed the House and Senate without a 
single Republican vote. The balanced 
budget plan demonstrated that guided 
by common sense and realism, we could 
slash the deficit in half while also 
making important investments in our 
future including education, health 
care, science, and technology. 

The plan included more than $500 bil- 
lion in deficit reduction and cut taxes 
for 15 million of the hardest pressed 
Americans as well as small businesses. 
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What followed is unarguable: the cre- 
ation of more than 22 million new jobs 
and the Nation’s lowest unemployment 
rate in 30 years. The Nation went from 
the largest budget deficits in history to 
the largest budget surpluses in history. 
Four consecutive years of debt reduc- 
tion also followed, a total of $453 bil- 
lion paid down, bringing the public 
debt down to $2.9 trillion lower in 2001 
than projected in 1993. 

When President Clinton left office, 
we were on track to eliminate the Na- 
tion’s public debt by 2012, making 
America debt-free for the first time 
since Andrew Jackson was President. 

Today, we continue the fiscal U-turn 
that this Congress and administration 
have steered us into over the last 4 
years. Today’s vote to increase the 
debt limit marks yet another unfortu- 
nate milestone in our Nation’s history 
where we have the largest deficits we 
have ever had, $418 billion, and abso- 
lutely no plan in sight to put our fiscal 
House in order. 

For years, members of the Blue Dog 
Coalition have warned that we were 
spending money we did not have, that 
the administration had no economic 
plan, and that tax cuts alone were not 
a substitute for an economic plan for 
our country’s future. This Congress 
continues to reject efforts to budget in 
the same way that your family and 
mine does, by paying as you go. 

Even as we sought to stave off the 
day of reckoning, middle-class Ameri- 
cans are paying for our profligacy in 
the form of rising interest rates. As a 
result, American consumers are paying 
more for their mortgages and on their 
credit cards. 

With the retirement of the baby- 
boom generation beginning in just 4 
years, we must rededicate ourselves to 
ensuring that our children and future 
generations are not saddled with the 
enormous responsibility of paying for 
our economic health and our safety. We 
owe it to the American people to stop 
imperiling the Nation’s economic fu- 
ture by borrowing money to pay for ir- 
responsible policies. 

We all acknowledge that the Sep- 
tember 11 attacks and the resulting 
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war on terrorism as well as the war on 
Iraq have put an additional stress on 
our economy. But instead of spending 
political capital to ask all Americans 
to share in the Nation’s sacrifice, the 
President and the majority today took 
the easy way out. 

Mr. Speaker, the day of reckoning is 
at hand, and with today’s vote we must 
all acknowledge we have hit rock bot- 
tom. 

In his farewell address to the Nation 
from the Oval Office in February, 2003, 
President Clinton left the American 
people with three thoughts about our 
future. His first admonition was that 
America must maintain its fiscal re- 
sponsibility. Pointing to record deficits 
turned into record surpluses and the 
paying down of our national debt, he 
urged us to stay on track. “If we 
choose wisely," he said, “че can pay 
down the debt, deal with the retire- 
ment of the baby-boomers, invest more 
in our future, and provide tax relief." 

Unfortunately, this Congress and this 
administration have not chosen wisely. 
The juxtaposition of today’s dedication 
of the Clinton Library and this eve- 
ning's vote to increase the national 
debt is a clarion call to return to the 
sound fiscal policies that were central 
to the economic boom of the 1990s. We 
have a duty to the American people to 
restore sanity and discipline to our Na- 
tion’s finances. 


— — NÉ 


EXCHANGE OF SPECIAL ORDER 
TIME 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle- 
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. WOOLSEY addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 


EE 


ORDER OF BUSINESS 


Mr. STUPAK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take my special 
order at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 


EE 


PUTTING PEOPLE FIRST 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen- 
tleman from Michigan (Mr. STUPAK) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. STUPAK. Mr. Speaker, it was an 
honor and a privilege to join with over 
100 of my colleagues, Democrats and 
Republicans, and four U.S. presidents 
to dedicate the William J. Clinton Li- 
brary in Little Rock, Arkansas. All of 
the four presidents spoke eloquently. I 
was especially moved by the words of 
former President George W. Bush when 
he said it not a Democrat or Repub- 
lican day, but it was a great day for all 
Americans. 
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I joined President Clinton in the 1992 
election here in Washington to rep- 
resent northern Michigan to do, as 
President Clinton challenged us then, 
to put people first. I have learned and 
tried to do that each day as a Congress- 
man. I learned this not just from Presi- 
dent Clinton but from my own father 
who was a local elected official in 
Delta County, Michigan. 

I come tonight to put people first, to 
put our children first as I continue to 
speak out against the acne drug 
Accutane. As a legislator, I have called 
for more restrictions on the distribu- 
tion and use of this drug, which is 
known to cause severe birth defects 
and a form of impulsive behavior and 
depression in young people taking this 
drug. 

This drug has devastated my family 
with the loss of our son BJ and more 
than 250 other families who have lost 
their young son or daughter across this 
Nation who have lost them while they 
were taking Accutane. 

As we were flying back from Little 
Rock, Arkansas, CBS news ran a story 
tonight, and I quote an FDA safety re- 
viewer, Dr. David Graham, when he 
spoke to the Senate Finance Com- 
mittee. Dr. Graham said, “Т would 
argue that the FDA as currently con- 
figured is incapable of protecting 
America against another Vioxx." He 
told the Senate Finance Committee 
that ‘‘there are at least five other 
drugs on the market today that should 
be looked at seriously to see whether 
they should remain on the market." Не 
cited the acne drug Accutane. 

Why Accutane? Because of the hor- 
rendous birth defects, but also because 
of a recent study by Dr. J. Douglas 
Bremner. He has demonstrated how 
Accutane mediates depression, causes 
impulsive behavior due to changes in 
the orbito frontal cortex in the front 
part of the brain. That mediates de- 
pression. Depression is found in this 
part of the brain. 

Over the course of our investigation 
of the Committee on Energy and Com- 
merce research, it has indicated that 
the current formula of Accutane may 
be about 240 times greater than what is 
necessary to be effective. Too much 
Accutane, a synthetic vitamin A, 
causes cerebri tumor or a pseudo tumor 
in some patients. This pseudo tumor is 
a warning that is found on the pack- 
aging, but what does it really mean? It 
means severe headaches. And while it 
acts like a tumor in the brain, it can- 
not be discovered. CAT scans will not 
show it. There is no evidence of a 
tumor. So what happens? 

As Dr. Bremner showed us here in a 
study of the orbito frontal cortex, 
there is a decrease in the metabolism 
of the brain. This is the baseline of a 
person before they started Accutane. 
This is post Accutane, or 4 months on 
Accutane. Notice the red brain activity 
in the front part of the brain. Notice 
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very little red after 4 months on 
Accutane. It neutralizes or decreases 
the metabolism in this part of the 
brain. 

In this one slide that Dr. Bremner 
has shared with us, there is a 21 per- 
cent decrease in brain metabolism with 
this patient. This only occurred in 
Accutane patients. Dr. Bremner did the 
same thing with other patients on oral 
antibiotics. And it was not all 
Accutane patients, just those who com- 
plained of severe headaches. Is this ex- 
cessive dosage found in the current for- 
mula of Accutane that is being given to 
patients, is this the cause in the 
change that we see? 

The medical evidence is clear that 
Accutane causes changes in the brain, 
which leads some young people to take 
their own life through impulsive behav- 
ior. 

Putting people first. Let us put chil- 
dren first. Let us join with the FDA 
drug safety reviewer and pull this drug 
from the market or, at a minimum, se- 
verely restrict the use and distribution 
of Accutane until we have all the an- 
swers about this powerful, dangerous 
drug. 

Is a decreased metabolism that we 
see here, is this reversible? Will the 
brain repair itself? How much 
Accutane is safe? What should the real 
dose be so we do not hurt the devel- 
oping young brains of our children? 
Has the FDA done enough to protect 
our children? Has the FDA seriously 
looked at this study and similar stud- 
ies in animal testing, which also dem- 
onstrate Accutane harms the brain? 

It is time to put our children first. It 
is time to pull this drug off the market 
until all of our questions are seriously 
answered. Put our children first. 

Mr. Speaker, I will submit for the 
RECORD the CBS news report and also a 
photocopy of the CAT scan from Dr. 
Bremner. 

INSIDER: FDA CAN’T PROTECT PUBLIC 

The American public is ‘‘virtually defense- 
less" if another medication such as Vioxx 
proves to be unsafe after it is approved for 
sale, a government drug safety reviewer told 
a congressional committee Thursday. 

“I would argue that the FDA as currently 
configured is incapable of protecting Amer- 
ica against another Vioxx," said David 
Graham, who warned that the arthritis drug 
had been linked to an increased risk of heart 
attack and stroke. 

He told the Senate Finance Committee 
that there were at least five other drugs on 
the market today that should be looked at 
seriously to see whether they should remain 
there. He cited the acne drug Accutane, the 
weight loss drug Meridia, the anti-choles- 
terol drug Crestor, the pain reliever Bextra, 
and the asthma drug Serevent. 

Vioxx’s maker, Merck & Co. pulled the 
drug from the market on Sept. 30 after a 
study indicated the popular painkiller dou- 
bled the risk of heart attacks and stroke 
when taken for longer than 18 months. 

Raymond V. Gilimartin, the company 
president, said in prepared testimony that 
Merck acted within four days of learning 
about the risk. 
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“Given the availability of alternative 
therapies and the questions raised by the 
data withdrawing Vioxx was consistent with 
an ethic that has driven Merck actions and 
decisions for more than 100 уеагв,” he said. 

Gilimartin also said the company was sur- 
prised by the cardiovascular risk because it 
differed from past clinical trials. ‘‘My wife 
was a user of Vioxx until the day we with- 
drew it from the marketplace," he said. 

The Food and Drug Administration has de- 
fended its actions regarding Vioxx. In a 
statement issued late Wednesday, the agency 
cited its ‘‘well-documented and long-stand- 
ing commitment to openness and trans- 
parency in its review of marketed drugs." 

“What’s come to light about Vioxx since 
Sept. 30 makes people wonder if the FDA has 
lost its way when it comes to making sure 
that drugs are safe," said Senate Finance 
Committee Chairman Charles Grassley, R- 
Iowa, as the hearing opened. 

Grassley suggested that an independent 
board of drug safety might be needed to en- 
sure the safety of medications after they're 
approved for the market. 

‘Consumers should not have to second- 
guess the safety of what's in their medicine 
cabinet," he said. 

Graham told the committee that research 
indicated that Vioxx caused up to 160,000 
heart attacks and strokes. 

“Tf we were talking about Florida or Penn- 
sylvania, 1 percent of the entire state popu- 
lation would have been affected," he said. 
“Im sorry to say Sen. Grassley, but 67 per- 
cent of the citizens of Des Moines would be 
affected and, what's worse—the entire popu- 
lation of every other city in the state of 
Iowa." 

Graham said his research helped to coax 
the FDA to withdraw a number of drugs in- 
cluding Fen-phen, a weight loss drug, 
Lotronex, Baycol and Rezulin. ‘‘During my 
career I have recommended the market with- 
drawal of 12 drugs," he said. “Ошу two of 
these remain on the market today." 

At the same time, though, he questioned 
the agency's commitment to removing un- 
safe drugs from the market, since it would 
call into question their earlier approval. 

Sen. Jeff Bingman, D-New Mexico, said the 
problem was within the FDA's own culture. 

“The culture within the FDA, being one 
where the pharmaceutical industry, which 
the FDA is supposed to regulate, is seen by 
the FDA as its client instead," he said. 

He called on President Bush to appoint a 
new head for the agency. Lester Crawford 
has been acting commissioner of the agency. 

Lester Crawford's statement, sent by e- 
mail to reporters about 16 hours before the 
Senate Finance Committee's scheduled hear- 
ing on Vioxx, said the FDA initiated and 
paid for reviews of Vioxx and antidepressants 
after those drugs had hit the market. “That 
is evidence the system is working," Crawford 
said. 

“It’s not working good for them to have a 
drug to be out on the market this long... 
and never really announcing that it was 
causing strokes and heart attacks," John 
Byrd of Coats, N.C., told CBS Radio News 
Thursday morning. He’s a 47-year-old who 
had a heart attack last spring and is now 
suing the maker of Vioxx. 

Critics contend the agency ignored risks in 
both instances, then intimidated its own re- 
viewers when they pointed to safety con- 
cerns. 

In October, the FDA ordered that all 
antidepressants carry warnings that they 
“increase the risk of suicidal thinking and 
behavior" in children who take them. 
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Vioxx’s maker, Merck & Co. pulled the drug 
from the market on Sept. 30 after a study in- 
dicated the popular painkiller doubled the 
risk of heart attacks and stroke when taken 
for longer than 18 months. 

“Гче never had any knowledge that it 
could cause a heart attack or blood clots or 
stroke. That’s where I find a little shadiness 
in this recall," said Byrd, a Goodyear em- 
ployee, who added the Vioxx paperwork only 
warned that it could upset his stomach. 

The FDA’s statement disturbed lawyer 
Andy Birchfield, who is evaluating thou- 
sands of potential cases against Merck on be- 
half of injured patients. 

“How can they see that type of problem 
and look back and say ‘We did everything 
right’?’’ Birchfield said. ‘‘When they're not 
willing to recognize mistakes, we have no 
hope for them voluntarily taking measures 
to correct the situation." 

Crawford's statement did not mention 
Graham by name, but suggested that the re- 
viewer was a maverick who did not follow 
agency protocol. 

Graham was lead author on a research 
project that studied the records of almost 1.4 
million Kaiser Permanente patients, includ- 
ing 40,405 treated with Pfizer's Celebrex and 
26,748 treated with Vioxx. The study found 
that high doses of Vioxx tripled risks of 
heart attacks and sudden cardiac death. 

Vioxx was responsible for an additional 
27,785 deaths from heart ailments from 1999 
to 2003, Graham concluded. 

He has told congressional investigators 
that, superiors pressured him to soften his 
conclusions. 

Crawford said in his statement that the re- 
viewer voluntarily chose to revise his con- 
clusions, and he did so, in his own words, 
“without compromising my deeply held con- 
victions." 


Ee 


EXCHANGE OF SPECIAL ORDER 
TIME 


Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take the time of 
the gentleman from North Carolina 
(Mr. JONES). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee? 

There was no objection. 


— HE 


IMMIGRATION CONCERNS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, in yester- 
day's Congress Daily published by the 
National Journal, there was an article 
stating that some of the Nation's larg- 
est high-tech companies are pushing 
for a big increase in the H-1B visa pro- 
gram. This is the program that grants 
visas to so-called skilled foreigners 
such as computer specialists, engi- 
neers, and technical medical research- 
ers. T'his program already allows 65,000 
foreigners each year to come in and 
take some of the best jobs this country 
has to offer. 

Now, these giant corporations are 
waging what Congress Daily described 
as an “іпбепве lobbying" campaign to 
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get 30,000 to 40,000 more of these for- 
eign workers, and this goes on every 
year and has undoubtedly let in hun- 
dreds of thousands or even more over 
the last several years. 
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This, of course, is on top of the many 
millions of illegal aliens we already 
have here, probably at least double or 
triple the ten million illegals the gov- 
ernment estimates are here based on 
what I have read and heard and seen. 

Irealize the H1-B program is a way 
to get here legally, and I do commend 
those involved for at least going 
through the proper legal channels. But 
over the last 16 years since I have been 
in Congress, I have had many parents 
and grandparents bring me their col- 
lege graduate children ог  grand- 
children who cannot find good jobs. 
And these are good-looking young peo- 
ple with very good grades. 

All over this country there are many 
thousands of college graduates who 
cannot find good jobs so they work as 
waiters and waitresses and go to grad- 
uate school or more often law school. 
Sometimes people with masters de- 
grees or even PhDs are having trouble 
finding good jobs. Our unemployment 
is low, but our underemployment is 
terrible. Yet we bring in many thou- 
sands more foreign workers each year 
while we continue to send huge num- 
bers of good jobs to other countries 
with our astounding $1  million-a- 
minute trade deficit. 

Many years ago I read that our gov- 
ernment estimated that half the people 
of the world wanted to come here to 
live. Consistent with that I read in the 
last few months that half of the people 
in the world have to get by on $2 or less 
a day and do not have a second pair of 
shoes. We simply cannot take 3 billion 
more people in to this Nation, espe- 
cially over a short period of time. А1- 
ready our schools and hospitals are 
overrun with illegal immigrants in 
areas near our borders. 

God has blessed every nation in this 
world with either natural beauty and 
natural resources and usually both 
that could make those countries rich if 
they had a free market, free enterprise 
system. However, all over this world 
people have fallen for the myth that 
government can solve all problems, and 
they have either voted in or had gov- 
ernments forced on them that were lib- 
eral, left-wing or socialist. And all over 
this world all big government has done 
is to ruin economies and wipe out the 
middle class. 

Big government means a few elite 
rulers at the top, a huge underclass, 
usually near starvation, and almost no 
middle class. Today with many of our 
trade and immigration policies, our 
own big government is slowly wiping 
out our own middle class to try to ben- 
efit a small number of huge multi-na- 
tional companies. The big giants are 
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growing bigger in large part because of 
government favoritism, government 
contracts, tax breaks, free land. Big 
government, though, really only helps 
extremely big business and the bureau- 
crats who work for the government. 
Everyone else gets the crumbs or the 
shaft. 

There really cannot be such a thing 
as big government conservatism. That 
is an oxymoron. Only in a very small 
government, truly free market system 
does the little man or a person without 
great capital have a real chance. 

Big government liberalism, while al- 
ways claiming to help the little guy, 
has actually been the best friend ex- 
tremely big business has. And this pro- 
posed expansion of the H1-B program is 
just another example of this big gov- 
ernment, big business duopoly that is 
in the long run bringing down Amer- 
ican small business and our great mid- 
dle class. 


SE 


EXCHANGE OF SPECIAL ORDER 
TIME 


Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to claim the time 
of the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
BROWN). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey? 

There was no objection. 


EE ы 


ARMS SALES TO PAKISTAN 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
this evening to express my deep con- 
cern about the proposed Pentagon arms 
sale to Pakistan. 

Reports indicate that the Pentagon 
has proposed sales of the following 
weapons to Pakistan: eight P-8C Orion 
surveillance aircraft valued at up to 
$970 million and 2,000 TOW-2A missiles 
and 14 TOW-2A Fly-to-Buy missiles 
valued at $82 million. It is undoubted 
that Pakistan has been an ally in the 
war on terror; however, it is necessary 
to urge President Bush to block these 
proposed arms sales for several rea- 
sons. 

A number of my colleagues and I 
were extremely disappointed to learn 
of the Major Non-NATO Alliance status 
that was bestowed upon Pakistan ear- 
lier this year because it allowed Paki- 
stan to purchase military equipment 
that is not normally sanctioned to a 
country that is not under democratic 
rule. Pakistan unfortunately continues 
to remain under military rule and is 
not taking meaningful steps to return 
to a democracy; and therefore I support 
democracy sanctions that will prohibit 
military assistance to Pakistan en- 
tirely. Moreover, I feel that it is un- 
precedented for the Pentagon to be en- 
gaging in weapon sales with Pakistan 
due to its political instability. 
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Mr. Speaker, the Bush administra- 
tion’s policies with respect to military 
assistance and now military sales to 
Pakistan are contributing to increased 
security concerns throughout South 
Asia and particularly to India. А1- 
though Pakistan has been an ally in 
the global war on terror, Pakistan has 
not taken steps to end terrorism in its 
own backyard, and foreign military as- 
sistance to Pakistan has oftentimes 
been used against India. 

I sent a letter today, Mr. Speaker, to 
President Bush urging him to reexam- 
ine the interests and priorities of the 
United States and to take a strong po- 
sition against selling arms to Pakistan 
both now and in the future. The Pen- 
tagon is still in the proposed phase of 
selling these weapons to Pakistan. I 
urge my colleagues to block this inap- 
propriate and unnecessary arms sales 
to Pakistan. 

Mr. Speaker, the Bush administra- 
tion and this Congress should be pro- 
moting peace in South Asia, not a war 
between Pakistan and India. 


Á 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted to: 

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD (at the re- 
quest of Ms. PELOSI) for today on ac- 
count of business in the district. 

Mr. WELLER (at the request of Mr. 
DELAY) for today and the balance of 
the week on account of his wedding. 


SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 


By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis- 
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re- 
quest of Mr. PALLONE) to revise and ex- 
tend their remarks and include extra- 
neous material:) 

Mr. SCHIFF, for 5 minutes, today. 

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. BROWN of Ohio, for 5 minutes, 
today. 

Ms. NORTON, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. STUPAK, for 5 minutes, today. 

Mr. PALLONE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DAvIs of Illinois, for 5 minutes, 
today. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, for 5 
minutes, today. 

Ms. DELAURO, for 5 minutes, today. 


или 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


Mr. Trandahl, Clerk of the House, re- 
ported and found truly enrolled bills of 
the House of the following titles, which 
were thereupon signed by the Speaker: 

H.R. 1284. An act to amend the Reclama- 
tion Projects Authorization and Adjustment 
Act of 1992 to increase the Federal share of 
the costs of the San Gabriel Basin dem- 
onstration project. 

H.R. 4794. An act to amend the Tijuana 
River Valley Estuary and Beach Sewage 
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Cleanup Act of 2000 to extend the authoriza- 
tion of appropriations, and for other pur- 
poses. 

H.R. 5245. An act to extend the liability in- 
demnification regime for the commercial 
space transportation industry. 

H.R. 5213. An act to expand research infor- 
mation regarding multidisciplinary research 
projects and epidemiological studies. 

H.R. 5163. An act to amend title 49, United 
States Code, to provide the Department of 
Transportation a more focused research or- 
ganization with an emphasis on innovative 
technology, and for other purposes. 


SENATE ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


The SPEAKER announced his signa- 
ture to enrolled bills of the Senate of 
the following titles: 


S. 434. An act to authorize the Secretary of 
Agriculture to sell or exchange all or part of 
certain parcels of National Forest System 
land in the State of Idaho and use the pro- 
ceeds derived from the sale or exchange for 
National Forest System purposes. 

S. 1446. An act to implement the rec- 
ommendations of the Garrison Unit Joint 
Tribal Advisory Committee by providing au- 
thorization for the construction of a rural 
health care facility on the Fort Berthold In- 
dian Reservation, North Dakota. 

S. 1241. An act to establish the Kate 
Mullany National Historic Site in the State 
of New York, and for other purposes. 

б. 1727. An act to authorize additional ap- 
propriations for the Reclamation Safety of 
Dams Act of 1978. 

S. 2042. An act for the relief of Rocco A. 
Trescota of Fort Lauderdale, Florida. 

S. 2214. An act to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
3150 Great Northern Avenue in Missoula, 
Montana, as the ‘‘Mike Mansfield Post Of- 
fice". 

S. 2302. An act to improve access to physi- 
cians in medically underserved areas. 

S. 2484. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to simplify and improve pay 
provisions for physicians and dentists and to 
authorize alternate work schedules and exec- 
utive pay for nurses, and for other purposes. 

S. 2640. An act to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
1050 North Hills Boulevard in Reno, Nevada, 
as the “Guardians of Freedom Memorial 
Post Office Building" and to authorize the 
installation of a plaque at such site, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 2693. An act to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
1475 Western Avenue, Suite 45, Albany, New 
York, as the “Lieutenant John F. Finn Post 
Office." 

S. 2965. An act to amend the Livestock 
Mandatory Price Reporting Act of 1999 to 
modify the termination date for mandatory 
price reporting. 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord- 
ingly (at 11 o'clock and 55 minutes 
p.m.), the House adjourned until to- 
morrow, Friday, November 19, 2004, at 9 
a.m. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 


Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

10904. A letter from the Deputy Associate 
Administrator, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting the Agency's final 
rule—Glyphosate; Pesticide Tolerance [OPP- 
2004-0323; FRL-7683-9] received November 15, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

10905. A letter from the Deputy Associate 
Administrator, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting the Agency's final 
rule—Mepanipyrim; Pesticide Tolerances 
[OPP-2004-0299; FRL-7681-8] received October 
18, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

10906. A letter from the Deputy Associate 
Administrator, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting the Agency's final 
rule—Cyprodinil; Pesticide Tolerances ГОРР- 
2004-0327; FRL-7682-1] received October 18, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

10907. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Defense, transmitting a letter on the 
approved retirement of Lieutenant General 
Edward Soriano, United States Army, and 
his advancement to the grade of lieutenant 
general on the retired list; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

10908. A letter from the Deputy Chief of 
Naval Operations (Manpower and Personnel), 
Department of Defense, transmitting notifi- 
cation of à decision to implement perform- 
ance by the Most Efficient Organization 
(MEO) for the Physical Distribution in 
Bremerton, WA (initiative number 
NC20000784); to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

10909. A letter from the Acting Under Sec- 
retary for Acquisition, Technology, and Lo- 
gistics, Department of Defense, transmitting 
the Department's report on the amount of 
purchases from foreign entities for Fiscal 
Year 2003, pursuant to Public Law 107-248, 
section 8033(b); to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

10910. A letter from the Acting Under Sec- 
retary for Acquisition, Technology, and Lo- 
gistics, Department of Defense, transmitting 
the Department's Strategic Plan for Corro- 
sion Prevention and Mitigation, pursuant to 
Public Law 107-314, section 1067; to the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services. 

10911. A letter from the Comptroller, De- 
partment of Defense, transmitting the De- 
partment's quarterly report as of September 
30, 2004, entitled, Acceptance of contribu- 
tions for defense programs, projects and ac- 
tivities; Defense Cooperation Account," pur- 
suant to 10 U.S.C. 2608; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

10912. A letter from the Administrator, 
Rural Housing Service, Department of Agri- 
culture, transmitting the Department's 
*Major" final rule—Reinventionof the Sec- 
tions 514, 515, 516, and 521 Multi-Family 
Housing Programs (RIN: 0575-AC13) received 
November 15, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

10918. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Education, transmitting the annual 
report of the National Advisory Committee 
on Institutional Quality and Integrity for 
Fiscal Year 2004, pursuant to 20 U.S.C. 
1145(e); to the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. 

10914. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Health and Human Services, trans- 
mitting the Department's report on the 
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Community Services Block Grant Discre- 
tionary Activities: Community Economic 
Development Program (CEDP) Projects 
Funded During Fiscal Year 2000; to the Com- 
mittee on Education and the Workforce. 

10915. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Secretary for Legislative Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting a preliminary 
report on the Department’s Alternative Fuel 
Vehicle (AFV) program for FY 2004, pursuant 
to Public Law 105-388 42 U.S.C. 18211-18219; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

10916. A letter from the Deputy Associate 
Administrator, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting the Agency’s final 
rule—Revisions to the California State Im- 
plementation Plan, Imperial County Air Pol- 
lution Control District [CA 309-0468a; FRL- 
7834-3] received November 15, 2004, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

10917. A letter from the Deputy Associate 
Administrator, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting the Agency’s final 
rule—Interim Final Determination to Stay 
Sanctions, Imperial County Air Pollution 
Control District [CA 309-0468c; FRL-7834-5] 
received November 15, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

10918. A letter from the Deputy Associate 
Administrator, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting the Agency's final 
rule—Corrections to the California State Im- 
plementation Plan [CA120-REC; FRL-7837-9] 
received November 15, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

10919. A letter from the Deputy Associate 
Administrator, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting the Agency’s final 
rule—Approval and Promulgation of Plan 
Revisions; Indiana [R05-OAR-2004-IN-0002; 
FRL-7826-8] received October 28, 2004, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

10920. A letter from the Deputy Associate 
Administrator, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting the Agency's final 
rule—Approval and Promulgation of 
Implmentation Plans; Texas; Memorandum 
of Agreement between Texas Council on En- 
vironmental Quality and the North Central 
Texas Council of Governments Providing 
Emissions Offsets to Dallas Fort Worth 
International Airport  [R06-OAR-2004-TX- 
0002; FRL-7830-8] received October 28, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

10921. A letter from the Deputy Associate 
Administrator, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting the Agency's final 
rule—Approval and Promulgation of Imple- 
mentation Plans; State Of Missouri; Des- 
ignation of Areas for Air Quality Planning 
Purposes, Iron County; Arcadia and Liberty 
Townships [R07-OAR-2004-MO-003; FRL-7831- 
1] received October 28, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

10922. A letter from the Deputy Associate 
Administrator, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting the Agency's final 
rule—Approval and Promulgation of Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; Idado; Cor- 
recting Amendments [ID-02-008; FRL-7825-3] 
received October 28, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

10923. A letter from the Deputy Associate 
Administrator, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting the Agency’s final 
rule—Revisions to the California State Im- 
plementation Plan, San Joaquin Valley Uni- 
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fied Air Pollution Control District [CA 307- 
0464a; FRL-7818-6] received October 18, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

10924. A letter from the Deputy Associate 
Administrator, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting the Agency’s final 
rule—Revisions to the California State Im- 
plementation Plan, Bay Area Air Quality 
Management District [CA284-0462; FRL-7811— 
2] received October 21, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

10925. A letter from the Deputy Associate 
Administrator, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting the Agency’s final 
rule—National Environmental Performance 
Track Program; Corrections [OA-2004-0004; 
FRL-7830-1] (RIN: 2090-AA13) received Octo- 
ber 21, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

10926. A letter from the Deputy Associate 
Administrator, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting the Agency's final 
rule—Clean Air Act Approval and Promulga- 
tion of Air Quality Implementation Plan Re- 
vision for North Dakota; Revisions to the 
Air Pollution Control Rules; Delegation of 
Authority for New Source Performance 
Standards [ND-0001-0011; FRL-7823-2] re- 
ceived October 21, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

10927. A letter from the Deputy Associate 
Administrator, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting the Agency’s final 
rule—Approval and Promulgation of Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; West Vir- 
ginia; Determination of Attainment and Re- 
designation of the City of Weirton PM10 
Nonattainment Area to Attainment and Ap- 
proval of the Maintenance Plan [R08-AOR- 
2004-WV-0001; FRL-7821-4] received October 
21, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

10928. A letter from the Deputy Associate 
Administrator, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting the Agency’s final 
rule—Approval and Promulgation of Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; Pennsyl- 
vania VOC and NOx RACT Determinations 
for National Fuel Gas Supply Corporation 
[PA208-4231; FRL-7822-5] received October 21, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

10929. A letter from the Deputy Associate 
Administrator, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting the Agency’s final 
rule—Approval and Promulgation of Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; Maryland; 
Redesignation of Kent and Queen Anne’s 
Counties Ozone Nonattainment Area to At- 
tainment and Approval of the Area’s Mainte- 
nance Plan [MD160-3113; FRL-7821-1] ге- 
ceived October 21, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

10930. A letter from the Deputy Associate 
Administrator, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting the Agency’s final 
rule—Approval and Promulgation of Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; Maryland; 
Control of VOC Emissions from Yeast Manu- 
facturing [MD170-3113a; FRL-7819-7] received 
October 21, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

10931. A letter from the Deputy Associate 
Administrator, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting the Agency's final 
rule—Approval and Promulgation of Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; Colorado; 
Designation of Areas for Air Quality Plan- 
ning Purposes, Steamboat Springs [CO-001- 
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0077a; FRL-7815-5] received October 21, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

10932. A letter from the Deputy Director, 
Defense Security Cooperation Agency, trans- 
mitting notification concerning the Depart- 
ment of the Navy's Proposed Letter(s) of 
Offer and Acceptance (LOA) to Pakistan for 
defense articles and services (Transmittal 
No. 05-05), pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2776(b); to 
the Committee on International Relations. 

10933. A letter from the Deputy Director, 
Defense Security Cooperation Agency, trans- 
mitting notification concerning the Depart- 
ment of the Army's Proposed Letter(s) of 
Offer and Acceptance (LOA) to the United 
Arab Emirates for defense articles and serv- 
ices (Transmittal No. 05-09), pursuant to 22 
U.S.C. 2776(b); to the Committee on Inter- 
national Relations. 

10934. A letter from the Deputy Director, 
Defense Security Cooperation Agency, trans- 
mitting notification concerning the Depart- 
ment of the Army's Proposed Letter(s) of 
Offer and Acceptance (LOA) to Pakistan for 
defense articles and services (Transmittal 
No. 05-06), pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2776(b); to 
the Committee on International Relations. 

10935. A letter from the Deputy Director, 
Defense Security Cooperation Agency, trans- 
mitting notification concerning the Depart- 
ment of the Navy's Proposed Letter(s) of 
Offer and Acceptance (LOA) to Pakistan for 
defense articles and services (Transmittal 
No. 05-07), pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2776(b); to 
the Committee on International Relations. 

10936. A letter from the Director, Inter- 
national Cooperation, Department of De- 
fense, transmitting Pursuant to Section 27(f) 
of the Arms Export Control Act and Section 
1(f) of Executive Order 11958, Transmittal No. 
13-04 informing of an intent to sign a Memo- 
randum of Understanding Concerning Land 
Battlespace Systems with the United King- 
dom, pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2767(f); to the 
Committee on International Relations. 

10937. A letter from the Director, Inter- 
national Cooperation, Department of De- 
fense, transmitting Pursuant to Section 27(f) 
of the Arms Export Control Act and Section 
1(f) of Executive Order 11958, Transmittal No. 
14-04 informing of an intent to sign a Memo- 
randum of Understanding Concerning De- 
fense Space Cooperation with Turkey, pursu- 
ant to 22 U.S.C. 2767(f); to the Committee on 
International Relations. 

10938. A letter from the Assistant Sec- 
retary for Legislative Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting certification of a pro- 
posed manufacturing license agreement for 
the manufacture of significant military 
equipment abroad with Poland (Transmittal 
No. DDTC 082-04), pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 
2776(d); to the Committee on International 
Relations. 

10939. A letter from the Assistant Sec- 
retary for Legislative Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting the annual report of the 
activities of the United Nations and of the 
participation of the United States therein 
during the calendar year 2003, pursuant to 22 
U.S.C. 287b; to the Committee on Inter- 
national Relations. 

10940. A letter from the Assistant Legal 
Adviser for Treaty Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting Copies of international 
agreements, other than treaties, entered into 
by the United States, pursuant to 1 U.S.C. 
112b(a); to the Committee on International 
Relations. 

10941. A letter from the Deputy Secretary, 
Department of the Treasury, transmitting as 
required by section 401(c) of the National 
Emergency Act, 50 U.S.C. 1641(c), and section 
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204(c) of the International Emergency Eco- 
nomic Powers Act, 50 U.S.C. 1703(с), and pur- 
suant to Executive Order 13338 of May 11, 
2004, a six-month periodic report on the na- 
tional emergency with respect to Syria that 
was declared in Executive Order 13338 of May 
11, 2004; to the Committee on International 
Relations. 

10942. A letter from the Deputy Secretary, 
Department of the Treasury, transmitting as 
required by section 204(c) of the Inter- 
national Emergency Economic Powers Act, 
50 U.S.C. 1703(с), and pursuant to Executive 
Order 13813 of July 31, 2008, a six-month peri- 
odic report on the national emergency with 
respect to Iran that was declared in Execu- 
tive Order 12170 of November 14, 1979; to the 
Committee on International Relations. 

109483. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Secretary for Legislative Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting the Depart- 
ment's final rule— Amendment to the Inter- 
national Traffic in Arms Regulations: Reg- 
istration Fee Change (RIN: 1400-AB97) re- 
ceived November 15, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
International Relations. 

10944. A letter from the Chairman, Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve System, 
transmitting the semiannual report on the 
activities of the Office of Inspector General 
for the six-month period ending September 
30, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen. 
Act) section 5(b); to the Committee on Gov- 
ernment Reform. 

10945. A letter from the Chairman, Broad- 
casting Board of Governors, transmitting in 
accordance with the requirements of the Ac- 
countability of Tax Dollars Act of 2002 (Pub. 
L. 107-289), the Board's FY 2004 Performance 
and Accountability Report; to the Com- 
mittee on Government Reform. 

10946. A letter from the Chairman, Con- 
sumer Product Safety Commission, trans- 
mitting the Commission's FY 2004 Perform- 
ance and Accountability Report; to the Com- 
mittee on Government Reform. 

10947. A letter from the Chief Financial Of- 
ficer and Assistant Secretary for Adminis- 
tration, Department of Commerce, transmit- 
ting in accordance with Section 647(b) of Di- 
vision F of the Consolidated Appropriations 
Act, FY 2004, Pub. L. 108-199, and the Office 
of Management and Budget Memorandum 04- 
07, the Department's report on competitive 
Sourcing efforts for FY 2003; to the Com- 
mittee on Government Reform. 

10948. A letter from the Chief Financial Of- 
ficer and Assistant Secretary for Adminis- 
tration, Department of Commerce, transmit- 
ting an inventory of functions performed by 
the Department that are not inherently gov- 
ernmental after the inventory has been re- 
viewed by the Office of Management and 
Budget; to the Committee on Government 
Reform. 

10949. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Energy, transmitting the Depart- 
ment's Performance and Accountability Re- 
port for FY 2004; to the Committee on Gov- 
ernment Reform. 

10950. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Housing and Urban Development, 
transmitting the Department's FY 2004 Re- 
port on Performance and Accountability; to 
the Committee on Government Reform. 

10951. A letter from the Attorney General, 
Department of Justice, transmitting the De- 
partment’s FY 2004 Performance and Ac- 
countability Report; to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

10952. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Transportation, transmitting the 
Secretary's Management Report on Manage- 
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ment Decisions and Final Actionson Office of 
Inspector General Audit Recommendations 
for the period ending March 31, 2004, pursu- 
ant to 31 U.S.C. 9106; to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

10953. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Transportation, transmitting the 
Department's FY 2004 Performance and Ac- 
countability Report; to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

10954. A letter from the Chairman, Federal 
Communieations Commission, transmitting 
the Commission's Fiscal Year 2004 Perform- 
ance and Accountability Report required 
under the Accountability for Tax Dollars Act 
of 2002; to the Committee on Government Re- 
form. 

10955. A letter from the Chairman, Na- 
tional Endowment for the Arts, transmitting 
pursuant to the Accountability of Tax Dol- 
lars Act of 2002" and related guidance from 
the Office of Management and Budget, the 
Endowment's Performance and  Account- 
ability Report for FY 2004; to the Committee 
on Government Reform. 

10956. A letter from the Chairman, Na- 
tional Endowment for the Humanities, trans- 
mitting the Endowment's inventory of ac- 
tivities as required by OMB Circular A-76 
and the Federal Activities Inventory Reform 
Act; to the Committee on Government Re- 
form. 

10957. A letter from the Chairman, Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, transmitting the 
FY 2004 Performance and Accountability Re- 
port, prepared in accordance with the Re- 
ports Consolidation Act of 2000 and the Gov- 
ernment Performance and Results Act of 
1993; to the Committee on Government Re- 
form. 

10958. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Management and Budget, transmitting a re- 
port entitled ‘‘Statistical Programs of the 
United States Government: Fiscal Year 
2005," pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 3504(e)(2); to the 
Committee on Government Reform. 

10959. A letter from the Board Members, 
Railroad Retirement Board, transmitting a 
copy of the Board’s Performance and Ac- 
countability Report for Fiscal Year 2004, in- 
cluding the Office of Inspector General’s 
Auditor’s Report, Report on Internal Con- 
trol, and Report on Compliance with Laws 
and Regulations; to the Committee on Gov- 
ernment Reform. 

10960. A letter from the Commissioner, So- 
cial Security Administration, transmitting 
the Administration’s Fiscal Year 2004 Per- 
formance and Accountability Report; to the 
Committee on Government Reform. 

10961. A letter from the Director, Trade and 
Development Agency, transmitting the 
Agency’s annual financial audit for FY 2004, 
pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2421(e)(2); to the Com- 
mittee on Government Reform. 

10962. A letter from the Executive Director, 
United States Access Board, transmitting 
the Board’s consolidated report for the In- 
spector General Act and the Federal Finan- 
cial Manager's Integrity Act, pursuant to 
(102 Stat. 2525); to the Committee on Govern- 
ment Reform. 

10963. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting the study, 
findings, and report for the Squirrel River in 
Alaska, consistent with section 5(a) of the 
Wild and Scenic Rivers Act, Public Law 90- 
542, as amended; (H. Doc. No. 108-235); to the 
Committee on Resources and ordered to be 
printed. 

10964. A letter from the Federal Registrar 
Liason Officer, Office of Surface Mining, De- 
partment of the Interior, transmitting the 
Department’s final rule—Coal Production 
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Fees (RIN: 1029-AC46) received October 27, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Resources. 

10965. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Office of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule—Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Pollock in Statistical Area 
610 of the Gulf of Alaska [Docket No. 
031126297-3297-01; I.D. 100704A] received Octo- 
ber 20, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Resources. 

10966. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Office of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule—Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Pacific Cod by Vessels 
Catching Pacific Cod for Processing by the 
Inshore Component in the Central Regu- 
latory Area of the Gulf of Alaska [Docket 
No. 031125292-4061-02; I.D. 092404A] received 
October 12, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Resources. 

10967. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Administrator for Regulatory Programs, 
NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, transmitting the Adminis- 
tration's final rule—Fisheries Off West Coast 
States and in the Western Pacific; Pacific 
Coast Groundfish Fishery; Amendment 16-3; 
Corrections [Docket No. 040618188-4265-02; 
I.D. 061404A] (RIN: 0648-AS26) received Octo- 
ber 12, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Resources. 

10968. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Office of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration's final 
rule—Fisheries of the Caribbean, Gulf of 
Mexico, and South Atlantic; Coastal Migra- 
tory Pelagic Resources of the Gulf of Mexico 
and South Atlantic; Closure [Docket No. 
001005281-0369-02; I.D. 101804C] received No- 
vember 1, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(а)(1)(А); to the Committee on Resources. 

10969. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Office of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration's final 
rule—Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Pollock in Statistical Area 
630 of the Gulf of Alaska [Docket No. 
031126297-3297-01; I.D. 100604A] received Octo- 
ber 20, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Resources. 

10970. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, National Oce- 
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans- 
mitting the Administration's final rule—Pa- 
cific Halibut Fisheries; Oregon Sport Fish- 
eries [Docket No. 040209049-4117-02; I.D. 
091404G] received October 12, 2004, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Resources. 

10971. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Office of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule—Fisheries of the Northeastern United 
States; Atlantic Surfclam and Ocean Quahog 
Fishery; Suspension of Minimum Surfclam 
Size for 2005 [Docket No. 091015257-3308-02; 
I.D. 092804B] received October 12, 2004, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Resources. 

10972. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Office of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule—Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Reallocation of Pacific Cod 
in the Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands Man- 
agement Area [Docket No. 081124287-4060-02; 
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I.D. 101504B] received October 28, 2004, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Resources. 

10973. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Office of Sustianable Fisheries, NMFS, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule—Fisheries of the Exclusive Zone Off 
Alaska; ‘‘Other Species" in the Bering Sea 
and Aleutian Islands [Docket No. 031124287- 
4060-02; I.D. 10504A] received October 28, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Resources. 

10974. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Administrator for Regulatory Programs; 
NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, transmitting the Adminis- 
tration’s final rule—Fisheries of the North- 
eastern United States; Summer Flounder, 
Scup, and Black Sea Bass Fisheries; Frame- 
work Adjustment 5 [Docket No. 040804226- 
4278-02; I.D. 071904C] (RIN: 0648-AR50) re- 
ceived November 5, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Resources. 

10975. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Office of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule—Fisheries of the Caribbean, Gulf of 
Mexico, and South Atlantic; Reef Fish Fish- 
ery of the Gulf of Mexico; Closure of the Rec- 
reational Red Snapper Component П.р. 
101904A] received November 15, 2004, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Resources. 

10976. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Administrator for Regulatory Programs, 
NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, transmitting the Adminis- 
tration’s final rule—Fisheries off West Coast 
States and in the Western Pacific; Coastal 
Pelagic Species Fisheries; Annual Specifica- 
tions [Docket Мо. 040706201-4279-02; I.D. 
060204F] (RIN: 0648-AR97) received November 
15, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Resources. 

10977. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Administrator for Regulatory Programs, 
NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, transmitting the Adminis- 
tration’s final rule—Fisheries of the Exclu- 
sive Economic Zone Off Alaska; Revisions to 
the Annual Harvest Specifications Process 
for the Groundfish Fisheries of the Gulf of 
Alaska and the Bering Sea and Aleutian Is- 
lands Management Area [Docket No. 
040713206-4292-02; I.D. 070704F] (RIN: 0648- 
ARTT) received November 15, 2004, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Resources. 

10978. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Office of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule—Fisheries of the Northeastern United 
States; Atlantic Mackeral, Squid, and 
Butterfish Fisheries; Inseason Adjustment of 
the Quater ІП Fishery of Loligo Squid 
[Docket No. 031104274-4011-02; І.О. 071604E] 
received November 15, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Re- 
Sources. 

10979. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Office of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration's final 
rule—Fisheries of the Northeastern United 
States; Tilefish Fishery; Quota Harvested for 
Part-time Category [Docket No. 040122024- 
4105-02; I.D. 092104C] received November 15, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Resources. 

10980. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Office of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na- 
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tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule—Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conserva- 
tion and Management Act Provisions; Fish- 
eries of the Northeastern United States; 
Northeastern (NE) Multispecies Fishery; Clo- 
sure of the Eastern U.S./Canada Area and 
Prohibition of Harvesting, Processing, or 
Landing of Yellowtail Flounder from the 
U.S./Canada Management Area [Docket No. 
040112010-414-02; I.D. 093004C] received Octo- 
ber 18, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Resources. 

10981. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Office of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration's final 
rule—Fisheries of the Exclusive Zone Off 
Alaska; Groundfish Fisheries by Vessels 
Using Hook-and-Line Gear in the Gulf of 
Alaska [Docket No. 031125292-4061-02; I.D. 
093004D] received October 18, 2004, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Resources. 

10982. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Office of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration's final 
rule—Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Pollock in Statistical Area 
630 of the Gulf of Alaska [Docket No. 
031125292-4061-02; I.D. 093004E] received Octo- 
ber 18, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Resources. 

10983. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Office of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration's final 
rule—Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Atka Mackeral in the West- 
ern Aleutian District of the Bering Sea and 
Aleutian Islands [Docket No. 081124287-4060- 
02; I.D. 093004F] received October 18, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Resources. 

10984. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Office of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration's final 
rule—Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Pollock in Statistical Area 
610 of the Gulf of Alaska [Docket No. 
031125292-4061-02; I.D. 100504B] received Octo- 
ber 18, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Resources. 

10985. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Office of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration's final 
rule—Fisheries Off West Coast States and in 
the Western Pacific; Pacific Coast Ground- 
fish; Annual Specifications and Managemetn 
Measures; Inseason Adjustments [Docket No. 
031216314-3314-01; I.D. 092904C] received Octo- 
ber 20, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Resources. 

10986. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Health and Human Services, trans- 
mitting the thirty-sixth in a series of reports 
on refugee resettlement in the United States 
covering the period October 1, 2001 through 
September 30, 2002, pursuant to 8 U.S.C. 
1523(a); to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

10987. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Secretary for Legislative Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule—Documentation of Non- 
immigrants Under the Immigration and Na- 
tionality Act, as Amended-Student and Ex- 
change Visitor Information System 
(SEVIS)—received November 15, 2004, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

10988. A letter from the Chair of the Com- 
mittee on the Budget and Secretary, Judicial 
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Conference of the United States, transmit- 
ting a letter asking that the judiciary be 
Specifically exempted from any across-the- 
board reductions that may be considered 
during the FY 2005 Appropriations Process; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

10989. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting the Department's final rule—Air- 
worthiness Directives; Hoffman Propeller 
GmbH & Co KG Models HO-V343 and HO- 
V3843K Propellers [Docket No. FAA-2004- 
18958; Directorate Identifier 2004-NE-32-AD; 
Amendment 39-18778; AD 2004-18-01] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received October 18, 2004, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

10990. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting the Department's final rule—Air- 
worthiness Directives; Boeing Model 777 Se- 
ries Airplanes [Docket No. 2002-NM-350-AD; 
Amendment 39-13777; AD 2004-17-05] (RIN: 
2120-А А64) received October 18, 2004, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

10991. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting the Department's final rule—Air- 
worthiness Directives; McDonnell Douglas 
Model DC-9-14, DC-9-15, and DC-9-15F Air- 
planes; and Model DC-9-20, DC-9-30, DC-9-40, 
and DC-9-50 Series Airplanes [Docket No. 
2002-NM-345-AD; Amendment 39-13789; AD 
2004-18-11] (RIN: 2120-А А64) received October 
18, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
Structure. 

10992. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting the Department's final rule—Airport 
Noise Compatibility Planning [Docket No. 
FAA-2004-19158; Amendment 150-14] (RIN: 
2120-A137) received October 18, 2004, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

10998. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting the Department's final rule—Picture 
Identification Requirements [Docket No. 
FAA-2002-11666; Amendment No. 61-107] 
(RIN: 2120-AH76) received October 18, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on "Transportation and Infrastruc- 
ture. 

10994. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting the Department's final rule—Flight 
Limitation in the Proximity of Space Flight 
Operations [Docket No. FAA-2004-19246; 
Amendment Nos. 91-284] (RIN: 2120-А140) ге- 
ceived October 18, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

10995. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting the Department's final rule—Prohi- 
bition Against Certain Flights Between the 
United States and Libya [Docket No. FAA- 
2004-19316; Special Aviation Regulation 
(SFAR) Хо. 65-1] (RIN: 2120-А146) received 
October 18, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

10996. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting the Department’s final rule—Civil 
Penalty Assessment Procedures [Docket No. 
27854; Amendment No. 13-32] (RIN: 2120-A E84) 
received October 18, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

10997. A letter from the Senior Attorney, 
RSPA, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting the Department’s final rule—Haz- 
ardous Materials Regulations; Compatibility 
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with the Regulations of the International 
Atomic Energy Agency; Correction; Final 
Rule [Docket No. RSPA-99-6283 (HM-230)] 
(RIN: 21837-AD40) received October 18, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc- 
ture. 

10998. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting the Department’s final rule—Air- 
worthiness Directives; Bombardier Model 
DHC-8-102, –103, -106, –201, -202, -301, -311, and 
-815 Airplanes [Docket No. 2002-NM-338-AD; 
Amendment 39-13788; AD 2004-18-10] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received October 18, 2004, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

10999. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting the Department's final rule—Air- 
worthiness Directives; Bombardier Model 
DHC-8-311 Airplanes [Docket Мо. FAA-2004- 
18563; Directorate Identifier 2002-NM-98-AD; 
Amendment 39-13783; AD 2004-18-05] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received October 18, 2004, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

11000. A letter from the Administrator, 
Federal Aviation Administration, Depart- 
ment of Transportation, transmitting the 
Department's report entitled, ‘‘Report to 
Congress-Part 185 Air Taxi Operators 
Study," as required by the Aviation Invest- 
ment and Reform Act of the 21st Century 
under Section 735; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

11001. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting the Department's final rule—Air- 
worthiness Directives; McDonnell Douglas 
Model MD-10-10F, MD-10-30F, MD-11, MD- 
11F, and 717-200 Airplanes [Docket No. FAA- 
2004-19017; Directorate Identifier 2004-ММ- 
144-AD; Amendment 39-13782; AD 2004-18-04] 
(RIN: 2120-А А64) received October 18, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc- 
ture. 

11002. A letter from the Deputy Assiociate 
Administrator, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting the Agency’s final 
rule—Water Quality Standards for Coastal 
and Great Lakes Recreation Waters [OW- 
2004-0010; FRL-7837-5] (RIN: 2040-AE63] re- 
ceived November 15, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

11003. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting an Agree- 
ment between the United States of America 
and Japan on Social Security, with a prin- 
cipal agreement and an administrative ar- 
rangement, both signed at Washington on 
February 19, 2004, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 
433(e)(1); (H. Doc. No. 108-234); to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means and ordered to be 
printed. 

11004. A letter from the United States 
Trade Representative, Executive Office of 
the President, transmitting a report on the 
intent to initiate negotiations for a free 
trade agreement between the United States 
and the United Arab Emirates, pursuant to 
Section 2104(a)(1) of the Trade Act of 2002; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

11005. A letter from the United States 
Trade Representative, Executive Office of 
the President, transmitting a report on the 
intent to initiate negotiations for a free 
trade agreement between the United States 
and the Sultanate of Oman, pursuant to Sec- 
tion 2104(a)(1) of the Trade Act of 2002; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

11006. A letter from the Acting Secretary 
of the Army and Secretary of Agriculture, 
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Departments of the Army and Agricutlure, 
transmitting notice of intention of the De- 
partments of the Army and Agriculture to 
interchange jurisdiction of Army and Na- 
tional Forest lands at the Joint Readiness 
Training Center (JRTC) and Fort Polk, Lou- 
isiana and the Kisatchie National Forest, 
Louisiana, pursuant to 16 U.S.C. 505a (70 
Stat. 656); jointly to the Committees on 
Armed Services and Agriculture. 

11007. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Health and Human Services, trans- 
mitting the report to Congress on Standards 
for Supervision of Physical Therapist Assist- 
ants (PTAs) and the Implications of Elimi- 
nating the “Регзопа1" PTA Supervision Re- 
quirements on the Finanical Caps for Medi- 
care Therapy Services, requested by Con- 
gress in Appendix F, Section 421 of Pub. L. 
106-554; jointly to the Committees on Energy 
and Commerce and Ways and Means. 

11008. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Health and Human Services, trans- 
mitting three documents in response to re- 
quests for reports to Congress on outpatient 
therapy services mandated or modified in 
Section 4541(d)(2) of Pub. L. 105-22, Balanced 
Budget Act of 1997 (BBA), Sections 221(c) and 
(d) of Pub. L. 106-118, Balanced Budget Re- 
finement Act of 1999 (BBRA), Section 421(b) 
of Pub. L. 105-551, Medicare, Medicaid, and 
SCHIP Benefits Improvement and Protection 
Act (BIPA) of 2000, and Section 624(b) of Pub. 
L. 108-173, Medicare Prescription Drug, Im- 
provement, and Modernization Act of 2008 
(MMA); jointly to the Committees on Energy 
and Commerce and Ways and Means. 

11009. A letter from the Assistant Sec- 
retary of the Army for Civil Works, Depart- 
ment of Defense, transmitting a determina- 
tion that there exists an emergency need for 
an outlet for Devils Lake, North Dakota, as 
defined by Section 102 of the Robert T. Staf- 
ford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assist- 
ance Act, Pub. L. 93-288; jointly to the Com- 
mittees on Transportation and Infrastruc- 
ture and Appropriations. 


E EE 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 


Mr. OXLEY: Committee on Financial Serv- 
ices. H.R. 4634. A bill to extend the terrorism 
insurance program of the Department of the 
Treasury; with an amendment (Rept. 108- 
780). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State on the Union. 

Mr. SESSIONS: Committee on Rules. 
House Resolution 858. Resolution waiving 
points of order against the conference report 
to accompany the bill (H.R. 1350) to reau- 
thorize the Individuals with Disabilities Edu- 
cation Act, and for other purposes (Rept. 108- 
781). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SESSIONS: Committee on Rules. 
House Resolution 859. Resolution providing 
for consideration of motions to suspend the 
rules (Rept. 108-782). Referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. LINDER: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 860. Resolution waiving a require- 
ment of clause 6(a) of rule XIII with respect 
to consideration of certain resolutions re- 
ported from the Committee on Rules (Rept. 
108-783). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mrs. MYRICK: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 861. Resolution waiving a require- 
ment of clause 6(a) of rule XIII with respect 
to consideration of certain resolutions re- 
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ported from the Committee on Rules (Rept. 
108-784). Referred to the House Calendar. 


EE 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. ROHRABACHER (for himself, 
Mr. BOEHLERT, and Mr. GORDON): 

H.R. 5382. A bill to promote the develop- 
ment of the emerging commercial human 
space flight industry, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Science. 


By Mr. RAHALL (for himself, Mr. 
COSTELLO, Mr. BOUCHER, and Mr. 
STRICKLAND): 


H.R. 5383. A bill to clarify that certain coal 
industry health benefits may not be modified 
or terminated; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BRADY of Texas (for himself, 
Mr. BAIRD, Mr. BARTON of Texas, Mr. 
BELL, Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. BILIRAKIS, 
Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. BONILLA, Mr. 
Воур, Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of 
Florida, Mr. BURGESS, Mr. CARTER, 
Mr. COOPER, Mrs. CUBIN, Mr. 
CULBERSON, Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee, 
Mr. DELAY, Mr. Dicks, Mr. DUNCAN, 
Ms. DUNN, Mr. EDWARDS, Mr. FORD, 
Mr. FOLEY, Mr. GIBBONS, Mr. GON- 
ZALEZ, Mr. GORDON, Ms. GRANGER, 
Mr. HALL, Ms. HARRIS, Mr. HASTINGS 
of Washington, Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. 
INSLEE, Mr. JENKINS, Mr. SAM JOHN- 
SON of Texas, Mr. MILLER of Florida, 
Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. PAUL, Mr. Ров- 
TER, Mr. PUTNAM, Mr. REYES, Mr. 
SANDLIN, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. SHAW, 
Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr. STEARNS, Mr. 
THORNBERRY, Mr. WAMP, and Mr. 
WELDON of Florida): 

H.R. 5384. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to make the allowance of 
the deduction of State and local general 
sales taxes in lieu of State and local income 
taxes permanent; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BOEHLERT: 

H.R. 5385. A bill to authorize the establish- 
ment of a Centennial Challenge Prize Pro- 
gram at the National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration; to the Committee on 
Science. 

By Mr. CONYERS: 

H.R. 5386. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to reform Federal Prison Indus- 
tries, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRANE: 

H.R. 5387. A bill to direct the Adminis- 
trator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency to provide remedial actions and 
other assistance to affected residents near 
the Wauconda Sand and Gravel Superfund 
Site; to the Committee on Energy and Com- 
merce, and in addition to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure, for a pe- 
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. EHLERS: 

H.R. 5388. A bill to establish an inter- 
agency aerospace revitalization task force to 
develop a national strategy for aerospace 
workforce cultivation, training, and recruit- 
ment; to the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. 

By Mr. GRAVES: 

H.R. 5389. A bill to amend title 23, United 

States Code, to establish requirements for 
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the operation of high occupancy vehicle fa- 
cilities on highways; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: 

H.R. 5390. A bill to amend title 3, United 
States Code, to revise the procedures for 
Presidential succession in the case of the 
death, resignation, removal from office, in- 
ability, or failure to qualify of the President, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Ms. SLAUGHTER: 

H.R. 5391. A bill to reduce sexual assault 
and domestic violence involving members of 
the Armed Forces and their family members 
and partners through enhanced programs of 
prevention and deterrence, enhanced pro- 
grams of victims services, and strengthened 
provisions for prosecution of assailants, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Armed Services, and in addition to the Com- 
mittees on the Judiciary, and Veterans’ Af- 
fairs, for a period to be subsequently deter- 
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con- 
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. STUPAK: 

H.R. 5392. A bill to authorize the use of a 
covered grant to provide a reasonable sti- 
pend to paid-on-call or volunteer first re- 
sponders for travel to or participation in 
training to prevent, prepare for, respond to, 
or mitigate terrorist attacks, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure, and in addition to 
the Committees on Energy and Commerce, 
and the Judiciary, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Ms. LOFGREN: 

H.J. Res. 112. A joint resolution proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States to abolish the Electoral Col- 
lege and to provide for the direct election of 
the President and Vice President of the 
United States; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: 

H.J. Res. 113. A joint resolution proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States relating to the process by 
which the House of Representatives chooses 
the President of the United States in the 
event no candidate receives a majority of the 
electoral votes; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. HEFLEY (for himself, Mrs. Jo 
ANN DAVIS of Virginia, Mr. SMITH of 
New Jersey, Mr. AKIN, Mr. BARTLETT 
of Maryland, Mr. TANCREDO, Mr. 
PAUL, Mr. GREEN of Wisconsin, Mr. 
BUYER, Mr. CALVERT, Mr. ADERHOLT, 
Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. WILSON of South 
Carolina, Mr. FEENEY, Mr. WICKER, 
Mr. HERGER, Mr. GREEN of Texas, Mr. 
JONES of North Carolina, Mr. KEN- 
NEDY of Minnesota, Mr. TIAHRT, Mr. 
BISHOP of Utah, Mr. SKELTON, Mr. 
SHERWOOD, and Мг. ROHRABACHER): 

H. Con. Res. 522. Concurrent resolution ex- 
pressing the sense of the Congress that the 
Department of Defense should continue to 
exercise its statutory authority to support 
the activities of the Boy Scouts of America, 
in particular the periodic national and world 
Boy Scout Jamborees; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


By Mr. ROHRABACHER: 

H. Con. Res. 523. Concurrent resolution 
strongly denouncing the danger of inter- 
national terrorism inspired by an apostate 
vision of Islam, one of the historic religions 
of the world; to the Committee on Inter- 
national Relations. 

By Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia 
(for herself, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, 
Mr. MCCOTTER, Mr. BLUMENAUER, and 
Mr. BURTON of Indiana): 

H. Res. 862. A resolution urging the Euro- 
pean Council to continue to maintain its em- 
bargo on the sales of arms to the People’s 
Republic of China; to the Committee on 
International Relations. 


e 


MEMORIALS 


Under clause 3 of rule XII, memorials 
were presented and referred as follows: 


459. The SPEAKER presented a memorial 
of the Senate of the State of Michigan, rel- 
ative to Senate Resolution No. 279 memori- 
alizing the Congress of the United States to 
enact the Specialty Crop Competitiveness 
Act; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

460. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, relative 
to Senate Concurrent Resolution No. 107 me- 
morializing the Congress of the United 
States to consign the public policy of the 
Legislature of Puerto Rico in facing and at- 
tending to the urgent need to review the po- 
litical relations between Puerto Rico and the 
United States through a Constitutional Con- 
vention on Status elected by the people in 
the exercise of the natural rights to self-de- 
termination and sovereignty, and to initiate 
its organizational process; to the Committee 
on Resources. 


-u 


ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions as follows: 

H.R. 962: Ms. PELOSI. 

H.R. 1205: Mr. JEFFERSON. 

H.R. 1306: Mr. FILNER. 


H.R. 1316: Mr. LANTOS, Mr. DICKS, Ms. 
JACKSON-LEE of Texas, and Mr. JACKSON of 
Illinois. 


H.R. 1431: Mr. NADLER. 

H.R. 1568: Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr. 
INSLEE, Ms. KAPTUR, Mrs. JOHNSON of Con- 
necticut, and Mr. GREEN of Wisconsin. 

. 1684: Mr. WATT and Ms. WATERS. 

. 1783: Mr. BURNS. 

. 2237: Mr. SWEENEY. 

. 2379: Mr. ALEXANDER and Mr. BUTTER- 


. 2414: 
. 2509: 
. 2560: 
. 2105: 
. 2185: 
. 2823: 
. 2824: 
. 9388: 


. BROWN of South Carolina. 
. DUNCAN. 
. BOUCHER. 
. FARR. 
. GIBBONS. 
. BOSWELL and Mr. CLAY. 
. MARSHALL. 
. ENGLISH. 
. 9476: Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. 
. 3484: Mr. NADLER. 
. 3602: Mr. HONDA. 
H.R. 3684: Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. JEF- 
FERSON, and Ms. CARSON of Indiana. 
H.R. 3859: Mr. CLYBURN and Mr. EVANS. 
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H.R. 3880: Mr. WEINER. 

H.R. 4002: Mr. DAVIS of Alabama. 

H.R. 4116: Mr. LIPINSKI. 

H.R. 4343: Mr. FLAKE. 

H.R. 4391: Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. FRANK of 
Massachusetts, and Mr. BLUMENAUER. 
. 4491: Mr. HINCHEY and Mr. SANDERS. 
. 4732: Ms. GRANGER. 
. 4888: Mrs. DAVIS of California. 
. 4900: Mr. SAXTON. 
. 4940: Mr. GERLACH. 
. 4957: Mr. DAVIS of Alabama. 
. 5063: Mr. PAYNE. 
. 5206: Mr. MEEK of Florida. 
. 5236: Mr. MILLER of Florida. 

H.R. 5244: Mr. DEFAZIO, Ms. DELAURO, and 
Mr. WAXMAN. 

H.R. 5252: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr. 
ALLEN, and Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 

H.R. 5261: Mr. KIND. 

H.R. 5292: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr. 
LANTOS, and Mr. SABO. 

H.R. 5935: Mr. STARK and Mr. MENENDEZ. 

H.R. 5374: Mrs. DAVIS of California, Ms. 
SoLIS, Ms. LINDA Т. SANCHEZ of California, 
Mr. THOMPSON of California, Mr. GEORGE 
MILLER of California, Mr. STARK, Mr. HONDA, 
Mr. SHERMAN, Ms. WATSON, Ms. WATERS, and 
Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. 

H. Con. Res. 521: Mr. HERGER. 

Н. Res. 853: Mr. Davis of Florida, Mr. 
HEFLEY, Mr. BARTON of Texas, and Mr. 
BRADY of Texas. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 3 of rule XII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the clerk's 
desk and referred as follows: 


120. The SPEAKER presented a petition of 
the Legislature of Orange County, New York, 
relative to Resolution No. 245 of 2004 peti- 
tioning the U.S. Department of Homeland 
Security, the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Com- 
mission, the Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion, and the New York State Office of 
Homeland Security to investigate and ad- 
dress safety issues at the Indian Point Power 
Plant; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

121. Also, à petition of the Association of 
Pacific Island Legislatures, relative to APIL 
Resolution No. 23-GA-18, CD1, supporting the 
cause of securing just compensation for vic- 
tims of radiation exposure as a consequence 
of activities related to the U.S. Govern- 
ment's nuclear tests in Micronesia; to the 
Committee on International Relations. 

122. Also, à petition of the Association of 
Pacific Island Legislatures, relative to APIL 
Resolution No. 23-GA-09, supporting the Gov- 
ernment and the people of the Republic of 
Kiribati for their efforts to address war rep- 
arations; to the Committee on International 
Relations. 

123. Also, a petition of the Enough is 
Enough Campaign, Chicago, IL, relative to a 
petition for investigation, indictment, and 
prosecution; to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 

124. Also, a petition of Mr. James N. 
Thivierge, a Citizen of Amesbury, MA, rel- 
ative to a petition to amend the Constitu- 
tion of the United States; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 


ILLEGAL IMMIGRATION—FRIEND 
OR FOE? 


HON. THOMAS G. TANCREDO 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, a friend of 
mine recently sent me an essay that his 
granddaughter drafted for her college English 
composition course on the issue of illegal im- 
migration. | was thoroughly impressed upon 
reading the article, written by a Ms. Karen 
Berg—so much so that | have decided to in- 
sert it into the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD so that 
other members might be able to review it. | 
would encourage them all to do so, Mr. 
Speaker, as it appears to me that this 19-year- 
old woman has a better grasp of this issue 
than many people—including opinion leaders 
on the subject—that | have met. 

ILLEGAL IMMIGRATION—FRIEND OR FOE? 

America, since its inception, has been 
viewed as a land of opportunity for those 
driven to find freedom from tyrannical rule, 
as well as those seeking to expand their 
wealth and influence. Today, little has 
changed with these motivations but much 
has changed in regard to the population, in- 
frastructure, and perception regarding the 
management of U.S. borders. This is a new 
era, where immigration control needs to be 
orchestrated more effectively than at any 
other time in America's history due to di- 
minishing resources, threats of terrorism, 
and the socio-economic imbalance that can 
result from unregulated influx. In regard to 
the later, it is believed that the immense and 
continuing immigration from Mexico is the 
single most immediate and most serious 
challenge to America's national identity. 
Therefore, the question arises; what are the 
true economic, social, and resultant political 
impacts of immigration, and in particular 
the unique issues and problems posed by con- 
temporary Hispanic immigration. 

When Vicente Fox was elected Mexican 
President, he ended the Institutional Revolu- 
tionary Party's, or PRI's, seventy-one year 
monopoly on executive power, thereby ele- 
vating hope for economic development (Wall 
3). Fox promised Mexicans an employment 
boost, as well as the eventual opening of the 
U.S.-Mexican border. However, if employ- 
ment opportunities increased, then the need 
for migration would decrease (Wall 3). In 
1994, the United States, Canada, and Mexico 
implemented NAFTA, the North American 
Free Trade Agreement. NAFTA promised 
hundreds of thousands of new high-wage 
jobs, an increase in living standards, im- 
proved environmental conditions in the U.S., 
Canada, and Mexico, and transformation of 
Mexico from a poor developing country into 
a booming new market for U.S. exports (The 
Mexican Economy, Agriculture and Environ- 
ment 1). Mexicans were promised that 
NAFTA would increase trade and investment 
inflows which would in return create better 
jobs, raise wages, and lift millions out of 
poverty (The Mexican Economy, Agriculture 


and Environment 2). Although NAFTA did 
stimulate trade, economic growth did not 
materialize. Fox had promised a 7 percent 
per year economic growth, but two and a 
half years after his inauguration, growth 
averaged less than 1 percent (Faux 2). From 
there, NAFTA concentrated economic 
growth along Mexico's northern border by 
opening factories called maquiladoras, which 
processed and assembled goods for the boom- 
ing U.S. consumer market, thereby doubling 
Mexican employment (Faux 3). But after the 
U.S. economy slowed down in 2000, employ- 
ment in maquiladoras decreased (Faux 3). 
Since then, hope that NAFTA would enable 
Mexican prosperity had vanished. Therefore, 
Mexican workers who could not support 
themselves in Mexico turned to the United 
States for greater opportunities. Currently, 
Fox is trying to convince U.S. President, 
George W. Bush, to ^liberalize migration, 
create guest-worker programs, and provide 
migrants with civil rights and social bene- 
fits" in order to encourage Mexican immi- 
gration to the U.S. (Faux 4). 

Debate over Mexican illegal immigration 
to the United States consists of two opposing 
sides. Supporters of illegal immigration be- 
lieve it is not fair to prohibit immigrants 
from entering the United States, since the 
U.S. was founded by immigrants. Second, il- 
legal immigrants take the low-paying jobs 
other Americans are not willing to take. 
They help the American economy because 
the amount of skilled and unskilled workers 
created by high levels of immigration con- 
tributes to the nation's prosperity (Masci 1). 
Alan Greenspan, Federal Reserve Chairman, 
States, “Ав we are creating an ever more 
complex, sophisticated, accelerating econ- 
omy, the necessity to have the ability to 
bring іп... people from abroad to keep it 
functioning in the most effective manner in- 
creasingly strikes me as [sound] policy" 
(Masci 1). Greenspan reasons that immi- 
grant’s work ethic and motivation make 
them the cornerstones of America's eco- 
nomic prosperity. Finally, illegal immi- 
grants provide cheap labor to employers, 
thereby lowering the cost of goods and serv- 
ices. 

Opponents of Mexican illegal immigration 
believe that even though the United States 
was founded by immigrants, immigration of 
the past is not the same as it is today. First, 
Mexican immigrants are not here legally. 
Second, most Mexicans do not take the dan- 
gerous journey across the border to become 
American citizens, but rather to help provide 
for their families in Mexico. Also unlike 
former immigrants, Mexican illegal immi- 
grants are able to remain in contact with 
their home localities because of the close 
proximity of the two countries (Huntington 
2). Opponents of illegal immigration also be- 
leve the United States doesn't need a mil- 
lion illegal immigrants each year to ensure a 
strong economy. The majority of illegal im- 
migrants are not well educated entre- 
preneurs, but rather, poorly educated peo- 
ple who take low-skilled jobs for little 
money," says Dan Stein, executive director 
for the Federation for American Immigrant 
Reform (Masci 1). Illegal immigration oppo- 
nents also reject the argument that illegal 


immigrants are willing to do the jobs that 
most Americans wouldn't do. In parts of the 
country where there are small amounts of 
immigrants, low wage jobs are filled by na- 
tive born residents (Masci 1). 

After analyzing the history, causes, and 
contrasting sides of illegal immigration, one 
might wonder if Mexican illegal immigration 
hurts the United States. The conclusion 
made, from extensive research in specific 
areas, is Mexican illegal immigration is a 
detriment to the United States. But, the rea- 
sons why illegal immigration hurts the 
United States still need to be addressed. 

First, many discussions of immigration 
fails to take into account the attitude to- 
wards immigration in the sending countries. 
For example, the Mexican media and polit- 
ical elite portray the United States nega- 
tively, and therefore dissention between the 
two countries in regards to immigration is 
amplified. Second, manipulation of Amer- 
ican politics might occur through Mexican 
immigrants that become influential in 
American government. Third, if the United 
States continues to allow illegal immigrants 
to take advantage of government provided 
benefits in states like California, there is à 
possibility the entire country will have simi- 
lar economic misfortunes in the future. Fi- 
nally, since Mexican illegal immigrants have 
monopolized specific areas of employment, 
Americans have difficulty pursuing and ac- 
quiring those jobs—especially with the pros- 
pect of guest-worker programs which would 
intensify their monopoly. 

In Mexico, the media and political elite 
pay close attention to illegal immigration to 
the United States, and have created a one- 
sided, unfavorable portrayal of the United 
States. The United States' attempts to con- 
trol their borders are presented as ‘‘racist, 
xenophobic, and anti Mexican" (Wall 1). 
Mexican citizens even blame the U.S. for the 
deaths of illegal aliens who die crossing the 
border, and Mexican politicians have called 
the U.S. border a ‘‘slaughterhouse, or mod- 
ern Nazi zone" (Wall 1). In Mexico, all polit- 
ical parties support immigration to the 
United States, amnesty, and government 
benefits for Mexicans in the United States, 
regardless of migratory status (Wall 2). Com- 
mon slogans Mexicans use to justify illegal 
immigration are: Mexican illegal aliens are 
not criminals, they only do the work the 
gringos won't do," and ‘‘they are obliged to 
cross the border" (Wall 2). Because the Mexi- 
can media and political elite portray illegal 
immigration to the United States in this 
manner, dissension between the two coun- 
tries is amplified. 

Throughout history, Mexican-Americans 
had always been viewed as an embarrass- 
ment. They were a sign of Mexico's economic 
failure, or ‘‘exiles who had thrown in the 
towel" (Castaneda 2). The last president of 
the PRI, Ernesto Zedillo, declared that, ‘‘we 
will not tolerate foreign forces dictating 
laws to Mexicans,” referring to Mexican im- 
migrants in the United States (Wall 3). How- 
ever, towards the end of the PRI's reign, 
Mexican-Americans became a sign of oppor- 
tunity—an opportunity for the Mexican gov- 
ernment to gain influence in the United 
States over migration policy, and therefore 
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keep the gates open for continued immigra- 
tion (Wall 8). 

After Vicente Fox was elected, he stressed 
a greater importance associated with Mexi- 
can immigration to the United States. His 
intentions are not only to govern Mexicans 
resident in the United States, but also Amer- 
ican citizens of Mexican ancestry (Wall 3). In 
essence, Fox intends to manipulate Amer- 
ican politics through Mexican immigrants 
that become influential in the American 
government. Thereby, naturalized American 
citizens’ political power could possibly be di- 
luted, resulting in more favorable immigra- 
tion and trade regulations for Mexico. 

The state of California is already on its 
way to bankruptcy, and the inability to con- 
trol illegal immigration is doing more than 
“some damage" to the state's weakening 
budget (Coleman 1). More than half of the 
Mexican undocumented workers do not have 
taxes withheld from their wages, and are 
able to take advantage of expensive tax- 
payer-supported government benefits (Izumi 
1). The result of this has escalated economic 
troubles in California creating a ‘‘welfare 
and healthcare state” benefiting non-Califor- 
nians (Coleman 1). According to the Auditor 
General, Mexican illegal immigration costs 
California taxpayers $3 billion annually 
(Izumi 2). This cost estimate includes bene- 
fits like education, health-care, social serv- 
ices, and criminal justice. 

If the United States allows this situation 
to propagate to other states, the entire coun- 
try will likely have similar economic misfor- 
tunes as California. Evidence of this is al- 
ready beginning to show. Harvard Professor 
George Borjas claims illegal immigration 
costs American taxpayers $133 billion annu- 
ally just in wage depression and job loss 
(Wooldridge 1). 

Mexican illegal immigrants have monopo- 
lized jobs that don’t require skilled labor— 
through acceptance of low wages and ethnic 
camaraderie—preventing unemployed Ameri- 
cans from pursuing and acquiring those jobs. 
Even though U.S. employers hire illegal im- 
migrants for reduced wages, the average 
American wage still exceeds the average 
Mexican wage by a factor of ten—thereby 
creating an incentive for Mexicans to find 
jobs in the U.S. (“Wages and Poverty" 1). 
Also, communities of legal immigrants cre- 
ate immigration networks for illegal immi- 
grants so they can conveniently enter the 
United States, and find jobs and housing eas- 
ily (‘Illegal Immigration" 1). These com- 
bined factors result in a situation where job 
competition prevents Americans from ор- 
taining jobs that don't require skilled labor. 

However, this monopoly could be intensi- 
fied if the Bush administration follows 
through with the implementation of guest- 
worker programs. Under these programs, il- 
legal immigrants would be granted a three- 
year renewable permit allowing them legal 
rights to work in the United States 
(Eccleston 2). Guest-worker programs were 
proposed in response to Vicente Fox’s re- 
quest for legalizing Mexican immigrants in 
the United States, and the assumed shortage 
of unskilled workers—especially in agri- 
culture (Briggs 2). However, Mark Krikorian 
of The Washington Post, believes guest- 
worker programs cause severe social and 
economic problems for the U.S., as well as 
pose a threat to America's agricultural com- 
petitiveness. “Ву artificially inflating the 
supply of labor, the government’s inter- 
ference in the labor market keeps wages low, 
resulting in slowed mechanization, and stag- 
nating productivity in fruit and vegetable 
production” (1). Two reasons why guest- 
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worker programs intensify the monopoly il- 
legal immigrants have on low paying-em- 
ployment opportunities are: they increase 
the amount of illegal immigrants to the 
United States because many of the partici- 
pants elect to stay in the U.S., and more ille- 
gal immigrants are encouraged to come in 
the hope that amnesty programs will be en- 
acted again in the future (Briggs 2). 

Throughout time, legal and illegal immi- 
grants have crossed America’s border in 
search of opportunity. Recently, however, 
Mexican illegal immigrants are migrating to 
the United States in increasingly larger 
numbers in order to take advantage of the 
opportunities America has to offer. The eco- 
nomic, social, and political results of illegal 
immigration—in particular, the unique 
issues and problems posed by contemporary 
Hispanic immigration—are detrimental to 
the United States. 
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TRIBUTE TO CONGRESSMAN AMO 
HOUGHTON 


HON. EDOLPHUS TOWNS 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, | rise in honor of 
the gentleman from New York, my colleague 
in the New York delegation, AMO HOUGHTON. 
After eighteen years of distinguished service, 
Amo is leaving the Congress. AMO was widely 
known as one of the most thoughtful and high- 
ly regarded members in the House from both 
sides of the aisle. He was also a tireless rep- 
resentative for his constituents in the western 
portion of upstate New York. 

As the fifth-ranking Republican on the pow- 
erful House Ways and Means Committee, 
АМО has been an invaluable member for the 
entire State of New York. After the tragedy 
and destruction of September 11, 2001, Amo 
was instrumental in enacting the Liberty Zone 
Act, which provided $5 billion in tax breaks 
and incentives to help New Yorkers rebuild 
lower Manhattan. 

He has also been a leader in furthering U.S. 
diplomacy around the world. He is a member 
of the International Relations Committee 
where he is Vice Chairman of its Sub- 
committee on Africa. He was appointed Co- 
Chairman of the  Canada—U.S. Inter- 
parliamentary Group, serves as Chairman of 
the U.S. delegation to the Asia Pacific Par- 
liamentary Forum, and was appointed by 
President George W. Bush to serve as the 
Congressional Delegate to the 58th General 
Assembly of the United Nations. Additionally, 
he sponsored the Clean Diamond Trade Act, 
which was signed into law last year. The bill 
requires that the President ban the import of 
rough diamonds coming from any country that 
has not made an effort to control their trade in 
diamonds in accordance with the internation- 
ally negotiated "Kimberley Process." 

| would also like to recognize that AMO's 
Service to our country goes all the way back 
to his youth. At just 18 years old, he volun- 
teered for service in the U.S. Marine Corps. 
He was trained and deployed as part of a Ma- 
rine Security Detachment on the cruiser USS 
Macon in the Atlantic theater. HOUGHTON was 
honorably discharged from the Marine Corps 
as a Private First Class in 1945. 

Mr. Speaker, | think the record is clear that 
AMO HOUGHTON has been a devoted patriot 
whose service will be missed by his constitu- 
ents as well as all of us who had the pleasure 
of working with him. We wish you all of the 
best in the future. 


EE 


IN HONOR OF MR. PETE 
MANETTO’S SERVICE TO OUR 
NATION DURING D-DAY 1945 


HON. JACK KINGSTON 


OF GEORGIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, November 17, 2004 

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, Pete Manetto 
served in 1st Signal Company, 1st Infantry Di- 
vision, the Big Red One during the D-Day in- 
vasion (Red One). He shares his D-Day 
memories for the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD: 
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I remember the stormy sea at 0600, as I 
climbed down the rope ladder of the U.S.S. 
Chase. I struggled with my balance nearly 
falling into the water, but managed to land 
in the landing craft. The sight of the armada 
on that morning was one of the most impres- 
sive, that I could recall. I turned and caught 
the sight of a nervous expression on the face 
of the coxswain as he pushed away from the 
beach. Shortly after this the craft was hit 
with enemy fire. 

There we were on the beach with no one in 
control of us. We were met with the sight of 
rows of dead GIs; among them was a member 
of the MP, who I remember being very jovial 
the night before. There were many who were 
wounded, and the scene of the beach caused 
fear to appear on the faces of many of my ac- 
quaintances. I cannot remember being fired 
upon at this point, but remember one of my 
company fellows, named Bush, going into the 
water to retrieve some valuable equipment. 

It was around noon when BG Andrews of 
the 5th Artillery was passing the silent 
88mm emplacement. The General was forced 
to take shelter with a couple of GIs and my- 
self, who were attached to the 36th infantry 
unit. As the enemy fire rained down on our 
position, SGT Tate, our wire chief sergeant, 
spotted us and approached our position. We 
were lying in front of our fox trench hole, 
while SGT Tate was providing us with news, 
encouragement, and instructions. Sergeant 
Tate was not able to finish, because a tre- 
mendous, noisy, whirlwind came upon us. 
When I was able to recover, I noticed SGT 
Tate on the ground in agony, after receiving 
a wound just below the shoulder. We called 
for medics and in minutes SGT Tate was 
taken away. This was the last time I saw 
SGT Tate during the war. 

Shortly after this I was ordered to run my 
assault wire to the Juno or English beach to 
link up with the infantry. Along my way I 
encountered more realities of the battle, I 
saw a wounded pathfinder officer who was 
comatose, and being cared for by two GIs. I 
continued to move down the beach. About a 
mile from the pathfinder officer, I came 
across two medics who were drained men- 
tally. They requested any information that I 
could offer them to help. The next time I saw 
these men was on my return trip after com- 
pleting my assignment. They were victims of 
an apparent mortar attack, which I surely 
would have been part of if I had stayed much 
longer than I had. When I returned, I learned 
that headquarters was up a hill. As I climbed 
the hill, the first line of walking wounded 
was descending the hill. I saw wounds of all 
sorts, from wounded arms and legs, to those 
who suffered serious eye injuries. As I ap- 
proached the command post two more sights 
served as educating reminders: two GIs were 
laid on the ground facing skyward. One of 
them was missing the middle of his torso, 
the other was beheaded. 

Once I completed the setup of the commu- 
nication line, I was given the first accumula- 
tion of information that was obtained from 
captured prisoners. After giving this infor- 
mation to the general officer, I was chastised 
for my lack of protocol for saluting a supe- 
rior, which was a great hazard, because of 
possible snipers, and observing enemy intel- 
ligence. All that day and night I felt as 
though I was in a dwarfed position, as we 
continued to troubleshoot problems with the 
telecommunication lines. COL Picket’s com- 
mand post was to my left. Colonel Picket 
was sitting on the ground gathering and re- 
laying information on the failed landing of 
amphibious vehicles to the high seas. As we 
sat on the ground working on the gathered 
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information, we heard the sound of oncoming 
planes. The famous duo of German planes 
came over the horizon, and began to strafe 
our position. I hugged the ground as bullets 
hit the ground near me, but thankfully far 
enough away. Besides the ammunition from 
the German aircraft, we were in danger of 
being hit from our own anti-aircraft ammu- 
nition, because we were aiming at the low 
flying planes. 

This was my true baptism of fire. I was a 
real GI by June 7th 1944. In retrospect, these 
24 hours were to make me a mature GI! June 
6th 1944, what a memory. 


— ae 


IN HONOR AND REMEMBRANCE OF 
CARDINAL JAMES A. HICKEY 


HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, we rise today 
in honor and remembrance of Cardinal James 
A. Hickey, a humble leader, friend and guide 
to many, whose spiritual journey focused on 
civil rights and the struggle of the oppressed 
and poor. His significant contribution served to 
uplift the lives of countless individuals and 
families, here in Cleveland, and far beyond. 

Throughout his entire vocation, Cardinal 
Hickey was a tireless advocate on behalf of 
those held back by racism and poverty. In 
1974, he was named Bishop of the Cleveland 
Catholic Dioceses. During his six-year tenure 
here, Cardinal Hickey worked with community 
leaders and organizations on vital issues such 
as the peaceful integration of the public 
schools, and he also worked to stop banks 
from  red-lining urban neighborhoods. Не 
strongly encouraged leaders of neighborhood 
parishes to become involved with the issues 
affecting their congregations. Cardinal Hickey 
led by example, and led with a consistently 
kind and humble nature. When he was named 
Archbishop of Washington, DC in 1980, he 
again worked to establish strong bonds with 
local community leaders to address the needs 
of the growing population of citizens struggling 
with poverty and AIDS. He led the charge to 
create and implement social programs to ad- 
dress the needs of the poor, with a special 
focus on children, the elderly and refugee indi- 
viduals and families. While in Washington, 
Cardinal Hickey worked closely with Ameri- 
cans of Hispanic heritage, and advocated on 
behalf of their collective and individual strug- 
gles here in America, and in El Salvador as 
well. His twenty-year tenure in Washington, 
DC, where he was named Cardinal in 1988, 
reflected a man who became a powerful rep- 
resentative of the poor and homeless. 
Throughout the metropolitan area of Wash- 
ington, Cardinal Hickey directed the efforts 
that established sixteen parish missions, hous- 
ing for dependent elderly, housing for inde- 
pendent elderly, and countless educational, 
legal and medical services for the homeless, 
individuals suffering from AIDS, refugees, and 
the poor. 

Mr. Speaker and Colleagues, please join me 
in honor and remembrance of Cardinal James 
A. Hickey, whose compassion, guidance and 
good works uplifted the lives of countless indi- 
viduals—in Michigan where he was first or- 
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dained, here in Cleveland, in Washington, DC, 
and in Latin America. His leadership and ad- 
vice were consistently sought by national and 
world leaders, yet he felt most at home when 
working with the people of the neighborhood 
parishes and missions. Graceful, humble, 
committed and articulate, the words and 
deeds of Cardinal James A. Hickey will live on 
forever in the hearts of the countless families 
and individuals whom he so greatly served— 
reflecting his light of hope and justice, today, 
and for generations to come. 


eS 


HONORING DR. DAN COLGAN, SU- 
PERINTENDENT OF SCHOOLS, 
SAINT JOSEPH SCHOOL DISTRICT 


HON. SAM GRAVES 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. GRAVES. Mr. Speaker, | proudly pause 
to recognize Dr. Dan Colgan, Saint Joseph 
School District Superintendent of Schools. 
Last Friday, October 8, 2004, Dr. Colgan re- 
ceived the Russell C. Hill Award at the 2004 
Learning for Life Conference in Florida. The 
Russell C. Hill Award is the highest recogni- 
tion for individuals and organizations making 
outstanding contributions to character edu- 
cation at the local, State, or national level. The 
award itself is named after Russell Clinton Hill, 
a Texas businessman who dedicated himself 
to the cause of character education. 

Learning for Life supports schools and other 
youth-oriented organizations that strive to pre- 
pare young people to take on the complex 
issues that face our society and nation today. 
Learning for Life is such a successful pro- 
gram, because it encourages self-confidence, 
motivation, self-worth, and other positive per- 
sonal values. A big part of the program’s suc- 
cess in the Saint Joseph area is due to the 
participation of Dr. Colgan and his colleagues 
on the Pony Express Council of the Boy 
Scouts of America, a dedicated group of citi- 
zens committed to the principles of character 
development. 

Mr. Speaker, | proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Dr. Dan Colgan, recipient of the 
Russell C. Hill Award. Dr. Colgan truly exem- 
plifies the qualities of dedication and service to 
northwest Missouri, and | am honored to call 
him one of my constituents. 
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A PROCLAMATION IN MEMORY OF 
NICHOLAS L. SKORICH 


HON. ROBERT W. NEY 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker: 

Whereas, | hereby offer my heartfelt condo- 
lences to the family and friends of Nicholas L. 
Skorich; and 

Whereas, Nicholas L. Skorich was a hero to 
his wife of 56 years, Teresa, and their three 
children and three grandchildren; and 

Whereas, Nicholas L. Skorich was a signifi- 
cant part of the National Football League for 
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fifty years, served іп World War Il for three 
years, and was head football coach of Central 
Catholic High School in Pittsburgh, Pennsyl- 
vania, and was inducted into six Halls of 
Fame; and 

Whereas, Nicholas L. Skorich will certainly 
be remembered by all those who knew him 
because of his loving nature towards his fam- 
ily, friends, and community; and 

Whereas, the kindness and compassion he 
showed towards others will stand as a re- 
minder to a truly remarkable person. His life 
and love gave joy to all who knew him. 

Therefore, while | understand how words 
cannot express our grief at this most trying of 
times, | offer this token of profound sympathy 
to the family and friends of Nicholas L. 
Skorich. 


EE 


RECOGNITION OF SECOND 
LIEUTENANT RYAN LEDUC 


HON. JOHN SHIMKUS 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the life of 2LT Ryan Leduc who was 
recently killed in Rutbah, Iraq. 

2LT Leduc was a 28 year old native of 
Pana, Illinois. He was killed on September 
22nd in a non-combat related vehicle accident. 
Leduc was assigned to 2nd Battalion, 10th 
Marine Regiment, 2nd Marine Division, ІІ Ma- 
rine Expeditionary Force, Camp Lejeune, NC. 

2LT Leduc was a 1994 graduate of Pana 
High School, in Pana Illinois. Not enough can 
be said about the great sacrifice this man 
made for his country, he made the ultimate 
sacrifice. He is survived by his fiance, Megan 
McCabe; his mother, Nola Hector of Pana: 
and his father, David Leduc of Pana. My 
thoughts and prayers go out to his families 
and loved ones. 

2LT Leduc gave his life in an effort to im- 
prove the lives of others. This sacrifice should 
never be forgotten. Leduc, along with so many 
other brave men and women, put their lives on 
the line day in and day out. My sincere thanks 
goes out to them all. God bless them, and 
may God continue to bless America. 


== 


HONORING E. WILLIAM IOVANNE, 
JR., 2004 RECIPIENT OF THE 
CHARLES CARROLL ОЕ CAR- 
ROLTON AWARD 


HON. ROSA L. DeLAURO 


OF CONNECTICUT 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, it is with great 
pleasure that | rise today to join family and 
friends in paying tribute to one of our commu- 
nity’s most outstanding citizens and my dear 
friend, E. William lovanne, Jr. In recognition of 
his invaluable contributions to our community, 
Bill is to be honored with the coveted Charles 
Carroll of Carrolton Award—the highest honor 
given to a Catholic layman by the Fourth De- 
gree, Knights of Columbus. Through his gen- 
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erosity and compassion, Bill has touched the 
lives of thousands and | cannot think of a 
more deserving individual for such a pres- 
tigious honor. 


Each year, this medal is presented by the 
John Barry Assembly, Knights of Columbus, to 
an individual who has made an outstanding 
contribution to the welfare of the church, his or 
her parish, and the community at large. 
Throughout his life, Bill has dedicated both his 
professional and personal time to enriching 
the lives of others. As a member of the New 
Haven business community he has earned our 
respect and as a member of the Wooster 
Square community he has gained our affec- 
tion. 


Born in New Haven, Connecticuts Fair 
Haven neighborhood, Bill graduated from 
Notre Dame High School and pursued a ca- 
reer in the funeral business established by his 
father. The lovanne Funeral Home has been a 
fixture in Wooster Square since 1928. For 
more than seventy-five years, Bill lovanne and 
his family have reached out to families in 
need, helping them cope with the pain of loss. 
With a combination of compassion and profes- 
sionalism, Bill has long been known for mak- 
ing a most difficult period, a bit easier. 


Beyond his professional career, Bill is also 
an active and involved member of our commu- 
nity. Well known for his work with a number of 
local service organizations, Bill has always 
demonstrated a unique combination of civic 
commitment and enthusiastic volunteerism. 
For anyone who has seen his comic routine 
pantomiming the late bandleader Louis Prima, 
which has been lent to numerous fund-raising 
efforts, his enthusiasm and heart-felt good will 
is undeniable. The Sacred Heart Academy, St. 
Michael's Church, the Society of St. Maria 
Maddalena, the Saint Andrew Apostle Society, 
Connecticut Hospice, and the Campania Club 
are just a few of the organizations which have 
benefitted from Bill's good work. It has been 
through these efforts that he has made such 
a difference in the lives of others. 


There is one family that | know has been 
touched by Bill's generosity and spirit: my fam- 
ily. The lovannes and DeLauros have a long 
history. For my mother, father, and me, the 
lovannes have been trusted friends, steadfast 
supporters, and always a part of our extended 
family—the type of people who are always 
there with a kind word or a helping hand. | 
cannot thank Bill enough for the special friend- 
ship we have shared over the years. 


Throughout his life, Bill has embodied the 
very spirit in which this prestigious award is 
bestowed. For his innumerable contributions to 
our community and in recognition of his out- 
standing generosity to others, | am proud to 
stand today to join his children: William and 
his wife Angeline; Richard and his wife Susan; 
and Beth Ann and her husband Joseph, 
grandchildren: Christina and Alec, family, 
friends, and the New Haven community in ex- 
tending my sincere congratulations to my dear 
friend, E. William lovanne, Jr. as he is hon- 
ored with the Charles Carroll of Carrolton 
Award. His is a legacy that will continue to 
touch the lives of others for generations to 
come. 
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HONORING RABBI ALLEN B. 
BENNETT 


HON. BARBARA LEE 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise on behalf of 
myself and Congressman STARK to honor the 
extraordinary contributions of Rabbi Allen B. 
Bennett of Alameda, California for thirty years 
of dedicated service to the community. Rabbi 
Bennett, through his tireless efforts as a reli- 
gious and community leader in the Bay Area 
for over three decades, worked not only to im- 
prove and enrich the lives of those within his 
congregation, but has also served in that ca- 
pacity to become a champion for peace, jus- 
tice, and the well-being of all. 

Born in Akron, Ohio, Rabbi Bennett began 
his post secondary studies at Western Re- 
serve University, where he earned a degree in 
psychology in 1968. He then attended the He- 
brew Union College-Jewish Institute of Reli- 
gion in Cincinnati, Ohio, where he earned a 
Bachelor of Hebrew Letters in 1972 and a 
Master of Arts in Hebrew Letters as well as 
rabbinical ordination in 1974. After reaching 
this milestone, Rabbi Bennett moved to Roch- 
ester, Minnesota, where he began a residency 
program in Clinical Pastoral Education, a cer- 
tification that would allow him to become a 
hospital chaplain. As a result, he served in the 
Rochester area for over three years, first as a 
resident, and then as the Jewish chaplain for 
the two hospitals affiliated with the Mayo Clinic 
as well as Rabbi of Congregation B'nai Israel, 
the multi-denominational synagogue in Roch- 
ester. 

Following his time of service and education 
in Minnesota, Rabbi Bennett entered into a 
doctoral program at the Graduate Theological 
Union at the University of California, Berkeley 
in 1977. There, while pursuing a Ph.D. in the- 
ology, psychology, sociology, and anthro- 
pology, he taught various Jewish studies 
courses at Emeritus College at the College of 
Marin, as well as other Bay Area universities. 

In the years that followed, Rabbi Bennett 
continued and expanded his involvement in 
the Bay Area Jewish community. In addition to 
being elected rabbi at San Francisco's Con- 
gregation Sha'ar Zahav in 1979, he was later 
appointed Assistant Director of the Northern 
Pacific Regional Office of the American Jewish 
Congress, a capacity in which he served until 
1989, at which point he became the Congress' 
Regional Executive Director. He later served 
also as the Executive Director of the Jewish 
Community Relations Council of the Jewish 
Federation of the Greater East Bay in Oak- 
land, until becoming the Rabbi at Temple 
Israel in 1996. 

Since that time, Rabbi Bennett's work has 
been outstanding not only within the Temple 
at which he currently serves, but has also 
been a remarkable force for peace and social 
justice within the community as a whole. In 
addition to serving the Jewish community, he 
has been involved in an astounding number of 
civic and interfaith initiatives and activities on 
the local, regional, and national levels. Among 
these activities are his service on the San 
Francisco Human Rights Commission, the 
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Mayor's Committee for a Living Holocaust Me- 
morial, the Conference of Black and Jewish 
Clergy, the San Francisco Interfaith Coalition 
on AIDS, and the Coalition for Civil Rights. 
Furthermore, was the Jewish representative 
taking testimony at the U.N. sponsored Oak- 
land Hearings on Racism as a Violation of 
Human Rights, and has also served on the 
Board of Most Holy Redeemer AIDS Support 
Group in San Francisco. Rabbi Bennett also 
currently serves on the Leadership Team and 
the Race and Community Relations Planning 
Team of the FAITHS Initiative of the San 
Francisco Foundation, the Alameda Hospital 
Ethics Committee and its Institutional Review 
Board, as Chair of the Alta Bates Summit 
Medical Center Chaplaincy Advisory Board, as 
Vice President of the Board of Rabbis of 
Northern California, as Treasurer of the East 
Bay Council of Rabbis, and the Union for Re- 
form Judaism’s Regional Committee on AIDS. 

On November 13, 2004, Rabbi Bennett will 
be honored in Oakland, California for thirty 
years of truly outstanding service to Temple 
Israel and the greater Bay Area. This occasion 
is an opportunity for us to recognize him not 
only for his service within the faith community, 
but also for his outstanding leadership on the 
issues of civil rights, social equality, human 
rights, and the HIV/AIDS pandemic. By re- 
maining active in and dedicated to these im- 
portant areas, Rabbi Bennett has contributed 
immeasurably to Alameda County and the 
East Bay, and the 9th and 13th Congressional 
Districts salute and congratulate him for his 
many years of invaluable service. 


таваници 


RECOGNIZING THE CONTRIBU- 
TIONS AND SERVICE OF ADAMS 
COUNTY, COLORADO, COMMIS- 
SIONER TED STRICKLAND 


HON. BOB BEAUPREZ 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. BEAUPREZ. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to voice my appreciation for the many years of 
dedicated service that Commissioner Ted 
Strickland has provided to the residents of 
Adams County, CO. After many years in pub- 
lic office, Ted Strickland has time and again 
proven his commitment to making Colorado a 
better place to live, and his presence on the 
Adams County Board of County Commis- 
sioners will truly be missed. 

Commissioner Strickland, born and raised in 
Austin, Texas, settled in Colorado in 1954 
after being honorably discharged from the 
United States Army. His lengthy and distin- 
guished career in public service began with 
two years in the Colorado House of Rep- 
resentatives and continued with 24 years of 
service in the Colorado State Senate, includ- 
ing 12 years as President of the Senate. He 
served as Lieutenant Governor from 1973- 
1974. 

Commissioner Strickland was elected to the 
Adams County Board of County Commis- 
sioners in 1996 and re-elected in 2000. The 
leadership that he has provided has been in- 
strumental in improving relationships and co- 
operation with the municipalities within the 
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County. Additionally, his work with Adams 
County Economic Development has contrib- 
uted greatly to the growth and progress of the 
County. His service as a commissioner is dis- 
tinguished by his business acumen, commit- 
ment to improve county facilities and seeing 
the county recognized as the "can do county." 
Commissioner Strickland has proven himself 
to be a true Colorado statesman. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, | want to thank Ted for 
his distinguished service on behalf of the citi- 
zens of Adams County, and wish him all the 
best as I’m sure he will remain an active 
member of the Adams County community. 


EE 
IN HONOR OF THE 1956 HUNGARIAN 
REVOLUTION AND VIKTOR 


ORBAN, FORMER PRIME MIN- 
ISTER OF THE REPUBLIC OF 
HUNGARY 


HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
honor and recognition of the Hungarian Free- 
dom Fighters of 1956. These men and women 
of Hungary, armed with the promise of liberty 
and hope for a better tomorrow, were the first 
to courageously rise up in defiance of the So- 
viet occupation. Their historical struggle for 
freedom continues to inspire those who are 
not yet free. | also rise today in honor and 
welcome of Former Prime Minister of Hungary, 
Viktor Orban, who has journeyed to Cleveland 
to commemorate the sacrifice, determination 
and heart of the Hungarian “Freedom Fight- 
ers” of 1956. 

The 1956 Hungarian Revolution marked the 
beginning of the end of Soviet oppression in 
Central and Eastern Europe. As the Soviet 
army blazed a trail of aggression and control, 
millions of Hungarians fled Europe and sought 
refuge in America. More than two hundred 
thousand Hungarians settled in Cleveland, 
bringing with them the culture and memories 
of their beloved homeland, and the promise of 
freedom and democracy. 

A leader on the front lines of liberty in Hun- 
gary, Former Prime Minister Viktor Orban car- 
ried the blazing torch of freedom, passed to 
him from the generation before. He was one 
of the founders of the Federation of Young 
Democrats—one of Hungary’s first parties to 
oppose communist rule. In a speech delivered 
on June 16, 1989, the words of Former Prime 
Minister Viktor Orban rang loud and clear 
along the streets and countryside of Hungary 
and far beyond, demanding free elections and 
the immediate withdrawal of Soviet troops 
from Hungary. 

Mr. Speaker and Colleagues, please join me 
in honor and recognition of the Hungarian 
Freedom Fighters of 1956. Thousands of Hun- 
garian men and women made the ultimate 
sacrifice so that all could be free. The Hun- 
garian Freedom Fighters of 1956 pierced the 
darkness of tyranny and sparked the first light 
of liberty throughout Central and Eastern Eu- 
rope. The rising light of their quest for freedom 
and their bravery, heart and sacrifice con- 
tinues to inspire us all, lending us hope for the 
dawning of a peaceful new day. 
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RECOGNIZING MATTHEW SCOTT A. 
GALLAMORE FOR ACHIEVING 
THE RANK OF EAGLE SCOUT 


HON. SAM GRAVES 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. GRAVES. Mr. Speaker, | proudly pause 
to recognize Matthew Scott A. Gallamore of 
Pleasant Valley, Missouri, а мегу special 
young man who has exemplified the finest 
qualities of citizenship and leadership by tak- 
ing an active part in the Boy Scouts of Amer- 
ica, and by earning the most prestigious 
award of Eagle Scout. Matthew became an 
Eagle Scout on August 5, 2004 and he will be 
recognized at an Eagle Scout Court of Honor 
in November 2004. 


Matthew has been very active with his troop 
by participating in many Scout activities, earn- 
ing over 40 merit badges, and serving in a va- 
riety of leadership positions. At age 9, Mat- 
thew joined the Cub Scouts. He advanced 
from Cubs to Webelos and then crossed over 
into the Boy Scouts at age 11, achieving the 
rank of Arrow of Light. Now 17, Matthew is de- 
scribed by his parents, peers, and community 
as exemplifying the qualities of citizenship: he 
is loyal, helpful, trustworthy, thrifty, friendly, 
courteous, kind, obedient, cheerful, brave, 
clean, and reverent. 


Mr. Speaker, | proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Matthew Scott A. Gallamore for 
his accomplishments with the Boy Scouts of 
America and for his efforts put forth in achiev- 
ing the highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 


EE 


A PROCLAMATION RECOGNIZING 
JOSEPH BAUMGARNER 


HON. ROBERT W. NEY 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker: 


Whereas, Joseph Baumgarner is a resident 
of Midvale in Tuscarawas County; and 


Whereas, Joseph Baumgarner has devoted 
his love to his companion, Tammy, and his 
three children; and 


Whereas, Joseph  Baumgarner  dem- 
onstrated a commitment to his country while 
serving in the Persian Gulf; and 


Whereas, Joseph Baumgarner is active with 
his community and is appreciated by all who 
know him. 


Therefore, | join with the residents of the en- 
tire 18th Congressional District of Ohio in rec- 
ognizing Joseph Baumgarner for his dedica- 
tion to the United States, his community, fam- 
ily, and friends. 
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RECOGNITION OF THE SOUTH CEN- 
TRAL MIDDLE SCHOOL FALCON 
BASEBALL TEAM 


HON. JOHN SHIMKUS 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate the South Central Middle School 
Falcon Baseball Team of Farina, Illinois. 

The Falcons had an outstanding season this 
year, with a 16-6 record. They placed 1st in 
Conference and Regional tournaments and 
took 2nd place at the State Tournament. 

The members of the Falcons are: Justin 
Armstrong, Seth Arnold, Kyle Bischoff, Tanner 
Bushue, Shane Donoho, Jacob Erwin, lan 
King, Ryan Gesell, Tyler Gillet, Isaac 
Grapperhaus, Brock Johnson, Luke Kulesza, 
Kyle Monical, Travis Potter, Nathan Powless, 
Aaron Robb, Treavor Robbins, and Dylan Sill. 
The team is coached under the leadership of 
Stephen Phillips and Derick Vincent. 

This exceptional group of seventh and 
eighth graders has shown great sportsman- 
ship, teamwork, and stamina throughout their 
season. They have made their coaches, fans, 
and parents very proud. 

Congratulations, Falcons, on a terrific year. 


Ee 


HONORING PROFESSOR VINCENT 
SCULLY, 2004 RECIPIENT OF THE 
NATIONAL MEDAL OF ARTS 


HON. ROSA L. DeLAURO 


OF CONNECTICUT 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, it is with great 
pleasure that | rise today to join the National 
Endowment of the Arts in congratulating Pro- 
fessor Vincent Scully as he receives a 2004 
National Medal of Arts. One of our Nation’s 
foremost architectural historians, Professor 
Scully has not only developed a renowned 
reputation as a historian, but as an educator 
and mentor as well. 

Over the last two decades, the National 
Medal of Arts has been awarded in recognition 
of the extraordinary accomplishments of those 
engaged in the creation and production of the 
arts in the United States. Both as an educator 
and author, Professor Scully has deeply influ- 
enced the world of architecture by highlighting 
its social value. Defining architecture as a 
“continuing dialogue between generations that 
creates an environment across time,” Pro- 
fessor Scully has taught thousands of archi- 
tects, planners, art historians, and politicians 
that architecture is not simply the design of a 
building, but how that design adds to the char- 
acter of a community or environment. 

Professor Scully’s illustrious career began 
when he enrolled at Yale University at the age 
of sixteen. After completing his undergraduate 
studies, he accepted a position with the Uni- 
versity and, through his unique teaching style, 
became one of its most popular professors. 
His standing room only lectures could boast 
five hundred students—filling the largest lec- 
ture hall on campus. In speaking of his former 
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professor, the New Yorkers Paul Goldberger 
said, “His thinking has always been based on 
the notion that architecture is not purely aes- 
thetics, and that the real meaning is how it 
can be used to make better places.” It has 
been through this vision that Professor Scully 
has had the greatest influence on the arts— 
passing it on to generations of scholars and 
students. 

For his invaluable contributions to the arts 
and in recognition of his lifetime of achieve- 
ment, | am proud to stand today and extend 
my sincere congratulations to Professor Vin- 
cent Scully as he is awarded the National 
Medal of Arts. His is a legacy which will con- 
tinue to inspire others for generations to come. 


Ee 


A TRIBUTE TO MAGGIE KATIE 
BROWN KIDD 


HON. DAVID SCOTT 


OF GEORGIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. SCOTT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to pay tribute to Mrs. Maggie Katie 
Brown Kidd, a loyal and loving wife and moth- 
er who has devoted her long and wonderfully 
blessed life to her family. Mrs. Kidd will be 
celebrating her 100th birthday with her family 
on November 26th in my congressional dis- 
trict. 

Maggie was born on December 8, 1904 to 
Lucy and William “Doc” Brown of Stephens, 
Georgia; the eleventh of twelve children. Wil- 
liam received the nickname "Doc" from his 
neighbors because of his reputation for help- 
ing anyone in need. His neighbors used to tell 
everyone to “go see Бос” if they were ever in 
trouble. Maggie began to develop a similar 
reputation as she grew up as she never hesi- 
tated from sharing whatever she had, even 
when she had little. 

Lucy and Doc owned a farm in Stephens 
where the whole family was welcomed when 
they needed a place to live. Maggie continued 
this tradition when she took over the farm, of- 
fering a home to all of her relatives that need- 
ed one. She even helped raise her grand- 
niece. The people who lived close to her farm 
knew her as a good neighbor. Her parents 
joined Mt. Zion Baptist Church in Stephens 
where Rosalyn worshipped and studied when 
she was a child. She still maintains a member- 
ship at the church today. 

On November 30, 1940, Maggie married 
Willie Kidd. They had two children, Rosalyn 
and John and continued to work on her par- 
ent's farm. Maggie and Willie worked the farm 
until 1961, when she and Willie decreased the 
size of their farm and began gardening. Willie 
passed away in 1962 from complications due 
to diabetes. She lived on the same land until 
1989. Now she lives with Rosalyn in River- 
dale, GA where she continues to make beau- 
tiful quilts when her health permits. She is 
blessed to have four grandchildren and three 
great-grandchildren. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
and Maggie's family in wishing her a happy 
100th birthday. 


November 18, 2004 


PAYING TRIBUTE TO THE 
DUTCHESS COUNTY HISTORICAL 
SOCIETY 


HON. MAURICE 0. HINCHEY 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the Dutchess County Historical Society 
located in Poughkeepsie New York, which is 
part of the 22nd Congressional District that | 
proudly serve. This year marks the 90th anni- 
versary of the Historical Society. | am pleased 
to recognize the Dutchess County Historical 
Society, which has dedicated itself to discov- 
ering, preserving, and interpreting the extraor- 
dinary history of Dutchess County. 


Originally formed in 1914, the Historical So- 
ciety received its State Charter in 1918. Al- 
though it had been the principal repository for 
all aspects of Dutchess County history for 
many years, it was not until 1979 that the or- 
ganization found a permanent home. It was at 
that time that Society entered into a coopera- 
tive agreement with the State of New York to 
operate the Governor Clinton House in Pough- 
keepsie as its headquarters, an agreement 
that has recently been renewed for a third 
time. The success of this partnership led to 
the Society being trusted with the responsi- 
bility of managing a second historic site, the 
City of Poughkeepsie owned Glebe House. 


During its nine decades the Society has 
grown and expanded, adding professional 
staff, new technologies and innovative pro- 
grams designed to reach a variety of audi- 
ences. Known for its publications, the Society 
has contributed to as many as 14 books on 
local history, developed a local history cur- 
riculum for use in the 4th and 7th grades and, 
since 1914, published the oldest continuously 
printed annual in New York State, a "Year 
Book” of articles on local history. In addition to 
its publications, the Dutchess County Histor- 
ical Society maintains a collection of archival 
material, photographs and dimensional objects 
inclusive of the entire county. 


Key components in the ongoing success of 
this exceptional organization are its edu- 
cational and community outreach activities. 
The Society's Board of Directors has made di- 
versity a priority and they have extended their 
reach into new communities and organizations 
throughout Dutchess County. Exhibits, lec- 
tures, conferences, and tours complete the 
outstanding array of programming that the So- 
ciety offers its members and the community at 
large. 


Organizations like the Dutchess County His- 
torical Society play a vital role in preserving 
and protecting our nations history, one com- 
munity at a time. Mr. Speaker, it gives me 
great pleasure to recognize the 90th Anniver- 
sary of the Dutchess County Historical Society 
and commend its dedicated, professional and 
caring members for their outstanding efforts. 


November 18, 2004 


IN HONOR OF THE RESILIENCE, 
HOPE AND FAITH OF ST. 
STANISLAUS PARISH 


HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, we rise today 
in honor of Pastor Michael Surufka, Father 
George Kusy, Father Joachim Studwell, and 
every member of St. Stanislaus parish com- 
munity, upon the dedication of the restoration 
of the parish rectory. We also rise in honor of 
the legacy and memories of Pastor William 
Gulas, whose life, though tragically taken from 
us two years ago, continues to rise in our 
hearts, memories, and in the Slavic Village 
neighborhood that he so loved. 


The restoration of the St. Stanislaus Parish 
symbolizes the rebirth of faith and hope that 
was shattered when Father Gulas’ life was 
felled by senseless violence. As the rectory is 
resurrected, so is the life of Father Gulas. His 
gentle guidance and support that he freely and 
openly offered to every parishioner continues 
to renew faith and inspiration along East 65th 
Street and far beyond. His willingness to learn 
the Polish language to better serve this parish 
community is testament to the unwavering 
dedication and love he shared with the people 
of Slavic Village. 


Father Gulas led this parish with kindness, 
compassion and an undying faith in the good- 
ness of all people. His life-long ministry was 
framed by his service to others and by his 
unshakeable faith and strong sense of spiritu- 
ality. His graceful liturgy, outlined with poign- 
ancy and wit, captured the minds and hearts 
of his parishioners. His legacy of renewing the 
hearts and souls of all those who knew him, 
extended to the bricks and mortar of St. 
Stanislaus Church. Today, as we celebrate the 
renewal of the parish rectory, we pause in re- 
membrance and honor of the man, Father 
Gulas, who led the colossal effort to renovate 
the historic and inspirational St. Stanislaus 
Church. 


Mr. Speaker and Colleagues, please join us 
in honor and recognition of the dedication of 
the newly restored parish rectory of St. 
Stanislaus Parish. This restoration reflects the 
unity, strength and faith of this community to 
rise above the traumatic loss of their beloved 
Pastor, Father William Gulas. This celebration 
also reflects the commitment of Pastor Mi- 
chael Surufka, Father George Kusy, Father 
Joachim Studwell, and every parishioner com- 
mitted to carrying on the vital work of Father 
William Gulas. The Peace Garden, planned 
and cultivated by parishioners, serves as a liv- 
ing reminder that hope will rise from the 
ashes, and that Father Gulas' light continues 
to offer guidance, inspiration and hope 
throughout the St. Stanislaus community, 
today, and for all time. 
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RECOGNIZING ROBERT HILL FOR 
ACHIEVING THE RANK OF EAGLE 
SCOUT 


HON. SAM GRAVES 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. GRAVES. Mr. Speaker, | proudly pause 
to recognize Robert Hill, a very special young 
man who has exemplified the finest qualities 
of citizenship and leadership by taking an ac- 
tive part in the Boy Scouts of America, Troop 
249, and in earning the most prestigious 
award of Eagle Scout. Robert achieved the 
rank of Eagle Scout on April 7, 2004 and will 
be recognized at an Eagle Scout Court of 
Honor this November. 

Robert has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Over the 
many years Robert has been involved with 
scouting, he has not only earned numerous 
merit badges, but the respect of his family, 
peers, and community. 

For his Eagle Scout Project, Robert orga- 
nized a the clean up and repair of a facility 
used by law enforcement officers for training 
exercises at Weston Bend State Park. 

Mr. Speaker, | proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Robert Hill for his accomplish- 
ments with the Boy Scouts of America and for 
his efforts put forth in achieving the highest 
distinction of Eagle Scout. 


EE 


A PROCLAMATION IN MEMORY OF 
LINDSAY CUTSHALL AND JASON 
ALLEN 


HON. ROBERT W. NEY 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, November 17, 2004 

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker: 

Whereas, | hereby offer my heartfelt condo- 
lences to the families and friends of Lindsay 
Cutshall of Fresno, Ohio and Jason Allen of 
Zeeland, Michigan; and 

Whereas, Lindsay Cutshall and Jason Allen 
were both caring and loving individuals who 
were both active in the Rock-N-River Christian 
Camp, and 

Whereas, Lindsay Cutshall and Jason Allen 
will certainly be remembered by all those who 
knew them; and 

Whereas, through those lives that they 
touched, the memories of Lindsay Cutshall 
and Jason Allen will stand as monuments to 
two truly fine people. 

Therefore, while | understand how words 
cannot express our grief at this most trying of 
times, | offer this token of profound sympathy 
to the families and friends of Lindsay Cutshall 
and Jason Allen. 


EE 


HONORING THE LIFE OF 1ST LT. 
MATTHEW LYNCH, USMC 


HON. STEVE ISRAEL 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. ISRAEL. Mr. Speaker, there are times in 
our lives when we fully realize the presence of 
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heros among us. And there are times when 
we fully realize that we have lost one of those 
heros; that is the case with Marine 1st Lt. Mat- 
thew Lynch, a young man who gave his life for 
his country in lraq. It is difficult to memorialize 
а тап who stood as tall in life as Matthew did 
and harder yet to memorialize a man who 
stands even taller in death. | believe the words 
of his father, Bill Lynch, spoken at Matt’s fu- 
neral speak best to this fallen hero and not 
only capture the magnitude of the great life 
Matt lived but the magnitude of the loss to our 
nation: 

“To all Matt’s friends, and you are many; 
I thank you for coming. Saying farewell to 
our beloved Matthew is the hardest thing I 
have ever done. At this time, my thoughts 
alternately fly through my mind like sharp 
arrows; or slip through my mental fingers 
like quicksilver; and I cannot hold them fast. 
Because of this; and because I have only this 
one time to pay tribute to Matt, and to tell 
you about his life, I must affix my thoughts 
to paper, and read them; and for this, I beg 
your indulgence. 

But for now, I borrow from Shakespeare, 
and tell you that... We gather today to 
praise Matt, not to bury him. And that is be- 
cause all the things Matt was; Love of family 
and friends; gentleness, strength, humor, 
grace, dedication, honor, loyalty, patriotism, 
humility, and yes, of course, courage ... 
can never be buried, because they are eter- 
nal, as is now, our beloved Matt. 

While we mourn Matt's loss it brings with 
it an opportunity for us all, in private mo- 
ments, to reflect on what he was, and per- 
haps to develop in ourselves, those attributes 
he had, which we lack; so that the warm 
light of remembrance which fills this church 
today, may one day shine on us. 

I will speak to you today of Matt's life, and 
of ironies gentle, and tragic, which at 
present you know nothing of, and I will tell 
you of a curious sign I've lately seen which 
reassures me. 

But for now, to understand Matt's life, you 
are in the right place; because this is where 
all that he was, began, on a Summer day in 
1979, when my wife Angela and I brought our 
little Matthew Devin Lynch to that very 
baptismal font, to be baptized. The Gospel 
that day, I remember vividly, was the Gospel 
according to Saint Matthew, and I thought 
that a very propitious beginning. The name 
Matthew, we knew, came from Hebrew, and 
meant “Сів of God." 

And what a gift he was! Cherubic, loving, 
obedient, and oh yes, very active. As he de- 
veloped, it was evident that he had extraor- 
dinary athletic skills. One day when he was 
about 3 years old, and bounding about with 
his brother Tim and their friends, a visitor 
to our neighbor’s patio said to me “Is that 
your son?" “Үев,” I replied. “Бо you realize 
that he is a natural athlete?" the man said. 
“How do you know," I asked? “I am а pedia- 
trician," he said, *I see thousands of kids, 
and believe me, he is à natural athlete." It 
was a prophecy, which would be fulfilled. 

I raised both our sons as athletes, and 
Spent countless hours drilling various skills 
into them. I always did it with some zany 
game I had devised . . . Kids learn best when 
they are having fun. In most of those games, 
I was the villain, the opponent, the one to be 
conquered, but I always did it with humor, 
and they came to love “the games.” 

When they were only 5 or 6 years old, we 
used to play a game I had devised to build 
their swimming speed, I called it Shark and 
Minnows." In our community pool, I would 
emplace Matt and Tim near a ladder at one 
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end of the pool. Their mission was to swim 
to a ladder directly opposite them, and get 
out of the pool before the shark could catch 
them. I stood waist deep in the water, at the 
far end . . . the feared and fearsome Shark. 

At first I was à very successful shark, but 
very shortly, the minnows got much quicker, 
and the shark caught nothing but air. Soon 
the Minnows ‘‘can’t catch me" glee, told me 
that my days as a big fish were over, and 
that Matt's were just beginning. A few years 
later, as Matt swam by me, I raised my head, 
to see if someone was pulling him on a rope. 

At that time, Tim, had his eyes on two 
Jericho High School swim records, and he de- 
cided to join the Long Island Aquatic Club, 
to begin his assault on those records, which 
he did in fact, later claim. But in the begin- 
ning Matt just tagged along. After their first 
three hour LIAC workout, I asked Matt 
“How did it go?" “I... NEVER ... want 
...to...do that... again," said Matt. 
But like everything Matt did, he went back, 
and excelled . . . à theme you will come to 
recognize. 

Soon, he became one of the elite LIAC 
swimmers. He also swam right across his 
high school's record board, eclipsing every 
individual record, even Tim’s, leaving his 
own name in his wake. He set the country 
record in the 200-yard individual medley, fin- 
ished third in New York State in that event 
and the 100-yard freestyle. He was All County 
swimmer three years in à row; à County 
champion in two events each of his last two 
years. 

Baseball was the same. All-County catcher 
his last two years in high school, nominated 
for the “Diamond Award," as one of the best 
players in Nassau County; and as a senior, he 
tied for the home run record, all of this eas- 
ily fulfilling the prophecy that stranger had 
made so many years ago. 

He continued this at Duke University. He 
was the swim team's Rookie of the Year," 
and became a mainstay of that team. He was 
also a catcher on the Duke baseball team for 
two years, but in his Senior year, carrying 
out the theme which defines his life, he told 
his swim coach he wanted to return to his 
swim team ‘‘family,’’ his buddies, and he did. 
As a Senior, and in his very last race, when 
his team needed him to step up, we saw him 
swim one of his best 100-yard freestyle times, 
then sadly walk off, his career over. Between 
high school and college, he loved his job as a 
Jones Beach lifeguard; competed on their 
competition team, and there too, he ex- 
celled, and developed many friends. 

“What next?" I asked him shortly after he 
graduated from Duke. “Пад, the Marine 
Corps, or course." “Аге you doing this be- 
cause 'Tim and I did it, or because YOU want 
to do it?" I asked. ‘‘Dad, I want to do it," he 
replied. 

The next few years were difficult for An- 
gela and I. Our Marine sons began to go in 
harm's way. First, Tim in Afghanistan; then 
Tim and Matt in Iraq. But they always re- 
turned. Last Easter, Matt phoned us to say 
he was ordered to Iraq a 2nd time, as a re- 
placement for some Lieutenants in another 
unit who had been wounded. But after 3 
months, he again returned, and we were 
overjoyed. But shortly, he said, ‘‘Mom, Dad, 
you will think I’m crazy, but my old unit, 
my buddies are going back to Iraq, and I 
really want to join them." Again, that 
theme of loyalty, family. 

All during our son's deployments, I had 
been haunted by a specter of Marines in 
Dress Blue uniforms, walking to our door, 
bearing terrible news . . . and that specter 
was rooted in my past. 
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You see, in 1966, I too was a lst Lieutenant, 
then serving à short tour at The Marine 
Corps District Headquarters in Garden City. 
One of my duties was casualty calls. That 
meant when à Marine was wounded or killed, 
I had to personally notify his next of kin. 
“ГІ only be here З months," I thought, “I 
should be О.К.” 

The next week, my Colonel grimly dropped 
a Teletype оп my desk. “КІА,” it started. 
“Lt., wil you handle this?" he said. My 
stomach rolled. My duty that day was to 
break a mother's heart. I gathered two NCOs, 
got a priest, and drove to the Marine's home. 
His mother was getting out of her car... 
she had just returned from the beach . . . she 
looked at us .. . and dropped like a stone. 
We took her inside, neighbors came, someone 
called her husband, ‘‘Come home right now, 
was all he was told." 

When he arrived he told me that he had 
immediately punched the wall at work, and 
would have punched me, had he been at 
home. “I just would not have wanted to hear 
what I knew you were going to say," he said. 

I told my Colonel we had a dangerous situ- 
ation, and that someone would eventually 
get hurt. We had no standing operating pro- 
cedure for these casualty calls . . . no S.O.P. 
“Write one, Lieutenant," he said, and I did. 
I specified NCOs for wounds . . . but always 
an NCO and an officer for a death. I put my 
heart and soul into it, trying to devise some- 
thing, which would give aid and comfort to 
the bereaved, and protection to our Marines. 
Years later, I encountered marines from that 
same office. and we discussed casualty calls 
by then quite numerous. ‘‘It’s no fun," they 
said, “рођ at least we have a really good 
S.O.P." “I know,” I said, “I wrote it." 

On August 31, Matt returned with his bud- 
dies for a third tour, and, on October 31, he 
was killed by a roadside bomb. That same 
day, my wife Angela and I, still unaware, 
drove to the beach, to walk the boardwalk. It 
was a gorgeous day, and we spoke of how for- 
tunate we were to have such fine sons, and 
how proud we were of our two Marines. We 
passed the beach where Matt worked, and 
again spoke of him, and then we returned 
home. I parked the car, we entered our house 
. . . just as that mother had done almost 40 
years ago. . . the day I broke her heart. The 
door was ajar, and as I heard Angela exclaim, 
“Oh No!’’. . . I turned to see two Marines in 
dress blue uniforms, grimly walking towards 
us. One an NCO, the other an officer. Each 
wore the same stony mask I had worn years 
ago, and in an instant I knew our Matt was 
сопе . . . you see, Га written that S.O.P. 

How ironic that the pain I’d delivered so 
long ago to someone else; was now visited on 
my doorstep; and stranger still, that the pro- 
cedure I’d then written to console others, 
was now applied to us. The next day, Angela 
and I took our shattered hearts to this 
church. It was All Souls Day, and the Gospel 
that дау... was according to St. Matthew. 
‘Wire to wire," I thought, ‘‘Saint Matthew." 

Matt, our beloved gift of God died trying to 
free a people from a vicious enemy, whose 
unspeakable acts of barbarism, even against 
their own people, while done in the name of 
God, reveal them to be Godless; and such evil 
must be opposed. We revere Matt’s service, 
and while we are saddened, we are not angry. 
Not at our government, not at our President, 
and certainly not at the United States Ma- 
rine Corps, that fine fighting force our Matt 
was so proud to serve. 

The days ahead will be difficult for us. 
When the last of you have gone, and our door 
has closed, our ordeal will begin. A bright 
light has left our home, never to return, and 
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all the sand in Iraq cannot fill the hole in 
our hearts. But recently, Гуе noted a sign, 
although in the strangest place, which sug- 
gests reassurance. Now, you may think this 
forced, contrived, or fabricated for this mo- 
ment; perhaps the ranting of one whose 
heart, buffeted too hard by this tragedy, is 
trying too hard to see, but you are wrong, 
because I saw this sign long before Matt’s 
death. 

Some months ago, I looked down upon a 
floor tile in our home, and saw clearly what 
could easily be an artist’s rendition of the 
face of Christ. It stared directly at me. Curi- 
ous. For weeks, I looked at that visage every 
day. What to make of it? Eventually, my 
eyes began to scan around the visage, and re- 
cently, I also clearly saw, sheltered in the 
corner, and under the right shoulder of that 
visage . . . the perceptible head and face of a 
very small child. Each had slowly been re- 
vealed to me, and until lately I have not 
known what to make of this; but clearly, the 
events of this last week suggest to me that 
Matt, and formerly our little Gift of God, 
has, ав was his custom, made one final ге- 
turn to family and is now, the visage assures 
me, sheltered, and safely home, and this 
gives me great comfort. 

It is time to close, and I must do this in 
two ways: 

To the heavens I say: 

“Lord this is our son Matthew, in whom we 
are well pleased. He was your precious gift to 
us, and we return him to you now. Please 
grant Matt a place of favor, where he may 
rest comfortably until those of us who have 
loved him so can join him." 

And finally, to our son Matt, I say those 
words every Marine longs to hear; 

‘Well done Marine. . . and Semper Fi!" 


——e 


CHANGING NATURE OF 0.5.- 
CARIBBEAN RELATIONSHIP 


HON. CHARLES B. RANGEL 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, the United 
States-Caribbean relationship has long been 
characterized as one of dependency. More 
specifically, the Caribbean has historically 
been portrayed as overly reliant on the United 
States, while having minimal significance to 
our country beyond general geopolitical con- 
cerns. Indeed, the widespread damage 
wrought by the recent Caribbean hurricanes 
has necessitated assistance from the U.S. 
However, a broader look at the current reality 
points to a highly reciprocal relationship, with 
the Caribbean proving to be an increasingly 
important component of the economic and 
commercial interests of the United States. 

A telling indicator of the evolving U.S.-Carib- 
bean relationship is in the area of trade. The 
Caribbean is now the 13th largest importer to 
the United States and the 8th largest destina- 
tion for American exports. U.S. exports to the 
Caribbean have helped to sustain nearly 
500,000 U.S. jobs. While the magnitude of 
Caribbean trade with the U.S. is changing, so 
too is the nature of that trade. The Caribbean 
is not simply a supplier of agricultural prod- 
ucts, or an American tourist destination. It is 
now becoming a significant source of U.S. en- 
ergy imports. An October 7th story in the New 
York Times examined this recent ascendancy, 
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with a focus on the island nation of Trinidad 
and Tobago. 

In the last few years, the Caribbean, led by 
Trinidad and Tobago, has positioned itself as 
significant player in energy trade with the U.S. 
Already an important regional exporter of 
crude oil, Trinidad is now the leading exporter 
of Liquid Natural Gas (LNG) in the Western 
Hemisphere. After 9-11, the U.S. sought to 
find energy sources beyond the Middle East 
and Persian Gulf. Additionally, rising gas 
prices, and increasing domestic shortages in- 
creased U.S. demand for LNG. Trinidad has 
impressively stepped in to fill that demand. 
Since 2001, it has been the leading exporter 
of Liquid Natural Gas to the United States, ac- 
counting for 75 percent of all LNG exports. 
These exports are projected to further іп- 
crease over the next decade. Additionally, a 
planned LNG pipeline from Trinidad to sur- 
rounding Caribbean islands will increase the 
refining capacity of the surrounding region, as 
well as spur the region’s ability to engage in 
related manufacturing. 

Besides Trinidad, other countries in the re- 
gion have plans to increase their energy mar- 
ket presence. At an October 11th address, Ja- 
maican Commerce, Science and Technology 
Minister, Phillip Paulwell, stated that three oil 
and gas systems have been identified in Ja- 
maica for the first time. One of the systems 
has possible reserves of 2.8 billion barrels of 
oil (BBO) and 10.6 trillion cubic feet (TCF) of 
natural gas. With its close proximity to the 
United States, development of Jamaican en- 
ergy resources would be a very beneficial en- 
deavor for both nations. 

As can be seen, the importance of the Car- 
ibbean to the United States has radically 
evolved over the last several years. This evo- 
lution will only be strengthened as we move 
towards greater regional integration through 
agreements like the Free Trade Area of the 
Americas (FTAA). Future U.S.-Caribbean pol- 
icy must take into account this new and mutu- 
ally beneficial dynamic. 

A SMALL ISLAND, A BIG EXPORTER OF ENERGY 
TRINIDAD IS SUPPLYING MOST U.S. IMPORTS OF 
LIQUEFIED NATURAL GAS 
(By Simon Romero) 

PORT OF SPAIN, TRINIDAD, Oct. 7—Cranes 
are active here again, working around the 
clock to erect some of the Caribbean’s tall- 
est skyscrapers against a backdrop of colo- 
nial-era buildings. Traffic snarls throughout 
this small island country, with imported lux- 
ury cars rubbing up against 70’s-era gas guz- 
zles left from the last time energy prices 
soared. 

But it is not only the rising price of crude 
oil that has produced such excitement and 
activity in Trinidad, the Caribbean’s largest 
petroleum producer and one of the few is- 
lands that is thriving these days. Instead, 
what is transforming the situation here is 
another fossil fuel: natural gas. 

Amid a scramble to meet growing inter- 
national energy demands and to satisfy an 
American market where the price of gas has 
risen to about $7 for each thousand cubic feet 
from just $2 in 1999, Trinidad has emerged as 
the Western Hemisphere’s leading supplier of 
liquefied natural gas. It has stealthily out- 
paced rivals, this year accounting for nearly 
80 percent of shipments to the United States, 
up from virtually nothing five years ago. 

Trinidad’s leap to the forefront in liquid 
natural gas—a fast-growing area of the en- 
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ergy industry where companies invest bil- 
lions to chill the fuel to temperatures 
around 150 degrees below zero and ship it 
across the seas in supertankers—has ignited 
rapid growth here. Economic activity in- 
creased 13 percent іп 2003 and could grow as 
much again this year. The economy has ex- 
panded for 10 consecutive years on Trinidad 
and Tobago, a twin-island nation of 1.3 mil- 
lion with an area nearly the size of Dela- 
ware. 

Trinidad’s gas resources has fueled a web 
of chemical factories, including nine ammo- 
nia plants, and iron and steel complex, and 
two of the largest methanol plants in the 
world. The conglomeration of factories, 
largely in Point Lisas, an industrial site and 
port south of the capital, Port of Spain, ex- 
ports most of its production to the United 
States. 

“We've become a highly industrialized na- 
tion, something that was a pipe dream a few 
years ago," said Anthony Bryan, former di- 
rector of the Institute of International Rela- 
tions at the University of the West Indies on 
Trinidad. 

But some experts here worry that the nat- 
ural gas boom is taking on the same char- 
acter as the oil-fueled growth burst of the 
1970’s, which was followed by a ruinous dec- 
ade-long bust culminating in a violent coup 
attempt in 1990 by Muslim militants. 

“There’s the ‘here-we-go-again’ phe- 
nomenon,” said Ronald Ramkissoon, chief 
economist at Republic Bank of Trinidad and 
Tobago, the country’s largest financial insti- 
tution. “If we’re not wise enough to hive 
away some of the excess money we're getting 
from this boom, then we stand the risk of 
getting hit again." 

Weighing over everything are fears about 
what wil happen when the energy bounty 
runs out. Although Trinidad is envied by 
other energy producers, it has just 0.5 per- 
cent of the world's proven gas reserves, far 
less than big producers like Qatar and Rus- 
sia. Unless big new discoveries are made, the 
Inter-American Development Bank says, 
Trinidad's existing reserves guarantee only 
20 years of gas and oil production at current 
extraction rates. 

For now, though, economic opportunities 
in Trinidad are luring people and money 
from elsewhere in the hemisphere. A growing 
number of Spanish-speaking immigrants 
from Venezuela and Colombia have moved 
here recently to fill service jobs in res- 
taurants and other work shunned by 
Trinidadians. Continental Airlines began fly- 
ing this summer to Port of Spain directly 
from Houston, ferrying, energy executives 
eager to cash in on the bonanza. 

Trinidad owes much of its current good 
fortune to a plan conceived a decade ago by 
BP and BG, two of Britain's largest energy 
companies, together with Repsol of Spain 
and the National Gas Company of Trinidad 
and Tobago, to build the first of four large 
liquid natural gas plants. That strategy 
transformed BG, formerly British Gas, into 
the largest corporate supplier of L.N.G. to 
the United States. By 1999, the venture was, 
ready to start exporting gas. 

Trinidad quickly leapt ahead of Venezuela, 
where domestic political quarreling stalled 
ambitions to exploit ample natural gas re- 
serves. 

“Tm reluctant to talk about Venezuela be- 
cause they’re the sleeping giant next door,”’ 
said Frank Look Kin, president of the state- 
controlled National Gas Company. ‘You 
could say we’re doing O.K. with what we’ve 
got.” 

The importance of natural gas іп 
Trinidad’s economy eclipsed that of oil in re- 
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cent years, with gas output now worth about 
$4.8 billion a year compared with $1.4 billion 
for oil, according to the Inter-American De- 
velopment Bank. 

The Bush administration has responded by 
showering attention on Trinidad, amid con- 
cern over a prospective shortage of the fuel, 
which is used to generate electricity, run in- 
dustrial processes and heat homes and of- 
fices. 

President Bush surprised Prime Minister 
Patrick Manning last December when he 
came to Washington to meet Condoleezza 
Rice, Mr. Bush’s national security adviser. 
Instead of limiting the visit to her, the 
White House granted Mr. Manning an im- 
promptu meeting with Mr. Bush to discuss 
ways of increasing Trinidad’s role in resolv- 
ing problems in other Caribbean countries 
like Haiti. 

Seeking to further strengthen ties, Spen- 
cer Abraham, the energy secretary, declared 
in a visit here in April that Trinidad was ‘‘a 
very effective example of how a country with 
natural gas resources can enter the inter- 
national marketplace." 

Much noticed here as well was a meeting 
over the summer between Mr. Manning and 
Henry A. Kissinger, the former secretary of 
state. Mr. Kissinger’s visit to Trinidad 
aroused speculation that he might have lob- 
bied the government on behalf of Freeport 
McMoRan Energy, a New Orleans company 
that allied itself this year with Trinidad to 
build à terminal for receiving L.N.G. off Lou- 
isiana's coast. Mr. Kissinger is a director 
emeritus of à mining concern controlled by 
Freeport McMoRan Energy's parent com- 
pany. 

In responding to questions from local re- 
porters, Mr. Kissinger and Mr. Manning de- 
nied that the purpose of their meeting was 
related to negotiations with the Louisiana 
company. 

Trinidad's aim to cement its position as 
the leading supplier to the United States fits 
into its ambition to help guide the policies of 
large gas-exporting nations. It has held talks 
with Algeria and Indonesia to interest them 
in joining the Louisiana terminal venture. 
And next year, Trinidad is seeking a more 
active role in the Gas Exporting Countries 
Forum, a group of more than a dozen nations 
that also includes Qatar, Iran and Nigeria. 

Trinidad, a former British colony that 
gained independence in 1962, views trade as 
another priority, with Port of Spain com- 
peting against several American cities, in- 
cluding Miami and Atlanta, to be selected as 
administrative headquarters for the planned 
Free Trade Area of the Americas. 

The government, meanwhile, intends to in- 
vest about $700 million to build a pipeline 
that would transport gas to seven islands in 
the eastern Caribbean, including Barbados 
and Martinique. Trinidadian officials hope to 
persuade Venezuela to prepare its own gas 
for export to the United States from Trini- 
dad plants. 

Despite all the activity concern persists 
over the energy industry’s influence as 
memories linger of the painful adjustment 
Trinidad faced in the 1980’s after oil prices 
plummeted. But that has not prevented nat- 
ural gas from ascending to the heights of the 
economy after oil production reached a peak 
in 1978. 

As in many developing countries that are 
rich in resources, there is a perception that 
the wealth generated from Trinidad’s oil and 
gas is not widely shared, creating big prob- 
lems for a nation whose population is largely 
divided between people of African and Indian 
descent. 
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Unemployment remains stubbornly high, 
at around 10 percent. Crime is also a promi- 
nent concern, underlined by a spate of 
kidnappings of wealthy Trinidadians in the 
last two years. A pressing issue Trinidad 
faces is how to wriggle more royalties out of 
the multinational energy producers active in 
its territory. 

“The issue of who gets what and how from 
our gas and oil needs to be revisited," said 
Winston Dookeran, a member of Parliament 
and former central bank president. 

[In the budget released on Oct. 8, the gov- 
ernment laid out a plan to channel substan- 
tial energy revenue to social programs and 
public security. Included are an increase in 
old age pensions of more than 10 percent, 
lower taxes on brown sugar and funds to hire 
744 police officers. ] 

Despite a gross domestic product of about 
$8,000 a person, about a fifth of the popu- 
lation still lives in poverty. On average, 
Trinidadians are richer than most Caribbean 
islanders though still poorer than people in 
nearby Barbados and the Bahamas, where 
tourism revenue has improved living stand- 
ards. 

Translating its gas reserves into lasting 
wealth, of course, depends largely on the 
growth of the liquid natural gas industry in 
the United States, where more than 30 
projects are in planning phases to import the 
fuel from countries around the world. 

“The boom,’ Mr. Dookeran, the former, 
central banker, said, “із aligning our inter- 
ests with those of the U.S. like never be- 
fore." 
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THE EXCELLENT WORK OF THE 
NATIONAL GAY AND LESBIAN 
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 


HON. BARNEY FRANK 


OF MASSACHUSETTS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, 
this month marks the second anniversary of a 
very important organization dedicated to fight- 
ing prejudice in the United States in a very 
constructive manner. The National Gay and 
Lesbian Chamber of Commerce, founded in 
November 2002 by Justin Nelson and Chance 
Mitchell is, to quote from the statement which 
the NGLCC submitted to our Financial Serv- 
ices Committee hearing on diversity, "the only 
national not-for profit advocacy organization 
specifically dedicated to the economic ad- 
vancements and opportunities of the American 
LGBT business community." 

The NGLCC carries on this work by its for- 
mation of a “ broad-based coalition, represent- 
ative of the various interests of American 
LGBT owned and friendly businesses, profes- 
sionals, and students of business to increase 
economic opportunities among membership, 
corporate interests and federal, state and local 
governments." 

We hear a great deal in our public debate 
these days about the importance of people 
working together, being constructive, avoiding 
divisiveness etc. This can be overdone—de- 
mocracy requires the honest airing of dif- 
ferences. But it is also important that these dif- 
ferences take place within a context of rec- 
ognition of shared values, and the NGLCC 
plays an extremely important role in this. This 
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organization demonstrates that combating 
prejudice based on sexual orientation and 
gender identity is not only not inconsistent with 
an effort to work for greater unity in our coun- 
try, but is in fact an essential part of that ef- 
fort, properly understood. 

Justin Nelson and Chance Mitchell through 
their own commitment to advancing our capi- 
talist system, while simultaneously fighting the 
prejudice which deprives some people of the 
full chance to participate in that system, play 
a very important role. To quote further from 
the statement which they submitted to our Fi- 
nancial Services Committee, “It is the unfortu- 
nate experience of millions of LGBT Ameri- 
cans that homophobia and ignorance has 
been the silent killer of developing and grow- 
ing LGBT enterprises and a better quality of 
life for all LGBT Americans. Too often it is the 
experience that LGBT Americans feel com- 
pelled to remain in the closet to safeguard 
their personal and professional financial condi- 
tion. . . That millions of LGBT Americans live 
half lives in the financial marketplace, and the 
workplace is simply not in the best interest of 
a strong, vibrant and competitive American 
economy. 

“It is a universal truth that as human beings, 
we are at our best when we can represent 
ourselves as whole and complete individuals, 
encouraged to contribute with vibrant creative 
energy the many talents unique to each of us 
as individuals. That LGBT Americans аге 
shackled by institutionalized discrimination is 
not only shameful, it is not good business.” 

It is not easy to start an organization, and 
it is particularly difficult when the organization 
being started is one that seeks to bridge sig- 
nificant gaps that divide people in our society. 
There are a number of organizations that ef- 
fectively advocate for the rights of LGBT 
Americans. There are others that are forceful 
supporters of the legitimate interests of the 
business community. | know no other at the 
national level that exists precisely not simply 
to show that these two goals are not incon- 
sistent, but that, properly understood, they re- 
inforce each other. 

| have had the opportunity to work with Mr. 
Mitchell and Mr. Nelson on several occasions, 
and | am impressed by the quality of their 
work. | make this statement today on the floor 
to call attention to this excellent example of 
how people can work truly to better our coun- 
try in every way. 

Mr. Speaker, Members seeking more infor- 
mation on this useful organization can consult 
the hearing of the Subcommittee on Oversight 
of the House Financial Services Committee on 
diversity and financial services, which was 
conducted on July 15, 2004. 
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IN HONOR OF OUR UNITED STATES 
VETERANS AND HOLLY LANE 
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL OF 
WESTLAKE, OHIO 


HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
honor and recognition of all veterans of the 
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10th Congressional District of Ohio—for their 
service, bravery, and dedication on behalf of 
our country. Most significantly, we stand in 
tribute and remembrance of those veterans 
who have made the ultimate sacrifice when 
they answered the call to duty. 

| also stand in honor and recognition of the 
children and educators of Holly Lane Elemen- 
tary School. By allowing our students the op- 
portunity to meet and know our veterans, we 
are presenting them living examples of real 
heroes. We are giving them a true under- 
standing of the meaning of the words convic- 
tion, courage and selflessness. We are offer- 
ing them the understanding of a vital, living 
lesson that speaks to our American history 
and to the preservation of our liberty—the 
brave men and women who have endured 
great pain and sacrifice in order to secure 
freedom and democracy for us all—our United 
States Veterans. 

Every veteran that stands before us today at 
Holly Lane Elementary School represents the 
heart and soul of America and reminds us of 
our quest for justice and peace here at home, 
and the struggle of those who seek justice and 
peace around the world. The staff and stu- 
dents of Holly Lane Elementary School reflect 
the gratitude and respect for our men and 
women in the armed forces, sentiments that 
are shared by all Americans. The students of 
Holly Lane Elementary School also reflect a 
vision of hope and faith for our future. 

Mr. Speaker and Colleagues, please join me 
in honor, tribute and gratitude to the men and 
women of our armed forces, past and present. 
They reflect the quest and struggle for human 
rights and freedom from oppression, a basic 
human element that unifies us all. Let us for- 
ever remember and honor their ultimate serv- 
ice, great sacrifice and unwavering sense of 
commitment to the preservation of our Amer- 
ican democracy and our freedoms. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
HON. JIM McDERMOTT 


OF WASHINGTON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, November 17, 2004 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, | was un- 
able to be in Washington, DC yesterday. Two 
weeks ago, | injured my leg and my physician 
prefers that | not put it through the stress of 
an airplane flight from my home in Seattle, 
WA to Washington, DC. Were | able to attend 
today's session in the House of Representa- 
tives, | would have voted in support of H.J. 
Res. 110, H. Res. 750, S. 2693, S. 2214, S. 
2640, and H. Res. 641. 
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IN RECOGNITION OF SUNNYSIDE 
COMMUNITY SERVICES 


HON. NYDIA M. VELÁZQUEZ 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, November 17, 2004 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
on the floor of the U.S. House of Representa- 
tives to offer my congratulations to the Sunny- 
side Community Services Center on its 30th 
anniversary. 
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The residents of New York’s 12th Congres- 
sional District have been enriched by this insti- 
tution’s outstanding example of community co- 
operation, which provides valuable social, rec- 
reational, and educational services to the sen- 
iors and families of Western Queens. Thanks 
to the exemplary board, staff, and volunteer 
base of the Sunnyside Community Services 
Center, this once small organization that start- 
ed in a church basement has blossomed, and 
has grown to provide an array of integrated 
activities and programs to over 12,000 resi- 
dents, annually. 

The center offers these services to ensure 
that members have the opportunity to fully 
participate in all aspects of community life, 
while maintaining their independence апа 
healthy lifestyle. This institution has also be- 
come a local economic engine, employing 90 
percent of its staff from within the Queens 
community. The staff runs caregiver programs 
for frail elderly and homebound seniors, after 
school programs and camps for elementary 
and middle-school children, and a variety of 
educational, social, and recreational activities 
for active adults. 

Over the past 30 years, Sunnyside Commu- 
nity Services Center has expanded its serv- 
ices even further to help meet the challenges 
faced by emerging immigrant and youth popu- 
lations that reside in the area today. Their 
work has reached a significant number of resi- 
dents of all backgrounds and ages and has al- 
lowed them to enjoy an enhanced and com- 
fortable lifestyle. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the 30th anniversary of the Sunnyside 
Community Services Center, and join with my 
colleagues in the House of Representatives to 
recognize the organization’s outstanding serv- 
ice and dedication in addressing the needs of 
the Western Queens community. 
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TRIBUTE TO LEXINGTON VET- 
ERANS ADMINISTRATION MED- 
ICAL CENTER 


HON. BEN CHANDLER 


OF KENTUCKY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. Speaker, | rise here 
today in honor of Veteran’s Day; the day our 
nation sets aside to honor the sacrifice and 
service of the millions of Americans who 
risked their lives to protect our country and 
promote peace. These brave servicemen and 
women answered the call to defend freedom 
and serve our country during its time of great- 
est need. Now, during the month of Novem- 
ber, we should repay our gratitude by hon- 
oring our commitment to veterans and their 
families. 

As we stand here today and pledge to work 
for veterans throughout the nation, | am proud 
to celebrate a recent victory for the veterans 
of Central Kentucky. Over the last two years, 
our local veterans fought to Кеер the 
Leestown Drive facilities of our Lexington Vet- 
erans Affairs Medical Center open in the face 
of potential consolidation. Thanks to their com- 
mitment, the veterans of Central Kentucky will 
continue to benefit from the excellent medical 
services and the unique beauty of this facility. 
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The Lexington Veterans Affairs Medical 
Center is a nationally recognized health care 
center with a number of distinguished awards. 
Most recently, the facility received a $500,000 
award for “Best Overall Performance” among 
VA hospitals in the MidSouth Healthcare Net- 
work, and received the first-ever John M. 
Eisenberg award for patient safety co-spon- 
sored by the National Quality Foundation and 
the Joint Commission on Accreditation of 
Healthcare Organizations. | am proud that this 
hospital will continue to serve the community 
and provide our veterans with the quality serv- 
ice they deserve. 

Veterans Day is a time to honor our nation’s 
true patriots for their courage and commitment 
to this country. These men and women have 
protected our families over the years, and now 
it is our turn to take care of them. Let us 
renew our promise to our veterans and military 
retirees and honor the sacrifices they have 
made so that we may live free. As our troops 
return home let’s treat them with the respect 
they have earned and continue fighting for a 
guaranteed stream of benefits for all veterans. 


HONORING C. STUART HUNT 
HON. JACK QUINN 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. QUINN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Mr. C. Stuart Hunt for his outstanding 
service, tireless dedication and fruitful endeav- 
ors for Western New York. 

Mr. Hunt served on the Board of Directors 
of Buffalo Place Inc. from 1991 through 2004. 
Buffalo Place enjoyed phenomenal growth 
during his tenure as Chairman from 1994 to 
1998. During that time, Buffalo Place Inc. went 
from a $1.8 million organization to a $3.2 mil- 
lion organization. 

Beginning in 1997, under Mr. Hunt’s leader- 
ship and direction, a strong emphasis was 
placed on increasing funding for special event 
production in Downtown Buffalo. The success 
of the Thursday at the Square concert series 
positively impacted the Downtown economy, 
representing $4.4 million annually. 

Under Mr. Hunt's leadership, ап annual 
weekend music festival on Buffalo's waterfront 
was conceived, Buffalo Place Rocks the Har- 
bor. In addition, the Cars Sharing Main Street 
initiative became one of the top three priorities 
on the federal legislative agenda for Western 
New York. 

In 1997, under Mr. Hunt's guidance, the 
Americorps Ranger Escort Program was 
launched and received federal funding until 
2003 when it was eliminated. This important 
initiative continues today as the Buffalo Place 
Ranger Program. He also was involved in the 
Park N' Go Shuttle Program, converting major 
streets from one-way to two-way traffic and 
providing both on-street and off-street parking. 

In his professional life, Mr. Hunt serves as 
Chairman of Hunt Commercial Real Estate, a 
wholly owned subsidiary of Hunt Real Estate, 
the largest commercial/residential real estate 
organization in Upstate New York. 

With the purchase of the Brisbane Building 
in 1984, Stuart began a tireless restoration of 
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this beautiful property. The building holds a 
special place in his heart, as his father, 
Charles Stanley Hunt, was a tenant in the 
Brisbane Building for almost 50 years. I’m 
proud that my district office is located at this 
historic site also. 

Mr. Hunt's career spanned more than half a 
century. He is a consummate professional and 
gentleman. His work ethic and professionalism 
place him at the top of the list of the most well 
respected professional civic leaders of our 
time. His commitment to Downtown Buffalo 
has never wavered and future generations will 
benefit from and enjoy the fruits of his labor. 

Mr. Hunt's college career was interrupted 
when he answered the call to serve his coun- 
try. Mr. Hunt is a veteran of World War Il and 
a 1947 graduate of Colgate University. 

In addition to a successful civic and profes- 
sional career, Stuart has enjoyed a wonder- 
fully fulfilling personal life. On December 27, 
1946, C. Stuart Hunt married the beautiful 
Jane Helfrich. They have enjoyed a full and 
rich life and were blessed with three sons and 
one daughter. 

Mr. Speaker, Mr. Hunt touched the lives of 
so many Western New Yorkers and while he 
vacates his seat on the Board of Directors of 
Buffalo Place Inc., he will always remain a role 
model and mentor to the staff of Buffalo Place 
Inc. C. Stuart Hunt leaves a unique and indel- 
ible mark on Downtown Buffalo, as he will 
never be forgotten. 

Thank you, Stuart, for your strong leader- 
ship, diligent effort and personal commitment 
to our community. Thanks also for your friend- 
ship. 


EEE 
RECOGNIZING GARRETT KENT, 
BRANNAN SMITH, NICHOLAS 


MANLEY, AND WILL WATTS 
HON. MAC COLLINS 


OF GEORGIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, it is with great 
pleasure that | recognize the achievements of 
four outstanding young men from Griffin, 
Georgia: Garrett Kent, Brannan Smith, Nich- 
olas Manley, and Will Watts of Griffin Christian 
Academy. These young men recently visited 
our Nation's Capital while working on their 
Citizenship in the Nation Merit Badge for the 
Boy Scouts. During their trip they studied the 
Declaration of Independence, the Constitution, 
and the Federal Government. They learned 
about our system of checks and balances and 
how our government is financed. In addition, 
each of these Scouts wrote to me to share 
their views on important national issues. 

| am proud that these young men are learn- 
ing about our government and the freedoms 
and principles on which our Nation was found- 
ed. | think we can all learn from the example 
of Garrett, Brannan, Nicholas and Will, and re- 
member to learn about the great history of our 
Nation. | encourage everyone to read the Con- 
stitution and the Declaration of Independence, 
or to come to the United States Capitol and 
walk through its storied halls. All Americans 
should be active citizens and be conscious of 
this magnificent creation, and our duty to 
serve it well. May God bless this great Nation. 
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RECOGNIZING WORK OF MR. 
PERLEY BEANE 


HON. MICHAEL H. MICHAUD 


OF MAINE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the work of Mr. Perley Beane, 
Maine’s Director of Economic and Community 
Development, for more than 40 years in public 
service at the federal, state and local level. 

A graduate of Waterville High School and 
Thomas College, Perley’s first job was as a 
teacher in Jackman. After working as a busi- 
ness manager, Perley was appointed as the 
first director of the Waterville Public Housing 
Authority. He also served as director of the 
Maine Affordable Housing Alliance at the De- 
partment of Economic and Community Devel- 
opment before being appointed to his present 
position in Madison, Maine. 

Perley has dedicated his life to bettering his 
community. He has served as a board mem- 
ber for such organizations as The Salvation 
Army, the Waterville Housing Authority, the 
Somerset County Jail Committee, the Som- 
erset County Rural Housing Replacement 
Committee, the Somerset County Economic 
Development Corporation, the Waterville Zon- 
ing Board and the Kennebec Valley Commu- 
nity Action Program. 

Though Perley’s retirement is well deserved 
and begins a new and exciting chapter in his 
life, it also signifies that Maine is losing one of 
its most valued service providers. His dedica- 
tion to the people of Maine has been a bless- 
ing for our State, and has improved the lives 
of countless Mainers. | am both honored and 
privileged to pay tribute to Perley for his hard 
work and commitment to the people of Maine. 
| offer my sincere appreciation on behalf of the 
entire State. 


—— — 


RECOGNIZING THE APPOINTMENT 
OF CADET STEVEN J. SARKEES 
TO CHIEF PETTY OFFICER, 
USNSCC 


HON. LOUISE McINTOSH SLAUGHTER 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to honor one of my constituents, Steven J. 
Sarkees, on his appointment to Chief Petty Of- 
ficer in the United States Naval Sea Cadet 
Corps. While a high school senior in Grand Is- 
land, New York, Cadet Sarkees is a member 
of the Sullivans Division, Naval Sea Cadet 
Corps located in Buffalo, New York. Cadet 
Sarkees’ appointment to Chief Petty Office is 
bestowed on less than one half of one percent 
of the ten thousand Naval Sea Cadets in the 
program, and is a reflection of his exceptional 
leadership skills and mastery of seamanship 
training. 

The U.S. Naval Sea Cadet Corps was es- 
tablished in 1958 in order to provide youth 
with a drug-free and gang-free environment 
where individuals between the ages of 11 and 
17 could develop an appreciation for the 
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United States’ naval history, customs, tradi- 
tions and its significant role in national de- 
fense. The goal of the Sea Cadet Corps is to 
encourage young people to develop an inter- 
est in basic seamanship and teach Cadets pa- 
triotism, courage, self-confidence and self-reli- 
ance. Chief Petty Officer is the highest level a 
Cadet can attain and reflects years of hard 
work and dedication. 

Cadet Sarkees has developed into a mature 
leader, and is a fine example of what the Sea 
Cadet Corps strives to develop in young peo- 
ple. He has earned his appointment to Chief 
Petty Officer by completing а challenging 
course load, passing a leadership exam, com- 
pleting 6 months time in rank, and attending 2 
weeks of advanced training. Again, Cadet 
Sarkees is a positive role model to his fellow 
cadets, and exemplifies the best qualities of a 
patriotic American. 

| urge all of my colleagues to join me in 
congratulating Cadet Sarkees for his signifi- 
cant achievement as a member of the U.S. 
Naval Sea Cadet Corps. 


-—— — 


TRIBUTE TO THE JOYCE H. WIL- 
LIAMS CENTER OF KANSAS CITY, 
KANSAS 


HON. DENNIS MOORE 


OF KANSAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
tell you about a wonderful organization in the 
Third Congressional District of Kansas that is 
celebrating its 25th anniversary of serving do- 
mestic violence victims in Kansas City, Kan- 
sas. 

In 1979, | was the District Attorney in John- 
son County, Kansas, and involved in helping 
that county provide domestic violence services 
to its citizens. At the same time, just to the 
north, community leaders in Kansas City, Kan- 
sas, in Wyandotte County, were coming to- 
gether for the same purpose. In 1979, the 
Joyce H. Williams Center was incorporated, 
and began its services to the KCK community. 
| first learned of their efforts through working 
with their leaders in the Kansas City Metropoli- 
tan Coalition on Domestic Violence. The Joyce 
H. Williams Center was begun by the Yates 
Branch of the YWCA. A few years later, when 
the Yates Branch YWCA branch closed, the 
Joyce Williams Center and most of the YWCA 
services continued under the sponsorship of 
Friends of Yates, Inc. 

Twenty five years later, the Joyce Williams 
Center continues to provide hope and help to 
women and children in abusive situations. The 
center has helped hundreds of families over 
the last 25 years. Today, their services include 
a hotline for victims to call, counseling, case 
management, substance abuse assistance, 
and a transitional living shelter. 

| know my colleagues in the House of Rep- 
resentatives will join me in congratulating the 
staff, board of directors, and community volun- 
teers of the Joyce H. Williams Center on this 
anniversary of their founding. | know they will 
continue to serve their community for many 
years to come. 
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HONORING THE SERVICE OF 
CAPTAIN TONY TORRES 


HON. ED PASTOR 


OF ARIZONA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. PASTOR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Mr. Tony Torres for his thirty years of 
service in the City of Phoenix Fire Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. Torres was born in Phoenix and at- 
tended Phoenix College, where his is currently 
a member of the adjunct faculty. He served 
our nation in Vietnam, and is a member of 
American Legion Post 41. 

Mr. Torres joined the City of Phoenix Fire 
Department in 1975 and retired this year as a 
Captain in the Fire Operations Division. From 
1999 until his retirement, he held the position 
of Public Information Officer and earned var- 
ious departmental awards. He is also a recipi- 
ent of the Department of Public Safety Citi- 
zens Life Saving Award. 

Mr. Torres' service to the community ex- 
tends beyond his career as a fire fighter. He 
has worked with numerous neighborhood ac- 
tivist organizations, as well as with the Mayor 
and City Council members, in order to improve 
the safety of all valley neighborhoods. He is 
also a past vice president of the Valley His- 
panic Bomberos and was an active member of 
the United Phoenix Fire Fighters Union. 

Mr. Torres currently lives in North Phoenix 
with his wife of 25 years, Susan. On behalf of 
the Phoenix community, | thank him for his 
many years of service and wish him a happy 
and healthy retirement. 


EE 


IN SUPPORT OF H.R. 5218, MATT'S 
HEALTH INSURANCE PLAN ACT 
OF 2004 


HON. RICHARD A. GEPHARDT 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. GEPHARDT. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to discuss H.R. 5218, Matt's Health Insurance 
Plan Act of 2004, which | introduced last 
month. This bill has a very personal meaning 
to me, and | believe it is integral to solving 
America's health care crisis. 

Today in this country, over 40 million Ameri- 
cans live without health coverage. These 
Americans are people just like you and me. 
Citizens who work full-time jobs where no 
health care is offered. Parents who work two 
and three part-time jobs just to feed their chil- 
dren and provide a safe place to live. Entire 
families where values like hard work and re- 
sponsibility mean something, but where no 
member of that family can find full-time work 
with full benefits in a struggling economy. 

Americans who don't have health coverage 
too often don't have access to health care. In 
a day and age when morals dominate the po- 
litical landscape of this country, how can we 
remain indifferent to the millions of Americans 
who can't receive the care they need? This is 
the biggest moral problem our country has. It's 
time we fixed it. 
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Let me tell you why this is so important to 
me. Three decades ago, when | was an attor- 
ney in St. Louis, my two year old son Matt 
was diagnosed with what they said was ter- 
minal cancer. My wife Jane and | were told he 
probably wouldn't last six weeks. 

In the end, we were among the most fortu- 
nate in more ways than one. My law firm had 
a health plan, and it was the only way we 
could afford the new and experimental thera- 
pies. That insurance plan, the talented doctors 
and nurses, and the grace of God saved 
Matt's life. 

But | remember the nights we spent in the 
hospital waiting room talking to the parents of 
another patient—a child with severe cancer 
from a family who couldn’t afford health insur- 
ance. Those parents didn’t know what to do. 
All they could do was pray. As long as | live, 
| will never forget the terror in their eyes. In 
this country, it should never be this way. 

Matt’s Plan, named after my son, is my vi- 
sion for how we can cover everyone in Amer- 
ica with health insurance—with no new bu- 
reaucracy and no nationalized plan. This is 
more than just a health care plan. It’s also an 
economic stimulus plan designed to create 
jobs and get this economy moving again. 

The plan is essentially this: we pass a law 
requiring every employer to provide access to 
quality coverage, with employer tax credits 
covering most of the cost. 

Today, an employer can take a tax deduc- 
tion that would cover about 30 percent of the 
cost of health insurance. But that deduction is 
effectively worthless when a company is strug- 
gling and losing money in this economy. 

There are also far too many employers who 
fail to provide health insurance because the 
tax deduction doesn’t come close to covering 
the cost of the insurance premiums. As a re- 
sult, millions of families are left without health 
insurance. 

My plan would change that. Employers who 
don’t currently offer health insurance would be 
required to offer a quality health plan, and 
they’d receive a refundable tax credit equaling 
60 percent of the full cost of the premium. A 
tax credit they'd pass through completely to 
their employees in the form of health insur- 
ance. Employers would only be responsible for 
60 percent of the full cost of the premium and 
would not be required to contribute to the cost 
of health coverage beyond the nominal admin- 
istrative cost of providing health insurance 
coverage. Employees would not be required to 
pay more than 40 percent of the premium 
cost. 

And for those employers who currently do 
offer health insurance, my plan replaces the 
existing tax deduction with a 60 percent re- 
fundable tax credit—a tax credit on the em- 
ployers share of the premium, which puts 
more money directly into the business that has 
been doing the right thing. ‘Refundable’ means 
the employer will receive the credit, regardless 
of whether they're making a profit. 

This health care plan leaves no American 
on their own. The 60 percent tax credit would 
apply to part-time employees. It would apply to 
retiree health benefits paid by former employ- 
ers. It would apply to the self-employed. And 
state and local governments would receive 
federal assistance equal to 60 percent of their 
health care costs. 
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My plan would allow individuals between the 
ages of 55 and 64 to buy into Medicare cov- 
erage at no cost to the federal government. It 
would subsidize 65 percent of the cost of 
COBRA health insurance for the unemployed. 
It would subsidize low-wage workers who are 
below or near the poverty line who can't afford 
their share of the premium. And it would mod- 
ify the SCRIP Program for uninsured low in- 
come children, expanding it to include their 
parents, and expanding efforts to find those 
families who qualify. 

Under my plan, employers who already offer 
health insurance would see an immediate re- 
duction in their overhead. The economic stim- 
ulus would result in billions of dollars in in- 
creased wages and benefits, more money in 
the pockets of the average family, and more 
jobs. And the result of adding millions of 
Americans to the ranks of the insured means 
more preventive care, far fewer trips to the 
emergency room, and lower health care costs 
for everyone. 

Mr. Speaker, | have introduced this bill so 
that Matt's Plan will become part of the public 
record on the health care debate. | hope that 
as Congress continues to deal with the health 
care problem in America, someone will reintro- 
duce this bill and develop this plan further. 

To me, this plan is a bold, innovative idea 
that can work—an idea that can bridge a can- 
yon of fear and illness and cover everyone in 
America with health insurance, and jump start 
the economy at the same time. It's morally 
right and economically sensible. Healthy work- 
ers are productive workers. And healthy fami- 
lies make for a stronger America. 


== 


IN HONOR AND RECOGNITION OF 
MR. GLENN AND MRS. LYDIA 
HUNDERTMARK IN CELEBRATION 
OF THEIR 50TH WEDDING ANNI- 
VERSARY: NOVEMBER 6, 2004 


HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker | rise today in 
honor and recognition of Glenn and Lydia 
Hundertmark, as they celebrate 50 years of 
devotion to each other, to their family and to 
their extended family and many close friends. 
This unbreakable union represents a deep and 
abiding love, not only for each other, but also 
for their children, grandchildren and for their 
community. 

Glenn Hundertmark and Lydia Nikishin met 
in the early 1950s while working at the Pick- 
n-Pay grocery store at Fulton and Memphis. 
Glenn left to serve our country during the Ko- 
rean War in the United States Navy as an 
Aviation Mechanic. When Glenn returned 
home, he and Lydia dated, fell in love and be- 
came engaged in 1954. On November 6, 1954 
they were married at Gloria Dei Lutheran 
Church by Reverend Herbert Blickensderfer. 

Glenn worked for Cleveland Twist Drill Co. 
and American Steel and Wire until he became 
a fireman for the city of Cleveland in 1961. He 
worked in various fire stations over the years 
as a Lieutenant, then as Captain, until retiring 
in 1984. Lydia worked at Associates Finance 
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Co. before they started their family in 1955. 
Being a full-time mom to Lynn, Ruth, Paul and 
Kathryn quickly became the main focus and 
joy of Lydia’s life. 

Together, Glenn and Lydia created memo- 
rable holiday celebrations. Every Christmas 
morning, their children would wake up to a 
beautiful tree and gifts that they built. Lydia 
would sew Halloween costumes, and Glenn 
made carving a pumpkin an art form. Birth- 
days were special days with favorite meals 
being served and grandparents, aunts and un- 
cles joining the party. Their young family 
played board games, went on picnics and 
hikes and went for boat rides on the “Busy 
Liz.” Glenn and Lee took their family on a va- 
riety of vacations each year from camping and 
fishing trips, to the trip of a lifetime traveling 
out west for a month in 1973. The beloved 
Rustic Rest in Vermilion holds cherished 
memories that began with Glenn’s childhood 
and has continued throughout his grand- 
children's lives. 

Glenn and Lydia taught their children the 
value of tradition by sharing stories and keep- 
sakes of their ancestors—giving them a clear 
understanding and appreciation of their Ger- 
man, Russian and Ukrainian heritage. The 
family baptismal gown was sewn in 1911 by 
Glenn’s grandmother Ida Christianer, and has 
been worn by every newborn baby since. The 
Santa Claus suit that was made by Gordon 
and Ruth Hundertmark in 1960 thrilled their 
children and grandchildren when Santa Claus 
visited them every Christmas. On Easter, you 
will still hear Mildred and George Nikishin's 
blessing: “Christos — Voskres; Моуіѕііпо 
Voskres," being spoken, while Millie's tradition 
of homemade Paska bread is shared by all. 

As much as Glenn and Lydia love their fam- 
ily, they also love their friends. Glenn's fellow 
firemen and their families, and the families of 
the Orchard Avenue neighborhood, became 
like second families to the Hundertmark’s. 
There was always а neighborhood picnic or 
party planned, ending with everyone being 
thrown in their neighbor’s pool. They had Hal- 
loween parties, Christmas parties, and 35 
Dance Club parties. They vacationed together 
in large groups, taking the party on the road. 
Lifelong friendships were formed. 

Throughout their lives, Glenn and Lydia 
have volunteered their time and talents within 
their community. Their dedication to helping 
others is evidenced at Gloria Dei Lutheran 
Church, homeless shelters and in causes in- 
cluding Cerebral Palsy and Habitat for Human- 
ity. In their spare time, they could always be 
found at their grandchildren’s sporting events, 
choir concerts and award nights. 

Their great joy for life radiates throughout 
every aspect of their lives. Glenn and Lee are 
fabulous dancers, they are animal lovers, they 
have traveled all over the world—they are 
can-do people who have always been there 
for everyone. Lydia has nursed her adult chil- 
dren back to health, proving you will always 
need your mother. She is famous for her ex- 
ceptional potato salad—and a picnic wouldn't 
be a picnic without it! Glenn has an unbeliev- 
able memory and tells wonderful, colorful sto- 
ries. They have an extensive collection of 
slides capturing their life’s story. 

Glenn and Lydia were faithful children to 
their parents—George, Mildred, Gordon and 
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Ruth—who are no longer with us, but are here 
today in spirit. They are parents, grand- 
parents, a brother, a sister, a mother and fa- 
ther-in-law, a brother and sister in-law, an aunt 
and uncle, cousins, a friend—and together, 
they are surely one. Their legacy will be one 
of dedication to their family, to their church, to 
their community, and their devoted faithful 
service to the Lord. 

Mr. Speaker and Colleagues, please join me 
in honor and recognition of Glenn and Lydia 
Hundertmark, as we join them in celebration of 
this momentous occasion—their 50th wedding 
anniversary. Glenn and Lydia Hundertmark 
continue to inspire us to understand our past, 
to follow our dreams, to give back to our com- 
munity, and to hold family closest to our 
hearts. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING THE LIBERTY SAFE 
SCHOOL TASK FORCE 


HON. SAM GRAVES 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. GRAVES. Mr. Speaker, | proudly pause 
to recognize the Liberty Safe School Task 
Force. The Liberty Safe School Task Force is 
a group of about 35 dedicated citizens, who 
work closely with the United States Attorney’s 
Office, the Kansas City office of the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, the Liberty Police De- 
partment, the Missouri State Patrol, and Lib- 
erty Hospital to increase public awareness of 
the important issues facing our children today. 
One example of a successful past initiative or- 
ganized by the Task Force was the “Buckle 
Up” campaign, which encouraged safety belt 
use. Without the Task Force, “Buckle Up” and 
countless other lasting and effective child 
safety oriented community initiatives would 
have been impossible. 

The success of the Liberty Safe School 
Task Force has been so dramatic, that the 
program is now being used as a model for 
other schools. | am confident that thanks to 
the Safe School Task Force, Liberty’s children 
will be better prepared to address difficult and 
complex issues as the future leaders of our 
communities, state, and nation. 

Mr. Speaker, | proudly ask you to join me in 
congratulating the Liberty Safe School Task 
Force. This group of fine citizens has dem- 
onstrated a truly outstanding commitment to 
the safety of Liberty’s children, and | am proud 
to call them constituents of Missouri's Sixth 
District. 


— SEE 


A PROCLAMATION RECOGNIZING 
JEWELL DUVALL 


HON. ROBERT W. NEY 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker: 

Whereas, Jewell Duvall has provided out- 
standing service and contributions to the 
House community during her tenure in the of- 
fice of the Chief Administrative Officer; and 
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Whereas, Jewell Duvall provided support to 
not only the CAO, but also to Leadership, the 
Committee on House Administration, other 
House officers, Member and Committee of- 
fices, and the general public; and 

Whereas, Jewell Duvall has worked dili- 
gently during her time in Washington, D.C., to 
serve the individuals with respect and a sense 
of priority; and 

Whereas, Jewell Duvall provided extensive 
administrative support to the Incident Com- 
mander during the September 11th and an- 
thrax crises of 2001; and 

Whereas, Jewell Duvall was a valuable 
asset to the House of Representatives com- 
munity and the general public. 

Therefore, | join with members of Congress 
and their staff in recognizing Jewell Duvall for 
her exceptional work and immense contribu- 
tions, and wish her the very best during her 
retirement. 


ee Ң--- 


RECOGNIZING JOHN R. 
BLACKBURN, JR. 


HON. BILL SHUSTER 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize John R. Blackburn, Jr. upon his re- 
tirement from the Board of Directors of UPMC 
Bedford Memorial. His presence on the board, 
which has become a symbol of security and 
stability, will be sorely missed. 

As a life-long resident of Bedford County, 
Mr. Blackburn has connected with citizens in 
the area in a way that few are able. Since 
1955, Mr. Blackburn has worked diligently to 
make positive changes throughout the hospital 
so that the area’s health care would improve. 
In the nearly fifty years that Mr. Blackburn has 
had a significant hand in the hospital’s oper- 
ations, Bedford Memorial has become a driv- 
ing force of health care in Bedford County. 

Mr. Blackburn has served this nation honor- 
ably, touching the lives of every American cit- 
izen through his service in the United States 
Army Air Corps during World War |. Having 
taken the reigns as a strong leader since his 
youth, he has been a pillar of strength within 
his community, and his ceaseless dedication 
to the health care system is unparalleled. His 
uncompromising sense of duty to the commu- 
nity in which he lives has been a source of in- 
spiration, and the impact he has had is im- 
measurable. 

For his incomparable generosity, service to 
the Bedford Memorial Hospital, and unabated 
commitment to excellence, John Blackburn, Jr. 
deserves the highest recognition. He has dem- 
onstrated enthusiasm and care for the county 
which he has served, and his spirit and dedi- 
cation have infiltrated his every action. The 
legacy he has created is one that every Amer- 
ican should emulate, and his contributions will 
not go unnoticed by the business for which he 
worked nor the community in which he lives. 
| would like to congratulate Mr. Blackburn on 
his many accomplishments, and | wish him the 
best of luck in his retirement. 
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PAYING TRIBUTE TO DR. DAVID N. 
MESCHES 


HON. MAURICE 0. HINCHEY 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the distinguished career of Dr. 
David N. Mesches. Since 1961, Dr. Mesches 
has provided outstanding medical care to the 
residents of Ulster County and he has worked 
tirelessly to improve the delivery of health care 
services not only in Ulster County, but also 
throughout the Hudson Valley. | am pleased to 
join the health care community, his family and 
his friends in honoring Dr. Mesches for his 
outstanding career. 

During his four decades of practice in Ulster 
County, Dr. Mesches has served as Captain in 
the United States Air Force at Stewart Air 
Force Base, providing care to servicemen and 
their families; operated a private practice while 
serving as Director of the Student Health Cen- 
ter at SUNY New Paltz; served as Director of 
the Mid-Hudson Rural Family Practice Resi- 
dency Training Program; and currently, is the 
Chief Executive Officer of the Mid-Hudson 
Family Health Institute. 

Dr. Mesches’ membership in a number of 
medical and scientific societies and commit- 
tees is a testament to his dedication and de- 
sire to provide citizens with the best possible 
healthcare available. Іп fact, in his current role 
as the President and CEO of the Mid-Hudson 
Family Health Institute, Dr. Mesches has in- 
creased access to healthcare for the under-in- 
sured and uninsured residents of the Hudson 
Valley by forging strong alliances. Through his 
efforts, regional health care agencies have 
begun to work collaboratively to build a seam- 
less, integrated healthcare delivery system 
that will effectively be able to identify and ad- 
dress the needs of the most at risk member of 
our community. 

In addition to his professional achievements, 
Dr. Mesches has participated in numerous 
community activities including, serving as the 
Chairman of the Ulster County and New Paltz 
Planning Boards and Ulster County Planned 
Parenthood, and serving on the Board of Di- 
rectors of Patterns for Progress, Mid-Hudson 
Savings Bank, First Union Bank, and Atlantic 
States Mortgage Corporation. 

Mr. Speaker, it is my privilege to recognize 
the outstanding accomplishments of Dr. David 
Mesches. His commitment to improving the 
lives of people around him has yielded a dis- 
tinguished record of service and has made UI- 
ster County and much of the Hudson Valley a 
better, healthier place to live. 


== 


TRIBUTE TO TAIWAN PRESIDENT 
CHEN SHUI-BIAN 


HON. CIRO D. RODRIGUEZ 
OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. RODRIGUEZ. Mr. Speaker, last week | 
had the opportunity of visiting Taiwan, the Re- 
public of China and | was very impressed with 
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what | saw. Taiwan has clearly grown to be a 
modern democracy and its people are well 
educated and prosperous. The people whom | 
talked to were all friendly toward us and sup- 
portive of our global war against terrorism. 

In fact, | was most impressed with Taiwan 
President Chen Shui-bian. This young states- 
man was reelected president of the Republic 
of China last March and was inaugurated on 
May 20. In my conversation with him, he said 
again and again that he is seeking a genuine 
dialogue with the leaders of the People’s Re- 
public of China. He said Taiwan does not seek 
confrontation but a friendly dialogue with main- 
land China leading to talks on all issues. 
President Chen would like to see more co- 
operation and less confrontation in dealing 
with mainland China leaders. In addition to its 
“relationship” with mainland China, President 
Chen considers Taiwan’s relations with the 
U.S. a matter of utmost importance and he 
would like to see further strengthening of this 
relationship. | personally believe that Tai- 
wanese people are truly lucky to have Presi- 
dent Chen as their leader for the next four 
years. 

| am delighted that Taiwan is now ably гер- 
resented in Washington by its young and en- 
ergetic ambassador, Dr. David Lee. Ambas- 
sador Lee knows Washington well and he will 
most certainly strengthen the ever-growing 
bonds between Taipei and Washington. Tai- 
wan and the United States,. | wish to assure 
both President Chen and Ambassador Lee, 
have always stood together shoulder to shoul- 
der and will always remain strong partners in 
maintaining peace and stability. 

| had a good visit to Taiwan and | hope my 
colleagues and my fellow countrymen will fol- 
low my steps in visiting this beautiful island of 
freedom and prosperity soon and often. 


IN HONOR OF JULIE PACKARD 


HON. SAM FARR 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor my dear friend Julie E. Packard, the Ex- 
ecutive Director and Vice Chairman of the 
Monterey Bay Aquarium Foundation’s Board 
of Trustees and the recipient of the Ted 
Danson Ocean Hero Award. The award is 
given annually, in recognition of the recipient’s 
strong commitment toward protection and res- 
toration of the marine environment. Ms. Pack- 
ard is a woman of principle and conviction. 
She has worked tirelessly to protect and pre- 
serve our delicate ocean ecology. 

On October 20, 1984, Ms. Packard was in- 
strumental in opening the Monterey Bay 
Aquarium. Today, the Monterey Bay Aquarium 
Foundation is a $124 million institution and 
has consistently drawn 2 million people to its 
exhibits each year. It and its sister institution, 
the Monterey Bay Aquarium Research Insti- 
tute, are some of the finest marine life and 
ocean science research institutions in the 
United States. She has been its Executive Di- 
rector since it opened. 

Ms. Packard was born in Los Altos, Cali- 
fornia. She is one of four children, along with 
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a brother, David, and sisters, Susan and 
Nancy. She went on to earn a masters degree 
in biology from the University of California at 
Santa Cruz. Julie is married to Robert Ste- 
phens. Together they are raising wonderful 
twin daughters. 

Through her involvements, Julie һав іп- 
spired and educated many about the wonders 
of our oceans and the environment of Mon- 
terey Bay and the central coast. She has been 
instrumental in making the schools of Mon- 
terey Bay some of the finest on the central 
coast, making it possible for future generations 
of students to nourish a passion for the ocean 
as strong as hers. 

Ms. Packard has been a board member of 
numerous organizations and committees, in- 
cluding the California Nature Conservancy, the 
Monterey Bay Aquarium Research Institute, 
and the David and Lucile Packard Foundation. 
She was also a member of the Pew Oceans 
Commission іп 2003, which issued rec- 
ommendations for a comprehensive overhaul 
of national ocean policy. Ms. Packard has also 
received numerous awards. Perhaps one of 
the milestones of Julie’s life and work with the 
oceans is when she received the Audubon 
Medal for Conservation in 1998, one of the 
premier recognitions given to those in this 
field. 

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the United States 
Congress, | would like to honor the many ac- 
complishments of my friend Julie E. Packard 
and express sincere gratitude for her accom- 
plishments and contributions to our commu- 
nity. 


—— 


PAYING TRIBUTE TO RICK 
HANSON 


HON. SCOTT McINNIS 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. McINNIS. Mr. Speaker, | rise to pay trib- 
ute to Rick Hanson, a strong-willed individual 
who has persevered through near insurmount- 
able physical challenges and provides inspira- 
tion to his fellow citizens. | am proud to stand 
here with my colleagues before this body of 
Congress and this Nation and recognize his 
triumph of will, and strength of conviction. 

During Rick’s early teens, it was discovered 
he had a brain tumor. Rick’s condition contin- 
ued to worsen, and doctors and family mem- 
bers feared he would not pull through. Eventu- 
ally, Rick was diagnosed with a rare condition 
of adrenal insufficiency, and his hormone and 
hydrocortisone treatments have helped him fi- 
nally turn the corner. After twenty-five years of 
illness, at age forty-three, Rick on the road to 
recovery, is taking therapeutic horseback 
riding lessons, a pastime that he enjoyed as a 
child growing up in Arkansas. 

Mr. Speaker, Rick Hanson’s unrelenting will 
and sheer determination has helped him to 
stave off illness in the face of the gravest of 
circumstances. His story of improvement is an 
inspiration to us all, and | am honored by the 
opportunity to recognize his accomplishments 
before this body of Congress and this Nation. 
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TRIBUTE TO JOHN M. (MIKE) 
HENRY 


HON. FRED UPTON 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. UPTON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
pay tribute to John M. (Mike) Henry who is re- 
tiring after a long and distinguished career of 
public service. A dedicated and selfless indi- 
vidual, Mike has served as County Coordi- 
nator for Berrien County for the past sixteen 
years. During his tenure, Mike assisted the 
citizens of Southwest Michigan in a number of 
capacities, all with great distinction. 

Since 1988, Mike’s contributions to our com- 
munity have been tremendous. He has con- 
sistently received accolades and recognition 
for his inspired work. During his time as Coun- 
ty Coordinator, Mike crafted, managed and ex- 
ecuted budgets exceeding $2 billion, had the 
unique ability to manage large sums of public 
funds—always meeting the highest level of au- 
diting standards, and exhibited great com- 
petence and success in working with the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial branches of gov- 
ernment. 

In addition to his remarkable service to 
Berrien County, Mike also served his country 
with great distinction. He served in the U.S. 
Army for 20 years, including two tours in Viet- 
nam, flying attack helicopters. During his ex- 
traordinary years of service, Mike was award- 
ed with, among others, the Purple Heart, the 
Bronze Star, and the Meritorious Service 
Medal. 

Our community is in debt to Mike for his 
continued public service since 1988. | wish 
him and his family all the best in retirement. 
His service will be truly missed by the folks in 
Southwest Michigan. 


A TRIBUTE TO IRIS 8. CHANG 
HON. MICHAEL М. HONDA 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, today | rise in 
memory of Iris Chang, a courageous historian, 
author and champion of Asian and Asian 
American history, human rights and historical 
redress. During her brief yet remarkable pro- 
fessional career, lris touched the lives of 
countless people, shedding light on past injus- 
tices and atrocities that had been forgotten or 
ignored. In her personal life, she was a loving 
wife and mother, a close friend and an inspira- 
tion to many. lris is survived by her husband, 
Dr. Brett Douglas, her son, Christopher Doug- 
las, her parents, Shau-Jin and Ying-Ying 
Chang, and her brother, Michael Chang. 

Iris Shun-Ru Chang was born on March 28, 
1968 in Princeton, New Jersey. She studied 
journalism at the University of Illinois, and re- 
ceived her Masters in Science Writing from 
Johns Hopkins University. While at Johns 
Hopkins, Iris was commissioned to research 
the life of Tsien Hsue-Shen, a Chinese Amer- 
ican scientist who was deported to China dur- 
ing the Communist scare of the 1960s and 
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subsequently founded China's ballistics pro- 
gram. Her research led to her critically ac- 
claimed debut, The Thread of the Silkworm, 
which addressed the paranoia and racism of 
the McCarthy era. 

As a historian and an activist, Iris fought 
passionately for historical justice and reconcili- 
ation. Her book, The Rape of Nanking, chron- 
icled the horrific capture of Nanking during Ja- 
pan’s invasion of China in 1937, and was in- 
strumental in educating the international com- 
munity about Japanese military atrocities dur- 
ing World War II—human rights violations that 
had gone unwritten and unacknowledged for 
decades. Her efforts to seek redress for the 
crimes at Nanking brought her in conflict with 
the Japanese government and communities 
worldwide, but lris was unwavering in her 
commitment to justice and truth. 

In addition to her books, which decried so- 
cial and historical injustices against the Asian 
and Asian American communities in the 
United States and internationally, Iris was also 
a member of the Committee of 100, a national 
nonpartisan organization of Chinese-American 
leaders who work to address issues important 
to the Chinese-American community. For her 
work, she earned the Peace and International 
Cooperation Award from John D. and Cath- 
erine T. MacArthur Foundation, and was 
named "Woman of the Year" by the Organiza- 
tion of Chinese-American Women. 

Iris will be remembered for her work and 
service to the community. Certainly, the mil- 
lions of people whom she touched through her 
writings and her activism will not forget the 
moral vision she brought on past injustices to 
the international community and the public im- 
pact of her work in promoting peace between 
peoples of differing races and backgrounds. 
Her fierce pride of her Chinese-American her- 
itage empowered others with the certainty that 
they were truly Americans despite their ances- 
try. Our community has lost a role model and 
close friend; the world has lost one of its finest 
and most passionate advocates of social and 
historical justice. 


== 


ASSISTING THE PEACEKEEPING 
EFFORT IN DARFUR 


HON. CHARLES В. RANGEL 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, the ongoing cri- 
sis in Darfur, Sudan continues to be an issue 
of high concern to the American people. Ac- 
cording to United Nations and U.S. officials, 
the situation in Darfur is the worst current hu- 
manitarian and human rights crisis in the 
world. 

Out of a population of 7 million people, 1.2 
million are internally displaced, 200,000 have 
been forced into exile, and ап estimated 
70,000 civilians have been killed. The crisis 
necessitates not only financial assistance, but 
also that of a military and logistical nature. A 
November 17, 2004 editorial in the Wash- 
ington Post spoke to the current state of the 
Darfurian peacekeeping effort. 

Despite widespread condemnation by the 
international community regarding the Darfur 
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genocide, few in the West have been willing to 
offer troops or logistics to the peacekeeping 
effort. The African Union has attempted to fill 
the void through its seven hundred man ob- 
server force. However, the AU force is se- 
verely undermanned and underfunded. 

The AU asserts it will need $80 million just 
to sustain a force of 3,000 for one year. Many 
experts believe that an additional 30,000 to 
60,000 troops will be needed to adequately 
secure the Darfur region. This is in addition to 
the need for logistical support and increased 
provision of military vehicles and aircraft. 

The AU will no doubt need assistance in 
such an endeavor. America, as the greatest 
military power in the world, should not allow 
this deficiency to continue. Indeed, the U.S. 
currently has a contingent of 2,500 troops in 
nearby Djibouti, from which it can_ initially 
draw. The U.S. military airlifted several hun- 
dred African soldiers from Nigeria and Rwan- 
da into Darfur last month, but this represents 
the only major U.S. logistical operation to 
date. 

More can and must be done by the U.S. in 
providing military and logistic resources for the 
Darfur peacekeeping effort. The Administration 
has long cited the liberty and freedom of the 
Iraqi people as a rationale for its military com- 
mitment in that country. | know we all agree 
that the people of Darfur deserve the same, 
so | am hopeful that progress can be made on 
this important issue. 

[From the Washington Post, Nov. 17, 2004] 

DIPLOMACY AND DARFUR 

A full arsenal of diplomatic tricks has been 
tried on behalf of Darfur, the western prov- 
ince of Sudan where the government is or- 
chestrating genocide. A number of A-list 
statesmen—Britain’s Prime Minister Tony 
Blair, Secretary of State Colin L. Powell, 
U.N. Secretary, General Kofi Annan—have 
journeyed to Sudan to demand an end to the 
killing; still the genocide continues. Cease- 
fires, undertakings and protocols have been 
negotiated and signed; still the genocide con- 
tinues. Two U.N. Security Council resolu- 
tions have condemned the government’s be- 
havior; still the genocide continues. Tomor- 
row and Friday, in a triumph of hope over 
experience, the Security Council will con- 
vene an extraordinary session in Kenya, hop- 
ing to shine the spotlight on Sudan’s suf- 
fering. But unless the council members 
stiffen their rhetoric with sanctions, they 
will spotlight their own impotence. 

Sudan’s pragmatic dictatorship has bowed 
in the past to determined external pressure. 
It expelled Osama bin Laden and negotiated 
an end to its long-running war with rebels in 
the south, both thanks to the threat of sanc- 
tions. But Sudan’s rulers do not make con- 
cessions if they don’t have to do so, and they 
believe they can exterminate tens of thou- 
sands of people in Darfur and get away with 
it. When outsiders wax especially indignant, 
the junta signs another protocol and makes 
a tactical concession. But its strategy re- 
mains unchanged: to cement control over 
Durfur by decimating the tribes that back 
various local rebels. 

The first phony concession came in April. 
Sudan’s government signed on to a cease-fire 
promising to *refrain from any act of vio- 
lence or any other abuse on civilian popu- 
lations." Since then the government has par- 
ticipated in unprovoked assaults on villages, 
murdering men, raping women and tossing 
children into flames that consume their 
huts. In July Sudan's rulers signed a commu- 
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nique with Mr. Annan, promising to ensure 
that no militias are present in all areas sur- 
rounding Internally Displaced Persons 
camps." Since then militias have continued 
to encircle the camps, raping women and 
girls who venture out in search of firewood. 
In August Sudan’s government promised Jan 
Pronk, Mr. Annan’s envoy, to provide a list 
of militia leaders. No list has been forth- 
coming. Last week, in a concession that per- 
haps reflected nervousness about the ap- 
proaching Security Council meeting in 
Kenya, the government signed two new pro- 
tocols, committing itself among other things 
to protect the rights of Internally Displaced 
Persons." A few hours later, government 
forces stormed a camp for displaced people. 

In sum, the considered judgment of Su- 
dan’s rulers is that they can flout inter- 
national commitments with impunity. Un- 
less that judgment can be changed, the Secu- 
rity Council session in Kenya will not 
achieve anything. Sudan’s dictatorship must 
be credibly threatened with sanctions that 
target officials responsible for war crimes, 
and these officials must also be made to face 
the possibility of prosecution. Beyond that, 
outsiders need to recognize that there is lit- 
tle prospect of security for Darfur’s people— 
and therefore little prospect of a return to 
destroyed villages, a resumption of agricul- 
tural production and an escape from starva- 
tion—without a serious peacekeeping force. 
Gen. Romeo Dallaire, the U.N. commander in 
Rwanda during the genocide a decade ago, 
has suggested that a force of 44,000 is needed. 
Charles R. Snyder, the senior State Depart- 
ment official on Sudan, has estimated that 
securing Darfur would take 60 to 70 battal- 
ions. 

More than a year and a half into Darfur’s 
genocide, the United States and its allies 
have proved unwilling to consider that kind 
of commitment. They have moved at a 
snail’s pace to support a 3,500-strong African 
Union force, which in any case would be in- 
adequate; the record of deploying underpow- 
ered peacekeepers in war zones is that the 
peacekeepers get humiliated. The allies are 
starting to discuss another U.N. resolution, 
but this seems likely yet again to lack a real 
threat of sanctions. Up to a point, this is un- 
derstandable: Security Council members 
such as China are opposed to strong action, 
and the United States is conserving limited 
military and diplomatic resources for Iraq 
and the war on terrorism. But Darfur’s crisis 
is so awful that the usual balancing of na- 
tional priorities is immoral. Some 300,000 
people may have died in Darfur so far, and 
the dying is not yet finished. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO REVEREND DR. 
SOLOMON EADDY 


HON. JAMES Е. CLYBURN 


OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. CLYBURN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
pay tribute to the Rev. Dr. Solomon Eaddy, 
Pastor of the Mount Carmel Baptist Church of 
Timmonsville, South Carolina; and Elizabeth 
Baptist Church of Florence, South Carolina. 
And join with his congregations and commu- 
nity in wishing him well as he celebrates his 
40th anniversary as pastor of Mount Carmel 
on December 4th. 

Rev. Dr. Eaddy has made service to the 
church and his community a cornerstone of 
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his life. He began his formal higher education 
at Morris College in Sumter, South Carolina 
from which he received a Bachelor of The- 
ology. Later, he would receive an Honorary 
Doctorate from this same school. He also 
earned a Bachelor of Divinity at Morris Col- 
lege. He attended the Moody Bible Institute, 
and completed additional studies at Florence 
Darlington Technical College and McLeod Re- 
gional Medical Center. 

As a young man, Rev. Dr. Eaddy was one 
of the first black policemen in the City of Flor- 
ence, South Carolina. He served in that ca- 
pacity for 15 years. It was during his tenure as 
a policeman that he founded the Boys Club of 
Florence that still thrives today. He also 
served for five years in the United States Navy 
as a Petty Officer, First Class. Rev. Dr. 
Eaddy’s first church calling was as pastor of 
the Mount Tabor Baptist Church in Evergreen, 
South Carolina. He served at Mount Tabor for 
four years before being called to Elizabeth 
Baptist Church and Mount Carmel Baptist 
Church, both of which he still serves today. As 
Pastor of Elizabeth Baptist he has worked to 
rebuild the sanctuary and remodel the edu- 
cation building and fellowship hall. During this 
period, he worked with the young members of 
the congregation to organize a Junior Mis- 
sionary Society. 

Mount Carmel also saw remodeling and іп- 
novation under the pastoral guidance of the 
Rev. Dr. Eaddy. Here, too, he remodeled the 
church sanctuary. He also led in establishing 
a Sunday School Choir and a Junior Choir. 
Rev. Dr. Eaddy also established a Baptist 
Teaching Union not only at Mount Carmel, but 
also at Elizabeth and Mount Tabor Baptist 
Churches. 

Rev. Dr. Eaddy has been honored with the 
South Carolina House of Representatives 
Service Award for 35 years of pastoral care in 
the Pee Dee area. He is a member of the Ma- 
sonic Lodge #381 and an Eastern Star Broth- 
er. He also maintains membership in the Mu- 
tual Aide Lodge #5, where he once served as 
President and is now a Noble Father. He is 
also the moderator of the New Hope Union. 

Rev. Dr. Eaddy is married to and shares his 
church service with Mrs. Susanna Law Eaddy. 
They have four children, and seven grand- 
children. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask you and my colleagues 
to join me and my fellow South Carolinians in 
honoring Rev. Dr. Solomon Eaddy for a life- 
time of dedicated service to God and country. 


Ee 


TRIBUTE TO REVEREND DR. LEAH 
GASKIN FITCHUE 


HON. DONALD M. PAYNE 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, | ask my col- 
leagues here in the House of Representatives 
to join me as | rise to acknowledge the ac- 
complishments of the Reverend Dr. Leah Gas- 
kin Fitchue. 

Dr. Fitchue is the first woman to serve as 
President of Payne Theological Seminary, a 
160 year old institution sponsored by the Afri- 
can Methodist Episcopal Church. She is the 
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first African American woman president of the 
244 Association of Theological Schools (ATS) 
and the first woman to serve as president of 
any historically black theological seminary. 

As Dr. Fitchue is inaugurated, | am pleased 
that all her efforts have led to this most de- 
serving position. It was my pleasure to know 
this promising young woman when she was 
an outstanding student at South Side High 
School (currently Malcolm X. Shabazz) in 
Newark, New Jersey where | served as faculty 
member. Dr. Fitchue was active in community 
and civic organizations and among her 
achievements was placing 15st in the NAACP 
Youth Council's Annual Oratorical Contest. 
Over the years, Dr. Fitchue has returned to 
Newark to visit her mother and to participate 
in various community events. We still count 
her as a Newarker. 

A published author and a poet, Dr. Fitchue 
holds degrees from Rutgers University, the 
University of Michigan, Princeton Theological 
Seminary and Harvard University. Her motto 
for Payne Theological Seminary, "So High A 
Mission, So Holy A Calling" taken from found- 
er Daniel Alexander Payne, depicts an ethos 
that centers on educating leaders in African 
American Studies, Biblical Studies, Historical 
Studies, Theological Studies, Practical Ministry 
and Supervised Ministry. 

Dr. Fitchue's civic, community, professional 
and social affiliations include Delta Sigma 
Theta Sorority; Founding Board member of 
New Jersey Coalition of 100 Black Women; 
Links, Inc.; Minority Arts Resource Council 
(MAROC); Christian Community Development 
Association (CCDA); Sojourners; Call to Re- 
newal; Association of Urban Theological Edu- 
cation and Ministry (AUTEM); Board of Re- 
gents for Northwest Graduate School of Min- 
istry and (International Urban Associates; 
American Academy of Religion and the Soci- 
ety for the Study of Black Religion. 

Mr. Speaker, | am sure my colleagues will 
agree that Dr. Fitchue's historical election was 
well deserved and that she will serve Payne 
Theological Seminary well as its President. 


Ыы 
TRIBUTE TO VALERIE WILLIAMS, 
THE BUCKHANNON BUSINESS 


AND PROFESSIONAL WOMAN 
THE YEAR 


HON. SHELLEY MOORE CAPITO 


OF WEST VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
honor of Valerie Williams, the Buckhannon 
Business and Professional Woman of the 
Year, and to proclaim October 18-22, 2004 
National Businesswomen’s Week. 

Working women now number 62.7 million 
strong in America’s workforce and strive to 
serve their communities, their states, and their 
nation in professional, civic and cultural capac- 
ities. In particular, | acknowledge the signifi- 
cant contributions of the Business and Profes- 
sional Women of Buckhannon, West Virginia, 
to their city, state, and nation. 

Women-owned businesses account for over 
one-third of all firms in the country and employ 
one in four American workers. Major goals of 
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business and professional women are to pro- 
mote equality for all women and to help create 
better conditions for businesswomen through 
the study of social, educational, economic, 
and political problems. 

All of us are proud of women's leadership in 
these many endeavors. 

Mr. Speaker, | urge my colleagues to join 
me іп honoring Valerie Williams as 
Buckhannon Business апа Professional 
Woman of the Year and in proclaiming Octo- 
ber 18-22 National Businesswomen’s Week. 


a 


IN HONOR OF THE PRESIDIO OF 
MONTEREY 


HON. SAM FARR 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the Presidio of Monterey and its historic 
status for our nation, and for the State of Cali- 
fornia. This month the Sons of the American 
Revolution will be honoring the Presidios of 
San Diego, Monterey, Santa Barbara and San 
Francisco as historical sites for their role in the 
American Revolution. 

Indeed, many of our fellow citizens are un- 
aware of the role of Spain in our founding as 
a new nation, but it was an important part of 
the global politics of the time. On June 21, 
1779, King Carlos III declared war on England 
in support of the American colonies, a declara- 
tion that affected not only the Iberian Penin- 
sula, but also the Spanish colonies in the New 
World. Monterey was one such colony. 

In order to assist the militias and people of 
the united colonies, King Carlos requested 
that all citizens and residents of Alta California 
donate money to the struggle. These dona- 
tions, when gathered together by Father 
Junipero Serra, totaled 2,683 Spanish silver 
dollars, a sizable amount that no doubt greatly 
assisted the funding and financing of this new 
nation. Besides the local assistance provided 
by the residents of the Presidio and sur- 
rounding missions, Spain's contributions to the 
fight for independence were of vital impor- 
tance in bringing about the eventual defeat of 
the British army and the Treaty of Paris. 

Mr. Speaker, most of my constituents al- 
ready know the Presidio of Monterey well, be- 
cause it is still an operating military base 
today. While the fact that it is still a major 
training center for today's military may mask 
its historical importance overall, it is recogni- 
tion such as this month's presentation by the 
Sons of the American Revolution that keep 
that history alive. | commend them for their 
work in highlighting this important institution, 
and thank them for continuing to remind us of 
how important our national history is to us all. 


PAYING TRIBUTE TO KEN REYHER 
HON. SCOTT McINNIS 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. McINNIS. Mr. Speaker, | rise to pay trib- 
ute to Ken Reyher, colorful storyteller, author, 
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and performer from Olathe, Colorado who 
educates his fellow citizens about the history 
of the America’s beginnings in the West. Ken 
is an excellent teacher who stimulates his lis- 
teners interest in our Nation’s history, and it is 
my privilege in recognizing his service and 
passion for history before this body of Con- 
gress and this Nation. 

Ken is an avid historian, and former school- 
teacher who reenacts the Western lifestyle by 
hiking the old trapper trails in authentic cloth- 
ing from the 18305. He shares his ехрегі- 
ences and understanding of Western Colorado 
in a couple of performances every month, in- 
cluding using his own cowboy poetry and cos- 
tumes. Additionally, Ken has published several 
books and magazine articles on the subject. 
Growing up on a cattle ranch in Southeast 
Colorado as a kid, Ken has always had a pas- 
sion for the West and believes that it is impor- 
tant that history is passed on from generation 
to generation. 

Mr. Speaker, Ken Reyher is a man who has 
developed his passion into a wonderful learn- 
ing tool for children and adults of all ages that 
yearn to discover the mysteries of the Amer- 
ican West. | am honored to recognize such a 
dedicated teacher and storyteller before this 
body of Congress and this Nation. Thanks for 
your passion and your service to Colorado, 
Ken, and | wish you all the best in your future 
endeavors. 


VALIANT HEROES 
HON. FRED UPTON 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. UPTON. Mr. Speaker, as we come to- 
gether as a nation to celebrate Veteran’s Day, 
| would like to honor two American patriots 
who are receiving long-overdue medals com- 
memorating their service to our country. The 
sacrifices that these heroes made to protect 
our country and defend freedom will never be 
forgotten. 

Mr. David Matthew Bielski, a Vietnam War 
veteran from Kalamazoo, Michigan, has been 
awarded with the Silver Star and the Army 
Commendation Medal. From April 25th to April 
26th, 1968, in the A Shau Valley of Vietnam, 
David gallantly fought enemy soldiers, and lo- 
cated trapped and wounded American troops. 
During his service, David was wounded three 
times, which he received the Purple Heart. In 
addition to these two high honors, David has 
also been awarded with the Vietnam Service 
Medal with 4 Bronze Service Stars and the 
Good Conduct Medal. 

Mr. Miland W. Bills, a World War II veteran 
from Kalamazoo, Michigan, has been awarded 
with the POW Medal. During his service to our 
country, Miland was a POW in Germany from 
December 31, 1943 to May 3, 1945. In addi- 
tion to the POW Medal, Miland has also re- 
ceived the Air Medal, Good Conduct Medal, 
American Defense Service Medal, European- 
African-Middle Eastern Campaign Medal with 
1 Bronze Service Star, World War II Victory 
Medal, and the Honorable Service Lapel But- 
ton, WWII. 

The sacrifices that these two individuals 
gave to our country are immeasurable—they 
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both answered their country’s call to serve 
with great honor. | wish | could have been 
present to celebrate these awards with both 
Mr. Bielski and Mr. Bills. However, on behalf 
of the Sixth District of Michigan, | would like to 
extend my greatest wishes and tribute to 
these valiant heroes. 
I и 


COMMEMORATING JUDGE WILLIAM 
M. MARUTANI 


HON. MICHAEL M. HONDA 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
mourn the loss of the Honorable William M. 
Marutani, who recently passed away at the 
age of 81. He will be fondly remembered for 
his contributions to civil rights and social jus- 
tice issues, and for his tenure as a distin- 
guished Judge. | am honored to stand before 
Congress to recognize his significant accom- 
plishments. 

During World War |, Judge Marutani and 
his family were among the numerous U.S. ci- 
villians of Japanese descent who were wrong- 
fully forced into internment camps in 1942. 
Following his incarceration, he and his two 
younger brothers served on the U.S. Military 
Intelligence Service. 

In the landmark case Loving vs. Virginia 
(1967), Judge Marutani became the first Japa- 
nese American to argue before the U.S. Su- 
preme Court. Representing the Japanese 
American Citizens League as an amicus cu- 
riae petitioner, Judge Marutani urged the re- 
versal of the anti-miscegenation laws in 17 
states. As a result of Loving vs. Virginia, the 
17 states were forced to reverse their laws, 
and interracial marriages became legal. 

Judge Marutani was a practicing attorney in 
Philadelphia until his appointment as a Judge 
on the Common Court of Pleas. He was ap- 
pointed by Governor Milton Jerrold Shapp of 
Pennsylvania in 1975, and was elected for a 
full ten year term in 1977. He served as the 
first Pennsylvania Judge of Asian American 
descent. 

In 1981, Judge Marutani served as a Presi- 
dential appointee and sole Japanese Amer- 
ican commissioner on the Commission on 
Wartime Relocation and Internment of Civil- 
jans. The Commission's recommendation 
prompted Congress to pass the Civil Liberties 
Act of 1988, which issued a formal apology as 
well as symbolic payments to surviving individ- 
uals incarcerated during the war. In this victory 
and throughout his career, Judge Marutani 
was instrumental in fighting for the civil rights 
of Japanese Americans. 

Earlier this year, the Asian American Bar 
Association of the Delaware Valley commis- 
sioned a portrait of Judge Marutani, which is 
displayed in Philadelphia's City Hall. This 
honor was conferred for his dedication to the 
Asian American legal community, ensuring 
that its voice was heard and well-represented. 

Judge Marutani's passion for human rights 
and the advancement of social equality in our 
nation will not be forgotten. As a proud advo- 
cate of civil rights, he serves as a role model 
to the local and national communities on 
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whose behalf he selflessly served. | am hon- 
ored to pay tribute to his distinguished life of 
dedication, kindness, generosity, and wisdom. 

Mr. Speaker, | would like to extend my 
deepest condolences to Judge Marutani's fam- 
ily and friends. Please join me in honoring 
Judge William Marutani, a truly exceptional in- 
dividual who dedicated his life to the service of 
others. 


ES 


FULL CIRCLE: TURNING LIVES 
AROUND 


HON. CHARLES В. RANGEL 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, | rise to com- 
mend the work of the Full Circle Life Enrich- 
ment Center (FCLEC) located in the Bronx, 
New York. 

Founded in 1999 by Derek Suite, MD, the 
FCLEC serves as а non-profit faith-based 
community mental health education and train- 
ing center. The center is dedicated to 
destigmatizing attitudes towards mental health 
problems, increasing access to mental 
healthcare and helping to empower families 
that deal with life’s challenges. Problems such 
as depression, anxiety, unemployment, do- 
mestic violence, trauma, marital conflict, drug 
use, HIV/AIDS, asthma, diabetes, racial dis- 
parities, homelessness, and unemployment 
have become steadily more pressing over the 
past decade. This organization has contributed 
valuable resources to the Bronx community 
and has set an exceptional example of serv- 
ice. 

Full Circle has again and again dem- 
onstrated its commitment to compassion by of- 
fering over 50 workshops in 2003 that ad- 
dressed some of the most troubling trends in 
urban communities such as the rise in depres- 
sion, domestic violence, marital conflict, drug 
use, HIV/AIDS, asthma, heart diseases, diabe- 
tes, racial disparities, homelessness, and ип- 
employment. These seminars bring together 
leading urban health care experts and edu- 
cators who share a strong belief in a spir- 
itually-sensitive approach to tackling the most 
pervasive of inner-city concerns. 

Full Circle has positively affected over 
10,000 lives, and its impact has spread hope 
in people's lives. Once again, let us as a body 
commend the efforts of Full Circle and ac- 
knowledge publicly the contribution of this or- 
ganization. 


a 


TRIBUTE TO COACH WILLIE 
JEFFRIES 


HON. JAMES Е. CLYBURN 


OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. CLYBURN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
pay tribute to a trailblazer, an athletic legend 
and a dear friend—Coach Willie Jeffries. 
Coach Jeffries has dedicated much of his ex- 
traordinary career to my alma mater, South 
Carolina State University іп Orangeburg, 
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South Carolina. But his impact has been felt 
far beyond that campus. 

Coach Jeffries is a man of humble begin- 
nings. He was born in Union, South Carolina. 
His widowed mother raised him in a two-room 
house in this segregated Southern town. Earn- 
ing money by working various jobs at the local 
white-only country club, he got to see how the 
other side lived. 

He graduated from South Carolina State 
University with a Bachelor’s degree in civil en- 
gineering and a Master’s degree in guidance 
and counseling. Having played football and 
baseball for the historically black college, 
Coach Jeffries secured coaching jobs at seg- 
regated high schools іп Lancaster and 
Gaffney, South Carolina. After compiling a six- 
year 65-7-2 record with three consecutive 
state AAA championships, North Carolina A&T 
came calling with an assistant coach’s job, 
which started Coach Jeffries in college coach- 
ing. He was next lured to Pittsburgh as an as- 
sistant coach. There he tasted coaching 
against big-time college football schools such 
as Florida State, UCLA and West Virginia. 

But when his alma mater sought him out, 
the 36-year-old Coach Jeffries jumped at the 
chance to come home and lead his beloved 
Bulldogs. In six seasons as his alma mater's 
head coach, he compiled a 50—13-4 record 
and became a hot prospect for other head 
coaching positions. It was an offer from Wich- 
ita State in Kansas that enticed Coach Jeffries 
to leave S.C. State. It was historic. Coach 
Jeffries became the first African American to 
serve as the head football coach of a predomi- 
nantly white university. At Wichita State, he 
led a team that had lost 14 of its last 15 sea- 
sons to an 8-3 season after four years of re- 
building. After five years, he left the program, 
which later folded, and became the head 
coach for Howard University, where he spent 
another five years. 

In 1989, another tug from S.C. State 
brought Coach Jeffries back to the place 
where his love of football began. He coached 
another 13 years, before retiring following the 
2001 season to become the Director of Ath- 
letic Fund Raising for the Bulldogs. During his 
29-year coaching career, Coach  Jeffries 
amassed a 179-132-6 record. This tremen- 
dous record included six Mid-Eastern Athletic 
Conference (MEAC) championships, two na- 
tional titles, several post-season appearances, 
and numerous coaching awards. He holds the 
title for the most wins of any S.C. State coach 
and the most MEAC victories. 

Coach Jeffries has been inducted into the 
South Carolina State University Athletic Hall of 
Fame, the South Carolina Athletic Hall of 
Fame and the MEAC Hall of Fame. He has 
been honored with South Carolina's Order of 
the Silver Crescent, the state's highest award 
for community service. He has received the 
Black Coaches' Association with a lifetime 
achievement award and is enshrined in the 
Palmetto State's Black Hall of Fame. Since 
2002, he has served on the NCAA Football 
Rules Committee. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask you and my colleagues 
to join me in commending Coach Willie 
Jeffries for his extraordinary contributions and 
courage. His is a legendary football coach that 
has touched many lives on and off the playing 
field. He is an inspiration to young people who 
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aspire to rise above their current cir- 
cumstances and even break barriers. This 
humble man from humble beginnings is a role 
model, a resilient leader, and a renowned 
motivator. In short, Coach Willie Jeffries is a 
national treasure. 


ee 


HONORING THE MEMORY OF 
DOLORES “DELL” A. RAUDELUNAS 


HON. DONALD M. PAYNE 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, | ask my col- 
leagues here in the House of Representatives 
to join me as | rise to honor the memory and 
legacy of Dell Raudelunas, former Chief Exec- 
utive Officer for the United Way of Union 
County. 

When Dell passed away on October 12, 
2004, she left behind a lifetime of achieve- 
ments to her family, community and the United 
Way. As a pioneer in leadership for social 
services, Dell exhibited great courage and 
served as a role model for many women and 
United Way professionals. She was a true 
leader who has been described as being dy- 
namic, professional, insightful and determined. 

In addition to her role as CEO for the United 
Way of Union County, she helped to launch 
United Way organizations in Hunterdon and 
Sussex Counties. She served on the United 
Way’s National Task Force for Development of 
Women and the National Professional Advi- 
sory Council. In their first Annual Tribute to 
Women, the Boy Scouts honored her for being 
an exemplary role model. As an advocate for 
education, she served as a member of the 
Union County College Board of Governors 
where she chaired the nominating and audit- 
ing committees. 

As Dell is remembered during a Memorial 
Service on October 23, 2004, many will recall 
her caring of others and the impact she made 
in the community. Her vision for the social and 
economic development of Union County led to 
her being a founding member and chairperson 
of the Union County Alliance. Dell also served 
on other Councils and Boards where her 
membership was valued. 

Mr. Speaker, | know my colleagues join me 
in letting Dolores “Dell” A. Raudelunas’ family, 
friends and associates know that her memory 
will always be honored and cherished. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO MARANATHA 
FELLOWSHIP CHURCH 


HON. SHELLEY MOORE CAPITO 


OF WEST VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
honor of Maranatha Fellowship Church in 
Saint Albans, West Virginia, and their celebra- 
tion of twenty-eight (28) years of service to the 
Kanawha Valley and surrounding area. 

On October 13, 1976, Pastor James R. 
Wright, Jr. held a service in the living room of 
a home in Dunbar, West Virginia. Twenty-eight 
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(28) years later, Maranatha and Rev. Wright 
minister to a loving, caring congregation of 
over 3,000 people from every walk of life. 

In particular, | acknowledge Dr. James R. 
Wright, Jr., Pastor of Maranatha Fellowship 
Church. Through Dr. Wright’s vision and lead- 
ership, this church has made a significant con- 
tribution to the lives of thousands of West Vir- 
ginians. 

Maranatha is also widely known for the 
Semi-annual Passion Play that was created by 
Virginia Wright, wife of Pastor James Wright. 
This play reaches 15,000-18,000 people іп 
eight performances, which is another example 
of this church’s ever-growing ministry. 

Mr. Speaker, | urge my colleagues to join 
me in honoring Maranatha Fellowship Church 
as they celebrate their twenty-eight years of 
ministry to the Kanawha Valley and West Vir- 
ginia. 

(o————ÁE RM 
IN HONOR OF THE WESTERN 
STAGE 


HON. SAM FARR 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to con- 
gratulate the Western Stage on the 30th Anni- 
versary of its first performance іп our commu- 
nity. 

The Western Stage, founded in 1974 on the 
campus of Hartnell College, is the Salinas Val- 
ley’s public theatre and is a leading arts insti- 
tution of Monterey County with a national 
presence and impact. For over three decades 
The Western Stage has served the diverse 
population of the central coast region of Cali- 
fornia, presenting an annual season of plays 
and musicals and educational programming of 
the highest professional standard. Over 400 
students, community members and profes- 
sionals participate each year, and the annual 
audience numbers exceed 25,000 patrons. 

The Western Stage also engages the com- 
munity via its involvement with Hartnell Com- 
munity College. The Western Stage Auxiliary 
Corporation is governed by a board of direc- 
tors composed of community leaders and 
elected trustees of the College. The Western 
Stage manages the Hartnell College Per- 
forming Arts Center and administers the aca- 
demic theatre program for the Hartnell College 
District under the direction of John Light, Me- 
lissa Chin Parker and Jon Patrick Selover, 
three company veterans with an average of 15 
years each of experience with the Western 
Stage. 

Furthermore, The Western Stage is a found- 
ing partner of the John Steinbeck Chair at 
Hartnell College and The National Steinbeck 
Center, the Salinas Public Library and Part- 
ners for Peace, and has numerous artistic ac- 
complishments of note with adaptations of 
major works of American literature and that of 
John Steinbeck: East of Eden (1992, 1994, 
2000), Tortilla Flat (2001), Viva! Zapata 
(2000), Cannery Row (1995 & 2005) and 
Travels With Charley (1998); as well as adap- 
tations in collaboration with authors Studs 
Terkel (The Good War 1988), Ray Bradbury 
(Something Wicked This Way Comes, 1991) 
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and Victor Villasenor (Rain of Gold 2003 & 
2005); and world premieres of Summer Stock 
(for Harold Arlen, 2000) and Song of Survival 
(for WWII Dutch POW Helen Colijn, by Califor- 
nia’s Ray and Eleanor Harder, 1997). 

Today’s performance of Sweeney Todd, the 
Demon Barber of Fleet Street, directed by Jon 
Patrick Selover, commemorates 30 years 
since That Championship Season opened the 
Hartnell College Performing Arts Center, di- 
rected by founder of The Western Stage, Ron 
Danko. 

Clearly, The Western Stage has a commit- 
ment to the artistic health of the community 
providing support and assistance to and nur- 
turing young artists and arts organizations. Mr. 
Speaker, | would like to take this opportunity 
to thank The Western Stage for the out- 
standing work it has done and honor the many 
accomplishments of its staff and volunteers. 


PAYING TRIBUTE TO JACK QUINN 


HON. SCOTT McINNIS 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. McINNIS. Mr. Speaker, | rise to pay trib- 
ute to Jack Quinn, the Director of the Housing 
Authority for the City of Pueblo, Colorado who 
has dedicated his life to improving the lives of 
others in need. It is a privilege to stand before 
this body of Congress and this Nation and rec- 
ognize his outstanding record of service to the 
Pueblo community today. 

Jack grew up in Connecticut and graduated 
from Fairfield University with a degree in 
Chemistry, but his life took a different path 
when he took a volunteer job with the Catholic 
Diocese of Pueblo. After teaching grade 
school Jack found his passion working with 
the Pueblo Housing Authority where he has 
served with distinction for thirty-six years. 

Today, he and his sixty-five person staff 
manage 2,500 housing units in the city. They 
are responsible for renovating several Pueblo 
properties and turning them into affordable 
housing for low-income families, preserving 
historical landmarks in the process. In addition 
to his work with the Housing Authority, Jack 
spends his spare time serving on local boards 
such as the United Way, the Packard Founda- 
tion and the Boys Club. 

Mr. Speaker, Jack Quinn is a dedicated 
member of his community who has made a 
difference in the lives of his fellow citizens. | 
am honored to stand before this body of Con- 
gress and this Nation and recognize his exem- 
plary record of service. Thanks for all your 
hard work, Jack, and | wish you all the best 
in your future endeavors. 


ee 


CELEBRATION OF LIFE OBITUARY 
OF DR. BOBBY JOE TOLBERT 


HON. FRED UPTON 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. UPTON. Mr. Speaker, | regret to inform 
the House that during the October break, a 
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great American, the Reverend Doctor Bobby 
Joe Tolbert passed away. His memorial serv- 
ice was held October 12th at the Bethel Bap- 
tist Church in Three Rivers, Michigan. 

Rev. Tolbert was a strong man of faith and 
he was a pillar of strength in St. Joe County. 
He was respected by all and made a dif- 
ference for thousands—whether it was thru his 
service on the school board, pulpit, business 
board member, Dad, and husband. All that 
knew him miss him but know he is now pray- 
ing for us. 

| ask that the Celebration of Life obituary be 
printed in the RECORD. 

A CELEBRATION OF LIFE 


Dr. Bobby Joe Tolbert was the fourteenth 
child born to the union of Woodie and Jatie 
Tolbert in Montevello, Alabama. He was pre- 
ceded in death by both parents and nine sib- 
lings; Woodie, Jr., Madelyn McComb, Andrew 
Tolbert, William Tolbert, Lonnie Tolbert, 
Rosie Bell Tolbert, Georgia Harris, Lois 
Mays, and Earlene Williams. Dr. Tolbert re- 
ceived his early education and confessed his 
faith and hope in God in Montevello. 

As a young man, Dr. Tolbert moved to Chi- 
cago, Illinois where he played professional 
baseball in the Negro American League. 
From there he entered the White Sox Organi- 
zation, playing in the Minor Leagues for the 
Kansas City Monarchs. 

He attended Cortez Peters Business College 
where he met his loving and devoted wife. 
This union was blessed with two sons Darryl 
Wayne and Reginald Fitzgerald. Under the 
mentoring of his father-in-law, Reverend 
F.L. Porter, Sr., he received his call to the 
ministry—thereby moving from the ball 
team to ‘‘God’s Team." 

Desiring to prepare for the ministry, he 
matriculated to Chicago Baptist Institute, 
De Paul University and he received an Hon- 
orary Doctor of Divinity Degree from Ten- 
nessee School of Religion, Memphis, Ten- 
nessee. 

Dr. Tolbert was called to the pastorship of 
Bethel Baptist Church in Three Rivers, 
Michigan over thirty-six years ago, where he 
served as a steadfast and devout leader of 
God’s people until he went home to be with 
the Lord. Under his charge, they built a new 
church edifice; he developed and built a 
Recreation and Learning Center; and he set 
up a College Scholarship Program for under- 
privileged students. In addition to all of Dr. 
Tolbert’s spiritual endeavors, he made a last- 
ing impact on the whole city of Three Riv- 
ers. 

His civic activities over the years of dedi- 
cated service include: Three Rivers Commu- 
nity Chest Board, St. Joseph County Mental 
Health Board, President of Three Rivers 
Ministerial Association, Sixteen years as 
President of the Three Rivers Branch 
NAACP, Sixteen years on the Three Rivers 
Hospital Authority Board, Kalamazoo/St. Jo- 
seph County Private Industry Council (five 
years), Three Rivers Community School 
Board of Education (five years), two of those 
years as President. 

Dr. Tolbert participated in the organiza- 
tion and implementation of the Biddy Bas- 
ketball program (now called Junior Pro), and 
Fraternal Order of Police Baseball Program 
which he coached for five years. AS a mem- 
ber of the Civitan Service Club, he helped or- 
ganize the first youth chapter of Civitan. 

Dr. Tolbert served on the Three Rivers 
School Board Committee for the building of 
Three Rivers Middle School, and many other 
advisory committees. Pastor Tolbert has 
supported the total community, all while 
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serving his people in the Pastoral Ministry 
position. 

Dr. Tolbert’s life work centered on his deep 
commitment to do God’s will as a spiritual 
leader, his family and his community. He 
was a man of faith, integrity, and deep con- 
viction. The legacy he has left will be a guid- 
ing force for countless numbers. His mem- 
ory, the lessons he taught and the love he 
shared is motivation for us to continue to 
carry the torch and make this world a better 
place. 

He leaves to cherish his memory and cele- 
brate his life: his beloved wife of forty-five 
years—Henri’Etta; two sons—Darryl Wayne 
(Connie) of Flint, Michigan and Reginald 
Fitzgerald (Victoria) of Jacksonville, Flor- 
ida; six grandchildren—Wayne Tolbert, Dan- 
iel Tolbert, and Dylan Tolbert of Three Riv- 
ers, Michigan and Jessica Tolbert, Brittany 
Marie Tolbert, and Joshua Tolbert of Jack- 
sonville, Florida; four sisters—Mary Ella 
Bender of Montgomery, Alabama, Ethel 
Crenshaw (John) of Chicago, Illinois, Helen 
Tinker of Chereville, Indiana, and Wilma 
Abrams (Walter) of North Chicago, Illinois; a 
host of nieces and nephews; a very special 
friend, Dr. Leroy Shelton; adopted parents, 
Dr. W.G. and Mary Terry; his wonderful and 
loving Bethel Church Family; and a count- 
less number of friends. 
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CONGRATULATING JUDGE COLIE 
NICHOLS ON HIS RETIREMENT 


HON. JEFF MILLER 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to congratulate Judge Colie Nichols, Jr., 
on his retirement from the Santa Rosa County 
Courthouse. 

Colie Nichols was born in Graceville, Florida 
on February 5, 1935 to the proud parents 
Colie, Sr. and Gladys Nichols. In 1955, he 
married Freida King and had three children, 
Rod, Stan, and Garth. After earning his Bach- 
elor's of Science degree at Florida State Uni- 
versity in 1959, Colie went on to become a 
probation and parole supervisor for the next 
eight years. 

In 1973 Governor Reuben Askew appointed 
Colie Nichols for County Judge, and for the 
last thirty years Judge Nichols has been a fix- 
ture on the bench. Since 1982 he has been 
re-elected without opposition and now a state 
age limitation for judges is forcing the 69-year- 
old to retire this year. 

His retirement is the ending of an era, an 
era in which any profession could be a means 
into the judicial sector. Judge Nichols was not 
an attorney, yet excelled at providing justice 
for all in his courtroom. 

Even though Judge Nichols was busy as an 
overseer of justice, he also remained active in 
his community. He was a member of the Gov- 
етогв Advisory Committee on Criminal Jus- 
tice, a member of Alcoholism Rehabilitation 
Advisory Subcouncil, First Vice-President of 
the Florida Conference of County Judges, 
President of the Milton Lions Club, President 
of the United Way of Santa Rosa County, and 
many other educational and community cen- 
tered organizations. 

Today, | salute a man who has dedicated 
his life to protecting freedom, ensuring liberty, 
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and defending the principles of this country. 
His exemplary service has guaranteed that the 
United States will continue to prosper as the 
world’s greatest nation. 

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the United States 
Congress, | would like to congratulate Judge 
Colie Nichols, Jr. on his retirement and wish 
him many more years of success and happi- 
ness. 


CAFTA 
HON. CASS BALLENGER 


OF NORTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, during my 
nearly two decades in Congress, our country 
has made major efforts throughout the world 
to develop the growth and success of demo- 
cratic governments. Because of our efforts in 
Central America over the years, the specter of 
Communism has receded and the democ- 
racies and economies of El Salvador, Guate- 
mala, Nicaragua and Honduras are beginning 
to flourish. These countries have now had at 
least three peaceful changes of government 
through elections. | think we in this body 
should be proud of the part we have played in 
their success. 

Mr. Speaker, much of this success is due to 
opening up trade between the U.S. and Cen- 
tral America. With the Caribbean Basin Initia- 
tive, we have helped build growing economies 
based on trade with the United States. More 
prosperity in CBI countries leads to more suc- 
cessful democratic governments in this hemi- 
sphere and more prosperity and security here 
at home. 

At the present time we are undertaking a 
similar mission in the Middle East. Increasing 
democracy and freedom in that region is vital 
to the war on terrorism and America’s security. 
However, we must not let our focus on Iraq 
and Afghanistan cause us to forget the work 
that remains to be done to strengthen our 
neighbors in Central America. We have come 
too far to abandon them now. 

Five Central American nations and the Do- 
minican Republic have negotiated a free trade 
agreement with the United States that, despite 
concerns voiced by some in this country, is 
beneficial to all concerned. The presidents of 
the Central American nations have approved 
this agreement and these nations are now 
waiting for us to join them in making the Cen- 
tral American Free Trade Agreement a reality. 

Mr. Speaker, as we continue to divert our 
attention elsewhere, time is running out for our 
legislature to approve DR-CAFTA. Without 
this agreement, the democracies we have 
helped build in Central America will be less 
prosperous in the increasingly competitive 
global marketplace. Unless we allow these 
fledgling democracies the access they need to 
compete with the rising tide of Chinese im- 
ports, they will be more likely to revert to cor- 
rupt regimes that base their existence on trade 
in illegal drugs instead of trade in goods and 
services. 

It would be a tragedy to abandon our Cen- 
tral American neighbors now. We in this body 
have done so much to foster democracy and 
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economic stability in Central America—we 
cannot allow them to fail at this crucial mo- 
ment. | urge my colleagues to support DR- 
CAFTA and | urge the House leadership to 
bring it to the floor for a vote this year. 


RE 


HONORING OWENSBORO SOUTHERN 
LITTLE LEAGUE BASEBALL 


HON. RON LEWIS 


OF KENTUCKY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize the Owensboro Southern 
Little League Baseball Team for their remark- 
able season and recent participation in the Lit- 
tle League World Series in Williamsport, Penn- 
sylvania. They demonstrated great sportsman- 
ship before a national audience, representing 
competitive values that make Kentucky proud. 

The hours of extra practice under the lead- 
ership of Manager Vic Evans, Jr, brought this 
impressive distinction to the State of Kentucky 
and City of Owensboro. | want my colleagues 
in the House of Representatives to know of 
the pride that | have in representing these ath- 
letes and their families. 

| would like to commend Owensboro South- 
ern for their magnificent season—an effort that 
epitomized team work, sportsmanship, and 
persistence. | ask my colleagues in the U.S. 
House of Representatives to join me in con- 
gratulating these young athletes for their 
achievement and wish them continued suc- 
cess in seasons to come 


IN HONOR OF DAVID W. HOLMES 


HON. MICHAEL N. CASTLE 


OF DELAWARE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, it is with great 
pleasure that | rise today to honor and pay 
tribute to David W. Holmes for his twenty 
years of service as a SCORE Counselor in 
Delaware. Dr. Holmes, born and raised in Fre- 
mont, Ohio, earned a Bachelor's degree from 
Amherst College and a Ph.D. in Chemistry 
from the University of Michigan. After com- 
pleting his education, Dr. Holmes began what 
would become a thirty-seven year career with 
the Dupont Company. 

During the course of his career with the Du- 
pont Company, Dr. Holmes took on assign- 
ments in research, sales, and manufacturing. 
In addition, he spent his final twenty years 
with the company handling senior manage- 
ment responsibilities іп manufacturing and 
worldwide sales. Upon his retirement from Du- 
pont, Dr. Holmes spent three years working in 
the small business world. It was during these 
three years that he was able to gain valuable 
experience in various different business envi- 
ronments, from the small to the very large. 

In 1983, Dr. Holmes joined SCORE (Service 
Corp of Retired Executives). SCORE, an orga- 
nization that counsels the small business com- 
munity, is staffed entirely by volunteers. These 
volunteers give their time and energy to assist 
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others in both starting up and effectively oper- 
ating small businesses. Specifically, Dr. 
Holmes’ service to SCORE and the small 
business community has centered around 
counseling, training and information sessions 
for small businesses throughout the State of 
Delaware. He has assisted with entrepre- 
neurial educational projects and presented a 
plethora of business training workshops. 

Mr. Speaker, | commend and congratulate 
Dr. Holmes on reaching the tremendous mile- 
stone of twenty years of volunteer service with 
SCORE in Delaware. Also, | would like to 
point out that as he celebrates twenty years of 
volunteer service, Dr. Holmes is also cele- 
brating his ninetieth birthday. The time and ef- 
fort that Dr. Holmes has given to his fellow 
Delawareans is both commendable and much 
appreciated. He is certainly an inspiration to 
those around him. | am truly proud that he is 
a Delawarean. 


Ee 


IN RECOGNITION OF КЕМЕ F. 
RODRIGUEZ, M.D. 


HON. ILEANA ROS-LEHTINEN 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, | would 
like to take this opportunity to extend my 
warmest congratulations to a very dedicated 
physician, Dr. Rene F. Rodriguez, who has 
been devoted not only to his patients and the 
underserved, but also to the improvement of 
America’s healthcare system by breaking bar- 
riers, improving access to medical services, 
treating all patients equally, and integrating 
Hispanic doctors апа other Hispanic 
healthcare professionals to these efforts. 

Dr. Rodriguez has been recognized as an 
excellent advocate for the underserved іп 
America and has been the recipient of a very 
distinguished award, “The 2004 Freddie-Public 
Service Award”. 

He has been an enthusiastic and compas- 
sionate physician who has done admirable 
work throughout years of advocacy. His distin- 
guished medical career spans years of com- 
mitment to public service and he has been a 
leader with numerous achievements. 

He studied medicine at the University of 
Salamanca in Spain, and is licensed to prac- 
tice medicine in several states in America. He 
was a Colonel in the U.S. Army Medical 
Corps, and retired after more than 35 years of 
service in the Military. While on active duty, he 
directed the Orthopedic Clinic at Walter Reed 
Army Medical Center. He was appointed to 
the Council on Graduate Medical Education of 
the Department of Health and Human Serv- 
ices, the Presidents Commission of the Ма- 
tional Medal of Science, the Surgeon Gen- 
eral's National Workshop on Hispanic-Latino 
Health Executive Planning Committee, the NIH 
Office of Minority Program Fact-Finding Team, 
the Hispanic Advisor Task Force to the U.S. 
Senate, and the Board of Scientific Coun- 
selors of the National Center for Health Statis- 
tics of the Centers for Disease Control and 
Prevention. 

He is a member of the American College of 
Surgeons and the American Medical Associa- 
tion, and is the Founder and President of the 
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Interamerican College of Physicians and Sur- 
geons, which is the largest and oldest organi- 
zation of Hispanic doctors. He founded the 
National Hispanic Youth Initiative to encourage 
High School students to study careers in 
sciences and research, and has been the 
founder of medical journals for Spanish speak- 
ing doctors and patients, such as “Medico 
Interamericano", “Medico de Familoa", and 
the book "Usted y su Medico". He is currently 
the Chief of the Orthopedic Section at the Vet- 
erans Medical Center in Miami, Florida. 
Please join me in recognizing Dr. Rodriguez 
for his outstanding accomplishments. 


EE 


IN RECOGNITION OF CAROL G. 
WHITESIDE 


HON. DENNIS A. CARDOZA 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. CARDOZA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Carol G. Whiteside, an individual who 
has dedicated her life to public service at the 
local, state, national, and international levels. 
Her impressive career deserves recognition, 
and her years of dedicated service to her local 
community of Stanislaus County, the State of 
California, and our nation, warrants tremen- 
dous respect. Throughout her successful life, 
Carol has remained equally committed to her 
family. She is married to Superior Court Judge 
John G. Whiteside. Carol and John are the 
proud parents of two adult sons, Brian and 
Derek. 

Carol began her career by earning a B.A. in 
Psychology from the University of California, 
Davis in 1964. Dedicated to her education, 
she pursued postgraduate studies at Golden 
Gate College in San Francisco and continued 
her studies abroad through the University of 
Southern California in Ramstein, Germany. 
She entered the business world as a Per- 
sonnel Manager for Emporium Capwell Com- 
pany in Santa Rosa, California in 1964, but it 
was not long before returning to Germany, this 
time to serve as an Education Counselor at 
the Army Education Center in Landstuhl. 

By the mid-1970's Carol returned to Mo- 
desto, California and began to build what 
would become one of the most reputable ca- 
reers in public service known to our commu- 
nity. For the past three decades, Carol 
Whiteside has held various positions with the 
City of Modesto and the State of California. In 
all arenas of service, and with tremendous 
commitment, Carol rose through the ranks of 
public office. She began her service in the City 
of Modesto in 1979 as a Modesto City School 
Board Trustee, and by 1987 she was elected 
the City’s Mayor, having served as Modesto 
City School Board President, and as a mem- 
ber of the Modesto City Council before her 
Mayoral victory. 

Continuing to pursue greater and grander 
opportunities, Carol moved on to California 
State Government in 1991, being appointed to 
the position of Assistant Secretary of the Inter- 
governmental Relations, Resources Agency 
where she specialized in resource conserva- 
tion, land use and growth management issues. 
Within two years, she became the Director of 
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Intergovernmental Affairs for California Gov- 
ernor Pete Wilson on issues of land use, fi- 
nance, restructuring and economic develop- 
ment. 


Throughout the years, Carol has also been 
extremely involved and held numerous posi- 
tions with countless associations, boards, or- 
ganizations, political committees and inter- 
national entities. She has served as Chair- 
person for committees within the League of 
California Cities, U.S. Conference of Mayors, 
and the National League of Cities. Over the 
last twenty years, Carol has been involved in 
the National Women's Political Caucus, as 
well as several other political committees at 
the state and national level. 


In addition to her tremendous achievements, 
Carol has found time to serve as a Board 
Member for more than 15 groups which in- 
clude the United Way of Stanislaus County, 
the American Red Cross, High Speed Rail Au- 
thority, California Center for Regional Leader- 
ship, and the Public Policy Institute of Cali- 
fornia. 


It appears that there is no existing realm of 
public service that Carol Whiteside has not 
touched. Her career is not limited to the San 
Joaquin Valley, California, or the United 
States. Since Carol resided in Landstuhl, Ger- 
many in 1972, she has remained actively in- 
volved abroad. Her international endeavors 
have taken her to Poland, Ukraine, the Baltic 
States, Morocco, and Korea. 


It is without question that Carol Whiteside is 
a remarkable individual, professional business- 
woman, and motivated entrepreneur, charac- 
teristics that were most recently demonstrated 
by her latest accomplishment. Today, Carol is 
the President of the Great Valley Center, an 
organization she founded in August 1997. This 
organization's primary focus is to promote the 
economic, social and environmental well-being 
of California's Central Valley. Under Carol's 
leadership and guidance, the Great Valley 
Center has elevated the region's identity 
throughout our state and nation. 


Carol’s work ethic, professionalism, and 
dedication have earned her many honors 
throughout the years, which include the 1990 
Soroptimist Woman of Distinction in Inter- 
national Relations, the California State Assem- 
bly Woman of the Year 1991 for the 27th As- 
sembly District, the Civic Entrepreneur of the 
Year in 2002, and the 2004 Excellence in 
Public Service Award. Most recently, the 
American Legion Post 74 honored Carol by 
naming her the 2004 Woman of the Year. 


This recognition that | am offering today be- 
fore the House of Representatives for Carol 
Whiteside is clearly deserved, and well over- 
due. She is an invaluable member of the com- 
munity, an exemplary civil servant, and an out- 
standing human being who will leave behind a 
legacy to be admired for generations to come. 


Mr. Speaker, | ask that my fellow colleagues 
join me in honoring Carol G. Whiteside for her 
many years of dedication to public service, for 
her countless contributions to the economic vi- 
tality of the San Joaquin Valley, and for her 
continued commitment to a brighter and more 
prosperous tomorrow. | am most certainly hon- 
ored to call her my friend, and it is my pleas- 
ure to recognize all of her accomplishments. 


November 18, 2004 


IN HONOR OF LAURA MUNOZ- 
VELAZQUEZ 


HON. SAM FARR 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Mrs. Laura Munoz-Velazquez, who was 
named (LULAC) League of United and Latin 
American Citizens Woman of the Year. Mrs. 
Munoz-Velazquez is one of several out- 
standing women who were nominated for this 
prestigious award. 

Mrs. Mufioz-Velazquez was born in Colusa, 
California to a family of farm workers. Her par- 
ents, Juanita Castahon Munoz and Lucas 
Placenica Mufioz, always stressed the impor- 
tance of education and encouraged her to go 
to college. Laura heeded her parents, and in 
1973, graduated from California State Univer- 
sity Chico with a Bachelor of Arts degree in 
Psychology. Mrs. Munoz-Velazquez also ob- 
tained an Elementary Teaching Credential and 
began teaching kindergarten for the Marysville 
School District. Soon after her time there, she 
moved to San Benito County with her hus- 
band, Felipe Velasquez, and has been teach- 
ing for the Hollister School District since 1975. 
They have four sons: Richard, Adrian, Alejo, 
and Junior. 

While she was growing up, Mrs. Munoz- 
Velazquez attended a school system that did 
not support maintaining Spanish language 
while learning to write and speak in English. 
Because she recognized the value of having a 
good grasp of two languages, she purposely 
chose to become a bilingual teacher, allowing 
her to reclaim her primary language and cul- 
ture. Mrs. Mufioz-Velazquez truly believes in 
providing and promoting bilingualism and 
biliteracy, which she feels is instrumental in 
the success of children learning a second lan- 
guage. 

Of course, with her giving nature, Mrs. 
Munoz-Velazquez knows how significant it is 
to give back to the community and has been 
involved with multiple organizations such as 
the United Way, American Cancer Society 
(ACS), Children with Attention Deficit Dis- 
orders (CHADD), Mexican American Commu- 
nity on Education (MACE), and League of 
United and Latin American Citizens Council 
(LULAC) #2890. She has also taught religion 
classes at Sacred Heart Church, preparing 
many young ones for Holy Communion. 

Mr. Speaker, | would like to take this oppor- 
tunity to thank Mrs. Laura Munoz-Velazquez 
for the outstanding work she’s done in my dis- 
trict. | would like to honor and congratulate her 
on her accomplishments and express my sin- 
cere gratitude for her commitment to the com- 
munity. 


EE 


PAYING TRIBUTE TO AL AND 
JOANNA LACY 


HON. SCOTT McINNIS 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. McINNIS. Mr. Speaker, | rise to pay trib- 
ute to Al and Joanna Lacy, a retired Baptist 
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minister and his wife who have authored nu- 
merous educational books for children. The re- 
search and historical background that Al and 
Joanna present in these books have helped 
educate kids about American history and si- 
multaneously encourages them to read. Today 
| have the privilege of recognizing their service 
before this body of Congress and this Nation. 

After retiring from thirty-two years of trav- 
eling as a pastor, Al decided he wanted to 
write novels. Al first started with Western 
themes and expanded into narratives that cov- 
ered religious experiences, the Civil War, the 
gold rush era, immigration through Ellis Island, 
and the lives of orphan street children. Joanna 
also contributed to her husband’s work with 
her extensive background in nursing. They 
have spent countless hours traveling, re- 
searching, and talking with people to learn 
more about the local cultures and customs for 
the settings in their books, which makes them 
a source of education and excitement for 
young readers. Together they have made the 
best seller list numerous times in publishing 
over 102 works. 

Mr. Speaker, Al and Joanna Lacy have con- 
tributed much toward the education and learn- 
ing of numerous children all across the coun- 
try, giving parents a reliable source of enter- 
tainment for their kids. | am honored to recog- 
nize the accomplishments of Al and Joanna 
before this body of Congress and this Nation. 
Thank you, Al and Joanna, for all your hard 
work, and | wish you both all the best in your 
future endeavors. 


Ee 


NATIONAL HUNGER AND 
HOMELESS AWARENESS WEEK 


HON. FRED UPTON 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. UPTON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
commemorate the National Hunger and 
Homelessness Awareness Week and to pay 
tribute to the countless shelters and staffs 
throughout the country who tirelessly work to 
address this ever-growing problem. 

Throughout our nation help is increasingly 
needed to create safe places for people to call 
home. The face of homelessness does not 
have an age, race, or creed. Over one million 
of our nation’s homeless are children and fam- 
ilies comprise of nearly 40 percent of the en- 
tire homeless population. There is no question 
that homelessness is a serious problem, and 
we must ensure that our shelters are provided 
with the necessary assistance. 

One particular shelter that is truly making a 
difference is the Emergency Shelter Service 
Inc., of Benton Harbor, Michigan. The service, 
care, and opportunity that this shelter provides 
for the homeless folks of Southwest Michigan 
is tremendous. 

| recently had the chance to visit with the 
staff and residents of the shelter. It was heart- 
warming to see firsthand, individuals getting 
back on their feet, ready to start anew. The 
shelter provides the helping hand that many 
folks need. 

The nine-bedroom shelter, a 100-year old 
house along Pipestone Street, currently 


EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 


houses 35 people, many of which are children. 
Residents stay for a maximum of 30 days, and 
the shelter staff work with them to find afford- 
able, appropriate housing. 

| am pleased to report that the top floor of 
the house was recently insulated for the winter 
which will allow a few more people to have 
shelter during the coldest months of the year. 
But the unfortunate reality is that more people 
seek assistance than the shelter can provide 
for, and folks seeking a warm bed and a roof 
over their heads must find shelter elsewhere. 

On behalf of the Sixth District of Michigan, 
| pay tribute to the great service of this admi- 
rable shelter. | commend the selfless efforts of 
Alysia Babcock and her staff who dedicate 
themselves to provide a safe haven for those 
in need. Southwest Michigan is better off for 
their efforts. 

As we approach the holiday season, it is vi- 
tally important that our communities and cities 
get involved to raise awareness and work to 
combat the problems of hunger and homeless- 
ness. Any contribution to the Benton Harbor 
shelter will be greatly appreciated, whether it 
be a blanket, some food or even a couple of 
dollars. Even the smallest donation makes an 
impact. 

a 


CONGRATULATING SHARON HAM- 
MERSLA UPON HER RETIREMENT 
FROM THE HOUSE ОЕ REP- 
RESENTATIVES AFTER 32 YEARS 
OF DEDICATED SERVICE 


HON. HENRY J. HYDE 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, at the end of the 
108th Congress, Sharon Наттегвіа will be 
retiring from government service after thirty- 
two years as a dedicated and distinguished 
public servant. 

Sharon has served as the Information Re- 
source Manager for both the House Com- 
mittee on International Relations and the 
House Committee on the Judiciary under my 
chairmanship. In fact, Sharon worked for the 
House Judiciary Committee during the im- 
peachment of President Clinton. Her efforts at 
that time toward making the Committee’s work 
on related events accessible to the public will 
be instrumental to historians when studying 
that period of our Nation’s history. Prior to 
working on the Judiciary and International Re- 
lations Committees, she served seventeen 
years with the House Science Committee. 

Just because Sharon is leaving The Hill 
doesn't mean that she won't be busy. She will 
maintain her position in history-making and 
continue to serve as a member of the Board 
of Directors of the Dr. Samuel A. Mudd Mu- 
seum in Bryantown, Maryland, where she has 
been a docent, and she will be publishing her 
first book on her family's genealogy early next 
year. Most importantly, however, she will be 
joining her husband, Don, in catching up with 
family and friends and enjoying life with their 
grandchildren. 

Mr. Speaker, Sharon Hammersla has 
served her country with honor and distinction. 
Please join me in congratulating her on an il- 
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lustrious career in federal service and wishing 
her well as she embarks on new adventures. 


ES 


A TRIBUTE TO MRS. TANNER 
JOHNSON LIVISAY 


HON. NICK J. КАНАП, II 


OF WEST VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
pay tribute to a woman who had a very distin- 
guished career as a State extension specialist 
in the State of West Virginia Mrs. Tanner 
Johnson Livisay. Mrs. Livisay was a retired 
State extension specialist and associate pro- 
fessor at West Virginia University and was a 
resident of Princeton, West Virginia. Mrs. 
Livisay graduated in 1923 from the former 
Douglas High School in Huntington, West Vir- 
ginia and later went on to earn her Bachelor 
of Science degree in home economics from 
West Virginia State College in 1927. She then 
taught in Jefferson and Wyoming counties for 
the next 14 years. Mrs. Livisay earned her 
Masters degree from West Virginia University 
and completed further studies at Merrill Palm- 
er Institute in Detroit, Michigan, University of 
Michigan, University of Cincinnati, Cornell Uni- 
versity and Colorado State University. In 1941, 
Mrs. Livisay began her work as a home dem- 
onstration agent in West Virginia. Her territory 
included Mercer, McDowell and Cabell coun- 
ties in my district. She organized home and 
garden clubs, 4-Н clubs, and established the 
West Virginia State Farm Homemakers Coun- 
cil, under the auspices of West Virginia State 
College, West Virginia University and the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture. She was the district 
home demonstration agent and became pro- 
gram development leader. After 27 years in 
the Extension Service, Mrs. Livisay retired as 
a specialist in child development and human 
relations. A personal account of the work of 
the West Virginia Extension Service for Afri- 
can-Americans is recorded in the book, 
"Reaching Out with Heart and Hands—The 
Memories of An Extension Worker," written by 
Mrs. Livisay in 1994. 


A diamond soror and life member, Mrs. 
Livisay was initiated into Nu Chapter of Alpha 
Kappa Alpha Sorority Inc. in 1925. She was a 
charter member of Epsilon Delta Omega 
Chapter in Beckley, West Virginia and at the 
time of her death, she was a member of Eta 
lota Omega Chapter, in Inkster, Michigan. 
Mrs. Livisay, was the proud mother of four 
children, Carolyn L. McGhee, Marilyn L. Stew- 
art, Jackson P. Livisay, Jr. and Osborne 
Livisay. 

Mr. Speaker, | am honored today to pay 
tribute to the late Mrs. Tanner Johnson 
Livisay, for her many accomplishments and 
achievements and the legacy she leaves for 
her family and the great State of West Vir- 
ginia, and in particular, my third congressional 
district. 
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CONGRATULATIONS TO 
REPRESENTATIVE BILL LIPINSKI 


HON. LANE EVANS 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, today | would like 
to congratulate my good friend Representative 
BILL LIPINSKI his retirement after 22 years of 
dedicated service in the House of Representa- 
tives. BILL has been a close friend of mine 
since we were freshman together in the 98th 
Congress, and | know that reporting to work 
each day will not be the same without BILL 
around. 

Representative LIPINSKI is a native of Chi- 
cago and works incredibly hard for the resi- 
dents of the 3rd Congressional district. Even 
after 11 terms in Congress he still flies home 
nearly every weekend to address the concerns 
of his constituents. BILL has spent his entire 
career working for the people of Chicago, first 
in Chicago’s Park District for 17 years, then as 
the 23rd Ward Alderman in the Chicago City 
Council, and then as a U.S. Congressman. 

Some of BILL’s greatest achievements lie in 
his work on the House Committee on Trans- 
portation and Infrastructure. He has done an 
incredible amount both for Chicago and for the 
entire state of Illinois and has secured millions 
of dollars in federal funding for improvements 
at both Midway and O’Hare airports. For ex- 
ample, in 1990 Representative LIPINSKI spon- 
sored and helped pass the Passenger Facility 
Charge BILL to enable both Midway and 
O'Hare to finance important airport infrastruc- 
ture projects. 

In the 105th Congress, BILL was instru- 
mental in passing the Transportation Equity 
Act for the 21st Century, under which Illinois 
continues to receive an average of $885 mil- 
lion per year for highway funding and $150 
million per year for mass transit programs. 
During the 107th Congress, Representative Ш- 
PINSKI was the author of legislation to allow 
Chicago's Mayor Daley to expand O'Hare 
International Airport without consulting the Illi- 
nois Governor, an important step of autonomy 
for the city. 

| cannot say enough about how much | 
have enjoyed working with BILL. Again, Mr. 
Speaker, | would like to convey my sincerest 
thanks to Representative BILL Lipinski for his 
friendship and counsel, and congratulations to 
both him and his family on this well-deserved 
retirement. He has built an outstanding career 
during these past 22 years and will be sorely 
missed in the halls of Congress. | will look for- 
ward to working with his son, incoming Rep- 
resentative DANIEL LIPINSKI, during the coming 
years. 


== 


IN HONOR OF DR. STEVEN К. 
WEBSTER 


HON. SAM FARR 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Dr. Steven K. Webster, a dedicated ed- 
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ucator and community volunteer, upon his re- 
tirement as Senior Marine Biologist at the 
Monterey, Bay Aquarium. Dr. Webster has dili- 
gently worked to develop and shape the 
aquarium’s education, teacher training, and 
outreach programs. His dedication to the peo- 
ple of the Monterey Bay region has been a 
great benefit to the community for over twenty- 
five years. 

As an educator at the Monterey Bay Aquar- 
ium, Dr. Webster developed the Discovery Lab 
programs that have served over 1.5 million 
children to date. There is scarcely a child in 
Monterey County who has not participated in 
one of the aquarium’s free education pro- 
grams, thanks in great part to Dr. Webster's 
vision and advocacy. In addition, Dr. Webster 
has initiated teacher education workshops in 
which over 10,000 teachers have participated 
free of charge. He has encouraged thousands 
of aquarium guides and volunteers in the 
aquarium’s nationally recognized volunteer 
guide training program which he developed. 
Dr. Webster has served as an inspiration and 
has offered great encouragement to those 
consulting him on a career in marine biology. 

Beyond his extensive career in marine biol- 
ogy, Dr. Webster has served in numerous vol- 
unteer community and board positions, includ- 
ing the Monterey Bay Chapter of the American 
Cetacean Society, the Cannery Row Founda- 
tion, the Lyceum of the Monterey Peninsula, 
the State Underwater Parks Advisory Board, 
the Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary, 
and the Friends of Moss Landing Marine Lab- 
oratories. An avid diving instructor and under- 
water photographer, Dr. Webster is a popular 
speaker on natural history topics ranging from 
the Monterey Bay to the Galapagos Islands. 

Mr. Speaker, | wish to thank Dr. Webster for 
his outstanding and invaluable contributions to 
our community, and commend him for his 
many accomplishments. | congratulate him on 
his much deserved retirement and wish him 
the best of luck in all of his future endeavors. 


— HER 


PAYING TRIBUTE TO COL. JOHN E. 
STAVAST (USAF RET.) 


HON. SCOTT McINNIS 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, it is with a sad 
heart that | rise to pay tribute to the passing 
of a great man from my district. John Stavast, 
a native of Denver, Colorado, recently passed 
away at the age of 78. Colonel Stavast dedi- 
cated 33 years of his life the armed services, 
in both the Army and Air Force. | am honored 
today to bring his contributions to the attention 
of this body of Congress and this Nation. 

John joined the Army in 1944 and served in 
Europe during World War ІІ as a gunner on 
B-17s. He was discharged in 1946 and en- 
listed again in 1949 earning his pilots wings. 
John trained Japanese Self Defense Force pi- 
lots in the USAF Air Training Command. While 
flying over North Vietnam in 1967, Colonel 
Stavast and his crewmate were shot down 
near Hanoi. Both men safely ejected and were 
taken prisoner. He endured torture for seven 
full days after his capture and remained a 


November 18, 2004 


POW until 1972. During his time in the POW 
camp, the colonel, as the senior ranking offi- 
cer, was responsible for over 200 American 
POW’s at the prison near the Chinese border. 

Colonel Stavast suffered numerous injuries 
during his imprisonment including broken 
bones in his back, arms and legs, and a skull 
fracture. He had over 6,000 flying hours when 
retired from the Air Force in 1980, and was 
awarded many medals for his service. These 
include three Silver Stars, two Legions of 
Merit, three Distinguished Flying Crosses, two 
Purple Hearts, the Bronze Star for Valor, and 
six Air Medals. After his retirement he was a 
member of the Military Officers Association, 
the Military Order of the Purple Heart, VFW, 
American Legion, and others. He was also a 
dedicated volunteer at the Veterans Adminis- 
tration Hospital. 

Mr. Speaker, John Stavast was a dedicated 
patriot that selflessly served his community 
and country, and | am honored to pay tribute 
to his memory. He will be greatly missed. My 
thoughts and prayers go out to his family. 


EE 


А TRIBUTE ТО DR. 
MONTAGNE—A TRUE 
SERVANT 


HON. FRED UPTON 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. UPTON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
pay tribute to John La Montagne, Ph.D., Dep- 
uty Director of the National Institute of Allergy 
and Infectious Diseases, who died suddenly 
on November 2, 2004. He was a true public 
servant who worked tirelessly to improve pub- 
lic health in the United States and across the 
world. He is sorely missed in the public health 
community, by Elaine, his beloved wife of 37 
years, his family, and the many persons in his 
community who were blessed to be able to 
call him friend and know his warmth, compas- 
sion for others, humor, and quiet modesty and 
dignity. 

Dr. La Montagne’s contributions to the na- 
tional and international effort against infectious 
diseases are remarkable. Trained as a micro- 
biologist, Dr. La Montagne was a leader in the 
effort to develop a safer pertussis vaccine and 
new vaccines against childhood diarrhea and 
pneumonia. He guided the National Institute 
on Allergy and Infectious Disease’s response 
to the emerging AIDS crisis and led the effort 
to respond to severe respiratory syndrome 
within months of the first outbreak. 

Globally, he played a central role in the or- 
ganization of the Multilateral Initiative on Ma- 
laria. He served as a member of the Scientific 
Advisory Groups of Experts on Vaccines and 
Biologicals as well as for Vaccines and Immu- 
nization for the World Health Organization. He 
chaired the WHO Task Force on Strategic 
Planning for the Children’s Vaccine Initiative, 
advised the Pan American Health Organiza- 
tion on its programs in vaccine research im- 
plementation, and served as a member of the 
board of the Global Alliance for Tuberculosis 
Drug Development. 

As an influential contributor to the field of in- 
fectious diseases, Dr. La Montagne delivered 
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many major lectures all over the world. He re- 
ceived many prestigious awards for his sci- 
entific accomplishments, including the Public 
Health Service Special Recognition Award for 
leadership in childhood vaccine research pro- 
grams, the Surgeon General's Certificate of 
Appreciation, the Presidential Meritorious Ex- 
ecutive Rank Award, the Distinguished Execu- 
tive Award for his work in the areas of infec- 
tious diseases research of global health rel- 
evance, the Secretarys Award for Distin- 
guished Service for leadership of acellular per- 
tussis vaccine trials, and most recently the 
Secretary's Award for Distinguished Service 
for design and implementation of critically im- 
portant biodefense strategies. 

As Dr. Zerhouni, the Director the National 
Institutes of Health said, "Personally, he was 
a dear friend and one of the finest people I 
have ever known. Professionally, in an NIH 
career spanning nearly thirty years, his leader- 
ship and commitment to improving global 
health were remarkable. His generosity, wit, 
even-handedness and kindness made him a 
friend to all who knew him. He will be sorely 
missed.” 

On November 2nd, our country and the 
world lost a great and good man. 


ee 


HONORING BETTY MOSELY- 
MABERRY 


HON. DALE E. KILDEE 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise before you 
today on behalf of United Auto Workers 
(UAW) Local 1811, located in my hometown of 
Flint, Michigan. On December 9, 2004, civic 
and community leaders will join family, friends, 
and members of Local 1811 to honor Ms. 
Betty Mosely-Maberry, who was unanimously 
selected by the Local’s Executive Board to be 
the first recipient of their Walter Reuther Dis- 
tinguished Service Award. 

The Walter Reuther Distinguished Service 
Award is bestowed on UAW members who 
have authenticated 20 years of notable serv- 
ice. It honors the extraordinary contributions 
they have made to advance the cause of 
working people, their families, and commu- 
nities. As Walter Reuther championed human 
dignity and social justice for all, the men and 
women who have received the award in his 
name have committed themselves to these 
same ideals. 

Betty Mosely-Maberry began her career at 
Buick Medical in December 1967. She was 
one of the driving forces behind Local 1811’s 
organization in 1972 and 1973, and as a re- 
sult, was elected Chairperson of their bar- 
gaining unit. Over the years, Betty has fulfilled 
the duties of interim President and Vice-Presi- 
dent of Local 1811, and officially represented 
them as Recording Secretary for over 16 
years. Betty also served on their Civil Rights, 
Community Service, and Education Commit- 
tees as either a member or Chair. Betty retired 
on July 1, 1999, although the influence she 
had on her peers was so great that she was 
asked to continue as Recording Secretary. 
She selflessly and respectfully declined the 
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offer, citing that active members should hold 
the position. However, Betty decided to run for 
a trustee seat, which she won and holds to 
this day. 

Mr. Speaker, all 22 members of UAW Local 
1811’s Executive Board feel that Betty Mosely- 
Maberry truly exemplifies the spirit in which 
the Walter Reuther Distinguished Service 
Award is given. Her willingness, hard work, 
and dedication to her brothers and sisters in 
labor as well as the community, are deserving 
of the highest respect. | ask my colleagues in 
the 108th Congress to join me in commending 
her. 


PROJECT INTELLICARE 


HON. JOHN Т. DOOLITTLE 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, it is with 
great pleasure that | rise today to speak about 
Project IntelliCare, a groundbreaking innova- 
tion in health care delivery that will revolu- 
tionize the way health care providers manage 
patient care, in addition to imparting tremen- 
dous improvements in the quality of care avail- 
able to Americans. 

As we all have undoubtedly read or wit- 
nessed in our districts, forecasts for the future 
of health care delivery are dire. Developments 
in medical technology have long been con- 
fined to procedural or pharmaceutical ad- 
vances, while neglecting a most basic and es- 
sential component of medicine: patient infor- 
mation management. 

The information systems that maintain pa- 
tient files and transmit care history are anti- 
quated in many of our hospitals and clinics. In 
fact, many systems are still paper based. The 
result: a patient's complete medical history is 
difficult to transmit when necessary and may 
not be available to new health caretakers, 
leaving the physician with a limited under- 
standing of prior illnesses, treatment, and 
complications. This, in turn, leads to unneces- 
sary and redundant testing and treatment and 
greater health risks due to preventable errors. 

| would like to draw your attention to а Мау 
3, 2004, New York Times op-ed by former 
Speaker Newt Gingrich and Congressman 
PATRICK KENNEDY. The writers correctly assert 
that information sharing may be one of the 
greatest issues facing health care provision 
today, expounding on escalating costs and 
medical mistakes attributed to an archaic infor- 
mation system. They urge for bipartisan sup- 
port of “moving American medicine into the 
21st century” by standardizing information 
systems with technology readily available 
today. 

Mr. Speaker, | am happy to report that the 
innovation discussed as “а matter of life and 
death” has already arrived in the State of Cali- 
fornia. Project IntelliCare was first imple- 
mented by the Adventist Health System in 
1999, over four years ago. The program is 
hailed by the Department of Health and 
Human Services as ahead of its time in 
Healthcare IT and is positioned to serve as a 
model for other systems throughout the coun- 


try. 


24097 


Project IntelliCare employs cutting edge 
technology to provide seamless integration of 
a patient’s whole medical history. Through this 
initiative, medical records are maintained elec- 
tronically and securely, available only to the 
patients health саге provider. Project 
IntelliCare ensures that when a patient goes to 
visit a physician, regardless of when, where, 
or why, the patient will receive treatment that 
is current and relevant. No longer will those in 
need of medical help suffer from incomplete or 
inaccurate care. 

Project IntelliCare not only protects Ameri- 
cans from substandard health care, it prom- 
ises more efficient and cost-effective delivery. 
Inflating health care costs and skyrocketing in- 
surance premiums are highly salient issues 
today. Duplication or incorrect prescription of 
services places a large burden on insurance 
companies. Greater costs to insurance compa- 
nies translate to higher premiums for employ- 
ers that provide insurance, the selfemployed, 
and individuals who pay out of pocket for their 
health care. In addition, redundant or unnec- 
essary care strains the capacity of health care 
providers. However, Project IntelliCare poses 
a mechanism to mitigate some of the factors 
that contribute to these higher costs. 

Project IntelliCare promises to modernize 
the way American health care is administered 
with tremendous benefits in quality of care, ef- 
ficient, and cost-savings anticipated to accrue. 

Mr. Speaker, | thank you for the opportunity 
to speak on this important and exciting topic 
and urge my colleagues to support further 
funding for Project IntelliCare. By supporting 
this program, we work to collectively improve 
American health care standards and delivery. 


TRIBUTE TO EDDIE N. WILLIAMS 
HON. HAROLD E. FORD, JR. 


OF TENNESSEE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. FORD. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Eddie N. Williams, admired journalist, 
researcher, and civil servant who is retiring as 
President of the Joint Center for Political and 
Economic Studies. Mr. Williams has led the 
Center for 32 years in its mission to improve 
the socioeconomic status of African Americans 
and other minorities, through research, policy 
analysis, and political engagement. In every 
sense, Mr. Williams’ life and career are em- 
blematic of how one courageous and hard 
working American can overcome challenges, 
take advantage of opportunities and make 
people’s lives better. 

Mr. Williams was born in Memphis, Ten- 
nessee where he was reared mostly by his 
mother, after the death of his jazz and blues 
musician father. Growing up, Mr. Williams was 
a stellar student and writer at Manassas High 
School in Memphis. From there, he went on to 
earn a degree in journalism from the Univer- 
sity of Illinois at Urbana in 1956. He later pur- 
sued graduate studies at Howard and Atlanta 
Universities. Pursuing a career in segregated 
America, Mr. Williams encountered barriers 
because of his race that prevented him from 
pursuing a journalism career in Illinois 

Illinois’ loss was our gain because Mr. Wil- 
liams returned to Memphis, where he began 
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his career as managing director of the Mem- 
phis Star-Times, a local African-American 
newspaper. After working as a congressional 
fellow for U.S. Senator Hubert Humphrey and 
as a Foreign Service Reserve officer in the 
Kennedy administration, Mr. Williams returned 
to Illinois as vice president of public affairs 
and executive director of the University Center 
for Policy Study at the University of Chicago. 

Unwilling to rest on his laurels, Mr. Williams 
resigned from his prestigious positions to take 
on the helm of a new, little-known think tank. 
The Joint Centers original purpose was to 
support and train African-American elected of- 
ficials nationwide and measure their growth 
subsequent to the Voting Rights Act. Under 
Mr. Williams' direction, the Center expanded 
its focus to examine and document public pol- 
icy issues affecting African Americans. Mr. 
Williams' determination to maintain a non- 
partisan approach to the Centers problem- 
Solving activities serves as an example to us 
all. 

Mr. Williams leaves a legacy of innovation 
and courage in his efforts to address issues 
such as education, voting rights reform and 
the spread of HIV/AIDS in the United States. 
Mr. Williams has received numerous acco- 
lades and awards for his civic contributions, 
including the prestigious MacArthur Founda- 
tion "Genius" Award. Most recently, the Joint 
Center, under Mr. Williams leadership has 
studied and explained the rise of a new gen- 
eration of the African-American elected offi- 
cials into the mainstream of public life. He 
continuously reminds us not to be shy in our 
goal of reaching new heights on behalf of all 
Americans while staying connected to, in his 
words, "the useful values of the past." His life 
and career demonstrate to all Americans that 
we stand on the shoulders of a generation that 
fought and stood and often sat down to create 
a more perfect union. 

For his unselfish contributions and commit- 
ment to our Nation, Mr. Speaker, | urge you 
and my colleagues in the U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives to join me in commending Mr. 
Eddie Williams for his many years of dedi- 
cated service to the American people. 


ESSERE 


HONORING THE MEMORY OF THE 
HON. JOSEPH N. LANGAN 


HON. JO BONNER 


OF ALABAMA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. BONNER. Mr. Speaker, the city of Mo- 
bile, Alabama, and indeed the entire First 
Congressional District recently lost a dear 
friend, and | rise today to honor him and pay 
tribute to his memory. 

Mayor Joseph N. Langan was a devoted 
family man and dedicated public servant 
throughout his entire life. In 1939, at the age 
of 27, he entered the field of politics, serving 
for 6 years in the Alabama House of Rep- 
resentatives. He later served from 1947 to 
1951 in the Alabama State Senate. From 1953 
to 1969, he served as a Mobile city commis- 
sioner, including several terms as mayor at a 
time when the city was governed by a three- 
member commission. Mayor Langan enjoyed 
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a very successful career as mayor and was 
known particularly for his efforts to expand the 
size of the city. As a result of his efforts, the 
city expanded its westward boundaries and 
grew in size from an area of approximately 33 
square miles to an area of over 160 square 
miles. 


During his time in both local and State gov- 
ernment, Mayor Langan developed a strong 
reputation as a leader who felt duty-bound to 
do his part in the strengthening of relations 
between the black and white communities in 
Mobile and throughout the State of Alabama. 
In spite of progressive policies that led to 
strong public outrage and the end of his ca- 
reers in both the State legislature and city hall, 
Mayor Langan dedicated himself to assisting 
the members of the African-American commu- 
nity in their efforts to advance their causes. 
During his tenure in the State legislature, he 
argued for equal pay for both black and white 
public school teachers. Additionally, during his 
Service as mayor, Mayor Langan was an im- 
portant part of keeping the community calm at 
a time when racial riots and crimes were tear- 
ing apart Alabama and much of the South. His 
strong and enduring relationship with Alabama 
civil rights activist John LeFlore was crucial to 
maintaining this calm. 


Mayor Langan, a graduate of both Murphy 
High School and Spring Hill College in Mobile, 
Alabama, was also a proud veteran of the 
United States Army, serving during both World 
War | and the Korean conflict. Later in his 
military career, he held the rank of general 
and served as commander of the Army Na- 
tional Guard's 31st Infantry Division. 


In addition to both his public and military ca- 
reers, Mayor Langan found time to become 
actively involved in many community and char- 
itable organizations. He served as a member 
of the Spring Hill College Board of Trustees 
and of the University of South Alabama Foun- 
dation. He was recognized for his community 
Service and charitable work with the 1957 
Mobilian of the Year award. 


This sad time for so many in the Mobile 
community has also given many of Mayor 
Langan's colleagues and friends the oppor- 
tunity to remember him and recognize the 
many accomplishments of his career. Alabama 
State Senator Vivian Figures say, "He was al- 
ways for government being sensitive and in- 
clusive to all citizens . . He was a real 
gentleman of distinction." Former Mobile city 
clerk Richard Smith said, “He wanted to 
serve, and he served well. He had vision, he 
had brains, he had leadership.” And without 
fail, many in the Mobile community will re- 
member Mayor Langan as one of the finest 
mayors and public servants to have ever 
worked on behalf of their city. 


Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in remembering a dedicated public servant 
and friend to many in Mobile, Alabama. Mayor 
Langan will be deeply missed by his family— 
his wife, Maude Adelle Langan, and his broth- 
er, John C. Langan, and his many nephews 
and other family members—as well as the 
countless friends he leaves behind. Our 
thoughts and prayers are with them all at this 
difficult time. 


November 18, 2004 
IN MEMORY OF PETER CUTINO 


HON. SAM FARR 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Peter J. Cutino, a coaching legend in 
the sport of water polo, who passed away 
Sunday, September 19th in his Monterey 
home. During his lifetime Mr. Cutino was a 
strong pillar of the water polo community. He 
will be dearly missed by his wife of 51 years, 
Louise; two sons, Paul and Peter; daughter, 
Anna; brother Bert; two sisters, Rose Marie 
and Josephine; five grandchildren; and many 
nieces and nephews. 

Mr. Cutino was born April 3, 1933 in Mon- 
terey. He graduated from high school a star 
athlete in 1951 and earned Junior College All 
American honors at Monterey Peninsula Col- 
lege. He then transferred to Cal Poly-San Luis 
Obispo, earning water polo all-conference 
honors, and graduated with a master’s degree 
in education. 

He began his coaching career at Oxnard 
High School and then moved on to coach the 
Cal Golden Bears for 26 victorious years. He 
was the most successful water polo coach in 
collegiate history and was awarded NCAA 
Coach of the Year four times. His successes 
in collegiate sports earned him the coveted 
role as coach to the U.S. national team in the 
1976 Olympics. While at Cal, he coached 68 
all-Americans, 6 Рас-10 conference апа 
NCAA players of the year and 5 Olympians. 

In 1989 he stepped down as UC Berkeley’s 
head water polo coach in order to open and 
run the Monterey Sports Club in my district. At 
the same time, Peter continued his service to 
the international sports world by serving as 
chairman of the Men’s International Olympic 
Committee. Additionally, in recognition of his 
life of leadership and mentorship, he received 
UC Berkeley’s Alumni Centennial Award and 
Chancellors commendation, and ап athletic 
scholarship at Berkeley was established in his 
name in 1989. Mr. Cutino was also an active 
leader in the Italian-American Community іп 
Monterey and was a member of the Campari, 
Paisano and Amici clubs. In addition to numer- 
ous professional water polo publications, he 
authored a book on the Italian-American com- 
munity in Monterey. 

Mr. Speaker, today | wish to join the local 
community and Mr. Peter Cutino’s family and 
friends in honoring the life of such an inspira- 
tional coach, husband and father. 


rE 


PAYING TRIBUTE TO BERNARD E. 
KERST 


HON. SCOTT McINNIS 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. McINNIS. Mr. Speaker, it is with a sad 
heart that | rise to recognize the passing of 
Bernard Kerst, a great man from my district. 
Bernard spent most of his 87 years living in 
Yuma, Colorado, and during that time he 
made a significant impact on the life of count- 
less individuals and his county. | am honored 
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today to bring his contributions to the attention 
of this body of Congress and this Nation. 

Bernard Kerst was born on July 9, 1917. 
When the Great Depression swept the coun- 
try, he left high school and got a job to sup- 
port himself and his family. He started a truck- 
ing business in his twenties and then built Vic- 
tory Ships in Oregon during World War Il. 
Afterward, he moved back to eastern Colo- 
rado, married DeVonna Gregory, and began 
farming and ranching. Being an avid conserva- 
tionist, Bernard served on the board of the 
East Yuma County Soil Conservation District 
and was awarded the Bullshippers award from 
the Farm and Ranch Association for his оші- 
standing service and leadership. 

Bernard was a dedicated family man, raised 
two children, Carolyn and Dan, had many 
grandchildren and was able to know his first 
great grandchild, Isabel Carolyn. Due to health 
problems, Bernard and DeVonna moved to Ar- 
izona. After DeVonna passed away in 1999, 
Bernard moved back to Colorado to be close 
to his family living in Glenwood Springs. 

Mr. Speaker, Bernard Kerst was a dedicated 
man who worked hard, supported his commu- 
nity and loved his family, and | am honored to 
pay tribute to him before this body of Con- 
gress today. | had the pleasure of knowing 
Bernard and worked with members of his fam- 
ily during my time in office, and | will miss his 
kind heart and wisdom. My thoughts and pray- 
ers go out to his family and friends during this 
time of bereavement. 


— ланы --- 


HONORING BATTELLE ОМ THE OC- 
CASION OF THEIR 75TH ANNIVER- 
SARY 


HON. DAVID L. HOBSON 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today with 
Mrs. PRYCE and Mr. TIBERI to congratulate 
Battelle, a global science and technology en- 
terprise, on its 75th anniversary. 

Although founder Gordon Battelle never 
lived to see his dreams come to fruition, it was 
his and his mothers’ estates that led to 
Battelle’s existence. The estates were gener- 
ously left for the establishment of the “Battelle 
Memorial Institute . . . for the purpose of edu- 
cation in connection with and the encourage- 
ment of creative and research work and the 
making of discoveries and inventions . . .". It 
was Mr. Battelle's desire to recover zinc from 
Ozark mines that led him to his first patent. 
This initial success produced the grand vision 
which Mr. Battelle's business partner, Joseph 
Frantz, is credited with carrying out. 

In 1929, Battelle opened for business with 
only 30 staff members. Today, including the 
national labs that they manage, Battelle over- 
sees 16,000 staff members and conducts $3 
billion in annual research and development. 

It is hard to believe what this Columbus, 
Ohio-headquartered institution has accom- 
plished since those humble beginnings. In 
fact, their innovative technologies touch most 
Americans on a daily basis. 

Possibly the most well known of Battelle's 
innovations is the development of xerography, 
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which eventually led to today's copying ma- 
chines and the company Xerox. Other innova- 
tions include: armor plating for U.S. Army 
tanks during WWII, fuel for the first nuclear 
powered submarine Nautilus, the metal com- 
position of most of the 52.5 million coins pro- 
duced each day by the U.S. Mint, cruise con- 
trol for the automotive industry, the technology 
that led to the compact disc, and "no-melt" 
chocolate. 

In addition to their commercial customers, 
Battelle provides services to over 800 federal, 
state, and local government agencies concen- 
trating on important issues from national secu- 
rity to transportation and space. 

As Chairman of the Energy and Water De- 
velopment Appropriations Subcommittee, | 
have the distinct pleasure of working very 
closely with Battelle on a number of issues. 
Through the annual Energy and Water Devel- 
opment Appropriations bill, | provide funds for 
the U.S. Department of Energy’s National 
Labs. One of Battelle’s primary services іп- 
cludes the management or co-management of 
the Pacific Northwest National Laboratory, 
Brookhaven National Laboratory, Oak Ridge 
National Laboratory, and the National Renew- 
able National Laboratory. In fact, just last 
week, Battelle won a 10-year contract to oper- 
ate the newly created Idaho National Labora- 
tory, and congratulations are certainly in order 
regarding this new addition to the Battelle fam- 
ily. 

As we look forward with great anticipation to 
the next 75 years of Battelle innovations, one 
can only dream of what may come. Battelle 
projects that they will concentrate on a broad 
range of issues in the upcoming years includ- 
ing: advanced healthcare, sustainable and re- 
newable energy, clean water, and nuclear 
power. 

Mr. Speaker, | look forward to continuing to 
work with Battelle on these issues, and many 
more, and | congratulate them on their contin- 
ued success. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
HON. JAMES R. LANGEVIN 


OF RHODE ISLAND 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, November 17, 2004 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, on November 
16, | was unavoidably detained during rollcall 


vote No. 531. Had | been present, | would 
have voted "yea." 


IN MEMORY OF JOHN H.G. STUART 
HON. SAM FARR 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, | stand in mourning 
to honor my good friend John H.G. Stuart, 
who passed peacefully on October 23, 2004, 
at the age of 86. He is survived by his wife, 
Sheila, his son Orin, his daughter Oria, his sis- 
ter Kathleen of Toronto, Canada, four grand- 
children, and one great grandchild. Mr. Stuart 
was a great contributor to the global commu- 
nity, and an example of the American dream. 
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Mr. Stuart, who was known to one and all 
as Harry, was born in 1918 in County Silgo, 
Ireland. He and his family later moved to Dub- 
lin, where he attended engineering school, 
and graduated with his degree from Trinity 
College. He later joined the British Navy, and 
spent the whole of the Second World War as 
a naval engineer, including two tours as chief 
engineer. After the end of World War Il, he re- 
turned home to Ireland where he met and 
married Sheila, his wife and lifelong love of 58 
years. 

In 1948, Harry joined the Calcutta Electric 
Supply in India. He worked with their three 
power plants to make sure that Calcutta had 
plenty of power. Then, after almost 6 years in 
India and many months of applications and 
waiting, the Stuarts were granted visas and 
entry into the United States. They went to San 
Francisco in 1954 via Hong Kong, and ended 
up settling in Santa Cruz a year later in 1955. 

As an engineer, Harry did power work with 
local companies and offices such as Pacific 
Gas & Electric and Lockheed Martin. He was 
able to help build geothermal plants in Iceland, 
Hawaii, and southern California. Through this 
work, he helped the world community to use 
better and cleaner power. 

Harry had many faces. He was an avid trav- 
eler, as anyone would know just by reading 
these exploits, and he loved to fish and smoke 
salmon. In fact, | spent many a long night with 
Harry, discussing his travels throughout the 
British Isles, his passion for the outdoors, and 
most of all his thoughts on the best whiskey. 
In short, Harry was one of "the best," a friend 
and companion to one and all and a beautiful 
human being. 

Mr. Speaker, | hope that we can all stand 
today and honor this man. He bettered the 
global environment, exemplified America's true 
diversity and opportunity to those who want to 
make a life here, and gave of his time to bet- 
ter the lives of his fellow travelers. | will miss 
him deeply and extend my deepest condo- 
lences to Sheila, Orin, Oria, Kathleen and the 
rest of his wonderful family. 


EBORE Re 


PAYING TRIBUTE TO NORMA 
ANDERSON 


HON. SCOTT McINNIS 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, | would like to 
take this opportunity to pay tribute to Senate 
Majority Leader Norma Anderson and thank 
her for her tireless efforts serving the people 
of Colorado as a three-term member of the 
Colorado State Senate. Norma will always be 
remembered as a dedicated public servant 
and leader of her community. As she con- 
tinues to serve the citizens of District 22, let it 
be known that she has made a great commit- 
ment to the Colorado General Assembly and 
the State of Colorado. 

Norma began her public service career 
when she was elected to the Colorado State 
House of Representatives in 1986, and has 
been a champion of education, transportation, 
crime and tax reform issues in the General 
Assembly. She served as the Chair of the 
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Education, Transportation and Energy, and 
Audit Committees and previously as the Vice- 
Chair of Long-Term Health Care Task Force, 
and Higher Education Planning Committees. 
After serving ten years in the State House, 
Norma continued her service to Colorado 
when she was elected to the Colorado State 
Senate in 1998. As a State Senator, Norma 
currently leads her party as the Senate Major- 
ity Leader. She serves on the Finance and 
Legislative Audit Committees and is the former 
chair of the Business Affairs and Labor Com- 
mittee. Norma’s major accomplishments in- 
clude such important laws as the School Fi- 
nance Act of 1994, the Third Grade Literacy 
Act and the creation of the Colorado Depart- 
ment of Transportation. 

Norma is a dedicated legislator whose lead- 
ership has been awarded with the honor of 
being the first woman to hold the position of 
Majority Leader in both the state House and 
state Senate. Over the course of her tenure 
she has been the recipient of more than sixty- 
five recognitions and awards including the 
Denver Women’s Commission, the Colorado 
Women’s Chamber Senator of the Year, and 
the Colorado School of Mines Medal. In addi- 
tion to her service to the General Assembly, 
Norma is also a member of the Great Out- 
doors Colorado Board, the Governor’s Blue 
Ribbon Panel on Higher Education, the Amer- 
ican Cancer Society and several other com- 
munity organizations. 

Mr. Speaker, it is clear that Norma Ander- 
son has ceaselessly dedicated her time and 
efforts to serving her country and the people 
of Colorado as a Colorado State Senator. | am 
honored to bring her hard work and commit- 
ment to the attention of this body of Congress 
and this nation today. Thank you for all your 
service, Norma, and | wish you all the best in 
your future endeavors. 


== 


ON THE IMPORTANCE OF CIVIC 
EDUCATION AND ІМ RECOGNI- 
TION OF THE MARYLAND COALI- 
TION FOR CIVIC EDUCATION 


HON. CHRIS VAN HOLLEN 


OF MARYLAND 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, one of the 
major goals of our education system is to 
produce knowledgeable and informed citizens. 
We accomplish this, in part, through effective 
civic education programs in our schools—like 
the innovative We The People program spon- 
sored by the Center for Civic Education. 

The first annual Congressional Conference 
on Civic Education was held in September 
2003. The event was sponsored by the Alli- 
ance for Representative Democracy and co- 
hosted by our four distinguished congressional 
leaders: Senator FRIST, Senator DASCHLE, 
Speaker HASTERT and Leader PELOSI. One of 
the very positive outcomes of the congres- 
sional conference was the establishment of 
state delegations that returned home with the 
mission to enact specific policies designed to 
restore the civic mission of our schools and 
make available programs like We the People 
in each of our fifty states. 
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In that regard, Га like to take this oppor- 
tunity to recognize Dr. Marcie Taylor-Thoma, 
the facilitator of the Maryland delegation, for 
her leadership in designing an action plan to 
improve civic education in our state. As a re- 
sult of her efforts, the Maryland Coalition for 
Civic Education, representing over 40 commu- 
nity leaders and organizations, has been 
formed; a tool kit of best practices in civic edu- 
cation has been developed; and Maryland’s 
teachers will soon have access to further pro- 
fessional development in the area of civic edu- 
cation. 


Moreover, I’m proud to note that these excit- 
ing developments come on top of Maryland’s 
substantial existing commitments in the area 
of civic education—including our Student Serv- 
ice Learning requirement, our mandatory Gov- 
ernment Civics course and our nearly finished 
state curriculum, which will include the teach- 
ing of civics and government from pre-K 
through high school. 


Mr. Speaker, | want to congratulate Dr. Tay- 
lor-Thoma and the rest of her colleagues 
again for all of their hard work, and | look for- 
ward to the success of the Maryland Coalition 
for Civic Education as they participate in the 
second annual Congressional Conference on 
Civic Education on December 4-6 of this year. 


— ER 


TRIBUTE TO ARMY PV2 JUSTIN 

RAY YOEMANS, A MODEL OF 
VALOR IN SERVICE ТО HIS 
COUNTRY 


HON. TERRY EVEREIT 


OF ALABAMA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Speaker, | rise to pay 
tribute to Army PV2 Justin Ray Yoemans of 
Eufaula, Alabama, who lost his life November 
6 while defending our nation. 


Private Yoemans was manning his gun po- 
sition when his Humvee encountered a road- 
side bomb during a street patrol of Baghdad, 
Iraq. According to military accounts, Private 
Yoemans gave his life to protect his fellow sol- 
diers. His was posthumously awarded a total 
of five military medals, including the Bronze 
Star and Purple Heart. 


Private Yoemans, who was assigned to the 
Fourth Battalion, Fifth Air Defense Artillery at 
Fort Hood, Texas, gave the ultimate sacrifice 
to his country at the age of 20. His family and 
friends describe him as a loving son and a pa- 
triot who was proud to serve in the military. 


| cannot express the proper words to con- 
sole his family at the loss of their beloved son. 
However, | do wish to convey that America 
shares in your grief as we struggle together to 
protect our homeland from terrorism. 


Private Yoemans loved life and was de- 
scribed by his younger sister as "a little boy 
inside a great man." America is fortunate to 
have such "great men" standing up for the 
cause of freedom. His valor and his sacrifice 
will never be forgotten. 
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A TRIBUTE TO MR. STEVE F. 
AIKEN 


HON. MIKE McINTYRE 


OF NORTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. McINTYRE. Mr. Speaker, today | want 
to extend my warmest thanks and my most 
sincere best wishes to Mr. Steve F. Aiken who 
is retiring after 35 years of faithful service to 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Wilmington 
District. 


Currently serving as Chief of the Programs 
Management Branch, Steve has had a distin- 
guished career with the Corps of Engineers. A 
recipient of the Sustained Superior Perform- 
ance Award and the Exceptional Performance 
Award several times, Steve has also received 
the District Humanitarian Award, the South At- 
lantic Division Program Management Chief of 
the Year award, and the Commander's Award 
for Civilian Service. Clearly, his record has 
been one of stellar performance and superb 
leadership. In addition, both my staff in Wash- 
ington and in the Wilmington area have im- 
mensely enjoyed working with Steve and ben- 
efiting from his professional advice on some 
many key projects in our area. Each of them 
joins me in thanking you for being so acces- 
sible and informed. As the father of an Eagle 
Scout, | am also very grateful for his dedica- 
tion and service to the Boy Scouts of America. 


When | think of Steve’s commitment to the 
public good, the words “spirit, sacrifice, and 
service” come to mind. Steve’s positive spirit 
has always been to do the task at hand—a 
spirit that inspires others to achieve. Steve’s 
sacrifice in time and commitment has been to 
make southeastern North Carolina а better 
place to live and work—a sacrifice that meant 
doing the right thing and not being concerned 
with who gets the credit. 


Pearl S. Buck once said, “To serve is beau- 
tiful, but only if it is done with joy and a whole 
heart and free mind.” There is no question 
that his years of service have been the epit- 
ome of this statement. Service to others has 
been the embodiment of his life—service that 
sets a path for others to follow and that we all 
should emulate. 


As he enters this next stage of life, | am 
confident that his talents and energy will con- 
tinue to be of benefit to many. Through his 
commitment to family and community, a shin- 
ing gem he will continue to be. 


Bart Giamatti, the former president of Yale 
University, said it well in 1987, “Be mindful of 
what we share and must share; not the least 
of which is that each of our hopes for a full 
and decent life depends upon others hoping 
the same and all of us sustaining each other's 
hopes . . . If there is no striving for the good 
life for any of us, there cannot be a good life 
for any of us." 


On behalf of the citizens of the Seventh 
Congressional District of North Carolina, 
thanks to Steve so much for the good life he 
has given to so many. Now, may he enjoy the 
same, and may God’s strength, peace and joy 
be with him always. 
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ІМ RECOGNITION ОЕ GREECE’S 
OUTSTANDING PERFORMANCE IN 
HOSTING THE 20044 SUMMER 
OLYMPICS 


HON. CAROLYN B. MALONEY 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise to pay 
tribute to Greece for its outstanding perform- 
ance as host of the 2004 Olympic Games. As 
Co-Chair of the Congressional Caucus on Hel- 
lenic Issues and as the House Member privi- 
leged to represent Astoria, Queens, one of the 
largest and most vibrant communities of Hel- 
lenic Americans anywhere in this country, | 
join with all of my Caucus colleagues and fel- 
low residents of New York’s 14th Congres- 
sional District in saluting the people of Greece. 
On October 29, 2004, the Hellenic community, 
together with many friends, convened in 
Astoria’s Athens Square Park to recognize this 
outstanding accomplishment. 

While it has been nearly three months since 
the Olympic flame was extinguished in Athens, 
the memory of how wonderful the 2004 Sum- 
mer Games really were remains with us. The 
Athens Games attracted the largest American 
audience ever for an Olympic competition held 
outside the United States. The impact will be 
felt worldwide for generations to come. To me 
it was always clear that Greece would be an 
excellent host for the 2004 Olympic Games. 
Greek hospitality and warmth is renowned 
throughout the world. Thus, it is no surprise to 
report that the Greek people proved the 
naysayers wrong by hosting an impeccably or- 
ganized and safe Olympic Games, an extraor- 
dinary world event in which the athletes took 
center stage. 

For three weeks in August, the people of 
Greece welcomed the world to participate in a 
competition that allowed countries to set aside 
their political differences for a brief time and to 
come together in the spirit of peace and 
sportsmanship. Wanting to help make the 
2004 Olympics a great event for visitors many 
volunteers, including those from New York 
City such as Andreas C George, Katherine 
George, Vlasis Anastasiou, Julia Anastasiou, 
Helen Skarla, Katerina Papaioannou, Joanna 
Savaides, Irene Aindili Kalliroe Argenas, 
Yeannis Kaltsas, Spilios Gianakopoulos, Eliza- 
beth Bogiatzi, Marika Gianakopoulos, Argyris 
Ignatiades, Stephanos Pavlides, Іеаппі 
Michaelides, Theodora Ziongas, George 
Costacos and Zacharoula Karyammi, gave 
generously of their time and energy. While 
they were there, the volunteers were able to 
see Greece’s beautiful historic and natural 
treasures, ensuring that they would remember 
forever their experience in Greece. 

On October 29th, the members of Hellenic 
cultural and civic organizations, Greek Ortho- 
dox churches, constituents and friends joined 
together to pay tribute to Greece for its ex- 
traordinary showing in the Olympics. The or- 
ganizations represented included the Federa- 
tion of Hellenic Societies and its members: 
Grinion Benevolent Society; Daughters of 
Roumeli Society of New York, Inc., Society of 
Diplatanos, Saint Marina, Inc., Nafpactian 
Brotherhood of New York, Galaxidi Brother- 
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hood Eanthe, Thermopyles Phiotidos, the 
Laconian Brotherhood “Mani” Inc., Calavrytan 
Fraternity, Geros Tou Morea, Inc, Society 
Vryseon Anavretis, Pankerkyraikos Associa- 
tion, Kephalos, Society of America, Ithacan 
Society, | "Odesseus"  lthacan Society, 
"Odesseus" Aesculapian Thessalian Brother- 
hood, Inc., Society of Epirotes, Pyrrhus Be- 
nevolent Society, Inc., Society of Epirotes La- 
dies Auxiliary, Souliotissaithessalonikian Soci- 
ety Society of Kastorians, Pontion Society of 
Kastoria, Inc., Panthracian Union of America, 
"Orpheus" St. John Theologos Society, Pan- 
icarian Brotherhood, Mytilenian Society of 
America, Pan-lemnian Philanthropic Associa- 
tion "Hephaestos" Inc., Gnomagoras Nisyrian 
Society Inc., Zoodohos Pighe of Andros Soci- 
ety, Cretans Association, "Omonoia" Cretan 
Women's Association, "Pasiphae" Syllogos 
Kreton "Minos" Pancyprian Association, Inc., 
Greek Cultural Center Inc., Northern Chios 
Society of "Pelineon", United Pireotes of 


America, Aetoloakarnanian Mutual Society, 
Mutual Aid Society,  Aigioton Моѕїйѕа 
Epidavrou Limiras Association, Inc., Pan- 


eliakos Society of New York, Kalamata Soci- 
ety, Ltd., Aristotelis Society of 
Halkidikipansamian Brotherhood “Pythagoras” 
of New York, “Labrys” Cretan Youth Organi- 
zation of New York, Pontian Society 
“Котпіпоі”, NY Greek American Folklore So- 
ciety, Inc., Greek American Folklore Society, 
Inc., El Greco Society of Visual Arts, Inc., “St. 
Demetrios” Naupaktias Brotherhood of Amer- 
ica, Greek American Homeowners Ass., Soci- 
ety Agiogalousion Amerikis, Greek-American 
Labor Council, Greek Society Elatousion of 
“St. Stefanos”, Syllogos Noumou Magnisias 
"Argonaytes", Benevolent Association ог 
Calamatahellenic Veterans Society of Greater 
New York, Inc., Panhellenic Organization 
“Martyrs of Kavo Melanios” Othoni Society of 
USA, Inc., Association of Logastra, Inc., Hel- 
lenic Organization of University Graduates of 
America, Philoptohos Adelfotis Arahoviton 
Nafpaktias Olympiakos Fan Club of NY, USA 
Greek and American Retirement Club, 
Pankritiki Enosis Athlitismou, Inc., Pan- 
Grecorian A.E.K. Fan Soccer Club of USA, 
Inc., Greek-American Mothers Association of 
USA, Omilos Metanaston Karitsis Messinian 
Benevolent Association, Hellenic American 
Educators Association, Gnomogoras Nisyrian 
Society, Inc., Benevolent Society ої 
Athanasios Diakos “Apostole”, Association 
Magoulioton of Spartasyllogos Patrinon Kostis 
Palamas and other prominent organizations, 
including PSEKA, Athens Square Park Inc., 
American Hellenic Educational Progressive 
Association, St. Paul Soc., Pan Dodecanese 
Society of America, Krikos; Eastern Orthodox 
Lawyers, Pan Macedonian Cultural Center; the 
Modern Greek Studies Center; the Hellenic 
American Medical Society; Euro-American 
Women’s Council and the Pan Erikoussa Soci- 
ety of America, as well as our friends in the 
Greek press: National Herald, Hellenic Har- 
monies, Hellas News, National Greek TV, Hel- 
lenic Times, Estiator & Greek American Re- 
view, Antena, Aktina, Eseis Magazine, Maria 
Papadatos Show; Orthodox Observer, Hellas 
FM, and Mike Zapitis Hour. 

The millions of Americans who watched the 
Games achieved a better understanding of the 
Greek people, their warmth, generosity and 
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graciousness. These Olympics helped solidify 
the reputation of Greece and the Hellenic peo- 
ple for abundant hospitality, or "filoxenia". 
Greece has earned our gratitude and sincerest 
congratulations. “Axie!” 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to rise to 
pay tribute to Greece for giving the world a 
spectacular 2004 Summer Olympics. 


EE 


IN HONOR OF FOREST HILL 
MANOR 


HON. SAM FARR 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to con- 
gratulate Forest Hill Manor on its fiftieth anni- 
versary of serving our community's seniors. 
This historic building was once the illustrious 
Forest Hill Hotel, and is still known today for 
the fine service it offers its guests. 

In 1954 the hotel was acquired by the Cali- 
fornia-Nevada Methodist Homes for the pur- 
pose of providing a retirement residence in 
picturesque Pacific Grove. Throughout the 
years the Manor has continued to undergo im- 
provements, designed to maintain the high 
quality of life residents have come to expect 
from this institution. 

Currently the Manor is beginning work on 
the latest expansion project, responding to the 
growing needs of the community. There will be 
an additional thirty-two independent living 
apartments, and six more assisted living apart- 
ments. The Manor is also adding a skilled 
nursing facility on the property, with twenty-six 
beds, so residents will not have to receive 
care offsite. These new developments will ex- 
pand the Manor's ability to work for the elderly 
community in the Monterey Bay. 

Mr. Speaker, | wish to congratulate the For- 
est Hill Manor on the outstanding service it 
has provided our community for the last fifty 
years. The Manor is a model retirement home, 
offering a pleasant living experience for 693 
residents since 1954. | extend my congratula- 
tions to Forest Hill Manor and wish it many 
more successful years. 


а 


IN HONOR OF SHERIFF MARK 
TRACY 


HON. SAM FARR 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Mark Tracy who is retiring after ten 
years as the Santa Cruz County Sheriff. Mr. 
Tracy’s lifelong dedication to the Santa Cruz 
community consists of over 32 years as a po- 
lice officer, as well as numerous volunteer and 
leadership positions within local organizations. 
Beginning his career as a Deputy Sheriff with 
Santa Cruz County, Mark rose through the 
ranks to become a Sergeant and a Lieutenant. 
He was elected Sheriff-Coroner of Santa Cruz 
County in 1994. 

During his years with the Sheriffs Office, 
Mark has worked in and represented nearly 
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every bureau and capacity in the department 
and has received numerous awards and com- 
mendations. Notably, he has acted as Coordi- 
nator of the Search and Rescue Team, was a 
founding member of the Hostage Negotiating 
Team, and has served as Chairman for both 
the Santa Cruz County Criminal Justice Coun- 
cil and the Santa Cruz County Commission on 
Domestic Violence. By establishing the Do- 
mestic Violence Unit and working with advo- 
cacy groups throughout the county, he has 
promoted better services to victims of domes- 
tic abuse. Additionally, Sheriff Tracy estab- 
lished the High Tech Crime Unit to address 
the growing problem of identity theft and com- 
puter crimes. 

In his career as Sheriff, Mark has also es- 
tablished unprecedented levels of trust and 
cooperation with the community, including 
women’s groups, lesbian, gay, bisexual and 
transgender communities, as well as medical 
marijuana organizations. He has overseen the 
opening of new service centers throughout 
Santa Cruz County and has placed school re- 
source officers at high schools and junior high 
schools throughout the region. 

The Santa Cruz Sheriff's Office has a proud 
history of aggressively attacking crime in a 
proactive and timely manner. Mark has been 
at the forefront of working towards unbiased 
policing and problem-solving techniques. In his 
partnerships with local organizations, he has 
established himself as an integral part of the 
Santa Cruz community. | have personally en- 
joyed working with Mark, and | wish to thank 
him for his dedicated service to our commu- 
nity. Mr. Speaker, | would like to congratulate 
Mr. Tracy on his upcoming retirement as Sher- 
iff, and wish him the best of luck in all of his 
future endeavors. 


UR 


RECOGNIZING THE 60TH ANNIVER- 
SARY OF THE BATTLE OF THE 
BULGE DURING WORLD WAR II 


SPEECH OF 


HON. RAY LaHOOD 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, November 16, 2004 


Mr. LAHOOD. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
support of H.J. Res. 110, legislation that com- 
memorates the upcoming 60th anniversary of 
the Battle of the Bulge. 

As we all know, our Allied forces fought 
against great odds, outnumbered and 
outgunned, to hold back German forces from 
December, 1944 to January, 1945. Victory 
over Germany was secured 4 months later. 

This year has given us many opportunities 
to thank the members of the World War Il 
generation for all that they have achieved. The 
60th anniversary of D-Day, the opening of the 
long-awaited National World War Il Memorial 
on the Mall here in Washington, and the 60th 
anniversary of the Battle of the Bulge are re- 
minders that these men and women fought to 
save the world from tyranny. The passage of 
time should not diminish their sacrifices. 

| would like to thank the Speaker of the 
House, my friend and colleague from Illinois, 
for sponsoring this resolution. It honors the 
600,000 U.S. troops who fought in this battle 


EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 


60 years ago. One of those troops is another 
friend and former colleague, Bob Michel. The 
former Minority Leader of the House, Bob 
Michel was wounded by machine gun fire at 
the Battle of the Bulge, for which he earned 
two Bronze Stars and a Purple Heart. | know 
he has never forgotten that more than 81,000 
of his fellow American soldiers were also in- 
jured in Belgium 60 years ago, and, through 
this resolution, we show these veterans that 
we do not forget, either. 

| am proud to join my colleagues as a co- 
sponsor of H.J. Res. 110, and urge its swift 
passage. 


-—— 


THRIFT SAVINGS PLAN OPEN 
ELECTIONS ACT OF 2004 


HON. JO ANN DAVIS 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. Speak- 
er, | rise in strong support of H.R. 4324, the 
Thrift Savings Plan Open Elections Act of 
2004. This simple, but important legislation will 
allow eligible individuals the opportunity to 
elect or modify contributions to the Thrift Sav- 
ings Plan (TSP) at any time, without penalty. 
The TSP is a voluntary, tax-deferred defined 
contribution plan for Federal employees and 
members of the uniformed services, through 
which Federal agencies provide matching 
funds to an individuals own retirement con- 
tributions. However, under current law, an eli- 
gible employee has only two opportunities a 
year to join the TSP fund and receive match- 
ing contributions, or to adjust their individual 
contribution amount. The changes imple- 
mented by H.R. 4324 will allow for greater 
participant access to the TSP, and will simplify 
administration. Given the hard work that our 
Federal employees and uniformed servicemen 
and women perform day in and day out, it is 
commonsense that they should have this in- 
creased control over their retirement contribu- 
tions. 


EP 


RECOGNIZING DEREK E. WILLIAMS 
FOR ACHIEVING THE RANK OF 
EAGLE SCOUT 


HON. SAM GRAVES 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. GRAVES. Mr. Speaker, | proudly pause 
to recognize Derek E. Williams of Kearney, 
MO, a very special young man who has exem- 
plified the finest qualities of citizenship and 
leadership by taking an active part in the Boy 
Scouts of America, Troop 397, and in earning 
the most prestigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Derek has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Over the 
3 years Derek has been involved with scout- 
ing, he has held numerous leadership posi- 
tions, serving as Assistant Patrol Leader, Pa- 
trol Leader, Chaplain Aide, Assistant Senior 
Patrol Leader, and Senior Patrol Leader. 
Derek is a member of the Tribe of Mic-O-Say, 
Order of the Arrow, and Brotherhood. 
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For his Eagle Scout project, Derek built a 
bridge at the Lions Club Park. With the addi- 
tion of Derek’s bridge, the park is now handi- 
cap accessible. The project took approxi- 
mately 120 hours to complete. 

Mr. Speaker, | proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Derek E. Williams for his accom- 
plishments with the Boy Scouts of America 
and for his efforts put forth in achieving the 
highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 


EE 


IMPROVING ACCESS ТО PHYSI- 
CIANS IN MEDICALLY UNDER- 
SERVED AREAS 


SPEECH OF 


HON. SHEILA JACKSON-LEE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
the purpose of this bill is to make it possible 
for foreign doctors to provide medical services 
in geographic areas which have been des- 
ignated by the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services as having a shortage of health care 
professionals. S. 2302 is almost identical to 
H.R. 4453, which | cosponsored with my col- 
league, Mr. HOSTETTLER. H.R. 4453 passed 
the House on October 6 on the suspension 
calendar. The Senate bill has an additional 
provision which ensures that specialists spon- 
sored by Federal and State agencies are 
placed in areas that have a shortage in that 
specialty. The additional provision requires the 
sponsoring agency to determine criteria for 
demonstrating a specialist shortage and to 
meet that criteria in order to sponsor the spe- 
cialist. 

Aliens who attend medical school in the 
United States on J exchange program visas 
are required to leave the country afterwards 
and reside abroad for two years before they 
can receive a visa to work here as physicians. 
In 1994, Congress created a new temporary 
waiver of this 2-year foreign residence require- 
ment which allowed states as well as federal 
agencies to sponsor the doctors. It applied to 
foreign doctors who would commit to prac- 
ticing medicine for no less than 3 years in a 
geographic area designated by the Secretary 
of Health and Human Services as 2 having a 
shortage of health care professionals. This 
program has been successful for 10 years in 
bringing highly qualified physicians to medi- 
cally underserved areas. It sunsetted on June 
1 of this year. 

The first physician recommended for a waiv- 
er in Texas was Dr. Maria Camacho, a Pedi- 
atric Intensivist. Her services to the residents 
of Harlingen in Cameron County provide a 
level of health care to children that was pre- 
viously unavailable in that county. 

Dr. K. M. Moorthi is a Nephrologist who was 
recommended for a waiver to serve at a facil- 
ity in Pecos, TX, in Reeves County. He works 
at a dialysis center. Patients requiring dialysis 
3 times per week in that part of Texas used 
to have to travel more than 70 miles each way 
for the treatments. Now it is available іп 
Pecos. 

The bill will provide a 2-year extension for 
this waiver program. When it was marked up 
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by the Subcommittee on Immigration, Border 
Security, and Claims, the extension was only 
for one year. Although | had sought a 5-year 
extension at that 3 markup, | subsequently ac- 
cepted a compromise of 2 years. | also nego- 
tiated a flexibility provision which will allow a 
State agency to place a doctor at a location 
that has not been designated as underserved 
if the doctor will nevertheless serve patients 
from an underserved area. The exception is 
limited to five doctors in each state. It targets 
rural underserved areas that typically get spe- 
cialty medical care from a major medical facil- 
ity that is not itself located within ап under- 
served area. The bill also provides that the 
doctors who receive a waiver to come here 
with H-1B visas will not count towards the an- 
nual H-1B cap. 
| urge you to vote for S. 2302. 


= 


BE PROUD ТО BE AN AMERICAN 
AN ESSAY BY HELEN LU 


HON. FORTNEY PETE STARK 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, | rise to recognize 
an essay composed by Helen Lu, a 16-year- 
old junior at Washington High School in Fre- 
mont, CA. Miss Lu delivered her essay at the 
Alameda County Veterans Affairs Commis- 
sion’s Veterans Day commemoration on No- 
vember 11, 2004. 


BE PROUD ТО BE AN AMERICAN 


Be proud to be an American. Be proud that 
you are part of this great democratic soci- 
ety, founded on the ideals of liberty and free- 
dom that our forefathers have fought for in 
the American Revolution. 

Be proud to be an American. Remember 
our role in the destruction of that Fascist 
dictatorship in the Second World War. 

Be proud to be an American, that you live 
in the most democratic nation in the world 
and take part in the most dynamic and de- 
veloped economy. 

Be proud to be an American, though you 
may look at what is going on these days, and 
sigh in disappointment at our divided condi- 
tion regarding a war. But we have known 
greater division, the American Civil War. 
Yet we still come together as a nation. We 
still have come together to build this great 
nation into what it is today. 

Be proud to be an American, even though 
we are uncertain if every war has been justi- 
fied. There are those who call Vietnam a 
mistake. There are those who call the war in 
Iraq an error. You can dwell on those issues 
the other 364 days of the year, but today just 
remember the millions of men and women 
who have so selflessly devoted their lives to 
their country. 

Be proud to be an American, for there is 
one thing certain, and remember it when you 
feel lost amidst all the political argument: 
there have always been brave men and 
women who would lay down their lives to 
protect those of yours and mine. There have 
always been courageous men and women who 
would sacrifice themselves for their country. 
We may look back at any war and condemn 
it as a grave mistake. We may look back on 
this war in Iraq, where thousands of young 
men and women have died, as a grave mis- 
take. History may show that we had mis- 
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takes, but we will always be certain of the 
absolute heroism of those who sacrificed for 
their country. 

Be proud to be an American. Your country 
is a nation in which people may disagree 
over values and beliefs, yet always come to- 
gether in the end to fight any battle that 
needs to be fought. 

To all our veterans, those who are here 
with us and to those who gave their lives in 
the service of their country, you have our ut- 
most respect. 


=== 


A TRIBUTE TO NISARUL HAQUE, 
M.D. 


HON. EDOLPHUS TOWNS 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, | rise in honor of 
Dr. Nisarul Haque for his dedication to Inter- 
faith Medical Center and excellence in patient 
care. 

Legendary for his gentle and caring manner, 
Dr. Haque has been affiliated with Interfaith 
Medical Center for nearly his entire medical 
career, joining as a medical resident in 1966 
at one of Interfaith Medical Center's prede- 
cessor hospitals, Jewish Hospital and Medical 
Center of Brooklyn, or “Brooklyn Jewish.” He 
has been married to Lois Haque for 38 years 
and they have two sons, Kamaal and Jameel. 

Dr. Haque came to the United States from 
Pakistan on July 4, 1964, arriving to see Inde- 
pendence Day fireworks from a helicopter, 
which was shuttling him from JFK Airport to 
New Jersey to start his American medical ca- 
reer at Perth Amboy General Hospital. After 
completing his Rotating Internship at Perth 
Amboy, Dr. Haque went to Kingsbrook Med- 
ical Center as a first year resident in Internal 
Medicine. 

Dr. Haque says he finally found the right 
place when he came to Brooklyn Jewish for 
his second and third year residencies in Inter- 
nal Medicine from 1966 to 1968 and Chief 
Medical Resident from 1968 to 1969. He 
joined the Medical Staff in 1971, worked as a 
part-time attending physician in the medical 
clinic in 1976 and was named to his current 
position as the Medical Director of the Depart- 
ment of Psychiatry in 1985. Dr. Haque is 
Board-certified in both Internal Medicine and 
Geriatrics and is a member of the Kings Coun- 
ty Medical Society and Medical Society of the 
State of New York. He graduated in 1960 from 
the Khyber Medical College of the University 
of Peshawar, Pakistan. He did his internship 
at Lady Reading Hospital and served as Med- 
ical Director at the Cantonment General Hos- 
pital, both in Peshawar. 

For his long-time commitment to the Inter- 
faith Medical Center and its patients, Dr. 
Haque has received the 2004 Spirit Award for 
Excellence in Patient Care from the Center. 

Mr. Speaker, Dr. Nisarul Haque has dedi- 
cated his professional career to serving pa- 
tients in the Brooklyn community at Interfaith 
Medical Center. As such, he is more than wor- 
thy of receiving our recognition today, and | 
urge my colleagues to join me in honoring this 
truly remarkable person. 


24103 


IN MEMORY OF LANCE CPL. SEAN 
M. LANGLEY 


HON. BEN CHANDLER 


OF KENTUCKY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to honor the life of Lance Cpl. Sean M. Lang- 
ley. On November 7, 2004, Lance Cpl. Lang- 
ley made the ultimate sacrifice for his country 
while serving in Iraq. The work of our young 
men and women in the armed services is vital 
for the safety and security of our Nation. The 
death of Lance Cpl. Langley is a true loss to 
the United States. | salute his dedication while 
serving in the 2nd Battalion, 5th Marine Regi- 
ment, 1st Marine Division, 1st Marine Expedi- 
tionary Force. My thoughts and prayers are 
with his parents, Bill and Patricia Langley, and 
all those who loved him. 


= == 


RECOGNIZING JEFFREY WILLIAM 
HAYNES FOR ACHIEVING THE 
RANK OF EAGLE SCOUT 


HON. SAM GRAVES 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. GRAVES. Mr. Speaker, | proudly pause 
to recognize Jeffrey William | Haynes of 
Kearney, Missouri, a very special young man 
who has exemplified the finest qualities of citi- 
zenship and leadership by taking an active 
part in the Boy Scouts of America, Troop 397, 
and in earning the most prestigious award of 
Eagle Scout. 

Jeff has been very active with his troop, par- 
ticipating in many scout activities. Over the 
nine years Jeff has been involved with scout- 
ing, he has held numerous leadership posi- 
tions, serving as Scribe, Assistant Patrol Lead- 
er, Patrol Leader, and Assistant Senior Patrol 
Leader. Jeff attended H. Roe Bartle each year 
since becoming a member of Troop 397, and 
is a member of the Tribe of Mic-O-Say, Order 
of the Arrow, and Brotherhood. 

For his Eagle Scout project, Jeff disassem- 
bled and removed the old playground equip- 
ment in Lion's Park in Kearney; and then as- 
sembled and installed new playground equip- 
ment. 

Mr. Speaker, | proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Jeffrey William Haynes for his 
accomplishments with the Boy Scouts of 
America and for his efforts put forth in achiev- 
ing the highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 


a 


CONGRATULATING LARRY 
HERBSTER ON HIS RETIREMENT 


HON. PAUL E. KANJORSKI 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. KANJORSKI. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to ask you and my respected colleagues in the 
House of Representatives to pay tribute to 
Larry Herbster as he retires from his position 
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as General Manager of WBRE-TV, the NBC 
affiliate in Wilkes-Barre, Pennsylvania. 

Larry has worked for Nexstar Broadcasting 
for five years and was named Vice President 
and General Manager of WBRE in 2000. 

Larry was born in Scranton and is a 1961 
graduate of Scranton Preparatory School. He 
received his bachelor of science degree from 
the University of Scranton and his master’s 
degree in business administration from New 
York University’s Stern Graduate School of 
Business. 

Larry has worked in the media since 1967, 
beginning with LIFE Magazine, TIME-LIFE 
Broadcast and Cable and TIME-LIFE Books. 
He also worked in various capacities with The 
Washington Post and The Gannett Co., Inc. 
Larry was President of two Gannett television 
stations in Oklahoma City and in Buffalo, New 
York before retiring in 1999. He then became 
Vice President and General Manager of 
Nexstar Broadcasting’s Rochester, New York 
CBS affiliate before coming back home to 
Northeastern Pennsylvania. He and his wife 
Anna reside in Wilkes-Barre. 

Larry has been active in community affairs 
throughout his entire life, serving on the 
boards of the United Way of Wyoming Valley, 
the Diamond City Partnership, the Boy Scouts 
of America and Scranton Tomorrow. In his 
spare time, Larry is an avid sailor. Larry will 
teach on the graduate school level now that 
he is retiring. 

Mr. Speaker, please join me in congratu- 
lating Larry Herbster upon his retirement. It is 
truly a privilege to represent a man who has 
worked diligently to dispense the news to the 
public and who has served his community with 
a variety of civic activities. 


писин 


COMMEMORATING THE 75TH ANNI- 
VERSARY OF SHAKER SQUARE 


HON. STEPHANIE TUBBS JONES 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to celebrate the 75th Anniversary of one 
of Cleveland’s most cherished landmarks, 
Shaker Square. 

The Square was built in 1927-29 by Otis 
and Mantis Van Sweringen, the brothers who 
developed Shaker Heights, Ohio. The oldest 
shopping district in Ohio and the second old- 
est in the Nation, Shaker Square was listed in 
the National Register of Historic Places in 
1976. What you see at Shaker Square today 
is a happy combination of nearly 75 years of 
preservation, enhanced by a multi-million dol- 
lar renovation in 2000-2001. 

The Square has been viewed as the gate- 
way to the Eastern suburbs. In addition to the 
development of Shaker Square was the cre- 
ation of a rapid transit (light rail) connection to 
downtown Cleveland via the Terminal Tower, 
which is now a part of The Tower City Center. 

Shaker Square is home to many unique 
shops and restaurants and is home to the His- 
toric Colonial Theater, which was built in 1937. 

But Shaker Square is more than a shopping 
area. It is the heart of a lively, diverse neigh- 
borhood. There are more than 4,000 units of 
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high-quality rental and condominium apart- 
ments near the square—the largest concentra- 
tion of multi family housing in Cleveland—plus 
townhouses and many private homes. 


Therefore, it is with great pride and pleasure 
that | congratulate Shaker Square and the 
community-at-large as we celebrate the 75th 
Anniversary of this historic landmark in the city 
of Cleveland and the 11th Congressional Dis- 
trict of Ohio. 


——— чс 


CONGRATULATIONS TO THE 
DENTON HOUSING AUTHORITY 


HON. MICHAEL C. BURGESS 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the Denton Housing Authority to 
commend them for receiving four National As- 
sociation of Housing and Redevelopment Offi- 
cials (NAHRO) Merit Awards this year. 


The Denton Housing Authority has been ac- 
tive in the North Texas community for years, 
working hard to provide quality public and af- 
fordable housing. This year at the 2004 
NAHRO awards ceremony, the Denton Hous- 
ing Authority was recognized for their achieve- 
ments. The Denton Housing Authority raised 
the bar once again by winning more merit 
awards than in 2003. 


The Denton Housing Authority was recog- 
nized for four of their programs. The Class Ap- 
prenticeship Program, created by the Bureau 
of Apprenticeship and Training, provides ca- 
reer training programs, on-the-job training, and 
associated technical instruction to program 
participants and members of the community. 
The Denton County Health Department Dental 
Clinic teams with the County Health Depart- 
ment to make available low-cost and free 
services to area residents who cannot afford 
insurance. Also, Project READY teams with 
the University of North Texas to encourage 
social and academic success and reinforce 
positive behavior of youth living in the Phoenix 
housing development. Finally, Resident Out- 
reach Clean Up Project in cooperation with the 
University of North Texas and Keep Denton 
Beautiful improved the community  sur- 
roundings and eliminated trash and graffiti. | 
believe these programs will better enhance 
our community by investing in our citizens and 
forming a safer environment for our neighbor- 
hoods. 


Once again, | would like to express my sin- 
cere congratulations to the Denton Housing 
Authority for their innovation and hard work in 
providing community outreach services to the 
city of Denton and surrounding communities. 


November 18, 2004 


COMMENDING THE PALM BEACH 
COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT FOR 
ITS DESIGNATION AS ONE OF 
THE TOP THREE SCHOOL DIS- 
TRICTS IN EMERGENCY  PRE- 
PAREDNESS 


HON. ALCEE L. HASTINGS 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today to commend the Palm Beach Coun- 
ty School District for achieving a rating of 
“Best” in the report released by the America 
Prepared Campaign оп Preparedness іп 
America’s Schools. In the twenty school dis- 
tricts rated on their emergency preparedness 
regarding terrorism, Palm Beach County 
scored in third place. 


The America Prepared Campaign is a non- 
profit, non-partisan initiative that uses the ex- 
pertise of national leaders on a range of mat- 
ters to give citizens the tools and information 
they need to prepare themselves and their 
families for a large-scale disaster, particularly 
a terrorism event. 


In their report entitled "Preparedness іп 
America’s Schools: A Comprehensive Look at 
Terrorism Preparedness in America’s Twenty 
Largest School Districts,” the foundation ex- 
amined how well these school districts are 
prepared to protect their students in the event 
of a terrorist attack or other major emergency. 


With 193 schools and more than 160,000 
students, the School District of Palm Beach 
County was lauded for its “long history of ro- 
bust school security and safety efforts.” 
School District Police Department Chief James 
Kelly was singled out for his focus on imple- 
menting effective and efficient security meth- 
ods, such as identification badges for school 
personnel, including students, a GPS tracking 
system for county school buses, and the intro- 
duction of violence-intervention programs. 


This report also cited the School District's 
outstanding use of communication, employing 
the use of the existing local notification system 
rather than a brand-new, expensive phone 
tree. This method ensures that parents and 
local officials have up-to-date emergency infor- 
mation. 


While the School District has every right to 
feel proud of their accomplishment, officials 
know that there is still plenty of work to be 
done. The school district has, for example, ap- 
plied for a grant to print an emergency pre- 
paredness pamphlet in four languages to be 
distributed to every home. Not only would fam- 
ilies with children in public school receive this 
pamphlet, but so would families with students 
in private and charter schools. 


Mr. Speaker, | commend the Palm Beach 
County School District for its efforts to prepare 
students, faculty, parents, and community 
members for emergency situations. 


November 18, 2004 


RECOGNIZING ALEXANDER COBLE 
KREEGER FOR ACHIEVING THE 
RANK OF EAGLE SCOUT 


HON. SAM GRAVES 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. GRAVES. Mr. Speaker, | proudly pause 
to recognize Alexander Coble Kreeger of 
Kearney, Missouri, a very special young man 
who has exemplified the finest qualities of citi- 
zenship and leadership by taking an active 
part in the Boy Scouts of America, Troop 397, 
and in earning the most prestigious award of 
Eagle Scout. 

Alex has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Over the 
10 years Alex has been involved with scout- 
ing, he has held numerous leadership posi- 
tions, serving as Den Chief, Patrol Leader, Bu- 
gler, and Junior Assistant Scoutmaster. Alex 
attended H. Roe Bartle Camp for 6 years, be- 
coming a member of the Tribe of Mic-O-Say. 
He was elected to the Order of the Arrow in 
2000, Ordeal in 2000, and Brotherhood in 
2001. 

For his Eagle Scout project, Alex cleaned 
and repaired the Lion’s Club garage іп 
Kearney. 

Mr. Speaker, | proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Alexander Coble Kreeger for his 
accomplishments with the Boy Scouts of 
America and for his efforts put forth in achiev- 
ing the highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 


ee 


CORRECTING ENROLLMENT OF 
H.R. 1417 


SPEECH OF 


HON. SHEILA JACKSON LEE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
| rise in support of S. Con. Res. 145, a bill for 
correcting the enrollment of H.R. 1417, the 
“Copyright Royalty and Distribution Reform 
Act.” | commend Messrs. Smith, Mr. Berman, 
and Ranking Member Conyers, for their re- 
spective hard work in crafting this legislation. 

The underlying bill would replace the exist- 
ing administrative procedures within the U.S. 
Copyright Office that determine copyright roy- 
alty rates and the distribution of related royal- 
ties under various compulsory licenses. 

Under the Copyright Royalty Tribunal Re- 
form Act of 1993, the Librarian of Congress 
has the authority to convene Copyright Arbitra- 
tion Royalty Panels, or “CARPS,” to resolve 
failed private negotiations between parties that 
fail to establish rates or to distribute royalties 
regarding the commercial use of movies, 
music and other specified copyrighted works. 

For years, the CARP system has been criti- 
cized for rendering unpredictable and incon- 
sistent decisions, employing arbitrators lacking 
the expertise to render sound decisions, and 
for being unnecessarily expensive. 

H.R. 1417 is a reasonable bill to cure these 
concerns and is based on the input and rec- 
ommendations of government and industry ex- 
perts. 
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H.R. 1417 addresses the problem of lack of 
arbitrator expertise by appointing a "Copyright 
Judge" to preside over the new process. The 
Copyright Judge will be appointed by the Li- 
brarian of Congress, have full adjudicatory re- 
sponsibility, and have the authority to make 
rulings on both the law and rates. The Copy- 
right Judge will select two professional staff 
members with knowledge of economics, busi- 
ness, and finance. These staff qualifications 
will also improve the quality of the decisions 
rendered. 


H.R. 1417 redefines the role of the Copy- 
right Office. Presently, acts as an intake agen- 
cy answering initial case intake questions, as 
well as an appellate court for CARP decisions 
by advising the Librarian on cases. This dual 
role forces the Copyright Office to often de- 
cline to answer threshold intake questions for 
fear of having to review its own decisions at 
the appellate stage. Under H.R. 1417, the 
Copyright Office's appellate responsibilities will 
be removed and the Office will only act in an 
administrative and advisory capacity by coun- 
seling the Copyright Judge on substantive 
issues as requested. 


For small claimants who participate in the 
CARP process, the substantial expenses are 
practically preclusive. H.R. 1417 contains pro- 
visions to make the process more accessible. 
First, claimants must declare an "amount in 
controversy" during a distribution determina- 
tion phase of the proceedings. If the dollar fig- 
ure is $500 or less, the claimant will be as- 
signed to the small claims process which is an 
less expensive, "all-paper" claim resolution 
method. 


Another provision of H.R. 1417, that benefits 
both large and small claimants requires the fil- 
ing of a "notice of intent to participate" in ei- 
ther a rate-making or distribution proceeding. 
This not requirement will discourage entities 
from disrupting the process by participating at 
the last minute. If a party failure to file in a 
timely manner or fails to pay the required fee, 
they will be an exclusion of either written or 
oral participation in that determination. Those 
exempted as small claimants would not be af- 
fected by this requirement. 


H.R. 1417 contains several procedural 
changes to make the claim resolution process 
more convenient for the parties. H.R. 1417 ex- 
pands the duration of the discovery phase 
from 45 to 60 days to give parties more time 
to file their claims. Additionally, the 180-day 
time-frame for completing the CARP hearing 
process is amended to require parties com- 
plete the hearing phase of a rate-making or 
distribution determination in 6 months. The 
Copyright Judge, at their discretion, could ex- 
tend this period up to a maximum of 6 addi- 
tional months. 


Mr. Speaker, after the corrections made by 
S. Con. Res. 145, H.R. 1417 will make 
changes to the CARP system that will benefit 
the parties as well as the agents of the copy- 
right adjudication system. | support H. Con. 
Res. 145 and H.R. 1417, and | urge my col- 
leagues to join me. 
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STEVE LOHR/S NEW YORK TIMES 
ARTICLE: “IS KAISER THE FU- 
TURE OF AMERICAN HEALTH 
CARE?" 


HON. FORTNEY PETE STARK 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize an excellent article recently pub- 
lished in the New York Times. For years | 
have talked about the benefits of real man- 
aged care, not the managed cost model Re- 
publicans in Congress and the Bush Adminis- 
tration blindly push at the expense of patients. 

In his article, Steve Lohr presents the facts 
about Kaiser Permanente and its non-profit 
staff model health maintenance organization. 
For thousands of people in my district and mil- 
lions across the country Kaiser provides qual- 
ity, cost effective care, while still finding the re- 
Sources necessary to be a leader in the devel- 
opment of health information technology. At 
the same time, Kaiser keeps costs down by 
effectively managing chronic conditions and 
educating healthy members to avoid chronic 
conditions down the road. 

Tax credits and personal responsibility will 
do little or nothing to ameliorate the crisis of 
45 million uninsured Americans. The Kaiser 
model is the most reasonable approach to cre- 
ating a single-payer universal health care sys- 
tem. Obstacles to reaching the goal of uni- 
versal coverage are many, but this article pre- 
sents the hard fact that Kaiser is the future of 
American health care. 

It is with pleasure that | submit the attached 
article, “Is Kaiser the Future of American 
Health Care?" for inclusion in the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD. The article originally ар- 
peared in the October 31, 2004 edition of The 
New York Times. 

[From the New York Times, Oct. 31, 2004] 
Is KAISER THE FUTURE OF AMERICAN HEALTH 
CARE? 

(By Steve Lohr) 

OAKLAND, CA—After 18 years in private 
practice, Dr. Victor Silvestre was exhausted 
from his lonely battle, day after day, with a 
health care system that seemed to be work- 
ing against him. A general practitioner, Dr. 
Silvestre found it increasingly difficult to 
get his patients appointments with special- 
ists, who tended to focus on lucrative proce- 
dures instead of routine care. Paperwork and 
haggling with insurance companies, he said, 
took more and more time. “Тһеге just had to 
be a better way," he recalled. 

For Dr. Silvestre, the better way was not 
across the border in Canada, or in some af- 
fluent nearby suburb, but in his own back- 
yard, in Oakland. Two years ago, he joined 
Kaiser Permanente, the huge health mainte- 
nance organization based here. “бо many of 
the solutions, the ingredients of a more ra- 
tional system for delivering health care, 
were there," he said. 

It may seem unlikely, given Kaiser's past 
image as a ham-handed H.M.O., but plenty of 
others are reaching the same conclusion. 
High-level visitors from across the political 
Spectrum—the Bush administration and Na- 
tional Health Service of Britain, for exam- 
ple—are coming to California these days to 
look at Kaiser as an institution that is actu- 
ally doing some of the things needed to im- 
prove health care. 
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Obviously, there is no single model for re- 
vamping the nation’s costly, disjointed 
health care system, and Kaiser certainly has 
its share of problems. But according to 
economists and medical experts, Kaiser is a 
leader in the drive both to increase the qual- 
ity of care and to spend health dollars more 
wisely, using technology and incentives tai- 
lored to those goals. ‘‘Quality health care in 
America will never be cheap, but Kaiser 
probably does it better than anywhere else,”’ 
said Uwe E. Reinhardt, an economist at 
Princeton who specializes in health issues. 

HEALTH care systems in most industri- 
alized countries are in crises of one form or 
another. But the American system is charac- 
terized by both feast and famine: it leads the 
world in delivering high-tech medical mir- 
acles but leaves 45 million people uninsured. 
The United States spends more on health 
care than any other country—$6,167 a person 
a year—yet it is a laggard among wealthy 
nations under basic health measures like life 
expectancy. In a nutshell, America’s health 
care system, according to many experts, is a 
nonsystem. “It’s like the worst market sys- 
tem you could devise, just a mess," said 
Neelam Sekhri, a health policy specialist at 
the World Health Organization in Geneva. 

In this political season, the health care de- 
bate has been mostly about who will pay the 
bill. President Bush talks about tax credits 
and health savings accounts that are in- 
tended to give people more control over their 
care but would also mean that they would 
pay more out of their own pockets. Senator 
John Kerry wants the government to pay 
more, and he has proposed a major, and cost- 
ly, program to cover the uninsured. 

The favored solution of many liberals—and 
of no small number of health care experts— 
is à single-payer system of health insurance, 
covering the entire population and under- 
written by the government. For the foresee- 
able future, that is considered politically off- 
limits, which was the message Washington 
absorbed from the abandoned effort to fash- 
ion à national health program in the Clinton 
administration. 

How to finance health care is only one side 
of the problem. The other is how to deliver 
the care more intelligently, and that is 
where the Kaiser experience holds lessons. 
Given the demands of an aging population 
and steady advances in medical technology, 
national health spending will continue to 
climb. Yet by all accounts, there is plenty of 
waste—estimates range up to 30 percent or 
more of total spending—from unnecessary 
clinical tests, hospital stays and prescrip- 
tions, and the bedeviling sea of paper used to 
handle bills, claims and patient records. 

"We're not going to spend less, but fig- 
uring out how to get the most value out of 
our health spending is going to be the big 
issue of the future," said David Cutler, a 
health care economist at Harvard. 

But Kaiser as à model? Wasn't Kaiser, an 
H.M.O., part of the managed care" move- 
ment that faltered in the 1990's amid pro- 
tests from doctors and patients? In fact, Kai- 
ser, with its origins in the 1930's and 1940's, 
when the industrialist Henry J. Kaiser pro- 
vided health care for his construction and 
shipyard workers, has always been a hybrid. 
The managed care concept of the 1990's was 
about having an outside bean counter, usu- 
ally an insurance company, looking over the 
Shoulder of the doctor—managing costs in- 
stead of managing care. 

Kaiser has a different setup with different 
incentives. It emphasizes preventive care 
and managing chronic diseases like heart 
disease and diabetes to keep people 
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healthier. And that saves money because 
healthier people require less costly care like 
hospitalization. 

The country’s largest private-sector pro- 
vider of health care, Kaiser employs more 
than 11,000 physicians and 135,000 other work- 
ers, owns 30 hospitals and hundreds of clinics 
and serves more than eight million members 
in nine states and the District of Columbia. 
Seventy percent are in California. Kaiser is 
both insurer and provider; employers typi- 
cally pay fixed yearly fees for each member, 
no matter how much care is provided. 

Clearly, Kaiser has its limits as a model 
for others. It is unlike many mainstream 
health plans in that it is a not-for-profit 
company—though one with annual revenue 
of more than $25 billion and operating mar- 
gins of 5 percent. Its facilities tend to be 
large, and it has a lingering reputation for 
practicing an impersonal, regimented style 
of medicine that limits patient choice, de- 
spite recent efforts like the creation of phy- 
sicians’ personal Web pages and e-mail com- 
munication with patients. 

Still, most health care experts who have 
studied Kaiser are impressed. ‘‘Kaiser has a 
model that consciously manages both qual- 
ity and costs in a way that has been very ef- 
fective," said Margaret O’Kane, president of 
the National Committee for Quality Assur- 
ance, an independent group that monitors 
health plans. 

Kaiser’s approach is best illustrated in two 
ways: its management of chronic illnesses 
like heart disease and diabetes, and its $3 bil- 
lion initiative to use information technology 
to improve clinical care and streamline oper- 
ations. 

Across the country, health costs are 
skewed. In any given year, 90 percent of 
spending provides care for 30 percent of the 
population, and more than half of total 
spending goes to 5 percent of the population. 
Much of it is spent on people with chronic 
illnesses like heart disease and diabetes. So 
helping people with those ailments stay as 
healthy as possible offers much opportunity 
for cutting costs—and for improving lives. 

In Northern California, Kaiser has sharply 
reduced the death rate for its three million 
members there in recent years by moni- 
toring and controlling blood pressure and 
cholesterol levels and by promoting the use 
of aspirin and beta blockers (to reduce the 
risk of heart attacks) and statins (to lower 
cholesterol). The death rate from heart dis- 
ease among the Kaiser members is 30 percent 
lower than it is in the rest of the Northern 
California population, adjusted for age and 
gender. 

Four months ago, Jose Flores, 44, a postal 
worker in San Francisco, had double-bypass 
heart surgery. While still in the hospital, he 
was enrolled in a program of education and 
treatment, which is run by nurses and lasts 
a year. Patients receive instruction on diet, 
exercise and cholesterol management; smok- 
ers are placed in a course to help them quit. 

Mr. Flores says he is on a drug regimen 
that includes beta blockers and Lovastatin, 
a generic cholesterol-lowering statin. He 
takes large doses of niacin, a vitamin that 
raises the level of high-density lipoprotein, 
the good" cholesterol that protects against 
heart attacks. He walks for an hour, five 
days a week. His eating habits have been 
transformed, too: fried foods were once a sta- 
ple of his diet, but no more. Blacklisted, too, 
are sour cream, cheese and corn chips. Now, 
Itry to avoid all that," Mr. Flores said. 

In Northern California alone, Kaiser spends 
$55 million à year on chronic-care manage- 
ment programs. ‘‘But what's really expensive 
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is if we don't take care of these people and 
manage their chronic conditions," said Dr. 
Robert Mithun, chief of internal medicine at 
Kaiser's medical center in San Francisco. 

Dr. Mithun's comment may seem like no 
more than common sense, but it does not re- 
flect the typical logic of the dominant fee- 
for-service model of health care. Most doc- 
tors and hospitals get a fee from insurers for 
each patient visit, clinical test, surgical pro- 
cedure or day a patient spends in a hospital. 
In practice, the fee-for-service system is 
often an invitation to do more of every- 
thing—more visits, more tests, more sur- 
gery. What gets done is what gets paid for, 
and insurers usually do not pay for preven- 
tive care or chronic care management pro- 
vided by nurses or in group classes, like the 
ones at Kaiser. 

In the fee-for-service medical economy, 
doctors and hospitals routinely strike dif- 
ferent deals at different fees with many dif- 
ferent insurers. The results are complexity, 
inefficiency and a constant bureaucratic tug- 
of-war between health care providers and in- 
Surers over claims. 

The Kaiser economy seems a world apart. 
“What works at Kaiser is the integration of 
the financing and delivery of care, and the 
aligned incentives that allow you to make 
more rational decisions about health care for 
members," said Ms. Sekhri, the policy expert 
at the World Health Organization, who has 
Studied Kaiser. 

Ms. Sekhri was a co-author of a 2002 report 
that compared Kaiser in California with the 
National Health Service of Britain. The re- 
port found that for comparable spending, the 
Kaiser system in California did a better job 
of keeping people with chronic conditions 
out of hospitals. And when Kaiser patients 
were admitted to hospitals, their stays were 
generally shorter. Recently, Britain sent 
groups of primary care physicians and hos- 
pital administrators to California to learn 
from Kaiser. 

The Labor government in Britain may look 
to Kaiser as an efficient model for its health 
service, which is run by the government. But 
the Bush administration is more interested 
in Kaiser as a model for the efficiencies and 
integration that can be achieved through in- 
formation technology. 

In May, the Bush administration appointed 
Dr. David J. Brailer to the new post of na- 
tional coordinator of health information 
technology. His mandate is to prod the na- 
tion's health care system into the computer 
age. Bringing patient records and prescrip- 
tions out of the pen-and-ink era promises to 
Save both dollars and lives. The automation 
of an electronic system could sharply reduce 
medical errors, which are estimated to be re- 
sponsible for 45,000 to 98,000 deaths a year, 
according to the Institute of Medicine of the 
National Academy of Sciences. 

Kaiser has been investing heavily in infor- 
mation technology for years. Its clinical in- 
formation system includes electronic records 
with a patient's history, prescriptions and 
preventive health recommendations. A doc- 
tor can call up a patient's X-ray or magnetic 
resonance image on a desktop personal com- 
puter. Electronic prescribing—a goal in the 
government plan—is routine at Kaiser. 

Yet Kaiser is in the midst of a several- 
year, $3 billion program, called KP 
HealthConnect, to drastically improve and 
integrate its clinical and administrative sys- 
tems and Web-based services for members. 
Once it is in place, Kaiser clinicians will be 
able to tap into a vast but flexible store- 
house of data that uses intelligent software 
to automatically flag potentially harmful 
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drug combinations for a patient or to sug- 
gest what treatments have been most effec- 
tive for other people who are of the same sex, 
age group and—eventually—genetic profile. 


Dr. Brailer, for one, checks in regularly on 
the progress of MHealthConnect. George 
Halvorson, Kaiser’s chief executive, said, 
“Policy makers are looking to us as the cut- 
ting edge of how health care can be sup- 
ported electronically." 


Kaiser has had setbacks in the program. 
Last year, it abandoned I.B.M. as its main 
partner on the project and chose to go with 
Specialized health care software provided by 
Epic Systems, à private company in Madi- 
son, Wis. Despite the switch, HealthConnect 
is scheduled to be rolled out during the next 
couple of years across Kaiser's operations. 


The conversion of inefficient paperwork to 
a digital network also opens the door to fos- 
tering more efficient markets in health care. 
Markets rely on information, yet the health 
care economy is one in which information on 
patients, treatments and outcomes is 
trapped on paper and isolated in clinics, hos- 
pitals and insurance offices—instead of being 
shared, analyzed and compared, while still 
insuring privacy. 


The fee-for-service model exists because 
patient visits, clinical tests and surgical pro- 
cedures can be measured. They are inputs, in 
economic terms. Whether those inputs are 
effective is another matter. 


In recent years, there have been efforts to 
focus on the quality of health care. The Na- 
tional Committee for Quality Assurance con- 
ducts annual reports based on a health plan's 
use of practices shown to improve patients' 
health, from timely prenatal care to choles- 
terol management. Kaiser plans consistently 
earn excellent ratings in the group's reports, 
and, this year, it had four of the five top- 
rated plans in the Pacific region, its strong- 
hold. 


Dr. Francis J. Crosson, the executive direc- 
tor of the physicians' side of Kaiser, said, 
“Our future has to be to compete on quality, 
offering people demonstrably better care and 
better value." 


And the Kaiser system delivers quality 
while controlling total costs. A recent sur- 
vey of health care costs in 15 metropolitan 
areas by Hewitt Associates, the human re- 
sources consulting firm, found that the cost 
for care per employee last year was lowest in 
the San Francisco area, where Kaiser mem- 
bers were about 35 percent of the insured 
population, at $5,515, and was highest in re- 
gions where Kaiser did not operate—led by 
New York, at $6,818 a worker. 


Quality yardsticks are helpful, but they 
still measure inputs—ones associated with 
better health—instead of tracking how pa- 
tients fare. The longer-term goal is for 
health plans to use technology more, as lead- 
ing companies in the rest of the economy do. 
For the health plans, that may mean con- 
stantly tracking patients, treatments and 
results. ‘‘To have a real market for quality 
in health care, you need a product," Mr. 
Halvorson said. “Апа that means reliable, 
timely information about outcomes, clinical- 
trial sorts of databases that show things 
like, for example, 50-year-olds in our system 
have fewer heart attacks. 


“With the right information and the right 
incentives," he added, ‘‘capitalism creates 
very good solutions.”’ 


EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 
A TRIBUTE TO DAVID J. MANNING 


HON. EDOLPHUS TOWNS 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, | rise in honor of 
David J. Manning for his dedication to Inter- 
faith Medical Center and continued community 
efforts. 

David was elected Senior Vice President of 
Corporate Affairs of KeySpan Energy in April 
1999. He is the Senior Officer reporting to the 
Chairman, with responsibility for public affairs, 
government relations, internal and external 
communications, community development and 
altruism, corporate brand strategy, and envi- 
ronmental policy and operations. 

Before joining KeySpan Energy, Mr. Man- 
ning had been President of the Canadian As- 
sociation of Petroleum Producers (CAPP) 
since 1995. From 1993 to 1995, he was Dep- 
uty Minister of Energy for the Province of Al- 
berta, Canada, the source of approximately 14 
percent of the natural gas used in the U.S. 
From 1988 to 1993, he was Senior Inter- 
national Trade Counsel for the Government of 
Alberta, based in New York City. Previously, 
he was in the private practice of law in Al- 
berta, Canada. Mr. Manning is eligible for ad- 
mission to the New York Bar. KeySpan En- 
ergy is the 4th largest natural gas distributor in 
the United States, serving much of New York 
City, Long Island, Boston and New Hamp- 
shire. It is also the largest investor owned 
electric power generator in New York State, 
and operates the LIPA electric system on 
Long Island under contract. David is past 
Chairman of the Brooklyn Chamber of Com- 
merce, Vice Chairman of the Long Island 
Housing Partnership Board, and Coordinating 
Committee Co-chair of the current National 
Petroleum Council Natural Gas Study. 

Most recently, for his community service 
and contributions to the Interfaith Medical 
Center, David is receiving the Spirit Award for 
Excellence in Community Service from the 
Center. 

Mr. Speaker, David J. Manning has used his 
position as a national leader in the energy in- 
dustry to strengthen and improve our commu- 
nity. As such, he is more than worthy of re- 
ceiving our recognition today and | urge my 
colleagues to join me in honoring this truly re- 
markable person. 


Ee 


IN MEMORY OF CORPORAL 
NICHOLAS DIERFUF 


HON. BEN CHANDLER 


OF KENTUCKY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
fo honor the life of Corporal Nicholas J. 
Dierfuf. On April 8, 2004, Corporal Dierfuf 
made the ultimate sacrifice for his country 
while serving in Iraq. The work of our young 
men and women in the armed services is vital 
for the safety and security of our nation. The 
death of Corporal Dierfuf is a true loss to the 
United States. | salute his dedication while 
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serving in the 1st Light Armored Reconnais- 
sance Battalion, a unit in the 1st Marine Divi- 
sion. My thoughts and prayers are with his 
wife, Emily Duncan Dierfuf, his parents, and 
all those who loved him. 


— A 


RECOGNIZING PAUL WESTFALL 
FOR ACHIEVING THE RANK OF 
EAGLE SCOUT 


HON. SAM GRAVES 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. GRAVES. Mr. Speaker, | proudly pause 
to recognize Paul Westfall of Blue Springs, 
Missouri, a very special young man who has 
exemplified the finest qualities of citizenship 
and leadership by taking an active part in the 
Boy Scouts of America, Troop 138, and in 
earning the most prestigious award of Eagle 
Scout. 

Paul has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many Scout activities. Over the 
many years Paul has been involved with 
Scouting, he has not only earned numerous 
merit badges, but the respect of his family, 
peers, and community. 

Mr. Speaker, | proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Paul Westfall for his accomplish- 
ments with the Boy Scouts of America and for 
his efforts put forth in achieving the highest 
distinction of Eagle Scout. 


EE 


CONGRATULATING ST. MICHAEL'S 
UKRAINIAN ORTHODOX CHURCH 
ON ITS 75TH ANNIVERSARY 


HON. PAUL E. KANJORSKI 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. KANJORSKI. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to ask you and my respected colleagues in the 
House of Representatives to pay tribute to St. 
Michael's Ukrainian Orthodox Church on the 
joyous occasion of its 75th anniversary this 
Sunday in Scranton, Pennsylvania. 

This church has a rich and proud history in 
the Eleventh District of Pennsylvania. 
Groundbreaking for St. Michael’s began on 
September 2, 1929. The dedicated men and 
women were the founding members who pro- 
vided the community with a place to worship. 
Their children, grandchildren and great-grand- 
children continue to worship at St. Michael’s. 
Members of the congregation are involved in 
a variety of civic activities that show their dedi- 
cation to helping those who are less fortunate. 

The church community shares its heritage 
through food each June. Visitors can partake 
in delicious foods such as homemade pyrohy, 
holubtsi and halushki, just to name a few. 
Through the Annual Food Festival, church 
members celebrate culture. But more than 
that, the festival unites people as it exposes a 
different ethnicity, fostering understanding and 
appreciation. 

| would like to recognize Rev. Nestor S. 
Kowal, pastor of St. Michaels, as well as 
Karen Nebesky and Charles Warholak, Jr., co- 
chairpersons of the anniversary celebration. 
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Mr. Speaker, | ask that you join me today in 
acknowledging the significant contributions 
made by St. Michael's Ukrainian Church and 
to congratulate its members on the occasion 
of its 75th anniversary. 


IN RECOGNITION OF THE 2004 
CLEVELAND COUNCIL OF BLACK 
NURSES HALL OF FAME INDUCT- 
EES 


HON. STEPHANIE TUBBS JONES 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize the many outstanding 
achievements of four distinguished healthcare 
professionals—Drs. Dorothy Bradford, Valerie 
George, Daisy Alford-Smith, and May Wykle. 

Their endless acts of community service, 
excellence in the field of nursing education 
and many nursing affiliations are testimonies 
to their accomplishments, which have been 
recognized both locally and nationally. 

Their sensitivity and willingness to help oth- 
ers were critical ingredients throughout their il- 
lustrious careers. May the legacy of their work 
continue to inspire the hearts and minds of 
others. 

| am honored to join with the Cleveland 
Council of Black Nurses and the people of the 
11th Congressional District in celebrating the 
"Living Legacy" of these visionaries. 


и или 


CONGRATULATING J. ROGER WIL- 
LIAMS AS TEXAS’ 105TH SEC- 
RETARY OF STATE 


HON. MICHAEL C. BURGESS 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, on Wednes- 
day, November 17, 2004, Texas Governor 
Rick Perry named J. Roger Williams, a 
Weatherford businessman, Texas’ 105th Sec- 
retary of State. 

A nationally respected businessman, Roger 
Williams will be a powerful statesman. Mr. Wil- 
liams will represent Texas entities both home 
and abroad by promoting all our great state 
has to offer. The Secretary of State serves as 
liaison for the governor on border and Mexi- 
can Affairs. As a dedicated civic leader and 
generous philanthropist, Mr. Williams comes 
well prepared for his new tenure as Texas’ 
105th Secretary of State. 

In addition to his duties representing Texas, 
Roger Williams will serve as the state’s chief 
elections officer. The Office of Secretary of 
State also is the official repository for official 
and business records; publishes government 
rules and regulations; and attests to the gov- 
ernor’s signature on official documents. 

Most recently, Mr. Williams served as Chair- 
man of the Board of Roger Williams Automall 
in Weatherford and Vestry Financial Corpora- 
tion of Fort Worth. From 1974 to 1995 Wil- 
liams was President and Chief Executive Offi- 
cer of Jack Williams Automall, the multiple-line 
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dealership founded by his father, Jack Wil- 
liams, in 1958. 

A former professional baseball player, 
Roger Williams played for the Atlanta Braves 
farm team from 1971 to 1974, and he owned 
and operated the San Antonio Brewers profes- 
sional baseball club from 1972 to 1975. He 
also served as assistant head coach and later 
head coach for the baseball team at Texas 
Christian University, his alma mater. 

Roger Williams has been recognized nation- 
ally for his business acumen, as a 1981 in- 
ductee into the Automobile Hall of Fame and 
as the Fort Worth Chamber of Commerce 
Businessman of the Year in 1984. He was 
named by Time magazine as Automobile 
Dealer of the Year in 1985 and by Sports Illus- 
trated as Import Automobile Dealer of the 
Year in 1986. Lockheed Martin Management 
Association named Williams Manager of the 
Year in 1977. 

| welcome J. Roger Williams to his new role 
as Texas Secretary of State and extend my 
congratulations to Mr. Williams and his family, 
his wife Patty and their two daughters, Jaclyn 
and Sabrina. 


EE 


COMMEMORATING THE OPENING 
OF THE NATIONAL MUSEUM OF 
THE AMERICAN INDIAN 


HON. ALCEE L. HASTINGS 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise to commemorate the opening of the Na- 
tional Museum of the American Indian. Detail- 
ing the lives, beliefs, histories, and stories of 
thousands of years of Native American life in 
North America, this museum catalogs the im- 
portant and unique contribution of Native 
Americans to the cultural legacy of the United 
States. 

It is fitting that the National Museum of the 
American Indian is located on the National 
Mall at the footsteps of the Capitol Building. 
We are all reminded that, except for the peo- 
ple this museum celebrates, we are immi- 
grants to this land. We have all come to this 
country from different corners of the world: 
some from Europe, some from Asia, others 
from Africa, Central America, South America, 
the Caribbean, and the Pacific Islands. In a 
way, all of us are guests to this continent, and 
the American Indian Museum reminds us that 
we have a responsibility to care not only for 
our country but for the land we live on, the 
oceans we are surrounded by, and, most es- 
pecially, the native peoples who were here 
first. 

We forgot sometimes what life was like be- 
fore we immigrants came here. Our land was 
not always called the United States, and the 
people here were not always called Ameri- 
cans. The nations that made up the Native 
American spectrum had different cultures and 
different histories, but often shared similar be- 
liefs, such as the power of the relationship be- 
tween humans and nature, the wisdom of an- 
cestors, and the particular order of the uni- 
verse. 

Mr. Speaker, the National Museum of the 
American Indian reminds us of the important 
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legacy of the Native American community as 
representatives of our nation’s history, the de- 
structive and the creative ideas that built our 
country. We are privileged to have access to 
this invaluable collection of artifacts from a 
history that once was and memories from a 
present that is still very much alive. Once 
again, | celebrate the opening of the National 
Museum of the American Indian, and | encour- 
age all Americans to visit this museum to bet- 
ter understand the history of our nation and 
those who came before it. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING SCOTT TUCKER FOR 
ACHIEVING THE RANK OF EAGLE 
SCOUT 


HON. SAM GRAVES 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. GRAVES. Mr. Speaker, | proudly pause 
to recognize Scott Tucker of Blue Springs, 
Missouri, a very special young man who has 
exemplified the finest qualities of citizenship 
and leadership by taking an active part in the 
Boy Scouts of America, Troop 138, and in 
earning the most prestigious award of Eagle 
Scout. 

Scott has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many Scout activities. Over the 
many years Scott has been involved with 
Scouting, he has not only earned numerous 
merit badges, but the respect of his family, 
peers, and community. 

Mr. Speaker, | proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Scott Tucker for his accomplish- 
ments with the Boy Scouts of America and for 
his efforts put forth in achieving the highest 
distinction of Eagle Scout. 

о ои 


DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY HIGH- 
END COMPUTING REVITALIZA- 
TION ACT OF 2004 


SPEECH OF 


HON. SHEILA JACKSON-LEE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
| rise to support H.R. 4516 calling on the Sec- 
retary of Energy to carry out a program of re- 
search and development to advance high-end 
computing systems, and to develop and de- 
ploy high-end computing systems for ad- 
vanced scientific and engineering applications. 

Federally-supported High End Computing 
and Computation (HECC) programs involve 
leading-edge research апа development 
(R&D) in large, high performance computa- 
tional systems, including hardware, software, 
architecture, and applications. HECC R&D ex- 
tends the state of the art in computing sys- 
tems, applications, and high end infrastructure 
to achieve the scientific, technical, and infor- 
mation management breakthroughs necessary 
to keep the U.S. in the forefront of the 21st 
century information technology (IT) revolution. 

Federal HECC research continues to pave 
the way for revolutionary advances in science, 


November 18, 2004 


technology, and national security and has be- 
come an important tool in the design and de- 
velopment of military and commercial products 
ranging from submarines and aircraft to auto- 
mobiles. HECC researchers develop computa- 
tion-intensive algorithms and software to 
model and simulate complex physical, chem- 
ical, and biological systems; information-inten- 
sive science and engineering applications; 
management and use of huge, complex infor- 
mation bases; and advanced concepts іп 
quantum, biological, and optical computing. 

This bill will help to further the Department 
of Energy's Leadership-Class Computing 
(LCC) initiative to develop the world’s fastest 
science research supercomputer and make it 
available to all users. This legislation, en- 
dorses the goals of the High End Computing 
and Computation Coordinating Group to en- 
sure an efficient deployment of resources for 
advanced computing research at the Depart- 
ment of Energy and the other federal agencies 
such as the National Science Foundation, the 
Department of Defense, the Department of 
Commerce. 

Federal funding of high-risk research in high 
end computing systems over the past decades 
has helped to bring us the personal com- 
puters, networks, and cell-phone infrastruc- 
tures that have helped to fuel U.S. economic 
growth. This newest initiative will help continue 
that trend. 


EE 


A TRIBUTE TO NEW LIFE BAPTIST 
CHURCH 


HON. EDOLPHUS TOWNS 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, | rise in honor of 
New Life Baptist Church in Brooklyn, New 
York in commemoration of its 50th anniversary 
and spiritual and community leadership. 

God placed a vision for New Life Baptist 
Church on the heart of E.F. Jacobs and Moth- 
er Martha Jacobs, and on February 7, 1954, 
the church began its mission at 214 Howard 
Avenue. The first members were sister Gladys 
Blackman, Sister Delores Hite, Sister Mae G. 
Mills Mazyck and Sister Geneva Wonsley. 
They received letters from Pilgrim Baptist 
Church to become members. Temporary offi- 
cers were Rev. E.F. Jacobs, moderator and 
Sister Gladys Blackman ав church clerk. 
These members were extended the right hand 
of fellowship by the Council on September 17, 
1954 making them the New Life Baptist 
Church. 

Pastor Jacobs adopted the motto: Lift up 
Jesus and give the devil battle. Under his con- 
tinued leadership, the church continued to 
thrive. In 1962, God blessed its members with 
a new home for the church at 931 Dumont 
Ave in Brooklyn. 

In 1967, Rev. Holness came to work with 
us. On December 30, 1968, the church elect- 
ed Rev. Clifford L. Johnson as its assistant 
pastor. On May 8, 1973, Brother Marshall 
Rowe received the call to the ministry and was 
the first minister to receive a license to preach 
by New Life. He was followed by Rev. Melvin 
Ward, who was elected to serve as the sec- 
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ond pastor of New Life on May 1, 1978. In the 
summer of 1983, New Life mothered its first 
church, Victory Baptist Church. 

On October 24, 1983, Rev. John H. Mar- 
shall was elected as the third pastor of New 
Life. Under his leadership, the church has re- 
ceived many blessings. Sister Carolyn Plaines 
preached her trial sermon and on August 18, 
1991 was licensed to preach the gospel. In 
April 2, 1995, Brother Akin Royall also 
preached his trial sermon and received his li- 
cense to preach the gospel. With Rev. Mar- 
shall’s guidance, the church also improved the 
church’s physical surroundings. It built a new 
sanctuary, holding its first baptism there on 
October 5, 1996. Three years later, the church 
renovated its fellowship hall, kitchen and bath- 
room and officially dedicated its new sanc- 
tuary. 

New Life also conducts several community 
outreach programs including the Annual Vaca- 
tion Bible School event, clothing and food 
give-outs and in 2001 it assisted with the 
“Feed the Children” campaign, which provided 
food for more than 2500 families in the com- 
munity. New Life also undertakes a “Back to 
Christ Crusade” each year that draws commu- 
nity participation. 

Mr. Speaker, New Life Baptist Church has 
been a source of community апа spiritual 
leadership in Brooklyn for 50 years. As such, 
it is more than worthy of receiving our recogni- 
tion today and | urge my colleagues to join me 
in honoring this truly remarkable congregation. 


—— —HaÓ—— 


TRIBUTE TO RETIRING SCHOOL 
BOARD MEMBER BARBARA Ј. 
SIDARI 


HON. FORTNEY PETE STARK 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, | rise to pay trib- 
ute to Barbara J. Sidari, who is retiring from 
the San Lorenzo Unified School District Board. 
Mrs. Sidari has served the students, parents, 
teachers, and administrators in the school dis- 
trict of San Lorenzo, California since she was 
first elected in April 1979. She served until 
1983 and was reelected in November 1988 
and has served continuously since that time. 
Mrs. Sidari was elected by her fellow Board 
members to serve as president and vice presi- 
dent/clerk of the Board several times. 

During her twenty years as a Board mem- 
ber, Mrs. Sidari represented the Board of Edu- 
cation on numerous committees and councils 
throughout the county. She is especially proud 
of her accomplishments as a member of the 
Eden Area Regional Occupational Center 
Council, a position she has held for nineteen 
years. She has also served as chair of the 
Council for several terms. 

Mrs. Sidari has always been active in school 
affairs having held several positions from His- 
torian to President of the local PTA. She is a 
former Cub Scout Den Mother and Brownie 
Leader and continues her active service in a 
number of educational and civic organizations. 

Barbara J. Sidari exemplifies commitment 
and service. Her contributions to her commu- 
nity are noteworthy. As she ends her twenty- 
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year tenure on the San Lorenzo School Board, 
| congratulate her and applaud all that she has 
done to make a difference in the lives of oth- 
ers. Mrs. Sidari will be honored at a reception 
on January 25, 2005. | join her colleagues, 
friends, and admirers in expressing good wish- 
es and appreciation for a job well done. 


EE 
RECOGNIZING THE CAREER AND 
PUBLIC SERVICE OF JOHN 


BARICEVIC—CHAIRMAN OF THE 
ST. CLAIR COUNTY BOARD 


HON. JERRY F. COSTELLO 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
ask my colleagues to join me in recognizing 
the career and public service of John 
Baricevic. 

For 25 years, John Baricevic has been an 
effective leader for St. Clair County, Illinois 
and the entire St. Louis metropolitan region. 
His regional approach to public policy issues 
has steered both St. Clair County and the re- 
gion in a positive direction since the beginning 
of his term as St. Clair County Board Chair- 
man fourteen years ago. John’s vision is cred- 
ited as the driving force behind numerous 
projects that continue to enhance not only St. 
Clair County, but our entire area. 

John’s persistent dedication and interest in 
regional projects has truly made a difference 
in how the St. Louis region has evolved. With 
the addition of MidAmerica Airport, John’s vi- 
sion provided a new reliever airport for the re- 
gion and his strong support for MetroLink in Il- 
linois has its proof in the miles of track which 
are laid, this year more of which are in Illinois 
than in Missouri where the system started. 

His strong leadership in working to keep 
Scott Air Force Base open has continued to 
keep a major engine in our regional economy 
strong and healthy. Through his direct lob- 
bying efforts, on behalf of the Leadership 
Council, Scott Air Force base has been kept 
open through four rounds of nationwide mili- 
tary base closures. Only one more round of 
closures is predicted. Scott is the largest em- 
ployer south of Springfield, Illinois and is the 
4th largest employer in the St. Louis area. 
Scott brings about $2 billion annually to our 
economy and the men and women at the base 
are an integral part of our churches, schools, 
civic activities and communities. John con- 
tinues to campaign and work with me to pro- 
tect Scott from closure in this final round. 

Working with the St. Louis Regional Cham- 
ber of Commerce, John continues to spear- 
head the planning and development of a new 
Mississippi River Bridge, a project he sees as 
important to erasing the divide between Illinois 
and Missouri by creating a new Mississippi 
river crossing. Without a new Mississippi River 
Bridge our regional transportation system 
would come to nearly a standstill and the flow 
of commerce and goods would be drastically 
reduced. John works closely with my office to 
seek the funds and the support to make the 
bridge a reality. 

John’s interest in helping people started 
early in his life. After graduating from Assump- 
tion High School in East St. Louis, he headed 
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to Atchison, Kansas for his B.S. in Business 
Administration and then to Kansas State 
Teachers College in Emporia, Kansas, before 
heading back to Illinois to attend law school at 
Southern Illinois University Carbondale. 

He has held numerous temporary jobs dur- 
ing his lifetime, serving for a time with the 
Teamsters, the Machinists and Carpenters. He 
is a certified teacher and has been a head 
football coach, a substitute teacher and a col- 
lege admissions director. 

In the late 70’s John’s interest in law lead 
him to serve an internship with the St. Clair 
County State’s Attorney’s office, this lead to a 
full time position within the office and eventu- 
ally he was elected as the St. Clair County’s 
States Attorney in 1980. When John became 
elected as the County’s Board Chairman in 
1990, he became the Chief Executive Officer 
of the County, managing over 800 employees 
and a budget in excess of 50 million dollars. 
He became involved in several projects of re- 
gional significance and worked closely with my 
office to see these projects completed and 
through all of this time; he continued to pri- 
vately practice law and to help people in need. 

Throughout his busy life, John has been 
married to Marti Lee Chatham, and the father 
of four children: Charles J., 18; Chris, 17; 
Brianne, 16; and Brice, 11. 

For more than 25 years, John Baricevic has 
served St. Clair County with integrity, vision 
and foresight, paving the way for people, on 
both sides of the river, to enjoy a better life. 
Recently, for his lifetime of service, FOCUS 
St. Louis honored John as their 2004 Leader- 
ship Award recipient. John continues to serve 
on regional boards and commissions and 
brings southern Illinois views and perceptions 
to regional business leaders. 

John now leaves the service of St. Clair 
County and in early December is sworn in as 
a Circuit Judge in the 20th Judicial Circuit in 
Illinois. He will now apply his knowledge and 
abilities, in helping people, to the courtroom 
where | am confident he will do an excellent 
job. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
іп recognizing the contributions of John 
Baricevic and wish him and his family the very 
best in the future. 


SENE 


TRIBUTE TO JIM DAVISON 


HON. DALE E. KILDEE 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, | stand before 
you today to recognize a gentleman who has 
long been at the forefront of working to protect 
and defend the rights of America's labor work- 
ers. On December 1, in Bay City, Michigan, 
friends and family will join members of Utility 
Workers Union of America Local 144 to honor 
Mr. Jim Davison, as he celebrates his retire- 
ment after 34 years. 

After honorably serving his country in Viet- 
nam as a member of the United States Marine 
Corps, Jim Davison began his relationship 
with the UWUA September 1, 1970, when he 
began work at Consumers Power. After four 
years, he was appointed as a union steward, 
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as well as a delegate to the Bay County AFL- 
CIO Central Labor Council. In 1975, Jim was 
elected his Local’s Sergeant-At-Arms, and be- 
came Second Vice-President in 1981. In 1987, 
Jim was elected President. 

In 1981, Jim was chosen as Vice-President 
of the Bay County AFL-CIO Labor Council. 
Seven years later, he became the Council's 
President. Also in 1988, he was elected to 
serve as Vice-President of the Michigan State 
Utility Workers Council in Lansing. Jim served 
admirably in that position until 1995, when he 
then became Secretary/Treasurer of the State 
Council, a position he held until this year. Jim 
retired from Consumers Energy in September 
2004. 

In addition to his tremendous work on behalf 
of the UWUA and the AFL-CIO, Jim has been 
a tireless advocate of the community. He has 
spent many years on boards for the United 
Way on the local and state levels, and has 
also provided key leadership for groups such 
as the Saginaw Valley Blood Bank, Bay Coun- 
ty Economic Development Council, Michigan 
State Labor Education Program, and the 
Kawkawlin Fire Department, where he served 
as Assistant Fire Chief from 1996—2004. Jim 
has also been active in politics, which includes 
his recent election as a Trustee in Kawkawlin 
Township. 

Mr. Speaker, | am exceptionally grateful for 
Jim Davison's dedication to his brothers and 
sisters in labor, and to the community. He is 
a shining example of the best our society has 
to offer, and a true role model for his peers as 
well as all those he comes into contact with. 
| ask my colleagues in the 108th Congress to 
join me in congratulating Jim on his retire- 
ment, and wishing him the best in his future 
endeavors. 


— PR ---- 


THE COMMERCIAL SPACE LAUNCH 
AMENDMENTS ACT OF 2004 


HON. DANA ROHRABACHER 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, today | 
am introducing H.R. 5382 Commercial Space 
Launch Amendments Act of 2004 which con- 
tains the bulk of H.R. 3752, Commercial 
Space Launch Amendments Act of 2004, as 
passed by the House of Representatives on 
March 4, 2004. 

Portions of H.R. 3752 were incorporated 
into H.R. 5245, a bill to extend the liability in- 
demnification regime for the commercial space 
transportation industry which passed the 
House of Representatives on October 8, 2004. 


— ы ---- 


RECOGNIZING ALEX STAMOS FOR 
ACHIEVING THE RANK OF EAGLE 
SCOUT 


HON. SAM GRAVES 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. GRAVES. Mr. Speaker, | proudly pause 
to recognize Alex Stamos of Blue Springs, 
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Missouri, a very special young man who has 
exemplified the finest qualities of citizenship 
and leadership by taking an active part in the 
Boy Scouts of America, Troop 138, and in 
earning the most prestigious award of Eagle 
Scout. 

Alex has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Over the 
many years Alex has been involved with 
scouting, he has not only earned numerous 
merit badges, but the respect of his family, 
peers, and community. 

Mr. Speaker, | proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Alex Stamos for his accomplish- 
ments with the Boy Scouts of America and for 
his efforts put forth in achieving the highest 
distinction of Eagle Scout. 


— e 


AUTHORIZATION OF SALARY AD- 
JUSTMENTS FOR FEDERAL JUS- 
TICES AND JUDGES 


SPEECH OF 


HON. SHEILA JACKSON-LEE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
| rise in support of H.R. 5363, a bill authorizing 
cost-of-living salary adjustments for justices 
and judges of the Federal courts for fiscal year 
2005 that has been introduced by Chairman 
Jim SENSENBRENNER and co-sponsored by 
Ranking Member JOHN CONYERS of the Judici- 
ary Committee. The bill would provide for a 
2.5 percent adjustment of Federal judiciary 
salaries. | thank the Chairman for his leader- 
ship in bringing this very important matter to 
the floor. In 1981, Congress passed a Joint 
Resolution Making Further Continuing Appro- 
priations for FY 1982, and Section 140 of that 
legislation read as follows: 

Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law or of this joint resolution [Pub. L. 97-92], 
none of the funds appropriated by this joint 
resolution or by any other Act shall be obli- 
gated or expended to increase, after the date 
of enactment of this joint resolution [Dec. 
15, 1981], any salary of any Federal judge or 
Justice of the Supreme Court, except as may 
be specifically authorized by Act of Congress 
hereafter enacted: Provided, That nothing in 
this limitation shall be construed to reduce 
any salary which may be in effect at the 
time of enactment of this joint resolution 
nor shall this limitation be construed in any 
manner to reduce the salary of any Federal 
judge or of any Justice of the Supreme 
Court. This section shall apply to fiscal year 
1981 and each fiscal year thereafter. (empha- 
sis added). 

This provision placed a severe limitation on 
the cost-of-living adjustments—and therefore 
the financial well-being of judges by requiring 
specific implementing legislation before a sal- 
ary increase could be made under the current 
Section 461 of Title 28 in the United States 
Code. 

Article ІШ, Section 1 of the United States 
Constitution provides that “Тһе Judges .. . 
shall . . . receive for their Services, а Com- 
pensation, which shall not be diminished dur- 
ing their Continuance in Office.” Over the past 
10 years though, this body has failed to pro- 
vide Federal judges with annual cost-of-living 
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adjustments (COLA), and as a result, these of- 
fices have faced the economic equivalent of a 
$77,000 reduction in salary. In the last 30 
years, while average pay has increased by 12 
percent for most workers, it has decreased by 
25 percent for Federal judges. Federal judges 
make a lifetime commitment to serve the pub- 
lic. This legislation will help them to plan their 
financial futures with assurance that their pay 
is commensurate with the cost-of-living in- 
creases for this year. 

Under the current pay schedule, Federal 
district court judges earn $150,000 per year. 
This is far, far less than they could earn in pri- 
vate practice and is even less than an asso- 
ciate right out of law school earns in New York 
City. Our Federal judiciary will not attract the 
kind of high caliber legal minds that are need- 
ed if the compensation is not maintained in a 
reasonable fashion. 

It has gotten so bad that employees of the 
Administrative Office of Courts—who work for 
the Federal judges—now enjoy greater sala- 
ries than the judges themselves. This is the 
equivalent of congressional staff earning more 
than Congressmen. It is no wonder that Fed- 
eral judges are leaving in droves, with nearly 
6 dozen judges leaving over the last several 
years. 

There can be no doubt of the value and im- 
portance of ensuring that our Federal judges 
are fairly compensated. The Federal judiciary 
is the crux of our democracy. Without the wis- 
dom of some of the great judicial scholars of 
the past, many of us—women, African-Ameri- 
cans and all minorities, immigrants, disabled, 
and others, would not enjoy the fundamental 
civil liberties that we do today. We are a long 
way from a completely fair and equal society, 
but without the best and brightest legal minds, 
we will never make it to that goal. 

If there is any single idea in the Constitution 
that has separated our experiment in democ- 
racy from all other nations, it is the concept of 
an independent judiciary. 

The Founding Fathers, in their great wis- 
dom, created a system of checks апа bal- 
ances, granting independent judges not only 
lifetime tenure, but the right to ап 
undiminished salary. It is no surprise that over 
the years, the Federal judiciary, more than any 
other branch, has served as the protector of 
our precious civil rights and civil liberties. | 
agree with Alexander Hamilton that the “inde- 
pendent spirit of judges” enables them to 
stand against the “ill humors of passing polit- 
ical majorities.” 

We cannot have a qualified and inde- 
pendent judiciary if we don't pay them a just 
wage. Chief Justice Rehnquist has declared 
that "providing adequate compensation for 
judges is basic to attracting and retaining ex- 
perienced, well-qualified and diverse men and 
women." Justice Breyer was even blunter 
when he stated, "the gulf that separates judi- 
cial pay from compensation in the non-profit 
sector, in academia, and in the private sector 
grows larger and larger . . . and threatens ir- 
reparable harm both to the institution and the 
public it serves." 

The bill before us responds to that problem 
granting the judiciary a COLA retroactive to 
the start of the last fiscal year. | consider this 
to be a modest down payment in developing 
a more rationale and fair system of compen- 
sating our Federal judges. 
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| urge my colleagues to join this Committee 
in supporting this important legislation. Mr. 
Speaker, | ask that my colleagues vote “yes” 
on H.R. 5363. 


пне 


HONORING KATHLEEN GARRISON 
AND RUTH ANN BUSALD AT THE 
MADISONVILLE LUMINARIA 


HON. ROB PORTMAN 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. Speaker, on Saturday, 
November 13, 2004, | participated in the Sec- 
ond Annual Madisonville | Neighborhood 
Luminaria in Cincinnati, Ohio. As part of the 
program, | had the privilege of honoring two 
tireless community advocates and volunteers, 
Kathleen Garrison and Ruth Ann Busald. 

Kathy’s dedication to the Madisonville Com- 
munity Council, the Department of Justice/ 
Madisonville Weed & Seed Strategy, and the 
Students Concerned About Today and Tomor- 
row is unequaled and makes Madisonville a 
better place to live and work. 

Ruth’s dedication to researching, archiving, 
and sharing the history of Madisonville, for 
more than a decade, is unparalleled. Her life- 
long commitment to Madisonville has kept the 
community history alive, enriching all who live 
and work in the community. 

Kathy Garrison and Ruth Ann Busald’s gen- 
erosity is an example of that admirable Amer- 
ican spirit of volunteerism that motivates and 
enriches not only the local community, but 
also the country as a whole. 

All of us in the Second District of Ohio ap- 
preciate their service to our area. 


== 


TRIBUTE TO ARMY PV2 JUSTIN 

RAY YOEMANS, A MODEL OF 
VALOR IN SERVICE ТО HIS 
COUNTRY 


HON. TERRY EVERETT 


OF ALABAMA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Speaker, | rise to pay 
tribute to Army PV2 Justin Ray Yoemans of 
Eufaula, Alabama, who lost his life November 
6 while defending our Nation. 

Private Yoemans was manning his gun po- 
sition when his Humvee encountered a road- 
side bomb during a street patrol of Baghdad, 
Iraq. According to military accounts, Private 
Yoemans gave his life to protect his fellow sol- 
diers. He was posthumously awarded a total 
of five military medals, including the Bronze 
Star and Purple Heart. 

Private Yoemans, who was assigned to the 
Fourth Battalion, Fifth Air Defense Artillery at 
Fort Hood, Texas, gave the ultimate sacrifice 
to his country at the age of 20. His family and 
friends describe him as a loving son and a pa- 
triot who was proud to serve in the military. 

| cannot express the proper words to con- 
sole his family at the loss of their beloved son. 
However, | do wish to convey that America 
shares in your grief as we struggle together to 
protect our homeland from terrorism. 
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Private Yoemans loved life and was de- 
scribed by his younger sister as “a little boy 
inside a great man.” America is fortunate to 
have such “great men” standing up for the 
cause of freedom. His valor and his sacrifice 
will never be forgotten. 


TRIBUTE TO HENRY G. ATHA 


HON. RAUL M. GRIJALVA 


OF ARIZONA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, Members of 
the House, | stand before you today to recog- 
nize Hank Atha, a man who is credited by his 
colleagues as doing more for workforce devel- 
opment than any other person in southern Ari- 
zona. Mr. Atha is retiring from public service 
after a distinguished career spanning over 30 
years. 

Mr. Atha has lived and worked in Tucson 
since 1948. He is a creative local executive 
and one of the most experienced workforce 
development professionals in the country. He 
served on numerous state and local economic 
and workforce development organizations and 
on both the National Association of Counties 
and the U.S. Conference of Mayors profes- 
sional boards. Mr. Atha promoted legislation at 
federal, state and local levels. He has inter- 
national experience and һав successfully 
worked with multi-cultural staff and diverse 
cultural and economic communities. 

Mr. Speaker, in 1984, Mr. Atha organized 
the Pima County Community Services Depart- 
ment in Tucson, Arizona by combining autono- 
mous federal programs into one department. 
Over the years he guided the expansion of 
programming into new areas such as afford- 
able housing, youth education, emergency as- 
sistance, homeless services, welfare reform 
and incumbent worker training. 

During his twenty years at the helm of Pima 
County Community Services, the department 
doubled in size. He accomplished this by ag- 
gressively pursuing state and local funding, 
federal grants and private support. These ef- 
forts resulted in a $36 million annual budget 
with 30 separate funding streams for his de- 
partment. 

He pursued the department's mission by 
supporting the work of local non-profit organi- 
zations with as many as 250 grants and serv- 
ices contracts awarded each year. His leader- 
ship style welcomed input and encouraged in- 
dividual initiative. Over the years, many grad- 
uate students, adult trainees and motivated 
young people began their careers in public 
policy or human-service fields through intern- 
ships with Community Services. 

Mr. Speaker, under Mr. Atha's leadership, 
Pima County Community Services established 
one of the nation's first One-Stop Career Cen- 
ters in order to provide consolidated employ- 
ment and training services for the City and 
County. This model, which brought multiple 
agencies together to provide coordinated serv- 
ices, also proved effective in addressing the 
basic needs of families in crisis. Mr. Atha 
oversaw the establishment of the Emergency 
Services Network in 1986. Subsequent efforts 
fostered collaboration and innovation in the 
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areas of homeless services, youth programs, 
and high-tech training. His commitment to 
closing the wage gap through better job op- 
portunities led to a joint effort with Pima Com- 
munity College and the City of Tucson to 
found the Southern Arizona Institute for Ad- 
vanced Technology. 

In the early nineties, Mr. Atha led an all-out 
response to restore cuts in federal summer 
youth funds, creating one of the largest sum- 
mer youth programs, for a city of our size, in 
the nation. As part of that effort, he promoted 
legislation that created Arizona's first state- 
funded summer youth program. He also 
founded Pledge-A-Job, an annual business 
outreach campaign to encourage businesses 
to hire young people seeking career experi- 
ence during summer breaks. In 2000, he won 
a Youth Opportunity grant from the U.S. De- 
partment of Labor, bringing nearly $28 million 
to Pima County as well as creating an inte- 
grated system for providing services to young 
people. 

Mr. Speaker, Hank Atha supported many 
programs that brought untrained homemakers 
and home health aides to Pima County's 
Home Health Division, as well as many partici- 
pants in other community programs, into the 
Certified Nursing Assistant career track. 

One of the activities Mr. Atha worked on re- 
cently was to bring together various institu- 
tions such as Pima College, University of Ari- 
zona, and local hospitals to identify, sponsor 
and support individuals wishing to enter nurs- 
ing education programs. 

Mr. Speaker, prior to Hank's twenty years 
with Pima County Government, he volunteered 
in the Peace Corps from 1966-1968. Fol- 
lowing those years of service, he again volun- 
teered his services, this time as a Peace 
Corps trainer from 1968-69. 

Hank Atha received his undergraduate de- 
gree from Pomona College, with a Bachelor of 
Arts in Zoology; graduate studies in Physi- 
ology at Washington State University, and re- 
ceived his master's degree in public adminis- 
tration from the University of Arizona. 

Mr. Atha taught classes in data analysis, de- 
cision-making and program evaluation, as an 
adjunct professor at Pima Community College 
in Tucson, Arizona. He also taught one se- 
mester as adjunct professor at the University 
of Arizona, School of Public Administration. He 
is a Founding Member and Chairman of the 
local American Society for Public Administra- 
tion Chapter. 

Mr. Speaker, Hank Atha improved the qual- 
ity of life for many citizens in Tucson, Arizona 
by investing in people and community-based 
organizations to strengthen the entire commu- 
nity's capacity to serve those in need, and I 
ask that the House commend him on his com- 
mitment to his community and his country. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. SAM GRAVES 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. GRAVES. Mr. Speaker, on Wednesday, 
November 17, 2004 | was unavoidably de- 
tained and thus missed rollcall votes No. 532 
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and No. 533. Had | been present, | would 
have voted "yea" on rollcall No. 532, H.R. 
1417, the Copyright Royalty and Distribution 
Reform Act; and "yea" on rollcall No. 533, a 
bill to improve access to physicians in medi- 
cally underserved areas. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
HON. JIM McDERMOTT 


OF WASHINGTON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, | am un- 
able to be in Washington, DC today. Two 
weeks ago, | injured my leg and my physician 
prefers that | not put it through the stress of 
an airplane flight from my home in Seattle, 
WA to Washington, DC. Were | able to attend 
today's session in the House of Representa- 
tives, | would have voted in support of: 

S. 1301, H.R. 5364, H. Con. Res. 430, S. 
2965, H.R. 4516, H.R. 3204, H.R. 1350, H.R. 
1417, S. 2302, S. 2042, H.R. 5363, S. 2302, 
H.R. 1417, S. Con. Res. 145, S. 1146, S. 
1466, S. 434, H.R. 1284, S. 1727, S. 1241, 
H.R. 1446, H.R. 1964, H.R. 1113, H.R. 4593, 
S. 437, S. 2484, H.R. 3936, and S. 2486. 


EE 


IN RECOGNITION OF STEVEN 
CHAPPELL FOR HIS ACTIONS TO 
REDUCE THE IMPACTS OF A DIE- 
SEL FUEL SPILL ON THE SUISUN 
MARSH WETLANDS 


HON. ELLEN 0. TAUSCHER 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mrs. TAUSCHER. Mr. Speaker, | rise to pay 
tribute to Steven Chappell, of the Suisun Re- 
source Conservation District, for his timely ac- 
tions in protecting the Suisun Marsh wetlands. 

Steven Chappell began working for the 
Suisun Resource Conservation District in Au- 
gust 1994 as a district biologist, and was 
quickly promoted to executive director, a posi- 
tion he has held for almost 10 years. 

On April 28, 2004, at 5:30 p.m. Steven 
Chappell received notification from the Cali- 
fornia Department of Fish and Game’s Office 
of Spill Prevention and Response (OSPR) that 
a petroleum pipeline had released diesel oil 
into the Suisun Marsh. 

Mr. Chappell immediately drove to the site 
to offer his assistance and expertise to the In- 
cident Command Team, comprised of State 
and Federal agency representatives. He ex- 
plained how managed wetlands work and took 
immediate action to close all water control 
structures on the affected property. 

As a direct result of Steven Chappell’s quick 
actions in closing the gates, the diesel oil re- 
mained contained within the area and did not 
enter the Roos Cut, an unimpeded waterway 
extension which feeds into the tidal sloughs 
and adjacent wetlands of the Suisun Marsh. 

In addition, Mr. Chappell prepared detailed 
aerial maps of the Suisun Marsh and returned 
to the spill site that same day. These aerials 
have been invaluable in OSPR’s cleanup ef- 
forts. 
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For weeks after the spill, Steven Chappell 
devoted an inordinate amount of time coordi- 
nating with OSPR, the United States Coast 
Guard, the U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency, and Kinder Morgan, the owner of the 
pipeline, in cleanup efforts and in the develop- 
ment of a restoration plan. 

Steven Chappell’s timely actions helped to 
avert a major disaster at the Suisun Marsh 
wetlands. | am proud to commend him today 
for his leadership, dedication, and commitment 
to the Suisun Resource Conservation District 
and to the people of Solano County. 


REGE 


CLEMENT J. ZABLOCKI ELEMEN- 
TARY SCHOOL IS DESIGNATED 
AS A 2004 BLUE RIBBON SCHOOL 


HON. GERALD D. KLECZKA 


OF WISCONSIN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. KLECZKA. Mr. Speaker, it is with great 
pride that | acknowledge the outstanding 
achievements of the children, parents, teach- 
ers, and principal at the Clement J. Zablocki 
Elementary School. The designation of a 2004 
No Child Left Behind—Blue Ribbon Award 
honors only those schools that have success- 
fully achieved excellence in academics and 
have closed the achievement gap in academic 
proficiency for all of their students. 

The designation of the Clement J. Zablocki 
Elementary School is particularly meaningful 
to me because it is named for the former Con- 
gressman Clement J. Zablocki who was my 
predecessor in the U.S. Congress, and an ef- 
fective and beloved representative who served 
the citizens of Milwaukee's south side for 
many years. 

It is evident that the principles of account- 
ability, focusing on what works, increased 
flexibility, reduction of bureaucracy and the 
empowerment of parents, has been success- 
fully integrated into the daily philosophy of the 
Zablocki Elementary School. 

Under the outstanding leadership of Dr. Pa- 
tricia Walia this school has not only achieved 
academic excellence for the students, but has 
initiated innovative and creative ways of hav- 
ing the children of Zablocki Elementary School 
involved with community organizations, agen- 
cies and businesses that have enriched their 
lives and broadened their view of the commu- 
nity and world. Dr. Walia has successfully es- 
tablished bonds between her staff, parents 
and the community that support all of the 
goals of the school. 

The Clement J. Zablocki Elementary School 
is only the 5th elementary school in the Mil- 
waukee Public Schools system to be des- 
ignated as a Blue Ribbon school since 1982. 
This is an extraordinary and remarkable 
achievement. 

| ask my colleagues in the House of Rep- 
resentatives to join me in paying tribute to the 
children, teachers, and principal at the Clem- 
ent J. Zablocki Elementary School and com- 
mend their efforts in providing a standard of 
excellence in the field of education. 


November 18, 2004 


HONORING PFC SHELDON HAWK 
EAGLE 


HON. STEPHANIE HERSETH 


OF SOUTH DAKOTA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Ms. HERSETH. Mr. Speaker, | want to take 
this opportunity to honor the life of PFC Shel- 
don Hawk Eagle of Eagle Butte, SD. Private 
First Class Hawk Eagle was killed November 
15, 2003 while serving in Operation Iraqi Free- 
dom. On November 20, 2004, friends and 
family in Eagle Butte will pay tribute to Shel- 
don and recognize the one year anniversary of 
his death with a memorial dinner and walk in 
his honor. 

Private First Class Hawk Eagle graduated 
from the Cheyenne Eagle Butte High School, 
in Eagle Butte, SD, in May of 2001. He en- 
listed in the U.S. Army in 2002, and graduated 
basic training from Ft. Sill, OK, later that same 
year. In. 2003 Sheldon became Air Assault 
qualified and was assigned to the 101st Air- 
borne Air Assault Division. He was deployed 
to Iraq in March, 2003. 

Sheldon, whose Lakota name is Wanbli 
Ohitika, or Brave Eagle, is a descendant of 
the Lakota leader Crazy Horse, who helped 
defeat LTC George Custer at the Battle of Lit- 
tle Big Horn. Sheldon joined the Army while 
visiting his sister in North Dakota апа 
dreamed of becoming an elite Army Ranger. 
While both humble and quiet, Sheldon's sac- 
rifice speaks loudly about his character. 

The lives of countless people were enor- 
mously enhanced by Sheldon's compassion 
and service. Sheldon, who represented the 
best of the United States, South Dakota, and 
the Lakota people, continues to inspire all 
those who knew him. Our Nation and South 
Dakota are far better places because of his 
life, and the best way to honor him is to emu- 
late his commitment to our country. 

| join with all South Dakotans in expressing 
my sympathies to the family of Private First 
Class Hawk Eagle. His commitment and sac- 
rifice to our Nation will never be forgotten. 


ERO 


RECOGNIZING RYAN  SOENDKER 
FOR ACHIEVING THE RANK OF 
EAGLE SCOUT 


HON. SAM GRAVES 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. GRAVES. Mr. Speaker, | proudly pause 
to recognize Ryan Soendker of Blue Springs, 
MO, a very special young man who has exem- 
plified the finest qualities of citizenship and 
leadership by taking an active part in the Boy 
Scouts of America, Troop 138, and in earning 
the most prestigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Ryan has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many Scout activities. Over the 
many years Ryan has been involved with 
Scouting, he has not only earned numerous 
merit badges, but the respect of his family, 
peers, and community. 

Mr. Speaker, | proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Ryan Soendker for his accom- 
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plishments with the Boy Scouts of America 
and for his efforts put forth in achieving the 
highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 


— HER 


RECOGNIZING THE A&F WOOD 
PRODUCTS FOR EARNING THE 


2004 SECRETARY ОЕ LABOR’S 
NEW FREEDOM INITIATIVE 
AWARD 


HON. MIKE ROGERS 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today to recognize A&F Wood Products, a 
family-owned and operated business in How- 
ell, MI, for earning the 2004 Secretary of La- 
bors New Freedom Initiative Award. Founded 
upon the spirit of the Americans with Disabil- 
ities Act, the New Freedom Initiative works to 
ensure that Americans with disabilities have 
the same opportunities to learn and develop 
skills, engage in productive work and make 
choices about their daily lives to participate 
fully in their communities. A&F Wood Products 
is just one of five companies nationwide to be 
recognized for their commitment to these 
ideals. 

A&F Wood Products has embraced the phi- 
losophy on which the New Freedom Initiative 
was founded. Working with Michigan Rehabili- 
tation Services, A&F Wood Products is able to 
provide employment opportunities to individ- 
uals with disabilities through accessibility sup- 
port, training, and a user-friendly workplace 
environment. Today, 35 percent of A&F Wood 
Products' workforce are persons with disabil- 
ities. 

Mr. Speaker, when President Bush an- 
nounced the New Freedom Initiative in 2001, 
unemployment for the disabled was as high as 
70 percent by some estimates. Today, busi- 
nesses like A&F Wood Products are working 
feverishly to slash that number. | ask my col- 
leagues to join me in recognizing A&F Wood 
Products for earning the 2004 Secretary of La- 
bors New Freedom Initiative Award and for 
their commitment to the disabled. 


Ee 


TRIBUTE TO TERRY CARLSTROM 
ON THE OCCASION OF HIS RE- 
TIREMENT ON JANUARY 8, 2005, 
AFTER 41 YEARS OF SERVICE IN 
THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT 


HON. STENY H. HOYER 


OF MARYLAND 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Terry R. Carlstrom who for four dec- 
ades has managed the stewardship of some 
of our Nation’s most precious natural and cul- 
tural resources. Mr. Carlstrom is retiring after 
41 years in Federal service during which he 
served with the U.S. Forest Service, the Bu- 
reau of Indian Affairs, and the National Park 
Service. 

Mr. Carlstrom’s stewardship extended over 
the past 22 years to the protection and en- 
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hancement of 14 units of the National Park 
System and the numerous memorials in our 
National Capital Region. First, as Associate 
Regional Director for Professional Services, 
and then for the past 8 years as Regional Di- 
rector of the National Capital Region, he has 
extended his watchful eye and guiding hand to 
the protection of our most symbolic National 
Icons: the Washington Monument, the Lincoln 
Memorial, the Jefferson Memorial; Presidential 
Memorials to FDR and Lyndon Baines John- 
son, the White House; and memorials com- 
memorating the American heroes at home and 
abroad in the Korean War, the Vietnam War, 
and in World War Il. His leadership in the 
complete reconstruction of the 5 major scenic 
parkways, which provide the gateways to our 
Nation’s Capital, ensured their scenic protec- 
tion while providing for user safety. He also 
was instrumental in the creation of the 
Streetscape Standards for the Monumental 
Core by an interagency task force. 


| join the men and women of the National 
Park Service and the National Capital Region 
in recognizing Mr. Carlstrom's sincere interest 
in the welfare and safety of every employee, 
a dedication which is evidenced by his support 
and leadership in a safety program that re- 
duced the lost time accident rate by 100 per- 
cent during the last 5 years. He established 
the National Capital Region's Communications 
Command Center in Hagerstown, Maryland, 
which has assured continuous and complete 
communications for our park rangers in re- 
mote locations throughout our far ranging 
parks. 


Mr. Carlstrom has provided oversight of 14 
parks in the National Capital Region: the Na- 
tional Mall and Memorial Parks; Anacostia 
River Parks; Rock Creek Park; the White 
House and President's Park; C&O Canal Na- 
tional Historical Park; George Washington Me- 
morial Parkway; Civil War Battlefield Parks at 
Antietam, Monocacy, Harper's Ferry, and Ma- 
nassas; the Wolf Trap Farm National Park for 
the Performing Arts; Prince William Forest 
Park and Catoctin Mountain Park; and the Po- 
tomac Heritage National Scenic Trail. During 
his tenure he guided the establishment of 
Mary McLeod Bethune Council House and 
Carter G. Woodson National Historic Sites, the 
President Lincoln and Soldier's Home National 
Monument, and the boundary expansions of 
Monocacy Battlefield and Harper's Ferry Na- 
tional Historical Park. Further, he was a leader 
in establishing numerous partnerships, includ- 
ing the preservation of the Washington Monu- 
ment; refurbishment and joint management 
with Montgomery County of Glen Echo Park; 
the Accokeek Foundation and National Colo- 
nial Farm; and the Alice Fergusen Founda- 
tion's Hard Bargain Farm. Recognizing the im- 
portance of these important relationships with 
agencies and individuals beyond the National 
Park Service, he established an Assistant Re- 
gional Director for Partnerships. 


Mr. Carlstrom leaves a lasting legacy to 
Americans from coast to coast. As a young 
forester in the 1960s, he established sensitive 
timber management programs for the Bridger 
National Forest in Wyoming and for the Chip- 
pewa people on the White Earth Reservation 
in Minnesota, which today provide for timber 
demands, enhanced recreational opportunities 
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and excellent wildlife habitat. Through his ef- 
forts wetlands in North Dakota have been pro- 
tected for waterfowl propagation, a portion of 
the St. Croix National Scenic River in Min- 
nesota and Wisconsin has been preserved for 
future generations, and resource protections 
were enriched as a result of his master plan- 
ning for five Arizona national parks— 
Tumacacori National Historical Park, Fort 
Bowie National Historic Site, Coronado Na- 
tional Memorial, Saguaro National Park and 
Organ Pipe National Monument. 

As Chief of Planning of the National Park 
Service’s Denver Service Center Western 
Team, he led several planning initiatives to 
protect Redwood National Park, to expand 
protection of the watershed and to preserve 
the remaining ancient Redwood groves. Rem- 
nants of the ancient Anazazi culture, which 
can still be found in Grand Canyon National 
Park and Lake Meade National Recreation 
Area, remain protected today because of wil- 
derness plans initiated under his leadership. 
Those wilderness plans, which were prepared 
at the direction of Congress, recognized that 
the areas should be under the protection of 
the National Park Service and not exposed to 
multi-use land management. 

In 1980 the Alaska National Interest Lands 
and Conservation Act brought 55 million acres 
under the auspices of the National Park Serv- 
ice. The Act was carefully crafted to provide 
for the continued subsistence use and protec- 
tion of the living culture of the Native peoples 
and enable the appreciation of these unique 
lands by future generations of their fellow 
Americans. Mr. Carlstrom headed the multi- 
agency task force which prepared the environ- 
mental documents and analyzed thousands of 
public comments that permitted President 
Jimmy Carter to create National Monuments 
via Presidential Proclamation as an interim 
measure pending the ultimate placement by 
Congress of these millions of acres into Na- 
tional Parks and Preserves. 

Mr. Carlstrom's four decades of devotion 
stand as examples to all of us who preserve 
the treasures of which our Nation is proud, our 
vast resources, our varied cultures, our storied 
history. | am proud to recognize him today for 
his years of service and thank him for his hard 
work, care for his fellow human beings, and 
his many, many accomplishments. 


———— л 


HONORING THE MEN AND WOMEN 
OF TRIWEST FOR THEIR OUT- 
STANDING EFFORTS ІМ COM- 
BATING IDENTITY THEFT 


HON. JOHN B. SHADEGG 


OF ARIZONA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. SHADEGG. Mr. Speaker, as the 108th 
Congress comes to a close | hope all Mem- 
bers will take stock of our accomplishments. 

In particular, | want to commend Congress 
and President Bush for enacting the Identity 
Theft Penalty Enhancement Act. Identity theft 
is one of the fastest growing crimes in the 
United States, costing victims over $5 billion 
annually. Congress took a valuable step this 
year in stiffening penalties and giving the Jus- 
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tice Department more tools to combat this per- 
vasive crime. However, there is still work to be 
done. Identity thieves continue to find new 
ways to exploit innocent Americans. In re- 
sponse, we must continue to improve our 
identity theft prevention and protection efforts. 

| rise today to commend to the nation one 
Arizona company, in particular, for aiding us in 
these X efforts. Phoenix-based X TriWest 
Healthcare Alliance performed a service to our 
country by coming forward with recommenda- 
tions after it was the victim of an information 
theft. 

In December 2002, TriWest computer hard 
drives containing the personal information of 
beneficiaries were stolen from the company's 
office. Rather than obscure this fact for the 
sake of public relations, TriWest embarked on 
an effort to notify all 562,000 affected cus- 
tomers of the theft. At substantial cost, the 
company helped its customers place safe- 
guards on their personal credit files and cre- 
ated a system of communication second to 
none. TriWest CEO and President David 
Mcintyre testified before House and Senate 
committees to share his company's experi- 
ence so that Congress could improve its ef- 
forts to protect all consumers from this threat. 

TriWest's actions exemplified what a good 
corporate citizen should do. In fact, in June 
2004, TriWest was awarded three Arizona 
Corporate Excellence (ACE) awards by the 
Phoenix Business Journal and the Arizona 
Chamber of Commerce for displaying unwav- 
ering dedication and commitment to quality 
and integrity in serving Arizona's military com- 
munity. During the award ceremony, it was 
noted that Mr. McIntyre "responded in a way 
that is recognized nationally as the standard 
for companies faced with a serious crisis" and 
that "the approach of the TriWest team cre- 
ated a textbook example of how to treat cus- 
tomers with openness and integrity." 

For all these reasons, Mr. Speaker, | ask 
that you and my colleagues in the People's 
House join me in commending the men and 
women of TriWest Healthcare Alliance for 
going the extra mile for their beneficiaries and 
setting a benchmark for businesses to follow 
when confronted with a potential identity theft 
situation. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING NICHOLAS W. 
KREEGER FOR ACHIEVING THE 
RANK OF EAGLE SCOUT 


HON. SAM GRAVES 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. GRAVES. Mr. Speaker, | proudly pause 
to recognize Nicholas W. Kreeger of Kearney, 
Missouri, a very special young man who has 
exemplified the finest qualities of citizenship 
and leadership by taking an active part in the 
Boy Scouts of America, Troop 397, and in 
earning the most prestigious award of Eagle 
Scout. 

Nick has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Over the 
thirteen years Nick has been involved with 
scouting, he has held numerous leadership 
positions, serving as Den Chief, Patrol Leader, 
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and Senior Patrol Leader. Nick attended H. 
Roe Bartle Camp for five years, becoming a 
member of the Tribe of Mic-O-Say. He was 
elected to the Order of the Arrow in 1997, Or- 
deal in 1997, and Brotherhood in 1998. 

For his Eagle Scout project, Nick rebuilt a 
sidewalk at the daycare of the First Christian 
Church in Kearney. 

Mr. Speaker, | proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Nicholas W. Kreeger for his ac- 
complishments with the Boy Scouts of Amer- 
ica and for his efforts put forth in achieving the 
highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 


EE 


CELEBRATING 35-YEAR CONGRES- 
SIONAL CAREER OF THE HONOR- 
ABLE PHILIP M. CRANE OF ILLI- 
NOIS 


SPEECH OF 


HON. DAN BURTON 


OF INDIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today in honor of my good friend and col- 
league Representative PHIL CRANE of Illinois 
on the occasion of his retirement from the 
United States Congress. 

PHIL is one of the most capable, honorable, 
and well-educated Members to ever grace the 
hallowed halls of the House of Representa- 
tives. He is a man of great integrity and con- 
servative values, serving the great state of Illi- 
nois for 35 years. His contributions and ac- 
complishments are legend and will carry on for 
generations to come. 

He and his lovely wife, Arlene, are two of 
the most patriotic Americans | have ever had 
the opportunity to meet. | wish them the best 
in their future endeavors and a long, healthy, 
and happy retirement. PHIL will sorely be 
missed. May God bless him and his family. 


IN HONOR OF JIM WOLFE 


HON. MICHAEL N. CASTLE 


OF DELAWARE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, it is with great 
pleasure that | rise today to honor and pay 
tribute to Jim Wolfe upon his becoming Presi- 
dent and CEO of the Delaware State Chamber 
of Commerce. This past February, Jim left his 
position of eleven years as the plant manager 
at DaimlerChryslers Newark Assembly Plant 
to take the helm of the 2,800-member Dela- 
ware State Chamber of Commerce. 

Jim, a native of Michigan, joined the Chrys- 
ler Corporation in 1964 as a Quality Control 
Inspector at the Warren Truck Assembly Plant 
in Michigan. Prior to taking a position at the 
Newark Assembly Plant in Delaware, Jim had 
held a variety of positions within the manufac- 
turing operations of DaimlerChrysler, including 
production manager at the Warren Truck As- 
sembly Plant. 

As the plant manager of the Newark Assem- 
bly Plant, Jim orchestrated several changes to 
the facility to make it compatible for the new 
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car models. Jim also oversaw the re-training 
process of the plant’s thousands of workers to 
give them the skills necessary to do their jobs 
as effectively and efficiently as possible. Jim 
capped off his career as plant manager for the 
Delaware facility by overseeing the October 
2003 launch of the new Dodge Durango. 

Jim Wolfe is certainly no stranger to the 
Delaware Chamber of Commerce. In 2002 
and 2003, he served as the chairman of the 
State Chamber’s Board of Directors, and has 
been a long-time member of this board. In ad- 
dition, Jim has served as the Chairman of the 
Delaware Manufacturing Association. 

Jim has also been very active in the com- 
munity through the years. He is a board mem- 
ber and past chairman of the United Way of 
Delaware, as well as a board member and 
member of the Education Committee of the 
Delaware Business Roundtable. In 2003, he 
had the honor of being awarded the Lifetime 
Achievement Quality Award by the State of 
Delaware. 

Jim Wolfe is truly a well-respected individual 
within the business community. His experience 
in, and knowledge of, the business world will 
certainly be an asset to the people of Dela- 
ware as he continues his work as the Presi- 
dent and CEO of the Delaware Chamber of 
Commerce. 

Mr. Speaker, | would like to thank Jim for 
his hard work and dedication to the Delaware 
community. | wish him all the best as he 
works to benefit the citizens of Delaware 
through his position as President and CEO of 
the Delaware Chamber of Commerce. 


HONORING ADRIAN ROGERS 


HON. MARSHA BLACKBURN 


OF TENNESSEE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to honor the service and commitment of 
a beloved Tennessean. 

Dr. Adrian Rogers, pastor of Bellevue Bap- 
tist Church of Memphis, Tennessee, will be re- 
tiring in the spring of 2005. Under his leader- 
ship since 1972, Bellevue has grown from 
8,000 members to almost 30,000 members. 

Through his Love Worth Finding ministry, 
Dr. Rogers is able to reach listeners around 
the world everyday. Through television and 
radio, Dr. Rogers’ message is seen on over 
14,000 screens and heard on 1,100 radios in 
the United States and in 150 countries across 
the globe. 

Pastor Rogers has been called three times 
to lead the Southern Baptist Convention, 
which is the world’s largest Protestant denomi- 
nation with over 14 million members. He is the 
only man to have served three terms in that 
capacity under the present bylaws. 

Dr. Rogers is an accomplished author and 
is considered one of America’s most ге- 
spected Bible teachers. Throughout his career 
he has been praised for his work. The Rev- 
erend Bill Graham has this to say about Dr. 
Rogers: 

“We need for ministers of the Gospel to de- 
fend the Bible as the infallible Word of 
бой... | believe in my heart that Adrian 
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Rogers is such а man. | know God's hand is 
upon Adrian Rogers as he proclaims the 
Bread of Life from his church and through 
radio and television." 

Though, perhaps of all the titles that have 
accompanied Dr. Rogers: doctor, pastor, 
teacher, pioneer, and author, the most cherish 
is husband, father, and grandfather. 

It is with great appreciation that | rise to 
honor Dr. Adrian Rogers for his ministry and 
service to our community, to Tennessee, and 
to the nation. 


ee 


RECOGNIZING BENJAMIN KREEGER 
FOR ACHIEVING THE RANK OF 
EAGLE SCOUT 


HON. SAM GRAVES 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. GRAVES. Mr. Speaker, | proudly pause 
to recognize Benjamin Kreeger of Kearney, 
Missouri, a very special young man who has 
exemplified the finest qualities of citizenship 
and leadership by taking an active part in the 
Boy Scouts of America, Troop 397, and in 
earning the most prestigious award of Eagle 
Scout. 

Ben has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Over the 
ten years Ben has been involved with scout- 
ing, he has held numerous leadership posi- 
tions, serving as Den Chief, Patrol Leader, 
Senior Patrol Leader, and Junior Assistant 
Scoutmaster. Ben attended H. Roe Bartle 
Camp for four years, becoming a member of 
the Tribe of Mic-O-Say. He was elected to the 
Order of the Arrow in 2000, Ordeal in 2000, 
and Brotherhood in 2001. 

For his Eagle Scout project, Ben painted all 
of Kearney’s fire hydrants north of Highway 
92; he painted the 69 hydrants fire safety yel- 
low. 

Mr. Speaker, | proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Benjamin Kreeger for his accom- 
plishments with the Boy Scouts of America 
and for his efforts put forth in achieving the 
highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 


EE 


THANKING BERNICE BROSIOUS 
FOR HER SERVICE TO THE HOUSE 


HON. ROBERT W. NEY 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, on the occasion of 
her retirement in December 2004, we rise to 
thank Ms. Bernice Brosious for 25 years of 
outstanding service to the United States gov- 
ernment, most recently here in the U.S. House 
of Representatives. 

Bernice began her career in government in 
1979 at the General Services Administration. 
She followed that with service at the Defense 
Investigative Service, the Department of Agri- 
culture, and the Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion, honing her financial skills throughout this 
time. Bernice brought her expertise to the 
House in 1998 as Director of Accounting for 
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the Chief Administrative Officer, and in 2001 
became the Associate Administrator for Fi- 
nance. Her passionate customer service, orga- 
nizational knowledge and resourcefulness and 
her leadership on numerous initiatives have 
benefited countless Members and staff over 
the years. 


Among her many other achievements, Ber- 
nice was instrumental in obtaining the House’s 
first clean audit opinion for calendar year 1998 
and for maintaining this clean opinion every 
year since. Over the past seven years Bernice 
has also been instrumental in moving the 
House from an ancient paper ledger account- 
ing system to the imminent introduction of a 
21st century state-of-the-art financial manage- 
ment system. 


On behalf of the entire House community, 
we extend congratulations to Bernice for her 
many years of dedication and outstanding 
contributions to the U.S. House of Represent- 
atives. We wish Bernice many wonderful years 
in fulfilling her retirement dreams. 


EE 


IN HONOR OF THE COMMUNITY 
ASSESSMENT PROJECT 


HON. SAM FARR 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the Community Assessment Project for 
working with United Way over the last 10 
years and improving the quality of life for 
Santa Cruz County residents. 


The Community Assessment Project brings 
together a wide range of public and private 
health, education, human service and civic or- 
ganizations to design and implement a com- 
prehensive 10-year plan for communities im- 
provement. Some of the members of the 
Steering Committee who have worked excep- 
tionally hard over this past decade are Carol 
Adams, from Dominican Hospital, and Susan 
Brutschy of Applied Survey Research. Addi- 
tionally, much of this projects success has 
been due to the generous support of the finan- 
cial sponsors, especially the County of Santa 
Cruz, the single largest patron. 


In the last 10 years, the Community Assess- 
ment Project has made significant progress to- 
ward reaching their goal of improving the over- 
all quality of life in Santa Cruz County. It has 
conducted an annual survey to get residents’ 
perceptions of the issues, and has begun ad- 
dressing concerns related to health care, pri- 
mary education, and drug and alcohol use 
among youth. By quantifying the needs of the 
community, it is now easier to bring in millions 
of new dollars in grant funding. 


Mr. Speaker, it is my pleasure to congratu- 
late the Community Assessment Project on 
the tremendous work it has done over this 
past decade. 
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HONORING THE 150TH ANNIVER- 
SARY OF THE TIMES-STANDARD 


HON. MIKE THOMPSON 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. Speaker, 
| rise today in recognition of the 150th anniver- 
sary of the Times-Standard, a newspaper that 
has dependably served the Humboldt County, 
California area since 1854. The only regional 
daily newspaper, the Times-Standard is a reli- 
able source of national, State and local news 
for thousands of citizens of the North Coast of 
California. 


First published in September, 1854, the 
Humboldt Times was the sole source of news 
and information for early residents of the com- 
munity. In April, 1875, the Humboldt Standard 
began publication, joining the Humboldt Times 
in promoting the interests of the area. From 
the beginning, important stories appeared. In 
1854, the first railroad in the area was incor- 
porated; a steamer from San Francisco sank 
with substantial loss of lives in 1860; a month 
later a tragic massacre of members of the 
Wiyot Tribe; and in 1917 the heavy cruiser 
USS Milwaukee, trying to rescue a stranded 
submarine in thick fog, was beached near Eu- 
reka—a story that made international head- 
lines. 


Headquartered in Eureka, California, on 
June 1, 1967 the two newspapers combined 
to become the Times-Standard and provided 
improved access to information, community 
leadership, advertising and entertainment to 
local residents. 


Тһе Times-Standard is an invaluable re- 
source for historians and educators. In the 
early days of European settlement, people 
came to northern California from Sweden, 
Italy, Portugal, Germany, Switzerland and the 
British Isles to farm, harvest timber and fish 
the Pacific Ocean. Workers came from Asia to 
take part in building and mining, giving a di- 
verse population a role in the growth of the 
Nation. The newspapers chronicled the impact 
of this settlement on the native peoples of the 
area, including the Hupa, Yurok, Tolowa, 
Karuk, and Wiyot among others. 


Under a single owner from 1941 to 1967, 
the newspaper was acquired by the Brush- 
Moore Group and was purchased later that 
year by Thomson Newspapers. In 1996, the 
Times-Standard became а member of 
MediaNews Corporation. 


The newspaper has been a community 
champion for major issues facing the region 
and a leading forum for discussion and de- 
bate. It plays a significant role in the progress 
of the region. The Times-Standard remains 
committed to the improvement of the commu- 
nity it serves and is an indispensable source 
of accurate and comprehensive news to the 
citizens of our State. 


Mr. Speaker, it is appropriate at this time 
that we recognize one of California’s finest 
newspapers, the Times-Standard of Eureka, 
on the occasion of its 150th anniversary. 
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VETERANS HEALTH PROGRAMS 
IMPROVEMENT ACT OF 2004 


SPEECH OF 


HON. RAHM EMANUEL 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, today | rise in 
strong support of three important initiatives to 
improve the quality of services for our Nation’s 
veterans—S. 2484; S. 2486 and H.R. 3936. 
Each of these measures improves crucial 
service provided by the Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs for our brave men and women 
who served. 

The VA is charged with carrying out Presi- 
dent Abraham Lincoln's vision of America's 
veterans: "To care for him who shall have 
borne the battle and for his widow and his or- 
phan." It is important that Congress follow in 
this tradition by providing the necessary sup- 
port to the VA as the needs of our Nation's 
veterans continues to change. | urge my col- 
leagues to provide that support by supporting 
these three bills. 

The Department of Veterans Affairs Health 
Care Personnel Enhancement Act, S. 2484, 
will help retain and develop the quality profes- 
sional staff needed to provide first-rate care to 
our veterans. It provides merit pay and other 
incentives to properly compensate the dedi- 
cated health care workers who care for our 
heroes. 

The Veterans' Benefits Improvements Act, 
S. 2486, enhances the educational and hous- 
ing opportunities available to our veterans. It 
expands the maximum contributions veterans 
can make for educational assistance under the 
Montgomery GI Bill and increases the max- 
imum allowable home loan guarantees for 
which veterans are eligible. This bill recog- 
nizes the vital role these programs have 
played in both repaying the sacrifices made by 
our veterans and in fueling the economic de- 
velopment through improved education and 
housing for veterans in our workforce. 

The Veterans Health Programs Improve- 
ment Act, H.R. 3936, authorizes the VA to 
construct an improved headquarters outside 
the Pentagon in order to better serve veterans 
and their families, and it provides assistance 
for homeless veterans. 

As we enact these important measures, | 
am hopeful that the House leadership will 
soon consider the Discharged Combat Vet- 
erans Medical Care Extension Act, H.R. 4438. 
| introduced this bill to extend eligibility to vet- 
erans who served in recent hostilities for hos- 
pital care, medical services, and nursing home 
care for any illness. This bill would be particu- 
larly helpful to veterans with symptoms similar 
to those resulting from exposure to Agent Or- 
ange and Gulf War Syndrome who are com- 
pelled to prove within two years of discharge 
that their injuries are directly combat-related or 
would otherwise lose these benefits. 

Mr. Speaker, the United States has a long 
and proud history of caring for our veterans. 
These bills follow that tradition in helping en- 
sure that the Department of Veterans Affairs 
continues to meet our responsibilities to Amer- 
ica’s heroes. | urge my colleagues to support 
each of them and thank our veterans for their 
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service and continued dedication to our Na- 
tion. 


HONORING WHITEMARSH 
TOWNSHIP 


HON. JOSEPH M. HOEFFEL 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. HOEFFEL. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate the residents of Whitemarsh 
Township, in southeastern Pennsylvania, on 
the occasion of their tricentennial celebration. 

The people of Whitemarsh Township, found- 
ed in 1704, are celebrating its 300th birthday 
with a series of events that illustrate the theme 
“Our living past . . . Our growing future.” 
These events, including Revolutionary War re- 
enactments, talks about the township's history, 
and a black tie gala, are bringing the commu- 
nity together and educating citizens about its 
rich heritage of steady growth and historical 
significance. As a part of this celebration, the 
Township is also taking the opportunity to 
honor distinguished citizens who have worked 
toward the betterment of the community. 

From its inception, Whitemarsh Township 
has been a strong and tight-knit community. 
The Township has been involved not only in 
local history; events of national importance 
have occurred within Whitemarsh Township as 
well, including Revolutionary War encamp- 
ments and skirmishes. This rich history has 
endowed the people of Whitemarsh Township 
with great pride; Mr. and Mrs. Eugene Fitz 
Dixon deserve commendations for their stew- 
ardship of Erdenheim Farm and community 
philanthropy, along with countless other citi- 
zens who remain devoted to carrying on the 
longstanding history and community ог 
Whitemarsh Township. 

It is my pleasure to join the residents of 
Whitemarsh Township in honoring their tri- 
centennial. 


E ERE 


HONORING MINNESOTA'S COMMIS- 
SIONER OF VETERANS AFFAIRS, 
JEFFREY OLSON 


HON. BETTY McCOLLUM 


OF MINNESOTA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Ms. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to honor a public servant, patriot and tireless 
advocate for veterans—Jeffrey Olson, Min- 
nesota Commissioner of Veterans Affairs. 

Commissioner Olson announced this week 
that he will be retiring at the end of the year 
from his post as commissioner which he 
served since 2001. Prior to this appointment, 
he served as deputy commissioner since 
1983. At both posts, Commissioner Olson has 
worked to ensure that the needs of our vet- 
erans and soldiers are a priority. 

Commissioner Olson brought much experi- 
ence through his work as a Washington Coun- 
ty Veterans Service Officer and the Assistant 
Director of the Veterans Employment and 
Training Service at the University of Min- 
nesota. 
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During the Vietnam War, Jeff Olson served 
in the U.S. Army, attached to the United 
States Armed Forces Courier Service where 
he was responsible for preparing and trans- 
porting top-secret materials. 

Long a champion of Minnesota veterans, 
Jeff Olson is a member of numerous veterans’ 
organizations and serves as Chair of the 
American Legion’s National Convention Com- 
mission, Vice Chair of the National Legislature 
Council and is actively involved in the commu- 
nity. 

| personally worked with Jeff Olson on many 
issues. When he was deputy commissioner, 
he helped me pass an important amendment 
to the Minnesota constitution that provided our 
Gulf War veterans with a bonus for their serv- 
ice. 

| thank Jeff for his years of service on be- 
half of our veterans and wish him a happy and 
healthy retirement. 


n 


TRIBUTE TO MR. ROBERT M. 
ROBUCK 


HON. IKE SKELTON 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, it is my honor 
to inform you that Robert M. Robuck of Jeffer- 
son City, MO, has been awarded "The Mis- 
sourian Award" by the American Heart Asso- 
ciation. Mr. Robuck received the award for his 
civic and business contributions to the com- 
munity. 

Mr. Robuck grew up in Cairo, MO. He at- 
tended the University of Missouri-Columbia 
and graduated in 1964 with a degree in busi- 
ness administration. Soon after graduation, 
Mr. Robuck moved to Jefferson City to work 
for Central Trust Bank. 

Mr. Robuck is very committed to his com- 
munity. Currently, he is the president, chief 
operating officer and director of Central Trust 
Bank. Also, he is the vice chairman and direc- 
tor of Central Bancompany, Inc. Additionally, 
Mr. Robuck is council president and a director 
of the Great Rivers Council, Boy Scouts of 
America. He was the chairman of Capital Re- 
gion Medical Center, and he is a director of 
Pathways Community Behavioral Healthcare, 
Inc. Mr. Robuck sits on the University of Mis- 
souri Medical Alliance Board. 

Mr. Speaker, Mr. Robert Robuck has distin- 
guished himself as a fine community leader 
and citizen. | am sure that my colleagues will 
join me in wishing Mr. Robuck and his family 
all the best. 


Ee 


TRIBUTE TO EUGENE “СЕМЕ” 
ITOGAWA 


HON. ROBERT T. MATSUI 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, today | rise to 
pay tribute to a man with a truly great career 
in public service. For more than thirty years, 
Eugene “Gene” Itogawa has worked tirelessly 
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to preserve the historic fabric of California, es- 
pecially the history of Japanese Americans. As 
Gene prepares to retire from his position as a 
historian with the California Office of Historic 
Preservation (OHP) and California State 
Parks, | would like to ask all my colleagues to 
join me in saluting Gene Itogawa's outstanding 
commitment to preserve and promote Cali- 
fornia history. 

A resident of Sacramento since 1948, Gene 
is a graduate of McClatchy High School. Gene 
earned Bachelor of Arts and Master of Arts 
degrees in History from California State Uni- 
versity, Sacramento. Gene’s Master’s thesis is 
considered by many to be the definitive work 
on the history of the natural ice industry in 
California. A proud veteran, Gene enlisted with 
the United States military in 1968 and was 
honorably discharged in 1970. 

During his tenure at Office of Historic Pres- 
ervation, Gene has successfully performed 
nearly every professional task conducted by 
the office. He has assisted cities and counties 
in identifying historic resources through survey 
programs and evaluated survey results for in- 
clusion in the department's database. In addi- 
tion, Gene has managed state and federal 
grant programs and directed OHP's historic re- 
Sources database. 

Gene has coordinated several special 
projects including production of the book, 
"Five Views: An Ethnic Historic Site Survey for 
California." Gene coordinated the preparation 
of OHP's state preservation plan, "Forging the 
Future With the Past: Comprehensive State- 
wide Historic Preservation Plan for California," 
and publication of the book, "By the People, 
Fore the People: The Work the Civilian Con- 
servation Corps in California State Parks, 
1933-1941." 

Gene has served as OHP's liaison on sev- 
eral projects to preserve Japanese American 
history in California. Gene was an advocate to 
preserve Manzanar Internment Camp as a Na- 
tional Historical monument. Gene serves on 
the Tule Lake Preservation Committee that 
seeks to preserve the site and history of the 
internment camp where he was born in 1942. 
In addition, Gene has worked tirelessly to pre- 
serve the remaining three historic Japantowns 
in California located in Los Angeles, San Jose, 
and San Francisco. 

In 1992, Gene contributed to the develop- 
ment of a major historical exhibit recognizing 
the 50th Anniversary of Executive Order 9066 
for display at the Sacramento History Mu- 
seum. In 2002, Gene was selected to partici- 
pate in an exchange program sponsored by 
the California Japanese American Community 
Leadership Council and the Japan Ministry of 
Foreign Affairs to promote goodwill and 
strengthen the ties between the citizens of 
Japan and Japanese Americans in California. 

A man of many talents and considerable en- 
ergy, Gene plans to continue his many volun- 
teer activities with various statewide and Asian 
American causes. Gene is a board member of 
the Japanese American Citizens League, the 
Buddhist Church of Sacramento, and the Jap- 
anese American Historical Society. Gene will 
continue to work on his latest project, a history 
of the first one hundred years of the Sac- 
ramento Buddhist Church. 

Mr. Speaker, as Gene Itogawa embarks оп 
an exciting new chapter of his life, | am hon- 
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ored to pay tribute to a great friend of Cali- 
fornia history. The people of California have 
benefited greatly from Gene's labor and we all 
owe him a debt of gratitude. | ask all my col- 
leagues to join me in wishing Gene continued 
success in all of his future endeavors, wher- 
ever retirement may lead him. 


EE 


THANKING MRS. ETHEL JONES 
FOR HER SERVICE TO THE HOUSE 


HON. ROBERT W. NEY 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, on the occasion of 
her retirement in December 2004, we rise to 
thank Mrs. Ethel Jones for 26 years of out- 
standing service to the U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

Ethel began her career at the House in 
March 1978 working with the House Res- 
taurants System through the Architect of the 
Capitol. In 1987, Ethel joined the House of 
Representatives Child Care Center as one of 
the original staff members. Ethel has served 
as a caregiver at the child care center since 
that time. Some say Ethel, herself, is an insti- 
tution within the HRCCC organization. Ethel 
has touched the lives of so many children and 
their families. She takes great joy in keeping 
in contact with her former children, often re- 
ceiving photos and letters from grateful fami- 
lies years after their departure from HRCCC. 
Ethel has served as an invaluable resource for 
many young parents encountering the chal- 
lenges of parenthood for the first time, and 
she has consistently displayed warmth and 
concern as she has shared her expertise. 

Ethel has displayed great passion for her 
work and dedicated herself to ensuring that 
the needs of the children and families are met 
to the greatest possible satisfaction. 

On behalf of the entire House community, 
we extend congratulations to Ethel for her 
many years of dedication and outstanding 
contributions to the U.S. House of Represent- 
atives. We wish Ethel many wonderful years in 
fulfilling her retirement dreams. 


HONORING LINDA WILSHUSEN 


HON. SAM FARR 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the distinguished career of Linda 
Wilshusen, a respected public servant who is 
retiring from her post after 19 years as execu- 
tive director of the Santa Cruz County Re- 
gional Transportation Commission. 

Good transportation planning is essential to 
maintain both the quality of life Santa Cruz 
residents desire and the economic vitality nec- 
essary to sustain a robust workforce. Linda 
and her staff at the commission have worked 
tirelessly to develop a variety of transportation 
options and engage the public to make long- 
term transportation decisions that have been 
difficult, at times controversial, but necessary 
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for the county to adopt a blueprint to meet fu- 
ture transportation needs. 

Linda has always recognized the amazing 
diversity of the community she served and bal- 
anced the desire of progrowth advocates by 
supporting Highway 1 improvements while 
promoting passenger rail and bus service, and 
developing transportation alternatives like a 
bike and pedestrian trail around the Monterey 
Bay National Marine Sanctuary, and increas- 
ing public awareness of the transportation 
needs of elderly and disabled residents, and 
upgrading motorist safety and assistance. 

During Linda’s tenure, the SCCRTC distrib- 
uted over $300 million for local transportation 
programs that have made the Santa Cruz area 
a much more desirable place to live. Linda 
Wilshusen provided prescient leadership for 
19 years at the helm of the Santa Cruz Coun- 
ty Regional Transportation Commission and 
has had an enormous impact not only on the 
everyday lives of Santa Cruz County residents 
but also on anyone who has visited Santa 
Cruz County during the last two decades. 

Transportation planning is not the only area 
in which Linda has a tremendous impact on 
her beloved Santa Cruz community. In the last 
year, her family suffered the tragedy of losing 
their youngest daughter, Kelsey. However, 
Linda, her husband Rock Pfotenhauer, and 
her daughter Zephyr showed incredible cour- 
age and used their daughter’s death to reach 
out to the community to bring public aware- 
ness to the need for better mental health pro- 
grams so that other families would not suffer 
the same fate. | know other parents join me іп 
wishing Linda and her family heartfelt sym- 
pathy for their unimaginable loss and gratitude 
for speaking out on the need for better mental 
health awareness. 

| am privileged to call Linda Wilshusen a 
valued friend and esteemed public servant. On 
behalf of all my constituents, | wish her and 
her family well. Thank you, Linda, for your un- 
selfish public service. 


EE 


HONORING THE 75TH ANNIVER- 
SARY OF HUMBOLDT CREAMERY 


HON. MIKE THOMPSON 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. Speaker, 
| rise today in recognition of the 75th anniver- 
sary of the Humboldt Creamery, which was 
founded along the banks of the Eel River in 
Humboldt County, CA. The Humboldt Cream- 
ery serves not only the people of northern 
California, but provides high quality products 
to our Nation and to Asia and Europe. 

Formed as a cooperative, Humboldt Cream- 
ery's founding principles included high quality 
products as well as good service and reli- 
ability, which are as important today as they 
were in 1929. Made up of 65 local dairies, 
Humboldt Creamery and its member dairies 
employ over 500 people. It brings $70 million 
in annual sales to the local economy and has 
a positive economic impact of $210 million on 
the local region. 

Powdered milk, which traces its origins back 
to Humboldt County, comprises 50 percent of 
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the Humboldt Creamery's business. Its whole 
milk powder is used nation wide in confec- 
tionery products, supplying companies such as 
Hershey's, Nestle's and See's Candy. 

Humboldt Creamery is the source for nat- 
ural, pasture-based milk products which are 
free of synthetic growth hormones. Its 
instantized non-fat powdered milk is used in 
sports drinks, pudding, dietary supplements 
and some pharmaceuticals. The creamery pro- 
vides this product to Bristol Meyers, Farmer 
Brothers Coffee and many other companies. 
Organic powder is a growing element in the 
creamery’s catalogue. 

Humboldt Creamery processes 10 million 
gallons of ice cream each year in addition to 
its 20 million pounds of milk powders. Ice 
cream, the fastest growing part of the cream- 
ery business, brings in $30 million each year 
from domestic and foreign sales. 

Mr. Speaker, it is appropriate at this time 
that we recognize Humboldt Creamery on the 
occasion of its 75th anniversary. 


RECOGNIZING THE 60TH ANNIVER- 
SARY OF THE BATTLE OF THE 
BULGE DURING WORLD WAR II 


SPEECH OF 


HON. RAHM EMANUEL 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, as the 60th 
anniversary of the Battle of the Bulge ap- 
proaches, | rise to pay tribute to the brave 
American and Allied troops who participated in 
this grueling 39 day battle which effectively 
ended the last German offensive of World War 
II. 

In the winter of 1944, German forces 
launched a surprise offensive in the Ardennes 
forest region of Belgium and Luxembourg. It 
was intended to split the Allied forces in Eu- 
rope by breaking through the Allied lines and 
crippling its fuel supply lines. Their progress 
was halted by the brave efforts of 600,000 
American troops and 55,000 troops from Great 
Britain, Belgium and Canada, who fought gal- 
lantly while outnumbered and battling through 
treacherous terrain and bitter weather condi- 
tions until reinforcements could arrive. 

The most famous engagement of this battle 
was at the key Belgian crossroads town of 
Bastogne, where 101st Airborne Division was 
completely surrounded but persevered through 
a lengthy siege of its position. The Allied re- 
sistance prevented the German forces from 
gaining access to Antwerp and the Meuse 
River Line. 

The Battle of the Bulge resulted in 81,000 
American and 1,400 British casualties, of 
whom over 19,000 American and 200 British 
soldiers gave their lives. Because of their sac- 
rifice, the momentum of the German war ma- 
chine was halted and the long road toward the 
defeat of Nazi Germany was opened for a 
final Allied offensive, helping to bring an end 
to the war in Europe four months later. 

Following last week's Veterans Day observ- 
ances, | ask that my colleagues join me in 
honoring the memory of the brave Americans 
who fought and died at the Battle of the Bulge 
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and in extending our deepest gratitude to their 
families. 


| would also like to thank the many World 
War || veterans who have participated in the 
Chicago World War || Veterans Oral History 
Anthology, a project that will preserve their ac- 
counts of valor and victory so that we may 
pass those stories and their values on to fu- 
ture generations of Americans. These vet- 
erans are again demonstrating their heroism 
and commitment to this country by recounting 
their often painful memories so that future 
generations may benefit from their individual 
experiences, and that this nation may benefit 
from their collective wisdom. 


As we solemnly commemorate the 60th an- 
niversary of the Battle of the Bulge, it is my 
honor and privilege to pay tribute to the Chi- 
cago-area veterans—and their families—who 
proudly wore the uniform of their country, en- 
dured the rigors of the war, and fought for our 
liberty and the freedom of future generations 
of Americans. 


RENE e 


HONORING DR. IRWIN ROSE 


HON. JOSEPH M. HOEFFEL 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. HOEFFEL. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Dr. Irwin Rose, who shares the 2004 
Nobel Prize in Chemistry with his colleagues 
Dr. Амат  Hershko апа Dr. Aaron 
Ciechanover of Israel. Dr. Rose is a former 
resident of Abington, PA and had a distin- 
guished career conducting research at the Fox 
Chase Cancer Center and elsewhere. 


Dr. Rose was raised in Spokane, WA. He 
studied at Washington State College, served 
as a radio technician near the end of World 
War Il, and then earned his Ph.D. in bio- 
chemistry at the University of Chicago. He 
served for 9 years on the faculty of Yale Med- 
ical School. He then worked at the Fox Chase 
Cancer Center from 1963 to 1995. His wife of 
49 years, Zelda Budenstein Rose, is also a 
biochemist. They have a daughter and three 
Sons. 


The research for which Dr. Rose is being 
awarded the Nobel Prize deals with a certain 
regulatory protein that is present everywhere 
in plant and animal cells. The significance of 
this protein lies in its functions as a destroyer 
of proteins that are no longer needed and a 
regulator of certain proteins used in cell repro- 
duction. Because several diseases that are yet 
uncured, such as cancer and cystic fibrosis, 
result from errors in the cell reproductive proc- 
ess, Dr. Rose's research provides us with new 
hope in the search for cures. 


It is my pleasure to recognize Dr. Irwin 
Rose for his contributions to the field of bio- 
chemistry. | congratulate him on being award- 
ed the Nobel Prize in Chemistry. 
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REMEMBERING THE FORMER GOV- 
ERNOR OF MINNESOTA, ELMER 
ANDERSON 


HON. BETTY McCOLLUM 


OF MINNESOTA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Ms. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to remember a statesman, public servant and 
friend—the former Governor of Minnesota, 
Elmer Anderson. 

Surrounded by his friends and family, Elmer 
Anderson passed away on November 15 at 
the age of 95. 

Governor Anderson was a man of great 
character and strength. He participated in pub- 
lic service with a tremendous sense of pur- 
pose. 

Never afraid to speak his mind, Governor 
Anderson fought for human rights, civil rights 
and worked to protect and ensure new park 
land which will be one of his many legacies. 
He was indeed ahead of his time in so many 
ways. 

Even after time as Governor, he never lost 
his passion for politics and policy. His activism 
continued throughout his life, becoming in- 
volved in the community through business and 
newspaper publishing. 

Elmer Anderson was a man who loved Min- 
nesota and its people. He truly embodied the 
Minnesota spirit. 

Minnesota will miss Elmer Anderson’s lead- 
ership and he will be remembered fondly in 
the hearts of many. 


SUPPORT FOR BOY SCOUTS 


HON. IKE SKELTON 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
support of the resolution introduced by my 
good friend from Colorado, Mr. HEFLEY. | 
wholeheartedly endorse this resolution, which 
expresses the sense of Congress that the De- 
partment of Defense should continue to pro- 
vide assistance and support to one of Amer- 
ica’s most treasured institutions, the Boy 
Scouts of America. 

The Boy Scouts of America is one of the fin- 
est organizations in our country. Countless 
young men have learned the values of God, 
home, and country as young scouts, and the 
Boy Scout motto, “Be Prepared”, has inspired 
generations of youths to prepare for and lead 
full and productive lives. 

One of the most significant lessons taught 
by the Boy Scouts is the importance of being 
a patriotic American. To call into question the 
status of the Boy Scout organization, and po- 
tentially deprive young men who are military 
dependents of the opportunity to participate in 
Boy Scout troops on their military bases, is an 
absolute shame. 

| was fortunate to join the Boy Scouts when 
| was growing up, and | still remember how 
proud my mother and father were when | at- 
tained the rank of Eagle Scout. | later led a 
scout troop in my hometown and was enor- 
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mously proud when my sons also became 
scouts. | am honored to have a continued as- 
sociation with the Boy Scouts today. 

So I call on my colleagues to join us іп voic- 
ing our support of the Boy Scouts, and en- 
courage the Department of Defense to con- 
tinue their excellent efforts to promote this im- 
portant institution. 


TRIBUTE TO JIMMIE DEE 
HON. ROBERT T. MATSUI 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, today | rise in 
tribute to a man with a distinguished public 
Service career. Throughout the course of his 
career, Jimmie Yee has served the people of 
Sacramento with great success and distinc- 
tion. Jimmie will soon retire from his post as 
the Councilman from the 4th District of the 
Sacramento City Council. It is my honor to ask 
all my colleagues to join me in saluting Jimmie 
Yee, a man who has worked hard to make 
Sacramento a better place for everyone. 

A native of Sacramento, Jimmie was born in 
1934. He attended Lincoln Elementary, Lincoln 
Junior High, and Sacramento High School. 
Jimmie attended the University of California, 
Berkeley, where he graduated with a Bach- 
elors Degree in Civil Engineering. Jimmie 
holds registrations as both a California Struc- 
tural Engineer and Civil Engineer. In 1957, he 
joined the US Army Corps of Engineers and 
was honorably discharged after he achieved 
the rank of Captain in 1965. 

Jimmie began his professional career in civil 
service with CALTRANS and the State Depart- 
ment of Water Resources between 1956 and 
1959. In 1966, Jimmie entered the private sec- 
tor when he started his own engineering prac- 
tice. During a quarter century of involvement, 
Cole, Yee, Schubert and Associates became 
one of the largest consulting engineering firms 
in the Sacramento Region. The firm provided 
design services for many trademark buildings 
in Sacramento, including the original Conven- 
tion Center, Suffer General and Suffer Memo- 
rial Hospitals, and ARCO Arena. 

In 1992, Jimmie was elected to a four-year 
term on the Sacramento City Council. Jimmie 
was subsequently reelected to the seat in 
1996 and 2000. Jimmie truly showed his mark 
as a great leader when Late Mayor Joe Serna 
passed away in the fall of 1999. Jimmie admi- 
rably answered the call to service by serving 
as Mayor for the reminder of Mayor Serna's 
term. Jimmie's leadership and ability to unite 
had a great steadying influence during this tu- 
multuous period. The people of Sacramento 
owe you a debt of gratitude for your service. 

Long before he joined City Council in 1992, 
Jimmie was already an important leader in our 
community. Jimmie has long been one of the 
most ardent supporters of the Sacramento 
Chinese Drum and Bugle Corps. Until today, 
Jimmie remains an active member of the Sac- 
ramento Optimist Club and the Chinese Amer- 
ican Council of Sacramento. In 1989, Jimmie 
organized the first Asian bone marrow drive in 
the United States when he registered more 
than 2,500 people. It's a testament to Jimmie's 
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influence as a community leader that many of 
his wonderful contributions before he held 
elected office are still being felt today. 

A devoted family, Jimmie has been married 
to his wife, Mary, for fifty years. Together, they 
raised four daughters and two sons, all of 
whom are college graduates with professional 
credentials. Today, Jimmie and Mary are the 
proud grandparents of fifteen grandchildren. 

Mr. Speaker, as Jimmie Yee embarks on an 
exciting new chapter of his life, | am honored 
to pay tribute to a great champion of the City 
of Sacramento. The people of Sacramento 
have benefited greatly from Jimmie's leader- 
ship and we all owe him a debt of gratitude. 
| ask all my colleagues to join me in wishing 
Jimmie continued success in all of his future 
endeavors, wherever retirement may lead him. 


EE 
RECOGNIZING THE 60TH ANNIVER- 


SARY OF THE BATTLE OF THE 
BULGE DURING WORLD WAR II 


SPEECH OF 


HON. NANCY PELOSI 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, November 16, 2004 


Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, | rise in support 
of H.J. Res. 110, recognizing the 60th anniver- 
sary of the Battle of the Bulge during World 
War Il. 

| thank Speaker Hastert for scheduling this 
bill and giving us this opportunity to pay tribute 
to the brave Americans who fought and died 
in that crucial battle. | know that this is per- 
sonal to the Speaker. His mentor, the former 
Republican Leader from Illinois, Bob Michel, 
received the Purple Heart and other citations 
for his bravery in that battle. | share the 
Speaker's respect for Leader Michel. Further, 
the Speaker’s family hails from Luxembourg, 
and the special ties between our countries that 
resulted from the Battle of the Bulge have 
great meaning to him. 

This is personal to me as well. My uncle, 
Johnny D’Alesandro, was one of the heroes 
who gave their lives for their country in the 
Battle of the Bulge. Like so many other fami- 
lies, his sacrifice was for us a source of both 
sorrow and pride—deep sadness over the loss 
of a wonderful man; tremendous pride that 
one of our own helped to preserve the free- 
dom and values that we cherish as a nation. 

But beyond the personal significance that 
the battle holds for us is the towering impor- 
tance it holds for human history. The Allied 
victory in World War Il literally saved the 
world, and that victory became inevitable 
when the Allied forces successfully repelled 
the surprise German attack in what we call the 
Battle of the Bulge. 

With bitter cold and blinding snow, it was 
the bloodiest single battle ever fought by 
American soldiers. There were 81,000 Amer- 
ican casualties, including 19,000 killed in ac- 
tion. The heroes of that battle rightfully take 
their place among the bravest and most noble 
in American history. 

We dedicated the World War Il Memorial on 
the Mall this year to pay tribute to all of the 
veterans of that war, and we will honor the he- 
roes of the Battle of the Bulge with cere- 
monies by citizens of the United States, Bel- 
gium, Luxembourg, and many other nations in 
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the coming months. But we can never truly 
repay the debt we owe them. We can offer 
only our words of heartfelt gratitude and our 
promise to never forget the sacrifice they 
made for our country. 

May God bless the heroes of the Battle of 
the Bulge. May God bless all of the men and 
women serving in uniform today. And may 
God bless America. 


EE 


CONGRATULATING DAVID SCOTT 
MOLLOY, JR., 2004 RHODE ISLAND 
PROFESSOR OF THE YEAR 


HON. JAMES R. LANGEVIN 


OF RHODE ISLAND 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate David Scott Molloy, Jr., for being 
named the 2004 Rhode Island Professor of 
the Year. The Professors of the Year Awards 
are the only national awards that recognize 
college and university professors for excel- 
lence in undergraduate teaching and men- 
toring. I’m thrilled to recognize and honor Dr. 
Molloy today, a professor who reminds us all 
of the invaluable contributions made by our 
nation’s educators. 

David Scott Molloy, Jr., of West Kingston, 
RI, currently serves as a Professor of Labor 
and Industrial Relations at the University of 
Rhode Island, where he has been teaching 
since 1986. In his tenure at URI, Professor 
Molloy has relished the opportunity to bring his 
expertise and unique experience to a range of 
departments and courses. Не һав taught 
courses in the History Department, the Busi- 
ness School, the Honors program, Economics, 
and in his academic home at the Labor Cen- 
ter. 

His contributions to Rhode Island are too 
numerous to list, but they begin with his desire 
to highlight and explore the rich and often 
complex history of our great state. Offering 
such courses as “Rhode Island History” and 
"Labor and Immigrant History in Rhode 15- 
land,” he reminds our students of how impor- 
tant it is to understand where they and their 
ancestors have come from and the many chal- 
lenges that our state has faced throughout his- 
tory. 

A true educator, Professor Molloy’s contribu- 
tions are not confined to the classroom. He 
delivers as many as forty presentations a year 
to various organizations in his community. He 
has also shown an eagerness to share his 
unique style and methods of teaching and in- 
struction—methods that have proven powerful 
and effective. His passion for the subjects he 
teaches led him to begin collecting immigrant 
and labor memorabilia. In 1990, the Smithso- 
nian acquired 9,500 artifacts from him to es- 
tablish the Scott Molloy Labor Archives. 

Professor Molloy is perhaps above all an in- 
credible leader and role model for Rhode Is- 
land's youth—a testament to the value of hard 
work, determination, and hope. The grandson 
of an Irish immigrant, he began his career as 
both a bus driver for the Rhode Island Public 
Transit Authority and a labor activist in Provi- 
dence. Not one to let an opportunity pass him 
by, Dr. Molloy chose to pursue a Ph.D. part 
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time while continuing his work as President of 
the Amalgamated Transit Union, driving a 
coach, and teaching a course on labor history. 
His dissertation on the history of public trans- 
portation in Rhode Island and the role that 
transit employees and unions played in its de- 
velopment was published by the Smithsonian 
Institution. In Professor Molloy's own words, 
"going from the front of the bus to the head 
of the class," he is the embodiment of the 
American Dream. | cannot think of a better ex- 
ample for Rhode Island's bright and aspiring 
students. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and | hope our col- 
leagues will join me in congratulating Pro- 
fessor Molloy. 
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IN TRIBUTE TO VENTURA, CALI- 
FORNIA, POLICE CHIEF MIKE 
TRACY 


SPEECH OF 


HON. ELTON GALLEGLY 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. GALLEGLY. Mr. Speaker, | rise to pay 
tribute to Mike Tracy, a Ventura, California, 
native who joined the Ventura Police Depart- 
ment as a patrol officer in 1975 and who has 
been chief of police since February 1999. 
After a distinguished career protecting and 
nurturing his hometown, he will retire on De- 
cember 4. 

Mike Tracy is a seasoned law enforcement 
officer with a reputation for innovation and 
community outreach. 

During the 24 years in which he worked his 
way up the ranks from officer to police chief, 
Mike Tracy worked in or was in command of 
every aspect of the department, including pa- 
trol, detectives, administration, training and 
crime prevention. That experience gave him 
an insight into his department that few chiefs 
achieve. 

At the same time, Mike Tracy earned a rep- 
utation far beyond city boundaries as some- 
one in the forefront of law enforcement who 
reached out to other departments to share re- 
sources and knowledge. 

Under his leadership, the department initi- 
ated the Crisis Intervention Team program, 
which trains personnel to better deal with the 
mentally ill and individuals in crisis—a pro- 
gram that subsequently was adopted county- 
wide. He was the chief architect of Ventura's 
Community Problem Oriented Policing Pro- 
gram and instrumental in establishing four po- 
lice storefronts and acquiring several state 
grants for gang violence suppression and 
school safety. 

Equally important, Mike Tracy continued to 
contribute to his community outside the walls 
of the Ventura Police Department. In addition 
to his involvement with the Police Activities 
League, Mike has also worked with the Boys 
& Girls Club and Salvation Army. He has run 
in several marathons, the Special Olympics 
Torch Run and the Baker to Vegas run. 

His wife, Linda, recently retired as an ele- 
mentary school teacher. Their son Matthew is 
a graduate of the U.S. Air Force Academy and 
lives in Arizona with his wife, Christine, and 
their 3-year-old son, Nathan. 
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Mike and Linda plan to stay in Ventura and 
remain active in the community. His continued 
support will be appreciated. 


Mr. Speaker, | know my colleagues will join 
me in congratulating Ventura Police Chief 
Mike Tracy on his retirement; will thank him 
for a lifetime of dedication to his profession 
and community; and wish him many years of 
health and prosperity, both for him and his 
family. 
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RECOGNIZING JEWELL DUVALL 
UPON HER RETIREMENT 


SPEECH OF 


HON. ROBERT W. NEY 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, we rise to thank and 
recognize Jewell Duvall for her outstanding 
service and contributions to the House com- 
munity during her tenure in the Office of the 
Chief Administrative Officer. 


Jewell was born in the small, coal-mining 
town of Bellwood, WV, one of a population of 
300. As a coal miner’s daughter, she worked 
in the company store during high school until 
the lure of public service led her to Wash- 
ington, DC and a job with FBI’s Identification 
Division, then located in the present day Ford 
House Office Building. 


Jewell worked for FBI for four years, started 
a family and raised two sons. During the 
course of her career Jewell worked for a vari- 
ety of employers, from a trade association, to 
private corporations, but her career always 
took her back to the service of her country. 


Jewell’s House employment as Jay Eagen’s 
Executive Secretariat now ends in the same 
location where it began, the Ford House Office 
Building. During her time with the CAO, Jewell 
has provided support to not only the CAO but 
also to Leadership, the Committee on House 
Administration, other House Officers, Member 
and Committee offices, and the general public. 
Jewell has always treated each individual with 
respect and a sense of priority, and her ac- 
tions have always been driven by a desire to 
provide courteous and unsurpassed customer 
service. 


Jewell provided extensive administrative 
support to the Incident Commander during the 
September 11th and anthrax crises of 2001. 
She was a valuable asset to this team, going 
above and beyond the call to duty to ensure 
that the work of the House continued during 
those trying times. She has been tremendous 
in her support of the CAO and my staff at the 
Committee on House Administration. This in- 
stitution will truly miss her important contribu- 
tions, and | wish her nothing but continued 
success and happiness in her retirement. 
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IN HONOR OF THE CITIZENSHIP 
PROJECT 


SPEECH OF 


HON. SAM FARR 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the Citizenship Project as this year’s re- 
cipient of the Ralph B. Atkinson Award for 
Civil Liberties. Each year the Atkinson Award, 
named for the distinguished civil rights advo- 
cate Ralph B. Atkinson, is presented to a local 
advocate for civil liberties. This year the Mon- 
terey County Chapter of the American Civil 
Liberties Union selected the Citizenship 
Project, which was founded in 1994 by Team- 
sters Local 890 in response to the passage of 
Proposition 187. The project is dedicated to an 
expanded citizenship and consistently rep- 
resents such values as education and self-or- 
ganization through mutual support. In 2004 
they became a close partner to the Central 
Labor Council, and are currently helping the 
Labor Council form a new coalition for immi- 
grant rights here on the Central Coast. 

Maria Echavarria, the Project’s Acting Direc- 
tor, and Tony Acosta were extremely instru- 
mental in the success of this project. With the 
help of over 1,000 immigrant community vol- 
unteers, the Citizenship Project has provided 
low-cost immigration services, registered thou- 
sands of new voters, and conducted voter 
workshops for new citizens. With their assist- 
ance, over 15,000 residents of the Central 
Coast have applied for U.S. Citizenship. 

Since 1998 they have sponsored Jovenes 
en Accion Youth in Action. This immigrant 
youth leadership development program reg- 
isters voters, teaches in the school, produces 
plays about their experience, and has led the 
struggle in our region for educational & em- 
ployment rights for undocumented youth. 

Furthermore, they build citizenship by help- 
ing people form groups to act together. They 
have launched La Hermandad de Ex-Braceros 
Brotherhood of Ex-Braceros, Mujeres del Sur 
Triqui women in Greenfield, and La Alianza 
para una Manana Mejor south Salinas Valley 
Latino political club with this objective in mind. 

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the United States 
Congress, | would like to honor the accom- 
plishments of the Citizenship Project and ex- 
press my sincere gratitude for their commit- 
ment to the community. 
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ІМ RECOGNITION OF MIKE KAZAR, 
NAPA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA 


HON. MIKE THOMPSON 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. Speaker, 
| rise today to recognize Mike Kazar, who is 
retiring as a volunteer firefighter for the City of 
St. Helena, in California's 1st District. Mr. 
Kazar's outstanding contributions and dedica- 
tion to our community are truly appreciated. 

Mike Kazar will be leaving the Saint Helena 
Fire Department after twenty years of service. 
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He currently serves as the Captain of the de- 
partment. In addition to his duties in Saint Hel- 
ena, Mike Kazar also volunteers for the Sand 
Point-Sagle Idaho area Volunteer Fire Depart- 
ment. He served as Captain of the Moraga/ 
Orinda Fire Department for 37 years. He is 
also a member and safety officer on the State 
OES Overhead Team. 

A native of California, Mr. Kazar was born in 
Carmel. He graduated from Miramonti High 
School in Orinda in 1960. While growing up in 
Moraga, Mike Kazar and his family lived in an 
apartment over the family owned grocery 
store. Next-door was a firehouse which 
peaked his interest in the profession. 

He served four years in the Navy as a fire- 
fighter stationed in Guam. Mike Kazar has one 
daughter, Michelle Hill and two  grand- 
daughters. Mike loves to spend time outdoors 
and is especially fond of hunting. 

Mr. Speaker and colleagues, Mike Kazar set 
the standard of dependability, bravery and 
hard work that should be followed in all com- 
munities. His commitment to our community 
has been shown time and time again. For 
these reasons and countless others, it is most 
appropriate that we honor him at the time of 
his retirement and extend our best wishes to 
him. 
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CONGRATULATING ELIZABETH 
FURMANICK FOR RECEIVING THE 
TEACHER OF THE YEAR AWARD 
FOR MIAMI-DADE, BROWARD 
AND MONROE COUNTIES FROM 
THE NATIONAL CATHOLIC EDU- 
CATION ASSOCIATION 


HON. ILEANA ROS-LEHTINEN 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, | would 
like to take this opportunity to congratulate a 
fellow South Floridian educator, Elizabeth 
Furmanick, for having been awarded the Na- 
tional Catholic Education Association’s pres- 
tigious Principal of the Year Award for Dade, 
Broward and Monroe Counties. 

The Archdiocese of Miami gave Elizabeth 
this prestigious award for her work in leading 
St. John the Apostle School in Hialeah, Florida 
for the past 12 years. She has been with the 
school for a total of 28 years, serving as a 
teacher and vice-principal. 

Friends describe her as an extremely dedi- 
cated principal whose main concern is the 
well-being of the children entrusted to her 
care. She also makes it a point to know all her 
students by their first names. She has an 
open-door policy for all students and teachers. 
She encourages them to talk to her about their 
concerns and feelings so that they may have 
a more rewarding educational experience. 

Elizabeth Furmanick’s receipt of the Prin- 
cipal of the Year Award exemplifies her dedi- 
cation to educating South Florida’s children. 
For almost three decades, she has worked 
tirelessly to ensure, inspire and encourage her 
students to reach higher goals. 

Thank you, Elizabeth, for your dedication. 
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EXPRESSING THE URGENCY OF 
PASSING POSTAL REFORM LEG- 
ISLATION 


HON. DAN BURTON 


OF INDIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to comment on the urgency of passing 
meaningful postal reform legislation. 

A vibrant and healthy Postal Service is crit- 
ical to the entire U.S. economy. The nation’s 
mailing industry is an important primary and 
secondary employer, and contributes approxi- 
mately $900 billion dollars, or about 8 percent 
of the nation’s Gross Domestic Product. How- 
ever, over the past few years, due to declining 
mail volume, and increased delivery costs, the 
Postal Service has accrued а tremendous 
debt. This debt leaves the Postal Service with 
no alternative but to raise postage rates, 
which they have done four times in the past 
five years. 

| have been a leader on postal reform for 
several years, and we have come a long way. 
During my tenure as Chairman of the Govern- 
ment Reform Committee, | pushed for signifi- 
cant postal reform legislation. In 2003, we 
passed the Postal Civil Service Retirement 
System Funding Reform Act. This was a posi- 
tive step in the right direction, however, it was 
a temporary fix for a complex issue, and only 
staved off postage increases until 2006. 
Again, earlier this year, understanding the ne- 
cessity of comprehensive postal reform legis- 
lation, the Government Reform Committee de- 
bated postal reform, and unanimously passed 
the Postal Accountability and Enhancement 
Act, H.R. 4341, through a comprehensive and 
broad bi-partisan process. 

If this body fails to act within the next few 
months, double-digit postage rate increases 
are likely to be proposed in 2006. An increase 
of this size will undoubtedly lead to a reduc- 
tion in First Class mail usage, which again 
would further threaten the financial stability of 
the Postal Service. A rate increase of this size 
will ultimately have many negative impacts, 
not only for the Postal Service, its employees, 
and the whole mailing industry, but also on the 
American public, and our nation’s economy. 

Mr. Speaker, | believe that it is vital that we 
pass meaningful postal reform legislation im- 
mediately, which will ensure the short-term 
health and long-term vitality of the Postal 
Service. If we fail to address this issue in a 
timely manner, we will be guilty of compla- 
cency by permitting an unfair, and heavily bur- 
densome $3.5 billion tax hike on the American 
economy through increased postal rates. 
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TRIBUTE TO KANSAS PROFESSOR 
OF THE YEAR TAMARA AGHA- 
JAFFAR 


HON. DENNIS MOORE 


OF KANSAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, | rise to pay trib- 
ute to Dr. Tamara Agha-Jaffar of Kansas City 
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Community College, who today is receiving 
the Professor of the Year Award for Kansas 
from the Council for Advancement and Sup- 
port of Education, CASE, and the Carnegie 
Foundation for the Advancement of Teaching. 

Since 1981, the U.S. Professors of the Year 
program has rewarded outstanding professors 
for their dedication to teaching, commitment to 
students and innovative instructional methods. 
It is the only national program to recognize 
college and university professors for their 
teaching skills. The program is sponsored by 
CASE and The Carnegie Foundation for the 
Advancement of Teaching, which hosts the 
final round of judging and sponsors the cash 
award given to U.S. national winners. CASE 
works with Carnegie and 26 other higher edu- 
cation associations to direct and promote the 
program. 

The primary characteristic the judges con- 
sider is an extraordinary dedication to under- 
graduate teaching, which should be dem- 
onstrated by excellence in the following areas: 

Impact on and involvement with under- 
graduate students; 

Scholarly approach to teaching and learn- 
ing; 
Bontributions to under-graduate education in 
the institution, community, and profession; and 

Support from colleagues and current and 
former undergraduate students. 

Tamara Agha-Jaffar, Ph.D., has been a full 
time faculty member in the English Depart- 
ment of the Kansas City Kansas Community 
College since 1987. A graduate of the Beirut 
College for Women and the American Univer- 
sity of Beirut, with a Ph.D. in English literature 
from Washington State University, she pre- 
viously was an instructor at the University of 
North Carolina at Greensboro and Johnson 
County, Kansas, Community College. During 
the most recent academic year she has taught 
courses in composition, world mythology, in- 
troduction to women’s studies, world literature, 
and women in literature. She also has been 
active in organizations serving our community, 
including: the LULAC/USD 500 Latino Task 
Force; the Joyce Wiliams Shelter and 
Safehome, both serving battered women; the 
Kaw Valley Children’s Center; and the Metro- 
politan Organization to Counter Sexual As- 
sault. 

| am proud to represent Dr. Tamara Agha- 
Jaffar in Congress and | commend to my col- 
leagues the personal statement which she 
submitted to CASE as a part of her nomina- 
tion process for this award. | include it in the 
RECORD and | hope that all who read it will be 
as inspired by it as | was. 

PERSONAL STATEMENT OF TAMARA AGHA- 

JAFFAR 

It was some time in 1994. I was in my office 
with one of my Composition 2 students. She 
had been very distraught during class, so I 
did what I am prone to do: I invited her to 
my office to talk. I listened as this young, 
intelligent, articulate female sobbed quietly 
and blurted out her story. Her boyfriend had 
woken her up at dawn that morning, placed 
a loaded gun in her mouth, and threatened to 
pull the trigger. He had terrorized her in this 
manner for several hours before allowing her 
to leave. Then, to my utter amazement, this 
young, intelligent woman proceeded to find 
ways of blaming herself for this horrifying 
experience. My jaw dropped. 

I teach at Kansas City Kansas Community 
College, an urban college located in an eco- 
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nomically distressed community. Over 60% 
of our students are female. Many of our stu- 
dents have to contend with previous or cur- 
rent drug abuse, single parenthood, sexual 
abuse, gangs, violence, and economic hard- 
ship. I have yet to experience a semester in 
which I haven’t had at least one student in 
some sort of social, psychological, emo- 
tional, or economic crisis. But that morning 
in 1994 was different. I experienced an epiph- 
any of sorts. I realized that as an educator, 
I have a moral, social, and ethical obligation 
to do more than just offer compassion and a 
Kleenex to my students as I hear their heart- 
wrenching stories. I didn’t know what I 
could do, but I was determined to find out. 
Several months and a labyrinth of proce- 
dures and committees later, Women’s Stud- 
ies at KCKCC was born. I have been teaching 
the course since 1995. Students who success- 
fully complete it tell me it is a trans- 
formative experience. They leave the class 
armed with knowledge, voice, a greater sense 
of empowerment, and increased self-esteem. 
My immersion in the subject matter of Wom- 
en’s Studies and subsequent volunteer activi- 
ties inform my life and influence the peda- 
gogy and content of all the classes I teach. 

I include service-learning as an optional 
assignment in my Women’s Studies class. 
Because I wanted to increase my effective- 
ness as a teacher, in 1998, I embarked on my 
own extensive volunteer training program. I 
learned to respond to crisis situations at the 
Metropolitan Organization to Counter Sex- 
ual Assault, at two local shelters for bat- 
tered women, and at the Kaw Valley Chil- 
dren’s Center for abused and/or neglected 
children. My volunteer work at the battered 
women’s shelter prompted me to seek and es- 
tablish a two-year scholarship for tuition 
and books for eligible shelter residents. I 
taught survival skills classes at the shelter 
and to homeless women at a local church. 
Students in all my classes are demonstrably 
impacted when I share stories that I have 
heard through my volunteer activities. 

Student testimonials and evaluations of 
Women’s Studies reinforced what I already 
knew to be true: the empowering impact of 
its subject matter. My desire to make this 
material available to others served as the 
catalyst for initiating a new form of collabo- 
ration with an area high school. In 2002, as a 
result of my efforts, KCKCC started offering 
two women’s studies classes for college cred- 
it at the high school location. Although tui- 
tion is comparatively modest at the college, 
I knew it would be an issue for these stu- 
dents, most of whom would be the first gen- 
eration in their families to take a college 
class. So I successfully authored a grant to 
cover the cost of their tuition and books. My 
goal in this venture was fourfold: to expose 
high school students to material that is em- 
powering and immediately relevant to their 
lives; to encourage them to continue with 
their education after high school; to dem- 
onstrate that their community college fac- 
ulty care and are eager to work with them 
should they decide to pursue their education; 
and to impress upon them that they can suc- 
ceed in an institution of higher learning. 

As a faculty member at a community col- 
lege, I am called upon to perform many 
roles. Through them all, I try to impress 
upon my students the benefits, importance, 
relevance, and transformative power of a 
good education. I listen to their voices; offer 
support, encouragement, and compassion; 
provide course material that is empowering 
and relevant to their lives; and continuously 
seek new ways to extend means, access, and 
opportunity to those who have been histori- 
cally marginalized. 
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A lot has happened since that day in 1994 
when I first heard that young woman’s story. 
I have changed. The college has changed. 
And my students have changed. Over the 
years, I have seen an increase in the number 
of students in crisis. Or maybe it is because 
they seem to flock to my classes and office 
in increasing numbers. As always, I listen to 
their stories. But now I do more than just 
offer compassion and a Kleenex. I am better 
trained and better equipped to provide the 
guidance, direction, resources, encourage- 
ment, and support they need to move for- 
ward with their lives. 

As for that young woman who served as 
the catalyst for my personal and professional 
odyssey—I convinced her to phone her par- 
ents before she left my office that day and to 
tell them what had transpired. She was smil- 
ing the next time she came to class. Her fa- 
ther and older brother had helped her to 
move back home, and, with their support, 
she was pressing charges against her former 
boyfriend. 


HONORING G. WILLIAM CADDELL 
HON. THADDEUS G. McCOTTER 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. MCCOTTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to acknowledge and honor Doctor G. William 
Caddell upon his retirement after 23 years of 
service to the citizens of Oakland County, 
Michigan. 

A chiropractor by profession, Doc heeded 
the call to public service and was elected to 
the Oakland County Board of Commissioners 
in 1979. As a county commissioner Doc 
served on the Board’s Finance Committee and 
served as its chairman. 

In January of 1993, Doc was appointed 
Deputy Clerk/Register for Oakland County by 
Clerk/Register Lynn D. Allen. During his ten- 
ure as Deputy Clerk/Register, Doc supervised 
day-to-day operations and made a commit- 
ment to bring the latest technology to the of- 
fice in order to better serve the citizens of 
Oakland County. 

In 1998, Doc became the Clerk/Register of 
Deeds. The primary responsibility of this elect- 
ed office is to record, store and retrieve docu- 
ments for future use and to preserve them for 
historical purposes. Doc continued to intro- 
duce technology to enhance the efficiency and 
service of the Clerk/Register Office. Significant 
improvements include the scanning of legal 
documents so they are available to the public 
at the counter and to county prosecutors in 
their offices, thus saving significant staff time; 
the scanning of approximately two million 
birth, death and marriage records which may 
now be ordered by the public on the internet; 
the ability to apply for a passport at the county 
office, including photographs; the establish- 
ment of eRecording of land records; and the 
utilization of a geographic information system 
to accurately draw property lines. Because of 
Doc's innovation, the Oakland County Clerk/ 
Register of Deeds Office is recognized 
throughout the state as the "model" office. 

Professionally, Doc was very active with 
state organizations. He was appointed in 2003 
by Michigan Secretary of State Terri Lynn 
Land to a 30 member State Plan Advisory 
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Committee formed to address election reform 
pursuant to the federal Help America Vote Act. 
He is president of the Michigan Association of 
County Clerks. He is a past president of the 
Michigan Chiropractic Council and has served 
on the Board of Directors for the International 
Chiropractors’ Association. 

Mr. Speaker, | extend our entire commu- 
nity’s sincere appreciation and gratitude to G. 
William Caddell for his fine service to our com- 
munity and our country; and wish him, his wife 
Beverly, son Jonathan, son Geoff and daugh- 
ter-in-law Heather, and grandchildren Clinton 
Derek, Luke Jordan, and Sydney Adelaid, the 
brightest future of continued blessings the God 
Lord allows. 


a 


LEGISLATION TO PROVIDE RELIEF 
FOR NANCY P. GILBERT 


HON. MAC COLLINS 


OF GEORGIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, yesterday, | in- 
troduced private legislation to posthumously 
promote Nancy Gilbert, formerly of Marietta, 
Georgia, to the position of Supervisory Investi- 
gator at the Atlanta District Office of the 
United States Equal Employment Opportunity 
Commission. While this legislation would not 
confer any additional pay or benefits to Mrs. 
Gilbert’s family, it would rightly recognize her 
service at the EEOC and rightly recognize that 
she was worthy of a promotion for which she 
was passed over in July 2001. 

Nancy Gilbert began her career with the 
EEOC in 1979 in Memphis, Tennessee. Her 
career with the EEOC saw her ably perform in 
assignments in Washington, D.C., Miami, Flor- 
ida and Atlanta, Georgia. During her career, 
she was awarded a Masters Degree in Race 
Relations and a Bachelors Degree in Soci- 
ology. Her last assignment was in the Atlanta 
District Office of the Equal Employment Op- 
portunity Commission (“ATDO”). While in this 
office, Mrs. Gilbert served in several units in- 
volving Enforcement, Intake and Mediation. 
Her last Government service level was as a 
GS 12, Step 10. By all accounts and by her 
record of consistent promotions, Mrs. Gilbert’s 
service to the government was competent and 
admirable. 

In April 2001, the position of Supervisory In- 
vestigator, 65-13, in the АТОО became avail- 
able. Mrs. Gilbert made the decision to apply 
for this position and her name was placed on 
the Merit Promotion Referral List. After an ex- 
tremely brief and truncated interview process, 
Mrs. Gilbert was passed over for this position, 
which was awarded to another EEOC em- 
ployee. Mrs. Gilbert, believing she had been 
discriminated against on the basis of her race, 
gender and age, requested a hearing, which 
she was granted (Agency Case No. 0- 
0100067-АТ) before Administrative Judge 
Richard H. Fine on August 29 and 30, 2002. 
Judge Fine, after a thorough examination of 
the evidence, determined that Mrs. Gilbert had 
been unlawfully discriminated against when 
she was denied the promotion to the position 
of Supervisory Investigator. 

Regrettably, the EEOC, determined to use 
its own power to deny its wrongdoing, over- 
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turned Judge Fine’s well-reasoned and clearly 
delineated decision in Mrs. Gilbert’s favor. In 
so doing, the EEOC not only undermined but 
disregarded the very legal process instituted to 
protect the integrity of its employment deci- 
sions. Ironically, the very agency designed to 
ensure justice and fairness in hiring for our na- 
tion’s workforce denied justice and fairness to 
one of its very own employees—not once, but 
twice. It is difficult to imagine a fair process in 
which the loser in a legal proceeding is given 
the opportunity to unilaterally overturn the re- 
sult. However, this is the very thing the EEOC 
did in the case of Mrs. Gilbert. 

After the Judge’s decision was overturned 
by the EEOC on appeal, the last option avail- 
able to Mrs. Gilbert was to appeal this adverse 
agency decision to U.S. District Court. Sadly, 
before she could seek justice in her case in 
our federal courts, Mrs. Gilbert became ill and 
passed away earlier this year. To her credit, 
and in spite of the EEOC’s actions against 
her, Mrs. Gilbert continued her faithful service 
as an investigator, carrying out her duties on 
behalf of others. It was only when her illness 
made her unable to work that she ultimately 
retired from her position. 

In honor of Mrs. Gilbert’s faithful service to 
our country and with respect for the rule of 
law, | introduced this legislation. Mrs. Gilbert 
should be posthumously promoted to a GS- 
13, the position she deserved before her pass- 
ing. While this bill would not confer any bene- 
fits, financial or otherwise, upon her family, 
this bill would fulfill Mrs. Gilberts pursuit of 
justice that was tragically cut short by her un- 
timely passing. The agency responsible for en- 
suring equal opportunity to all Americans in 
the job market must be held to account when 
it fails to live up to that mission with its own 
employees. This legislation would do just that 
by recognizing Mrs. Gilbert with the govern- 
ment service level she deserved and bringing 
justice for Mrs. Gilbert’s family and loved ones 
who stood with her through her fight against 
discrimination. 


EE 


A SPECIAL TRIBUTE TO 
BALLREICH’S POTATO CHIPS ON 
THE OCCASION OF THEIR INCLU- 
SION IN THE GUINNESS BOOK OF 
WORLD RECORDS 


HON. PAUL E. GILLMOR 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. GILLMOR. Mr. Speaker, it is my great 
pleasure to pay special tribute to Ballreich's 
Potato Chips in Tiffin, Ohio on their inclusion 
in the Guinness Book of World Records. On 
August 8, 2003, a team of Ballreich's Potato 
Chip makers created the world's largest bag of 
potato chips, weighing in at 1,082.5 pounds. 

Ballreich's Potato Chips has been synony- 
mous with Tiffin, Ohio since its founding in 
1920. Ballreich's Chips was formed by the thir- 
teen Ballreich children and quickly grew. 
Ballreich's processes more than eight million 
pounds of potatoes into two million pounds of 
chips each year. 

To celebrate the 150th birthday of the po- 
tato chip, Ballreich's created the world's larg- 
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est potato chip bag at the 150th Ohio State 
Fair. The bag, weighing 1,082.5 pounds, 
measured 8 feet tall, 5 feet wide and 5 feet 
deep. The ingredient's used were 700 pounds 
of soybean oil, 80 pounds of salt, and of 
course, 4,250 pounds of Ohio potatoes. The 
event was recorded for the Food Network and 
aired on the "Unwrapped" show. 

Mr. Speaker, Ballreich’s was recognized by 
the Guinness Book of World Records for the 
creation of the world's largest bag of potato 
chips. However, Ballreich's does more than 
make great chips and earn world records. 
Ballreich's is a loyal employer of Tiffin citizens, 
a family owned business, and a mainstay in 
the Fifth District. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in paying tribute to Ballreich's Potato Chips for 
their recognition by the Guinness Book of 
World Records and their 84 years of service to 
the people of Tiffin, Ohio. On behalf of the 
people of the Fifth District of Ohio, | am proud 
to recognize the great achievements of 
Ballreich's Potato Chips. We wish the employ- 
ees and management of Ballreich's continued 
Success into the future. 


EE 


CELEBRATING 35-YEAR CONGRES- 
SIONAL CAREER OF THE HONOR- 
ABLE PHILIP M. CRANE OF ILLI- 
NOIS 


SPEECH OF 


HON. DONALD M. MANZULLO 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, November 17, 2004 


Mr. MANZULLO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to pay tribute to Representative PHILIP M. 
CRANE. Let me share with you remarks by 
Edwin J. Feulner, President of The Heritage 
Foundation that express his gratitude to a man 
who has given so much to Eighth District of Il- 
linois and the House of Representatives. 


Phil Crane’s Congressional colleagues will 
expand on his extraordinary 35-year record of 
legislative achievements. Others will speak 
of his unswerving commitment to sensible 
conservative economic policy based on the 
principles of limited government and fed- 
eralism. Still others will discuss his con- 
tributions to developing sound American for- 
eign and defense policy. 

For me, however, Phil Crane will be the 
Member of Congress who has—more than any 
other Member I’ve known in my forty years 
in Washington—fundamentally understood 
the power of ideas and the relationship of 
ideas to changes in the laws that govern the 
American people. 

Philip M. Crane is a man of ideas. His first 
book, published in March 1964, is entitled 
The Democrat’s Dilemma. The book jacket 
notes the influence of extremist views and 
organizations on the Democratic Party. If 
this sounds familiar to every American who 
has been awake for the last several months, 
it’s because Phil Crane’s message is as time- 
ly today, for the 2004 election, as it was then, 
for the 1964 election. 

In the foreword to The Democrat’s Di- 
lemma, Jameson G. Campaigne, the then- 
editor of the Indianapolis Star, wrote, ‘‘Rev- 
olutions are normally organized and engi- 
neered by small groups of men and women.”’ 
Phil’s book is an insightful account of how a 
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small band of dedicated souls changed the 
world. While Phil recounts in fascinating de- 
tail the growing influence of the Fabian So- 
cialists on the Democratic Party, even 
then—in 1964—Mr. Campaigne noted in his 
foreword that the Fabians were seeing ‘‘their 
power threatened by a smaller, but equally 
aggressive and growing, group of conserv- 
atives." 

I first met Phil Crane in the summer of 
1964 at an Intercollegiate Studies Institute 
summer school at Lake Forest College in П- 
linois. Phil was a graduate of Hillsdale Col- 
lege, an Army Veteran, and a bright young 
professor of history at Bradley University in 
Peoria, having recently received his Ph.D. 
from Indiana University where “115 aca- 
demic record had never been excelled.” 

Ever the teacher, for more than forty 
years, on America’s college and university 
campuses, and in his committees, on the 
Floor of the House of Representatives, and 
before countless audiences around the Na- 
tion, a singular leader of that ‘‘aggressive 
and growing group of conservatives" has 
been Phil Crane. 

Looking back on the period since the Gold- 
water/Johnson election in 1964, the conclu- 
sion is inescapable that Phil Crane’s intel- 
lectual and political leadership has been cru- 
cial to the rise of conservative ideas in this 
country, and that his dedication to our 
shared ideas of freedom and free enterprise, 
limited government, traditional values and a 
strong national defense has truly changed 
the world. 

From the day in December 1969, shortly 
after he won the special election to succeed 
Don Rumsfeld, in the old 12th District, when 
he asked me to be one of the first employees 
on his Congressional staff, I have witnessed 
Phil lead his colleagues in legislative bat- 
tles. Some of them have been successful, 
even if forgotten, like eliminating the New 
Deal prohibition on the individual citizen’s 
right to own gold. 

Others were successful in their own right, 
and led to much bigger things later on, like 
stopping President Nixon’s so-called ‘‘family 
assistance plan’’, which led to the eventual 
overhaul of our whole federal welfare sys- 
tem. 

Still others were, shall we say, ‘‘ahead of 
their time," like his efforts to prohibit fed- 
eral operating subsidies for mass transit, and 
to repeal the private express statutes. 

But there was always one thing that his 
legislative initiatives, like his speeches, and 
his participation in floor debates had in com- 
mon: they were always based on solid con- 
servative principles. 

Phil Crane has always known that with a 
principled position and a determination to 
focus his efforts, he could make a difference. 

Building unlikely coalitions ranging across 
the political spectrum in a bipartisan way, 
Phil broke down barriers and created new al- 
liances to expand the free society. 

His early leadership role in the founding of 
the Republican Study Committee as a voice 
for the majority viewpoint within the then 
minority and, for the last ten years, major- 
ity party, is recounted today in political 
science textbooks. 

Undergirding Phil’s legislative achieve- 
ments and his House procedural and struc- 
tural reforms was his fundamental under- 
standing that ideas have consequences. 

His understanding of the Founding Fathers 
and the system they so carefully designed re- 
sulted in the publication of his second book, 
which still should be a primer for conserv- 
atives interested in the basic principles of 
our system, The Sum of Good Government. 
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Ahead of his time as a conservative idea 
leader, Phil wrote in that book, ‘‘Once people 
are willing to admit the possibility of alter- 
natives, the battle is more than half won and 
the time for refinements of a ‘conservative 
reform platform’ will be at һала.” 

Phil, your work has been critical in find- 
ing, endorsing, and fighting for the possi- 
bility of those conservative alternatives. 

Because of you, those conservative ideas 
are now the mainstream of the American po- 
litical debate. 

And because of you, and your trail-blazing 
leadership, the future is bright for conserv- 
ative ideas in America. 

As you retire, and as a self-appointed 
spokesman for all of those who have had the 
honor of serving on your staff over the last 
35 years, we salute you, we always will ad- 
mire you, and we look forward to continuing 
to work together with you to advance our 
ideas in the years ahead. 


Ee 


CONGRATULATING PROFESSOR 
BRIAN COPPOLA 


HON. JOHN D. DINGELL 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate and pay tribute to University of 
Michigan Professor Brian Coppola on his se- 
lection as the 2004 Michigan Professor of the 
Year. Professor Coppola was chosen for his 
dedication to teaching and commitment to his 
students. 

The Professors of the Year Award Program 
was created in 1981 to increase awareness of 
the importance of undergraduate instruction at 
all types of higher education institutions. The 
program rewards outstanding professors for 
their devotion to higher education. They seek 
excellence in their recipients not only in their 
involvement and interest in students, but also 
in their contribution to the academic commu- 
nity. Professor Coppola demonstrates an in- 
credible involvement with his students, as well 
as using his innovative teaching techniques to 
contribute to the university and the teaching 
profession as a whole. 

Professor Coppola contributes іттеаѕ- 
urably to both the University of Michigan and 
to and to the field of teaching and learning 
through his commitment to students and 
teaching. In his classes he strives for a more 
involved role for students—instead of a tradi- 
tional lecture format he encourages student-to- 
student learning—forcing students to under- 
stand and apply what they have heard and 
read. He has researched his innovative meth- 
od of teaching, and has found that 80 percent 
of the students in his classes who have been 
critiquing their peers and thinking on their own 
develop analytical abilities comparable to sec- 
ond and third-year graduate students. This 
number is in contrast to 10 percent of students 
in a traditional lecture course. Through his 
unique and involved focus on individual stu- 
dents, he challenges undergraduates to ex- 
press ideas clearly and apply them to case 
studies, thus helping them to develop skills 
that will help them throughout their future ca- 
reers. 

Professor Coppola has extended his ideas 
to the academic community as a whole. He 
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has published 83 articles on teaching and 
learning, making his findings available to col- 
leagues across the country. He supplements 
his written findings with numerous lectures, 
both as an invited speaker and by organizing 
his own education symposia. In addition to his 
impressive publication record, he has been in- 
volved with 38 successfully funded external 
grants related to teaching that total over $8.5 
million. These grants have allowed him to con- 
tinue building on his research while teaching 
various undergraduate courses, ranging from 
large introduction classes to smaller, studio 
format, groups of students. 

Professor Coppola is highly esteemed not 
only at the University of Michigan, but in the 
larger academic community. His work in the 
field of teaching and learning should be ap- 
plauded. Mr. Speaker, | ask that all of my col- 
leagues join me in congratulating Professor 
Coppola for his accomplishments апа his 
dedication to the future of this great Nation. 


— HE — 


PREVENTION OF AND RESPONSE 
TO SEXUAL ASSAULT AND DO- 
MESTIC VIOLENCE IN THE MILI- 
TARY ACT 


HON. LOUISE McINTOSH SLAUGHTER 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, | have in- 
troduced the Prevention of and Response to 
Sexual Assault and Domestic Violence in the 
Military Act. This bill will address the ongoing 
problem of violence against women in our 
U.S. Armed Forces. There have been at least 
261 reported cases of sexual assault in cur- 
rent operations in Iraq, Kuwait, Afghanistan 
and Bahrain between August 2002 and No- 
vember 2004, as well as at least 27 cases of 
sexual assault prior to deployment. My legisla- 
tion will help address this issue by improving 
prevention programs, enhancing victim treat- 
ment services and changing the Uniform Code 
of Military Justice to more effectively deal with 
perpetrators of these crimes. 

For too long, the problem of sexual assault 
in the military has been brushed under the 
rug. Women and men who report sexual as- 
sault are often ignored or demoted, while per- 
petrators go unpunished—or are even pro- 
moted. We cannot continue to tolerate this cul- 
ture of abuse, which has destroyed lives, ca- 
reers and families. A soldier's job is perilous 
enough—how can they serve with a criminal in 
their own ranks? 

My bill seeks to transform the process used 
by the military to handle abuse of its own sol- 
diers. It will make important changes to the 
Uniform Code of Military Justice to make cer- 
tain that those who commit crimes are dealt 
with swiftly and harshly. The legislation will en- 
sure that victims are protected and have ac- 
cess to both physical and mental treatment 
and care. We must change entirely the culture 
that permits this kind of abuse to occur. It is 
my hope that this bill is a first step in that di- 
rection. 

This legislation updates and revises the Uni- 
form Code of Military Justice to incorporate 
Federal statues addressing sexual assault, do- 
mestic violence, family violence and stalking. 
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The definition of sexual assault is expanded to 
include a wider range of sexual misconduct. 
The bill also closes loopholes in Federal law 
relative to interstate domestic violence and en- 
forcement of protection orders. 


Moreover, the bill establishes two senior ex- 
ecutive level offices, Director of Special Inves- 
tigations and Office of the Victims’ Advocate. 
The Director of Special Investigations would 
support timely and appropriate investigations 
of sexual assault, domestic violence, family vi- 
olence and stalking and would implement and 
support Sexual Assault Response Teams 
(SARTs) and Domestic Violence Response 
Teams (DVRTs). The Office of the Victim Ad- 
vocate would improve access to services for 
victims and survivors. 


Under this legislation, services and treat- 
ment for victims of sexual assault, domestic vi- 
olence and stalking will be enhanced and 
made more widely available. Such services 
would be expanded within the Department of 
Defense and Department of Veterans’ Affairs 
to include health care response teams, com- 
munity health centers, additional sexual trau- 
ma counseling centers to furnish both inpatient 
and outpatient services, and services for re- 
servists victimized by sexual assault or do- 
mestic violence. The proposal would also enti- 
tle a servicemember to extended emergency 
leave in order to seek medical treatment, ob- 
tain psychological counseling or victim serv- 
ices, and participate in safety planning as a 
result of sexual or domestic violence. 


My bill will also enhance the rights of victims 
to safety and justice. It will better protect a vic- 
tims’ privacy, including communication be- 
tween a victim and her advocate. It will also 
provide restitution to victims. 


As co-chair of the Congressional Caucus for 
Women’s Issues, | have been helping to lead 
the charge to end sexual assault in the mili- 
tary. For example, last March, | chaired a 
hearing at which Jennifer Machmer, an Army 
captain from Buffalo who was assaulted in Ku- 
wait, testified before Women’s Caucus mem- 
bers. | also offered a successful amendment 
to the FY 05 National Defense Authorization 
bill that codifies many of the recommendations 
made the Department of Defense Task Force 
on Care for Victims of Sexual Assault. 


This bill encompasses а comprehensive 
framework to deal with all aspects of violence 
against women in the military. It represents 
the continuation of an ongoing dialogue be- 
tween legislators, the Pentagon, victims and 
the advocacy community to address these 
issues. 


On Veteran’s Day last week, we honored 
and commemorated all of the brave women 
and men who have so valiantly served our Na- 
tion within our U.S. Armed Forces—both in the 
past, as well as those who continue to serve 
our country today. We must do everything that 
we can to ensure the safety and well-being of 
all of our U.S. servicemembers. | urge my col- 
leagues to support this important initiative. 
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IN MEMORY OF JANE EVELYN 
MITCHELL 


HON. MICHAEL N. CASTLE 


OF DELAWARE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor and pay tribute to the life of Mrs. Jane 
Evelyn Mitchell, who passed away on Satur- 
day, November 13, 2004, at her home in Wil- 
mington, Delaware. 

Jane Mitchell led an exemplary life, which 
she devoted to her husband, her family, and 
our community. Jane was a trailblazer in the 
health care industry in Delaware, breaking 
through the racial barriers that permeated 
many industries throughout her lifetime. Earn- 
ing her nursing degree from the University of 
Delaware, Jane became the first African- 
American registered nurse in our State. In 
1969, Jane also became the first African- 
American to be named Delaware’s nursing di- 
rector. She served as president of the state 
Board of Nursing and as vice president of the 
Delaware Nurses Association. Jane’s dedica- 
tion to providing her patients with compas- 
sionate service and her refusal to be stifled by 
the day’s racial prejudices, enabled her to 
forge a new path for minority women. Jane 
opened the door for thousands of young Afri- 
can American women, many of whom provide 
an immeasurable benefit to our State through 
their service in the health care industry today. 

Jane’s service to her fellow citizens knew no 
limitations. She was a dedicated partner to her 
husband of 61 years, Littleton “Lit” Mitchell, in 
the fight to provide equality for every indi- 
vidual. She was the recipient of numerous 
honors and awards, but if you were to ask her, 
| am sure she would say that the true meas- 
ure of her success can not be found on 
plaques, certificates, or even building facades, 
but on the face of the people whose lives she 
has touched in some way. 

Mr. Speaker, it is not often that | have the 
opportunity to honor the life of a true humani- 
tarian and force for social change. Jane Eve- 
lyn Mitchell’s devotion to her fellow citizens 
was truly amazing, and she deserves our ut- 
most respect, and appreciation. 


— MR —— 


CONROE, TEXAS CENTENNIAL 
CELEBRATION 


HON. KEVIN BRADY 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to honor and congratulate the city and 
people of Conroe, Texas, as they celebrate 
their centennial anniversary. Home to more 
than 43,000 Texans, Conroe is a vibrant city 
that embodies the rich heritage familiar to so 
many pioneer Texas towns. 

From Isaac Conroe's first view of the acres 
of lush forests that berthed a thriving sawmill 
and train stop to the discovery of oil by 
George Strake that increased the population 
of the city five times over in just five weeks, 
every generation has faced its joys and chal- 
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lenges. The fortitude of Conroe's citizens and 
their leaders has always proven up to the 
task. 

This fortitude is perfectly illustrated in the 
city's response after fires ravaged the fledgling 
downtown. A fire in 1901 badly burned the 
business district of the city. The community 
immediately rebuilt. Another fire in 1911 lev- 
eled the same district. This time—as if to dare 
the fire to try one more time—the people of 
Conroe rebuilt with brick. 

The citizens of this community have also 
proven their willingness to help a neighbor or 
stranger. During the oil strike of the early 
1930's, thousands of able bodied men de- 
scended on Conroe looking for work and a 
way to escape the Great Depression. Lifetime 
Conroe resident Edith Clanton remembers her 
mother renting out every room in their home to 
strangers desperate for a place to live. 

Today, another generation of business own- 
ers, school teachers, community leaders and 
families are making their home in Conroe. 
Today, as this city surveys the last hundred 
years with well deserved pride it will also con- 
sider what the future has in store. 

Mayor J.F. Collier, the first Mayor of Con- 
roe, saw electricity come to Conroe. Today's 
Mayor Tommy  Metcalf is witnessing the 
spread of another type of current running 
through this city. New technology, thriving new 
businesses, residential developments that are 
the envy of the nation, academically out- 
standing schools, and a deep respect for the 
diversity and needs of the entire community 
are all a part of this new current. They all play 
a key part in keeping Conroe healthy and 
strong for the future. 

Many more bright years are ahead for Con- 
roe. The history of this city reminds us that 
great things—great cities—start with every day 
people who live their lives one day at a time, 
determined to leave things better than how 
they found them. 

Mr. Speaker, our nation's hometowns like 
Conroe, Texas, are what make America 
strong. It is an honor to represent this commu- 
nity in the U.S. House of Representatives and 
| urge you to join me in congratulating the City 
of Conroe, Texas, on their 100th anniversary. 


—— — 


IN RECOGNITION OF HARRIS LEVY 
FINE LINENS ON THE OCCASION 
OF ITS 110TH ANNIVERSARY 


HON. CAROLYN B. MALONEY 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise to ac- 
knowledge the achievements of Harris Levy 
Fine Linens, a business in the Lower East 
Side neighborhood of Manhattan. Harris Levy 
has flourished since its modest beginnings 
110 years ago. At a time when many small 
businesses struggle to compete with fran- 
chises and larger companies, Harris Levy has 
thrived by inspiring the trust of its customers. 

Harris Levy Fine Linens began in 1894 
when Harris and Ester Levy started selling 
tapestries and yard goods from a rented push- 
cart. Five years later, they were able to move 
their business to a nearby basement and in 
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1930, they finally purchased a lot at 278 
Grand Street, where their store is presently lo- 
cated. 

Early in its history, Harris Levy established 
itself as a pioneer—at a time when most 
stores relied on importers or wholesale sup- 
pliers, it chose to import its own goods. In 
those days, Harris Levy would sell its imported 
bed, bath and table linens at cost and derive 
its profits from the sale of the wooden crate in 
which the fabrics were shipped. 

Today, Harris Levy’s fourth-generation own- 
ers continue to adhere to the core values with 
which Harris Levy started his business more 
than a century ago. The company insists on 
setting reasonable prices for its goods, striving 
not only to make a profit, but to maintain its 
customer base and supplier networks, as well. 
Harris Levy’s owners also take great pride in 
the dedication of their employees, all of whom 
have been with the company for more than fif- 
teen years. 

Mr. Speaker, | respectfully request that my 
distinguished colleagues join me in paying trib- 
ute to this outstanding family-run business, 
which has established itself as an integral part 
of the Lower East Side neighborhood. | wish 
Harris Levy’s owners and longtime employees 
many more years of success. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING TIMOTHY HUEBNER 
OF RHODES COLLEGE 2004 TEN- 
NESSEE PROFESSOR OF THE 
YEAR 


HON. HAROLD Е. FORD, JR. 


OF TENNESSEE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. FORD. Mr. Speaker, | rise to recognize 
Timothy Huebner of Memphis as he is named 
2004 Tennessee Professor of the Year by the 
Council for Advancement and Support of Edu- 
cation (CASE) and the Carnegie Foundation 
for the Advancement of Teaching. 

A hands-on historian with varied experi- 
ences and an abiding devotion to his profes- 
sion, Professor Huebner has rendered distin- 
guished service as a book review editor for 
the American Journal of Legal History, an ad- 
visory board member for Tennessee's history 
online discussion list, and as a Co-editor for 
Studies in the Legal History of the South Se- 
ries; however, Huebners tenure as a Pro- 
fessor of History at Rhodes College (a position 
he has held since 1995) is his defining posi- 
tion. 

With an intellectual curiosity fed by research 
and a passion for helping students make com- 
plex issues clear, Professor Huebner has 
worked to find a balance between teaching 
and research. During his tenure at Rhodes 
College, Mr. Huebner has found that balance 
by devoting time to helping students write sub- 
stantive research papers, supervising honors 
research papers, and more recently, serving 
as Founder and Director of the Rhodes Insti- 
tute for Regional Studies. The Rhodes Insti- 
tute is an innovative, interdisciplinary summer 
program that engages top undergraduates in 
research in the Memphis and Mississippi Delta 
region. 

The Rhodes Institute brings a select group 
of students and faculty together for eight 
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weeks: two weeks in a faculty-designed sem- 
inar on regional studies; five weeks engaged 
in independent research, interspersed with 
weekly individual and group meetings; one 
final week presenting their work. Under the su- 
pervision of a faculty mentor, each student 
produces an 8,000-10,000 word research 
paper that is published and distributed to the 
local community. This Institute and Professor 
Huebner's efforts have put Rhodes College on 
the map as a research institution and con- 
nected students to the Memphis community. 

Huebners selection as Tennessee Pro- 
fessor of the Year further highlights a career 
of service to his students, Rhodes College, 
and the Memphis community. Professor 
Huebner's more noteworthy accomplishments 
include his initiation into Omicron Delta Kappa 
in 2004, the recognition of the Rhodes Insti- 
tute's website by the Council of Independent 
Colleges in 2003, his initiation into Phi Beta 
Kappa in 1988, his publication of eight articles 
and book chapters in scholarly publications, 
his fifty-five essays in encyclopedias and ref- 
erence volumes, his twenty-five book reviews, 
and ten scholarly paper presentations at іп- 
vited academic lectures. 

For the good work he has had in the lives 
of countless youth, Mr. Speaker, | would ask 
that you join me in honoring my friend and a 
friend to higher education, Mr. Timothy 
Huebner. 
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ON THE HORIZON: WORKERS’ 
BENEFITS BEING ROBBED 


HON. NICK J. КАНАП, II 


OF WEST VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, | have always 
believed that, in America, hard work leads to 
reward. | grew up in a family that inspired me 
by example to work hard, to be fair, and to be 
loyal. They are values worth instilling in future 
generations. They are concepts that, | believe, 
set our Nation apart and above the rest of the 
world. 

Increasingly, however, these American 
ideals are being swept aside in the corporate 
chase for the almighty dollar, and it does not 
bode well for the future of our country. 

In recent months, the media in my State 
have been running stories about a series of 
court cases concerning Horizon Natural Re- 
sources—the Nation’s fourth largest coal com- 
pany. The once robust company was ailing fi- 
nancially and it was seeking protection 
through the bankruptcy codes. It is the kind of 
story that might normally engender sympathy. 
But how this company went about trying to 
protect itself wipes away any semblance of 

ity. 

Р Honzoh went after its employees, current 
and past. It went after their benefits, including 
their health care. In a cold and callous act, 
Horizon Natural Resources went to court and 
asked a judge to allow it to abandon its obliga- 
tions to those men and women who had la- 
bored long and hard in the mines and coal- 
processing facilities to earn an honest living 
for themselves and the boys in suits. 

In a final, appalling decision in September, 
a federal judge gave the "all clear" to Horizon 
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to use bankruptcy loopholes to turn its back 
on its workers. Armed with that decision, Hori- 
zon took years of the hard work and the loy- 
alty of thousands of employees and their fami- 
lies and heartlessly tossed it all out the court- 
room window. 

As a result, Horizon's mines and coal-proc- 
essing facilities are enabled to continue to op- 
erate under new names, but its employees 
and retirees have suffered egregious losses, 
including, for some, the loss of their promised 
health care. 

Such court decisions, to my mind, do not 
even vaguely resemble justice. They make a 
mockery of the word. Moreover, they thwart 
the intent of Congress when enacting the Coal 
Act which was supposed to guarantee those 
health care benefits. 

As a result of its courtroom victories, Hori- 
zon is not only permitted to chuck its obliga- 
tions to ensure certain benefits for its own em- 
ployees, it is able to dump its liabilities on al- 
ready financially strained benefit plans that 
provide for thousands of other retirees and 
their beneficiaries. Benefit plans, | might add, 
that are largely being financed by other coal 
companies. 

As such, the Horizon “bankruptcy” decision 
resulted in several bad decisions that may 
have long-term, far-reaching implications for 
benefits and employer obligations under the 
Coal Act, including the level of benefits that 
are required to be provided. In handing down 
such a poorly considered decision, one federal 
judge set off a domino effect that will also cost 
numerous companies that are playing by the 
rules. 

This is exactly the type of egregious cor- 
porate behavior the Coal Act sought to ad- 
dress. It is wrong. It goes against the Amer- 
ican grain. It turns on its head the ideals of 
hard work and loyalty and fairness. 

This series of court decisions cannot be al- 
lowed to stand. In response, today |, along 
with West Virginia Senator JAY ROCKEFELLER, 
are introducing legislation to seek a remedy to 
this situation. Our bill will make clear that the 
benefits and obligations mandated by the Coal 
Act cannot be modified by the bankruptcy 
courts. It will prevent other companies from at- 
tempting to skirt the Coal Act through bank- 
ruptcy, and help to provide more stability to al- 
ready over-burdened benefit plans and those 
families who depend on them. 

Moreover, our bill will send a message that 
financial bankruptcy is not an excuse for moral 
bankruptcy, and that loyalty and hard work are 
worthy ideals still valued in America today. 


ES 


RECOGNIZING CITIZENS OF OTIS, 
KANSAS 


HON. JERRY MORAN 


OF KANSAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. MORAN of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize the selfless efforts of the 
citizens of Otis, Kansas in their work to keep 
ambulance service available to their commu- 
nity. 

A little more than two months ago, this com- 
munity’s emergency medical service was іп 
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danger of closing due to a lack of emergency 
medical technicians. After more than 30 years, 
Otis and the surrounding area was looking at 
the unfortunate reality of having no local am- 
bulance service. This loss could have been 
devastating to this community of 325 people. 
The response time for an ambulance run in 
Otis is five to eight minutes. Ambulance ге- 
sponse time from the next closest community, 
which is 15 miles away, would have been a 
minimum of 20 minutes. In rural America, hav- 
ing access to local ambulance service can 
mean the difference between life and death. 


Fortunately, six individuals saw the effect 
this would have on their community and 
stepped forward to help. These individuals are 
taking EMT training and will volunteer their 
time to keep the Otis EMS alive. After seeing 
the outpouring of support, two other former 
volunteers also agreed to return to the service. 
In addition, two new volunteers—a registered 
nurse and an EMT—have made themselves 
available to go on ambulance runs when 
needed. 

Because of the following individuals, the 
Otis EMS will remain open: Bruce Adamson; 
Mary Adamson; Jerry Dirks; Marsha Hinds; 
Mike Sharkey; Tara Stieben; Mike Bahr; Teri 
Bahr; Mark Brack; Candace Demory; Margaret 
Gary; Shane Konzem; Shayla Koochel; Vir- 
ginia Landers; Karen Maier; Roger Mohr; Rob- 
ert Newton; Eric Royer; Everett Royer; Ellen 
Schriner; Kent Schriner; James Sheldon; 
Bruce Swob; Mandy Urban; Don Weide. 

Thanks to their team effort, this close-knit 
community will continue to have that lifeline to 
the health care services they need. Everett 
Royer, a current EMS volunteer, noted, “it 
gives us a little bit of hope.” 

All across the state of Kansas are stories 
just like this one. Of neighbors helping neigh- 
bors, not because they have to, but because 
they want to. Because it’s. the right thing to 
do. Their efforts deserve our support and rec- 
ognition. 

Citizens throughout the First Congressional 
District of Kansas are working together to en- 
hance the quality of life in their communities. 
Preservation of the Otis EMS is a success 
story that gives all of us in rural America “а lit- 
tle bit of hope." 


Án 


FLEET RESERVE ASSOCIATION 
CELEBRATES ITS 80TH ANNIVER- 
SARY 


HON. WALTER В. JONES 


OF NORTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, 
November 11, 2004 marked the 80th anniver- 
sary of the Fleet Reserve Association whose 
original charter was issued on that date in 
1924 at Philadelphia, PA. Known by the acro- 
nym, FRA, the association is the oldest and 
largest professional military organization rep- 
resenting men and women serving in or retired 
from the U.S. Navy, Marine Corps and Coast 
Guard. 

FRA grew out of a need for an organization 
to safeguard sailors rights and benefits. The 
idea for organizing such an association 
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stemmed from the earlier action of a small 
group of enlisted men, who pooled their mon- 
ies in 1919, to send two senior enlisted Navy 
chiefs from their ranks to Washington, DC to 
represent their viewpoint on pay legislation 
then under consideration in the U.S. Con- 
gress. The result of their testimony was a sub- 
stantial enlisted pay increase the following 
year. These two pioneers were the first en- 
listed persons ever to testify before a congres- 
sional committee. 

The Fleet Reserve Association derived its 
name from a program, the Fleet Naval Re- 
serve, established by the Navy to separate 
sailors who had at least 16 or more years of 
active enlisted service but less than 30 for re- 
tirement purposes. Sailors could return to civil- 
ian life, receive retainer pay (in lieu of retire- 
ment pay), and be subject to immediate recall 
to active duty by the Secretary of the Navy 
until their combined service equaled 30 years. 

FRA originally was formed in 1922. Its first 
successful endeavor occurred in 1923 when 
Congress overruled an unfavorable and in- 
equitable judgment by the Comptroller General 
of the United States. The CG's decision had 
rejected the eligibility of certain enlisted per- 
sonnel who had already transferred to the 
Fleet Naval Reserve and settled in the civilian 
community. The CG ruled that those holding 
commissions in WWI could not count their 
wartime commissioned or warrant service to 
qualify for transfer to the Fleet Naval Reserve. 
The FRA effort saved any number of enlisted 
sailors from returning to active duty to make 
up time served in the commissioned ranks. 

Since its inception, FRA has produced an 
enviable record of representing enlisted men 
and women of the Sea Services. In the 1930s, 
the Association authored two legislative pro- 
posals that were signed into law by then- 
President Herbert Hoover. One law banished 
a requirement that Fleet Reservists and other 
enlisted retirees pay 75 cents for rations while 
hospitalized in government treatment facilities. 
The other authorized the payment of death 
gratuities to the estate of Fleet Reservists who 
perished while recalled to active duty. In 1937, 
an FRA proposal to authorize commissary 
privileges to military widows was enacted into 
law by President Franklin D. Roosevelt. Two 
years later, FRA's efforts to restore reenlist- 
ment allowances (bonuses) succeed when the 
President signed the legislation into law. 

For the next five decades FRA racked up 
success after legislative success on behalf of 
its members and others, including all uni- 
formed personnel of the armed services. Its 
"Hospital Rights" study led to the creation of 
the Civilian Health Program of the Uniformed 
Services (CHAMPUS) in 1966. Almost imme- 
diately thereafter, the Association financed a 
study of the military's survivor benefit program. 
The result of the study, entitled "Widow's Eq- 
uity,” led Congress to the 1972 adoption of 
the Uniformed Services Survivor Benefit Pro- 
gram (USSBP). 

In the late 1970s and early 1990s FRA con- 
centrated on protecting the rights of its mem- 
bership. Much of its work was devoted to pre- 
serving the status quo for many of the benefits 
available to military personnel. FRA shared a 
major role in defeating an overhaul of the uni- 
formed services retirement system and the 
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proposed unionization of the armed forces. It 
targeted the defeat of a proposed plan to 
phase out funding for military commissaries, 
petitioned Congress not to adopt the former 
Spouses' protection act, and joined as a 
founding member of The Military Coalition 
leading to the repeal of the reductions in cost 
of living adjustments (COLA) for military retires 
and their survivors. 


FRA published a pay study in 1999 that led 
to a major victory in obtaining targeted pay 
hikes for mid-grade enlisted personnel in 
2001. It also authored the first legislation intro- 
duced that eventually led to the repeal of the 
1986 military retirement system (REDUX), and 
urged the Navy to authorize sea pay for junior 
enlisted personnel. 


In addition to its award-winning legislative 
advocacy work, the Association encourages 
participation in community activities wherever 
its 300-plus branches are located throughout 
the United States and overseas. FRA also 
conducts an annual scholarship program and 
awarded nearly $90,000 to deserving students 
in 2004. Its Americanism Essay Contest is 
highly successful awarding more than $75,000 
to students each year. The Association also 
generously supports a number of recognition 
awards for outstanding uniformed personnel of 
the Navy, Marine Corps and Coast Guard. 
The Association is recognized by the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs as a veterans' serv- 
ice organization, and employs a full time Vet- 
erans Service Officer who has the authority to 
assist any veteran in filing a claim or rep- 
resenting them before the Board of Veterans 
Appeals. 


Mr. Speaker, | am pleased to have been a 
part of the Association's efforts to serve the 
men and women of the Navy, Marine Corps 
and Coast Guard. At the Association's request 
| introduced the first proposal in the House to 
repeal the militarys REDUX retirement pro- 
gram, to provide a targeted pay increase for 
mid-career enlisted personnel, and an amend- 
ment to the Coast Guard authorization bill to 
authorize the Commandant of the Coast 
Guard to speak his mind before members of 
Congress in the same manner as that of the 
other service chiefs; all of which have been 
enacted in law. There are others issues re- 
lated to both military personnel and veterans 
that FRA and | will continue to work, most of 
which | plan to sponsor again in the 109th 
Congress. 


Mr. Speaker, | commend the Fleet Reserve 
Association for its eight decades of rep- 
resenting our men and women of the Navy, 
Marine Corps and Coast Guard. May its suc- 
cess in effectively serving active duty, reserve, 
and retired enlisted personnel, as well as 
those in the commissioned ranks, sustain the 
FRA through many more years of loyalty, pro- 
tection, and service—not only to its members 
but to the U.S. Navy, the Marine Corps, the 
Coast Guard and the United States of Amer- 
ica. 
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ON THE SUCCESS OF THE X-43A 


HON. WILLIAM M. THOMAS 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate the men and women of the Na- 
tional Aeronautics and Space Administration’s 
Dryden Flight Research Center and Langley 
Research Center for the record-breaking flight 
of the X—43A research vehicle on November 
16, 2004. During the flight, the scramjet-pow- 
ered X—43A flew successfully at record speed 
approaching Mach 10, almost ten times the 
speed of sound, as it raced across the sky 
above the Pacific Ocean. The Dryden Flight 
Research Center at Edwards Air Force Base, 
where the mission originated, is in my district. 
Earlier this year | visited Dryden and met with 
the men and women involved in the program 
and | share their excitement about this suc- 
cessful flight. 


Supersonic combustion ramjets, or 
scramjets, offer safer and more affordable op- 
tions for high-speed flights, as well as more 
airplane-like operations, than traditional rocket 
powered vehicles. Much of the information sci- 
entists have about scramjets has come from 
computer-generated models. The goal of this 
program was to provide actual flight data for a 
scramjet engine. 


This was the third and final flight of NASA’s 
Hyper-X Program to explore alternative power 
sources for space access vehicles. It was also 
the fastest flight, breaking the record of the 
second flight, which reached speeds near 
Mach 7. The Guinness Book of World Records 
named the X—43A the fastest air-breathing air- 
craft when it reached speeds of over 5,000 
MPH during the March 27, 2004 flight. Only 
eight months later, the Guinness World 
Record book needs revising already; the Х- 
АЗА is still the fastest, but now it has flown al- 
most 7,000 MPH. 


Тһе Х-4ЗА took off from Edwards attached 
to a В-52 bomber. This was the last research 
flight for the В-52, which has been used suc- 
cessfully for many historic research efforts at 
Dryden. At around 2:30 PM local time, the Х- 
43A detached from its booster at 110,000 feet 
to fly on its own. The 12-foot long vehicle 
streaked through the sky, reaching speeds of 
Mach 9.8. After its short flight, the Х-4ЗА 
splashed into the Pacific Ocean, triumphantly 
completing the eight-year program. 


The $230 million Hyper-X program pushed 
the envelope, as no air-breathing scramjet en- 
gine had been previously flown at hypersonic 
speeds, but the rewards are evident. The im- 
portant discoveries made by these flights will 
lead to advances in both space exploration 
and commercial aviation. We all honor the 
success of the program and encourage more 
research into this valuable technology. It is 
vital that the first ‘A’ in NASA—Aeronautics— 
remain a strong and vibrant part of the 
agency. 


EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 
TRIBUTE TO SCOTT EWBANK 


HON. ZOE LOFGREN 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, today | rise in 
memory of Scott Ewbank to recognize his life- 
long achievements and indisputable legacy as 
a respected San Jose lawyer and longtime 
member of Santa Clara County’s Juvenile Jus- 
tice Commission. 

Scott Ewbank was born on August 15, 1947 
in Sunnyvale, California. Scott attended Stan- 
ford University, where he received his bach- 
elor's degree in political science in 1969. After 
college, he volunteered for two years with 
International Volunteer Services (IVS), a non- 
profit group that at the time helped central 
Vietnam's highland tribes develop new agricul- 
tural practices. While there, he learned Viet- 
namese and in the mid—1990s served on the 
IVS board of directors. 

After his return from Vietnam, Scott at- 
tended the University of Michigan law school, 
and received his law degree in 1975. He also 
received a master's degree in Southeast Asian 
studies in 1990 from the same university. 

Scott began his solo criminal law practice in 
San Jose in 1976. He was a tough fighter who 
believed in his young clients, many of them 
charged with felonies. 

Outside of the courtroom, Scott was a vol- 
unteer mentor to youths. He joined Volunteers 
in Parole, a non-profit group that helps juve- 
nile delinquents by pairing them with adult 
mentors. He also volunteered as an adult 
chaperon with the Boy Scouts. Scott helped 
out those in his own neighborhood. He spoke 
up against the proliferation of all kinds of 
group homes and questioned the city's land 
use ordinances as they pertained to potential 
development nearby. 

It was on Saturday, November 6, 2004 that 
Scott Ewbank died of apparent heart attack 
while hiking with a Boy Scout troop in Mon- 
terey County. He was 57 years old. 

Scott Ewbank is survived by his wife Susan 
Hart, and his children, Jack and Anne, all of 
San Jose; his mother Lois Ewbank of Sunny- 
vale; and his brothers, Gary of Sacramento 
and Brian of Fresno. 

Mr. Speaker, today we mourn the loss of a 
role model and a constant inspiration. Scott 
Ewbank's heroic service to our community and 
guidance to individuals inspired many to go 
beyond their expectations and, as a result, 
contribute to the betterment of our beautiful 
and diverse community in Santa Clara County. 
Scott was a true hero, in every word and ac- 
tion. He was also my friend and neighbor. 


HONORING LINDA SHOEMAKER 
HON. MARK UDALL 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, November 18, 2004 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to honor Linda Shoemaker, an excep- 
tional community leader in my district. 

Throughout her life, Linda has worked to im- 
prove the community in which she resides and 
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to help those less fortunate than herself. In 
2000, Linda and her husband, Steve, founded 
the Brett Family Foundation in Boulder, Colo- 
rado. The purpose of this foundation is to pro- 
mote local nonprofits and policy initiatives that 
help disadvantaged youth around the state of 
Colorado. In 2001, Linda started the Bell Pol- 
icy Center, a nonprofit organization which 
uses research to construct and promote public 
policy that focuses on the needs of working 
adults and families in Colorado. 

Linda’s accomplishments are vast. In addi- 
tion to taking on numerous leadership posi- 
tions over the years, including becoming a 
Board Member and Sponsor of the | Have A 
Dream Foundation, where she worked to pro- 
vide scholarships to students who would oth- 
erwise be unable to attend a college or univer- 
sity, Linda also volunteers time to help abused 
and neglected children in her community by 
volunteering as a Court Appointed Special Ad- 
vocate. 

Linda has been recognized time and again 
for her tremendous work in the Boulder com- 
munity, as well as around the state of Colo- 
rado. Most recently, Linda won the 2004 Na- 
tional Philanthropy Day in Colorado award for 
Outstanding Philanthropist. It is individuals like 
Linda, who take action at the community level 
and take the time to help those less fortunate 
than themselves that will make this country, 
and the world, a better place for generations 
to come. 

Mr. Speaker, | commend her accomplish- 
ments and ask my colleagues to join me in 
thanking Linda Shoemaker for her outstanding 
contributions to Colorado. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
HON. SOLOMON P. ORTIZ 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. ORTIZ. Mr. Speaker, due to attendance 
at a funeral in my district, | was unable to vote 
during the following rollcall votes. Had | been 
present, | would have voted ав indicated 
below. 

Rollcall No. 532, “yes.” Rollcall No. 533, 
yes.” 


m 
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EULOGY TO KENNETH H. POLLARD 
OF METHUEN, MASSACHUSETTS 


HON. MARTIN Т. MEEHAN 


OF MASSACHUSETTS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. MEEHAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
pay my respects to an outstanding citizen of 
Methuen, Massachusetts Kenneth Pollard. 
Kenneth passed away on Tuesday, November 
9, 2004 at 82 years of age. 

Kenneth is survived by his wife, Betty; 
daughters Sharon and Patricia; sons Michael 
and K. Jeffrey; sisters Claire and Jacqueline; 
granddaughters Catherine, Haley, and Mor- 
gan; and grandsons Christopher and Kenneth. 

Kenneth lived a full life and touched the 
lives of countless individuals. He was an ac- 
complished athlete in his youth and a dedi- 
cated Red Sox Fan. He joined the Army Air 
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Corps during World War 11 and was a member 
of American Legion Post 122 of Methuen. 
Kenneth was a successful businessman, de- 
voted family man, and community leader. 
Throughout his life he volunteered much of his 
time to community boards and committees, as 
well as serving as a Methuen city councilor. 

Sharon M. Pollard, who is the Mayor of 
Methuen, Massachusetts, delivered a beautiful 
eulogy to her father, Kenneth, at Saint 
Monica’s Church on Saturday, November 13, 
2004. | ask for unanimous consent to submit 
to the RECORD Mayor Pollard’s eulogy to her 
father: 


My Mom, brothers, sister and aunts wish 
to thank you so much for the support you 
have all given us in the last few days, weeks 
and months. Our family sends you a collec- 
tive thank you. 

Dad was born into a loving home with his 
parents, grandparents, and great grand- 
parents. His sisters affectionately say that 
in this home he was known as ‘‘my son-my 
son”. 

A product of Methuen’s public schools, he 
excelled in school as a student and an ath- 
lete. He received letters in baseball, football 
and basketball. Although mostly English, he 
liked to think of himself as Irish. He used to 
tell the story of how his great uncle Tom 
who had been born in Ireland, wanted him to 
go to Notre Dame, but he decided to stay 
closer to home and attend Boston College. 
He loved watching the Eagles and the Fight- 
ing Irish play football. 

He loved his country and served as a ser- 
geant in the Army/Air Force in WWII. He 
served in various places, but it was at his 
last stop, Sedalia, Missouri where he met 
Mom. In May, they celebrated their 58th an- 
niversary and they loved each other very 
much. 

Dad had four children and each one of 
them received a piece of him. Michael, his 
profession, Patty, his passion for baseball, 
Jeff, his name and athletic ability and me— 
well we did politics together. We were kin- 
dred political souls. And now you know what 
the conversation was at our dinner table. 

He was blessed with five beautiful grand- 
children: Catherine, Haley, Morgan, Kenny 
and Christopher from whom he received 
much love and pleasure. Dad was happiest 
when the children were around, but as we 
grew older we realized that it was the little 
ones that he really wanted to spend time 
with. In the last 10 years, Sundays at the 
beach were the best times—he knew that the 
children and grandchildren would be coming 
for dinner. 

Dad was a very unique person. He was 
highly motivated and created a highly suc- 
cessful business from the ground up. He 
treated people with respect and dignity and 
spoke kindly about everyone. He was, I be- 
lieve, the nicest man I ever met. A great 
businessman, he was a gentle soul and so 
many people loved him dearly. 

Growing up we all had a great time. Mom 
was from Missouri and when she went to 
visit her family every summer, we would do 
special things, like heading to Claire and 
Jacquie’s at the beach. Dad’s favorite esca- 
pade with us was to the ballpark. We would 
head to Fenway Park and we always went 
early so we could watch the players arrive 
and then watch batting practice. The gen- 
tleman in the parking lot thought Dad was a 
doctor, so we always got a great parking 
space to allow for a quick escape. I wonder 
why he thought that! He loved the Red Sox 
and as a result, the whole family loved the 
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Red Sox. Like all of us, he lived to see the 
Sox win a world series. It was a happy inter- 
lude at a sad time in his life. GO SOX. 

Dad inherited from his Dad and Grand- 
father a love of animals and the sport of 
Kings. So when we weren’t at the ballpark, 
we would make the trip up Route 28 to Rock- 
ingham. Dad would bring us early in the day 
so we could see the racehorses going through 
their pre-race routines. If our grandfather 
were with us, we would always stop at Gran- 
ite State Potato chips for a sour pickle. He 
was the best Dad! 

Dad always taught us that we needed to 
give back to our community and he very 
much lived his advice. He served on the 
Housing Authority, Chaired a Charter Com- 
mission, Chaired the High School Building 
Committee and was elected to Methuen’s 
City Council. He involved himself in many 
charitable organizations and always worked 
to try to make his community a great place 
to live and raise families. His last civic act 
was to cast his vote for the man who should 
be President. He was saddened by the out- 
come of November 2nd. 

His last year was a difficult one for him, 
but he took in all in stride. He would tell 
people that he had no regrets—that he had 
lived a great life and had the opportunity to 
watch his children grow to be successful and 
to spend time with the little ones in our fam- 
ily. He loved his grandchildren very much 
and they will dearly miss their ‘‘Buppa’’. 

As he got older, he developed an insatiable 
desire for political and current events tele- 
vision shows—Chris Matthews and Hardball 
were no strangers to his home but he also 
loved to watch the unfortunate likes of Bill 
O’Reilly and Hannity and Colmes. He lis- 
tened intently to what they had to say and 
oftentimes made comment. When I asked 
him why he watched those shows, he told me 
that you always need to know what the op- 
position is thinking. He was wise. 

He was treated by the skilled doctors of 
the Massachusetts General Hospital’s ALS 
research team. We were all so hopeful that 
Dad would be able to benefit from the re- 
search strides made by this team of dedi- 
cated doctors, but time was not on his side. 
But, our family is hopeful that Dad was able 
to provide some knowledge to his Doctors 
which will help them beat this insidious dis- 
ease. 

Dad’s end was peaceful and he was sur- 
rounded by his very loving family. So many 
friends showered us with kindness. Their 
comforting words and the meals and snacks 
they provided us, were welcome gifts. We 
loved the food and Dad would have as well. 

When things weren’t going well, someone 
always miraculously appeared, like Carla 
Moriarty and Dr. Nelson Matos to help us 
through the newest bump. We love you all 
and you will always have a special place in 
our hearts. 

He was cared for by wonderful VNA and 
Hospice nurses, ав well as other health care 
professionals who treated him with dignity 
and kindness and he loved them in return. 
Our family is humbled by their devotion and 
we will always remember their spirit and af- 
fection. 

We chose the following verse to put on 
the back of Dad’s prayer card because our 
family thought it was written with our Dad 
inmind... 


When through one man a little more love, 
A little more goodness, 

A little more hope, 

A little more beauty, 

A little more joy, 

And a little more faith 
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Has come into the world 
Then that man’s life has had meaning. 

To his children he was our hero—our men- 
tor—our conscience—our rock. He was every- 
thing we could ever hope to be. He was the 
nicest man and the best Dad on earth. We 
are crushed to lose him but blessed with so 
many wonderful memories—so many wonder- 
ful memories. 

In August, when Mom and Dad sold their 
home at the beach and were not yet able to 
move into their new home, they went to live 
in the interim with Patty, Ed and Catherine. 
Dad spent his last months in a happy house, 
where he wakened each day to the smiles of 
his precious Catherine and where Patty and 
Ed attended to his every need, including the 
brownies and ice cream before bed. Many of 
Dad’s friends came to visit him at Patty’s 
and they were always welcomed. Mike, Jeff 
and I are profoundly grateful to our sister 
and her family for the care they have given 
Mom and Dad and for the wonderful environ- 
ment in which Dad died. 

The Pollard Funeral Home was Dad's 
dream and joy. He started his business over 
50 years ago and over the years he and his 
staff have comforted and served thousands of 
families in the Greater Lawrence commu- 
nities. He was enormously proud of Mike and 
the staff at the funeral home and they in 
turn, have cared for Dad with dignity and 
reverence. All of the Pollard family thanks 
you for the respect you have shown to us and 
to Dad. 

Jeff was Dad’s sports buddy. If they 
weren’t discussing the Patriots then it was 
golf—a sport they played together often. At 
those Sunday afternoon dinners, the rest of 
us were resigned to the fact that we were in 
clicker hell—bouncing back between what- 
ever the sports of the day were. Jeff honored 
Dad by naming his only son Kenneth. In our 
household we refer to them not as the 3 ami- 
gos but as the 3 Kenny’s. 

Our family is so thankful for the clergy 
who honor Dad by their presence on the altar 
today. I know Dad would be particularly 
pleased that his friend of over 50 years, 
Bishop Joseph McGuire, could be with him as 
well. A beautiful service would not be so 
without beautiful music and voices. To those 
who lend their voices, spirit and their gift to 
us today, we are grateful. 

Dad was blessed with many friends 
throughout his life, some here today and 
others who met him on the first tee or in the 
clubhouse at a heavenly race track on Tues- 
day morning. I have faith that he is in a far 
better place and that the warmth we feel 
now is his smile, the peace we sense is his 
comforting hand and the light which sur- 
rounds us is his love. 

In his high school yearbook, the quote 
under his picture read, ‘‘Yet leaving here a 
name, I trust, That will not perish in the 
dust" Sixty-four years later we affirm that 
Dad left his mark on his community and he 
will always have a special place in our 
hearts. 

So many people love you Dad, but none 
more than me. 


EE 


OPENING OF CLINTON 
PRESIDENTIAL LIBRARY 


HON. NANCY PELOSI 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, having just re- 
turned from the opening ceremony in Little 
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Rock, Arkansas today, | rise to congratulate 
President Bill Clinton on the opening of the 
William J. Clinton Presidential Center. The li- 
brary, an architectural triumph that evokes 
President Clinton’s “Bridge to the 21st Cen- 
tury,” is a superb accomplishment worthy of 
the outstanding presidency it documents. 

Containing 80 million pages of records, 
nearly 2 million photographs, nearly 80,000 ar- 
tifacts and 21 million emails, it is the largest 
presidential library ever. It covers every aspect 
of his eight years in office, including domestic 
and international issues, legislative achieve- 
ments, and personal triumphs and challenges. 

The thoroughness of the library, however, is 
no surprise. President Clinton has always 
been known for his love of learning. The con- 
struction of this library and the opportunity to 
make resources available to scholars and the 
public is a personal joy to him. 

In the library, visitors will learn the story of 
a great presidency that lifted the lives of so 
many Americans. During President Clinton’s 
two terms in office, he created 22 million new 
jobs, and median household income was the 
highest in history. With an expansion of the 
Earned Income Tax Credit and an increase in 
the minimum wage, America had the lowest 
poverty rate in 20 years. At the same time, 
President Clinton's responsible economic poli- 
cies eliminated the deficit, and we had three 
years in a row of budget surpluses. More 
Americans were able to access health care 
and to own their own homes. We modernized 
our defenses, while strengthening our role in 
the world. 

Bill Clinton's presidency is a powerful exam- 
ple of what we can accomplish when we "put 
people first." Future Presidents and leaders 
should study his example. 

Also characteristic of President Clinton, the 
library exists not for its own sake but as part 
of a larger effort to continue the good work of 
his presidency. Through the library and the 
Clinton Foundation, he is continuing to fight 
against HIV/AIDS, to promote racial and reli- 
gious reconciliation, to encourage economic 
empowerment, and to support citizen service 
and leadership development. The library itself 
has helped revitalize Ше Rock and has 
spurred more than $1 billion in economic de- 
velopment. 

Bill Clinton's love of learning is infectious. 
He reminds us all of what a dedicated indi- 
vidual with drive and conviction can accom- 
plish. | am confident that the Clinton Presi- 
dential Center library will be a valuable asset 
to scholars for generations to come and a 
destination for his many admirers from around 
the world. 


EEE 
A TRIBUTE TO LANCE CORPORAL 
BENJAMIN SAXON BRYAN, 


UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS 


HON. MIKE McINTYRE 


OF NORTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. McINTYRE. Mr. Speaker, it is with great 
pleasure that | rise today and honor Lance 
Corporal Benjamin Saxon Bryan of my home- 
town of Lumberton, North Carolina. Earlier this 


EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 


week, Lance Corporal Bryan was killed in the 
line of duty while serving the people of this 
great nation in Iraq. 

Ben Bryan joined the Marines in 2000 after 
graduating from Lumberton High School and 
was serving in the infantry Company L, 3rd 
Battalion, 1st Marine Regiment stationed out 
of Camp Pendleton, California. Lance Corporal 
Bryan was serving his second tour of duty in 
lraq. 

Lance Corporal Bryan’s love for his fellow 
man and for the values this nation holds 
dear—and his life's commitment to defending 
those values—can best be described by three 
simple, but profound words: spirit, service, 
sacrifice. 

It was Lance Corporal Bryan’s spirit that 
made him the man that he was—a spirit that 
recognized and honored values beyond the 
material, temporal, and physical things of this 
world. Lance Corporal Bryan’s unselfish and 
unabated service was reflected in his strong 
work ethic, his strong sense of patriotism, and 
his strong love for his family and his country. 
With a strong spirit and unwavering service, 
Lance Corporal Bryan made the ultimate sac- 
rifice. He risked his life to ensure the safety of 
others. His valiant actions demonstrated that 
he knew that freedom is not free. His sacrifice 
was rich in integrity and reminds us of the 
gratitude we, as citizens of this great nation, 
should have toward him and toward all of our 
servicemen and women. 

We owe Lance Corporal Benjamin Saxon 
Bryan our sincere appreciation for his years of 
committed service to our nation. His devotion 
to the people of the United States should 
serve as an example to us all. 

May God bless his family, and may God 
bless this great nation. 


ни 


RETIREMENT OF LEANNA М. 
GOUTHRO AFTER 31 YEARS WITH 
THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT 


HON. CHRIS VAN HOLLEN 


OF MARYLAND 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to pay tribute to Ms. Leanna M. Gouthro, a 
constituent of mine from Silver Spring, MD, 
who will be retiring at the end of this month 
after 31 years of service with the Federal Gov- 
ernment. Ms. Gouthro’s most recent, and long- 
est, Federal service has been with the Federal 
Deposit Insurance Corporation. The mission of 
the FDIC is to provide stability to the Nation’s 
financial system by insuring depositors’ funds 
up to $100,000 and by supervising over 5,000 
state-chartered banks that are not members of 
the Federal Reserve System. Ms. Gouthro has 
contributed to the FDIC’s mission through her 
extraordinary accomplishments in the agency’s 
Office of Legislative Affairs. 

While they may not realize it, many of my 
colleagues who have sent inquiries to the 
FDIC over the years have benefited from the 
talents and energy of Lee Gouthro. When Lee 
joined the FDIC in 1987, there was no system 
in place for tracking congressional correspond- 
ence, other than a rudimentary hard copy filing 
system. She recognized the opportunity cre- 
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ated by computers and set up a system that 
would impose controls and accountability for 
correspondence tracking, seeking special per- 
mission from then-Chairman William Seidman 
for the acquisition of a personal computer— 
the first one obtained for any of the FDIC’s ex- 
ecutive offices. As many of my colleagues 
may remember from the late 1980s through 
the mid-1990s, the banking and savings and 
loan industry was, to say the least, in great 
turmoil. The impact on our constituents was 
extremely difficult. 

Lee not only handled the FDIC’s cor- 
respondence system, but implemented the 
system for the Resolution Trust Corporation 
and was instrumental in hiring and training 
personnel for handling the RTC's system. With 
over 2,100 bank and savings institutions failing 
during this time period—with almost three- 
quarters of a trillion dollars in assets—many of 
our constituents faced uncertainty on loan 
payments, checking accounts, safe-deposit 
boxes—many of the things they take for grant- 
ed. Over this time period, the constituent com- 
plaints and correspondence became increas- 
ingly complicated, sensitive and controversial. 
Lee was always the consummate team player 
and never deviated from her focus on quality, 
accuracy and responsiveness to the Con- 
gress. She developed and managed a process 
that provided answers to congressional inquir- 
ies in an average of 2 weeks, an exceptional 
standard of excellence that allows Senators 
and Members of Congress to address issues 
promptly. The result of Lee's overall efforts is 
a correspondence system that is a model for 
other regulatory agencies and government of- 
fices. Officials from the White House, Federal 
Reserve Board, Comptroller of the Currency, 
Office of Thrift Supervision and the Public 
Company Accounting Oversight Board have 
either visited the FDIC's offices to see her 
first-class system or have invited Lee to their 
offices to consult in setting up their own cor- 
respondence systems. 

As Lee Gouthro retires, | know that my col- 
leagues join me in wishing her well in her fu- 
ture endeavors and expressing our apprecia- 
tion for her service to the American people 
and their elected representatives. 


a 


RECOGNITION OF JOEL A. KAGANN 
OF WOODRIDGE, IL, ON THE OC- 
CASION OF HIS RETIREMENT 


HON. JUDY BIGGERT 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 


Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
recognition of a man who exemplifies the very 
best in public service. His name is Joel 
Kagann and his service to the people of the 
Village of Woodridge and the County of 
DuPage is unmatched. His contributions are 
many, and his dedication to the highest ideals 
of service has been unwavering. 

Like so many other outstanding and unsung 
public servants, Joel Kagann began his career 
as a police officer. That was almost fifty years 
ago, back in 1957 when the Village of 
Woodridge was just beginning to attract re- 
turning servicemen looking for a great place to 
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raise their young families. Working his way up 
through the ranks, Joel was named Chief of 
Police for the Village of Woodridge, a post he 
held for nearly a decade, until his retirement in 
1978. 

For most mere mortals, that would be 
enough. But not for Joel Kagann. 

A natural born leader, Joel became Mayor 
of Woodridge—not because he was ambitious 
or yearning for more, but because his fellow 
citizens entered his name as a “write-in” can- 
didate on the ballot in 1973. That same year, 
his leadership talents again were recognized 
when he was appointed Administrative Assist- 
ant to the DuPage County Circuit Clerk. 

Again working his way up through the ranks, 
Joel became Senior Executive Assistant and 
then Chief Deputy Circuit Court Clerk. In 1991, 
when his predecessor retired, the DuPage 
County Circuit Court appointed him to the of- 
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fice of Clerk of the Eighteenth Judicial Circuit 
Court of DuPage County. He was elected to 
the post the following year, and again in 1996 
and in 2000. 

Despite the demands of his professional ob- 
ligations, Joel always found time to volunteer 
on local and statewide committees апа 
groups, including the Illinois Association of 
Court Clerks, where he served as President in 
1999. He holds multiple life memberships in 
organizations such as the International, Illinois, 
and DuPage County Chiefs of Police Associa- 
tions, the Illinois and DuPage County Police 
Associations, Lions Club, Loyal Order of 
Moose, Knights of Columbus, Boy Scouts, and 
Woodridge Special Events Committee. Joel is 
also a founding and active member of Saint 
Scholastica Roman Catholic Church іп 
Woodridge and was named “Citizen of the 
Year” by the Village of Woodridge in 1987. 
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Mr. Speaker, it is hard to imagine where the 
Village of Woodridge or DuPage County would 
be today without a man named Joel Kagann. 
For 47 years, he has given, and given again, 
and given still more. He has inspired countless 
other young public servants to give their very 
best efforts to the people they serve. 

Those who have worked with and for him 
are loyal and devoted fans who will follow him 
anywhere. His commitment and tireless efforts 
as a public servant serve as inspirations to us 
all. He is a decent man, a giving man, and a 
man who | am so proud to call my friend. 

| am happy to join so many others in con- 
gratulating him on his retirement and wishing 
him all the best in the years to come. He will 
never be repaid for the goodness he has so 
generously shared with others, but | guess if 
you’re a man named Joel Kagann, you would 
never expect it. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


November 19, 2004 


SENATE—Friday, November 19, 2004 


The Senate met at 9:30 a.m. and was 
called to order by the Honorable JOHN 
CORNYN, a Senator from the State of 
Texas. 


PRAYER 


The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of- 
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 

Lord, today, teach us the wisdom of 
humility. Remind us that all of our 
abilities come from You. Help us to see 
that we need one another and that no 
person is sufficient unto himself or her- 
self. 

May we follow Your example of sac- 
rificial service to humanity, as we 
strive to commit ourselves to causes 
that will continue beyond our lifetime. 
Teach us also the power of silence that 
gives weight to our words when it is 
time to speak. Empower us with the 
lowliness of kindness that people will 
see Your image in us. 

Bless our Senators. Make them in- 
struments of Your will on Earth. Place 
Your truth in their minds, Your love in 
their hearts, and Your compassion on 
their lips. We pray in Your loving 
Name. Amen. 


EE 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The Honorable JOHN CORNYN led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


Se --- 


APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. STEVENS). 

The legislative clerk read the fol- 
lowing letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 
Washington, DC, November 19, 2004. 
To the Senate: 

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable JOHN CORNYN, a Sen- 
ator from the State of Texas, to perform the 
duties of the Chair. 

TED STEVENS, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. CORNYN thereupon assumed the 

Chair as Acting President pro tempore. 


—— ---- 


RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The distinguished majority lead- 
er. 


SCHEDULE 


Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, this morn- 
ing we will have 30 minutes of debate 
prior to the cloture vote on the mis- 
cellaneous trade and technical correc- 
tions conference report. Therefore, I 
expect cloture to occur shortly after 10 
a.m. I expect cloture to be invoked, and 
if it is invoked I hope we can complete 
the conference report in short order. 

I will talk to the Democratic leader- 
ship after the vote to see what time 
may Фе necessary during that 
postcloture period. 

I also expect the appropriations con- 
ference report, the so-called omnibus 
package, will be filed today. If so, I 
hope we will be able to act on that 
measure at some point today or this 
evening. I am optimistic that we can, 
in fact, finish our work sometime 
today and adjourn this Congress. 

While we are waiting for the omnibus 
conference reports, we will continue to 
try to process other cleared legislative 
items. The IDEA, the Individuals with 
Disabilities Education Act conference 
report, is expected to arrive today from 
the House, and we will consider that 
legislation before we adjourn this year. 

Finally, we have a very large number 
of nominations that are available on 
the Executive Calendar. It would be ir- 
responsible to leave without acting on 
at least those nominations which we 
know are noncontroversial. We must 
move toward resolution of these nomi- 
nations over the course of the day. We 
need to continue to pursue à way of 
clearing that Executive Calendar. 

I will close so we can move on for the 
vote, but I have to add that I person- 
ally had a remarkable day yesterday. І 
had the opportunity to visit the Clin- 
ton Library for what was an excep- 
tional and remarkable day in terms of 
having our former Presidents together 
in à wonderful bipartisan spirit. It was 
a rainy day so we all sat in 2 or 3 hours 
of the downpour. It really was an inspi- 
ration to see what has made and con- 
tinues to make this country so great. 
It is à wonderful library. I have three 
boys and look forward to going back 
and taking them through a magnifi- 
cent structure. It really does capture 
President Clinton's upbeat, optimistic 
enthusiasm, his whole view of life. A 
number of the Senators attended. I 
wanted to mention it because it was 
quite remarkable for me, personally. 


o EE 


RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 


MISCELLANEOUS TRADE AND 
TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS ACT 
OF 2004—CONFERENCE REPORT 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will resume consideration of 
the conference report to accompany 
H.R. 1047, which the clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

Conference report accompanying the bill 
(H.R. 1047) to amend the Harmonized Tariff 
Schedule of the United States. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Under the previous order, there 
will be 30 minutes divided in the fol- 
lowing form: Senator GRASSLEY in con- 
trol of 10 minutes; the Senator from 
Montana, Mr. BAUCUS, in control of 10 
minutes; the Senator from Wisconsin, 
Mr. FEINGOLD, for up to 8 minutes; and 
the Senator from Wisconsin, Mr. KOHL, 
for up to 2 minutes. 

The Senator from Montana. 

Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, I don't 
See Senator GRASSLEY, the chairman of 
the committee, in the Chamber. I ex- 
pect him momentarily. In the mean- 
time, I will say à few words with re- 
Spect to the pending legislation. 

I am pleased, frankly, that in the 
final days of the 108th Congress, the 
Senate is set to pass at long last the 
miscellaneous tariff bill. This bill re- 
duces or eliminates tariffs on literally 
hundreds of products that U.S. compa- 
nies use to make products in America. 
It is a collection of many bills too 
small to be considered independently, 
and, traditionally, Congress collects 
these inexpensive and noncontroversial 
bills together into one big omnibus bill 
which the Senate then passes by unani- 
mous consent. That is our tradition in 
the Senate. 

Unfortunately, that did not happen 
with this bill this time. For the first 
time in the history of the process, the 
House insisted we go to conference on 
the bill. Frankly, that is unfortunate. 
In the aggregate, the provisions of this 
bill represent a significant cost savings 
for U.S. manufacturers simply strug- 
gling to compete. We owe it to them to 
get the process back on track in the 
next Congress. I hope we can do that, 
and I promise to work very hard to- 
ward that end. 

I wish to highlight two provisions in 
this bill in particular that will help my 
State of Montana remain competitive. 
One is à provision that eliminates the 
tariff on specialized components used 
by à Bozeman-based boot manufacturer 
called Schnee Shoes. This is a top-of- 
the-line company. They make the best 
boots for hunting. If a hunter goes out 
pheasant hunting, duck hunting, you 
buy Schnee. They are terrific. They 
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produce first-class products. Elimi- 
nating the tariff will save them tens of 
thousands of dollars a year and allow 
them to keep good-paying jobs in Boze- 
man, MT. 

The other provision improves the 
competitiveness of U.S. wool. We 
produce a lot of wool in Montana—$2 
million a year. As other commodities 
and textiles, wool has faced an increas- 
ingly difficult marketplace over the 
past several years. 

In response, U.S. wool growers adopt- 
ed a positive approach to embrace 
world markets; that is, setting up a 
wool trust fund. Through the wool 
trust fund, first established in 2000, 
U.S. exports of wool have risen sixfold 
as a share of domestic production. This 
successful program of the wool trust 
fund is, unfortunately, scheduled to ex- 
pire next year. But this bill renews the 
wool trust fund through the year 2007 
and allows the United States and Mon- 
tana wool growers to continue to com- 
pete. 

I also want to speak about one other 
provision of this bill, normal trade re- 
lations with Laos, that I know has gen- 
erated some controversy. I support 
granting normal trade relations to 
Laos. In the absence of normal trade 
relations, Laos is subject to average 
tariffs of 45 percent, with peaks of 60 to 
90 percent for important Laotian prod- 
ucts such as T-shirts and bamboo 
chairs. 

In contrast, most U.S. trading part- 
ners, including Laotian competitors 
Burma, China, Cambodia, and Vietnam, 
face average tariffs of only 2.4 percent 
compared, again, with Laos of 45 per- 
cent. 

Now, I know some of my colleagues 
oppose granting normal trade relations 
to Laos. They believe Laos must work 
harder on improving its human rights 
record before receiving normal trade 
relations. But normal trade relations, I 
must emphasize, is not a special privi- 
lege the United States grants only to 
certain countries, and it does not sig- 
nify approval of a country’s policies. It 
is not a free trade agreement or a pref- 
erence program. Rather, it is the base- 
line economic relationship the United 
States has with virtually every other 
country in the world—the baseline. 

In fact, there are only three coun- 
tries on Earth that do not have normal 
trade relations: Cuba, North Korea, and 
Laos, and Laos is the only one of the 
three that has full, normal diplomatic 
relations with the United States. 

Laos has worked with the United 
States closely in accounting for U.S. 
prisoners of war and missing in action 
in Laos during the Vietnam war, sup- 
ported U.S. counterterrorism efforts in 
Southeast Asia after 9/11, and has co- 
operated in a long-term bilateral coun- 
ternarcotics program. 

Granting normal trade relations to 
Laos could have a dramatic effect on 
improving the dismal economic condi- 
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tions in that country. Laos has the 
lowest life expectancy in Southeast 
Asia, and the highest fertility rate. It 
also has the highest adult illiteracy 
rate, particularly among women. 

Cambodia, on the other hand, has 
created more than 200,000 jobs since the 
United States granted that country 
normal trade relations in 1996. My hope 
is that normal trade relations for Laos 
will have a similar effect. Granting 
normal trade relations to Laos will 
also create opportunities to open the 
Society, improve human rights, im- 
prove religious freedom, and improve 
the rule of law. 

That is why my good friend, Senator 
GRASSLEY, and I have worked hard to 
pass normal trade relations for Laos, 
and why itis right to include it in this 
bill. I think it is time for us to remove 
an awkward legacy of the Vietnam war 
and grant normal trade relations to 
Laos. 

This bill includes a long list of provi- 
sions that will help American competi- 
tiveness. We should bring debate on 
this bill to a close and pass this con- 
structive measure. I urge my col- 
leagues, therefore, to vote for cloture. 

Mr. President, before I turn the floor 
over to my good friend, the chairman 
of our committee, I would like to 
thank several terrific staff members. I 
thank Everett Eissenstat and Zach 
Paulsen of the Republican staff who 
worked very hard to get this miscella- 
neous tariffs bill passed. Also, from the 
majority leader's staff, I thank Rohit 
Kumar and Andy Olson, two extremely 
able and very helpful people, who 
helped get these provisions into this 
bill. I also thank, on my staff, Sara An- 
drews, who really led the charge. She 
did à great job, assisted by John 
Gilliland, who is equally competent. 
That is an understatement. Both of 
them are just aces, and I am very 
proud of them. I thank them for their 
assistance. 

Ireserve the remainder of my time. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I rise 
in strong support of the conference re- 
port to H.R. 1047, the Miscellaneous 
Trade and Technical Corrections Act of 
2004, commonly called the miscella- 
neous tariff bill. 

This legislation has traveled a long 
and difficult road to get to the floor 
today. In fact, the journey began over 
2% years ago when Senator BAUCUS 
chaired the Finance Committee. The 
Senate historically passes a miscella- 
neous tariff bill at the end of every 
Congress. The bill under consideration 
today was supposed to pass at the end 
of the 107th Congress. However, it was 
left as unfinished business for the cur- 
rent Congress. Upon resuming the 
chairmanship of the Finance Com- 
mittee, my intention was to complete 
unfinished business from the 107th Con- 
gress as quickly as possible. To that 
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end, we passed the bill out of Com- 
mittee by voice vote on February 27, 
2003. 

We hoped that early passage of this 
bill would pave the way for consider- 
ation of another miscellaneous tariff 
bill in the 108th Congress. But that was 
not meant to be. Throughout the re- 
mainder of the Congress we faced sig- 
nificant delays and stall tactics. In 
March 2004, over a year after the bill 
was reported out of the Finance Com- 
mittee, we reached agreement and 
passed the bill by unanimous consent. 
But quick conference consideration 
was not meant to be. We were forced to 
wait another 6 months before we could 
go to conference with the House. The 
conference committee quickly reached 
an agreement in October and the House 
passed the conference report shortly 
thereafter. However, Senate action was 
further delayed until today. Happily, it 
looks like the bill is finally near the 
end of its journey as we appear to be on 
the verge of passing this bill as one of 
the last orders of business for the 108th. 

At this point, it might be interesting 
to reflect on what the Senate Finance 
Committee has been able to accomplish 
on trade during the time it took to 
pass this bill. During the first session 
of the 108th Congress, we were able to 
complete work on the Clean Diamond 
Trade Act, legislation designed to help 
thwart trade in conflict diamonds. We 
also implemented two free trade agree- 
ments with Chile and Singapore. In ad- 
dition, we enacted the Burmese Free- 
dom and Democracy Act, which put in 
place an import ban on products from 
Burma in an effort to help stop human 
rights abuses and the repression of de- 
mocracy in that country. 

During the second session of the 
108th Congress, we enacted the Africa 
Growth and Opportunity Acceleration 
Act, which continues trade preferences 
for some of the poorest nations in sub- 
Saharan Africa. We also implemented 
two trade agreements with Australia 
and Morocco and brought the United 
States into compliance with an adverse 
WTO ruling in the FSC/ETI case 
through passage of the American Jobs 
Creation Act of 2004. There is no doubt 
that Senate passage of the conference 
report on the MTB will be a nice cap- 
stone to what has already been a high- 
ly successful Congress on trade. 

This package contains many trade 
provisions, primarily duty suspensions, 
reductions and extensions, for products 
that are not produced domestically. 
This bill supports American factories 
and workers by allowing manufactur- 
ers to save money when they import 
these products. 

Each of these provisions went 
through an extensive vetting process 
including a public notice and comment 
period to ensure that they did not com- 
pete with domestic manufacturers. The 
bill also contains a number of liquida- 
tions or reliquidations for certain en- 
tries. 
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The general rule for inclusion here is 
that the product entered the country 
under an incorrect duty rate due to 
Customs or other administrative error. 
These provisions allow those entries to 
enter the country at the correct duty 
rate. 

There are several some other very 
important provisions in this bill. The 
bill grants the President the authority 
to provide permanent normal trade re- 
lations, PNTR, for Armenia. Armenia 
recently joined the World Trade Orga- 
nization. But, in order to reap the ben- 
efits of their accession, the United 
States needs to extend PNTR to Arme- 
nia. This legislation provides the Presi- 
dent with the authority to grant that 
extension. I also hope we will be able to 
consider similar treatment for Azer- 
baijan in the very near future. 

The bill also extends normal trade re- 
lations to Laos. Last year the Bush ad- 
ministration signed a comprehensive 
bilateral trade agreement with Laos, 
an agreement that was negotiated dur- 
ing the Clinton years. The agreement 
will promote U.S. interests by pro- 
tecting U.S. intellectual property 
rights and opening the Laotian market 
to U.S. goods and services. It is a good 
agreement. But to enable the United 
States to benefit from it, we must ex- 
tend normal trade relations to Laos. 
Doing so will also benefit the Laotian 
people. Laos is one of the poorest na- 
tions in Asia. Yet exports from Laos 
are subject to some of the highest tar- 
iffs when they enter the United States. 
This agreement will help alleviate pov- 
erty, help bring Laos out of the Viet- 
nam War era, and further integrate 
Laos into the global marketplace. 

We also included in this bill a provi- 
sion that extends preferences under the 
Generalized System of Preferences, 
GSP, to allow duty-free treatment for 
hand-knotted and hand-woven carpets. 
This provision is designed primarily to 
help the citizens of Afghanistan and 
Pakistan. I believe that allowing these 
products to be considered as eligible 
articles under GSP will help bene- 
ficiary countries that have joined the 
United States in the fight against glob- 
al terrorism. 

Further, H.R. 1047 corrects a mistake 
in the Trade Act of 2002 that inadvert- 
ently and temporarily raised duties on 
Andean originating handbags, luggage, 
flat goods, work gloves and leather 
wearing apparel under the Andean 
Trade and Preferences and Drug Eradi- 
cation Act, ATPDEA. This provision 
retroactively reinstates the reduced 
duty treatment for eligible products 
that entered the U.S. from August 6, 
2002, the date ATPDEA was signed, and 
the time in which these products met 
the import sensitivity test, several 
months later. It provides for continued 
duty-free treatment for these eligible 
products, which was the intent of the 
trade act. 

I am also pleased that the bill in- 
cludes the Emergency Protection for 
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Iraqi Cultural Antiquities Act. I intro- 
duced the EPIC Antiquities Act to au- 
thorize the President to continue emer- 
gency import restrictions on the ar- 
chaeological and ethnological mate- 
rials of Iraq. The purpose of this bill is 
simple—to close a legal loophole which 
could allow looted Iraqi antiquities to 
be brought into the United States. 

If Congress does not act to ensure the 
continuing means for banning trade in 
antiquities that may have been stolen, 
the door could be opened to imports of 
looted Iraqi antiquities into the United 
States. Already the press has reported 
allegations that European auction 
houses have traded in looted Iraqi an- 
tiquities. The last thing that we in 
Congress want to do is to fail to act to 
prevent trade in looted Iraqi artifacts 
here in the United States. 

Other important provisions in the 
bill include modifications to the cellar 
treatment of natural wine and repeal of 
the 1916 act. Repeal of the 1916 act will 
bring the United States into compli- 
ance with its WTO obligations. We 
have also improved and extended the 
wool trust fund and added a provision 
that simplifies some processing U.S. 
Customs processing procedures, there- 
by resulting in increased efficiency and 
productivity for both the government 
and the trade community. 

I also want to point out that the pro- 
visions I have covered are not the only 
important provisions contained in this 
bill. This bill makes a number of other 
technical yet meaningful changes to 
our trade laws. 

I am very pleased that we are going 
to be able to pass this bill today. We 
would not be here today if not for the 
bipartisan efforts of a number of the 
Finance Committee staff, some of 
whom have long left the Senate. First, 
I want to thank Andy Harig who shep- 
herded this bill through its first stages 
of development under Chairman BAU- 
cus’ leadership during the 107th Con- 
gress. I also want to recognize Carrie 
Clark Phillips, for immersing herself in 
the tremendous complexities of this 
bill and her dedication to seeing the 
task done upon my resumption as 
chairman of the committee. Zach 
Paulsen and Sara Andrews also deserve 
recognition for their ability to pick up 
where Carrie and Andy left off and 
their hard work in bringing this bill to 
a successful conclusion. I also appre- 
ciate the hard work of Rohit Kumar, 
who was instrumental in helping us 
move this bill forward. Finally, Liese 
Wright, with the Washington Inter- 
national Business Council, has done an 
outstanding job bringing together, and 
holding intact, the Ad Hoc Coalition on 
Tariffs. In good times and bad, Liese 
remained ever hopeful and committed 
to getting this bill done. Her hard work 
and optimism is appreciated. 

Let me also thank the rest of the Fi- 
nance Committee international trade 
staff for their work not just on this 
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bill, but for all we have been able to ac- 
complish this Congress. On Senator 
BAUCUS'S staff I would like to recognize 
Russ Sullivan and Bill Dauster, who 
provided the guidance necessary to 
help the Committee accomplish its 
goals, and Tim Punke, Brian Pomper, 
John Gilliland and Shara Aranoff for 
their technical expertise and policy ad- 
vice which was so crucial to our suc- 
cess. On my staff, I would like to thank 
Kolan Davis, Everett Eissenstat, Ste- 
phen Schaefer, David Johanson, Tif- 
fany Atwell McCullen, and detailees 
Nova Daly and Dan Shepherdson. Their 
knowledge, hard work, and ability to 
pull together as a team, enabled me to 
accomplish a number of important 
trade priorities in this Congress. And 
for that, I am grateful. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, I rise 
today to express my strong opposition 
to efforts to push through a provision 
in this bill normalizing trade relations 
with Laos. 

Let me first say I thoroughly enjoy 
my work with both managers of the 
bill. Senator BAUCUS and I agree on so 
many issues. We have had our disagree- 
ments on trade issues, but I do respect 
his views and arguments. Of course, I 
very much respect the Senator from 
Iowa. I have the pleasure of serving 
with him on a number of committees. I 
respectfully disagree with him on this 
particular aspect of the bill having to 
do with Laos. 

I am deeply disappointed that a deci- 
sion was made to insert this provision 
into the Miscellaneous Trade and Tech- 
nical Corrections Act of 2004 conference 
report. The Senator from Montana sug- 
gested that those of us who are opposed 
to this provision simply believe that 
Laos could do better. I am afraid it is 
a lot more serious than Laos needing 
to do a little bit better on human 
rights. 

First, let there be no misunder- 
standing that this bill would sail 
through the Senate if this provision on 
Laos was not included. However, I can- 
not support upgrading Laos’s trading 
status as long as the human rights sit- 
uation in that country remains so dis- 
turbing. I am not prepared to simply 
let this bill pass without at least some 
debate on this important matter. 

This is the wrong time to reward the 
Government of Laos with normal trade 
relations. Reports emerging from Laos 
continue to demonstrate that human 
right conditions in Laos remain appall- 
ing. It is not a question of simply doing 
a little better, it is appalling. Despite 
the Lao Government’s denials, human 
rights organizations, the U.S. Govern- 
ment, and my constituents and various 
news agencies have all documented the 
Lao Government’s blatant disregard 
for human rights. 

I have tried to closely monitor the 
human rights situation in Laos as a 
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member of the Senate Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee’s Subcommittee on 
East Asia and Pacific Affairs, and also 
as a Senator representing over 35,000 
Hmong people in Wisconsin. Many of 
these people fled Laos following the 
end of the Vietnam war. Quite a num- 
ber of the Hmong provided courageous 
assistance to the CIA during the Viet- 
nam war, at great risk to themselves 
and their families. They helped rescue 
American pilots and hold off North Vi- 
etnamese troops. 

Especially at a time like this, I think 
we can all agree that we owe them a 
debt of gratitude, and we owe them 
better than simply rewarding normal 
trade relations to a government that 
has badly mistreated them. 

The Senator from Montana indicated 
this provision was an indication that it 
is time to put the legacy of the Viet- 
nam war behind us. When it comes to 
the situation on the ground in Laos, 
the tragic legacy of the Vietnam war is 
very much alive for families of people 
who helped us during that very dif- 
ficult conflict. So the legacy of Viet- 
nam is not over when it comes to the 
treatment of the Lao Hmong people in 
Laos. 

Iam regularly contacted by constitu- 
ents concerned about their friends and 
families in Laos. Again and again, my 
office encounters reports of atrocities 
committed against the Hmong in Laos 
and other deplorable practices by the 
Lao Government. These reports, com- 
bined with the Lao Government’s abso- 
lute refusal to investigate allegations 
or to permit independent monitoring, 
lead me to believe it is not in our coun- 
try’s national interest to adopt normal 
trade relations with the Lao Govern- 
ment. 

The United States has an obligation 
to the Hmong people, and I strongly be- 
lieve that we have a moral interest in 
reducing human suffering and рго- 
tecting human rights abroad. We can- 
not ignore these allegations of atroc- 
ities in Laos. Granting NTR is not ap- 
propriate at this time. In fact, I do rec- 
ognize, as the Senator from Montana 
pointed out, that there are only a few 
countries that do not have NTR status. 
But that does not mean Laos deserves 
it any more than North Korea or per- 
haps Cuba. In fact, I have not sup- 
ported the granting of NTR to some 
countries that have it now, such as 
China. In fact, I think the normal trade 
agreement with China is the biggest 
reason the State of Wisconsin has lost 
up to 80,000 manufacturing jobs since 
the middle of the year 2000. 

You can call NTR normal, but, in 
fact, that was a semantic change from 
MFN, most-favored-nation treatment. 
It was a semantic change to try to 
make it easier to get these deals 
through. The fact is, normal trade rela- 
tions with another country is not al- 
ways right. Sometimes it is in our own 
interest in terms of protecting our 
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jobs, and sometimes because of the out- 
rageous human rights records that 
some countries have, and Laos, in my 
view, is certainly one of those coun- 
tries. 

I know many of my colleagues have 
provisions in this bill they want 
passed, and I want the body to know, 
Mr. President, that I have repeatedly 
asked that we simply strip out this one 
contentious provision and pass the rest 
of the bill, and I am prepared to do 
that again. I heard the resuscitation of 
some of the other meritorious aspects 
of this bill, and I respect that. I am not 
sure I agree with every piece of the 
bill, but I do recognize much of it is 
good. My goal here is not to kill the 
whole bill. I simply want this item re- 
moved. 

At some point, this body has to come 
to grips with the fact that we tend to 
shove major policy decisions into larg- 
er bills without any real debate and 
discussion and without the American 
people having access to what their rep- 
resentatives are doing, thinking, or 
saying about some of these items. 
Somehow this has to change. 

I also realize the 108th Congress is 
drawing to a close, and many of us are 
already looking to head home to our 
families and constituents. But I can- 
not, in good conscience, stand by and 
say nothing against a provision that 
conflicts so fundamentally with our 
country’s dedication to human rights, 
to democracy, and to fundamental de- 
cency. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
opposing cloture. I reserve the remain- 
der of my time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. KOHL. Mr. President, I am deep- 
ly troubled by the series of events 
which have brought us here today. The 
miscellaneous tariff bill, a relatively 
noncontroversial bill that has been 
making its way through the Congress 
for more than a year now, which is full 
of worthy noncontroversial provisions, 
has become the vehicle to pass a bill 
that is controversial, to say the least. 

At the eleventh hour, behind closed 
doors, the conferees on this bill decided 
to tack on a bill to grant normal trade 
relations status to the Communist 
Laos People's Democratic Republic, 
one of the few remaining Communist 
States on the Earth. 

For many years, I have worked to 
Shed light on the serious allegations of 
human rights violations in Laos, many 
involving the status of the Hmong eth- 
nic minority. By attaching Laos NTR 
to this bill without any opportunity to 
debate it and to consider it on its mer- 
its, we are missing an important oppor- 
tunity to hold the Lao Government ac- 
countable. We are also missing an im- 
portant opportunity to press the Lao 
Government to allow credible inter- 
national observers into Laos and into 
the remote jungles where the Hmong 
ethnic minority live. 
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We should not be proceeding to this 
bill in its current form. The Finance 
Committee could have easily stripped 
the Laos NTR provisions from the con- 
ference report and passed a clean 
version of the miscellaneous tariff bill. 
Then we could have had a real debate 
on Laos NTR at a more appropriate 
time. 

I will have more to say on this mat- 
ter after the cloture vote. I urge my 
colleagues to vote against cloture so 
that Laos NTR can be considered on its 
merits and not part of an omnibus 
trade package. 

I yield the floor. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, every 
year U.S. businesses lose several billion 
dollars in revenues due to inter- 
national theft of their products. Every 
time à book is photocopied without 
permission, a bootleg movie DVD is 
Sold, or à piece of music is downloaded 
from the Internet, engineers, authors, 
musicians, actors, technicians, camera 
crews, lighting crews, building owners, 
investors—indeed, everyone involved in 
the process—lose money. The United 
States has long been the world leader 
in the creation of products protected 
by intellectual property. Almost every 
growing industry in the United States 
uses intellectual property laws as the 
single most important tool they have 
to ensure their companies will be via- 
ble and competitive in the world mar- 
ketplace. Millions of employees 
throughout the United States can di- 
rectly or indirectly tie their jobs to 
companies who use intellectual prop- 
erty protections for their products. 

Because intellectual property is so 
important to the U.S. economy, our 
Government has a long tradition of 
working hard with the international 
community to enforce the basic and 
fair rights established by intellectual 
property law. Enforcement of these 
rights in foreign countries is extremely 
important to the U.S. economy and so 
the Congress has long provided Govern- 
ment officials with the direction and 
tools they need to pursue fair treat- 
ment of intellectual property on an 
international basis. 

Be it through the Trade Act of 1974 or 
through the W'TO establishment of the 
Agreement on Trade-Related Aspects 
of Intellectual Property Rights, TRIPS 
Agreement, the U.S. Government has 
been very active in pursuing the pro- 
tection of intellectual property that 
brings me to the bill at hand. 

As passed by the Senate on March 4, 
2004, H.R. 1047 contained five important 
measures that would have given the 
U.S. Government more tools in our ef- 
fort to protect intellectual property 
around the world. Specifically, the five 
intellectual property sections of H.R. 
1047 would provide the U.S. Trade Rep- 
resentative additional time to nego- 
tiate and consult with countries prior 
to bringing a World Trade Organization 
intellectual property dispute; it would 
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have given companies and innovators 
the ability to request the U.S. Govern- 
ment suspend certain trade benefits to 
Caribbean and Central American coun- 
tries who are not meeting their intel- 
lectual property commitments; and it 
would have standardized the criteria 
for adequate and effective protection of 
intellectual property under several 
U.S. trade programs, thereby giving 
U.S. companies greater ability to pro- 
tect their IP in several countries 
around the world. 

Unfortunately, during the conference 
with the House, H.R. 1047 was stripped 
of four of the five IP protections I just 
outlined. This is of great concern to 
me. I fear the House conferees who 
were opposed to these important IP 
measures are selling our economy 
Short and jeopardizing thousands of 
U.S. jobs. Failure to pass these impor- 
tant protections diminishes the U.S. 
Government’s ability to encourage for- 
eign governments to crack down on in- 
tellectual property violations. It is dif- 
ficult to motivate foreign governments 
to seek out and prosecute those who 
steal the property of U.S. companies 
and sell it to consumers at reduced 
prices. However, this language would 
have provided an extra incentive for 
foreign governments to prosecute intel- 
lectual property theft and, hopefully, 
would have led to billions of dollars of 
additional U.S. exports across several 
industries. 

Few U.S. industries enjoy a positive 
trade balance in the world market- 
place; however, those few U.S. indus- 
tries which do enjoy large positive 
trade balances with other countries de- 
pend on strong, internationally en- 
forced intellectual property  protec- 
tions. It is beyond me why anyone 
would want to make it more difficult 
for these industries to enforce their 
property rights internationally. It is 
beyond me why anyone would want to 
stand idly by and watch American em- 
ployees get ripped off by foreign com- 
panies. 

Although this legislation Was 
Stripped of most of the intellectual 
property protections I worked so hard 
to include, I am supporting its passage 
because it provides tariff relief to 
many industries throughout the coun- 
try. Many of our Nation's largest man- 
ufacturers and employers in industries 
such as agriculture, textiles, chemi- 
cals, pharmaceuticals, electronics, 
heavy equipment, and food and bev- 
erages all benefit greatly from the re- 
duced tariffs provided by this legisla- 
tion. 

In fact, several large employers in 
my home State of Utah will benefit di- 
rectly from this legislation. The re- 
duced tariffs contained in this bill will 
provide these companies with the abil- 
ity to compete for effectively in the 
global marketplace, to sell more prod- 
ucts and services throughout the 
world, and create jobs in Utah. For 
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these important reasons, I will support 
this legislation. 

Although the Senate has not been 
able to take advantage of this oppor- 
tunity to pass four very important in- 
tellectual property provisions on the 
Miscellaneous Tariffs Bill, І am hopeful 
that we can come together at the start 
of the 109th Congress and take up and 
pass these important protections. 
Those industries which depend on IP 
protections agree that we need them; 
the U.S. Trade Representative's Office 
agrees that we need them; and I call on 
my Senate colleagues to work with me 
next Congress to pass these important 
tools to help us combat international 
IP theft. 

I yield the floor. 


EE 


DUTY SUSPENSIONS FOR 
IMPORTED PRODUCTS 


Mr. BUNNING. Mr. President, I 
would like to ask my colleague about 
the conference report to accompany 
H.R. 1047, the Miscellaneous Trade and 
Technical Corrections Act of 2004, 
which passed the Senate floor by unan- 
imous consent earlier today. This legis- 
lation contains a number of duty sus- 
pensions for imported products. The 
duty suspensions help make American 
industry competitive by allowing com- 
panies to reduce costs on needed in- 
puts. An important criterion for duty 
suspension is that the imported prod- 
uct cannot compete with a domestic 
product. 

І am concerned that duty suspensions 
were included in the bill for eight pig- 
ments that may compete directly with 
pigments produced in my State. If so, 
it could directly affect hundreds of 
workers in my State. The provisions at 
issue are: Sections 1489, 1440, 1441, 1452, 
1458, 1454, 1455, and 1456. 

I understand that the Department of 
Commerce has been contacted about 
these provisions and is willing to re- 
view them to determine whether they 
are appropriate for inclusion in this 
bill. Will the Senator work with me to 
ensure that the Department of Com- 
merce completes its analysis? 

Mr. GRASSLEY. I appreciate the 
Senator raising this issue with me. I 
am happy to work with the Senator 
from Kentucky and the Commerce De- 
partment to ensure that an appropriate 
and timely analysis is completed. I rec- 
ognize that the duty suspensions in 
question take effect on January 1, 2005. 
If the results of this analysis dem- 
onstrate that the inclusion of these 
provisions in H.R. 1047 was inappro- 
priate, I will gladly work with him to 
try and rectify the situation at the ear- 
liest possible date. 

Mr. BUNNING. I thank my colleague 
and I pledge to work closely with you 
to resolve this matter. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Who yields time? The Senator 
from Montana. 
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Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, I yield 
back the remainder of my time and ask 
unanimous consent that all time be 
yielded back. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Under the previous order, pursu- 
ant to rule XXII, the Chair lays before 
the Senate the pending cloture motion, 
which the clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We the undersigned Senators, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of Rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the con- 
ference report to accompany H.R. 1047, a bill 
to amend the harmonized tariff schedule of 
the United States to modify temporarily cer- 
tain rates of duty, to make other technical 
amendments to the trade laws, and for other 
purposes. 

Bill Frist, Chuck Grassley, George Allen, 
Craig Thomas, Jon Kyl, Mike Crapo, 
Robert F. Bennett, John Ensign, Pete 
Domenici, Lamar Alexander, John E. 
Sununu, Richard G. Lugar, George 
Voinovich, Peter Fitzgerald, Trent 
Lott, Lindsey Graham, Jim Talent. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. By unanimous consent, the man- 
datory quorum call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the conference 
report to accompany H.R. 1047, a bill to 
amend the harmonized tariff schedule 
of the United States to modify tempo- 
rarily certain rates of duty, to make 
other technical amendments to the 
trade laws, and for other purposes, 
shall be brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. The clerk will call the 
roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll. 

Mr. McCONNELL. The following Sen- 
ators were necessarily absent. The Sen- 
ator from Wyoming (Mr. ENZI), the 
Senator from Texas (Mrs. HUTCHISON), 
and the Senator from Indiana (Mr. 
LUGAR). 

Mr. REID. I announce that the Sen- 
ator from New York (Mrs. CLINTON), 
the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
GRAHAM), the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. JEFFORDS), and the Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. LEAHY) are necessarily 
absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Мг. 
CHAFEE). Are there any other Senators 
in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 88, 
nays 5, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 214 Leg.] 


YEAS—88 
Akaka Bond Chafee 
Alexander Boxer Chambliss 
Allard Breaux Cochran 
Allen Brownback Collins 
Baucus Bunning Conrad 
Bayh Burns Cornyn 
Bennett Campbell Corzine 
Biden Cantwell Craig 
Bingaman Carper Crapo 
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Daschle Johnson Rei 
DeWine Kennedy Roberts 
Dodd Kerry Rockefeller 
Dole Kyl Santorum 
Domenici Landrieu Sarbanes 
Dorgan Lautenberg Schumer 
ш. п Sessions 
wards ieberman 
Ensign Lincoln Rn 
Feinstein Lott Showe 
Fitzgerald McCain 
Frist McConnell Specter 
Graham (SC) Mikulski Stabenow 
Grassley Miller Stevens 
Gregg Murkowski Sununu 
Hagel Murray Talent 
Harkin Nelson (FL) Thomas 
Hatch Nelson (NE) Voinovich 
Hollings Nickles Warner 
Inhofe Pryor Wyden 
Inouye Reed 
NAYS—5 
Byrd Dayton Kohl 
Coleman Feingold 
NOT VOTING—7 
Clinton Hutchison Lugar 
Enzi Jeffords 
Graham (FL) Leahy 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote the ayes are 88, the nays are 5. 
Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho- 
sen and sworn having voted in the af- 
firmative, the motion is agreed to. 

Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent for Resolution No. 
474 to be brought up for its immediate 
consideration, and I will allocate time. 
Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, I sug- 
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Louisiana yield? 

Ms. LANDRIEU. I am happy to co- 
operate. I thought we had worked this 
out. Perhaps we have not. I understand 
we are calling up a resolution for its 
immediate consideration and I will 
stay in the business that we are in. 

Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, I will 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? The clerk will call the roll. 
Mr. CRAIG. Reserving the right to 
object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Idaho. 

Mr. CRAIG. Mr. President, I will not 
object to a quorum call if it is only 
temporary, and I mean very tem- 
porary, sO we can work out our dif- 
ferences. This is a very important reso- 
lution that deserves to come before the 
Senate. Tomorrow is National Adop- 
tion Day and the Senator from Lou- 
isiana and I find this an important pri- 
ority for all Senators. With that, I will 
not object, understanding that Senator 
FEINGOLD offers this only temporarily. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. The clerk 
will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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NATIONAL ADOPTION MONTH 


Ms. LANDRIEU. I ask unanimous 
consent the Senate proceed imme- 
diately to the consideration of S. Res. 
474, submitted earlier today by myself, 
Senator CRAIG, Senator BOND, as well 
as Senator DEWINE, Senator FITZ- 
GERALD, Senator LEVIN, Senators 
SANTORUM and STABENOW—those last 
names be added as cosponsors to the 
resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. The clerk 
will report the resolution by title. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 474) to express sup- 
port for the goals of National Adoption 
Month by promoting national awareness of 
adoption, celebrating children and families 
involved in adoption, and encouraging Amer- 
icans to secure safety, permanency, and well- 
being for all children. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Ms. LANDRIEU. I yield to my friend 
who cosponsored this resolution for his 
remarks prior to mine. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Idaho is recognized. 

Mr. CRAIG. Mr. President, let me 
thank the Senator from Louisiana for 
her leadership on this issue and on the 
introduction of this resolution to rec- 
ognize what we believe to be a very im- 
portant month and a very important 
day for America, for America’s chil- 
dren, and especially for the foster care 
children of America. 

Tomorrow, November 20, is National 
Adoption Day. This month is National 
Adoption Month. Over the years, as we 
have worked to bring this to the atten- 
tion of the American people and to peo- 
ple who would like to form families 
through adoption, we find this tremen- 
dously important. More than 3,100 
adoptions of children from foster care 
will be finalized as a result of National 
Adoption Day. Of those who are in fos- 
ter care, some 129,000 children wait for 
adoption. Senator LANDRIEU and I, over 
the last good number of years, have 
worked almost nonstop on this issue, 
not just for the foster care children of 
our country but for all children of our 
country who are seeking a permanent, 
loving, safe environment. 

As a result of that effort, she and I 
and others on the House side took the 
old congressional coalition on adoption 
and created the Congressional Coali- 
tion on Adoption Institute. That insti- 
tute is now one of the sponsors of Na- 
tional Adoption Month and National 
Adoption Day. 

These efforts on the part of all of us, 
we hope, continue to build the kind of 
understanding and knowledge that is 
growing across America—that you can 
form a family through adoption. Adop- 
tion is a phenomenally viable option 
for couples who may not be able to 
have children naturally or who wish to 
expand their families, simply because 
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they care so much about the future of 
children and who know that children 
who grow up in a safe, loving environ- 
ment are going to be young people who 
become productive in our society in- 
stead of frustrated and oftentimes mis- 
guided in their adult efforts. 

What I would like to do now is read 
the resolution and the President’s 
Proclamation on National Adoption 
Month, because I think it speaks to the 
kind of cooperative effort that the Con- 
gress, that Mary and I and a good many 
others in this Senate and the Congres- 
sional Coalition on Adoption Institute 
have, with a lot of other alliances but 
very importantly with the President 
and the executive branch of Govern- 
ment. 

This is the 2004 Presidential Procla- 
mation on National Adoption Month, 
by the President of the United States: 

By deciding to share their hearts and home 
with a child, adoptive parents demonstrate 
great compassion and receive many blessings 
in return. During National Adoption Month, 
we recognize the generosity of adoptive and 
foster families who are providing hope and 
love, and we encourage the adoption of chil- 
dren of all ages. 

In 2002, I signed the Promoting Safe and 
Stable Families legislation that supports 
families and promotes adoption, and last De- 
cember I signed the Adoption Promotion Act 
of 2003 to increase incentives to adopt older 
children. We have raised the adoption tax 
credit to $10,000 per child and created the 
AdoptUSKids website that has joined thou- 
sands of children with adoptive parents. We 
are working hard to place more children 
from foster care to permanent homes. This 
year, on November 20, communities from all 
50 States and the District of Columbia will 
celebrate National Adoption Day by final- 
izing the adoption of thousands of children 
by loving families. And each one of those 
families will be enriched by the addition of 
new members. By bringing care and hope 
into other lives, individuals can fill their 
own lives with greater purpose. 

Now, therefore, I, George W. Bush, Presi- 
dent of the United States of America, by vir- 
tue of the authority vested in me by the Con- 
stitution and laws of the United States, do 
hereby proclaim November 2004 as National 
Adoption Month. I call on all Americans to 
observe this month with appropriate pro- 
grams and activities to honor adoptive fami- 
lies and to participate in efforts to find per- 
manent homes for waiting children. 

In witness whereof, I have hereunto set my 
hand this fourth day of November, in the 
year of our Lord two thousand four, and of 
the Independence of the United States of 
America the two hundred and twenty-ninth. 

GEORGE W. BUSH. 


That is what our President has said. 
He and this administration, as have 
others, have worked very cooperatively 
with Senator LANDRIEU and me. Much 
of what we talk about and much of 
what the President talked about were 
activities and efforts initiated right in 
the Senate—the child tax credit and 
other efforts to facilitate and make 
easier for Americans the ability to 
adopt children and bring them into 
their homes to create that loving envi- 
ronment that we talk about, that we 
know is so critically necessary in the 
lives of young people as they grow up. 
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So I am tremendously proud to join 
with my colleague, MARY LANDRIEU of 
Louisiana, ав we work cooperatively 
together in the passage of this resolu- 
tion and as we continue to work to fos- 
ter the Congressional Coalition on 
Adoption Institute, to grow it. 

Let me close by asking all Senators 
to become an active member with us in 
the Congressional Coalition on Adop- 
tion Institute, to participate in its ac- 
tivities and its purpose as we work to 
facilitate adoptions both here in this 
country and around the world. 

I thank my colleague from Lou- 
isiana, and I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Louisiana. 

Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, I am 
pleased and proud to join my colleague 
from Idaho. I have the opportunity this 
morning before this body to thank him 
for his extraordinary leadership on this 
issue and his tireless efforts. Despite 
all of the responsibilities he has as a 
leader of the majority party and all of 
the other issues that he leads, he al- 
ways finds time for this issue. It is not 
an issue that has a lot of paid lobbyists 
associated with it because this is a coa- 
lition that is actually advocating on 
behalf of orphans. His leadership is par- 
ticularly noted, and we are grateful for 
all the work that our Senators do for 
children, not only in our country but 
around the world. 

While we do celebrate this month and 
recognize this month of November and 
mark this time noting our great 
progress and success, let me begin by 
saying, unfortunately, the number of 
orphans in the world is on the rise. 
Some experts predict an unprecedented 
number of orphans in the world—really 
in numbers not ever known by the 
world before. We have had world wars 
in the past that have caused the num- 
ber of orphans to expand greatly, but 
in the midst of this century and this 
time not only do we have war and fam- 
ine, but we have something the world 
has never seen before, and that is the 
epidemic of AIDS that is an orphan fac- 
tory in Africa and India. 

We come to the floor today to cele- 
brate what successes we have achieved 
in the United States, and we will talk 
about those successes in a moment. 
The challenge is great. I look forward 
to working with Senator CRAIG and all 
Members of the Senate as we try to 
form a leadership team for the world to 
address this unprecedented number of 
orphans. 

If I could just say one more word 
about AIDS, sometimes children are 
orphaned because a parent dies of heart 
disease or cancer, but those diseases 
usually just affect one parent, not two. 
Because of the nature of AIDS and the 
way this disease is transmitted, it ac- 
tually works at killing parents in usu- 
ally a quick amount of time, leaving 
children in the international commu- 
nity not single orphans but double or- 
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phans. So that is quite à challenge to 
the world. 

Let me switch to a happy note. In 
America last year 120,000 children 
found loving and permanent homes, 
and approximately 12,000 of those chil- 
dren came from other countries to the 
United States to loving homes in all 
parts of our country; small towns in 
Idaho, very small towns in Louisiana, 
as well as to our larger metropolitan 
areas. And they were welcomed, of 
course, with happiness and celebration 
and have become parts of families. I 
am proud to say that over 100,000 chil- 
dren were adopted, children from the 
United States to American families 
right here at home out of foster care 
and, of course, infant adoptions as well. 
That was terrific. 

Two million children live in adoptive 
homes today in our country. More ex- 
traordinary and more jolting and im- 
pressive is the fact that 6 out of every 
10 Americans have been personally 
touched by adoption; either they them- 
selves were adopted or they have 
adopted into their family or grand- 
parents have received from their bio- 
logical family adoptive grandchildren. 
The stories are endless and wonderful. 
We need to make sure this Government 
of ours is doing everything it can to 
connect children who need families be- 
cause governments do a great job at 
many things, but raising children is 
not one of them. Children need to be 
raised by parents, preferably two par- 
ents, but at least one loving adult that 
can raise that child to be a contrib- 
uting member of our society. 

Our future truly depends on it. We 
can have all the great tax policies in 
the world, great health policies, great 
education policies, but it is parent to 
child, that carries future values from 
one generation to the next. So making 
these connections is not only a feel- 
good thing to do, it is a necessary 
thing to do for the continuation of our 
great Nation and the world community 
and family. 

Let me share briefly about some of 
the children waiting in my State. 
There are 500,000 children in foster care 
in the United States today. That is 
tragic. It is tragic and good and I will 
explain. It is tragic because children 
have been separated from their par- 
ents. Sometimes we could have done à 
better job of preventing that had we 
given more drug counseling on sub- 
Stance abuse or stronger educational 
benefits or job opportunities to those 
parents. On the positive side, some- 
times children have to be separated 
from their families because, if not, 
they may literally die at the hands of 
parents who are not in their right mind 
and spirit. These children can some- 
times be in danger. 

While we try to protect, promote and 
develop a better system, the fact is, 
500,000 children are in foster care, any- 
where from the age of 1 month up to 21 
years old. 


November 19, 2004 


These are pictures of some of the 
children in my State. There are many 
more. Some are young teens, children 
who are perfectly healthy, sibling 
groups. Cynthia is à beautiful child. 
She was born with cerebral palsy and 
needs special care and attention. This 
is à story of one child who gives every- 
one great inspiration. Children like 
this with the right love and attention 
can grow up to be Presidents, mayors 
of great cities, professors at our great 
universities. They just need love, at- 
tention, and care. That is what Na- 
tional Adoption Month is all about. 

Let me in my brief time share a story 
about an extraordinary young woman 
who came out of an orphanage. I will 
tell the story and then show the pic- 
ture because you will not believe it 
when I show the picture. I want to tell 
a story that Senator CRAIG and I know 
about that has touched our hearts that 
we want to share with you today. 

A young girl, about 9 years ago, was 
left in an orphanage in Russia. We do 
not know too much about the cir- 
cumstances, but what we know is she 
was severely disabled when she was 
born. She had spina bifida. She had a 
hole in her spine. In some places in the 
world, children born with disabilities 
are basically just left to die—even with 
disabilities that we have come to know 
in America can be fixed and corrected 
with good health care. But there are 
truly dying rooms around the world 
where infants and young children are 
born and left to die. They are not fed, 
they are not taken care of because 
there is no medicine, no doctors, and 
nobody can do anything, so they make 
a tough judgment: to feed the healthy 
children and leave the sick children to 
die. 

This little girl was left in a dying 
room. But she would not die, basically. 
After 6 years of living, with very little 
support, a woman we know well showed 
up in one of our adoption agencies and 
was trying to find children in this or- 
phanage to be adopted. She came 
across this child who was on the floor 
because she could not walk. She had no 
wheelchair but she crawled up and 
touched her jacket. She looked down at 
this child's eyes and saw something 
that obviously no one else had seen and 
decided to adopt this child. The or- 
phanage kept saying: We don't want 
you to have this child; we want you to 
have а “good” child. 

She kept saying: This is the child I 
want. I want this child with a hole in 
her back, the strong and beautiful lit- 
tle girl. 

The long and short of the story is, 
this woman scoops this child up, brings 
the child to America, adopts this child 
as her daughter, and her name is 
Tatiana McFadden. 

I want to show a picture of Tatiana, 
but no one is going to believe the end 
of this story. Tatiana represented the 
United States of America in the Para- 
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Olympics in Greece this year and won 
the silver medal for our country, for 
America. 

This is a picture of Tatiana, who is 
now 16 or 17 years old, one of the 
strongest, most courageous, bravest 
human beings I have ever met. She 
proudly carried the American flag over 
that finish line and won the silver 
medal in the Para-Olympics. 

Senator CRAIG, my good friend from 
Idaho, and I hoped she would be our 
special guest at Angels in Adoption, 
but she was actually winning the 
medal as our event was taking place. 

In honor of Tatiana McFadden, I 
wanted to speak for her and for the 
children she represents in America and 
around the world. This is Tatiana, re- 
ceiving on our behalf, for the United 
States of America, the silver medal. 
She represents everything that Senator 
CRAIG and I want to share today about 
National Adoption Month. 

There are many orphans waiting. 
They are not damaged goods. These are 
children who, through no fault of their 
own, have been separated from their 
parents for a variety of different rea- 
sons. They need and want families. 
They have a lot to offer not only to 
themselves but to their countries and 
their families. 

We hope in November, as we gather 
around our Thanksgiving table, and as 
our Nation gathers and spends time on 
its knees thanking God for our many 
blessings which we have, remembering 
our blessings from the early founding 
of this country. As we gather around 
our tables and hold the hands of our 
children, let’s think about the children 
who do not have parents and what we 
can do. 

Every Senator can most certainly do 
something. Many Senators and House 
Members are doing a great deal. 

My colleagues have been very gra- 
cious with this time, but I close by say- 
ing that tomorrow, on Saturday, many 
of our colleagues, House and Senate 
Members, will be participating at their 
courthouses all over America. We are 
happy to say that we will have 4,000 
children adopted tomorrow, on Na- 
tional Adoption Day, an effort started 
by one judge, Judge Nash in Los Ange- 
les, CA, who started this to call atten- 
tion to children like Tatiana. All they 
need is someone to pick them up, hold 
them, love them. Basically the spirit 
that God has put in them will do the 
rest. That is what this month is about. 

I thank my colleague for offering this 
resolution. I thank the Senators in the 
midst of their busy work schedule for 
pushing this resolution through. I 
thank the President for his great sup- 
port and acknowledge President Clin- 
ton and First Lady Clinton’s effort, 
now Senator CLINTON, and President 
Bush and Mrs. Bush, for their good 
leadership on this issue—not just in 
America, ав my colleague knows, but 
as President Bush advocates these poli- 
cies around the world. 
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Ms. LANDRIEU. I ask unanimous 
consent that the resolution be agreed 
to, the preamble be agreed to, the mo- 
tion to reconsider by laid upon the 
table, and any statements related 
thereto be printed in the RECORD with- 
out intervening action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
DOLE). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

The resolution, with its preamble, 
reads as follows: 

S. RES. 474 


Whereas there are approximately 532,000 
children in the foster care system in the 
United States, approximately 129,000 of 
whom are waiting to be adopted; 

Whereas the average length of time a child 
in foster care remains in foster care is al- 
most 3 years; 

Whereas for many foster children, the wait 
for a loving family in which they are nur- 
tured, comforted, and protected is endless; 

Whereas every year 25,000 children "аге 
out”? of foster care by reaching adulthood 
without being placed in a permanent home; 

Whereas, since 1987, the number of annual 
adoptions has ranged from 118,000 to 127,000; 

Whereas approximately 2,100,000 children 
in the United States live with adoptive par- 
ents; 

Whereas approximately 6 of every 10 Amer- 
icans have been touched personally by adop- 
tion in that they, à family member, or à 
close friend was adopted, has adopted a child, 
or has placed a child for adoption; 

Whereas every day loving and nurturing 
families are formed when committed and 
dedicated individuals make an important dif- 
ference in the life of à child through adop- 
tion; 

Whereas, on November 20, 2004, commu- 
nities from all 50 States and the District of 
Columbia will celebrate National Adoption 
Day by finalizing the adoption of thousands 
of children by loving families; and 

Whereas on November 4, 2004, the President 
proclaimed November 2004 as National Adop- 
tion Month: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate recognizes No- 
vember 2004 as National Adoption Month. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Missouri. 

Mr. BOND. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business for up to 5 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. FEINGOLD. Reserving the right 
to object. 

Mr. BOND. I thank the President. 

Mr. FEINGOLD. Madam President, 
reserving the right to object, I will not 
object to these remarks, but subse- 
quent to that we will begin the 
postcloture discussion of the issue be- 
fore the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BOND. Madam President, I com- 
mend my colleagues from Louisiana 
and Idaho. It was a very touching story 
of the Senator from Louisiana which 
highlights the importance of adoption 
month. This is a wonderful effort that 
my two colleagues have launched. We 
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are pleased to support them and the 
President’s efforts and all those won- 
derful people who take adopted chil- 
dren into their home. 

(The remarks of Mr. BOND pertaining to 
the introduction of 8. 3009 are located іп to- 
day's RECORD under ‘‘Statements on Intro- 
duced Bills and Joint Resolutions.) 


ES 


MISCELLANEOUS TRADE AND 
TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS ACT— 
CONFERENCE REPORT—Continued 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. KOHL. Madam President, I want 
to speak on the miscellaneous tariffs 
bill. 

Last spring, Senator FEINGOLD and I 
sent a letter to the minority leader 
making it clear we would object to tak- 
ing up S. 2200, a bill granting NTR sta- 
tus to Laos because of the human 
rights situation there. At the time we 
said: 

Reports emerging from Laos remain dis- 
turbing. Journalists, human rights groups, 
and many of our constituents inform us that 
the Laos government continues to be respon- 
sible for serious human rights violations, 
and that conditions are particularly difficult 
for the Hmong ethnic group. 

The situation in Laos has not 
changed, and, in fact, over the last sev- 
eral months more disturbing evidence 
has emerged that now is not the time 
for us to appear to be rewarding one of 
the most closed and repressive regimes. 
For the first time, we have independent 
corroboration of the types of charges 
which have been made by many Hmong 
residents of my State for years and by 
others who have fled Laos more re- 
cently. 

On September 13, 2004, Amnesty 
International issued a report entitled 
“Military Atrocities Against Hmong 
Children Are War Crimes." The report, 
which I will read from momentarily, 
details horrific crimes committed in 
May of this year reportedly by Laos 
soldiers. These crimes were captured 
on a graphic videotape smuggled out 
this summer and which I understand 
the State Department has taken very 
seriously, and they were also described 
by witness testimony. 

The attack took place against a 
group of children, five of whom were 
killed, in a remote area of the country, 
and was described by Amnesty Inter- 
national as follows: 

The 5 children, between 13 and 16 years old 
and part of an ethnic Hmong rebel group, 
were brutally mutilated—the girls appar- 
ently raped before being killed—by a group 
of approximately 30-40 soldiers. The vic- 
tims—four girls, Mao Lee, 14; her sister Chao 
Lee, 16; Chi Her, 14; Pang Lor, 14; and Tou 
Lor, Pang Lor’s 15 year old brother—were 
killed whilst foraging for food close to their 
camp. They were unarmed. 

A witness, who has subsequently fled the 
country and been recognized as a refugee by 
the United Nations High Commissioner for 
Refugees, reported hearing one of the sol- 
diers saying: “Hmong. Your mouth allows 
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you to speak. Your vagina allows you to 
breed’’. 

He then heard moans and a gunshot. 

A 14-year-old girl was shot in each breast 
and the other bodies were mutilated by what 
appears to be high-powered rifle shots fired 
at close range. One of the girls was 
disemboweled. 

Several other members of the group were 
seriously injured with gun shot wounds but 
managed to return to their encampment. 
The rebels have little if any medicine and 
rely on traditional treatments using plants 
found in the forest. 

It is my understanding that in the 
last several weeks, our State Depart- 
ment has delivered a demarche to the 
Lao Government, calling for thorough 
investigation of these atrocities which 
happened in May-—an investigation 
that is credible and that would with- 
stand scrutiny by the international 
community. To date, there has been no 
such investigation and the soldiers in- 
volved with these war crimes have not 
been held accountable. 

Also this year, came startling and 
deeply upsetting reports. Hundreds of 
former Hmong-Lao insurgents—many 
of whom courageously helped our mili- 
tary during the Vietnam War—and 
their families emerged from the jun- 
gles in Laos only to be captured by the 
Lao military and mistreated, and as 
some allege, killed. 

The emerging Hmong-Lao were under 
the impression that there was an am- 
nesty program organized by the Lao- 
tian government, but there was much 
confusion about this program. The Lao 
government has officially denied there 
was such a program, they have refused 
to provide our Government with any 
details of this mass surrender of ethnic 
Hmong and their families, and they 
would not accept humanitarian assist- 
ance for the sudden influx of people 
seeking assistance. 

In response to these reports, Senator 
FEINGOLD and I, along with others, sent 
a letter to Ambassador Negroponte 
asking for his assistance in urging the 
United Nations to send a high level UN 
representative or fact finding mission 
to Laos to monitor the treatment of 
the Hmong. I also raised the issue with 
Secretary Powell when he came to tes- 
tify before the Commerce-Justice- 
State Appropriations Subcommittee. 
Secretary Powell expressed concerns 
about the reports coming out of Laos. 
He agreed that there is a need for 
greater access and that more needs to 
be done to secure the safety of the 
Hmong. And, while Laos hasn’t exactly 
been on the front burner, this spring 
the Secretary raised the issue of the 
Hmong in Laos with UN Secretary 
General Kofi Annan, and he wrote to 
the Lao Foreign Minister to express 
concerns about the reports related to 
the supposed amnesty. 

It is my understanding that there has 
been no reply to Secretary Powell’s let- 
ter. 

So, here we are today offering a car- 
rot to a government that has essen- 
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tially stonewalled our Secretary of 
State and has restricted access to inde- 
pendent international monitors, leav- 
ing us with no way to investigate the 
many reports coming from Laos. 

I am aware that there are supporters 
of Laos who have raised questions 
about the veracity of reports of human 
rights violations against the Hmong. 
Because of restrictions put in place by 
the Lao government that deny policy- 
makers, journalists, and humanitarian 
groups access to the situation on the 
ground, it is very difficult to confirm 
these reports one way or the other. 
More significantly, it is virtually im- 
possible to ensure that these individ- 
uals are being treated fairly and hu- 
manely. That is why it is essential for 
us to keep the pressure on the Lao gov- 
ernment to push for international ac- 
cess. Such access would be crucial in 
determining the facts surrounding the 
treatment of the Hmong and would 
allow us to ensure that they are not 
being mistreated. 

The sad fate of the Hmong in Laos 
has been exacerbated by their role in 
helping the United States during the 
Vietnam war. By 1963, as many as 20,000 
Hmong fighters were trained and 
armed by the Central Intelligence 
Agency to fight against the North Vi- 
etnamese Army and Pathet Lao forces 
as part of the so-called ‘‘secret war in 
Laos." Some reports put the number of 
fighters as high as 40,000 in 1969. The 
Hmong sustained heavy casualties dur- 
ing those years, working in coordina- 
tion with the CIA. The impact on the 
Hmong community extended beyond 
the actual fighters: Family members 
lived under terrible conditions, 
throughout this period, unable to farm 
because they were constantly moving 
to keep one step ahead of the Com- 
munists. Since they were never in one 
place long enough to harvest, they had 
to eat leaves, wild fruit, tree bark, and 
whatever else they could find in the 
jungle. The United States is indebted 
to these former Hmong insurgents who 
rescued downed American pilots and 
disrupted North Vietnamese supply 
lines—under the most difficult cir- 
cumstances. We cannot forget these 
courageous individuals and their fami- 
lies. 

In the years since the end of the 
Vietnam war, thousands of Hmong 
have fled to Thailand, living a life of 
separation from their homeland and 
ongoing transition. Hmong have come 
to the United States, resettling in Cali- 
fornia, Minnesota, Wisconsin, North 
Carolina, and Rhode Island. My State 
of Wisconsin is the home to 33,000 
former Hmong refugees, many of whom 
are concerned about the status of their 
family and friends in Laos. And, last 
December, the U.S. Government de- 
cided to admit 15,000 Hmong-Lao refu- 
gees who were living in Thailand. 
These refugees began to arrive in June 
and they will continue to arrive 
through the end of the year. 
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Estimates are that there are as many 
as 17,000 Hmong still live in the jungles 
of Laos. According to the Associated 
Press, about 20 Hmong communities 
are currently involved in low level 
combat against the Lao communist 
government, which came to power in 
1975 at the end of the Vietnam War. 
Most recently, there are reports that 
as many as two thousand Hmong have 
been under attack in remote regions of 
Laos by Lao forces using grenades, ma- 
chine guns, and mortars. The scattered 
reports we receive are from those who 
manage to escape the area, those who 
call out on satellite phones, and the 
few reporters who venture onto the 
dangerous terrain. 

In October 2008, Amnesty Inter- 
national issued a report which stated 
that the Lao government is using star- 
vation as a ‘‘weapon of war against ci- 
vilians’’—a clear violation of the Gene- 
va Conventions, which Laos has rati- 
fied. The report indicated that the Lao 
military had surrounded several rebel 
groups and their families, including ci- 
vilians, and was preventing them from 
foraging for food they need to survive. 
At that time, Amnesty stated that it 
was greatly concerned “ру the sharply 
deteriorating situation of thousands of 
family members of ethnic minority 
groups, predominantly Hmong, in- 
volved in an armed conflict with the 
Lao military in jungle areas of the 
country." Articles in Time Asia in 
spring 2003 underscored these charges, 
stating that the Lao government had 
hunted down and surrounded ‘‘this 
dwindling group of outcasts.’’ The pic- 
tures accompanying this and other 
pieces in Time have shown the Hmong 
in the jungle living in deplorable condi- 
tions. 

Beyond its treatment of the Hmong, 
the Lao government also has a history 
of particularly severe violations of reli- 
gious freedom which have been docu- 
mented by the U.S. Commission on 
International Religious Freedom in a 
report submitted to Congress last 
March. The Commission has designated 
Laos as a ‘‘country of particular con- 
сегп” and has said that ‘‘U.S attention 
to Laos at this time may advance pro- 
tections for religious freedom and pro- 
mote U.S. interests." 

I am sure that granting NTR was not 
the kind of attention the Commission 
had in mind. 

To quote from their report: 

. . there has been extensive government 
interference with and restrictions on all reli- 
gious communities. In more recent years, 
the government has focused its repression on 
religions that are relatively new to Laos, in- 
cluding Protestant Christianity . . . [Viola- 
tions] include the arrest, prolonged deten- 
tion, and imprisonment of members of reli- 
gious minorities on account of their reli- 
gious activities. Lao officials have 
forced Christians to renounce their faith... 
dozens of churches have been closed. 

This persecution of religious minori- 
ties has extended to U.S. citizens as 
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well. In June of this year, the Laotian 
Government arrested, imprisoned, 
tried, convicted, and sentenced to 15 
years in prison a Lutheran minister, a 
U.S. citizen, from St. Paul, MN. While 
in captivity, he was denied consular ac- 
cess for over a week and was subjected 
to a so-called trial before the Laotian 
judiciary system. Although he was re- 
leased after a month, Laotian Chris- 
tians have not been so lucky. Some 
Christian pastors say leaders have re- 
mained imprisoned for years. As long 
as there is no pressure on the Lao Gov- 
ernment, we can expect the status quo 
to continue. 

With all due respect to my colleagues 
on the Finance Committee, I have to 
say they have been surprisingly eager 
to grant NTR status to Laos. They 
have been so focused on taking this 
step in the context of cleaning up our 
trade laws and eliminating the distinc- 
tion between those nations which have 
NTR status and those that do not have 
NTR status that they have forgotten 
that this is not happening in a vacuum. 
Whether we intend to or not, we are 
sending a strong signal to the Lao Gov- 
ernment, and that signal is that they 
can act with impunity. 

I recognize there is strong support 
for the miscellaneous tariff bill that 
has nothing to do with Laos NTR, and 
that many of my colleagues are not 
casting this vote with Laos in mind. 
For many years, I have worked with 
others, including my colleague, Sen- 
ator FEINGOLD, to shed more light on 
the condition of the Hmong in Laos 
and to assure their safety, and I did 
guarantee I will continue to do so. 

Madam President, I commend to my 
colleagues a report on the CIA Web site 
entitled ‘‘Supporting the ‘Secret War’: 
CIA Air Operations in Laos, 1955 to 
1974.” The report is by a historian at 
the University of Georgia. 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD a report from 
Time magazine of May 5, 2003, entitled 
“Welcome to the Jungle," which de- 
tails the deplorable conditions of the 
Hmong in the jungle in Laos. As one of 
the Hmong said, ‘‘We shed blood with 
the U.S... they should remember us." 
Also, a report dated September 18, 2004, 
from Amnesty International entitled 
“Laos: Military Atrocities Against 
Hmong Children Are War Crimes." 
Then a letter from the United States 
Commission on International Religious 
Freedom. 

And a letter dated March 15, 2004, to 
the U.S. Ambassador to the U.N., John 
Negroponte, signed by members of the 
Wisconsin, California, and Minnesota 
delegations. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From Time Magazine, May, 2003] 
WELCOME То THE JUNGLE 
(By Andrew Perrin) 

There were hundreds of them, perhaps a 

thousand. They wept and knelt before me on 
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the ground, crying, ‘‘Please help us, the com- 
munists are coming.’’ I had hiked four days 
to reach this forsaken place deep in the jun- 
gles of Xaysomboune, northern Laos. The 
Hmong rebels prostrate before me were con- 
vinced they would all soon die. They knew 
they were a forgotten tribe, crushed by a 
military campaign that is denied by the 
communist leaders of their small, sheltered 
nation. 

In all my years as a journalist I had never 
seen anything like this: a ragtag army with 
wailing families in tow, beseeching me to 
take news of their plight to the outside 
world. I walked among starving children, 
their tiny frames scarred by mortar shrap- 
nel. Young men, toting rifles and with dull- 
eyed infants strapped to their backs, ripped 
open their shirts to show me their wounds. 
An old man grabbed my hand and guided it 
over the contours of shrapnel buried in his 
gut. A teenage girl, no more than 15, whim- 
pered at my feet, pawed at my legs and cried, 
“They’ve killed my husband. They’ve killed 
my mother, my father, my brother. . ." But 
before she could finish, others were pushing 
her aside to sob out their own litanies of 
loss. In this heart of darkness, nobody has a 
monopoly on grief. 

Now, for the first time in nearly three dec- 
ades, this dwindling group of outcasts are 
completely surrounded by the Lao govern- 
ment troops that hunt them. They are 
trapped in a narrow swath of jungle, with all 
avenues of escape blocked by either soldiers 
or antipersonnel mines. ‘“Тһіѕ time," says 
Moua Toua Ther, 46, the one-armed leader of 
the camp and commander of its pitifully 
equipped fighting force, “ме will not be able 
to run or hide. When the helicopters come we 
will be butchered like wild animals." 

What is the crime this ragged bunch has 
committed? It is simply that they are 
Hmong, mostly the children, grandchildren 
or even great-grandchildren of fighters who 
in the 1960s sided with the U.S. to fight com- 
munism in Laos during the Vietnam War. 
Fabled for their resourcefulness and valor, 
many Hmong became members of a secret 
CIA-backed militia that helped rescue 
downed U.S. pilots and disrupted North Viet- 
namese supplies and troop movements along 
the Ho Chi Minh Trail through central Laos. 
The communist Pathet Lao movement—and 
its patrons in Hanoi—has never forgotten the 
Hmong’s complicity with the Americans. 
Shortly after the Pathet Lao took power in 
1975—two years after the U.S. had fled the 
country and left the Hmong soldiers to their 
fate—a communist newspaper declared the 
Party would hunt down the ‘‘American col- 
laborators" and their families “бо the last 
root." But until Time recently reached one 
of the last Hmong outposts, no one truly be- 
lieved that, after 28 years, the Lao govern- 
ment still meant it. This, then, is the final 
act ofa war that, according to history books, 
ended in 1973. 

The Hmong, who migrated to Laos from 
southwestern China in the 19th century, have 
always been a proud, warlike people. In the 
1920s a Hmong rebellion against their French 
rulers erupted in much of Laos and northern 
Vietnam, ultimately failing but leaving 
thousands dead. When the French left Laos 
in 1953, the Hmong found themselves fighting 
again—this time against the threat of com- 
munism. Among the resisters was a young 
Hmong general named Vang Pao, who in 1961 
was commissioned by the CIA to set up a se- 
cret army to fight the advancing com- 
munists. Over the next decade nearly half of 
the 40,000 Hmong fighters in Vang Pao’s 
army are thought to have perished during 
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the fighting. The reward for their sacrifice? 
The Paris cease-fire agreement of 1973, which 
signaled an end of U.S. aid. Vang fought on 
for two more years, but when it became clear 
that the Pathet Lao would win he fled to 
Thailand and then to the U.S. Today, some 
200,000 other Hmong live in exile commu- 
nities in the U.S. But not all Hmong made it 
to America: 15,000 of Vang's brethren were 
cut off from escape and were forced to melt 
away into the mountainous jungles of Laos. 

Even from California, where he leads the 
United Lao Liberation Front (ULLF), Vang, 
74, casts a long shadow over his people. Moua 
Says he reports directly to Vang—a claim the 
Californian denies, though he does admit to 
providing occasional help. From his subur- 
ban American home, the exiled general de- 
mands democracy and a reinstatement of the 
monarchy in Laos. Moua and his militia are 
among the remnants of Hmong rebel groups 
fighting for that disappearing dream. 

Moua joined Vang's secret army at age 15. 
His left arm ends in a stump-his hand was re- 
moved in a 1974 jungle amputation. One of 
only four people in the village with some 
writing skills, he is a meticulous keeper of 
village statistics—there are 56 orphaned chil- 
dren, 40 widows and 11 widowers. By Moua's 
count, 30% of the villagers have shrapnel 
wounds. In 1975, when Vang fled Laos, Moua 
recorded his group at 7,000 people. Today 
there are only about 800 left. 

Although the Hmong have been on the run 
for nearly three decades, Moua and others in 
his village regard the past year as the worst. 
In October, they say, some 500 ground troops 
attacked them from four directions in 
Xaysomboune while à gunship strafed them 
from above. In all, 216 Hmong were killed. 
Such assaults can come at any time. Last 
August, a mortar round landed less than a 
meter from nine-year-old Yeng Houa's fam- 
ily dinner table, killing both his parents. 
Yeng survived; but I count 18 shrapnel scars 
on his legs, his jaw is broken and there is an 
infected sore on his inner thigh. Since the 
attack, he has not spoken. 

The Hmong say they are too ill-equipped to 
strike back. Most of their fighters are armed 
with ancient M-16s and AK-47s, and the 
heaviest weapons at their disposal are two 
geriatric M-79 grenade launchers. Ammuni- 
tion is mostly dug up from former U.S. air 
bases. According to Moua, only a third of the 
rounds are actually live, negating Hmong 
chances of launching a viable offensive. As 
for the Lao government, which declined to 
talk to Time, it denies allegations that it is 
decimating Hmong rebels and blames them 
for much of the unrest in the country. It in- 
sists that Hmong are doubling as bandits. In 
February an ambush on a bus traveling the 
busy Highway 13 in the north left 12 people 
dead, including two Swiss cyclists. A calling 
card pinned to one of the corpses indicated 
the deaths were the work of Hmong rebels. 
And on April 20, gunmen opened fire on a 
passenger bus, killing at least 13 people. Eye- 
witnesses to this massacre say the gunmen 
spoke to one another in the Hmong lan- 
guage. Vang Pao angrily denies claims that 
his men are responsible for attacks on civil- 
ians. “In the past there have been several 
events like this that have taken place and 
been blamed on the ULLF,”’ he says. But it 
was not us. We believe it was organized by 
the government using Hmong people who 
serve in the Lao army." For his part, Moua 
portrays the Hmong as helpless innocents. 
“We only defend and run," he says. “If the 
Lao troops launch an assault, our ammo 
won't even last an hour." 

Back in the mountains of Xaysomboune, 
Moua and his comrades sleep uneasily on 
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beds of leaves inside banana-leaf huts. Most 
cannot recall how many times they’ve relo- 
cated, but they remember the people they’ve 
lost Bhun Si, 42, says his wife and two sons 
were taken from him last October. His friend 
Soum Sai saw everything: the government 
troops came in, he says, and shot women and 
children from a distance of just five meters. 
Today, Bhun looks barely alive himself. Only 
two fingers remain on his left hand—he lost 
the others in a B41 rocket attack that 
killed six of his fellow Hmong. His leg still 
bleeds from a suppurating shrapnel wound he 
received 13 years ago. One side of his face is 
a mask of melted flesh, with black sockets 
where an ear and an eye should be. ‘‘Every- 
body is dead,’’ he says. ‘‘Sixteen people in 
my family are dead, all killed by the com- 
munists.’’ In a heartbreaking refrain I heard 
repeatedly during my stay in the camp, he 
adds, ‘‘America must save us.” 

Commander Moua, too, wonders where his 
erstwhile American allies have gone. ‘‘We 
shed blood with the U.S.," he says. ‘‘They 
should remember this. They should find us a 
land where we're safe and have food to eat." 
But as the world has watched in awe of the 
might of the U.S. war machine in Iraq, the 
final scenes of a 30-year-old war in Indochina 
that America would rather forget are des- 
tined to play out unnoticed. 


[From Amnesty International, Sept. 13, 2004] 
Laos: MILITARY ATROCITIES AGAINST HMONG 
CHILDREN ARE WAR CRIMES 

Amnesty International is horrified by re- 
cent reports, including video evidence and 
witness testimony, of an attack by Lao sol- 
diers against a group of five children, four of 
them girls, in the Xaisomboune military 
zone on 19 May 2004. 

The children, aged between 18 and 16 years 
old and part of an ethnic Hmong rebel group, 
were brutally mutilated—the girls appar- 
ently raped before being killed—by a group 
of approximately 30-40 soldiers. The vic- 
tims—four girls, Mao Lee, 14; her sister Chao 
Lee, 16; Chi Her, 14; Pang Lor, 14; and Tou 
Lor, Pang Lor’s 15 year old brother—were 
killed whilst foraging for food close to their 
camp. They were unarmed. 

The attacks violate the most fundamental 
principles of international human rights and 
humanitarian law. These rapes and killings 
constitute war crimes. The Lao authorities 
must bring to justice those responsible for 
this atrocity and cease attacks on unarmed 
civilians. 

A witness, who has subsequently fled the 
country and been recognized as a refugee by 
the United Nations High Commissioner for 
Refugees, reported hearing one of the sol- 
diers saying: (Meo (Hmong). Your kael ni 
(mouth) allows you to speak. Your hin (va- 
gina) allows you to breed". 

He then heard moans and a gunshot. 

Mao Lee was shot in each breast and the 
other bodies were mutilated by what appears 
to be high-powered rifle shots fired at close 
range. One of the girls was disembowelled. 

Several other members of the group were 
seriously injured with gun shot wounds but 
managed to return to their encampment. 

The rebels have little if any medicine and 
rely on traditional treatments using plants 
found in the forest. 

The Lao authorities must, as a matter of 
utmost urgency, permit UN agencies and 
independent monitors unfettered access to 
those rebels who are recently reported to 
have ‘surrendered’. They must also permit 
humanitarian agencies to provide medical 
and food assistance to those injured as a re- 
sult of this and other military actions 
against the rebels. 
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BACKGROUND 


The Hmong ethnic minority group in Laos 
was allied to the US during the Viet Nam 
war and its spill-over fighting in both Laos 
and Cambodia. The Hmong people have a 
long history of resistance and aspirations of 
independence from Lao government control. 
Following the creation of the Lao People's 
Democratic Republic in 1975 and the fall of 
the former regime, as many as a third of the 
Hmong ethnic minority are believed to have 
fled the country. Most of these refugees re- 
settled in the USA, but a large number spent 
many years in refugee camps in Thailand. 

Sporadic military resistance to the govern- 
ment has continued among some ethnic 
groups, predominantly Hmong. There are 
also continuing allegations of serious human 
rights abuses against those Hmong perceived 
as still being opposed to the Lao govern- 
ment. 

There have been increasing concerns over 
the last two years at an apparent increase in 
Lao government military activity against 
rebel groups, who along with armed adult 
men also comprise a large number of women, 
children, elderly and sick. The upsurge in 
military activity followed increasing inter- 
national concern at the situation, which was 
triggered by a number of journalists visiting 
rebel groups and reporting their plight. 

Credible sources have reported the deaths 
of scores of civilians, mainly children, from 
starvation and injuries sustained during the 
conflict. It is known that several of approxi- 
mately 20 rebel groups with their families 
are surrounded by Lao military and pre- 
vented from foraging for food that they tra- 
ditionally rely on to survive. Amnesty Inter- 
national has protested to the Lao authorities 
at what it believes is the use of starvation as 
a weapon of war against civilians. 

Several hundred ethnic Hmong rebels are 
reported to have ‘surrendered’ to the Lao au- 
thorities in recent months. UN agencies, dip- 
lomats and journalists have not been given 
access to these people and Amnesty Inter- 
national has received conflicting reports as 
to their reception and treatment by the au- 
thorities. 

Amnesty International has also repeatedly 
condemned indiscriminate attacks by armed 
opposition groups that have reportedly 
killed and injured civilians in Laos. Amnesty 
International unequivocally condemns these 
acts and has and will continue to call upon 
the perpetrators to cease all activities that 
are in violation of human rights and inter- 
national humanitarian law. 

UNITED STATES COMMISSION ON 
INTERNATIONAL RELIGIOUS FREEDOM, 
Washington, DC, March 20, 2003. 
Senator HERB KOHL, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR KOHL: On behalf of the U.S. 
Commission on International Religious Free- 
dom, I am pleased to enclose the Commis- 
Sion's 2003 report and policy recommenda- 
tions on Laos. The Commission is charged 
with reviewing the facts and circumstances 
of violations of international religious free- 
dom. By law, à key function of the Commis- 
sion is to submit to the President, Secretary 
of State, and Congress its findings and rec- 
ommendations for U.S. policies with respect 
to foreign governments engaging in or toler- 
ating violations of religious freedom. 

In its most recent report, the U.S. Com- 
mission on International Religious Freedom 
determines that the government of Laos has 
been engaged in particularly severe viola- 
tions of religious freedom, as defined in the 
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International Religious Freedom Act of 1998 
(IRFA). These violations include the arrest, 
prolonged detention, and imprisonment of 
members of religious minorities on account 
of their religious activities. 

'The Commission draws attention to abuses 
including arrests, prolonged detention and 
imprisonment of members of minority reli- 
gions, forced renunciations of faith of Chris- 
tians, and extensive governmental inter- 
ference with and restrictions on all religious 
communities, including Evangelical Chris- 
tians, Roman Catholics, Baha'is and Bud- 
dhists. In July 2002, the Lao government pro- 
mulgated a new decree on religious affairs 
that provides a legal basis for control of and 
interference with religious activities by gov- 
ernment officials. 

Lao officials perceive the United States to 
be influential in the provision of inter- 
national aid for Laos' development and some 
have thus demonstrated à willingness to ad- 
dress U.S. concerns, including human rights 
concerns raised by the Commission, the 
State Department, and non-governmental or- 
ganizations. The United States has a unique 
opportunity to engage the government and 
people of Laos in a process of reform that 
would end the suppression of religious free- 
dom and other related human rights, and rel- 
atively small measures of attention and as- 
sistance could accomplish a great deal. 

Therefore, the Commission makes the fol- 
lowing recommendations to the President, 
Secretary of State, and Congress: 

1. President Bush should designate Laos as 
a 'country of particular concern" to make 
clear U.S. concerns over particularly severe 
violations of religious freedom in Laos, thus 
engaging the U.S. government in a process to 
promote changes that would advance legal as 
well as practical protections of freedom of 
religion and related human rights in that 
country. 

2. The U.S. government should urge the 
government of Laos to take specific steps to 
improve respect for religious freedom, in- 
cluding the possible establishment of a bilat- 
eral human rights dialogue that would also 
address the broader range of human rights 
concerns such as torture and other forms of 
ill-treatment. 

3. The U.S. government should provide as- 
sistance to Laos to take genuine steps to re- 
form its practices, policies, laws, and regula- 
tions that contribute to religious freedom 
violations. 

The report, as well as information about 
the Commission, can be found on our Web 
site at www.useirf.gov. For further informa- 
tion, please contact the Commission at (202) 
523-3240. 

Sincerely, 
FELICE D. GAER, 
Chair. 


U.S. SENATE, 
Washington, DC, March 15, 2004. 

Ambassador JOHN D. NEGROPONTE, 

U.S. Ambassador to the United Nations, United 
States Mission to the United Nations, New 
York, NY. 

DEAR AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: We are 
writing to ask for your assistance in urging 
the United Nations to send a UN representa- 
tive or fact-finding mission to Laos to mon- 
itor the treatment of hundreds of Hmong- 
Lao, many of whom are former insurgents 
and their families, who have recently 
emerged from the jungles of Laos. A high- 
level UN presence is essential in securing the 
safety of these individuals, as well as in pro- 
viding greater transparency regarding Lao 
governmental actions to the international 
community. 
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Over the past several weeks, hundreds of 
Hmong-Lao and their families have left the 
jungles of Laos. Many of these former insur- 
gents fought with the Central Intelligence 
Agency during the Vietnam War to rescue 
downed American pilots, to thwart supply 
lines along the Ho Chi Minh trail and to hold 
off North Vietnamese troops. When the Viet- 
nam War ended and the communist Pathet 
Lao took over the government, thousands of 
Hmong were killed and sent to reeducation 
camps. Most Hmong fled Laos or hid in the 
jungles of Laos, fearing for their lives. Some 
estimate that as many as 17,000 Hmong have 
been living in the jungles since 1975. The 
United States remains indebted to these cou- 
rageous individuals and their families. 

The U.S. government claims that these in- 
dividuals have surrendered to the Lao gov- 
ernment and are participating in an unoffi- 
cial and ‘‘unstated’’ amnesty program orga- 
nized by the government of Laos. Yet, our of- 
fices have heard contradictory information. 
Reports indicate that the Laotian govern- 
ment denies the existence of any amnesty 
program for these individuals. In addition, 
many of our constituents claim that these 
former insurgents have been captured by the 
Lao military and did not surrender. Our con- 
stituents fear that these people are in seri- 
ous danger and allege that many have al- 
ready been killed, including women and chil- 
dren. Amnesty International in a report on 
March 4, 2004 states, ‘‘Amnesty International 
has received conflicting reports as to their 
[the Hmong’s] reception and treatment by 
Lao authorities.” 

The restrictions imposed by the Lao gov- 
ernment on international access have pre- 
vented policymakers, journalists and hu- 
manitarian groups from knowing the reality 
on the ground and understanding the needs. 
The United Nations can play a crucial role in 
shedding light on the situation. We ask you, 
therefore, to urge the United Nations to send 
a UN representative or fact-finding mission 
to ensure that these former insurgents are 
treated humanely and that the Lao govern- 
ment respects its obligations under inter- 
national law. 

We thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Russ Feingold, U.S. Senator; Herb Kohl, 
U.S. Senator; Barbara Boxer, U.S. Sen- 
ator; Mark Dayton, U.S. Senator; 
Dianne Feinstein, U.S. Senator; Ron 


Kind, U.S. Representative; Mark 
Green, U.S. Representative; Devin 
Nunes, U.S. Representative; George 


Radanovich, U.S. Representative; Dana 
Rohrabacher, U.S. Representative. 

Mr. KOHL. I thank the Chair. I yield 
the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. FEINGOLD. Madam President, I 
rise today to express my strong opposi- 
tion to efforts to push through a provi- 
sion normalizing trade relations with 
Laos. 

First, let me thank my senior col- 
league, Senator KOHL. I enjoy working 
with him on so many issues, from our 
dairy industry in Wisconsin, to our ex- 
cellent National Guard. But I am par- 
ticularly proud he and I have been able 
to cooperate and work so hard with re- 
gard to the Hmong people living in 
Wisconsin and the concerns they have 
regarding issues not only concerning 
their own lives in Wisconsin but also 
the issues involving their families and 
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their relatives in places such as Laos. I 
thank the Senator for all the work we 
have done together on this issue, and 
we will continue this battle to make 
sure there is accountability with re- 
gard to the human rights record of the 
Government of Laos, which is not a 
good record. 

It is for this reason I am deeply dis- 
appointed the decision was made to in- 
sert this provision in the Miscellaneous 
Trade and Technical Corrections Act of 
2004 conference report. Let’s again re- 
member—and Senator KOHL pointed 
this out—so there is no misunder- 
standing, this bill would sail through 
the Senate if this provision on Laos 
was not included. Senator KOHL and I 
are not trying to block the larger legis- 
lation. However, I cannot support up- 
grading Laos’s trading status as long 
as the human rights situation in that 
country remains so disturbing, and I 
am not prepared to let this bill pass 
without at least some further debate 
on this important matter. 

As Senator KOHL just said, this is the 
wrong time to reward the Government 
of Laos with normal trade relations. 
Reports emerging from Laos continue 
to demonstrate that human rights con- 
ditions in Laos remain appalling. De- 
spite the Lao Government’s denials, 
human rights organizations, the U.S. 
Government, my constituents, and var- 
ious news agencies have all docu- 
mented the Lao Government’s blatant 
disregard for human rights. 

I have tried to carefully and closely 
monitor the human rights situation in 
Laos aS a member of the Senate For- 
eign Relations Committee’s Sub- 
committee on East Asian and Pacific 
Affairs, and as a representative of over 
35,000 Hmong in Wisconsin, many of 
whom fled Laos following the end of 
the Vietnam war. 

Just like Senator KOHL, I am regu- 
larly contacted by constituents con- 
cerned about their friends and family 
in Laos. Again and again, my office en- 
counters reports of atrocities com- 
mitted against the Hmong in Laos and 
other deplorable practices by the Lao 
Government. These reports, combined 
with the Lao Government’s absolute 
refusal to investigate allegations or to 
permit independent monitoring, lead 
me to believe it is not in our country’s 
national interest to adopt normal trade 
relations with the Lao Government at 
this time. 

The State Department has docu- 
mented these abuses through a series 
of reports, including their Human 
Rights Report, Trafficking in Persons 
Report, and Religious Freedom Report. 
In their Country Report for Human 
Rights Practices for 2003, the State De- 
partment reported the Lao Govern- 
ment’s “human rights record remained 
poor, and it continued to commit seri- 
ous abuses." As described by the re- 
port, the abuse of detainees and pris- 
oners, inhumane prison conditions, ar- 
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bitrary arrests, detention and surveil- 
lance by police, à corrupt judiciary, 
and restrictions on freedom of speech, 
the press, assembly, and association 
are just some of the conditions that 
Laotians face. 


Trafficking in women and children 
for prostitution and forced labor in 
Laos is also a serious problem. The 
State Department's 2004 Trafficking in 
Persons Report placed Laos in their 
tier 2 watchlist which they said re- 
flected the ‘Ласк of evidence of in- 
creasing Lao Government efforts to 
prosecute traffickers and to provide 
adequate protection for victims." It 
also stated that some local government 


officials “likely profit from traf- 
ficking." 
The State Department's  Inter- 


national Religious Freedom Report for 
2004 describes restrictions on freedom 
of religion, stating that while the 
country's constitution allows for free- 
dom of religion, the Lao Government 
actually *'restricts this right in prac- 
tice." The report states that local offi- 
cials were reported to pressure Chris- 
tians to ‘‘renounce their faith on 
threat of arrest or forceful eviction 
from their villages. There were also 
Several instances of persons detained or 
arrested for their religious faith.” 


The report goes on: 


The absence of rule of law has created an 
atmosphere in which authorities may act 
with impunity against persons regarded as 
threats to social order. Persons arrested for 
their religious activities have been charged 
with exaggerated security or other criminal 
offenses. Persons detained may be held for 
lengthy periods without trial. Court judges, 
not juries, decide guilt or innocence in court 
cases, and an accused person’s defense rights 
are limited. A person arrested or convicted 
for religious offenses has little protection 
under the law. All religious groups, including 
Buddhists, practice their faith in an atmos- 
phere in which application of the law is arbi- 
trary. Certain actions interpreted by offi- 
cials as threatening may bring harsh punish- 
ment. Religious practice is ‘‘free only if 
practitioners stay within tacitly understood 
guidelines of what is acceptable to the gov- 
ernment and the LPRP . . ." 


—The Lao Republic Revolutionary 
Party, the country's ruling party. 


A particular concern to my constitu- 
ents and to me is the steady flow of re- 
ports of atrocities committed against 
the Hmong in Laos. My office is regu- 
larly bombarded with reports of mur- 
ders, rape, and starvation of the 
Hmong in Laos. We cannot verify each 
of these claims, but the stream of vid- 
eos, photographs, eyewitness reports, 
and articles is deeply disturbing. These 
allegations cannot be dismissed out- 
right, as the Lao Government simply 
does again and again, denying the 
Hmong's very existence in the jungles 
of Laos. My constituents and the con- 
stituents of many Members of Congress 
care deeply about the well-being of 
their friends and families. 
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It is not just our constituents and 
Members of Congress who are con- 
cerned. Patricia Haslach, our U.S. Am- 
bassador to Laos, stated in her nomina- 
tion hearing on April 22, 2004, that her 
first priority was to press the Lao Gov- 
ernment to respect the rights of ethnic 
groups, especially the Hmong popu- 
lation. The former Ambassador to 
Laos, Ambassador Douglas Hartwick, 
also made this a priority in his deal- 
ings with the Government of Laos and 
recognized the need for greater trans- 
parency and reform. 

As Senator KOHL pointed out, and as 
I reiterate, let us not forget the obliga- 
tion the United States has to the 
Hmong. During the Vietnam War, the 
Central Intelligence Agency recruited, 
trained and armed approximately 60,000 
Hmong to fight the Vietcong in a se- 
cret war. They fought with the CIA to 
rescue downed American pilots, to 
thwart supply lines along the Ho Chi 
Minh trail and to hold off North Viet- 
namese troops. Following the ascend- 
ancy of the communist Pathet Laos re- 
gime in 1975 in Laos, the Lao govern- 
ment cracked down on its perceived po- 
litical opponents, including the U.S.- 
trained Hmong guerilla fighters. Lao 
and Vietnamese troops crushed nearly 
all remnants of the Hmong army. Tens 
of thousands of Laotians, including the 
Hmong, died while attempting to flee 
the Lao communist regime, and many 
others perished in reeducation and 
labor camps. Hundreds of thousands of 
people fled to Thailand, and between 
1975 and 1998, nearly 130,000 Hmong ref- 
ugees were admitted to the United 
States. 

The Hmong’s relationship with the 
CIA was not acknowledged by the U.S. 
until 1994 when the former CIA Direc- 
tor William Colby told Congress of the 
Hmong’s cooperation with the CIA. At 
that hearing, he stated that the Hmong 
contribution was ‘‘substantial and at 
great sacrifice." He further stated: 

Many of the Hmong who bore the burden of 
that effort did so in hopes of a better life for 
their families and children, only to see them 
flee their homes in fear of their enemies to 
become dependent refugees in foreign lands 


The largest Hmong communities are 
now in Wisconsin, Minnesota, Cali- 
fornia and the State of the Presiding 
officer, North Carolina. There are ap- 
proximately 280,000 Hmong nationwide. 
My State of Wisconsin is home to the 
third largest Hmong community in the 
United States, most of whom came to 
this country from Laos as refugees 
after the Vietnam War. I am proud of 
the Hmong veterans and their families 
who sacrificed so much during the 
Vietnam War. 

The Hmong people have made impor- 
tant contributions to Wisconsin and 
this Nation. They have brought new 
traditions and new perspectives, which 
have enriched the cultural life of my 
State and many others. I have consist- 
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ently admired their passion and com- 
mitment to tackling a host of difficult 
issues confronting their community in 
the United States, Laos and in Thai- 
land. They have endured tremendous 
hardship, even in the United States, as 
they have adjusted to an entirely new 
way of life here. I admire their 
strength and perseverance. In Decem- 
ber 2003, the United States Government 
announced the creation of a new reset- 
tlement program of approximately 
15,000 Hmong-Lao, who were living at a 
temple named Wat Tham Krabok in 
Thailand. They have already begun to 
resettle in the United States, and some 
have come to Wisconsin, which has a 
proud tradition of welcoming refugee 
populations. 

However, while most fled Laos, it ap- 
pears that remnants of former Hmong 
insurgent groups and their families, 
who once fought with the CIA and the 
Royal Lao government, remain in re- 
mote areas of Laos. The Lao leadership 
refuses to acknowledge that these 
groups exist. In a speech on January 27, 
2004, then-U.S. Ambassador to Laos 
Hartwick stated that Laos needs to 
make progress in human rights and 
Should find a humanitarian solution to 
the people still hiding in Laos’ jungles. 
He actually stated: 

Remnants of former Hmong insurgent 
groups who once fought on the side of the 
Royal Lao Government some 27 years ago, 
still hide deep in the Lao forest, afraid or un- 
willng to come out. The Lao leadership is 
unwilling to acknowledge publicly that these 
groups exist, nor to explain in detail to the 
international community the amnesty pol- 
icy Laos has had in place for years to en- 
courage peaceful resettlement. Much more 
needs to be done. Only improved cooperation 
and dialogue among the Lao authorities, the 
forest people leaders, and those outside of 
Lao borders who encourage this standoff can 
resolve this tragic situation that continues 
to claim innocent lives and fuel bilateral 
tensions . . . My government and the inter- 
national community stand ready to assist in 
resolving this complicated issue if requested 
by the concerned parties. 

An article in Time Asia from Sep- 
tember 20, 2004 reiterated that thou- 
sands of Hmong ‘remain trapped deep 
inside the mountains, playing a deadly 
game of cat and mouse with the gov- 
ernment. 

Recently, my constituents have in- 
formed me that attacks have only esca- 
lated against the Hmong in the jungles 
by Laotian military forces. I want to 
highlight some of the examples of 
these disturbing reports. 

Amnesty International in October 
2008 reported that the Lao Government 
was using ‘‘starvation as a weapon of 
war." They reported that the Lao mili- 
tary had surrounded several rebel 
groups and their families and was pre- 
venting them from foraging for food 
they need to survive. Amnesty Inter- 
national stated that they were gravely 
concerned by the ‘‘sharply deterio- 
rating situation of thousands of family 
members of ethnic minority groups, 
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predominantly Hmong, involved in an 
armed conflict with the Lao military 
in jungle areas of the country." 

Following this report, I wrote a let- 
ter with other Senators to the Ambas- 
sador of Laos, bringing his attention to 
the Amnesty International report and 
asking the government to investigate 
the treatment of Hmong in the jungles 
of Laos, and to permit international 
monitors and humanitarian relief agen- 
cies to provide food and medical sup- 
plies. The Lao Ambassador dismissed 
the Amnesty report outright, and the 
Lao Government refused to investigate 
the claims. 

In a Time Asia article from May 5, 
2008, journalist Andrew Perrin wrote of 
his journey to visit à group of Hmong 
deep within the jungles in northern 
Laos and spoke of the Hmong being 
hunted down and trapped by Lao mili- 
tary forces. He wrote this ‘‘ragtag 
army with wailing families in tow" was 
“completely surrounded by the Lao 
government troops that hunt them." 
He goes оп, “What is the crime this 
ragged bunch has committed? It is sim- 
ply that they are Hmong, mostly the 
children, grandchildren or even great- 
grandchildren of fighters who in the 
1960s sided with the U.S. to fight com- 
munism in Laos during the Vietnam 
Хас... The communist Pathet Lao 
movement... has never forgotten the 
Hmong’s complicity with the Ameri- 
cans." 

In another article from Time Asia on 
June 30, 2008, Andrew Perrin again 
highlighted the plight of the Hmong, 
stating, ‘‘In Laos, no political dissent 
has been allowed in 28 years, nor any 
right of assembly. Scores of political 
prisoners and youth have been detained 
for years in dark cells without trial; 
many have been tortured. Christians 
are persecuted, told to denounce their 
faith under threat of imprisonment" 
and Hmong women and children are 
"trapped in the mountains, starving, 
Shot at and dying in droves." He con- 
tinued, Most of this brutality passes 
unnoticed or uncommented upon by 
Western governments, because Laos 
does not register on their radar." 

Well, it registers on my radar and the 
radar of my constituents. However, it 
appears that this brutality has gone 
unnoticed by some members of Con- 
gress who wish to move forward on nor- 
mal trade relations with Laos. Do 
these reports not give some of my col- 
leagues any hesitation about granting 
normal trade relations to Laos at this 
time? 

Also in June 2008, in a highly pub- 
licized case, the Lao government ar- 
rested a Hmong-American and two Eu- 
ropean journalists for visiting Hmong 
in restricted areas of Laos. According 
to reports, they received a 15-year pris- 
on sentence following a two hour trial, 
demonstrating the flawed judicial proc- 
ess in Laos. After intense diplomatic 
pressure, they were released. According 
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to an AFP report, one of the journal- 
ists stated, Everything was decided in 
advance. It was a total mockery of jus- 
tice, a parody . . . At one point we had 
black hoods on our heads and were 
handcuffed . . . They said we were car- 
rying drugs and weapons, they were all 
lies." However, the Lao citizens appre- 
hended with the three foreigners were 
not so lucky. They remain in jail, hav- 
ing been sentenced to between 12 and 20 
years. News reports indicated that they 
were tortured while in detention. 

Even the United Nations has been un- 
Successful in getting answers from the 
Lao Government regarding human 
rights violations in Laos. 

In August 2003, the United Nations 
Committee to Eliminate Racial Dis- 
crimination strongly criticized the Lao 
People’s Democratic Republic and ex- 
pressed its grave concerns regarding re- 
ports of human rights violations, in- 
cluding brutalities inflicted on the 
Hmong. The committee ‘‘expressed its 
grave concern at the information it 
had received of serious and repeated 
human rights violations in that coun- 
try; was extremely disturbed to learn 
that some members of the Hmong mi- 
nority had been subjected to severe 
brutalities; deplored the measures 
taken by the Lao authorities to pre- 
vent the reporting of any information 
concerning the situation of the Hmong 
people..." The committee “urged the 
state party to halt immediately acts of 
violence against the Hmong popu- 
lation." 

In March 2004, an Amnesty Inter- 
national reported that large numbers 
of ethnic Hmong rebels and their fami- 
lies had emerged from jungles of Laos 
and surrendered to authorities in at 
least two areas of the country. The 
U.S. State Department confirmed these 
reports, believing that anywhere from 
350 to 700 Hmong surrendered to Lao 
authorities and were participating in a 
Lao amnesty program. However, the 
Lao government has denied the exist- 
ence of an amnesty program. Further- 
more, some of my 26 constituents have 
raised fears that these Hmong did not 
actually surrender, but were captured 
and in some cases summarily executed. 
Several colleagues and I urged the ad- 
ministration to pursue increased inter- 
national access to monitor this issue 
under United Nations auspices. In addi- 
tion, we urged the State Department to 
investigate the allegations and gain ac- 
cess to the Hmong emerging from the 
jungles. 

Following these reports, in March 
2004, I contacted the U.S. Ambassador 
to the UN with other members of Con- 
gress, asking for his assistance in urg- 
ing the United Nations to send a rep- 
resentative or fact-finding 27 mission 
to Laos to monitor the treatment of 
the Hmong. In addition, I also wrote 
Secretary Powell with other members 
of Congress to investigate reports of 
atrocities and to take further action to 
protect the Hmong. 
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In a letter of response, Ambassador 
Negroponte informed my office that 
both the Embassy and the United Na- 
tions Development Programme— 
UNDP—continue to urge the Govern- 
ment of Laos to address this humani- 
tarian issue in a peaceful and trans- 
parent manner, and have asked the Lao 
government to provide access to the 
areas where these people are seeking 
assistance. 

It seems that no access was granted. 
In addition, in my response to Sec- 
retary Powell’s letter, the U.S. State 
Department informed me that they too 
shared our concern about the treat- 
ment of Hmong living in remote areas 
and that they were seeking access to 
these people in order to learn about 
their status firsthand. Furthermore, 
the State Department informed us that 
Secretary Powell wrote to Lao Foreign 
Minister Somsavat, requesting that the 
Lao government allow the U.S. em- 
bassy and UN or other international or- 
ganization 29 personnel access to these 
groups. The Foreign Minister never 
wrote Powell back. The Foreign Min- 
ister never even responded to our Sec- 
retary of State at all. Now Congress 
wants to grant normal trade relations 
to Laos? Why would we reward the mis- 
behavior and human rights abuses of 
this regime? 

Most recently, in September 2004, 
Amnesty International, CNN and other 
news sources reported on a recently re- 
leased video, which documented the 
murder of five Hmong teenagers in 
Laos, allegedly by Lao military forces. 
Amnesty called these attacks war 
crimes. The children aged between 13 
and 16, were murdered while foraging 
for food near their camp in Laos in 
May 2004. According to the reports, the 
4 girls were raped prior to being killed. 
Not surprisingly, the Lao government 
initially dismissed the allegations, 
calling the tape a fabrication. After in- 
tense pressure by the United States 
State Department to launch an inves- 
tigation, the Lao government stated 
that they undertook an investigation 
and were not able to find any evidence 
of a confrontation between the Lao 
military and these Hmong teenagers. 
But they have refused to make their 
report on the incident public. 

Mr. President, Michael Vang of Cali- 
fornia and Houa Ly of Wisconsin, two 
United States citizens, were last seen 
near the border between Laos and 
Thailand in April 1999. We do not know 
what fate they met in Laos. Joint U.S.- 
Lao investigations were unable to find 
them. The Lao government needs to 
make greater efforts at finding these 
two men. 

While we in Congress cannot verify 
every allegation, the information we 
receive from journalists, human rights 
organizations and our constituents is 
incredibly disturbing and cannot be 
disregarded. We just do not have 
enough information. But, the Lao gov- 
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ernment does not help us find the truth 
by restricting the international com- 
munity from getting any more infor- 
mation. 

Despite all of the Lao government’s 
stonewalling of our inquiries and the 
flood of reports of human rights viola- 
tions by the Lao government, this Con- 
gress is now about to grant normal 
trade relations to Laos. Why now? Why 
do we choose to reward this oppressive 
and brutal government when they have 
not adequately responded to our con- 
cerns? When the Foreign Minister of 
Laos has not even responded to Sec- 
retary Powell’s letter to his govern- 
ment, requesting more information? If 
these allegations are untrue, as they 
claim, then why does the Lao govern- 
ment not allow international monitors 
into the areas where the Hmong are 
living? 

But our concerns go unheeded, and 
we continue to be confronted with the 
most horrific accusations about condi- 
tions in Laos with no way to respond. 
We should not be giving Laos NTR, 
when they refuse to open to us in 
meaningful ways. 

The Lao government must assure the 
international community that they are 
attempting to address the problem of 
these men and women and children in 
the jungles of Laos through a humani- 
tarian solution. The Lao government 
must allow international humanitarian 
organizations to have access to areas 
in which Hmong and other ethnic mi- 
norities have resettled, to allow inde- 
pendent monitoring of prison condi- 
tions, and to release prisoners who 
have been arbitrarily arrested because 
of their political or religious beliefs. 

The U.S. has an obligation to the 
Hmong people, and I strongly believe 
that we have a moral interest in reduc- 
ing human suffering and protecting 
human rights abroad. We cannot ignore 
these allegations of atrocities in Laos. 
Granting NTR is not appropriate at 
this time. I urge my colleagues to join 
me in insisting that the conference re- 
port before us not be used as a Trojan 
horse to sneak through a provision 
that conflicts so fundamentally with 
our country’s dedication to human 
rights, to democracy, and to funda- 
mental decency. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. NICKLES. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the order for the quorum call 
be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
VOINOVICH). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to be able to pro- 
ceed as in morning business for 30 min- 
utes. 

Mr. FEINGOLD. Reserving the right 
to object, I certainly will not object, 
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and I look forward to hearing the re- 
marks of my colleague, the Senator 
from Oklahoma, whom I have enjoyed 
serving with very much, especially on 
the Budget Committee, and simply in- 
dicate to the Senate that I intend after 
this to get back to the business of de- 
bating the pending issue. But with 
that, I do not object. 

Again, I commend the Senator on his 
wonderful service to this body. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

FAREWELL 

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, I thank 
my friend and colleague for his consid- 
eration. 

My wife and I, our families, were tak- 
ing our Christmas photo a few days ago 
and I was surprised to realize that our 
two oldest children were actually older 
than we were when we came to the 
Senate. They are in their thirties and I 
think I was 32 when I was sworn in, 
just turned 32, and now we have a cou- 
ple of children who are that age or 
more. It tells me we have been here a 
little while. I am actually very sur- 
prised that I am concluding 24 years in 
the Senate. 

I have absolutely loved working in 
the Senate. The Senate is a great insti- 
tution. It is one of the true pillars of 
democracy in the world, one which peo- 
ple look to with great respect and ad- 
miration. I have always been proud to 
be called a Senator and I have always 
been proud to represent my State and 
my country. To me, it represents a 
shining city on a hill, and a true bea- 
con of democracy for the free world 
which has stood for more than two 
hundred years. 

My first time to visit the Senate and 
sit in the gallery was in 1974 and I was 
coming to Congress as a businessman 
to give my impressions on a bill that 
was pending before Congress. The bill 
was called ERISA, Employment Retire- 
ment Income Security Act. I ran a 
small business in Ponca City, OK, and 
I thought the better title for the bill 
was “Еуегу Ridiculous Idea Since 
Adam." 

But that was in 1974. I happened to be 
here, it was a coincidence at the time, 
and Senator MCCONNELL will appre- 
ciate this, being a political historian, 
it was a time when an election was 
contested and it happened to be the 
Senate election of Oklahoma. Henry 
Bellman, was reelected by a very close 
margin over Congressman Edmondson. 
As all of our colleagues know, the Sen- 
ate is the final arbiter in contested 
elections and it was being contested on 
the floor of the Senate the time I was 
here. 

Senator DOMENICI remembers that. It 
was a very contested, spirited debate. 

I was quite taken by the debate. I sat 
in the gallery for hours. I remember 
Senator ALLEN, a Democrat. The 
Democrats controlled the Senate at 
that time. Henry Bellman was a Repub- 
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lican. He won by a very narrow mar- 
gin—I can’t remember what it was, a 
couple thousand votes. There were dis- 
putes on election-counting machines. 
That sounds kind of familiar. It was a 
great debate. I remember Senator 
ALLEN spoke on Senator Bellman’s be- 
half, and then they had the rollcall 
vote and enough Democrats voted with 
Senator Bellman, and that was the end 
of it. 

I happened to ride back on the plane 
that day, and guess what. I was riding 
with Senator Bellman and Congress- 
man Edmondson. They were friends 
and they were shaking hands. I was im- 
pressed. And I was impressed with this 
body. I was impressed with the Senate. 
I was impressed with the Senators. I 
was impressed with the conduct of the 
debate. I was impressed with the fact 
that almost all Senators were here dur- 
ing the debate. 

It was such a special occasion. I was 
so pleased because Henry Bellman was 
reelected and affirmed by the Senate 
because I also considered him a mentor 
and a leader in Oklahoma. He was the 
first Republican Senator elected in our 
State in a long time and now he was re- 
elected. Senator DOMENICI served with 
him on the Budget Committee. He was 
the ranking Republican on the Budget 
Committee, on the formation of the 
Budget Committee in 1974. I served 
with Ed Muskie and he did a wonderful 
job in that capacity. 

That was my first, personal impres- 
sion of the Senate. My impression of 
the Senate was very good then and it 
has been very good ever since. I have 
absolutely had the greatest respect for 
this institution and for this body. This 
body is composed of great Members. 

I remember the time coming into the 
Senate when I was elected. It was 1980. 
That was a big election year. We have 
had a few big election years in my 
time, but I’m not sure we have ever 
had one quite as big, as dramatic a 
change as we did in 1980. There were 18 
new Senators elected in 1980, and 16 of 
the 18 were Republicans. The majority 
leader became Howard Baker from Ten- 
nessee. He was nice enough to be my 
mentor, and I thought the world of him 
then as I still do today. He is a wonder- 
ful Ambassador to Japan, and he and 
Nancy Kassenbaum were wonderful 
Senators. It was a great time to serve 
in the Senate. 

I remember the highlight of my Sen- 
ate career was on Ronald Reagan’s in- 
augural day on January 20, 1981. It was 
a beautiful day, and I remember the 
hostages in Iran were released that 
very day. They were held hostage for 
444 days. They were liberated on that 
inaugural day. I will never forget what 
a euphoric feeling it was for not just 
those of us who were elected to the 
Senate and taking control—the Repub- 
licans were taking control of the Sen- 
ate for the first time in decades. I 
think none of those Republicans had 
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ever been in the majority, and I don’t 
believe any of those Democrats had 
ever been in the minority. 

That was a big change. It was kind of 
a fun change from my vantage point. 
There was so many new people. I was 
one of 18 new Senators, and it was a 
great time. That was a big turnover 
any time in this institution. To think 
that the hostages were released and 
Ronald Reagan was elected—it was a 
big exciting time, and a lot was accom- 
plished. 

I was coming to Congress as a busi- 
nessman from Ponca City, OK, with an 
agenda. Part of the agenda was not to 
be here forever. Frankly, I told people 
I was running because I thought our 
country had declined far too much 
militarily, economically, and morally, 
and I wanted to do something about it. 

I came here to cut taxes and to cut 
regulations, particularly in the energy 
industry, and to see if we couldn’t 
make positive changes for the country. 
Economic issues aside, I wanted to de- 
feat the Communists. This was of par- 
ticular concern to me, as I thought our 
country had declined way too much 
militarily. 

We did a lot of those things. We ac- 
complished a lot in the 1980s under 
Ronald Reagan’s leadership. I am abso- 
lutely amazed when I look back at 
when Ronald Reagan was elected, and 
when I was elected. The maximum tax 
rate was 70 percent, and 8 years later it 
was 28 percent. I am still amazed at 
that. What an unbelievable accom- 
plishment. I remember how it was ac- 
complished. It took a lot of strong 
leadership and work by Howard Baker 
and Bob Dole. It took working with 
other people. I remember Bill Bradley 
working on some of these tax bills. 
That was a big change. 

I came from a business background 
and, oh, yes, if you made some money, 
you can be taxed all the way to 70 per- 
cent on the individual side, and 80 per- 
cent on the corporate side. You were 
working more for the Government than 
you were yourself. To me, that rep- 
resented a real loss of personal and eco- 
nomic freedom. I wanted to restore 
economic freedom for all Americans 
and be part of that change. 

My father, unfortunately, died in 
1961. We had a small family-held busi- 
ness. The Government contested, basi- 
cally, my mother and our family for 7 
years over the value of Nickles Ma- 
chine Corporation. They wanted a big 
chunk of that business. I always re- 
sented that. I thought Government was 
supposed to protect private property; 
not confiscate it. 

On the 1981 tax bill, I remember talk- 
ing to Secretary Don Regan when I 
said: We really should eliminate the es- 
tate tax on surviving spouses—and we 
made sure that was included in the 1981 
tax bill. Iam probably as proud of that 
as any other thing. I had a little some- 
thing to do with a very profamily, very 
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probusiness, very progrowth-oriented 
bill becoming law. That success told 
me that we could accomplish great 
things here. 

Of the 18 Senators who were elected 
with me in 1980, there are only 3 left. 
CHRIS DODD is still here, CHUCK GRASS- 
LEY is now chairman of the Finance 
Committee, and ARLEN SPECTER will be 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee. 
Only 3 of the 18 are left. 

I respect them greatly, and I com- 
pliment them for their many years of 
service. 

Over the years, I’ve had many great 
mentors. I mentioned Bob Dole and 
Howard Baker. ГІ mention one other 
one with fond affection. That would be 
Senator Jesse Helms. I remember one 
time when we were engaged in a fili- 
buster, and I encouraged the Senate 
not to have many filibusters, but that 
is the first one I can remember. I be- 
lieve it was 1982 or 1983. Егіс Ueland 
knows more about Senate history than 
all of us combined. This was a little fil- 
ibuster on the Nickles gasoline tax. 
Some of us believed that the States 
should do it rather than the Federal 
Government. Three of us were opposed 
to that: Senator Helms, Senator East, 
and myself. That was when the fili- 
buster was a real filibuster. We spent 
the night on cots outside the Senate 
Chamber. 

I remember laying awake at night 
somewhat nervous. The heart was still 
beating, and I remember some grum- 
bling amongst some of our colleagues 
who weren’t very happy about the fact 
that we were here in late December ar- 
guing over a Nickles gasoline tax. I re- 
member that this wasn’t quite worth 
falling on the sword over. 

I communicated that to my friends 
and colleagues, Senator Helms and 
Senator East. I eventually convinced 
Senator Helms, and it took a little 
longer to convince Senator East, and 
we dropped the filibuster. 

What I wanted to say about Senator 
Helms is I remember that we had a lot 
of discussions during these times. We 
were actually in session two or three 
nights around the clock. He told me 
something I will never forget, which I 
will pass along to our colleagues. 

He said: DON, when I am flying over 
North Carolina and I look around and 
see all those lights, I am amazed at 
how many people live in that State and 
how many people there are, particu- 
larly in rural areas. And I wonder if 
those people think they have anybody 
in DC who really cares about them, and 
probably most of them don’t think 
anybody cares about them. He was just 
as genuine as he could possibly be. 

When I am on a plane at night look- 
ing out at the lights and see how big 
our cities, towns, and rural areas are, I 
think about that. Do the people in 
those areas really think somebody is 
fighting for them, working for them? 
Jesse Helms is one of those individuals. 
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He is very special. He had a reputation 
of being kind of tough and mean, but 
personally he is probably one of the 
nicest Senators with whom I have had 
the pleasure of working. He knew ev- 
erybody who worked the elevators. He 
was nice to the staff. He was a gentle- 
man’s gentleman. I understand his 
health is not real good right now, so 
my thoughts are with him, and I wish 
him all the best at this time. He was a 
great Senator. He knew the rules of the 
Senate, and he would fight for what he 
believed in, and he would fight with te- 
nacity. He also was a Senator’s Sen- 
ator, and I’m am fortunate to say I 
have had the pleasure of serving with 
many colleagues who fall into that cat- 
egory. 

I came here with a real interest in 
trying to change things in the energy 
field. I served on the Energy Com- 
mittee, but I wanted to make some 
changes. I ran and maybe was elected 
in large part because of some of the 
things that Congress was passing in 
1978 and 1979 and 1980 with which I just 
totally disagreed. One of those was the 
windfall profits tax. I campaigned vig- 
orously against it. I wanted to repeal 
it. I was disappointed that I couldn’t 
get it repealed in 1981, or in 1982. I in- 
troduced legislation every single year. 
We finally got it repealed in 1986. 

As I told somebody last night, it was 
$77 billion too late. But eventually it 
was repealed. 

We did some other things that I 
think were very positive—undoing 
some of the things that were passed in 
the last couple of years of the Carter 
administration. 

We deregulated natural gas. I did 
that working with Wendell Ford and 
Bennett Johnston on the Energy bill. 
That was very positive, significant leg- 
islation that one of my predecessors, 
Bob Kerr, had worked on 20 years be- 
fore. We got that done. 

We repealed the fuel use tax. We 
eliminated the Synfuels Corporation. 
The Synfuels Corporation was run by 
an Oklahoman who ran against me, Ed 
Nobel. He ran against me in 1980. Ron- 
ald Reagan appointed him chairman of 
the Synfuels Corporation. I cam- 
paigned to eliminate it, which we even- 
tually did. 

I have had a lot of fun in this capac- 
ity. In the mid-1980s, I was appointed 
to the Appropriations Committee. I 
have great, fond memories of that. The 
Democrat leader, HARRY REID, was my 
colleague on two or three committees. 
I think we both were either chairman 
or ranking, and we switched back and 
forth a couple of times on the District 
of Columbia Appropriations Com- 
mittee, our penance, and the Interior 
subcommittee, which either Senator 
REID or Senator BYRD was chairman 
and/or ranking members. We worked 
together on those committees for 
years. 

We did a lot of good things together, 
such as reforming the frank so you 
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couldn’t mail out thousands and thou- 
sands of pieces of mail, particularly 
prior to election time. 

HARRY REID is my friend and his 
word is as good as gold. He will be a 
good leader for the Democrats, and he 
will be a good Senator for Senator 
FRIST and Senator MCCONNELL to work 
with to get things accomplished. So I 
am excited about his elevation. 

I was selected by our colleagues to be 
campaign chairman back in 1989 and 
1990, one of the tougher jobs. I com- 
pliment GEORGE ALLEN for the fine job 
he did this year. I compliment BILL 
FRIST for the fine job he did in that po- 
sition, and MITCH MCCONNELL when he 
had that position. It is probably one of 
the toughest elected positions we have 
in leadership, but one which I thor- 
oughly enjoyed. The reason I enjoyed it 
is you work hard, and you get to know 
your colleagues. We get so busy around 
this place we often don’t get to know 
our colleagues. If you are campaigning 
with somebody, if you are spending the 
night, as I did at Gordon Smith’s home 
in Oregon, or campaigning in Maine 
with Senator SNOWE or Senator COL- 
LINS, or if you are campaigning in Min- 
nesota, or when you campaign with 
people and you are traveling with them 
for a day or two, or in Montana on a 
bus tour with CONRAD BURNS and his 
wife Phyllis, you get to know them. 

I have gotten to know our colleagues 
well. I think I have been in almost 
everybody’s State, at least on our side 
of the aisle, campaigning. I thoroughly 
enjoyed getting to know my col- 
leagues. The Senate is composed of a 
great group of individuals, Democrats 
and Republicans, and we need to get to 
know each other better. I think if we 
get to know each other better, our 
body works better and we will do bet- 
ter. 

After that, I was fortunate enough to 
be elected policy chairman. I had that 
position for 6 years, and it was another 
job I absolutely loved. I succeeded Bill 
Armstrong, and I was fortunate to keep 
some of his staff, some of the best staff 
on the Hill, I might add. They stayed 
with me, and I appreciate that. Eric 
Ueland and Doug Badger would fit in 
that category, and they were out- 
standing. 

Bill Armstrong is another one of my 
mentors. I met with Bill Armstrong 
and a couple of other Senators in a 
prayer group once a week for 12 years. 
He is probably the most articulate Sen- 
ator I have had the pleasure of serving 
with, an outstanding leader. I wish he 
would have continued his service. He 
decided to return to the private sector, 
and since I am doing that, I respect 
that greatly. But I have always looked 
up to him because he was a man of con- 
viction, and he got things done. 

Let me add, JON KYL who is now the 
policy chairman, and there could not 
be a better policy chairman, is doing a 
fantastic job, a very important job. I 
compliment him for his leadership. 
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After that position—and I thank my 
colleagues for giving me that responsi- 
bility—I served 6 years as assistant 
majority leader, and I guess at some 
point maybe assistant minority leader. 
It was a great honor and a pleasure to 
work with TRENT LOTT, which I en- 
joyed greatly. TRENT did a fantastic job 
as our Republican leader, and I’d like 
to take this opportunity to commend 
him on his outstanding service. MITCH 
McCONNELL has my old post now, and 
he is doing a super job. Again, it is a 
position where you get to know your 
colleagues really well. You not only 
learn how to count votes, but you find 
out what makes people tick and where 
they are coming from, what they are 
trying to accomplish, and what they 
are trying to do. And MITCH McCON- 
NELL is doing a fantastic job in that ca- 
pacity. 

During my tenure in the Senate, we 
have had the pleasure of passing a lot 
of legislation. I am fortunate to have 
so many colleagues who have helped 
me do some things that I think have 
become good laws. 

The Republicans took control of the 
Senate in the 1994 elections, and in 1995 
I think the first bill we passed was the 
Congressional Accountability Act that 
Senator GRASSLEY and a lot of Demo- 
crats and Republicans passed. We 
worked hard on that. I am glad to see 
that happened. 

We passed the Congressional Review 
Act that Senator REID was my prin- 
cipal Democrat sponsor on, where we 
could review expensive and expansive 
Federal regulations. We actually used 
that to repeal the ergonomics rule 
which the Clinton administration tried 
to pass in the last couple of days of 
their term. Although he supported the 
regulation, Senator REID, to his credit, 
defended the Congressional Review Act 
which is still the law of the land. We 
used that to repeal what I felt was a 
very intrusive, expensive, and unwar- 
ranted regulation. Again, that is an- 
other case where Senator REID stated— 
he did not agree with repealing the reg- 
ulation, but he defended the law we re- 
pealed it with, and some people were 
trying to undermine that. 

Senator LIEBERMAN and I passed the 
Defense of Marriage Act, an act that 
became a little more noteworthy in the 
last year or two. I thank Senator 
LIEBERMAN for his help and leadership 
on that issue. Bill Clinton signed that 
bill. I àm not sure he wanted to, but he 
did sign it in the wee hours of 1996. 
That act is still the law of the land. It 
basically says States do not have to 
recognize other States’ legalization of 
same sex marriage. Some States have 
legalized gay marriage, which is their 
prerogative, but due to our bill other 
States do not have to recognize that. 
Some people presume that it will be de- 
clared unconstitutional. I hope it is 
not. I would be disappointed if the Su- 
preme Court did overrule that. That 
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bill passed with 80-some-odd votes in 
the Senate and still is the law of the 
land. 

We passed the International Reli- 
gious Freedom Act. Again, I say “we.” 
Senator LIEBERMAN joined me in pass- 
ing that bill. We passed that in 1998, 
and it is now the law of the land. It is 
very important that we note countries 
that are very repressive and oppressive 
in stifling religious freedom. Unfortu- 
nately, we have seen such oppression in 
many countries around the world. That 
kind of bigotry is the genesis of a lot of 
the hatred and violence and the wars 
we are fighting today. 

We have ensured, with the passage of 
this act, that the State Department 
will be much more proactive in not 
only identifying cases of religious in- 
tolerance and persecution, but will 
take proactive steps to change such be- 
havior as a matter of U.S. policy. 

Senator LANDRIEU and I passed, in 
2000, the Child Citizenship Act, which 
basically grants citizenship to foreign 
born children who are adopted. I think 
150,000 children became citizens in one 
day as a result of that act, and I am 
greatly pleased to have been a part of 
that success. 

I have had the pleasure for the last 
couple of years of being chairman of 
the Budget Committee. I look back at 
some of our accomplishments, and I 
have to think maybe those were some 
of the best in my career as a Senator. 

The budget we passed in 2003 was a 
real challenge. We probably spent more 
days, more hours, and had more votes 
on the 2003 Budget Act than any other 
Budget Act in history. I think we had 
80-some-odd votes. It took more than a 
week. It took about a week and a half, 
almost 2 weeks, on the floor. 

I compliment Senator ZELL MILLER 
for his assistance in that. We passed 
that budget with the Vice President 
breaking the tie. That was not easily 
done. We defeated numerous amend- 
ments, and were successful in passing a 
budget that allowed us to have the op- 
portunity to have an economic growth 
package. President Bush was nice 
enough to ask me to introduce the 
package and to try to carry it, and we 
did. Again, ZELL MILLER was the prin- 
cipal cosponsor with me of the bill, the 
growth package. We introduced that 
package in January of 2003. We passed 
it in June of 2008. 

When we first took up that legisla- 
tion, the Dow Jones was at about 7,700. 
Today, the Dow Jones is over 10,500. We 
wanted to pass that package so we 
could stimulate the economy because 
it was, at that time, pretty anemic. 
Government receipts were still down. 
We wanted to get something to grow 
the economy. We passed that package, 
and not only did the stock market go 
up, receipts are up, and we have cre- 
ated a couple million jobs since then. 

We accelerated the tax cuts that 
were slowly being phased in from the 
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2001 tax bill. So now we have a max- 
imum rate of 35 percent. Although 
some people say that is too much of a 
giveaway, it is the same rate the cor- 
porations pay, and I do not think indi- 
viduals or self-employed people should 
pay a higher rate than Exxon or Gen- 
eral Motors. So we passed that. 

We also passed a 15-percent tax on 
capital gains and a 15-percent tax on 
corporate distributions, dividends, 
which I firmly believe has greatly 
helped not just the market but the 
economy. So I am proud of that. 

I am proud of ZELL MILLER because 
he had the courage to be a cosponsor, 
to stand up and fight for those things 
and make them become law. It also 
made a $1,000 tax credit per child be- 
come law. It also eliminated or greatly 
reduced the marriage penalty on mar- 
ried couples. If they have taxable in- 
come of $58,000, that is $900 of tax re- 
lief. Those are positive things. It would 
not have happened without ZELL MIL- 
LER. 

ZELL MILLER only served 4 years in 
the Senate. He replaced a very dear 
friend of all of ours, Paul Coverdell. I 
mourned Paul Coverdell’s loss, and I 
stated at the time he cannot be re- 
placed; and he certainly cannot be re- 
placed. But ZELL MILLER has been one 
outstanding addition to this body. He 
is a great patriot, not a great Demo- 
crat or a great Republican, he is a 
great patriot, and he stands for what 
he believes in, and he helped us enact 
these measures which are vitally im- 
portant. 

I also read in the Washington Post 
today that somebody said, well, the 
Budget Act is not working, and so on, 
and there is no discipline in Congress. 
Frankly, they don’t know what they 
are talking about. I hate to tell them 
that. 

They also said we did not pass a 
budget this year. Well, they don’t quite 
know what they are talking about 
there either. In the last 2 years, thanks 
to the collective will of this body, we 
have made 82 budget points of order—in 
the last 2 years—78 of which were sus- 
tained. I voted to waive a couple of 
them. We defeated $1.7 trillion of addi- 
tional spending over a 10-year period 
on those 78 budget points of order. 

The Budget Act did work. We passed 
a budget through the Senate earlier 
this year that had domestic discre- 
tionary spending at $821.9 billion. 

I am confident that when the leader 
brings up an Omnibus bill this year, it 
is going to meet that goal of $821.9 bil- 
lion. That is several billion dollars less 
than a lot of people wanted. 

I thank my colleague, Senator STE- 
VENS. I have wrestled with him every 
day on appropriations bills. But Sen- 
ator STEVENS helped us pass the 821.9 
cap on the DOD Appropriations bill. I 
could not get the budget resolution to 
pass. We passed it through the Senate 
and through the House. I could not get 
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the conference report adopted. That 
was one of my disappointments. 

One of our accomplishments, as most 
people didn’t know, was we did put in 
the spending cap on the DOD Appro- 
priations bill and we are enforcing that 
cap and we are abiding by that cap 
today. So I wanted people to know 
that. I also thank people such as THAD 
COCHRAN and Senator SPECTER, because 
they enforced the cap as chairmen of 
their respective Appropriations sub- 
committees, probably more than any- 
one. I didn’t have to make the points of 
order; they did it. It worked. We have 
nondiscretionary and nonhomeland se- 
curity growing at less than 1 percent 
this year, compared to a 14-percent 
growth a few years ago in President 
Clinton’s last years. Yes, we are spend- 
ing a lot of money in defense and 
homeland security, no doubt about it. 

Are the deficits too high? You bet. 
Are they coming down? You bet. The 
deficit this year was finalized at 400- 
something, over $100 billion less than 
the administration projected 9 months 
ago; and that is because revenues are 
up and the economy is growing. The 
changes we passed in 2001 are working 
significantly. 

I project, and CBO projects, they will 
continue to climb by another $100 bil- 
lion in the next year or so. Is the war 
expensive? Yes. Is it worth it? You bet. 
Is the war on terrorism worth it? Yes. 

Earlier this year—I would say this 
was a real highlight—I went to Iraq 
and Afghanistan with Senators SES- 
SIONS and LIEBERMAN. I have done a lot 
of things, and I have been to a lot of 
places around the world, but I cannot 
tell you how proud I was to be in Iraq, 
basically when there was a transition 
of power, when Mr. Allawi assumed 
control of Iraq. 

We met with the Defense Minister 
and he said: Yes, we want to protect 
our country. When we met with our 
military leadership and theirs, we were 
in the process of training 210,000 Iraqis, 
and we had a chance to meet with 
Iraqis there that are hungry for free- 
dom and thankful for our support and 
eager to assume and take control. 

They are talking about elections in 
January, and I am hopeful and prayer- 
ful that those will be successful. I be- 
lieve they will be. Senator SESSIONS 
and I also went to Afghanistan and met 
with now-President Karzai. It was 
around July 4. They were scheduled to 
have elections in October. They did 
that and he was elected overwhelm- 
ingly. 

The success we have had in Afghani- 
stan has been absolutely phenomenal. I 
remember well the debates here, with 
many people saying: You are going to 
be involved in a quagmire; you will 
never be able to have democracy. You 
cannot get in there. The Soviets were 
there 10 years and lost tens of thou- 
sands of troops. You are going to do the 
same thing. 
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Frankly, our military was successful, 
working with the Afghan northern alli- 
ance and other Afghan people who 
wanted freedom in Afghanistan. We ba- 
sically helped them take control of 
that country with a few hundred troops 
on the ground and our Air Force. We 
have liberated Afghanistan. They have 
had elections and they have proved 
they can have a democracy. They will 
have parliamentary elections early 
next year. 

So the success we have had and have 
seen in Afghanistan is restoring free- 
dom to millions of people there. I be- 
lieve we are in the process of restoring 
freedom and liberating the Iraqi people 
for the long run so the Iraqis can con- 
trol their own destiny. If you look at 
those things, we have had an outburst, 
an outgrowth of freedom. 

Abraham Lincoln said in the Gettys- 
burg Address: 

This Nation under God shall have a new 
birth of freedom. 

This country is largely responsible 
for not only this country having a new 
birth of freedom, but frankly countries 
throughout the world, in our own hemi- 
sphere and in the former Soviet bloc, 
and now even in places as remote as Af- 
ghanistan and Iraq. To have been able 
to play a small part in that over these 
last 24 years has been a real pleasure. 

I thank my constituents, the people 
of Oklahoma, for giving me the oppor- 
tunity and the privilege to serve them 
for the last 24 years. I thank my fam- 
ily, and especially my wife for her tol- 
erance in allowing me to do this for the 
last 24 years. I thank my colleagues 
who I have had the pleasure of serving 
with and working with and the pleas- 
ure of knowing. Frankly, my best 
friends are my colleagues. I have spent 
a long time here and I have absolutely 
loved this work. I love the Senate. 

I think the Senate is in very good 
hands. My replacement is Dr. Том 
COBURN. I am honored that an active 
physician would leave his career and 
serve in the Senate. We have not seen 
it often. We saw it with Dr. BILL FRIST, 
and I am so grateful that he set aside 
his career as a talented physician to 
serve in the Senate. I am delighted he 
is the majority leader. He has done a 
fantastic job. I am delighted Dr. 
COBURN has left his profession to serve 
in the Senate. What a great addition to 
the Senate. I have had the pleasure of 
working with JIM INHOFE, and I see JIM 
and TOM COBURN doing an outstanding 
job in representing our State. 

I look at the leadership in the Senate 
today with BILL FRIST, MITCH McCON- 
NELL, JOHN KYL, and the rest of the 
team on this side, and with HARRY 
REID and others on the Democrat side, 
and I see good things ahead for the 
Senate, positive things. 

I have been so fortunate also to have 
what I have often said are the best 
staff on the Hill. I have truly been 
blessed. I have many staff members 
who have been with me for a long time. 
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Looking to my left is Bret Bern- 
hardt, my chief of staff, who has 
worked with me for over 20 years. 
Hazen Marshall came in as an intern 
many, Many years ago, and he is now 
chief of staff on the Budget Committee. 
Nobody knows the budget or taxes any 
better than Hazen Marshall. Both of 
these men are true professionals. 

I have so many people to thank. I 
cannot go down the whole list. I will 
recognize some who have been with me 
for over 20 years. In my Oklahoma City 
office, there is Joey Bradford, who 
worked for me going back to Nickles 
Machine Corporation in 1978 to 1979. 
She is still with me. She will be the 
last person to turn out the lights. She 
is a wonderful person. Jo Stansberry 
goes way back. She was my secretary 
when I was a State senator in 1978, 
bless her heart. She is the sweetest per- 
son you will ever know. She is still 
with me today. Also, in my Oklahoma 
City office, Judy Albro and Maurie 
Cole have been with me almost the en- 
tire time. Sharon Keasler has been run- 
ning my Tulsa office for over 20 years. 

In my DC office, Zev Teichman and 
Cynthia Singleton have been with me 
the entire time. 

They are wonderful people and true 
public servants, all of whom could have 
done much better financially on the 
private side, but they have stayed with 
us on the public side, as well as many 
others. 

I look at our staff and we still have 
most of the staff still with us. I am 
grateful for that. They are all anxious 
about new careers, and they have been 
generous with their time and very 
loyal in their support, not just to me 
but to the people of Oklahoma and to 
this institution called the Senate. The 
Senate is a very special place. 

I also would be remiss if I didn’t ac- 
knowledge two or three other people 
who have had a profound and positive 
impact on my life. One is Doug Coe. 
Some of our colleagues know him very 
well. Doug Coe was a friend, brother, 
and mentor whom I respect and love 
greatly. He is also a golfer, and that is 
my favorite vice, I guess. Most golfers 
play for a little money. Doug would 
say, ‘І will play you for a Bible verse." 
We would do it and, of course, I would 
lose—predestined from on high. I will 
never forget when Doug said here is a 
verse for you to memorize. It was, I 
think, John 13:34: “А new command- 
ment I give to you, that you love one 
another; as I have loved you, that you 
also love one another." He made me 
learn that. I learned it in, I think, 
about 1981 or something. He has been a 
very positive guiding light. I have tried 
to keep that commandment in my 
heart when I am on this floor and con- 
ducting my business, and it is good ad- 
vice. I wanted to thank him. 

Also, I will mention a couple other 
people. One is Dick Halverson, the first 
Senate Chaplain with whom I had the 
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pleasure working. He was maybe one of 
the most Christlike persons I have ever 
known. Lloyd Ogilvie, who succeeded 
him, was a great mentor. He led many 
of us in our Bible studies for years. He 
is a wonderful, wonderful brother and 
friend. And now Barry Black. Barry 
Black, when he was giving the prayer 
today, said we may seek to accomplish 
causes beyond our lifetime. And he is 
so right. That is what the Senate is 
about. It is about causes. It is about 
things that can have consequences, 
that can have real meaning beyond our 
lifetime eternally. 

So I thank God for the opportunity 
and the privilege and the pleasure to 
serve in this great body. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma- 
jority leader. 
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TRIBUTES TO RETIRING 
SENATORS 


DON NICKLES 

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, on leader 
time, I want to make a few comments 
in tribute, not in response, to the great 
man we just heard on the floor of this 
institution. Over the last several days, 
all of us have taken that opportunity 
for three of our colleagues on this side 
of the aisle and others on the other 
side of the aisle, to reflect on the past 
and how people have affected us di- 
rectly. 

All of us have prepared remarks, and 
we have taken the opportunity to read 
them into the RECORD or enter them 
into the RECORD. What we just heard 
does reflect in many ways why so many 
of us have such strong feelings about 
DON NICKLES and his family—Linda and 
their children. 

For me, it boils down to two general 
areas. One is the tremendous respect he 
has and continues to have and will al- 
ways have for this institution. He lit- 
erally reveres this institution. We 
heard it in his words today, the way he 
closed referring back to Chaplain Barry 
Black’s opening this morning where 
causes beyond our lifetime is the es- 
sence of this institution, and he has 
captured that in his 24 years in the 
Senate—respect for the institution, for 
its traditions, for its values, for its 
rules, for its precedents, all of which he 
has manifested. 

The second general area when I think 
of Don is his wise counseling that he 
has been able to reflect in different 
ways to each and every one of us. For 
me, it is the National Republican Sen- 
atorial Committee. When I was first 
thinking about running, I went di- 
rectly to DON NICKLES because in the 
early 1990s he developed a model which 
was revolutionary at that time which 
really did go to what happens at the 
grassroots, and it applied both in terms 
of politics and fundraising. That model 
is one that has come full cycle. 

One thing he did not mention di- 
rectly but touched me in a very special 
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way is what he did 2 weeks ago, and 
that is run, whether it is marathons or 
short races or out for a daily jog—I call 
it a jog; he actually runs. But for about 
a year, at least once a week, sometimes 
several times a week, we ran together 
with a few Senators—I think there 
were more than two—a few Senators, 
but more than that, about 8, 9, 10, it 
got up to about 14 other people who 
every morning at 6 o’clock would take 
off and go initially for 30 minutes, an 
hour, an hour and a half, 2 hours, 3 
hours, and DON kept going. But those 
are my memories. 

What is interesting is that of the peo- 
ple running with us, there were some 
new people, but then there were also 
people who had done this for years and 
years, and those rich relationships 
were played out on the floor of the Sen- 
ate or with his golf, which everybody 
knows about, or the running, which is 
touching me. 

A few weeks ago, he ran in the New 
York City marathon. He ran it by him- 
self. He probably ran it in 3 hours. I 
would go much longer than that. I was 
back here, but I was really with him, 
thinking of him when he was going to 
be taking off and at each of those 
miles, ав you run through those bor- 
oughs. I was really with him because it 
brought back memories of us spending 
time together. 

That was for, again, a cause that goes 
beyond our lifetime because our run- 
ning and the group that he put to- 
gether was for an effort that Linda, his 
wife, I think introduced him to, the 
Lombardi Cancer Center. Again, it 
shows how everything comes together, 
in ways beyond going out to have a 
good run and working for this greater 
cause. 

He mentioned getting to know each 
other. In terms of counseling to me, di- 
rectly or indirectly, you cannot go 
anywhere in this town without DON 
NICKLES being recognized, without him 
having touched or having a relation- 
ship in some special way over the last 
24 years, and counseling in terms of the 
prayer breakfast. DON NICKLES was 
there every single week, and the Bible 
studies again touch me directly in that 
those few moments every week we have 
the opportunity to come together and 
share. 

He mentioned the positive and guid- 
ing light of Doug Coe in the same way 
he has touched us in those prayer 
breakfast meetings. 

He mentioned the budget, again the 
wise counsel that he set in place that 
we will be using over the next several 
years as we look at tax relief, but also 
the impact it has had on the jobs and 
growth in this country. 

I have to mention his overall opti- 
mism because there is nobody more op- 
timistic in the Senate, even in very 
tough times, trying times. There were 
times dealing with the budget over the 
last 4 years that were tough, difficult, 
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hard, challenging, especially in 2003. 
Even through all that, he was opti- 
mistic, upbeat, reaching out. He always 
knew there was some way to get the 
best out of people working together. 

I will close by mentioning—and we 
had this conversation two nights ago— 
his overall commitment to family. Ev- 
erything comes back to Linda and 
their four children—Don Nickles, Jr., 
Jenny Rossiter, Kim Nickles, and 
Robyn Nickles. Everything he does 
comes back through that unit, to 
Linda who has—he used the word ‘‘tol- 
erance," and it does take а lot of toler- 
ance to put up with DON NICKLES, I am 
sure. Linda was there, I should also 
add, with support through every one of 
his endeavors. 

It has been a real privilege for Karyn 
and me to get to know them and their 
entire family. 

He used a Bible verse, his favorite 
Bible chapter, Galatians 5. The Apostle 
Paul lists a godly man’s attributes. A 
godly man works hard, says Paul, lives 
a life of—the words that are key—love, 
joy, peace, kindness, goodness, and 
faithfulness. As we look at that string 
of words, those nouns, I cannot think 
of a better description of DON NICKLES. 

So, DON, we will miss you. I say that 
recognizing all our relationships will 
continue to grow. We will clearly miss 
you on the floor of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Kentucky. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, 
most Americans probably do not know 
the Senate is a continuous body. From 
the day the Founding Fathers estab- 
lished this marvelous institution up 
until today, it has never had a termi- 
nation point. It goes on and on. Sen- 
ator BYRD can tell us exactly how 
many Members of the Senate there 
have been. The last figure I heard was 
something over 1,500. 

Candidly, a significant number of 
those probably did not make much dif- 
ference. They filled the seats. They 
made sure the continuous body contin- 
ued. But very few left any footprints on 
the sands of time. We have honored a 
handful out here off the Senate floor, 
people such as Henry Clay, Daniel Web- 
ster, John C. Calhoun, and just a cou- 
ple of others. 

I have been here now a couple of dec- 
ades, a little bit less than my friend 
from Oklahoma. I can say without fear 
of contradiction, from the moment I 
got here until today, the Senator from 
Oklahoma has been a leader in this 
body. He has been involved in virtually 
every issue of consequence in the 20 
years I have been here in some kind of 
leadership capacity or providing his in- 
spiration or, as the majority leader in- 
dicated, his enthusiasm for getting a 
solution to the problems confronting 
America at that particular moment. 

So I say to my friend from Okla- 
homa, he has left footprints in this 
body. 
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He is one of the great Senators in the 
history of our country. We will always 
remember his service, and we wish him 
Godspeed in the coming years and look 
forward to seeing him again in his new 
capacity whatever it may be. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from New Mexico. 

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, I have 
not been coming to the floor for a lot 
of speeches about our fellow Senators, 
nor have I given very many as they are 
departing. I do intend to do that in the 
next few months for all of them, but I 
would not dare let this record go today 
without my having an opportunity to 
share some remarks with the Senate 
about the Senator from Oklahoma. 

There is nobody here that has served 
on aS many committees together as 
Senator NICKLES and Senator DOMEN- 
IcI. We have been thrilled to work on 
the Energy Committee. He has told us 
the facts about energy. He has told us 
the impact that was made by that com- 
mittee, and nobody can doubt that to 
have the Senator from Oklahoma come 
to that committee, having lived with 
the ridiculousness of the rules on nat- 
ural gas, having him there was a great 
stimulus to change, once and for all— 
we did a little bit and we opened the 
floodgates—to give the country a great 
supply of energy called natural gas. 

More important than that, he is one 
who takes an opportunity to come 
forth with an idea, with a cause, and 
set it forth when people do not even 
think it has a chance. All of a sudden 
it gathers some more momentum, and 
then it is a big issue, and nobody be- 
lieves it but pretty soon it passes and 
becomes law. There are so many that 
we cannot talk about them. The Sen- 
ator has talked about some of them. 

When you came here, your senior 
Senator was kind of the opposite of 
you. He was a great hulk of a man. He 
was older than you by far. If he ever 
bragged, it was about being a Marine 
lieutenant tank commander. He used 
to look at me and tell me: Well, I do 
not know. This NICKLES is just too 
young. Iam not sure he can do this job. 

Well, I am sure he told you some of 
those things when you were running or 
preparing to run, but your youth had 
nothing to do with your success. You 
were going to get it done because you 
have a great capacity to lead and to 
work with people. It has been my privi- 
lege to have you as my teammate. 

There is one thing for sure, this place 
does not succeed without people who 
have talent. We can all look that over 
and say it is not so, but it is so. You 
are a very talented man, but talent is 
not enough. You have to be loyal. 

Senator NICKLES is the second most 
senior serving Senator on the Budget 
Committee, 20 years. I am the one who 
was goofy enough to serve more, but he 
was there during most of my time. 
Many times, Senator DON NICKLES did 
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not get exactly what he wanted, but 
when it came to the time of getting 
something for this Senate that would 
permit us to follow that Budget Act, 
you never worried about DON NICKLES. 
He may have pushed and shoved and 
maybe held out to the end, but when 
the time came that you said, We have 
to do this, DON, he understood. That is 
because of what he just said here 
today. He really loves this place. He 
learned how to love it. He did not love 
it when he came here. He might have 
told his colleagues that he started lik- 
ing it, but he did not love it the first 
few years like he does now. 

I had the privilege once of nomi- 
nating him for a leadership job. He will 
not ever forget that introduction be- 
cause he was thinking I was not going 
to be speaking in behalf of him, but I 
surely was. I said something like, DON 
Nickles came here and he was just too 
young. Then I proceeded to say, how- 
ever, I have never seen à Senator ma- 
ture as much and as fast as he has in 
terms of acquiring the skills and the 
capacity and understanding to be a 
Senator, after which time I suggested 
that he should win that particular job 
he was seeking. He did, obviously. I did 
not have anything to do with it, but 
nonetheless that is sort of the way I 
saw him for the first 8, 10, or 12 years. 

Senator, you never stopped. You 
never stopped growing, and I think to 
grow in this place, besides the qualities 
I have just described, you have to end 
up understanding what the Senate is. 

I have heard you many times in the 
last part of your career talk about 
what a great place this is, and I really 
believe you understand it. I think you 
understand that it is not just some leg- 
islative body. You have many times 
cast your vote, done your work, chas- 
tised and begged, cajoled people to do 
things because you would tell them 
sometimes when it was urgent that 
this is the Senate and we cannot be all 
on our own. We have to be a part of 
this place, and sometimes you have to 
do things to make it work. 

I commend you for all of that and the 
policies and philosophies that you 
brought here. We did not agree on some 
of them. We have not agreed on every- 
thing, but I say the Senate was better 
off for every single day that you were 
here, and it will not be quite as good 
until somebody comes along and fills 
your seat. As our distinguished whip 
said, it is a continuing place, and we 
will go on. But I honestly think there 
will be sort of à place here for you, and 
we will remember how you used to do 
things, and, yes, Senator, you will 
know how you grew in terms of work- 
ing with the other side. I mean, all of 
a sudden you would have something 
and we would wonder what is going on, 
and you would announce your cospon- 
Sor and we would say, well, he started 
with something that was not going to 
work, but he has been working at it 
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and itis going to work. I commend you 
for that. That is the end product of real 
growth and a real ability to get done 
what you thought was good. 

So I will miss you and your wonder- 
ful family and your wife. You have 
been through some tough problems 
with the family just like many of us. 
You have come through it strong and 
robust, and your children are beautiful 
and successful. 

As far as the prayer breakfast is con- 
cerned, you have stated this morning 
in beautiful terms, just as a matter of 
fact, with Doug Coe and other names, 
but I can remember talking to you 
many times about that, how it made 
you mature also in terms of your faith, 
in terms of how we prayed and how we 
did other things. For that relationship, 
Ithank you. It has little to do with the 
Senate, but if it were not for the Sen- 
ate, we would not have had that experi- 
ence together. 

So this is a good day because we get 
to say something about a great Sen- 
ator, but on the other hand not so good 
a day because we say goodbye. He is 
young enough to honestly spend an- 
other 24 years here. I am 72 and I have 
been here 33 years, so I clearly could 
have left à while ago. Then I would be 
out there doing whatever you are going 
to be doing; I am sure you will have à 
lot more leisure time. You can hit the 
ball. Me, maybe I could play with my 
11 grandchildren now, and growing. 

Thank you, DON. It has been great to 
be your friend. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Minnesota. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Mr. President, I rise 
after listening to the words of our dis- 
tinguished whip, who has been here 
more than a couple of decades, and the 
distinguished Senator from New Mex- 
ico, who has been here more than three 
decades. I have only been in the Senate 
a couple of years, but I do want to let 
the distinguished Senator from Okla- 
homa know and say very publicly what 
an impact he has had on me and what 
deep respect I have for him. 

When he came here, he talked about 
having respect for the Senate, and I 
certainly understand that. It is some- 
what overwhelming to me. As he kind 
of recapped the 24 years, talking about 
the love that he has for this institu- 
tion, I want to let him know what that 
means to somebody like me who comes 
here certainly with that respect—that 
love is something that grows. Love is 
something that is in the heart. 

As I reflect upon a colleague who has 
been here, who has had some tough 
things he has had to do, I say to my 
friend—truly my friend from Okla- 
homa, the chairman of the Budget 
Committee—he is in an institution, 
surrounded by folks who like to say 
yes, who like to spend money. We like 
to take care of those around us who 
have needs. That is a good thing. But 
we also have to have a fundamental un- 
derstanding. As in any family, you 
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have to know what you earn and you 
have to know what you can spend. You 
have to have some discipline and you 
have to have some values and you have 
to do the right thing. It is hard, be- 
cause naturally we want to say yes to 
those who come and say, We need help. 

Because of the integrity of the Sen- 
ator from Oklahoma, because of the 
deep respect his colleagues have for 
him, he was able to guide us and help 
us understand what it meant to hold 
the line, to do the right thing, in the 
end, to build a stronger America. 

His philosophical foundation, frame- 
work, ‘‘restoring economic freedom for 
America," is something he said he 
started thinking about early, and that 
he always believed in it when he got 
here. Certainly in each and every thing 
I have seen him do here, it has been 
part of his core value, restoring eco- 
nomic freedom for America, so in fact 
we produce hope and opportunity and 
greater times for moms and dads. He 
has done it. 

I cannot say I always thought it was 
the right thing to do. I can’t say that 
every time we voted the same way. But 
I do want to let the Senator from Okla- 
homa know how important his words 
and his values and his integrity were, 
what they meant to me. 

I have been going to the prayer 
breakfasts since I came to the Senate. 
I have listened to some of his helpful 
suggestions for strengthening faith. 
They have made a difference. They 
have made an impact. 

You are going to be gone, physically 
gone, and the Senate will be different. 
But I have no doubt, and I feel part of 
that, that your faith and your love and 
your strength and what you have been 
about has had a profound impact on so 
many of us here. It has had a profound 
impact on me. Although you will not 
be here, know that as I go about mak- 
ing the decisions I make, I have no 
doubt I will reflect upon your words, 
reflect upon what you might think is 
the right thing to do, and then make 
the decisions I have to make. 

You may be gone. You may move 
from this body. You are still a rel- 
atively young man with a great family, 
a magnificent wife. You are a person 
who can look back on all you have ac- 
complished and still have the oppor- 
tunity to accomplish so much more. 
But I do want to thank the Senator 
from Oklahoma for his service. I thank 
him for the opportunity he has given 
me to serve with him. I thank him for 
the impact he has had on my life, hope- 
fully making me a better Senator, a 
better humble servant, a person better 
able to contribute with a deeper appre- 
ciation of how important faith is to the 
service we give. I want him to know 
what he is about certainly will live 
with me in the time I have to stay. I 
simply want to say for all of that: 
Thank you and God bless you. 

I yield the floor. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. MUR- 
KOWSKI). The Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam President, 
DON NICKLES has been truly one of our 
great Senators for almost a quarter of 
a century. I join with the remarks of 
others who came before me, and par- 
ticularly MITCH MCCONNELL’s belief 
that DON NICKLES is one of the best of 
all times in this body. 

He rode into Washington at the age 
of 30, determined to fight for a heart- 
land vision of America with all his 
strength and energy. As he leaves here, 
still a young man, limping a little bit 
from that New York marathon he just 
ran a few days ago, every one of us can 
say he was true to those ideals and ex- 
traordinarily effective in advocating 
them. This Senate and this Nation is 
losing a tremendous champion. We are 
losing one of our most valuable Mem- 
bers. 

DON was a small businessman who 
had seen personally the oppression of 
mindless regulation and taxes and 
rules that make creating a business 
and creating jobs difficult and frus- 
trating. He knows taxes stifle growth 
and human creativity and taxes mean a 
transfer of power and wealth from the 
people who have earned it by the fruit 
of their labor, sending it to Washington 
for governmental politicians to dis- 
pense. 

He knows government spends too 
much and too wastefully. And he 
knows as a true man of faith that ulti- 
mately it is the families, the hearts, 
and the faith of America in which our 
strength resides. 

Those values he holds and he holds 
them very strongly. For those values 
he has worked ably and courageously 
to his last day in the Senate. As his 
service here comes to an end, he can 
know that in each of these areas where 
he has committed himself, to a re- 
markable degree our country has made 
real progress. We have. He can and 
should take great pride in knowing he 
was a key player in effecting the his- 
toric transformation of this country 
from an era of big government to an 
era in which even President Clinton 
would say: Big government is over. 

The battle hasn’t totally ended. The 
roaches will come back. No doubt we 
will have to continue to spray. But tre- 
mendous progress has been made. DON’s 
critical role in this historic reversal of 
the liberal big government vision as 
the answer to all our problems can be 
seen, in part, by examining the key po- 
sitions he has held. He chaired the 
Budget Committee, the Republican 
Policy Committee, the National Re- 
publican Senatorial Committee, the 
Republican Platform Committee for 
the Republican National Convention, 
and he held a critical position of assist- 
ant Republican leader, the second per- 
son in charge here in the Senate. 

During his career he has been in- 
volved in many key battles. One of the 
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most crucial was the lead he took in 
opposing the Clinton administration 
one-size-fits-all health care plan in 
1993. He offered a countervision of con- 
sumer choice and for Americans he won 
that battle by blocking what I think to 
be ill-advised legislation. I know he 
took great pride when Congress passed 
the Medicare prescription drug bill last 
year that included his vision for med- 
ical savings accounts and for more 
competition in the health care indus- 
try. I didn’t agree with everything in 
that bill, but the good parts he and I 
battled for are going to be important 
for years to come in health care in 
America. 

Two years later, in 1995, he secured 
passage of the Congressional Account- 
ability Act, which made Congress abide 
by the same health and safety stand- 
ards that employers around America 
did. That was an important psycho- 
logical victory for those who suffered 
under Government regulation, that 
those of us who write the regulations 
have to abide by them, too. In 1995 he 
authored the bill for families to receive 
$500 per child tax credit. Now it is 
$1,000 per child tax credit. When I cam- 
paigned in 1996, it was one of the pri- 
mary emphases of my campaign. I 
strongly believed, and believe to this 
day, that nothing has been done to 
strengthen families more than allowing 
the working families trying to raise 
children today to have an extra $1,000 
in their pockets to take care of their 
children and their families. DON NICK- 
LES was the one who drove that home. 

In 1998, the International Religious 
Freedom Act that he referred to in his 
remarks became law. He has been a 
champion of religious freedom and 
rights. He worked to establish this 
commission to develop appropriate re- 
sponses to violations of religious lib- 
erty worldwide. Since the bill's pas- 
sage, the commission has issued four 
annual reports on religious freedom 
and persecution around the world. This 
act will become more and more impor- 
tant as the years go by, aS we are now 
seeing a rise in religious intolerance 
and persecution around the world. Now 
we have an authoritative source so the 
world can know how serious this prob- 
lem is, and that knowledge can help us 
lead to positive change. 

The next year, the Senate passed the 
Patients’ Bill of Rights legislation. 

Throughout 1998, Senator NICKLES 
chaired a task force of Republican Sen- 
ators, on which I served, working to 
better understand and respond to the 
concerns about managed health plans. 
His group wrote and introduced the Pa- 
tients’ Bill of Rights-Plus, a respon- 
sible alternative to the plan that would 
have dramatically increased health 
care costs. It was a terrific battle. DON 
called us together daily to prepare on 
how to carry out the debate. The oppo- 
sition said a massive intervention into 
the American private insurance mar- 
ket by the Federal Government was 


November 19, 2004 


necessary, and anybody who dared op- 
pose this huge Federal mandate would 
just be run over by them. But DON pro- 
posed legislation that targeted the real 
abuses, with minimum cost increases 
and limited Federal regulation. 

His bill would have, in fact, impacted 
the cost of premiums only a fraction of 
what was proposed by the opposition. 

It may now seem a small matter. At 
the time of that debate it was a central 
issue before the Congress for months, 
and pressure from the liberal news 
media to pass an expansive bill was 
great. There could be no doubt that his 
personal leadership on behalf of indi- 
vidual citizens and small businesses 
was a key factor in the successful ef- 
fort to avoid a fundamental takeover of 
private insurance in America. 

In 2008, he became chairman of the 
Budget Committee, and I had the honor 
of serving ав a member. During his 
chairmanship he made great strides to 
protect the fiscal sanity of our coun- 
try. He led the Budget Committee dur- 
ing the time of war when our homeland 
was attacked and when we had a seri- 
ous economic slowdown. He faced a 
surging national debt, and it was a 
time of heated partisanship in an even- 
ly divided Senate. I was doubtful that 
anything could be accomplished be- 
cause of the partisan atmosphere, and I 
told ром of my doubts. 

I said: I am not sure we can produce 
a budget. He understood the difficulty 
he was facing but was convinced that a 
responsible budget was essential for 
America. He set to work with his usual 
skill and determination and commit- 
ment to principle and courtesy. He 
knew his budget depended on many. 
There was, indeed, much political pos- 
turing on all sides as all maneuvered to 
promote their interests. But DON never 
wavered. He was confident, funny, gra- 
cious, and determined. 

The result was a very responsible 2004 
budget with good spending limitations 
and caps. Wisely, he managed to make 
sure there would be a cap for fiscal 
year 2005, which we are in now, in case 
the budget would have failed this year. 
Without doubt, this was a good plan. It 
was critical that the Senate at that 
time pass a budget in a time of na- 
tional insecurity and great deficits. It 
impacted positively, I believe, the eco- 
nomic situation of our country. 

We didn’t produce a fiscal year 2005 
budget, although DON gave it his all. I 
have never seen him work so hard. He 
tried everything that could be done to 
achieve a budget for this year. That ef- 
fort failed, but his fiscal year 2004 cap 
still made sure that we could maintain 
spending control. 

I could say more, but I will just close 
with the remarks that were shared by 
Phil Gramm as I talked about DON one 
time. I said something good about him. 
And Phil Gramm, an astute observer 
and great Senator, shook his head and 
said: Iam always amazed that this ma- 
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chine shop operator from Oklahoma is 
so consistently right on every issue 
that comes up. 

I agree. He has been consistently 
right for every year he has been here. 
He has been the leader in the values 
that the American people share. He has 
played a critical role in the develop- 
ment of a new vision for government in 
America. He has produced regulations; 
he reduced taxes; he has empowered 
people around the globe. It has been an 
honor and a pleasure for me to call him 
a friend and serve with him. I admire 
him greatly. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Tennessee. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Madam President, 
I came here primarily to listen this 
afternoon and show my respect for the 
Senator from Oklahoma. 

My remarks will be very brief. 

I want to begin with a story that I 
told the Senator from Oklahoma be- 
fore. My mentor in politics is former 
majority leader of this body, Howard 
Baker. I got involved in politics be- 
cause of him in the 1960s, when we were 
building a two-party system in Ten- 
nessee. I remember the campaign of 
1980. Senator Baker was the Republican 
leader. He changed the name on the 
door from ‘‘Minority Leader’’ to ‘‘Re- 
publican Leader" because he didn’t 
want the Republican Party thinking of 
itself as a permanent minority. Many 
people thought he was just whistling, 
“Dixie,” so to speak. 

At that time, there were 37, 38, or 39 
Republican Members, and no one saw 
much prospect of getting much further 
ahead of that. 

Then came a tidal wave in 1980 with 
the election of President Reagan and 13 
or 14 new Republican Senators. It went 
from fewer than 40 to more than 50. 
Senator Baker had predicted that. I 
had learned to pay attention to him. 

I saw him after the election. I said: 
Well, you were right about that. You 
were about the only person who was. 
He said: I will tell you one thing. 

I said: What is that? 

He said: Pay attention to NICKLES. 

I said: Who is NICKLES? 

He said: He is this young, 32- or 33- 
year-old new Senator from Oklahoma, 
and he is going to be a real force to 
deal with. 

I have paid attention to Senator 
NICKLES ever since then. I have served 
in the Senate with the Senator from 
Oklahoma, and during that time I have 
seen him a lot. We have known each 
other. I think Senator Baker was cor- 
rect. A lot of people have paid atten- 
tion to DON NICKLES ever since 1980. I 
am delighted to have had the privilege 
of serving 2 years with him in the Sen- 
ate. 

In my experience, I have found him 
highly intelligent. He has been a big 
help with the complex issues that we 
have here. He is principled. That is im- 
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portant. And he has been easy to work 
with from the point of view of a col- 
league. 

I heard his remarks to the new Sen- 
ators that he was meeting with; he and 
the Senator from Louisiana spoke to 
them as they were stepping down. He 
was suggesting that even though he is 
known as a principled, effective, and 
conservative Senator, he reminded 
them that in order to get things done 
in the Senate there has to be a con- 
sensus. And that usually means finding 
ways of dealing across the aisle with 
colleagues we respect. 

I am simply here today to show re- 
spect, not to make a speech. 

I am glad to have that opportunity 
and finally to say something that may 
be a little different from what some of 
your other colleagues have said. 

I admire your decision, and from my 
perspective I think it is the right one. 
Life is big. It is more than politics. It 
is more than government. 

This is a big wonderful world in 
which we live. We live in a magnificent 
country. There is a lot to savor. 

For example, when I have been in and 
out of public life at different times and 
leaving the Governorship, going into 
the private sector was liberating. I 
found that my focus had been narrow 
and that there were a great many 
things about my personal life, about 
my family’s life, about my country’s 
life, and about the private sector that 
I could get involved in and found very 
interesting. Over time I found I could 
come back to the public sector with a 
new energy, a broader experience and a 
different perspective. 

I don’t know what the future may 
hold for you. 

I think it is wise to make such an 
enormous contribution here, and at the 
peak of that, to step out and take that 
to other places. For one, I hope the fu- 
ture will include, in some way, a con- 
tribution in the public arena. But you 
certainly deserve a chance to explore 
the private arena. 

It has been my privilege to know you 
and to serve with you, and to know, 
once again, that Howard Baker was 
right in 1981 when he said, ‘‘Pay atten- 
tion to Nickles.” 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. FEINGOLD. I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. McCAIN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

INVESTIGATION INTO AIR FORCE LEASING OF 

BOEING AERIAL REFUELING TANKERS 

Mr. McCAIN. Madam President, I in- 

tend to address the Senate for a period 
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of time today. I believe I have as much 
as an hour under postcloture debate, 
but I will be discussing an issue I have 
been involved in for some 3 years now 
and have not reached a conclusion, al- 
though certainly enormous progress 
has been made in trying to address this 
issue. 

But during these 3 years since the ap- 
propriators slipped a $30 billion rider in 
the fiscal year 2002 Defense appropria- 
tions bill, a lot of strange and unusual 
things have happened, I am sad to say, 
that are a very damming commentary 
about the way the Pentagon in general 
and the Air Force in particular con- 
ducts its business. 

I am going to tell a story that has 
not, as I said, reached its end. But it 
has uncovered the very strong likeli- 
hood, because of the confession by Ms. 
Druyun in Federal court when she pled 
guilty, that there could be many bil- 
lions of dollars of the taxpayers’ money 
that were wasted, criminally treated, 
and misused because of the decisions 
made by Ms. Druyun. The question is, 
How could Ms. Druyun have done all 
this by herself? Did she have accom- 
plices or was the system in the Pen- 
tagon so broken that one individual 
could make contracting decisions 
which entailed tens of billions of dol- 
lars, and in this case may have cost the 
taxpayers of America millions and 
even billions of dollars as well? 

Nearly 3 years ago, behind closed 
doors, the Appropriations Committee 
slipped a $30 billion rider in the fiscal 
year 2002 Defense appropriations bill. 
This rider authorized the Air Force to 
lease from Boeing up to 100 767s for use 
as aerial refueling tankers. Before the 
rider appeared in the bill, Air Force 
leadership never came to the author- 
izing committees about this issue. In 
fact, tankers have never come up in ei- 
ther the President's budget or the De- 
fense Department's unfunded priority 
list. The Air Force's tanker lease pro- 
gram was born of a virgin birth. 

The rider was, in fact, the result of 
an aggressive behind-the-scenes effort 
by the Boeing Corporation with consid- 
erable assistance from senior Air Force 
procurement official Darleen Druyun 
and others. After the President signed 
the bill into law, the Air Force em- 
barked on negotiating with Boeing a 
lease that would have cost the tax- 
payers around $6 billion more than an 
outright purchase of these aircraft 
would have. 

Soon after Air Force Secretary Jim 
Roche submitted to the four Defense 
committees a report on plans to lease 
these tankers from Boeing, three out of 
the four authorizing committees sum- 
marily approved the lease without even 
looking at the contract. Two did so 
without even holding a single hearing. 

Much to his credit, Senate Armed 
Services Committee Chairman JOHN 
WARNER held the line and refused to 
authorize the proposal, as did the rank- 
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ing member, Senator CARL LEVIN. 
Through the hearings and investiga- 
tions that followed, we unearthed a 
crushing body of evidence on how much 
a folly the proposal actually was. 

Throughout 2002 and in the beginning 
of 2003, even agencies within the De- 
fense Department and the Air Force, 
including Program, Analysis and Eval- 
uation, the Office of Management and 
Budget, and even the Air Force’s own 
General Counsel’s Office raised salient 
concerns about aspects of the proposal. 
These concerns, however, would not get 
in the way of Air Force leadership. 

Rather than resolve these concerns, 
Air Force proponents continued to ag- 
gressively push the deal in the press. A 
Wall Street Journal editorial entitled 
“John McCain's Flying Circus," pub- 
lished on the very same day as the 
tanker hearing we had in the Com- 
merce Committee, is particularly nota- 
ble. It was obviously drafted with con- 
siderable help from the Office of the 
Air Force Secretary. In it, tanker pro- 
ponents accused me of “trying to pre- 
vent approval by running up my own 
Jolly Roger" and brazenly exaggerated 
the Air Force's need for tankers by de- 
scribing how, during Secretary Roche’s 
visit to Tinker Air Force Base, he 
**peeled back the skin of a tanker being 
refurbished and found the metal under- 
neath disintegrating before his very 
eyes." 

By this time, Air Force leadership's 
aggressive press campaign was well un- 
derway. On April 25, 2002, Secretary 
Roche's special assistant, William 
Bodie, told Secretary Roche that he: 
saw Rudy deLeon [who heads Boeing's Wash- 
ington office]— 

And, by the way, he has rotated back 
and forth between the Congress and de- 
fense corporations and the Defense De- 
partment—he: 
saw Rudy deLeon at the Kennedy Center and 
politely asked the Great White Arab Tribe of 
the North [which is what these folks called 
Boeing] to unleash their falcons on our be- 
half for once. I talked to [defense analyst] 
Loren [Thompson], who is standing by to 
comment to this reporter about the national 
security imperatives of tanker moderniza- 
tion. [Editor of Defense News and Air Force 
Times] Vago [Murandian] is also standing 
by. I will get with [Assistant Air Force Sec- 
retary for Acquisitions Marvin] Sambur first 
thing to rehearse talking points. 

Get that, “Чо rehearse talking 
points" with the editor of Defense 
News and Air Force Times and defense 
analyst Loren Thompson: We will get 
with you before we talk to the re- 
porter. 

Among the falcons that Boeing ‘‘un- 
leashed? was an op-ed that subse- 
quently appeared in Vago Muradian’s 


Defense News. This piece, which 
strongly endorsed  Boeing's tanker 
lease, was supposedly written by 


former Commander-in-Chief for U.S. 
Pacific Fleet Admiral Archie Clemins. 
However, Admiral Clemins has admit- 
ted, and Boeing’s e-mails reflect, that 
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it was in fact ghost-written and placed 
by Boeing. 

As this indicates, rather than address 
salient concerns regarding the tanker 
deal raised by their own staff, Air 
Force leadership focused on using the 
press, which Mr. Bodie described as 
“3rd Party support at its best" to per- 
petuate the fiction that ‘‘the lease was 
the exact opposite of a Boeing ‘bail- 
out.” Among the spin that lease advo- 
cates fed the press, were statements 
like, “ПІ will not succeed in blocking a 
767 lease because tanker replacement is 
critical and [I] have offered no alter- 
natives to leasing." 

While Air Force leadership was fo- 
cused on pushing the deal in the press, 
analyses from several independent bod- 
ies, including the Defense Depart- 
ment's Office of the Inspector General, 
the Government Accountability Office, 
the Congressional Budget Office, the 
Congressional Research Service, the 
National Defense University, the Cen- 
ter for Naval Analysis, the Institute 
for Defense Analyses, and others criti- 
cized almost every aspect of the pro- 
gram. Perhaps most notably, a Defense 
Science Board Task Force, vetted for 
conflicts with industry only after my 
insistence, concluded that the need to 
replace the current tanker fleet was 
not urgent. The Task Force’s finding 
debunked the numerous representa- 
tions Air Force leadership made to the 
contrary. Indeed, the Defense Science 
Board suggested that the Air Force's 
case on corrosion was virtually cut 
from whole cloth. Air Force leadership 
repeatedly cited this case as the big- 
gest reason for having taxpayers pay 
Boeing billions more than necessary. 

About 2 months ago, Ms. Druyun was 
Sentenced to 9 months in prison on 
public corruption charges. Her crime: 
negotiating the $30 billion deal with 
Boeing while negotiating with Boeing 
for à job. Ms. Druyun's sentencing oc- 
curred months after Boeing's board of 
directors fired her and former Chief Fi- 
nancial Officer Michael Sears for mis- 
conduct arising from the tanker nego- 
tiations. Boeing's Chief Executive Offi- 
cer Phil Condit soon left the company 
under a cloud of suspicion. 

In court papers accompanying her 
sentencing, Ms. Druyun admitted to 
overpricing Boeing’s 767s as a “рагбіпе 
gift" to Boeing. She admitted that she 
did this to ‘‘ingratiate herself" with 
her future employer and help secure 
employment for her daughter and fu- 
ture son-in-law at the company. Aston- 
ishingly, Ms. Druyun also admitted 
that she similarly harmed the United 
States on behalf of Boeing on several 
other major defense programs, includ- 
ing the NATO AWACS, C-130 AMP, and 
the C-17 programs. How much tax- 
payers were fleeced remains unclear. 
These contracts were in the billions. 
But this matter remains under inves- 
tigation by the Justice Department 
and other authorities. The scope of 
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these investigations seems to widen al- 
most weekly. Ultimately, it is likely 
that Ms. Druyun’s misconduct cost 
taxpayers an astronomical sum. 

In yesterday’s paper, Lockheed is 
bringing suit against Boeing for alleg- 
edly having involvement with bid rig- 
ging on other contracts as well. 

Over the past few weeks, Air Force 
leadership has tried to delude the 
American people into believing that all 
of this happened because of one person, 
and that because no one else has been 
hired for her position, the problem has 
been solved. I don’t buy it. I simply 
cannot believe that one person, acting 
alone, can rip off taxpayers out of pos- 
sibly billions of dollars. This appears to 
be a case of either a systemic failure in 
procurement oversight, willful blind- 
ness, or rank corruption. Hither way, 
full accountability among Air Force 
leadership is in order. 

Just this week, Secretary Roche and 
Ms. Druyun’s old boss, Assistant Sec- 
retary of the Air Force for Acquisitions 
Marvin Sambur, announced their res- 
ignations. But, among Air Force lead- 
ership, nor one has assumed responsi- 
bility for this debacle. Ms. Druyun is, 
perhaps grudgingly, accepting responsi- 
bility for her role. To some extent, 
Boeing has accepted responsibility for 
its. The Justice Department and others 
are continuing to ferret out others who 
may be responsible. However, account- 
ability among Air Force leadership has 
been almost nonexistent. It seems that 
it is business as usual. Air Force lead- 
ership remains content laying all the 
blame at the feet of a single individual, 
Darleen Druyun. I’m not buying it. 

Just on the Tanker Lease Proposal, 
the conduct of Air Force leadership has 
been unacceptable. First, Air Force 
leadership was never interested in 
doing a formal ‘‘analysis of alter- 
natives" for the multibillion dollar 
tanker program. Such AOAs are typi- 
cally always done for major defense 
programs. 

Second, Air Force leadership mis- 
represented to Congress how bad corro- 
sion afflicted the current tanker fleet. 
They did this to devise a reason why 
taxpayers needed to lease new tankers 
from Boeing, rather than simply buy 
them at à much lower cost. 

Third, according to independent anal- 
yses, Air Force leadership overstated 
“operation and supply” cost-growth es- 
timates for the current tanker fleet. 
This too was done to artificially bol- 
Ster the case that the current fleet 
needed to be replaced immediately, at 
a dramatically higher cost. 

Fourth, Air Force leadership repeat- 
edly misrepresented that its proposal 
was merely an ‘‘operating lease." Their 
plan was to slip the program in the 
budget at a relatively modest initial 
cost, only to have actual costs balloon 
in the intervening years. We now know 
that this was done to conceal the 
Tanker Lease Proposal’s real budg- 
etary impact. 
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By the way, they also had plans that 
the money to fund in the later years, 
known as outyears in Pentagonese, 
that would be taken from the other 
services’ budget. 

Fifth, according to the Defense De- 
partment’s Inspector General, the com- 
mercial procurement strategy that Air 
Force leadership used in the tanker 
proposal (and, incidentally, the C-180J 
program) placed the Department at 
“high risk for paying excessive prices," 
and precluded ‘‘good fiduciary responsi- 
bility for DoD funds." 

Sixth, the Inspector General found 
that, when the specifications for the 
tanker were being developed, Air Force 
leadership let Boeing tailor those spec- 
ifications to Boeing’s proposed tanker. 
They were not tailored to the oper- 
ational requirements of the warfighter. 
They should have been. Yet, Air Force 
leadership allowed an Air Force briefer 
to tell the Joint Staff that the tanker 
"operational requirements document" 
was not tailored to Boeing's aircraft. 
The Defense Department Inspector 
General, however, found that it was. 

I could go on, but I'll stop here for 
now. As I’ve gone into many of these 
points in excruciating detail in my let- 
ter to Secretary Rumsfeld on July 28, 
2004, ГІ simply ask for unanimous con- 
sent to have my letter printed into the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

JULY 28, 2004. 
Hon. DONALD H. RUMSFELD, 
Secretary, Department of Defense 
The Pentagon, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SECRETARY: I am concerned 
about how the Analysis of Alternatives 
(AoA) for the Tanker Lease Proposal will be 
conducted. In particular, I am concerned 
about the participation of Air Force leader- 
ship in the AoA, and the involvement of the 
Air Force’s federally funded research and de- 
velopment center (FFRDC)—RAND, which I 
understand is spearheading this effort. 

The conduct of Air Force leadership re- 
garding the Tanker Lease Proposal has been 
unacceptable. Frankly, its credibility on the 
recapitalization of the tanker fleet has been 
fundamentally called into question. Notably, 
many of the problems that the Department 
of Defense Office of the Inspector General 
(DoD-OIG) found in the Tanker Lease Pro- 
posal are similar to those it recently found 
in the multibillion dollar C-130J procure- 
ment program. Bases for my concern about 
the participation of Air Force leadership in 
the AoA include, but are not limited to, the 
following. 

First, the Air Force has provided Congress 
inaccurate information in an attempt to jus- 
tify its original proposal to lease 100 Boeing 
KC-767As. For example, Air Force Secretary 
Jim Roche has repeatedly advised Congress 
that, in the existing KC-135 fleet, ‘‘corrosion 
is significant, pervasive, and represents an 
unacceptable risk." Secretary Roche has 
also emphasized to Congress increased oper- 
ating costs in the current fleet as à basis for 
entering into the tanker lease. Air Force 
leadership has indicated that these elements 
create an ‘‘urgent’’ need to recapitalize the 
fleet. However, as you of course know, the 
DSB task force concluded that the Air 
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Force's claims of unmanageable corrosion 
problems and cost growth were overstated. 
As such, the task force also concluded that 
*[t]here is no compelling material or finan- 
cial reason to initiate a replacement pro- 
gram prior to the completion of the AoA and 
the MCS." Thus, the task force jettisoned 
the “dominant reason" Secretary Roche first 
cited in his July 10, 2003, report to Congress 
as the basis for having taxpayers pay billions 
of dollars more for leasing tankers than they 
would for buying them. The Air Force’s rep- 
resentations on this issue remains a matter 
of continuing investigative concern. 

In another example, to comply with the 
original authorizing statute, the Air Force 
misrepresented to Congress that its proposal 
to lease 100 Boeing КС-767 tankers was mere- 
ly an operating lease. This would have obvi- 
ated the requirement that the White House 
obtain advance budget authority for the 
whole lease proposal. But, the DoD-OIG and 
Program Analysis and Evaluation (PA&E), 
as well as the Congressional Budget Office 
(CBO) and the General Accounting Office 
(GAO) found that the procurement of these 
tankers is, in fact, a lease purchase. In addi- 
tion, facts surrounding the original lease 
proposal made it clear that the transaction 
was a lease-purchase: under the original pro- 
posal, the Air Force conceded that the DoD 
is “committed to earmark[ing] an additional 
$2B in ҒҮ08 and FY09 for the purchase of air- 
craft covered by the multi-year program 
under the terms of the proposed contract” to 
head off a funding spike over the Future- 
Years Defense Program. 

Second, the DoD-OIG and the NDU con- 
cluded that the Air Force's commercial item 
procurement strategy “ргеуепбей any visi- 
bility into Boeing's costs and required the 
Air Force to use a fixed-price type contract 
у The strategy also exempted [Boeing] 
from the requirement to submit cost or pric- 
ing data. The strategy places the Depart- 
ment at high risk for paying excessive prices 
and precludes good fiduciary responsibility 
for DoD funds." The NDU similarly con- 
cluded that “[1]п a sole source, monopoly 
commercial environment, the government is 
not served well with limited price data" and 
suggested that the Air Force neglected its fi- 
duciary/stewardship responsibilities. 

Notably, the DoD-OIG arrived at similar 
conclusions regarding the Air Force's mis- 
management of the C-130J procurement pro- 
gram. In particular, the DoD-OIG found that, 
because the C-130J was improperly acquired 
as a commercial item, the Air Force did not 
have contractor-certified information on 
contract prices, costs, or profits, and there- 
fore was "limited" in its ability to protect 
the Government against possible over- 
pricing. 

Third, the DoD-OIG and the NDU also con- 
cluded that the operational requirements 
document (ORD) for tankers was not tai- 
lored, as it should have been, to the require- 
ments of the warfighter, but rather to close- 
ly correlate to the Boeing KC-767A. The 
DoD-OIG found that senior Air Force staff 
directed that the ORD closely correlate to 
the Boeing KC-767A that was being developed 
for à foreign government, in anticipation of 
the authorizing legislation. This is particu- 
larly troubling where, according to an inter- 
nal Boeing document regarding the ORD, 
Boeing planned to ‘‘establish clearly defined 
requirements in ORD for the USAF Tanker 
configuration that results in an affordable 
solution that meets the USAF mission needs 
and will prevent an AOA from being con- 
ducted." Under the current proposal, the 
first 100 tankers produced will not be capable 
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of, among other things, interoperability with 
Navy, Marine, or coalition assets, or simul- 
taneously refueling more than one receiver 
aircraft. Rear Adm. Mark P. Fitzgerald, 
USN, recently suggested that in theater, 
such a limitation restricts the Navy’s long 
range striking capability and fosters a need- 
lessly risky aerial refueling environment. 

Notably, with respect to the C-130J рго- 
curement program, the DoD-OIG similarly 
found that, while the Air Force conditionally 
paid Lockheed Martin about $2.6 billion, the 
C-130J is not operationally suitable or effec- 
tive and cannot perform its intended mis- 
sion. Furthermore, to date, 36 deficiency re- 
ports that ‘‘could cause death, severe injury 
or illness, major loss of equipment or sys- 
tems, or that could directly restrict combat 
or operational readiness" have been ге- 
ceived. 

Finally, Boeing documents suggest that 
the Air Force allowed Boeing to modify the 
requirements in the ORD while it was being 
developed. These documents also reflect that 
the Air Force induced the Joint Require- 
ments Oversight Council (JROC) into approv- 
ing and validating the corrupted ORD by 
falsely representing that it was not tailored 
to a specific aircraft. This is of continuing 
investigative interest to the Committee. 

Interestingly, as a result of the commer- 
cial specifications of the C-130J not meeting 
user needs, the Air Force (and Marine Corp) 
decided to ‘“‘revise its requirements docu- 
ment" to reduce the initial capabilities re- 
quired and to satisfy operational require- 
ment deficiencies through block upgrade 
programs at the Government expense. I am 
very concerned about this. 

I understand that RAND (the Air Force’s 
FFRDC), and Project Air Force in particular, 
is spearheading the AoA. Generally, the Air 
Force, specifically Dr. Sambur, is “ће over- 
all sponsor” for Project Air Force activities. 
However, having argued against the need for 
an AoA as early as November 2002, according 
to a recently produced internal DoD e-mail, 
Dr. Sambur has apparently prejudged its 
outcome: 

“А formal AoA will cost money, delay the 
program two years, and still come up with 
the same answer we have today. There are 
only a few aircraft that can serve as tankers, 
they are already in production, and so ana- 
lyzing their respective capabilities and costs 
won’t take long—in fact, it’s already been 
done and the results passed to OSD. What’s 
left to study?" 

As I originally indicated in my letter of 
March 12, 2004, Air Force Vice Chief of Staff 
General T. Michael Moseley similarly touted 
the Air Force's proposal to lease and buy 
Boeing 767s during recent budget hearings. In 
particular, General Moseley provided ‘‘opin- 
ion" testimony suggesting that the KC-767 
tanker is the Air Force's only viable option. 
For example, in testimony before the Projec- 
tion Force Subcommittee of the House 
Armed Services Committee, General Moseley 
Specifically rejected re-engining remaining 
KC-135Es (as the DSB task force rec- 
ommended); modifying used aircraft (for ex- 
ample, DC-10s, also as the DSB task force 
suggested); using contractor support services 
(as the GAO recently opined), and other op- 
tions that your office's AoA guidance specifi- 
cally required the Air Force to examine. 
While General Moseley attempted to explain 
away his testimony as “регвопа1 opinion," 
at no time was he asked to provide his per- 
sonal opinion and at no time during his tes- 
timony did General Moseley indicate that he 
was conveying a personal opinion. Consid- 
ering General Moseley’s role as the chairman 
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of the Air Force Steering Group for Project 
Air Force and, respectfully, despite your as- 
surances in your March 17, 2004, letter, I re- 
main concerned that the Air Force and 
RAND have effectively prejudged the out- 
come of the AoA regarding the Tanker Lease 
Proposal. 

Several recently produced internal DoD e- 
mails call into question whether the ongoing 
AoA will be conducted objectively. For ex- 
ample, in an e-mail, dated August 15, 2003, 
from Secretary Roche to Dr. Sambur and 
Acting Undersecretary Wynne, Secretary 
Roche dissuaded the OSD and Air Force staff 
from initiating an AoA. In this e-mail, Sec- 
retary Roche said the following: 

"Agggggg, stop the nonsense! Don’t even 
begin to start an unnecessary AoA at this 
point. All this would do is give the enemies 
of the lease an excuse from DoD to delay the 
"lease, and really honk off the Appropriators. 
Let’s see what comes out of conference, 
damn it! If the lease is approved then we can 
talk about how to decide on the recapitaliza- 
tion of the other 400 airplanes, but there is 
no rush here." 

Soon thereafter, Acting Secretary Wynne 
responded, “І agree with Jim, [sic] What 
started this flurry of activity? Га hate for 
our story to change." The foregoing does not 
inspire confidence that the current AoA will 
be conducted properly. 

My concern that RAND, in particular, may 
have prejudged the outcome of the AoA is 
underscored by its conclusion regarding 
tanker recapitalization in à recent report. In 
a December 2003 report entitled ‘‘Inves- 
tigating Optimal Replacement of Aging Air 
Force Systems," RAND, іп particular 
Project Air Force, found—without the ben- 
efit of an AoA—that “іб appears to be opti- 
mal to replace the KC-135 by the end of the 
decade." Apparently relying on Air Force 
data and analysis that was ultimately re- 
jected by the DSB task force, this conclusion 
comes unacceptably close to prejudging the 
outcome of the AoA and is inconsistent with 
the conclusions of the Air Force's own Eco- 
nomic Service Life Study; the GAO; and, 
most recently, the DSB task force, all of 
which found that the current fleet is viable 
through 2040. In light of the relationship be- 
tween the RAND and the Air Force, as de- 
Scribed above, there can be no assurance that 
RAND will conduct the AoA here with the 
desired independence. 

My concerns appear to be reflected in a re- 
cently released internal DoD e-mail from 
Eric Coulter, Deputy Director for Theater 
Assessments and Planning at Program, Anal- 
ysis and Evaluation (PA&E) to Nancy 
Spruill, co-chairperson of the Leasing Re- 
view Panel Working Group, dated August 7, 
2003: 

“T do not support RAND as the sole source 
or lead to conduct the Congressionally-di- 
rected independent tanker AoA. First, its 
[sic] sad that it takes Congress to direct the 
Department to do something it should do on 
its own. We've been Wingto get the AF to 
conduct an AoA for several years, but could 
never get AT&L’s support to direct one. The 
AF clearly wanted to postpone it for as long 
as possible to delay the issue of recapital- 
izing the fleet. Now the Department is play- 
ing catch up. That said, [the Institute for 
Defense Analyses (IDA)] has more experience 
to conduct this type of effort. In fact, [Air 
Mobility Command] relies on IDA to do a lot 
of its mobility analyses both for airlift and 
tankers. I believe the Department will get à 
better, more objective product than we 
would from RAND. I hope we're not letting 
IDA's cost review of the tanker lease color 
our opinion. Please convince me otherwise." 
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I am also concerned about the fact that 
Project Air Force may have received as 
much as $50 million for FY03 and FY04 and is 
expected to get at least another $25 million 
for FY05. This financial relationship between 
the Air Force and RAND renders RAND un- 
suitable for conducting the AoA on this 
multibillion dollar procurement proposal. 

Given the foregoing, I respectfully suggest 
that the Air Force not enter into an agree- 
ment to procure aerial refueling aircraft 
until an entity independent of the Air 
Force—on the basis of a study not funded di- 
rectly or indirectly by the Air Force—com- 
pletes the AoA. 

As always, I appreciate your consideration. 

Sincerely; 
JOHN MCCAIN, 
Chairman. 

Mr. MCCAIN. What I would like to do 
now is discuss documents, belatedly 
produced by the Defense Department, 
that underscore the need for account- 
ability among Air Force leadership re- 
garding the tanker lease proposal. 
While the total number of documents 
that the Defense Department has pro- 
duced remains unsatisfactory, the few 
that have been produced are compel- 
ling. 

On February 5, 2002, Air Force Sec- 
retary Roche personally assured me, in 
testimony before the Senate Armed 
Services Committee on the tanker pro- 
gram, that he ‘‘believed in competi- 
tion," and ‘‘would come back to Con- 
gress" if another competitive proposal 
was particularly good. 

Secretary Roche's e-mails, however, 
suggests that he is indeed à man who 
allows his personal animus to stifle 
competition. For example, on Sep- 
tember 5, 2002, Darleen Druyun wrote 
to Secretary Roche, ‘‘I read with dis- 
gust the article on Airbus tankers from 
the new EADS CEO of North America. 
What ВӘ . . . should not have been sur- 
prised at the slime. . . his day of reck- 
oning will come hopefully." 

Secretary Roche answered, “Оу. I 
agree. I had hoped you would have 
Stayed and tortured him slowly over 
the next few years until EADS got rid 
of him!" 

This is from the guy who says he be- 
lieves in competition. His personal con- 
tempt for one defense contractor, and 
particularly its CEO, is clearly re- 
flected in his other e-mails. 

For example, on August 7, 2002, when 
Secretary Roche learned that Ralph 
Crosby, with whom Secretary Roche 
once worked at Northrop Grumman, 
was appointed to the head EADS’ 
North American operations, Secretary 
Roche wrote to his special assistant, 
William Bodie: 

Well, well, we'll have fun with Airbus. 


The day after, William Swanson at 
Raytheon asked Secretary Roche: 

Did you see the notice on Ralph in EADS? 

Secretary Roche responded: 

Right. Privately between us: Go Boeing! 
'The fools in Paris and Berlin never did their 
homework. And, Ralphie is the CEO and 
chairman of a marketing firm, for that's all 
there is to EADS, North America. The [Air 
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Force] has problems with EADS on a number 
of levels. The widespread feelings about 
Crosby and the Air Staff, Jumper especially, 
will only make their life more difficult. 
Smiles. 

On September 4, 2002, Mr. Bodie 
wrote Secretary Roche complaining 
about statements EADS issued about 
its tanker proposal: 

We don’t have to turn the other cheek, you 
know. I’m ready to tell the truth about Air- 
bus’ boom, footprint, and financial short- 
comings. But maybe we should sleep on it. 

In response, Secretary Roche wrote: 

No, sir, save it and blow him away. He ad- 
mits they were not technically qualified! 
And, we keep their record of bribes as our 
trump card! 

This is the Secretary of the Air Force 
communicating with an assistant of his 
saying ‘‘we keep their record of bribes 
as our trump card.’’ Remarkable. 

Taken together, these documents in- 
ject serious doubt into Secretary 
Roche’s commitment to competition in 
contracting, about which he assured 
me in congressional testimony. 

During hearings on the controversy 
in the Senate Commerce Committee 
and the Senate Armed Services Com- 
mittee, I expressed concern about Sec- 
retary Roche asking Boeing to pressure 
dissenting elements within the Office 
of the Secretary of Defense into play- 
ing ball on tankers. 

However, in congressional testimony, 
Secretary Roche categorically denied 
this. For example, at a September 3, 
2003, Commerce Committee hearing, I 
asked Secretary Roche about a Boeing 
e-mail dated 23 June 2008, ‘‘Subject: 
Roche Meeting 28 June 2003." In par- 
ticular, I asked Secretary Roche: 

Do you have any recollection whatsoever 
of telling ... anyone ... from Boeing to 
put pressure on [Acting Assistant Secretary 
for Aequisitions] Mike Wynne to convince 
[Program Analysis, and Evaluation] to write 
a new letter essentially undoing the first let- 
ter [which criticized the proposal]? 

After significant waffling, Secretary 
Roche responded: 

No, sir. I talked to [PA&E Director] Ken 
Krieg, and in fact, I told him, ‘‘Don’t bother 
writing another letter." We understood these 
were his arguments. 

Again, on September 4, 2003, at a 
hearing before the Senate Armed Serv- 
ices Committee, I asked the same ques- 
tion to Secretary Roche: 

Do you have any recollection whatsoever 
of telling ... anyone ... from Boeing to 
put pressure on Mike Wynne to convince 
PA&E to write à new letter essentially 
undoing the first letter? 

I might say that the first letter from 
this part of the Pentagon was very 
critical of the tanker lease deal. This 
time Secretary Roche testified: 

I did not ask them to put pressure [on 
Wynne]. 

Finally, in testimony before the Sen- 
ate Armed Services Committee on 
March 2, 2004, Secretary Roche ada- 
mantly denied asking the Boeing com- 
pany to put pressure on Mike Wynne. 
Secretary Roche said: 
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Ive told you there was no pressure. . . .[I] 
certainly did not tell them to pressure any- 
body. 

Secretary Roche's e-mails, however, 
paint a very different picture. 

From Boeing's e-mails, here is what 
we know. In a June 28, 2008, e-mail to 
Jim Albaugh, who is head of Boeing's 
defense subsidiary, Boeing executive 
Thomas Owens described a meeting 
during which Secretary Roche ex- 
pressed serious concerns about this let- 
ter from Mr. Ken Krieg. Mr. Krieg is 
the Director of Program Analysis, and 
Evaluation at the Office of the Sec- 
retary of Defense. His letter was key. 
In that letter, Director Krieg con- 
cluded that the original Boeing pro- 
posal failed two key Government ac- 
counting rules and, therefore, violated 
the authorizing legislation. 

According to Mr. Owens's e-mail, 
Secretary Roche ‘‘ask[ed] [Boeing] to 
put pressure on [Acting Assistant Sec- 
retary of Defense for Acquisitions] 
Mike Wynne to convince PA&E to 
write a new letter essentially undoing 
the first letter." 

Soon after, Dr. Sambur wrote Sec- 
retary Roche regarding the PA&E let- 
ter saying: 

Boss, this is getting ridiculous. 


Secretary Roche wrote to Acting As- 
sistant Secretary Wynne as follows: 
Ever since Pete— 


They are talking about former As- 
sistant Secretary Aldridge— 


left, the bureaucrats who opposed the 767 
lease have come out of the woodwork to try 
to kill it—yet, once again, Mike, I won’t sign 
a letter that makes the case that we 
shouldn’t lease the planes. Ken Krieg’s memo 
attached is a cheap shot, and I’m sure has al- 
ready been delivered to the enemies of the 
lease on the Hill. It is a process foul. And 
Ken needs to be made aware of that by you! 
I can’t control the corporate staff on acquisi- 
tion issues. Mike, this is their way of assert- 
ing dominance over you. I know this sounds 
wild, but animals are animals. Pete had 
beaten them down. Now, they’re taking you 
on. I’m sorry. Expecting professional behav- 
ior from them is something I gave up on a 
while back. Among other things, they are 
about to embarrass SecDef— 
That is Secretary of Defense— 

who having approved the lease, will now 
have to explain why his staff is destroying 
the case for it. ГЏ do whatever I can to help 
you, Mike, but [it’s] your job to get the cor- 
porate staff under control. If not now, then 
they will overrun you whenever you ‘‘don’t 
behave" according to their desires. This is a 
game they played for years. [They] and OMB 
are trying to set the Air Force up to be de- 
stroyed by Sen McCain with OSD— 


Office of Secretary of Defense— 
and OMB— 


Office of Management and Budget— 
arguments. AS you might imagine, I won’t 
give them the chance, but I will make it 
clear who is responsible to Don [Rumsfeld]. I 
refuse to wear my flack jacket backwards! 

This is after testifying before the 
Senate Armed Services Committee 
that Secretary Roche never put any 
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pressure on anybody. This is remark- 
able. 

Subsequently, Assistant Secretary 
Wynne reprimanded Director Krieg. In 
response to an e-mail from Director 
Krieg that attempted to clear the air, 
Secretary Roche rather disingenuously 
answered: 

Kenny, I love you, and you know that. I 
think you have been had by some members 
of the famous PA&E staff. You never should 
have put what you put in writing. It will now 
be used against me and Don Rumsfeld. 

Other e-mails corroborate that Sec- 
retary Roche suggested to Boeing that 
it lobby the Office of the Secretary of 
Defense to undercut Program Analysis 
and Evaluation. For example, a Decem- 
ber 17, 2002, e-mail from Boeing’s top 
lobbyist Andy Ellis to Rudy deLeon, 
who heads Boeing’s Washington office 
and served as a Deputy Defense Sec- 
retary in 2000 and 2001 described ‘‘some 
quick notes from Jim [Albaugh]’s 
meeting today. It instructed, ‘‘Please 
do not re-distribute this e-mail." The 
e-mail memorialized what was said 
during ‘‘[a] meeting with Sec. Roche" 
as follows: 

PA&E now a problem on tankers—argu- 
ments include price, 767 footprint and pros- 
pects for ‘‘used 767s." Boeing needs to do 
more on behalf of tankers in the Office of 
Secretary of Defense. PA&E working to con- 
vince Aldridge to delay—reengine while 
doing an analysis of alternatives. We should 
vector hill support for tankers at Aldridge. 

. said he is very comfortable with the 
price air force has on tanker, and very com- 
fortable with overall deal. It is the right 
time to do this deal. He is waiting until 
early January to push on the Office of Man- 
agement and Budget—wants to deal with the 
next congress, not the current. ... Boeing 
needed to work White House and especially 
Office of Secretary of Defense. 

That is from the Secretary of the Air 
Force. 

Other e-mails recently produced by 
the Department of Defense corroborate 
the shocking dynamic whereby Sec- 
retary Roche apparently orchestrated 
efforts against tanker lease critics 
within the Office of the Secretary of 
Defense. For example, in a May 7, 2003, 
e-mail, Paul Weaver, a Boeing lobbyist 
and former Director of the Air Na- 
tional Guard, wrote Secretary Roche as 
follows: 

Rudy [DeLeon] called me and said that 
Marv Sambur was getting beat up by Mike 
Wynne again concerning the $125 million 
number per aircraft. Rudy would like to 
know if he needs to do anything like calling 
in the big guns to help out. I told him I 
would query you to get your advice. 

In response, Secretary Roche wrote: 

It’s time for the big guns to quash Wynne! 
Boeing won’t accept such a dumb contract 
form and price, and Wynne needs to “рау” 
the appropriate price! 

Now, that is the Secretary of the Air 
Force talking about another member of 
the Pentagon in the Office of the Sec- 
retary of Defense, Program Analysis 
and Evaluation: 

Wynne needs to 
price. 


“рау” the appropriate 
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I wonder what he was talking about. 

These e-mails call into serious ques- 
tion whether Secretary Roche was 
truthful in testifying that he had not 
directed Boeing to pressure tanker 
lease critics within the Office of the 
Secretary of Defense to play ball. 

During last year’s hearings, we re- 
leased e-mails indicating that Sec- 
retary Rumsfeld’s policy analysts may 
have been improperly lobbying the Of- 
fice of the Secretary of Defense in sup- 
port of the tanker lease proposal. An- 
other set of e-mails, only recently pro- 
duced, give a fuller picture of this 
issue. For example, in an October 9, 
2002, e-mail, Darleen Druyun wrote 
Secretary Roche and Dr. Sambur say- 
ing: 

I would like to informally brief [Defense 
Science Board Chairman] Bill Schneider on 
tanker leasing when he gets back from Ger- 
many. I had briefed him during the transi- 
tion about the idea of leasing as a viable ac- 
quisition alternative. He has apparently had 
a positive conversation with Wolfowitz on 
leasing and is interested in quietly helping 
us. 

This is the head of the Defense 
Science Board, who is supposed to be 
making decisions about weapons sys- 
tems and other acquisitions, and he is 
“interested in quietly helping us." 

If you give the nod we will use the same 
charts we used to brief Gingrich which was 
very positively received by him. 

Secretary Roche responded: 

Please do. Thanks much. 


This e-mail, and others I have re- 
leased, raise serious questions about 
the undue influence that industry ex- 
erts on procurement decisions in the 
Pentagon. What is striking here is that 
in this case, Air Force leadership seems 
to have been deep in the middle of it. 

To what I have described already, add 
the doctoring of documents produced 
to Congress. After SASC, Senate 
Armed Services Committee, staff re- 
turned from their visit from Tinker Air 
Force Base in October 2003, they asked 
for some placards that reflected unusu- 
ally low failure rates associated with 
component parts of the KC-135s main- 
tained there. That is the present Air 
Force fleet of tankers. Shockingly, 
what the Senate Armed Services Com- 
mittee staff received were altered 
versions of what they asked for. I con- 
veyed my concerns about these doc- 
tored documents directly to Secretary 
Roche. In Secretary Roche’s February 
27, 2004, response to me, he conceded 
that the information that the Senate 
Armed Services Committee requested 
was intentionally deleted. Іп  par- 
ticular, he explained: 

As those placards featured ‘‘Tinker-only”’ 
information, and because our installations 
and logistics professionals strive to present a 
complete and timely picture of our fleet, 
they amended the placard file by omitting 
the '"Tinker-only" occurrence factors. 

To add insult to injury, the expla- 
nation that the Air Force leadership 
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provided to the press about what hap- 
pened was different entirely. Further- 
more, we have yet to learn who in Sec- 
retary Roche’s office directed that the 
information that Congress asked for be 
doctored before it was delivered. 

It seems that whatever documents 
Air Force leadership did not doctor, 
they improperly withheld. 

For example, on Friday, September 
10, 2004, the White House Counsel’s Of- 
fice and the Office of Management and 
Budget brought to my staff’s attention 
a very troubling e-mail stream between 
Secretary Roche and senior OMB offi- 
cial, Robin Cleveland. After Darleen 
Druyun went to work for Boeing, Ms. 
Cleveland, the Associate Director for 
National Security Programs, гер- 
resented the Government in negoti- 
ating with Boeing on the tanker lease 
proposal. 

In this e-mail stream beginning on 
May 9, 2003, Ms. Cleveland asked Sec- 
retary Roche to help her brother get à 
job at Northrop Grumman. The e-mail 
said: 

Jim, this is my brother’s [Peter Cleve- 
land's] stuff. I would appreciate anything 
you can do to help with NG— 

that means Northrop Grumman— 

He is an incredibly hard working, dis- 
ciplined guy—worked full-time, with two lit- 
tle kids, putting himself through law school 
at night. I would be grateful. Thanks very 
much. Robin 

About half an hour later, Secretary 
Roche gave Mr. Cleveland's resume and 
cover letter, and, under color of his of- 
fice and title, vouched for him to Steve 
Dyslas, a Northrop Grumman execu- 
tive: 

I know this guy. He is good. His sister 
(Robin) is in charge of defense and intel at 
OMB. We used to work together in senior 
staff. If Peter Cleveland looks good to you, 
pls [sic] add my endorsement. 

A few minutes later, Secretary Roche 
wrote Ms. Cleveland in an e-mail: 

Be well. Smile. Give me tankers now. 
(Oops. Did I say that? My new deal is ter- 
rific.) 

Now, the person who is responsible 
for overseeing the national security 
programs at the Office of Management 
and Budget, the watchdog of all the 
budgetary issues in America, that one 
Specifically charged with overseeing 
tankers, asked the Secretary of the Air 
Force to get her brother a job. He, 
under his title and name, contacts the 
defense corporation that does business 
with the U.S. Air Force and asks them 
to give Ms. Cleveland's brother a job, 
and then after sending it, sends an e- 
mail back to Ms. Cleveland: 

Be well. Smile. Give me tankers now. 
(Oops. Did I say that? My new deal is ter- 
rific.) 

On May 15, 2008, Ms. Cleveland re- 
Sponded to her brother in an e-mail en- 
titled: ‘‘Interview at МО,” saying, 
*Great. Hope it works before the tank- 
er leasing issue gets fouled ар.” 

Until these e-mails were brought to 
our attention by the White House, we 


November 19, 2004 


never even knew about them. In a 
meeting with me on September 18, 2004, 
White House Counsel Judge Alberto 
Gonzales told me that someone in Sec- 
retary Roche’s office concluded that 
these e-mails were a joke and therefore 
they did not need to be produced. 

That has to be taken in the context 
that they told me that they would give 
me these e-mails as part of our over- 
sight responsibility. The Secretary of 
the Air Force decided the e-mails that 
I just cited were not relevant to the 
tanker deal. So if there is some level of 
mistrust that exists between me and 
my office and the Secretary, maybe 
that clears up that degree of mistrust a 
little bit. 

Given all the scandal and con- 
troversy surrounding the tanker lease 
proposal, and especially given the keen 
interest that Chairman WARNER and I 
have expressed regarding potential Air 
Force misconduct, the unilateral deci- 
sion made by Air Force leadership to 
withhold this document is profoundly 
disturbing. 

Keeping а defense contractor’s 
"record of bribes” as a “trump сага”; 
"torturing" а defense contractor 
"slowly"; pressuring dissenting ele- 
ments within the Office of the Sec- 
retary of Defense whose job it was, par- 
ticularly in the absence of a Defense 
Acquisition Board—in other words a 
formal analysis—to vet this procure- 
ment program; signing off on a plan to 
get the chairman of the Defense 
Science Board to ‘‘quietly help" on the 
tanker lease inside the OSD; doctoring 
and improperly withholding documents 
requested by Congress: this is the pic- 
ture that we are getting on what hap- 
pened with the tanker proposal, and we 
have received only a few documents 
from 6 out of 30 people we have asked 
for. This is the picture we are getting, 
but no one among Air Force leadership 
stands up to assume responsibility. In- 
stead, what we get from Air Force lead- 
ership is deeply troubling statements 
in the press about how rosy things are. 
For example, in a recent op-ed appear- 
ing in Defense News, Dr. Sambur de- 
scribes the current acquisition process 
as healthy" and “оп track." 

Hoping that Air Force leadership will 
“get it" now may perhaps be too much, 
when they didn't “себ it" then. In that 
context, I find particularly troubling 
an e-mail from Air Force Under Sec- 
retary Teets to Secretary Roche sent 
just 3 days after Boeing announced the 
firing of CFO Michael Sears and Vice 
President Darlene Druyun. In it, Under 
Secretary Teets writes: 

Jim, I think it is important for you to 
know all I know about the situation sur- 
rounding the tankers... Late Tuesday after- 
noon I talked to Marv Sambur and got his 
assurance that a thorough review of the Dar- 
lene situation had been completed and there 
was no way Darlene had any influence on our 
plan for tankers. Furthermore, Marv said 
that a letter had been prepared for the 
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DepSecDef to send over to the SASC indi- 
cating same, and notifying them of our in- 
tent to proceed. 

So two people are fired by Boeing be- 
cause of information that has come to 
light about improper behavior and 
later the individual pleads guilty in 
court—in fact, both of them have now 
pled guilty in court. Ms. Druyun has 
confessed that she rigged the contracts 
as a “рат пе gift to Boeing" in behalf 
of her daughter and son-in-law’s em- 
ployment. 

Meanwhile, the Under Secretary of 
the Air Force writes to the Secretary 
of the Air Force that he talked to Marv 
Sambur, the Assistant Secretary of the 
Air Force for Acquisition, and got his 
assurance that ‘‘a thorough review of 
the Darlene situation had been com- 
pleted and there was no way Darlene 
had any influence on our plan for the 
tankers.”’ 

Iam amazed. I am amazed. 

One thing is for sure: the final chap- 
ter on the tanker lease proposal cannot 
be closed until all the stewards of tax- 
payers funds who committed wrong- 
doing, are held accountable. In order to 
get a full accounting of what happened 
on the tanker lease proposal, I will 
continue to insist that all the docu- 
ments that the Senate Armed Services 
Committee has asked for, be рго- 
duced—no matter how long it takes 

In closing, Air Force Doctrine Docu- 
ment 1-1 on Leadership and Force De- 
velopment contains a section setting 
forth the Air Force’s core values. There 
are three: integrity, service before self, 
and excellence in all they do. The first, 
integrity, includes the indispensable 
characteristics of accountability, re- 
sponsibility, honesty, and honor. When 
it comes to Air Force leadership’s con- 
duct regarding the tanker lease pro- 
posal and related congressional probes, 
I must however ask: where is the ac- 
countability and the responsibility; 
where is the honesty and the honor; 
where have these core values been over 
the past 3 years, and where are they 
now? To eschew accountability here is 
to do a profound disservice to the good 
men and women who wear the uniform 
of the United States Air Force honor- 
ably, capably, and proudly. 

For those in the public interested in 
what I have discussed today, I will be 
posting all of these documents on my 
website, www.mccain.senate.gov. 

In closing, the scandal continues to 
widen. Yesterday one of the competi- 
tors of Boeing alleged that information 
was leaked by Ms. Druyun, and the 
CEO of Boeing. I don’t know if it is 
true. I doubt if it is true. I have no way 
of knowing. But the scandal continues 
to unfold. As I said, we have only re- 
ceived a small percentage of the docu- 
ments and e-mails that we have asked 
for. 

This is a very sad chapter. I was 
asked last week by a reporter for the 
Air Force Times if this was personal 
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with me, this issue I have discussed on 
the Senate floor for the past half hour 
or so. 

It is personal in this respect. It is 
personal that I had the privilege of 
serving in the U.S. military and wear- 
ing the uniform. I believe we always 
expect not only the same standard but 
a higher standard of conduct of the 
men and women who wear the uniform, 
and the vast majority, 99 and 44/100 per- 
cent of the men and women who wear 
the uniform conduct themselves with 
the highest degree of honor, courage, 
and integrity. But here we have indi- 
viduals who have, obviously, behaved 
in a less than honorable fashion. That 
is why it is necessary we get to the bot- 
tom of this. 

Next year, beginning January, we are 
going to have to look at the whole pro- 
curement process as it works today in 
the Department of Defense, because we 
have just found out that Ms. Druyun, 
in her guilty plea, said she was in- 
volved in rewarding Boeing on several 
other contracts, not just the Boeing 
tanker lease. We have no idea how 
much money that is. But it brings a 
profound question here: How could one 
person do this? How could one person 
alone in the whole Pentagon—I have 
forgotten how many thousands of peo- 
ple work there—have done this and 
they not know about it? If they didn’t 
know about it, what kind of a system is 
it that allows such a thing to take 
place, over a period of years? 

I deeply regret having been involved 
in this. But I also remind my col- 
leagues that the way this thing started 
was the insertion in an appropriations 
bill that was one line that no member 
of the Senate Armed Services Com- 
mittee had any knowledge of nor did 
the Senate Armed Services Committee 
have a single hearing on before this ap- 
peared as a line item in an appropria- 
tions bill. That is not the way to do 
business. 

I would allege to you right now, if it 
had gone through the normal author- 
ization process perhaps this whole 
scandal wouldn’t have unfolded the 
way it did because we would have had 
a hearing. We would have scrutinized 
the proposal. We would have gone 
through the normal process. Instead, 
we spent 3 years fighting a rearguard 
action and through the sheerest kind of 
luck, in many respects, we are able to 
identify this wrongdoing. 

I hope we can get to the bottom of 
this as quickly as possible and find les- 
sons learned, find out how much money 
we can reclaim, if necessary, on behalf 
of the taxpayers, so that if, indeed, Ms. 
Druyun’s statement is true—and I have 
no reason not to believe what she con- 
fessed to, that she issued a number of 
contracts that were detrimental to the 
cause of the American taxpayer—we 
can reform the system so this kind of 
thing can never happen again. 

I yield the floor. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Arizona. 

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, I ask it be in 
order for me to speak for a couple of 
minutes as in morning business about 
some of our retiring Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ate is considering the miscellaneous 
trade bill. The Senator will need to ask 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. KYL. I ask unanimous consent to 
speak as in morning business for not to 
exceed 10 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. KENNEDY. Reserving the right 
to object, I will not object, but I would 
like to see if I can ask if I can be recog- 
nized after the Senator completes his 
remarks? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


TRIBUTES TO RETIRING 
SENATORS 


Mr. KYL. Mr. President, obviously, 
in the brief time here I am not going to 
be able to say everything that comes to 
mind about the Senators who are retir- 
ing but to summarize a little bit of the 
information for the benefit of those 
who might be watching. 

When you have long, distinguished 
careers of Senators and they decide not 
to run for reelection but leave the 
body, there is a lot that comes to mind 
about their service. I think it is good 
to remind ourselves of just a few of 
these things because of the service 
they have provided, both to the people 
of their own States and to the United 
States. 

DON NICKLES 

Starting, for example, with our col- 
league from Oklahoma, DON NICKLES, 
he served both in the leadership of the 
Senate Republican Conference as well 
as chairman of the Budget Committee. 
The last 2 years of his time, during his 
chairmanship of that committee, he 
was deeply involved on behalf of tax- 
payers in saving literally hundreds of 
billions of dollars in taxpayer money 
that might otherwise have been spent 
but for his hard work in ensuring that 
we had the procedural mechanisms in 
place to object to excess spending. 

Second, ensuring that taxpayers 
could keep more of their money. Help- 
ing to get passed significant tax re- 
form, especially during the first term 
of President Bush, the 2001 and 2003 tax 
cuts in particular, coupled with the tax 
cuts of this past year, has meant sub- 
stantial savings for all American tax- 
payers. 

The marginal rate reductions accel- 
erated in 2003, and the reduction in 
capital gains and dividend tax rates, 
have been a substantial reason that the 
economy has moved forward as quickly 
as it has. 

Senator DON NICKLES was signifi- 
cantly involved in every one of those, 
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and his leadership in tax policy is 
going to be sorely missed when he 
leaves the Senate. 

He got his start in Nickles Machinery 
back in Ponca City, OK, and he under- 
stood early on the lessons of how Gov- 
ernment involvement in business could 
make it much more difficult to not 
only grow a business but to employ 
people and to contribute to the econ- 
omy. It is one of the reasons, when his 
father passed away, that he began to 
understand how the estate tax can act 
in a pernicious way on American fami- 
lies when his business had to actually 
sell off part of its equity in order to 
pay the estate tax, to make it more dif- 
ficult for them to stay in business, to 
employ the people they did, and do the 
work they did. He understood, there- 
fore, from practical experience why we 
needed to reform the Tax Code, and he 
was instrumental in the reformation of 
the estate tax as well with the spouses’ 
deduction, which was largely his work. 

There is so much more one could say 
about the efforts of Senator DON NICK- 
LES. He is a great friend of all of us. In 
addition to being very focused on get- 
ting the work done, he always managed 
to do so with a smile on his face and a 
slap on the back in a way that made it 
hard for people to disagree with him 
even when they didn’t particularly fol- 
low his legislative agenda. 

DON NICKLES will be very much 
missed in the Senate. He leaves, even 
after 24 years, at such a young age that 
he will be in Washington and around 
this country in a way to continue to 
have interaction with us. We all cher- 
ish that because of our friendship with 
DON NICKLES. 

It is bittersweet that DON will be 
leaving the Senate, but we know after 
his significant contributions to this 
country he certainly deserves an oppor- 
tunity to move on. 

SENATOR BEN NIGHTHORSE CAMPBELL 

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, I wish to say 
a word about another of our colleagues, 
BEN NIGHTHORSE CAMPBELL. Senator 
CAMPBELL and I served together in the 
House of Representatives. He is unique 
in the history of the Senate. He is a 
Native American who came first to the 
House and then to the Senate. He rep- 
resents the people of the State of Colo- 
rado, ав does the Presiding Officer, 
with distinction. He is a real man of 
the people. He is a jeweler, a motor- 
cycle enthusiast, a real athlete—an 
Olympian, as a matter of fact, in judo. 
He is a man whose interests are exten- 
sive beyond the kind of humdrum in- 
terests sometimes we in the Senate 
focus on. He brought a lot of spirit and 
a lot of light to this body. I know BEN 
will be missed by every one of us as 
well. 

SENATOR PETER FITZGERALD 

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, my col- 
league PETER FITZGERALD from Illinois 
is an extraordinarily smart and focused 
individual who came to the Senate to 
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represent his State of Illinois and did 
so with great passion, enthusiasm, and 
courage, in some cases, when he had to 
stand against a lot of other Members 
who were attempting to act in ways he 
felt were inimical to the interests of 
his State. 

PETER FITZGERALD, though here only 
one term, I think will be remembered 
as a great Senator from the State of П- 
linois and certainly a colleague I will 
miss personally. 

SENATOR ZELL MILLER 

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, let me men- 
tion our colleague ZELL MILLER. ZELL 
MILLER is another person who will be 
in the history books of this body be- 
cause of his passion and because of his 
unique character as well. He is prob- 
ably best exemplified by one of the 
books he has written called ‘‘Corps 
Values," obviously a reference to the 
U.S. Marine Corps, in which he de- 
scribes how a lot of the values that 
have animated the course of his career 
and the values he has held dear 
throughout the rest of his life came 
from his training as a marine and from 
his drill sergeant whom he describes so 
vividly in the book as having almost 
literally pounded some very important 
lessons of life into ZELL’s head at a 
very young age—lessons that he took 
away to apply throughout the rest of 
his life and which have stood him in 
very good stead throughout his career. 

He has represented the people of his 
State of Georgia with passion and with 
great capability, not only as Governor 
but then to come to the Senate. He has 
certainly been a friend of people on 
both sides of the aisle. He is a Demo- 
crat, but he still, of course, has many 
friends here on the Republican side of 
the aisle. 

I can’t think of ZELL without think- 
ing of some of the more humorous 
things he has done as well because de- 
spite his passion and enthusiasm, he 
also has a very good sense of humor. I 
remember one case in particular when 
he and Phil Gramm from Texas, who 
has left the Senate, teamed up to offer 
an amendment which had no chance of 
passing. There was no real rationale for 
it. It was an amendment to exempt 
pickup trucks from the mileage stand- 
ards we were going to apply to all 
other vehicles in the Energy bill, but 
they thought there was something kind 
of un-American about having these 
standards applied to pickup trunks. 
The two of them offered the amend- 
ment. 

During the course of the debate, 
more and more people came over here 
to listen to them. Their case made such 
great sense that one by one the Sen- 
ators began to think maybe this is an 
amendment that ought to pass. At the 
end of the day, when they pointed out 
that, after all, there was no other place 
to haul your coon dogs when you are 
going to hunt, or have the rack for 
your gun, and all of the other things 
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they pointed out what a pickup is for, 
and no other vehicle could do that job, 
the Senate finally, I think on a voice 
vote, acquiesced in their amendment. 
Because, after all, it made sense when 
ZELL MILLER and Phil Gramm argued 
that pickup trucks should be exempted 
from that standard, we exempted pick- 
up trucks from that standard. 

In other words, they knew how to 
have fun with the seriousness of this 
body to point out some of the common- 
sense things most Americans believe 
and we sometimes forget here in this 
body. 

He is a man of great common sense, 
а man of the people who loves America 
greatly, and who certainly inspired me, 
Senator ZELL MILLER from Georgia. 

These are only four of the colleagues 
who are going to be leaving us at the 
end of this session. These are Senators 
whom I became particularly close to. I 
wanted to say a word about each one of 
them, to wish them all the very best, 
bid them farewell, also to know they 
have too many friends around here to 
ignore. And we are going to be staying 
in touch with every one of them. 

We thank them for their service to 
the people of their States, to the Sen- 
ate, and to the people of the United 
States of America. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. 


EEE 
IDEA 


Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, a lit- 
tle later today, the House and the Sen- 
ate, Republicans and Democrats, will 
come together for a monumental 
achievement to strengthen special edu- 
cation for millions of children with dis- 
abilities. 

The agreement we have reached dem- 
onstrates what Americans have to 
come to realize—that students with 
disabilities are a far too important pri- 
ority to be used as a political tool or 
cast aside because of an election sched- 
ule. Their education is not a partisan 
issue. It is an issue that touches fami- 
lies in every State and in every com- 
munity. 

This has been a long and arduous 
march for our country as we fought to 
recognize the civil rights of children 
with disabilities. When Congress first 
passed IDEA, disabled children were 
shuttered away. They had no place in 
our society. We have all heard the hor- 
ror stories. There is no need to revisit 
those dark days, but we should never, 
ever forget from where we have come. 

Then they were sent to separate 
schools. We know from another battle 
for integration that separate and equal 
are not synonymous. All of our chil- 
dren must be educated under the same 
schoolhouse roof. 

Gradually, they were allowed to at- 
tend regular public schools, but had to 
remain in separate wings in those 
schools. Still, separate and unequal. 
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At long last, America is coming to 
know what parents of disabled children 
have known all along—that their chil- 
dren have hopes and dreams, just like 
every other child—that they have par- 
ents who love them and want the best 
for their children, just like any other 
parent. 

America is coming to learn that chil- 
dren with disabilities want to be asked 
what every other child is asked: ‘‘What 
do you want to be when you grow пр?” 

America is coming to understand 
that disabled does not mean unable— 
that we shortchange our communities 
when we deny them the gifts and con- 
tributions of those with disabilities. 

So today, all children in America— 
including those with disabilities have— 
the right to a free and appropriate edu- 
cation. No one can take that away. And 
now, 6.5 million children with disabil- 
ities attend public schools, and two- 
thirds of them spend most of the day in 
a regular education classroom. 

The IDEA is about making a better 
life for children like Zachary Morris of 
Newton, MA, who has Down’s syn- 
drome. Zachary enjoys reading, and 
loves to play the characters in Dr. 
Seuss books in class. 

It is about Valerie Sims of Attleboro, 
MA. When her mother Katie noticed 
her daughter was having difficulty 
reading at home, she asked her school 
for an evaluation. The school discov- 
ered that Valeria has a learning dis- 
ability. She spends a couple hours a 
day in a special classroom and now is 
able to read at grade level. 

The bill before the Senate is a mile- 
stone. With this legislation, the debate 
is no longer whether children with dis- 
abilities should learn alongside all 
other children, but how best to do it. 
That is why this bill strengthens serv- 
ices to disabled children, works with 
their parents, improves teaching, and 
provides practical help to their schools. 

This bill also involves changes in the 
IDEA law, changes which I know cause 
uncertainty and anxiety for many par- 
ents here today, especially when it 
comes to the proposed new discipline 
procedures. With the help of Senator 
SESSIONS, I believe we have reached a 
workable compromise. It makes sure 
no child is ever punished for behavior 
that is caused by their disability or has 
to go without the educational services 
they need to meet their goals. And for 
students whose behavior is caused by 
their disability, they will get new help 
under this compromise. 

I know that around other issues re- 
lated to discipline, many parents are 
worried that the changes in this bill 
will take away their rights to fight for 
their child. I want to address several of 
these issues to clarify what the intent 
of the conference committee was in 
making these changes and to reassure 
parents that we are not, in any way, 
taking away their rights. 

Parents must be trained to be knowl- 
edgeable about the changes that were 
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made in this bill and to be skilled ad- 
vocates for their children. We must as- 
sure that misinformation is corrected 
so that parents do not believe that this 
bill stripped them of rights to advocate 
for their children and if necessary have 
representation by lawyers. 

For example, this bill incorporate for 
the first time, well established civil 
rights guidelines setting forth the rare 
circumstances when school districts 
can recover fees from parents or their 
attorney’s. These standards were devel- 
oped in Christiansburg Garmet Co., v 
EEOC, 1978. Defendants can only get 
fees against a parent’s attorney if the 
case is wholly without legal merit and 
against parents only in the most egre- 
gious case where the parent acts in bad 
faith, knowingly filing a complaint for 
the sole purpose of embarrassing or 
harassing the school district. Since we 
know that parents of children with dis- 
abilities are far too busy to file com- 
plaints on these grounds, we do not ex- 
pect this provision to be used by Local 
Educational Agencies and State Edu- 
cational Agencies. No parent should be 
in any way deterred from filing their 
legitimate complaint on behalf of their 
child. 

Another example is that this bill for 
the first time provides a timeline for 
when a parent must file a due process 
complaint. Although the complaint 
must be filed within 2 years of the al- 
leged violation, the remedy for lost 
services is not limited to 2 years. For 
example, a parent might first realize 
that their child may have a learning 
disability in sixth grade. If the school 
should have assessed the child in first 
grade and provided services, compen- 
satory education would need to cover 
the entire period. The child with a dis- 
ability should never be deprived edu- 
cational opportunity because the 
schools are not holding up their end of 
the bargain. 

This is also true for disciplinary mat- 
ters. If the school has not developed an 
appropriate IEP or has failed to imple- 
ment the IEP, the child should not be 
disciplined for conduct arising from 
the school’s failure. It goes without 
saying that a child should never be 
punished for conduct that arises from 
the disability itself. Since the ‘‘mani- 
festation determination” is so critical, 
it is imperative that parents be trained 
how to be skillful advocates in the 
manifestation determination process. 
A child with a disability may engage in 
the same conduct as a child without a 
disability, but not have the same abil- 
ity to understand or control the con- 
duct. In these situations it is inequi- 
table to treat the children the same for 
disciplinary purposes. 

This bill aims at remediation, not 
punishment. By adding strong require- 
ments for functional behavioral assess- 
ments and positive and skillful behav- 
ioral interventions, we hope to address 
the conduct before it becomes mis- 
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conduct. Suspensions and expulsions 
are the easy way out and I encourage 
School districts across the country to 
institute positive behavioral supports 
for all children. For the schools that 
have, the results have been remark- 
able. I strongly urge school districts to 
apply educational approaches and to 
use disciplinary approaches as a last 
resort. 

Regarding the important issue of at- 
torney’s fees a sentence in the State- 
ment of Managers’ language of the con- 
ference report that provided the expla- 
nation for the attorney's fees language 
was inadvertently left out. By adding 
at Note 281 sections detailing the lim- 
ited circumstances in which Local Edu- 
cational Agencies and State  Edu- 
cational Agencies can recover attor- 
ney’s fees, specifically Sections 
615(1)(3)(В)(1)(П) and (ІП), the conferees 
intend to codify the standards set forth 
in Christiansburg Garment Co. v. EEOC, 
434 U.S. 412 (1978). 

According to Christiansburg, attor- 
ney’s fees may only be awarded to de- 
fendants in civil rights cases where the 
plaintiff's claims are frivolous, without 
foundation or brought in bad faith. 

The primary contribution of this leg- 
islation is that it strengthens the 
broader community of those involved 
in the education of our children, and 
gives them a greater stake in the suc- 
cess of our children. 

For our children, this bill provides at 
least 30,000 additional fully certified 
special education teachers in our 
schools. It will expand access to tech- 
nologies that will help disabled chil- 
dren learn and become independent. 

And for the first time, we will ensure 
that students with disabilities are pro- 
vided with job training and other serv- 
ices that enable them to support them- 
selves after they graduate. Five years 
after they complete their special edu- 
cation programs, more than half of 
those with disabilities still are not 
working or are not involved in con- 
tinuing education. We spend more than 
$12 billion for their education, only to 
abandon them once they finish school. 
Surely, we owe it to them, to their par- 
ents, and to our communities to pro- 
vide the training and support they need 
to lead independent lives. 

Our agreement will simplify the rules 
for services that help disabled students 
make the transition from the class- 
room to the rest of their lives. It re- 
quires early planning, and that transi- 
tion services begin at age 16. It re- 
quires the evaluation of all students 
with disabilities to assist them in 
meeting post-secondary goals, and to 
help them apply for jobs, after gradua- 
tion. 

While the major transition provisions 
included in the Senate bill are not in 
this bill, Chairman BOEHNER assures 
me that they will be included in job 
training legislation next year. 

Students with disabilities, more so 
than their peers, need an education 


24162 


plan that takes into account their aca- 
demic needs, but also their life goals. 
Because for children with disabilities, 
success means more than learning the 
three R’s, it means being able to live 
independently after they leave school 
and to contribute and be a part of their 
community. For this reason, this bill 
makes sure that a child’s education 
plan lays out a clear roadmap to suc- 
cess in school and in life. 

Related services, such as speech and 
language therapy, physical and occupa- 
tional therapy, and psychological serv- 
ices are of extraordinary importance 
for disabled students and the IDEA law 
has always included them. This bill 
adds new services, such as interpreters 
and school nurses. 

For parents, this bill assures that 
they have a strong voice in their chil- 
dren’s education. It makes sure that 
students are evaluated quickly for 
IDEA services when a parent calls for 
them, and it works with parents to im- 
prove the coordination of educational 
services for students who change 
schools during a school year. Parents 
need to be kept informed of their chil- 
dren’s progress. It requires all schools 
to give parents quarterly reports about 
their child’s progress. 

It provides new resources to parent 
training centers to help resolve dis- 
putes between parents and schools, and 
it gives parents more flexible options 
to participate in their child's edu- 
cation. And above all, it holds schools 
accountable for results, and imposes 
sanctions on States that ignore the 
law, so that parents don't always have 
to fight failing schools alone. 

For too long, the Department of Edu- 
cation has been a toothless tiger, with 
little interest in monitoring State 
compliance with the law and with too 
few tools to take action where there's 
need for improvement. We know that 
as a result, States are woefully out of 
compliance with the law. Every reli- 
able source shows it, and it's the chil- 
dren who pay the price of this neg- 
ligence. 

According to the National Council on 
Disability, every State in the country 
is out of compliance with this law in 
some way. 

A recent General Accounting Office 
report identified compliance failures in 
30 of the 31 States visited. Over half of 
the failures were directly related to 
providing student services, the life- 
blood of the IDEA, services such as 
counseling, speech therapy and assist- 
ive technology, which make the impos- 
sible possible. 

The monitoring and enforcement pro- 
visions in this bill will hold the Depart- 
ment of Education to a higher stand- 
ard. And it will improve their capacity 
to hold States accountable for fixing 
problems. 

For teachers, the bill provides new 
training opportunities. And it recog- 
nizes that special education teachers 
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face 2% times the paperwork burden as 
other teachers by allowing 15 States to 
test new ways of giving teachers more 
time with students and less with need- 
less paperwork. 

It streamlines State and local re- 
quirements to ensure that paperwork 
focuses only on improving educational 
results for children with disabilities 
and it requires the Secretary of Edu- 
cation to develop simple model forms 
for individual education plans and 
other key requirements. 

Teachers, principals and other school 
personnel are also given improved 
training options and special grants 
dedicated for this purpose. And a new 
grant program is created to help insti- 
tutes of higher education to train our 
teachers. 

States and local schools are allowed 
to use funds to provide professional de- 
velopment for teachers. 

The new law also expands training 
options for general education teachers, 
principals and other administrators in 
how to make the IDEA work for their 
whole school community. 

Most importantly, the bill sets a high 
standard of competency for special 
education teachers to meet so disabled 
students get the best education pos- 
sible from the best trained profes- 
sionals. 

Special education teachers are mod- 
ern-day heroes. They are teachers be- 
cause they care and they do a remark- 
able job. But we are facing a shortage 
crisis now, and in the coming years. 
One of the reasons so many teachers 
leave special education is they are not 
adequately prepared for the job. Better 
trained teachers remain in the field for 
longer and improve the results for stu- 
dents. 

In No Child Left Behind we made a 
commitment to have a highly qualified 
teacher in every regular education 
classroom, and with this bill we do the 
same thing with students with disabil- 
ities. The new law requires that all spe- 
cial education teachers obtain a bach- 
elor’s degree, hold a license in their 
State to teach special education, and 
demonstrate subject knowledge. It is 
the right thing to do for students and 
it will help schools meet the goals 
under No Child Left Behind. These 
teachers need our support, and they 
will receive it as they work to meet 
these new, high standards. 

For communities—for students and 
parents and teachers and schools—this 
bill encourages everyone to work to- 
gether to solve problems and meet 
challenges. It says that if children 
must be removed from school for dis- 
ciplinary reasons, the community must 
continue to see to the educational and 
other needs of those children. Far too 
often, issues between parents and 
schools quickly wind up in court. This 
bill tries to resolve them first through 
a complaint process before resorting to 
litigation. But it also preserves par- 
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ents’ rights when they do go to a for- 
mal due process hearing. It encourages 
parents and schools to share informa- 
tion to facilitate early and more effec- 
tive resolution of disputes. 

The law will require all schools to 
measure the academic performance of 
students with disabilities on all State 
and district-wide assessments, includ- 
ing alternate assessments aligned to a 
State’s academic content standards or 
extended standards. It requires all 
States to include students with disabil- 
ities who take alternate assessments in 
their No Child Left Behind account- 
ability systems. 

Communities win with this bill when 
it comes to financing the education of 
disabled children, too. They contribute 
the majority of funds to educate dis- 
abled students, and we recognize that 
by giving them a greater say over how 
they spend Federal funds. 

I deeply regret this bill does not re- 
quire the Federal Government to meet 
its full funding commitment to local 
schools to help them cover the costs of 
special education. The bill at least sets 
specific funding targets, and we will 
continue to fight next to see that Con- 
gress and the administration meet 
them. 

Meeting local needs also includes 
continuing support for early interven- 
tion programs. We know early inter- 
vention for our youngest children ages 
zero to 3 can make an enormous dif- 
ference in their development, and that 
dollar for dollar these resources are 
one of the most effective investments 
we can make. 

This law also gives States the incen- 
tives and the authority to create a 
seamless system of early intervention 
from birth through kindergarten so our 
youngest children get the best care 
possible and enter kindergarten ready 
to learn. 

As a society, we are judged by how 
we treat our children, and we are meas- 
ured especially by how we treat those 
children with special needs. That is 
why I believe so strongly in the right 
of every child to a free and appropriate 
education, and I believe this bill ad- 
vances that cause. 

I thank the many people who brought 
us successfully to this day. First and 
foremost, I commend the thousands of 
parents who made their views known in 
shaping this legislation. They have 
been citizen leaders at their very best. 
Chairman BOEHNER, Senator GREGG, 
the chairman of our committee, and 
Congressman MILLER deserve special 
thanks for their leadership in pro- 
ducing an agreement with such strong 
and overwhelming support. 

I might mention, Mr. President, the 
vote in the House of Representatives 
was 397 to 3 on this legislation. The 
House voted earlier today. It reflects 
the best judgment of Republicans and 
Democrats in both bodies on an issue of 
such fundamental, basic importance to 
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families who have the special-needs 
children but to all Americans who care 
about the quality of our society and 
the value this Nation places in terms of 
understanding the special gifts special- 
needs children provide for their fami- 
lies and for communities and for our 
country. 

I also commend Senator SESSIONS for 
his bipartisan work in dealing with the 
discipline issue, which has needlessly 
plagued the debate on IDEA for so 
long. 

Senator HARKIN is always at the fore- 
front of the movement for equal rights 
for all persons with disabilities, includ- 
ing children. He has led the effort for 
positive support for all students with 
disabilities, and his best ideas are in 
this bill. 

Senator DODD and Senator JEFFORDS 
worked effectively on this legislation 
to improve early childhood programs. 
They have been two pioneers in the de- 
velopment of the legislation since the 
very beginning, and they have been ab- 
solutely tireless in pursuing positive, 
constructive, responsive changes in 
these programs. They are both leaders 
on children’s programs in the Senate. 

Senator BINGAMAN fought for strong 
enforcement of civil rights protections 
for every disabled student. Senator MI- 
KULSKI strengthened support for stu- 
dents making the transition from 
schools to careers. Senator REED im- 
proved the training and recruitment of 
special education teachers. Senator 
MURRAY improved the provisions on en- 
forcement and the monitoring of the 
law and for caring for homeless and 
foster care children so they do not fall 
through the cracks. Senator CLINTON 
deserves credit for her work to ensure 
that new funds are provided to improve 
the quality of alternative student 
placements, to provide more effective 
behavioral support for students, and to 
see that all schools are safe schools. 

Thanks especially to the staff, who 
worked endless hours over the past few 
weeks to produce this bill. 

All of us are grateful to Denzel 
McGuire, Annie White, Bill Lucia and 
Courtney Brown on Senator GREGG’S 
staff for their dedication to making 
this bipartisan process work, and to 
Michael Yudin with Senator BINGAMAN 
for his expert counsel. 

Also to Sally Lovejoy, David Cleary, 
Melanie Looney, Krisann Pearce and 
Brad Thomas with Congressman 
BOEHNER; Alex Nock, Alice Cain and 
Ruth Freidman with Congressman MIL- 
LER; John Little with Senator SES- 
SIONS; Mary Giliberti and Eric Fatemi 
with Senator HARKIN; Elyse Wasch and 
Seth Gerson with Senator REED; 
Maryellen McGuire and Jim Fenton 
with Senator DODD; Bethany Little, 
formerly with Senator MURRAY’s staff; 
Jamie Fasteau with Senator MURRAY; 
Justin King and Jean Cook with Sen- 
ator JEFFORDS; Catherine Brown, Susie 
Saavedra and Maryana Zubok with 
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Senator CLINTON; Carmel Martin, for- 
merly with Senator BINGAMAN's staff; 
Sara Vecchiotti with Senator BINGA- 
MAN; Rebecca Litt with Senator MIKUL- 
SKI; Erica Buehrens with Senator ED- 
WARDS; Joan Huffer with Senator 
DASCHLE; Bethany Dickerson with the 
Democratic Policy Committee; and 
Kristen Bannerman with Senator AL- 
EXANDER. 

I especially thank Jeremy Buzzell, 
Michael Dannenberg, Charlotte Bur- 
rows, Jim Manley, Jane Oates, Roberto 
Rodriguez, Kent Mitchell, Cody Keen- 
an, Danica Petroshius and Michael 
Myers on my staff for their skillful 
work and dedication, and above all 
Connie Garner for all she has done for 
children with disabilities and their 
families and for never letting us forget 
what this law is really about. 

Our thanks also go out to the hun- 
dreds of disability and education advo- 
cates across the country who worked 
so hard on this legislation. 

This bill represents our best bipar- 
tisan effort, and I look forward to its 
immediate and imminent passage and 
strong support from both sides of the 
aisle. 

Mr. President, before concluding— 
and I am going to include an appro- 
priate number of these letters in the 
RECORD—we asked, just several weeks 
ago, some of those children whose lives 
will be impacted by this legislation a 
question. We sent them this question: 

Take a few minutes to think about being 
an adult. What will your life look like? How 
do you think that school can help prepare 
you to be the best that you can be and make 
some of your own dreams for your future 
come true? 

This is the answer from an eighth 
grader: 

I want to be a doctor. I know that if I try 
hard to read well, I can learn better and then 
I have a chance to be a doctor. Teachers like 
Mr. McKenzie and Ms. Ann help me to learn 
and make me feel good. 

The question was: 

Take a few minutes to think about being 
an adult. What will your life look like? How 
do you think school can help prepare you to 
be the best that you can be and make some 
of your own dreams for your future come 
true? 

Again, this was a sixth grader: 

I want to be an art teacher when I grow up. 
I want to learn all about and to be able to 
work with clay, paints, pencils and every- 
thing. I want to teach kids like me. 

Mr. President, we have a book that I 
will not, obviously, put in the RECORD, 
but we have a number of letters like 
that. The hopes and dreams of these 
children are the hopes and dreams of 
children all across the country. This 
bill will help those hopes and dreams 
be achieved. 

I see my chairman on the floor at 
this time. Again, I thank Senator 
GREGG for his work. 

We have worked very closely on this 
legislation and other legislation, No 
Child Left Behind. He was tireless in 
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terms of trying to increase funding for 
the IDEA. We had differences. Some of 
us felt we ought to move in a more 
rapid way, but he has certainly been 
strong and committed to the goals of 
this legislation over a long period of 
time. He is giving up the chairmanship 
of this committee to go on to other 
service in the Senate. I think all of us 
who have been a part of this pathway 
on IDEA are particularly in his debt 
for his leadership and the work he has 
done on this very important piece of 
legislation. 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I want 
to thank my colleagues, Chairman 
GREGG and Senator KENNEDY, as well 
as Chairman BOEHNER and Representa- 
tive MILLER, for conducting a truly bi- 
partisan conference. When the legisla- 
tive process is working properly, we 
have a fair negotiation—and more 
often than not, that produces a better 
bill. Not a bill that gives each of us ev- 
erything we wanted, but a fair result 
given the two bills that we are charged 
with reconciling. And that is what we 
have here. 

Last week, Washington Post’s inter- 
net site ran a cartoon by Ted Rall that 
was one of the most egregious things I 
have ever seen. I don’t know if many of 
you saw it, but it showed a student in 
a wheelchair with crossed eyes and 
drool coming from his mouth. He had 
joined a class of students without dis- 
abilities and here is what one of the 
panels of the cartoon read, ‘‘The spe- 
cial needs kids make people uncomfort- 
able and slow the pace of learning." 
The cartoon showed the class changing 
from higher level math to simple addi- 
tion because of the special education 
student. 

The cartoon was supposed to be some 
kind of analogy to the United States, 
but it was very hard to understand the 
point. What was crystal clear, however, 
was the author’s bigotry and stereo- 
typing of children with disabilities. I 
understand that the Post will no longer 
run cartoons by Mr. Rall because car- 
toons like this are not funny. They are 
hurtful and serve as a stark reminder 
of why we are here and why IDEA is 
such important civil rights legislation. 

I was here in Congress in 1975, as 
were some of my Senate colleagues, 
when IDEA was enacted. And it is im- 
portant to remember why we passed 
this legislation in the first place. We 
passed it because bigotry and discrimi- 
nation were keeping a million children 
with disabilities completely out of 
school. Those children were locked out 
of an education and denied the bright 
future that comes with an education. 
IDEA opened the doors of opportunity 
for those children. 

I have participated in many subse- 
quent revisions to the law over the 
past 29 years. And I am supporting this 
reauthorization because we continue 
our proud tradition of ensuring that 
children with disabilities have the 
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right to a free, appropriate public edu- 
cation, FAPE. In addition, we improve 
the enforcement of that right. 

Over the years, I have been involved 
in the debate about disciplining stu- 
dents with disabilities—and this was a 
major issue for the conferees. I know 
that parents were very concerned 
about changes to this section of the 
law. I appreciate and understand those 
concerns because I have shared them. 

While this reauthorization stream- 
lines the discipline provisions, it con- 
tinues several key principles. We will 
continue to consider the impact of the 
disability on what the child is doing 
and we will not punish children for be- 
havior that is related to their dis- 
ability. It is also important that we 
continue to require that children re- 
ceive educational services when they 
are being disciplined so they do not fall 
further behind. We also continue to 
emphasize that an assessment and 
services must be provided to children 
who have more serious behaviors so we 
can prevent future discipline problems. 

I believe that discipline will become 
less and less of an issue over time as 
schools implement positive behavior 
supports more widely. Section 
614(d)(3)(B), entitled consideration of 
special factors, was added in 1997 to 
provide special emphasis on certain re- 
lated services, modifications and auxil- 
iary aides which were not being consid- 
ered by IEP teams and therefore not 
provided. The Senate bill modified sub- 
section 614(4)(3)(В)(1) to state that be- 
havioral supports must be provided 
when the child's behavior impeded his/ 
her education or that of others. In con- 
ference, current law was re-instated in 
order to make the subsection con- 
sistent with the other special consider- 
ation subsections. 

By instructing the IEP team to con- 
sider the specified services, it goes 
without saying that the services must 
be provided if the IEP team finds that 
the services will assist the child in ben- 
efiting from his/her educational pro- 
gram. In the case of behavioral inter- 
ventions, the section sets forth the cir- 
cumstances when the services would be 
required. 

The regulations to IDEA specify that 
“if, in considering the special factors ... 
the IEP team determines that a child 
needs a particular device or service (in- 
cluding an intervention, accommoda- 
tion, or other program modification) in 
order for the child to receive ҒАРЕ, 
the IEP team must include a statement 
to that effect in the child’s ТЕР.” 34 
C.F.R. Sec. 346(c) And IEP services 
must be provided to the student. See 
Office of Special Education Programs 
Letter to Osterhout, 35 IDELR 9 (2000). 

There has been widespread non- 
compliance with this requirement. 
However, with reauthorization’s in- 
creased emphasis on monitoring and 
enforcement, we expect that this im- 
plementation will improve. Children 
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whose behavior is impeding them or 
others from learning should get the 
positive behavioral supports they need 
when the IEP team considers this issue 
and finds that the services are part of 
FAPE for that child. 

In addition, we allow schools to use 
up to 15 percent of their funds to ad- 
dress behavior issues for children who 
have not been identified as special edu- 
cation students. Also, Senator CLINTON 
has worked to include authorization 
for a program that would provide fund- 
ing for systemic positive behavioral 
supports in schools. 

Research by Dr. George Sugai and 
others indicates that the implementa- 
tion of positive behavioral supports can 
have a dramatic impact on disciplinary 
problems. Dr. Sugai testified in 2002 be- 
fore the Health, Education and Labor 
Committee that by shifting to 
schoolwide positive behavioral sup- 
ports, an urban elementary school de- 
creased its office referrals from 600 to 
100. It also decreased in 1 year its days 
of suspension from 80 to 35. Schools can 
save administrators’ time and re- 
sources and cut down on discipline 
problems by implementing these pro- 
grams. 

Another area that generated discus- 
sion in this reauthorization is litiga- 
tion and attorneys fees. However, the 
facts show that there is very little liti- 
gation under IDEA. GAO examined the 
data and concluded that the use of 
“formal dispute resolution mechanisms 
has been generally low relative to the 
number of children with disabilities," 
according to a 2003 report titled, Spe- 
cial Education: Numbers of Formal 
Disputes Are Low and States Are Using 
Mediation and Other Strategies To Re- 
solve Conflicts. 

My own State of Iowa follows the 
general trend of very low hearings and 
court cases. A graduate student in 
Iowa did a thorough analysis of due 
process hearings in Iowa from 1989-2001. 
Since the amendments in 1997, there 
were three hearings in 1998; three also 
in 1999 and four hearings in 2000. The 
Department of Education informs me 
that this trend continues, with only 
three hearings in each of the past 2 
years. And there are thousands of chil- 
dren in special education in the State 
of Iowa. 

Given the fact that litigation is gen- 
erally not a problem in IDEA, in this 
reauthorization we merely include a 
standard that is used in other civil 
rights contexts—it is generally referred 
to by the case, Christiansburg Garment 
Company vs. Equal Employment Oppor- 
tunity Commission, 98 S.Ct. 694 (1978). 
Both prongs of the Christiansburg 
standard (filing or pursuing litigation 
that is groundless or for bad faith/im- 
proper purpose) adopted today are very 
high standards and prevailing defend- 
ants are rarely able to meet them. 
They are designed for only the most 
egregious cases. 
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Also, in deciding cases under this 
standard, courts have considered the 
party’s ability to pay. This is impor- 
tant because Congress does not intend 
to impose a harsh financial penalty on 
parents who are merely trying to help 
their child get needed services and sup- 
ports. So in applying this standard and 
deciding whether to grant defendants’ 
fees, the court must also consider the 
ability of the parents to pay. 

A school district would be foolhardy 
to try to use these provisions in any 
but the most egregious cases. Not only 
would the school be wasting its own re- 
sources if it did not prevail, but it 
would be liable for the parents’ fees de- 
fending the action. 

Unlike parents who are entitled to 
attorney fees if they win the case, the 
fact that a LEA ultimately prevailed is 
not grounds for assessing fees against a 
parent or parent’s attorney. As the Su- 
preme Court concluded in 
Christiansburg, courts should not en- 
gage in ‘‘post hoc reasoning by con- 
cluding that, because a plaintiff did not 
ultimately prevail, his action must 
have been unreasonable or without 
foundation. This kind of hindsight 
logic could discourage all but the most 
airtight claims, for seldom can a pro- 
spective plaintiff be sure of ultimate 
Success." 

As GAO found, there has been à low 
incidence of litigation under IDEA. The 
cases that are filed are generally pur- 
Sued because parents have no other 
choice. Congress does not intend to dis- 
courage these parents from enforcing 
their child's right to a free, appro- 
priate, public education. This is merely 
to address the most egregious type of 
behavior in very rare circumstances 
where it might arise. 

In this reauthorization, we also in- 
clude a 2-year statute of limitations on 
claims. However, it should be noted 
that this limitation is not designed to 
have any impact on the ability of a 
child to receive compensatory damages 
for the entire period in which he or she 
has been deprived of services. The stat- 
ute of limitations goes only to the fil- 
ing of the complaint, not the crafting 
of remedy. This is important because it 
is only fair that if a school district re- 
peatedly failed to provide services to a 
child, they should be required to pro- 
vide compensatory services to rectify 
this problem and help the child achieve 
despite the school’s failings. 

Therefore, compensatory education 
must cover the entire period and must 
belatedly provide all education and re- 
lated services previously denied and 
needed to make the child whole. Chil- 
dren whose parents can’t afford to pay 
for special education and related serv- 
ices when school districts fail to pro- 
vide FAPE should be treated the same 
as children whose parents can. Children 
whose parents have the funds can be 
fully reimbursed under the Supreme 
Courts decisions in Burlington and 
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Florence County, subject to certain eq- 
uitable considerations, and children 
whose parents lack the funds should 
not be treated differently. 

I also want to discuss the monitoring 
and enforcement sections of this bill. I 
want to thank Senator KENNEDY for his 
leadership on this issue. Again, GAO 
has issued a report that has informed 
our deliberations around this issue. 
They noted that the Department of 
Education found violations of IDEA in 
30 of the 31 States monitored. In addi- 
tion, GAO found that the majority of 
these violations were for failure to pro- 
vide actual services to children. That 
report, issued this year, is titled, Spe- 
cial Education: Improved Timeliness 
and Better Use of Enforcement Actions 
Could Strengthen Education’s Moni- 
toring System. 

When we passed the Americans with 
Disabilities Act, we said that our four 
national goals for people with disabil- 
ities were equality of opportunity, full 
participation, independent living, and 
economic self-sufficiency. But children 
with disabilities are never going to 
meet any of those goals if they don’t 
get the tools that they need when they 
are young. So if we truly want equal 
opportunity for individuals with dis- 
abilities, it has to start with IDEA, and 
with our youth, who are our future. 
The law must be enforced so they re- 
ceive the services and supports they 
need to get a quality education and a 
brighter future. 

As part of the enforcement of this 
law, States must ensure that local edu- 
cation agencies are meeting their tar- 
gets to provide a free, appropriate pub- 
lic education. If they fail to do so, the 
State must take action, including pro- 
hibiting the flexible use of any of the 
local education agency’s resources. 

In addition to monitoring and en- 
forcement, there are other improve- 
ments in this bill. I will mention one 
area that is near and dear to my heart 
because of my brother, Frank, who 
many of you know, was deaf. In this 
bill, we add interpreter services to the 
list of related services, a change that is 
long overdue. And we continue to re- 
quire the Department of Education to 
fund captioning so deaf and hard-of- 
hearing individuals will have equal ac- 
cess to the media. 

While I support the bill, I must point 
out, however, that I am deeply dis- 
appointed that this bill does not in- 
clude mandatory full funding of IDEA. 

SECTION 615(K) 

Mr. President, I say to my colleague, 
Senator KENNEDY, with whom I have 
worked on these issues for many years, 
there are revisions in this bill to the 
provisions concerning the authority of 
school personnel to place a student 
with a disability in an alternative edu- 
cational setting. That is section 615(k). 
As you know, this was a subject of 
much discussion when IDEA was reau- 
thorized in 1997, and I think we reached 
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a good balance at that time. Is there an 
attempt here in this new reauthoriza- 
tion to change the balance we created 
in 1997? 

Mr. KENNEDY. I can answer without 
hesitation that there is no attempt to 
change the basic principles of what was 
done in 1997. As was recognized at that 
time, the general rule is that a child 
with a disability cannot be suspended 
or placed in an alternative placement 
for more than 10 days. In order to meet 
safety concerns of school personnel, 
Congress added specific exemptions in 
1997 to deal with the most dangerous 
situations. In keeping with that con- 
cern, the school may place a child in an 
alternative setting if he has inflicted 
serious bodily injury on another person 
at school. However, even in these cir- 
cumstances, the child may not be re- 
moved for more than 45 days and must 
receive a free, appropriate, public edu- 
cation and behavioral supports in the 
alternate setting. 

Mr. HARKIN. I thank my colleague, 
and I agree with his explanation. I ask 
the Senator, what about the child with 
a disability who violates a code of con- 
duct in a way which does not reach 
that level of dangerousness? In 1997, we 
distinguished between situations where 
the conduct was related to their dis- 
ability and those where it was not. Is 
this distinction also preserved in our 
new bill? 

Mr. KENNEDY. Absolutely, it is a 
basic premise of disability civil rights 
law that someone should not be pun- 
ished for disability-related conduct. 
Nowhere is this more true than in the 
educational setting. That is why we 
have placed an emphasis on functional 
behavioral assessments and positive be- 
havioral supports. We want to address 
behavior educationally, hopefully be- 
fore it becomes misconduct. 

Mr. HARKIN. I wonder whether my 
colleague believes this reauthorization 
changes the factors for deciding wheth- 
er the behavior is a manifestation of 
the disability? 

Mr. KENNEDY. I say to my friend 
from Iowa, the answer is no. While 
there was an attempt to streamline the 
language, the information that should 
be reviewed and the factors that should 
be considered should be the same. In 
1997, the act set forth specific instances 
when the child’s behavior would be a 
manifestation, when the child’s dis- 
ability impaired the ability to under- 
stand or control the behavior, or when 
the individualized education program 
or IEP was not being appropriately im- 
plemented. These instances would still 
constitute grounds for finding that the 
conduct is a manifestation of the dis- 
ability, as would any other relevant 
factor or special circumstance which 
indicated that the conduct in question 
was caused by, or in the alternative, 
substantially related to the child’s dis- 
ability. If the student’s conduct is a 
manifestation of their disability, the 
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student may not be moved to an alter- 
native placement for more than 10 
school days unless one of the specific 
dangerousness exceptions apply. 

Mr. HARKIN. I thank my colleague 
for his explanation. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business for 5 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, let me 
first thank the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts for his very generous com- 
ments, but more importantly for his 
extremely positive and constructive 
and aggressive role in bringing this bill 
to fruition. He and his staff have done 
an exceptional job of reaching across 
the aisle to make sure that this bill, so 
critical to so many children in our Na- 
tion, was completed and completed in à 
manner where everybody could feel 
comfortable that the product was good 
and was going to improve the lives of 
these special-needs children. 

This bill has some exceptional 
strengths. It doesn't respond to all of 
the problems we know are out there 
relative to IDEA, but it makes dra- 
matic strides forward in improving this 
very significant piece of legislation, 
which many of us have worked on for a 
long time. I think it is à reflection of 
the good faith and the good attitude 
brought to the table that we were able 
to reach an agreement. 

This was not an easy piece of legisla- 
tion to put together. It came together 
not only because of our side, in the 
Senate, with myself, Senator KENNEDY, 
and other Members of the committee, 
but because over on the House side 
Congressmen BOEHNER and MILLER 
played a very positive role in making 
sure we reached an agreement. 

This bills uniqueness is that it 
changes the paradigm relative to how 
we help these children. The goal is to 
make sure the special-needs children 
have a reasonably decent shot at mak- 
ing sure they accomplish as much as 
they are capable of accomplishing. So 
we go from an input system, where we 
had a lot of T’s to cross and I’s to dot, 
where we ask are these children get- 
ting the best education they can get, 
and are there results? It is an output 
look, à look at accountability to make 
sure these children are trained and 
given skills and the academic prepara- 
tion they need. So it changes the em- 
phasis of IDEA to that of being one of 
input and regulation—to say how far 
can we go to improve this child's life 
and education capabilities? We have 
trained the teachers and given them 
more flexibility, hopefully, and less 
regulation and less paperwork and 
more time with students. We also hope 
we have given parents tools to work 
with and given the school board tools 
to work with. We hope we have dra- 
matically released the litigiousness of 
this exercise that created an atmos- 
phere where parents and school boards 
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and teachers can work out a game plan 
for their children and not feel they 
have to resort to lawsuits. 

In addition, we have addressed crit- 
ical issues, such as the question of dis- 
cipline in the classroom and how best 
to deal with a child who has special 
needs, and how that child can interface 
with the classroom in a positive way. I 
thank Senator SESSIONS for that. This 
was the most difficult part of the bill. 
Senator SESSIONS gave strong leader- 
ship and we were able to work out a 
strong compromise. 

Again, the reason this bill succeeded 
was because everybody came to the 
table in good faith and tried to reach 
an agreement that would be positive 
for the children who have special needs 
in our Nation. And we have been suc- 
cessful, in my opinion, in moving this 
ball well down the field toward that 
goal. Will there need to be more tweak- 
ing and effort in this area? Of course. 
That is a fact of life. But have we made 
dramatic strides toward giving these 
children a better shot at a better life? 
Absolutely, under this legislation. 

Senator KENNEDY listed all the dif- 
ferent Members on his side and many 
on ours who played a major role in 
making this bill work. I intend to put 
those in my statement, as I recognize 
my time is limited. A lot of players 
came to the table from a lot of dif- 
ferent offices—on the staff side but, 
more importantly, on the Members’ 
side, and worked very constructively. 
Certainly, we appreciated the genuine 
effort put forward by Members who 
serve on the HELP Committee to reach 
agreement here. 

I especially thank Denzel McGuire of 
my staff, who leads our education ac- 
tivities. She has been the author and 
the energizer of a lot of good law 
around here. Much of it is now bearing 
fruit; for example, No Child Left Be- 
hind. This will be another legacy of 
hers, in which she can take great pride, 
and in which I also take great pride. 

Again, I thank my ranking member, 
Senator KENNEDY, and his staff, includ- 
ing Connie Garner, for their very con- 
structive role and their willingness to 
work so aggressively with us to reach a 
product that will have a very positive 
impact on lives. 

This bill is going to make a lot of 
kids who have special needs, with spe- 
cial problems, have a much better life 
and a much better chance at an edu- 
cation that fulfills their strengths and 
gives them a chance to use those 
strengths in a positive way. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from West Virginia is recognized. 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President—— 

Mr. COLEMAN. Mr. President, I un- 
derstand the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia has the floor, and I understand he 
is going to give a Thanksgiving mes- 
sage. However, I ask the distinguished 
Senator from West Virginia if he will 
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yield to me for 10 minutes to address 
the pending measure. 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, I will be 
happy to yield. 

I ask unanimous consent that I may 
yield to the distinguished Senator for 
not to exceed 10 minutes, and that I 
may then be recognized. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Mr. President, I rise 
to address the pending measure, the 
Miscellaneous Trade and Technical 
Corrections Act. I was proud to join 
the bipartisan efforts in the Senate to 
bring this important legislation to con- 
ference. This bill is important to me 
and to the people of Minnesota because 
it helps make our State and our Nation 
more competitive in a world market, 
which can be pretty rough and tumble. 

That said, however, I am equally op- 
posed to the extension of permanent 
normal trade relations to Laos, a pro- 
vision slipped into this trade bill in 
conference committee, notwith- 
standing the fact that neither the Sen- 
ate nor the other body voted to include 
this provision in their respective 
versions of the bill. 

The Laos trade provision was not in- 
cluded in the underlying bill moving 
through the regular process because, as 
the saying goes, ‘‘there are some things 
no amount of sunshine can disinfect.” 
That is an apt way to describe the ter- 
rible human rights record of Laos. If 
the United States were to ever extend 
normal trade relations to Laos under 
that country's current human rights 
conditions, it could only be done in 
this way—without either body address- 
ing the issue head on. It could only be 
tacked onto a popular piece of legisla- 
tion that was not amendable, as was 
the case with the conference com- 
mittee report, allowing this otherwise 
unacceptable provision to get a free 
ride without the scrutiny it deserves. 

This provision did not emanate from 
the Senate negotiators but from the 
negotiators in the other body. I com- 
mend Chairman GRASSLEY and Senator 
Baucus, two good friends, for whom I 
have the greatest respect, for all the 
hard work they put into the underlying 
bill. It is a good bill. But because the 
bill wound up with this Laos trade pro- 
vision on it, I was put in the position of 
having to oppose invoking cloture on 
the bill, a vote I took earlier today. 
This is the first time as a Senator I op- 
posed cloture. I did not take this posi- 
tion lightly. I have seen too much good 
legislation in the Senate die not be- 
cause it didn’t have majority support, 
but because it could not get a simple 
up-or-down vote. My vote earlier today 
was also not easy because I strongly 
support trade. Minnesota is the sev- 
enth largest agricultural export State 
in the Nation, and twelfth in overall 
exports. Trade is good for America and 
for Minnesota. 

Frankly, opposing normalized trade 
with a country is a tough call, even 
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when trade with that country is of 
nominal value to the United States, as 
is the case with Laos. But frankly, 
there are just some times where the ac- 
tions of an unapologetic nation are so 
egregious that is is morally wrong to 
move forward on trade liberalization 
with that nation because if would effec- 
tively place the imprimatur of the 
United States on those actions. The ac- 
tions of Laos rise to this level. I know 
we will not be able to stop this Laos 
trade provision today with it being at- 
tached to a bill that enjoys such over- 
whelming support on both sides of the 
aisle. But I am pleased that a resolu- 
tion I introduced condemning Laos for 
its human rights abuses will be taken 
up by the United States Senate today. 

I am pleased to be joined by Senators 
FEINGOLD, KOHL, and DAYTON on this 
resolution, and I appreciate the assist- 
ance of Chairmen LUGAR and GRASS- 
LEY, Senators BAUCUS and BIDEN as 
well as the majority leader in helping 
to work out this very important and 
very strong resolution. Our resolution 
essentially says to Laos, you have now 
got normal trade relations with the 
United States, now, shape up and rise 
to that very basic level of human de- 
cency expected around the civilized 
world by today’s standards—and prob- 
ably achieved by most of us in the 
Dark Ages. 

Laos is a Communist nation with a 
disturbing human rights record, par- 
ticularly with regard to its treatment 
of ethnic minorities. 

Laos is home to an ethnic minority, 
the Hmong. The Hmong are a brave and 


freedom-loving people. During the 
Vietnam War, thousands of Hmong 
aided American soldiers. The CIA 


trained and armed approximately 60,000 
Hmong guerrillas to disrupt View Cong 
supply lines and rescue downed pilots 
during the Vietnam War. They served 
admirably and saved American lives. 

When Laos fell to the Communists in 
1975, the government began to system- 
atically persecute these people, in re- 
taliation for their support of our sol- 
diers and their rejection of com- 
munism. Tens of thousands of Hmong 
were able to flee difficult conditions in 
Laos, and many have resettled in Min- 
nesota, Wisconsin, and California 
where they are hard-working, impor- 
tant members of our communities. In 
fact, this year the U.S. is welcoming 
another 15,000 Hmong refuges who fear 
returning to Laos from their camp in 
Thailand. 

Thousands of Hmong remain in Laos, 
however, and fear for their lives daily. 

The Lao Government continues to 
employ ruthless tactics against them. 
Amnesty International has accused the 
government of Laos of using starvation 
as a ‘‘weapon of war against civilians." 
More recent reports—and even gro- 
tesque video footage—suggest the rapes 
and killings of several young Hmong 
girls at the hands of Lao soldiers. 
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Let me give you an example from my 
State. A constituent of mine, a Lu- 
theran Minister from St. Paul who is 
Hmong, traveled to Laos last year to 
translate for two European journalists 
who were investigating human rights 
in Laos. During their trip, Reverend 
Mua and his associates were arrested 
by the Lao police on suspicion of mur- 
der. He was denied consular access for 
over a week and subjected to a 1-day 
show trial, after which he was con- 
victed for 15 years in prison. Although 
he was eventually released after more 
than a month in captivity—thanks to 
the hard work of our American dip- 
lomats in VientianeReverend Mua’s 
case is one more illustration of the Lao 
govenment’s disregard for human 
rights and due process, as well as its 
apparent discrimination against this 
ethnic minority. 

The State Department’s Human 
Rights Report on Laos catalogues the 
many failings of this regime with re- 
gard to human rights. Permit me to 
share some key findings of this report: 

The Government's human rights record re- 
mained poor, and it continued to commit se- 
rious abuses ... Members of the security 
forces abused detainees, especially those sus- 
pected of insurgent or anti-govenment activ- 
ity ... Police used arbitrary arrest, deten- 
tion, and surveillance . . . The Government 
infringed on citizens' privacy rights and re- 
Stricted freedom of speech, the press, assem- 
bly, and association. ... The Government 
restricted some worker rights. Trafficking in 
women and children was a problem. 

The report goes on and on. 

According to the U.S. Commission on 
International Religious Freedom: 

There continue to be serious religious free- 
dom problems in Laos. The government 
interferes with and restricts the activities of 
allreligious communities... 

Now the Commission does note some 
recent improvement by the Lao gov- 
ernment. 

Nevertheless, ‘‘Lao officials,  pri- 
marily those at the provincial and 
local levels, have continued to harass, 
detain, and arrest individuals report- 
edly for participating in certain reli- 
gious activities." Bear in mind that 
this state of affairs—harassment, de- 
tention and incarceration for one's re- 
ligious convictions—is apparently an 
improvement over the Lao Govern- 
ment's performance of last year. 

My office has received troubling re- 
ports from Laos about shocking behav- 
ior on the part of the Lao military to- 
ward the Hmong minority. As I have 
mentioned, à new video documents al- 
leged rapes and murders of a number of 
young Hmong girls. The Lao Govern- 
ment, not surprisingly, has disputed 
these reports. But the areas in which 
these atrocities appear to have been 
committed are not open to outside ob- 
servation. Outside groups are not al- 
lowed to enter these communities to 
verify—or even dispute—these allega- 
tions. The Lao Government certainly 
has acted as though it has something 
to hide. 
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This United States is not alone in 
our concern. In August 2008 the United 
Nations Committee to Eliminate Ra- 
cial Discrimination ‘‘deeply regretted 
that the Lao People’s Democratic Re- 
public had failed to honor its obliga- 
tions ... expressed its grave concern 
at the information it had received of 
serious and repeated human rights vio- 
lations in that country; was extremely 
disturbed to learn that some members 
of the Hmong minority had been sub- 
jected to serve brutalities;" and, ‘‘de- 
plored the measures taken by the Lao 
authorities to prevent the reporting of 
any information concerning the situa- 
tion of the Hmong people..." 

Finally, they say you can tell a lot 
about a man by the company he keeps. 
Let us then consider the government of 
Laos, which counts among its closest 
friends such nations as North Korea 
and Burma. Last year Laotian rep- 
resentatives met with representatives 
of North Korea where, according to the 
BBC, ‘‘both sides . . . exchanged views 
on the need to boost cooperation ... 
(in) talks (that) proceeded in a friendly 
atmosphere." 

And according to the Vietnam News 
Agency and other sources, in May of 
last year, “Тор leaders of Myanmar 
and Laos ... expressed their delight 
with the two countries' growing friend- 
ship and highly valued the mutual as- 
sistance and successful cooperation in 
the spheres of politics, security, econ- 
omy, trade and socio-culture." I am 
sure I do not need to remind the mem- 
bers of this body that North Korea is à 
charter member of the ‘‘axis of evil," 
nor need I recall that this very body 
has voted twice in the last two years to 
impose sanctions against Burma. A 
country that seeks to boost friendly" 
cooperation with North Korea and de- 
lights іп its growing friendship" with 
Burma ought to give us some pause, 
some opportunity to examine this nor- 
malized trade relationship, giving us 
an opportunity to vote against it rath- 
er than putting it in a bill we all know 
will pass. 

I believe in trade. I believe it helps 
the people in my state, and that it can 
help to create à more inter-connected 
and ultimately more peaceful world. 

But I am wary about the signals we 
send by extending permanent normal 
trade relations to a nation with such 
an abysmal human rights record. 

The timing is particularly trouble- 
some, coming as it does on the heels of 
such highly disturbing reports. 

I wish we had an opportunity to de- 
bate this issue on its face. I wish we 
had a chance to hold a hearing on trade 
with Laos, or to debate it as part of an 
amendable piece of legislation. My col- 
leagues in the other body also wish 
they had been afforded the opportuni- 
ties, or even been advised of the inclu- 
sion of the Laos measure in what is 
otherwise à very popular bill. I will be 
watching Laos closely and if progress 
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is not made, expect to revisit this 
issue. 

I know my colleague, Senator FEIN- 
GOLD, will expect to revisit the issue. 
This is a bipartisan issue. 

Finally, let me say, 99 percent of this 
bill is good for the country and good 
for Minnesota. My home State has a 
strong tradition in support of trade, 
and normally the underlying bill would 
be a slam-dunk back home. But Min- 
nesota also has a strong tradition of re- 
spect for human rights and the culture 
of life, and at least with this Senator, 
and with respect to this extremely 
egregious case, the human rights and 
the culture of life must be the first 
consideration. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from West Virginia is to be recog- 
nized. 

Mr. BYRD. I thank the Chair. Mr. 
President, I ask unanimous consent 
that I may speak without regard to 
germaneness, with the understanding 
that the time be charged against me 
under the cloture rule, and that I not 
speak beyond 10 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BYRD. I thank the Chair. 

(The remarks of Mr. BYRD are printed 
in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Morning 
Business.’’) 

Mr. BYRD. I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, I 
would like to take a minute to explain 
or review where we are procedurally. 
The Senate has voted for cloture on the 
miscellaneous trade bill, including the 
Laos NTR issue. Under rule XXII, 30 
hours of debate is available postcloture 
for further debate on the conference re- 
port. 

I would like to ask how much time 
remains available for debate on the 
miscellaneous trade bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is 
30 hours for all consideration, which in- 
cludes the debate, quorum calls, and 
votes, which would end tomorrow at 
4:44 in the afternoon. 

Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, how 
much time have we consumed of the 30 
hours? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Cloture 
was invoked this morning at 10:44, so 
we have consumed slightly less than 5 
hours. 

Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, we 
apparently have a little over 25 hours 
remaining of the 30-hour period. I have 
with me a number of State Department 
and international reports from which I 
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would at some point like to read. They 
describe further some of the horrific 
human rights abuses that have been 
perpetrated by the Lao Government. 
Senators COLEMAN, KOHL, DAYTON, and 
I have drafted a resolution condemning 
these abuses and urging the Lao Gov- 
ernment to allow international access 
to vulnerable populations. 

I don’t want to shut this place down, 
but this is a very important issue, and 
it is my intention to remain on the 
floor and ёо prevent us from 
transacting any business unrelated to 
the conference report before us until 
we reach agreement to pass this impor- 
tant resolution. I realize I do not have 
the votes to block NTR from passing, 
but I cannot stand by and let that pass 
without insisting the Senate take 
strong action noting and condemning 
the Lao Government’s actions. 

I hope we can work things out quick- 
ly, and I think we can. I appreciate the 
support and hard work of my col- 
leagues, particularly Senators KOHL 
and COLEMAN, who are working hard to 
get this resolution through. 

At this point, I yield the floor and 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, are we 
in morning business? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ate is considering a conference report 
under cloture. 

Mr. DORGAN. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to speak in morning business for 
as much time as I may consume. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COUNTRY-OF-ORIGIN LABELING 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, as we 
near the end of the legislative session 
and its final day or 2 day, it is inter- 
esting what kicks around these Cham- 
bers: some people have ideas about add- 
ing things to the Omnibus appropria- 
tions bill. Other people want to take 
something out that they think is in 
that bill. 

I came across a story in the news- 
paper this morning that describes 
something I discussed on the floor of 
the Senate yesterday. It says, “СОР 
looks to repeal food label law.” Then it 
quotes the House majority whip saying 
he expects the Senate to agree to re- 
peal the country-of-origin labeling law 
now that its proponent, Senator TOM 
DASCHLE, is no longer in office. 

First of all, Senator Том DASCHLE ге- 
mains in office until the end of his 
term. 

Second, it is true that Senator 
DASCHLE is the strongest proponent 
and actually the architect and the au- 
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thor of the legislation that has created 
country-of-origin labeling. But I say to 
those in the GOP who look now to re- 
peal the country-of-origin labeling law 
that they are in for a fight. Repeal is 
not going to happen just because some- 
body has a hiccup in the morning and 
decides they don’t like this law. It is 
the law. We passed it. 

The Secretary of Agriculture dragged 
her feet and didn’t want to implement 
it. The omnibus conference legislation 
last fall actually delayed the imple- 
mentation time for the law, and now 
they just want to kill it outright, ap- 
parently. Let me describe again what it 
is we are talking about. We are talking 
about labeling for meats and vegeta- 
bles. 

In the morning, when you put your 
T-shirt on, there is a label that tells 
you where that T-shirt was produced. 
Slip on a pair of shoes or slippers and 
you will find out where they were pro- 
duced because they have a label. Go to 
the grocery store and pick up a can of 
peas off the shelf and take a look at its 
label and what is in this can, and you 
can see where it was produced. Most 
items that consumers are able to buy 
these days has a label that tells you 
where those things were produced. But 
that is not the case with meats and 
vegetables. 

Country-of-origin labeling is some- 
thing that is important for our farmers 
and ranchers because they produce the 
finest quality of food in the world for 
the lowest percent of consumers’ dis- 
posable income. And it is also very im- 
portant for consumers. 

I held up a piece of beef on the floor 
of the Senate the other day. I said: I 
defy anyone to tell me where that piece 
of beef was produced. Where does it 
come from? Does it come from the 
processing plant in Mexico that was 
processing beef and shipping it to the 
dinner tables of American consumers? 

By the way, that processing plant 
was only inspected once. And when it 
was inspected, the inspector found that 
carcasses were hanging in rooms that 
were not cooled, with feces on the car- 
casses. The meat was being walked on 
by the folks who were working in that 
plant, with bacteria all around. The 
most unclean conditions you can imag- 
ine were in that plant, and eventually 
it was shut down. But that meat was 
going to the American kitchen table. 
Meat was produced in that Mexican 
processing plant under the most unsan- 
itary of conditions. 

That plant was closed down, but it 
has reopened under a new name, a new 
ownership. 

Does anybody know whether the slab 
of beef that I held up the other day 
came from that plant? You don’t. It is 
because there is no labeling. No one 
has any idea where any of it comes 
from. That is why farmers and ranch- 
ers in this country support labeling. 
Fruits and vegetables ought to be la- 
beled. Consumers deserve it. 
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Farmers and ranchers in this country 
produce the best quality food in the 
world, and we ought to have country- 
of-origin labeling for meats and vegeta- 
bles. Who doesn’t want it? The big eco- 
nomic interests don’t want it. 

When they start whistling, we have 
people around here who start dancing. 
The faster they whistle, the faster 
these folks dance. 

Now, apparently, they say let us just 
dump this proposal that is now law, or 
let us rather repeal the country-of-ori- 
gin labeling law. 

I say, again, there are those of us 
who will wage an aggressive fight with 
those who want to decide to repeal that 
law. 

Not only do we have people who want 
to stick legislation like this to repeal 
the country-of-origin labeling in the 
omnibus bill at the end of this session, 
which would be a huge step backwards 
and a real slap in the face not only of 
consumers but also of farmers and 
ranchers, but we also still have people 
blocking legislation that should be 
completed by this Congress. Let me de- 
scribe specifically what that is. 

We have been working in the Senate 
for a long while to allow the reimporta- 
tion of prescription drugs. U.S. con- 
sumers pay the highest prices in the 
world for prescription drugs. Brand- 
name prescription drugs cost a great 
deal of money in our country. Miracle 
drugs offer no miracles to those who 
can’t afford to buy them. I commend 
the drug companies for producing mir- 
acle medicines. But there is no excuse 
for charging the American consumer 
the highest prices in the world. 

I will give you some examples. 

If you are a woman and have breast 
cancer, God forbid and have to take the 
drug tamoxifen, I have had people tell 
me that they went to Canada and paid 
one-tenth of the price they were 
charged in the United States for that 
anti-cancer drug. 

I spoke just recently, in fact, to a 
couple in North Dakota who have gone 
to Canada for 3 straight years to buy 
tamoxifen. They said they paid one- 
sixth of the price that was charged lo- 
cally in this country. 

As I indicated, I have heard people 
say they paid 10 times more in the 
United States for that drug than you 
would pay in Canada for that. 

What about Lipitor for cholesterol? 
Lipitor is one of the top selling choles- 
terol-lowering drugs in the United 
States. I have two bottles in my office 
that I have used previously on the floor 
of the Senate. They look identical be- 
cause they are made by the same com- 
pany; the same pill put in the same 
bottle, sold by the same pharma- 
ceutical company. One was sold in 
Winnepeg, Canada, and the other one in 
Grand Forks, ND—the same pill, the 
same tablet called Lipitor. 

The only difference is the price. Buy 
it in the United States and you pay 
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$1.86 per tablet. Buy it in Canada and 
you pay $1.01 per tablet. 

Why is the price for that cholesterol- 
lowering drug almost double in the 
United States? It is because U.S. con- 
sumers are charged the highest prices 
in the world for most brand-name pre- 
scription drugs. 

We have been trying very hard in the 
Congress to pass a bill that would 
allow the consumers to make the 
choice where to purchase those drugs. 
In fact, the legislation Senator SNOWE 
and I and others have introduced would 
allow American pharmacists to go to 
Canada and buy that lower priced pre- 
scription drug and bring it back to our 
country and pass the savings along to 
the consumers. But we have been 
blocked in this effort. 

Many of us in the Senate put to- 
gether a bipartisan bill, and that bipar- 
tisan legislation was authored by my- 
self, Senator SNOWE, Senator KENNEDY, 
Senator McCAIN, Senator DASCHLE, and 
many others. That bill did not get 
through the Senate because it was 
blocked. 

I thought I had an agreement with 
the majority leader. He believed that 
he had reached a different agreement 
at about midnight one evening in ex- 
change for releasing a hold on a key 
nominee. I believe I was told that we 
were going to be able to see action on 
that legislation. The majority leader 
feels differently. I regret that we have 
that disagreement. 

But we come to the end of this ses- 
sion, and the fact is that the effort to 
help American consumers by putting 
downward pressure оп prescription 
drug prices in this country has been 
scuttled. It has been blocked. The 
White House has blocked it. The FDA 
has blocked it. The majority in the 
Senate has blocked it. 

In the Presidential debates, in fact, 
this issue came up. The President was 
asked, why are you blocking the re- 
importing of prescription drugs to put 
downward pressure оп prescription 
drug prices? And the President said, ‘‘I 
haven't yet’’-—meaning he hasn't 
blocked it yet. Of course he has, he has 
continually blocked it. The President 
went on to say during the debate: 

Just want to make sure they're safe. When 
a drug comes in from Canada, I want to 
make sure it cures you and doesn't kill you. 
Now it may well be here in December you'll 
hear me say, I think there's a safe way to do 
it. If they're safe, they're coming. 

But the President meanwhile goes on 
blocking the reimportation of prescrip- 
tion drugs. 

The bill we have written is a bipar- 
tisan bill. This is not Democrat versus 
Republican. It is a bipartisan piece of 
legislation. 

Let me point out with respect to the 
Safety issue, in testimony from an ex- 
ecutive of a drug company, a vice presi- 
dent for marketing at Pfizer, Dr. Peter 
Rost: 
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The biggest argument against reimporta- 
tion is safety. What everyone has conven- 
iently forgotten to tell you is that in Europe 
reimportation of drugs has been in place for 
20 years. It is called parallel trading. 

In Germany, if you want to buy a 
prescription drug from Spain because it 
is cheaper, you can. If you are in 
France and you want to buy it from 
Italy, you can do it. It is called parallel 
trading. The Europeans have done it 
for 20 years routinely and there is no 
Safety issue. 

Our legislation would give American 
consumers and pharmacists the ability 
to access FDA-approved drugs that are 
produced in FDA-approved plants. This 
approach allows the marketplace to 
put downward pressure on prescription 
drug prices here by being able to buy 
the identical prescription drug, FDA- 
approved, from Canada, or another 
country. As long as there is a chain of 
custody that is safe—and no one argues 
that the Canadian chain of custody for 
prescription drugs is not safe—there is 
no reason why we should not allow the 
marketplace to work for the benefit of 
consumers. 

We end this legislative session with 
this proposal having been blocked. 

It is estimated that if Americans 
could pay the same price as the Cana- 
dians for prescription drugs, the con- 
sumers of this country would save $38 
billion. This is not a small issue. This 
is a big issue. The fastest rising portion 
of health care costs is prescription 
drugs, and we are trying desperately to 
do something about it. 

I don't denigrate the pharmaceutical 
industry. They are a big industry, 
Strong and tough. They fight hard to 
protect what they have. I don't deni- 
grate that. But there needs to be some 
competition in order to put downward 
pressure on prices. It is unsound public 
policy for our country to decide to 
allow the pharmaceutical industry to 
charge the American consumer the 
highest prices in the world. It is espe- 
cially tough for senior citizens. Senior 
citizens are about 12 percent of the 
population of this country and they 
consume one-third of the prescription 
drugs in America. They have reached 
that point in their life where they are 
receiving a lower income and having to 
Shell out substantially more for pre- 
Scription drugs. Many of them simply 
say, we cannot afford it. 

That is why Republicans and Demo- 
crats, together in a bipartisan effort, 
have tried very hard this year to get 
this reimportation legislation through 
the Senate. I regret we come to the 
final day or days and it remains 
blocked. 

My hope is that those who I felt had 
reached an agreement with us to give 
us an opportunity to have a vote on 
this legislation will understand we will 
be back the minute the Congress re- 
turns, in a new Congress, ready to fight 
this battle again. This battle is not 
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over. We are not quitting. On behalf of 
the consumers of this country, they de- 
Serve fair treatment with respect to 
the prices of prescription drugs. 

It appears to me we are one or two 
days from completing this legislative 
session. I will have great regrets—I be- 
lieve I speak for my colleagues Senator 
MCCAIN, Senator SNOWE on the Repub- 
lican side, Senator DASCHLE, Senator 
KENNEDY, Senator STABENOW and Sen- 
ator FEINGOLD on the Democratic 
side—that we have gotten to this point 
and have been blocked each and every 
step of the way. 

Then we have the President say, I 
haven’t blocked it. Of course, he has 
blocked it. The FDA, the White House, 
and the majority in the Senate have 
blocked our bipartisan bill, an oppor- 
tunity to try to do something to put 
downward pressure оп prescription 
drug prices. That, іп my judgment, is à 
failure of this Congress, and it is a fail- 
ure I hope we will soon remedy when 
we turn the calendar over to January 
and begin a new Congress. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SPECTER. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that following my remarks, the 
senior Senator from Minnesota, Sen- 
ator DAYTON, be recognized. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

MEDICAL RESEARCH 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I have 
sought recognition to speak briefly 
about medical research in the United 
States. The Senate is now working 
through, as we all know, an Omnibus 
appropriation bill, which includes the 
appropriations bill for the  sub- 
committee which I chair on the De- 
partment of Labor, Health and Human 
Services, and Education. One of the 
component parts of this bill involves 
the funding for the National Institutes 
of Health. Our allocation is grossly in- 
sufficient. It impacts on many areas. It 
impacts on education. It impacts on 
worker training. It impacts on many 
aspects of the delivery of health serv- 
ices. 

One line which I think is particularly 
troublesome is the absence of adequate 
funding for the National Institutes of 
Health. I say that because of the very 
remarkable advances which NIH has 
made in the past, and the enormous po- 
tential for the future. 

I was elected to the Senate in 1980. In 
the first year I served on the sub- 
committee, which I have for the full 24 
years of service, the NIH funding was 
something less than $3.6 billion. By 
this current fiscal year, funding had in- 
creased to some $28 billion, signifi- 
cantly as a result of the leadership of 
Senator TOM HARKIN, who is the senior 
Democrat on the subcommittee, and 
my pressure to increase the funding, 
backed up by the full committee and 
by the full subcommittee, Senator STE- 
VENS, Senator BYRD, and then approved 
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most of the time by the full body. This 
year, our funding is very insufficient. 

If we look at where medical research 
has brought us, it is remarkable. Life 
expectancy has increased from 47 years 
in the year 1900 to 77 years in the year 
2001. Polio, smallpox, and other infec- 
tious diseases no longer kill or cause 
suffering to large numbers of people. 
The rate of death due to heart disease 
has been cut by more than half since 
1950. Death rates from cancer for 11 of 
the top 15 cancers in men have de- 
creased; 8 of the top 15 cancers in 
women have been decreased. Diagnoses 
with multiple myelomas have been re- 
duced from a death sentence to living 
with a chronic condition as a result of 
new drugs developed through bio- 
medical research. 

But there is still an enormous chal- 
lenge. Heart disease continues to be 
the number one killer; cancer, the 
number 2 killer, not far behind. The 
tragic aspect of these deadly diseases is 
that they could all be cured, I do be- 
lieve, if we had sufficient funding. 

Two of my closest friends have died 
recently as a result of breast cancer. 
Being the chairman of this sub- 
committee for many years has brought 
me into contact with many people who 
have maladies, whose children have 
maladies, who suffer from Parkinson’s, 
whose family suffers from Alzheimer’s, 
and varying categories of cancer. 

My Chief of Staff, a young woman 
named Carey Lackman Slease—well 
known in the Senate community—died 
on July 14 of this year at the tender 
age of 48. She was known by practically 
everybody in the Senate. She came to 
the Senate to work for Senator Heinz 
24 years ago when she was 24. She left 
the Senate for a time for a variety of 
private enterprises, but her heart and 
soul belonged to the Senate, and she 
came back as my Chief of Staff and did 
a spectacular job. 

The breast cancer disease lingered in 
her body, and notwithstanding the 
pain, suffering, and torture she went 
through; she stayed at the job. And she 
stayed at her desk, insisting on stay- 
ing, although many of us tried, includ- 
ing me personally, to have her ease off. 
She was in love with the Senate and 
found the Senate work the best ther- 
apy, so that when she passed, it was a 
shock to people who had been working 
with her in very recent periods of time 
before. All of us took her death very 
hard, especially in the context of our 
thinking that her death could have 
been avoided had medical research had 
sufficient funds апа sufficient re- 
sources to do the job. 

A few days ago, on November 11, a 
very close personal friend, Paula Kline, 
who was the wife of my son’s law part- 
ner, who I was very close to, who was 
practically a daughter, died at the age 
of 54 of breast cancer. In a very valiant 
and very courageous way, Paula Kline 
struggled with all of the advanced pro- 
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tocols and possibilities which might 
have spared her or elongated her life. 
And going through the various forms of 
treatment, they turned out to be worse 
than the cancers themselves. But 
again, the tragedy is that Paula Kline’s 
death could have been avoided had suf- 
ficient resources been devoted by this 
very wealthy country to medical re- 
search. We have a gross national prod- 
uct in excess of $11 trillion. We have a 
Federal budget of $2.4 trillion this 
year, and it will be more next year. 
And when we take a look at the budget 
for the National Institutes of Health at 
$28 billion, it is, candidly, scandalous 
that with our resources, our resource 
capability, research capability in bio- 
medical science, that people are still 
dying of breast cancer or colon cancer 
or heart disease. 

There is a long list of maladies that 
people suffer from where there could be 
cures: autism, Parkinson's, sclero- 
derma, muscular dystrophy, osteopo- 
rosis, cervical cancer, lymphoma, pros- 
tate cancer, colon cancer, brain cancer, 
pediatric renal disorders, glaucoma, 
sickle cell anemia, spinal cord injury, 
arthritis, a variety of mental health 
disorders, hepatitis, deafness, stroke, 
Alzheimer’s, spinal muscular atrophy, 
amyotrophic lateral sclerosis—com- 
monly known as Lou Gehrig’s Dis- 
ease—diabetes, breast cancer, ovarian 
cancer, multiple myeloma, pancreatic 
cancer, head and neck cancer, lung 
cancer, multiple sclerosis, macular de- 
generation, heart disease, infant sud- 
den death syndrome, schizophrenia, 
polycystic kidney disease, Cooley’s 
anemia, stroke, primary immune defi- 
ciency disorders. 

That list was compiled by Bettilou 
Taylor, who is the most—I was about 
to say the most extraordinary staffer; 
we have a lot of extraordinary staffers 
in the Senate family—but a most de- 
voted worker. I will take just a mo- 
ment to commend her and the staff on 
the Appropriations Subcommittee of 
Labor, Health and Human Services, 
and Education. They have been work- 
ing around the clock, home for an early 
morning shower, and back at work, 
turning out an omnibus bill for some 
eight of the subcommittees which had 
not been able to turn out bills before. 

It continues to be mystifying to me, 
after being here for 24 years, that we 
cannot complete our work in a more 
orderly way. It is a regrettable fact of 
life, but it is a fact of life that every- 
thing is done in the Congress at 11:59 if 
there is a 12 o’clock curfew. Some of it 
does not get done until after midnight, 
until after the curfew. We have worked 
the bill every which way. A couple 
years ago, we had the bill concluded on 
June 29, floor action by the Senate. 
But by the time we get through the 
complex conferencing—and I do not as- 
cribe any fault anywhere, to the other 
body or to this body—it seems to be en- 
demic of the way we do our business. 
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But we are about to have a bill filed. 
There have been various predictions. 
The most recent one is for 5 o’clock. 
We will see if that happens. There are 
so many items that our constituents 
come to us for, and they want included 
in the bill. It is such a complex and dif- 
ficult matter. We struggle with it. And 
the House will take it up some time to- 
night. I do not know how anybody can 
intelligently or intelligibly read that 
bill, let alone to comprehend it, 
through the limited period of time 
which is available. 

In struggling through the bill this 
year, for my subcommittee, there are 
many disappointments, but the biggest 
one is on the National Institutes of 
Health. I focus particularly on the 
tragic death of my Chief of Staff, Carey 
Lackman Slease, who died July 14 at 
the age of 48, and a very close personal 
friend, Mrs. Paula Kline, who died on 
November 11, just a few days ago, at 
the age of 54. The deaths are marked by 
the tragedy of the fact they could have 
been eliminated had we devoted suffi- 
cient resources to medical research. 

I call this to the attention of my col- 
leagues in the Congress and the people 
who may be watching on C-SPAN or 
who may read the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD of the importance of renewing 
our efforts, in a wealthy country with 
a gross national product of $11 trillion 
and a Federal budget of $2.4 trillion, 
that we could do better than $28 billion 
for this very important subject. 

I thank the Chair and yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Minnesota. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the pending 
matters be set aside and I be allowed to 
speak 10 minutes on another matter, 
and that the 10 minutes count against 
my hour under the cloture rules. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES EDUCATION ACT 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. President, on an- 
other matter, I am rising to support 
the conference report that is being pro- 
posed for the Individuals with Disabil- 
ities Education Act. I support this leg- 
islation. I commend the conferees for 
their efforts to streamline, make less 
bureaucratic and less time-consuming, 
the current IDEA legislation and its 
administration. 

In Minnesota, my home State, spe- 
cial education teachers—in fact, some 
of our most experienced special edu- 
cation teachers—are leaving that field, 
leaving special education classrooms, 
because of the bureaucratic burdens, 
the time-consuming paperwork. 

They lament the time they cannot 
spend in those classrooms, the time 
lost to working directly with school- 
children, in order to have to comply 
with all of the State, Federal, and local 
school district reporting requirements. 

Those reporting requirements are 
mostly well intended, and one layer of 
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them is mostly necessary and appro- 
priate. However, the second and the 
third layers of bureaucracy have be- 
come duplicative, redundant, excessive, 
and oppressive. 

Sadly, previous attempts to “reform” 
this bureaucratic overload have re- 
sulted, according to many of the teach- 
ers in Minnesota, in more, not less, re- 
porting requirements, more forms, 
more time required away from their 
classrooms and from their students. No 
one benefits from that bureaucratic 
overload—not the special education 
students, their families, the teachers, 
or the taxpayers. 

Like too many other well-intended 
programs, we try to micromanage the 
process, rather than analyze the re- 
sults. We tell educators, or other ex- 
perts in their fields, how they ought to 
do their jobs, rather than telling them 
to do their jobs as efficiently and effec- 
tively as possible, and then report to us 
and to our constituents their 
progress—in this case, improving the 
educational attainments and ability of 
their students, and what they need 
from us to do their jobs even more ef- 
fectively. 

When IDEA was enacted back in 1975, 
there was opposition to it from some 
States and school districts and from 
some schools. But now, in my State, 
schools and teachers are committed to 
doing special education as well as pos- 
sible. We need to get out of the way 
and let them do it. So I hope this legis- 
lation will be a step in that direction— 
better yet, two or three steps in that 
direction. 

Something else we should do, 
though—and we should have done it 
long ago, and certainly have done it 
during the last 4 years I have been 
here—is fully fund the Federal commit- 
ment to IDEA, to fulfill a promise Con- 
gress made 29 years ago—29 years ago, 
when it passed the special education 
mandate. Congress back then promised 
the States, promised local school dis- 
tricts and, most important, promised 
the children and parents of America 
that they would pay for 40 percent of 
the cost of special education. When I 
arrived here 4 years ago, that percent- 
age was only 13 percent, less than one- 
third of the amount promised 25 years 
before. To his credit, President Bush 
has proposed in each fiscal year an in- 
crease in the amount of Federal fund- 
ing for special education. To our credit, 
we have passed those increases, and 
even somewhat more, so that this year 
the Federal funding for special edu- 
cation totals 19 percent of total spend- 
ing nationwide, which is an improve- 
ment, but is still less than half of what 
was promised 29 years ago. 

That broken promise by the Federal 
Government cost my State of Min- 
nesota nearly $200 million this year. It 
has cost every other State special edu- 
cation funding. I am, frankly, mys- 
tified at why my five pieces of legisla- 
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tion—five times I have attempted to 
increase the Federal share of special 
education to that promised 40-percent 
level—have been defeated every time in 
the Senate. I am mystified—because I 
cannot believe that most other States 
and most school districts in America 
could not use that additional special 
education funding. In schools in Min- 
nesota, the underfunding of the Federal 
share of special education results in 
local school districts having to make 
up those shortfalls either out of fund- 
ing for other school programs for stu- 
dents, or by increasing local property 
taxes, because states and schools are 
being mandated by us to provide spe- 
cial education services. They are sub- 
ject to lawsuits if they don’t. But we 
are not providing them with the money 
to carry out that mandate. 

This bill before us would not fully 
fund the Federal share for special edu- 
cation until the year 2011. Even then, 
that funding level is not assured. It 
may not be enough. It is not guaran- 
teed. It is not made a requirement. The 
appropriations still have to come each 
year. 

So we have, once again, evidence that 
we lack the proper priorities. We pro- 
pose and pass tax cuts for the wealthi- 
est Americans, and the President pro- 
poses to make them permanent. Some 
colleagues propose eliminating the es- 
tate tax, which affects 2 percent of the 
people in America, by 2010, and to 
make that permanent starting in 2011. 
While some call that the death tax, 
special education is a life commitment, 
a lifesaving commitment. Yet, we will 
not make that lifesaving commitment 
to the schoolchildren of America. 

I will try again next year, and I will 
keep on trying with my legislation to 
fully fund the Federal share of special 
education, which should be well within 
our reach financially. It is the right 
thing to do, and it is the necessary and 
moral thing to do, and it would serve 
well the interests of this Nation in the 
years ahead. I regret that it is not part 
of this conference report coming before 
us. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont is recognized. 

Mr. LEAHY. What is the parliamen- 
tary situation? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ate is under cloture on the conference 
report to H.R. 1047. 

Mr. LEAHY. I thank the Chair. 


EE 


TRIBUTES TO RETIRING 
SENATORS 


TOM DASCHLE 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, when the 
Senate concludes its business in the 
coming days, the congressional career 
of a remarkable man will come to an 
end. After 26 years of representing 
South Dakotans as their voice in Wash- 
ington, Senator DASCHLE will be leav- 
ing the Senate. 
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His story is a classic one. AS a young 
man from Aberdeen, SD, Том DASCHLE 
graduated from South Dakota State 
University and immediately began 3 
years of service in the Air Force of the 
United States. After his service, he got 
an early introduction to Washington as 
he went to work for Senator Abourezk, 
eventually returning to South Dakota 
to work out of the Senator’s state of- 
fices. 

Том was elected to Congress іп 1978 
and went on to serve four terms in the 
House of Representatives before being 
elected in 1986 to the Senate. 

After the resignation of George 
Mitchell in 1994, Senator DASCHLE won 
a very tight race for minority leader. I 
was proud to have supported him at 
that time. 1994 was a difficult year for 
our party and we had some serious soul 
searching to do. Tom displayed the 
strong leadership that was necessary to 
take Democrats in the Senate forward. 
That is why, after that first tight elec- 
tion for leader, he was reelected unani- 
mously as leader each time thereafter. 
He has always been a man who radiates 
optimism and hope, making him an ex- 
cellent face for our party. 

I have known ТОМ since he first came 
to this body in 1986. I closely followed 
his Senate race against James Abdnor, 
and I was impressed by him. A few days 
after TOM won that race, he and his 
wife Linda joined my family in 
Vermont for Thanksgiving dinner. 
When they came to the farm, my moth- 
er said to me, “That is the nicest 
young man I ever met." Well, she was 
right. TOM is a man of deep resolve and 
strong character. 

The Nation saw that character exhib- 
ited in the days following September 
11. Senator DASCHLE showed the coun- 
try the importance of setting labels 
aside when he publicly embraced Presi- 
dent Bush. In the face of that terrible 
tragedy, America united behind our 
leadership. 

Only a few short weeks later, Senator 
DASCHLE and I were both targets of an- 
thrax attacks—some of which killed 
Several people—in letters addressed to 
the two of us. I know that the attacks 
brought home the reality of terrorism 
to both of us, but also to the Senate 
community as a whole. 

In the ensuing years, Senator 
DASCHLE continued to show resolute 
leadership in the Senate, routinely 
reaching across the aisle even when 
those on the other side of the aisle 
were at their most partisan. 

On more than a few occasions, Sen- 
ator DASCHLE and I have joined to- 
gether to work on a variety of national 
legislative efforts. Together, we advo- 
cated for expanded benefits for mem- 
bers of the National Guard and Re- 
serve. Senator DASCHLE has shown 
courage and resolve in holding the line 
against the President’s most objection- 
able judicial nominations. We worked 
together on tort reform, combating 
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corporate crime, and efforts to help off- 
duty police protect Americans. Those 
are just a few of the initiatives on 
which we collaborated. 

But during that time, he has also 
been a strong voice for South Dakota 
on those issues important to his con- 
stituents. He has fought for improved 
health and education for Indians. He 
has led efforts to expand health serv- 
ices in rural areas and to prevent com- 
panies from canceling retiree benefits 
without notice. He is well known as a 
champion for ranchers and farmers in 
South Dakota. In fact, he made sure 
their voices were always heard. He 
worked to ensure they had drought aid, 
but also he worked to do what a true 
South Dakotan would do: He wanted to 
make sure they could compete on a 
level playing field. 

Despite a well-run campaign and put- 
ting forth his best effort, Senator 
DASCHLE was not reelected to the Sen- 
ate this fall. The morning after elec- 
tion day, he gave a speech before his 
supporters in Sioux Falls. He finished 
that speech by recalling two memories. 
The first was of a magnificent Wash- 
ington skyline sunset he witnessed one 
fall afternoon leaving his office in the 
Capitol. The second was watching the 
Sun rise at Mount Rushmore with his 
family, and the warm, sweet optimistic 
feeling inspired by that sunrise. TOM 
said that, seeing both, he likes sunrises 
better. I agree. For the past 18 years 
with each daily sunrise, he sought to 
bring hope and optimism to this body. 
He has worked to better his State and 
his country, to ensure our children and 
grandchildren have a brighter world in 
which to live. He is a remarkable friend 
and colleague, and I thank him for his 
service to this institution. 

If I can be very personal, in my 30 
years in the Senate, I have not known 
a more honest and more decent Sen- 
ator than TOM DASCHLE. I believe that 
part of our Senate fabric and our Sen- 
ate conscience leaves with this special 
person. 

Mr. President, I see others seeking 
recognition. I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, in a 
few minutes Senator COLEMAN will 
offer a resolution. I join Senators 
COLEMAN, KOHL, and DAYTON in sup- 
porting this resolution. By taking this 
up and passing it at this time, we sig- 
nal that congressional concern about 
the deplorable human rights situation 
in Laos will be intense and ongoing. 

As I have discussed today, I hear reg- 
ular reports from constituents dis- 
traught about the conditions faced by 
their relatives in Laos. This is espe- 
cially wrenching—and this is the point 
we have been trying to make all day— 
when we remember that the Hmong 
communities reportedly targeted for 
abuse are the same communities that 
worked side by side with U.S. forces 
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during the Vietnam war. We simply 
cannot ignore the dismal human rights 
situation in Laos and be the country 
and the people we wish to be. 

Just a word on the language of the 
resolution which Senator COLEMAN will 
describe in a moment. This resolution 
expresses the Senate’s hope—hope— 
that a more open society will develop 
in Laos in the wake of the extension of 
NTR. Certainly this is my hope, al- 
though I, frankly, really see no reason 
to believe it will happen. 

But the reality is that Laos will get 
NTR. The votes are there, and while I 
may disagree with the wisdom of col- 
leagues taking that step, we, of course, 
all do hope for change in Laos—a great- 
er respect for basic human rights, an 
end to repression aimed at ethnic mi- 
norities, such as the Hmong, and reli- 
gious minorities, such as the Christian 
community, and for access to vulner- 
able populations. 

I appreciate the efforts of my col- 
leagues who join me in sponsoring this 
resolution and the efforts of the leader- 
ship on both sides, the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee, and the Finance 
Committee. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Minnesota. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Mr. President, first, I 
thank Senator FEINGOLD for his leader- 
ship on this issue, for his perseverance, 
persistence and being on the floor, as 
we discuss the miscellaneous tariff pro- 
visions, to make sure that, before we 
finish our work, we put forth a resolu- 
tion reflecting the sense of this body 
that there are problems with human 
rights in Laos. They have to be recog- 
nized. That is what this resolution 
does. 

I thank Senator FEINGOLD. I thank 
my colleague, Senator DAYTON, who 
has been working with us, and Senator 
KOHL. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that following the adoption of the 
resolution relating to Laotian human 
rights, which I will send to the desk in 
a moment, that the pending conference 
report to accompany H.R. 1047 be 
agreed to and the motion to reconsider 
be laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


Ee 


CONDEMNING HUMAN RIGHTS 
ABUSES IN LAOS 


Mr. COLEMAN. Mr. President, I now 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the resolution, which is 
at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 475) to condemn 
human rights abuses in Laos. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 
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Mr. COLEMAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the resolution 
be agreed to, that the preamble be 
agreed to, that the motions to recon- 
sider be laid upon the table, and that 
any statements relating to this resolu- 
tion be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

The resolution, with its preamble, 
reads as follows: 

S. REs. 475 


Whereas the Lao People’s Democratic Re- 
public is an authoritarian, Communist, one- 
party state; 

Whereas the Government of Laos has a 
poor human rights record, particularly with 
regard to its treatment of minorities; 

Whereas the United States Central Intel- 
ligence Agency trained and armed tens of 
thousands of Hmong guerrillas to disrupt 
Viet Cong supply lines and rescue downed pi- 
lots during the Vietnam war; 

Whereas in 1975, the Kingdom of Laos was 
overthrown by the Communist Pathet Lao 
regime, and tens of thousands of Laotians, 
including the Hmong, were killed or died at 
the hands of Communist forces while at- 
tempting to flee the Lao Communist regime, 
and many others perished in reeducation and 
labor camps; 

Whereas tens of thousands of Hmong be- 
came refugees, eventually resettling in the 
United States, where they now reside as 
American citizens and lead constructive 
lives as members of our communities; 

Whereas remnants of former Hmong insur- 
gent groups and their families who once 
fought with the United States and the Royal 
Lao Government still remain in remote 
areas of Laos, including Xaisomboun Special 
Zone and the Luang Prabang Province; 

Whereas in August 2003 the United Nations 
Committee to Eliminate Racial Discrimina- 
tion strongly criticized the Lao People’s 
Democratic Republic for failing to honor its 
obligations, expressed its grave concerns re- 
garding reports of human rights violations, 
including brutalities inflicted on the Hmong, 
and deplored the measures taken by the Lao 
authorities to prevent any reporting of the 
situation of the Hmong; 

Whereas in October 2003, Amnesty Inter- 
national issued a statement detailing its 
concern about the use of starvation by the 
Lao Government as a ‘‘weapon of war against 
civilians" in Laos and the deteriorating situ- 
ation facing thousands of family members of 
ethnic minority groups; 

Whereas the Department of State reported 
in its most recent Country Report on Human 
Rights Practices for Laos that the ‘‘Govern- 
ment’s human rights record remained poor," 
and highlighted press reports that one group 
of Hmong in Xaisomboun Special Zone, 
mostly women and children, was being sys- 
tematically hunted down and attacked by 
government air and ground forces and that it 
was at the point of starvation; 

Whereas international organizations, the 
Department of State, and Members of Con- 
gress have received reports of mistreatment 
over the past 6 months of Hmong in Laos 
emerging from remote areas of Laos, includ- 
ing the Xaisomboun Special Zone, the Luang 
Prabang-Xieng Khouang border area; 

Whereas the Lao Government has not al- 
lowed independent organizations to monitor 
the treatment of the Hmong emerging from 
remote areas of Laos; 
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Whereas in September 2004, Amnesty Inter- 
national issued a statement condemning re- 
cent reports that Lao soldiers murdered 5 
Hmong children, raping 4 girls, who were for- 
aging for food close to their camp, and called 
it a war crime; and 

Whereas the Lao People’s Democratic Re- 
public has failed to substantially improve 
the status of human rights for its citizens: 
Now therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) Condemns the consistent pattern of se- 
rious human rights abuses in the Lao Peo- 
ple’s Democratic Republic; 

(2) Urges the Government of Laos to in- 
crease international access to vulnerable 
populations and to respect the basic human 
rights of all Laotians, including ethnic and 
religious minorities; and 

(3) Hopes that the Lao government intensi- 
fies its efforts to make its economy and soci- 
ety more open and transparent in light of 
the congressional grant of normal trade rela- 
tions to the Lao People’s Democratic Repub- 
lic. 

Mr. COLEMAN. I thank the Chair. I 
yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. KOHL. Mr. President, this is an 
issue in which I, Senators FEINGOLD, 
COLEMAN, and many others have taken 
a deep interest. I believe this resolu- 
tion is an important statement. It 
makes very clear, when the Senate 
passes the miscellaneous tariff bill 
with Laos NTR, that we still condemn 
the consistent pattern of serious 
human rights abuses, and we will con- 
tinue to press forward for increased ac- 
cess for the Hmong and other ethnic 
minorities in remote areas of Laos. 

I thank the Chair. I yield the floor. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. President, I thank 
my colleagues Senator FEINGOLD and 
Senator COLEMAN for permitting me to 
have this time and also to commend 
them for their outstanding leadership 
regarding the violation of human 
rights in Laos. I join with them in op- 
posing the granting of permanent trade 
relations for that country due to the 
oppression of Hmong and other viola- 
tions of human rights in Laos. I strong- 
ly support, proudly, and am a cospon- 
sor of their resolution to express the 
strong opposition of the Senate to 
those continuing violations. 


——— —— Ó— — 


MISCELLANEOUS TRADE AND 
TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS ACT 
OF 2004—CONFERENCE REPORT— 
Continued 


Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, today I 
voted against invoking cloture and 
ending debate on the conference report 
accompanying the Miscellaneous Tariff 
Bill, H.R. 1047. Normally, this is a non- 
controversial bill passed by unanimous 
consent. However, this year’s bill is dif- 
ferent. While it contains many provi- 
sions that I support and have worked 
with other Senators to someday enact, 
it also includes a specific provision to 
repeal the Antidumping Act of 1916. 
This bill would repeal the 1916 Act in 
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response to an international ruling, 
which found that this U.S. trade law is 
W'TO-violative even though no court 
ruling under this U.S. law has resulted 
in any need for the United States to 
compensate any of America's trading 
partners. 

I disagree with repeal of the Anti- 
dumping Act of 1916, because I believe 
that this attempt by the W'TO to force 
the United States to abolish this trade 
law, legitimately enacted at the start 
of the prior century, is misguided and 
unfair. Our trade foes have little rea- 
son to criticize this trade law; few 
cases have been brought under its pro- 
visions, and even fewer have resulted in 
judgements against any foreign firm. 
The WTO's attempt to abolish this law 
is simply one of a long line of decisions 
by this international body meant to 
open U.S. markets to cheap, unfairly 
traded imports, and to undermine the 
ability of the United States Congress 
to exercise its sovereign right to regu- 
late domestic and foreign commerce. 

Repealing this U.S. trade law would 
Set a bad precedent and could only en- 
courage other nations to seek similar, 
ill-informed justice" at the WTO. 
That, in turn, will lead to disaster for 
the U.S. industrial base, where Amer- 
ican producers will assuredly suffer the 
ill-effects of increased, dumped im- 
ports, which will drive down the prices 
of American-made goods and put more 
and more American manufacturers out 
of work. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the conference re- 
port is adopted and the motion to re- 
consider is laid upon the table. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
COLEMAN). The Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business for 20 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EEE 
FAREWELL 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. President, I 
rise with some sadness on my last time 
to speak on the Senate floor. It is a 
very bittersweet occasion for me be- 
cause I have loved every minute of the 
last 6 years, and I will miss this body 
greatly. I am sure I will think about it 
every remaining day in my life hence 
forward. The past 6 years have been 
amongst the most thrilling in my life, 
and it has been a privilege and honor to 
serve here. 

I rise really to thank my colleagues 
for their kindness to me over the years 
and to thank my staff and my family 
and the entire Senate staff and every- 
one who is part of this institution for 
the wonderful 6 years I have had here. 

I was first elected to the Senate from 
Tllinois in 1998. I was sworn in in 1999, 
and almost immediately thereafter, 
the first Presidential impeachment 
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trial in 130 years began. For my first 35 
days, I think it was, or 38 days, on the 
Senate floor, I was immersed in the im- 
peachment trial of former President 
Clinton. Thereafter, we had times of 
war, war in Kosovo and Afghanistan 
and now Iraq. We had the events of 9/11. 
I have served in times of war and 
peace, in times of great prosperity, as 
well as in times of recession. I have 
seen a whole lot. 

What I will remember most probably 
is the wonderful people who are part of 
the Senate. When I entered the Senate 
in 1999, I came in as the youngest Mem- 
ber. I was 38 at the time. I am older 
now, obviously, and have probably less 
hair and more gray hair. The oldest 
Member of the Senate at that time was 
Strom Thurmond. He was 96 years of 
age. I will never forget Strom Thur- 
mond telling me, when he was 96, about 
how he used to work out 45 minutes 
every day, and I was thinking about 
whether I might be as active as Strom 
when I am 96, if I make it that long. 
Even at that age, I remember Strom 
giving me advice, telling me about how 
I could help the coal industry in south- 
ern Illinois. It was remarkable to meet 
someone like that. 

There are many who have retired. 
There are others like Strom who have 
passed away. There are some giants 
who are still with us, such as Senator 
ROBERT BYRD. One of my first memo- 
ries of meeting Senator BYRD is going 
in to talk to him after I first got elect- 
ed and asking him to sign for me a 
copy of his book on the history of the 
Roman Republic. Early on in my term 
in the Senate, I actually read Senator 
BYRD’s whole book on the history of 
the Roman Republic. I have to say it is 
a marvelous book, and any Member of 
the Senate who has not read that book 
should please go out and get it because 
it has bountiful lessons for every Mem- 
ber of the Senate. It traces the decline 
and fall of the Roman Republic. It 
traces the decline of the Republic to 
the Roman Senate giving up more and 
more of its powers to the Executive, fi- 
nally to the point where the Senate be- 
came meaningless and Rome was just 
governed by Caesers, dictators, and 
kings. It is an outstanding book. 

To meet the man who wrote this 
book and to realize that book was 
taken from a series of speeches that he 
delivered on the Senate floor, without 
notes, as to the hundreds of thousands 
of names and dates in that book, is 
truly astonishing. 

Senator BYRD has written a much 
larger four-volume history of the Sen- 
ate, which when I retire from this body 
I hope to have time to tackle. But just 
to think of someone who could be so 
productive not only in the Senate for 
so long but accomplish so much in 
other areas writing such scholarly 
books, I will miss people like Senator 
BYRD and Senator Thurmond and all 
the others, the leaders with whom I 
have had the privilege to serve. 
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Senator TRENT LOTT was the major- 
ity leader when I entered. For a period 
of time, TOM DASCHLE was the majority 
leader. Now Senator FRIST is the ma- 
jority leader, and soon Senator HARRY 
REID will be the minority leader. Each 
one of those individuals is remarkable, 
in my judgment. They have always 
been gentlemen of the highest order, 
and they work very hard. They are 
very good at what they do in rep- 
resenting their perspectives. They are 
good and honorable people whom our 
country is lucky to have. 

Our whips on the Republican side, 
DON NICKLES and MITCH MCCONNELL, 
DON NICKLES has done such a good job 
for the taxpayers of this country. It 
has been an absolute pleasure to watch 
him fighting excessive spending and 
confiscatory taxation. I have been 
pleased to join him over and over again 
to hold the line on spending and to 
vote against tax increases and for tax 
relief, something that I view as very 
important. 

I am retiring at the same time as 
Senator NICKLES. I will miss him great- 
ly as part of this body, but I hope to 
see him often in life outside of the Sen- 
ate. 

Other colleagues of mine are so im- 
portant to me for reasons one might 
not think of. I did not know what I 
might have in common with Senator 
BUNNING from Kentucky. He was elect- 
ed at the same time I was in 1998. Sen- 
ator BUNNING is always so kind in giv- 
ing me advice, as I advise my own son 
how to practice his pitching for his Lit- 
tle League games. 

The other night, I saw Senator 
BUNNING in his car, and I said: JIM, hav- 
ing been a Hall of Fame baseball pitch- 
er—where else can you get that kind of 
advice for your son’s pitching lessons— 
I am not going to be able to ask you for 
advice on how to coach my son on 
pitching. 

He said: You know what. You can 
still call me afterwards. I will always 
be there. 

It is comments like that and the 
friendships like that, where I have 
Spent so much time with the other 99 
Members of this body, so many late 
nights and long weekends and some- 
times retreats together, all of us really 
have become almost kind of like a fam- 
ily. It is much more family like than I 
think the media in America recognizes 
because so often the differences be- 
tween the parties or the personalities 
get emphasized by the media. But I will 
miss them all. 

JOHN MCCAIN, the chairman of the 
Senate Commerce Committee on which 
I have been privileged to serve the last 
4 of my 6 years, a man I admire great- 
ly. Most Americans know about his 
heroism as a prisoner of war during the 
Vietnam War, where he was in the 
Hanoi Hilton for 5 years and the enemy 
forces tortured him, crushed his bones 
and could never get him to buckle or 
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back down. Few men have the kind of 
courage that JOHN MCCAIN has. It is 
not just physical courage but the cour- 
age he has had to always fight for what 
he believes is right. Sometimes I have 
not agreed with him, but when he be- 
lieves he is right he is willing to stand 
up to some very powerful forces that 
often threaten him politically, but 
nothing scares this American hero, 
JOHN MCCAIN. I am so thankful to him 
for the opportunity he gave me to chair 
the Consumer Affairs Subcommittee on 
the Senate Commerce Committee 
where I have been able to work on child 
safety and booster seat safety and 
automobiles and also to play a very 
critical role in the corporate govern- 
ance hearings that we had a few years 
back first with Enron, Adelphia, 
WorldCom and those other corporate 
scandals. 

We have also worked on aviation and 
transportation, the Internet,  tele- 
communications. There is never a dull 
moment with Senator MCCAIN chairing 
the committee, and for the seven new 
Senators who are coming in who are 
thinking of what committees they 
might want to serve on, that is one I 
have always loved. With Senator 
MCCAIN, there is never a dull moment. 

SUSAN COLLINS, the chairman of the 
Senate Governmental Affairs Com- 
mittee—what a great American, what a 
hard-working American. We all saw 
that recently with her hard work on 
putting together the Intelligence bill 
under very difficult circumstances with 
a very short time to work. I thank her 
for giving me the opportunity to chair 
the Financial Management, the Budg- 
et, and International Security Sub- 
committee of the Governmental Affairs 
Committee, together with my friend 
and colleague DANNY AKAKA, from Ha- 
waii, who has been my ranking member 
on that subcommittee. DANNY is such a 
gentleman. I tell you, I am going to 
miss him personally, and I am also 
going to miss the macadamia nuts that 
he regularly sent over to me. But I 
may have time to visit him on a beach 
in Hawaii, now that I think about it. 
Maybe that is where I will see him and 
Senator INOUYE next. 

But Senator AKAKA and I were able 
to wake up what might normally be 
thought of as a very sleepy sub- 
committee of the Governmental Affairs 
Committee, where we dealt with im- 
proving accountability of Government 
financial reporting. We increased audit 
requirements on Federal agencies, we 
extended the Chief Financial Officers 
Act to the Homeland Security Depart- 
ment, and we put it in to apply to the 
new Intelligence Directorate. But, also, 
we have worked very hard in that sub- 
committee to spotlight some of the 
great challenges our country confronts. 

I think in that regard, with the staff 
on that committee on both sides of the 
aisle being so able, we have been able 
to put together some of the best hear- 
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ings the Senate has had on issues such 
as our defined benefit pension problem 
in this country. The Pension Benefit 
Guaranty Corporation has a massive 
deficit with no end to increasing defi- 
cits on the horizon. 

We have had hearings on the Govern- 
ment-sponsored entities such as Fannie 
Mae and Freddie Mac and the Home- 
owner Bank Boards and other entities 
that are privately owned but have Gov- 
ernment charters, and what risk they 
may or may not pose to the system. 

We had a series of hearings on huge 
funds and the problem of high fees. Mr. 
President, I was honored to have your 
cosponsorship on a landmark bill to re- 
form the mutual fund industry. While 
we were not successful in passing that 
legislation this year, the Securities 
and Exchange Commission has adopted 
many of the items in that bill, includ- 
ing requiring independent chairmen of 
the boards of mutual funds in America. 

Just this week we did a hearing on 
the problems that we have seen in the 
insurance brokerage industry in which 
we heard from experts on all sides and 
got Washington’s first perspective on 
the indictments that have come out of 
Attorney General Eliot Spitzer’s office 
in New York. We had a hearing on the 
issue of the expensing for stock option 
compensation, which has been so ac- 
tively debated amongst accountants in 
our country. 

Finally, the Accounting Financial 
Standards Board is going to require 
publicly traded corporations to expense 
stock option compensation on their 
earnings statements. 

On the Agriculture Committee, if I 
think of the word ‘‘gentleman,’’ I 
would think of Senator LUGAR, who 
was the chairman of the Agriculture 
Committee when I first came in, and 
Senator COCHRAN, from Mississippi, 
who is the current chairman of the Ag- 
riculture Committee. It is regretful I 
will not be here a second term because 
I now have enough seniority on the Ag- 
riculture Committee to chair it in the 
second term, believe it or not. 

But Senators LUGAR and COCHRAN 
have been a pleasure to work with. We 
passed a number of measures to make 
life better for our Nation’s farmers, 
some very simple but important allow- 
ing farmers to file all their USDA pa- 
perwork on the Internet. 

We improved child nutrition and 
passed legislation to make it easier for 
people who depend on Government as- 
sistance for their nutrition and food 
needs, that those people through the 
Food Stamp Program can now get their 
benefits across State lines—somebody 
who may live in St. Louis and goes 
back and forth to Illinois, or somebody 
living in northwest Indiana and goes 
back and forth to Chicago. 

Also, a very important industry in 
my State, Mr. President, and in your 
State as well, is the commodity futures 
industry. In Chicago, we have the 
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Board of Trade and the Chicago 
Merchantile Exchange. We also have 
the Chicago Board Options Exchange. I 
am told, directly and indirectly, in 
Chicago we employ some 200,000 people 
in the futures industry. 

The Agriculture Committee has 
given me the opportunity to work on 
the rewrite of our commodity trading 
laws. I was pleased to be an active par- 
ticipant in the Commodity Futures 
Modernization Act, where we first al- 
lowed the trading of futures on indi- 
vidual stocks in this country. That 
market is now developing. I hope to see 
it come back. 

I want to say some words of thanks 
to the senior Senator from Illinois, Mr. 
DICK DURBIN. He referred to us as the 
political odd couple—one conservative 
Republican, one liberal Democrat, from 
the land of Lincoln. 

More often than not, we probably dis- 
agreed from a policy perspective on 
some of the key issues confronting our 
Nation, but it never prevented us from 
working well together. In fact, we 
jointly held 163 breakfasts, constituent 
breakfasts together. Every Thursday 
morning at 8:30 when the Senate was in 
session, Senator DURBIN and I would 
host a breakfast, allow constituents 
who were visiting Washington from П- 
linois to ask us any question that was 
on their mind, whether it was political 
or policy related, and we paid for the 
breakfast. My understanding is, there 
are not many other examples of bipar- 
tisan breakfasts where you have one 
Republican and one Democrat who 
have such a weekly gathering for their 
constituents. 

We worked well together on the se- 
lection of judges. We almost never had 
an open vacancy that we couldn’t re- 
solve on the district courts in the 
northern, central, or southern Illinois 
districts. 

Senator DURBIN was terrific in sup- 
porting me in my effort to clean up 
corruption in Illinois. One of the most 
important things I did in that regard 
was to bring in independent U.S. attor- 
neys to the State of Illinois who were 
not beholden to the political class in 
the State. That was something new. 
When I went to appoint U.S. attorneys, 
I found everybody and their brother, 
particularly all the local politicians on 
both sides of the aisle, trying to influ- 
ence the selection of my U.S. attorney. 

I didn’t want to lay awake at night 
wondering who was trying to influence 
my U.S. attorney, either to go after 
someone unjustly or to protect some- 
one wrongly from prosecution. I, ulti- 
mately, decided for that reason to do a 
nationwide search for our U.S. attor- 
neys, which yielded, I think, amongst 
the best U.S. attorneys anywhere in 
the country: Patrick Fitzgerald in the 
Northern District of Illinois, Jan Paul 
Miller in the Central District of Illi- 
nois, and Ron Tempas, in the Southern 
District of Illinois. They are doing a 
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tremendous job and no one is asking 
whether they are influenced politically 
or what their motivation would be. I 
thank Senator DURBIN for supporting 
that effort to bring independent U.S. 
attorneys to Illinois. 

Senator DURBIN is a man whose stam- 
ina, hard work, and intelligence I 
greatly admire. He is very devoted and 
hard working. He travels back to his 
hometown of Springfield every week- 
end. That is à harder commute than 
my commute. I travel back to Pala- 
tine, IL, which is only about 12 miles 
northwest of O'Hare. So I had a fairly 
easy commute; I just had an hour and 
a half plane flight and then a short 
drive and I was at my house. But Sen- 
ator DURBIN would go back to O'Hare 
every weekend and then catch another 
flight down to Springfield and he does 
that every weekend. He is constantly 
back in the State of Illinois. 

Ithink we worked well on just about 
everything, except aviation. We had a 
disagreement over O'Hare Airport. I 
think I am right. He thinks he is right. 
But aside from that difference of opin- 
ion, it has been a pleasure to work with 
him. 

I am sure Senator DURBIN will be an 
effective spokesman for his side of the 
aisle as the whip for the incoming 
Democratic caucus in the 109th Con- 
gress. I do not necessarily wish Senator 
DURBIN success in that role, but I do 
wish him well. 

Barack Obama, my successor, I wish 
him well. It was a privilege to have 
lunch with him yesterday in the Sen- 
ate dining room. I served with Barack 
Obama in the State senate for 2 years. 
He was coming in, in the legislature in 
Springfield, in my last 2 years of serv- 
ice there. He is an uncommonly bright 
and talented young man. He is 1 year 
younger than I. He is the first African- 
American president of the Harvard Law 
School. He is almost unequaled in his 
potential and promise. I am confident 
he will be a credit to the State of Illi- 
nois. I think he may surprise the polit- 
ical pundits by voting, crossing party 
lines at times that you don't expect 
him to. It may be a challenge for him 
with Senator DURBIN as his whip. But I 
see Barack Obama as possibly being a 
fairly moderate voice, more moderate 
than many people suspect. 

To my staff, many of whom are gath- 
ered in the Senate Chamber, I could 
not have been blessed with a more won- 
derful staff to have gotten me through 
the last 6 years. I first need to start by 
thanking former Senator Bob Dole and 
the current Senator ELIZABETH DOLE 
for recommending to me the man who 
is my chief of staff, Gregory Gross. 
Greg worked for Senator Bob Dole 
when he was the leader in the Senate 
and during his Presidential campaign 
in 1996. He worked for Mrs. DOLE when 
she was at the American Red Cross. He 
is extremely bright, as Bob Dole told 
me when I first called for a reference 
on Greg Gross. 
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Bob Dole said to me: Greg is what 
you call a genius. And I thought, that 
is the kind of person I want, a genius 
on my staff. But he is more than just a 
brilliant and talented and knowledge- 
able chief of staff. 

He is also incredibly devoted and in- 
credibly loyal, and I thank him for 
that. 

For the first 3 years, my chief of staff 
was Richard Hertling. He is now at the 
Justice Department. Richard did an 
outstanding job in getting us up and 
running. It is very hard when a new 
Senator is coming in and assembling a 
new staff, as some of the new Senators 
are finding out. 

I have been blessed to have had an 
outstanding legislative director, Terry 
Van Doren from Macoupin County, IL, 
whose father owns a cattle operation in 
Macoupin County. Terry started out 
doing agriculture policy for me. Terry 
was just what the doctor ordered. He 
had straight A’s from the University of 
Illinois in agriculture sciences. Then 
he got a master’s in agriculture policy 
from Colorado State University. He 
had a 4.0 there. I was called by the dean 
of the University of Illinois Agri- 
culture School. He told me what an 
outstanding young man Terry is. Terry 
has been instrumental in agricultural 
policy. He has been my legislative di- 
rector. 

Before him, Joe Watson was my leg- 
islative director, a brilliant young Har- 
vard Law School graduate whom I 
pocketed out of the Sutter and Hopkins 
law firm. He is now at the Commerce 
Department serving under Secretary 
Evans. 

My office manager, Sherri Hupart, 
has done such an outstanding job; al- 
ways pleasant and kind and willing to 
help, and calm under pressure. 

Her predecessor, Tina Tyrer, came to 
me from Senator Fred Thompson's of- 
fice. She had some 20 years of experi- 
ence in Washington running Senate of- 
fices. 

My Chicago chief of staff, Maggie 
Hickey, is a one-woman army, entirely 
devoted, very hard working. I want to 
thank her. 

My staff director for my Financial 
Management and Budget and Inter- 
national Security Subcommittee, Mike 
Russell, and the team he has put to- 
gether, which I think enabled us to do 
the best hearings on some of the key 
issues confronting our financial mar- 
kets in this country, I can't thank 
them enough. 

Ithank my schedulers and executive 
assistants, Lanae Denney, Julie Cate, 
Julie Crisolano, and Doris Gummino. 
Scheduler has to be the toughest job on 
Capitol Hill because you know how 
busy Senators’ schedules get and how 
it is for them to hear when a Senator is 
tired, or frustrated, or thinks he is 
overscheduled. Senators hear about it. 
There is no question about that. I 
thank my schedulers for being there, 
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staying here working late into the 
evening. They have to be here even 
when the rest of the staff has gone 
home. 

My campaign manager and first com- 
munications director, Mike Cys, is now 
in the private sector. He is brilliant 
and energetic and enthusiastic. I thank 
him for all his support. 

I thank my communications, legisla- 
tive assistants, legislative correspond- 
ents, receptionists, front office and 
back office, duty entry personnel, the 
interns, the kids we have had serve 
over the years. 

My staff handled 6,000 to 10,000 letters 
a week for the past 6 years. The first 
year we came in, we were getting some 
22,000 e-mails a day on the impeach- 
ment. My State office has handled over 
22,000 individual constituent cases. 
They conducted traveling office hours 
all over the State, 1,574 traveling office 
hours in 675 towns. My State staff met 
individually with 831 mayors and vil- 
lage clerks telling them how to apply 
for Federal grants for sewer and water. 

I thank the staff on the floor of the 
Senate: Dave Schiappa, the floor staff; 
Myron Fleming, the chief doorkeeper, 
the cloakroom staff, the Parliamentar- 
ians, leadership and Sergeant at Arms 
staff, and the pages who come and go 
every semester. I always look at them. 
They have to get up at 5 in the morn- 
ing to do school work before they can 
come here. But they work so hard. I 
hope their experience has been as won- 
derful as we want it to be for them. 

And, finally, I would be remiss if I 
didn’t thank the most important peo- 
ple in my life, my family, my mother 
and father, who always supported me 
through my 12 years in public service, 
but through all the years of my life. It 
was always clear they would have been 
there to lay their lives down for their 
son. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, if the 
Senator will yield, I would like to 
thank him for his kind words and wish 
him very well. We have served together 
for 6 years. Every Thursday morning 
when we were in session we had free 
coffee and doughnuts, a tradition that 
was started by Senator Paul Simon. I 
believe we were the only two Senators, 
being Democrat and Republican Sen- 
ators, offering this opportunity for the 
visitors who come to Washington to 
ask a few questions and take a few pho- 
tographs. But it worked very well. It 
became a very interesting experience 
for Illinoisans and others coming to 
Washington. We did it many times. It 
reached the point where I would give 
his answers to the questions and he 
would give my answers to the ques- 
tions. We distinguished ourselves as 
being the only two Senators offering 
free coffee and doughnuts, which may 
account for the crowds that showed. 
But we did that for 6 years. We have 
worked closely together and effectively 
and successfully together on the ap- 
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pointment of judges, U.S. attorneys, 
and many projects that were local to 
Tllinois. We disagreed on some issues 
but managed to maintain our friend- 
ship and warm relationship through- 
out. 

Senator FITZGERALD announced his 
retirement for the right reasons. He 
said he wanted to spend more time 
with his family. That is something 
which we all admire very much. 

I have enjoyed serving with Senator 
FITZGERALD, and I wish him the very 
best, whatever the next venture might 
be, and I hope we will continue to work 
together. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. President, I 
thank Senator DURBIN for the kind 
words. I hope to come back to his 
breakfasts and get some of those free 
doughnuts myself. I might not have to 
pay for them. But I will miss it. 

I thank Senator DURBIN. 

Finally, I thank my brothers and sis- 
ters, Gerry, my older brother, Jim, 
Tom, my sister Julie. A lot of people in 
public office worry that their siblings 
might embarrass them. I have never 
had to worry because they are wonder- 
ful, upstanding people, all of whom I 
think are probably worried about what 
I might do that they might worry 
about. They are wonderful people. 

I thank my wife Nina. We met to- 
gether in D.C. when we were interns 
back when we were 19 years old, and 
after college and law school we got 
married. I moved her, plucked her from 
her home State of Colorado. She came 
to Illinois. I want to thank her for her 
steadfast support through all my years 
in public office. 

Finally, last but not least, I thank 
my 12-year-old son Jake. Jake missed 
his father at baseball and basketball 
games. I have been in public office for 
his entire 12 years. Iam going to make 
it up to Jake now. I am pleased that he 
is doing so well as a baseball pitcher. I 
thank JIM BUNNING and others for their 
advice. 

And finally, the people of Illinois 
from one end of the State to the other, 
to the south, from Rockport to Free- 
port in the north, thank you for your 
kindness to me. I have loved every 
minute of it. You gave me your trust, 
and I worked hard every day to keep it 
safe. 

Thank you all. God bless. I will miss 
you all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Democratic leader. 

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, like 
the distinguished Senator from Illinois, 
I take a couple of minutes this after- 
noon to come to the floor to express in 
the most heartfelt way, as he just has, 
my profound thanks for the oppor- 
tunity I have had to serve in the Sen- 
ate. 

I congratulate him on his successful 
career and wish him well in all of his 
endeavors. 

I would like to begin where he 
ended—by thanking my family: my 
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wife Linda, my mother, my daughter 
Kelly, Eric, our son Nathan, and Jill, 
and our daughter Lindsey. 

I thank my staff. I actually believe— 
and I am sure each of our colleagues 
shares this view—that I have the finest 
staff the Senate has ever assembled. 
They have served me, they have served 
this institution, they have served the 
people of my State, and they have 
served this country with remarkable 
professionalism, dedication, loyalty, 
patriotism, and commitment in ways 
that nobody could possibly register. 

I thank the people of South Dakota, 
most importantly, for the opportuni- 
ties they have given me to live my pas- 
sion for these past 26 years. No Senator 
has ever been more grateful, more for- 
tunate than I. 

I thank my colleagues for their 
friendship and their loyalty, their sup- 
port, and the remarkable strength they 
have given me each and every day. 

I congratulate the man on my left, 
HARRY REID. No Senate leader has ever 
had the good fortune I have had to 
have an assistant like the man from 
Searchlight. He is a profoundly decent 
man who loves his State, this institu- 
tion, and his country. If friends are rel- 
atives that you make for yourself, then 
he is my brother. 

I thank DICK DURBIN and congratu- 
late him and DEBBIE STABENOW and 
BYRON DORGAN and HILLARY CLINTON 
for their willingness to take on the 
leadership roles in the 109th Congress. I 
will say that this Senate and the cau- 
cus could not be served better. 

І congratulate especially CHUCK 
SCHUMER for taking on what may be 
one of the most challenging of all lead- 
ership positions. I know that he will 
serve us well. 

I can remember so vividly 10 years 
ago when I was elected by one vote. I 
came to the Senate very nervous and 
filled with trepidation, but I recognized 
that we had a job to do. I wanted to use 
the power I had been given wisely, rec- 
ognizing that it was entrusted to me so 
we might make the lives of all people 
better. 

Shortly after I was elected leader, I 
was asked to come to dinner with a 
good friend of mine, a man in his 
eighties, whose name was Reiners, 
from Worthing, South Dakota. Dick 
was a farmer, had been one of my 
strongest supporters, most loyal and 
dedicated friends, one of those people 
we can all identify with. He asked me 
to come to dinner that night and I 
went out to his farmhouse. We had din- 
ner. I asked him for advice. He paused 
and he looked at me and he said, 
“There are two things I will hope for 
you. One is that you never forget where 
you came from. Come home. Remember 
us." 

And then he pointed to some pictures 
on the wall that I recognized very read- 
ily. They were pictures of his grand- 
children. He said, ‘‘You have held each 
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one of those grandkids, as have I. Give 
them hope. Every day you walk onto 
the Senate floor, give them hope.”’ 

We hugged each other and I left. 
Later on that night, I got a call in the 
middle of the night that Dick Reiners 
had passed away. I never, ever, have 
been given better advice in all the 
years before or since and I remember it 
now. 

We come to this body with great 
goals, and our challenge is to stay fo- 
cused on those goals, to never lose 
sight of them in the daily challenges 
and the battles we take on as we come 
to these desks. 

Two touchstones, in particular, have 
helped me remember my goals. 

The first touchstone is this desk, the 
leader’s desk. You pull open this draw- 
er and you see the names of all the 
leaders carved in it. It is a constant re- 
minder that we are part of a con- 
tinuum, a continuum that makes us 
the heirs and the guardians of a mir- 
acle. That miracle is democracy—a 
government founded on the ideal of 
freedom. 

We have sworn to protect that ideal. 
We have a challenge, as we sit at these 
desks, to do what soldiers have done 
for 200 years. We either have to fight 
for this freedom or work at it. In more 
than 30 wars, 1 million men and women 
have given their lives for that freedom, 
and our job is to work at it as if we 
have given our lives, too—every day. 
We have to protect and defend that 
freedom and we must pass it on to fu- 
ture generations undiminished. 

My second touchstone is a practice I 
acquired many years ago, making it a 
habit to get into my car and drive 
without a schedule to all the counties 
of South Dakota. There are 66 of them. 
I do it to be energized, to refresh, to 
touch the land, to watch the sunsets 
and the sunrises, the majestic beauty 
of my State. But more than anything 
else I do it to be inspired, and to re- 
member how what we do here touches 
the lives of those I represent. 

It is an amazing feeling to drive from 
one county to the other and to see the 
results of our work in this body. I am 
honored and very grateful that there is 
not one county in the State of South 
Dakota that has not been touched by 
our work and our efforts these years I 
have been here, touched in ways large 
and small. 

We now are ап energy-producing 
State, which means a lot to me. People 
said that would never be possible. We 
have little oil, very little natural gas, 
no coal—but we now produce 400,000 
gallons of fuel a year that otherwise 
might be imported. We passed farm leg- 
islation that is truly giving our farm- 
ers and ranchers hope for a better fu- 
ture. 

My State suffers from poorly distrib- 
uted water. Our challenge has always 
been to find a way to take the good 
water and get it to those locations 
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where they have none. One of the most 
emotional experiences I have ever had 
was to watch a family turn on a tap for 
the first time and cry and embrace 
each other and pass around a glass and 
look at it and say ‘‘thank you." 

I am honored to have been a part of 
creating a new future for Indian stu- 
dents who had long ago given up any 
hope of graduating in a traditional 
way, but who now can walk through 
the doors of tribal colleges with a true 
sense of fulfillment and optimism that 
they only dreamed of just a few years 
ago. 

The joy of walking into a town and 
talking to people and being embraced 
by total strangers who tell you that 
saved their lives because of something 
your staff did, recognizing that if it 
had not been for you, perhaps there 
would be no life to save. What an 
honor. What a sense of gratitude. 

As leader, I have been privileged to 
meet some of the greatest leaders of 
our time. I believe that Nelson 
Mandela would probably rank in a class 
by himself. Vaclav Havel, Lech Walesa, 
Mother Teresa, Rosa Parks, Presidents 
and kings: I have been inspired by 
them—but not as inspired as I have 
been by people who are not well known: 

Carolyn Downs, who runs the Ban- 
quet in Sioux Falls, SD, touching lives 
every day and giving them hope. 

Louie and Melvina Winters on the 
Pine Ridge Reservation, who had abso- 
lutely nothing to their name and took 
a burned out trailer house, rebuilt it, 
and have literally saved the lives of 
hundreds, if not thousands, of children 
who had no other place to go, whom 
they found on their doorstep when the 
word got out that somehow they were 
the ones to whom children could turn. 

Chick Big Crow, who witnessed the 
death of her daughter, only to make 
the lives of young people on Pine Ridge 
richer with her steadfast determina- 
tion to build a Boys and Girls Club. 

And there are those like Elaine, who 
gets up at 4:30 in the morning to go to 
work. She’s 77 years old, with $900 a 
month in Social Security and $900 a 
month in drug bills. She works at 
McDonald’s to be able to pay for the 
rest of her living expenses, and says 
she is proud to do so. 

And Mary Ann, who works three jobs, 
has a blood disease and no health in- 
surance. She says: ‘І want you to know 
something, Senator DASCHLE. I’m going 
to make it. I’m going to make it, but I 
would like a little help along the way, 
if you can find a way to remember 
те.” 

They аге the heart and soul of Amer- 
ica, and they need us now maybe more 
than ever before. 

We are each given a number when we 
come to the Senate. I think it is a won- 
derful tradition. And I have always 
been so proud of my number. My num- 
ber is 1776, the year of our Revolution. 

I think of that number not just be- 
cause of its unique nature, but it re- 
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minds me every day that we are still 
part of an American revolution. 

As a nation, we are making monu- 
mental decisions about what kind of 
country this will be. 

Will we use our powerful might as a 
force just for vengeance and protection 
against those who would destroy us, or 
will we use it for progress the world 
around? 

Will we recognize that power is not 
just our arms, but our wisdom, our 
compassion, our tolerance, our willing- 
ness to cooperate not just with our- 
selves but with the whole world? 

Will we honor the uniquely American 
ideal that we are responsible for pass- 
ing onto our children a future that is 
better, or will we forfeit the promise of 
the future for the reward of the mo- 
ment? 

These are questions that we will con- 
tinue to face. 

Several months ago, I came to the 
floor and gave a speech at this desk ex- 
pressing the hope that regardless of 
how the election turned out, we could 
continue mightily to search for the 
politics of common ground. 

I am proud of those times in this 
body when we showed our very best. 

I am proud of that moment on the 
Capitol steps when we joined hands and 
sang. 

I am proud of the effort we made 
after 9/11 to come together to pass leg- 
islation that our country so des- 
perately needed, not just for what it 
said, but for the message it sent. 

I am proud of that moment, on Octo- 
ber 15, when we were the target of the 
greatest biological attack in our Na- 
tion’s history and again we came to- 
gether. 

I am proud of those moments when 
we found common ground on campaign 
finance reform and the farm bill and 
Patients’ Bill of Rights, highways, 
measures that in some cases have not 
yet become law but demonstrated that 
here, collectively, with common will, 
there is common good. 

I know we can continue to find com- 
mon ground because we have found it 
in the past, as those instances have 
demonstrated. 

If I could leave this body with one 
wish, it would be that we never give up 
that search for common ground. 

The politics of common ground will 
not be found on the far right or on the 
far left. That is not where most Ameri- 
cans live. We will only find it in the 
firm middle ground of common sense 
and shared values. 

Ten years ago, my wise friend point- 
ed to his grandchildren and asked me 
to give them hope. Linda and I now 
have two beautiful grandchildren. I im- 
plore my colleagues to give my grand- 
children, Henry and Ava, hope; give all 
the children and grandchildren of this 
Nation hope. 

Let us treasure and protect the great 
freedoms that we have inherited, and 
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let us always promise and commit that 
we will pass them on undiminished. 

I said a moment ago that one of my 
touchstones is my unscheduled driving. 
I make notes constantly on these trips. 
A couple of days ago I was telling my 
colleagues about how I had been look- 
ing through the notes of a trip I made 
a few years back. I noted I had met 
with some tribal leaders, and met with 
a businessman who was trying to find a 
way to provide childcare for his family 
as well as his employees. I met a couple 
who wanted to tour the White House. 
At the end of all my notes, I made the 
comment: ‘Everything was worth 
doing." 

The same could be said for my serv- 
ice here. It has had its challenges, its 
triumphs, its disappointments, but ev- 
erything was worth doing. And I am 
grateful for every moment. 

Ilove history, and there is wonderful 
history about the relationship between 
John Adams and Thomas Jefferson. 
They were rivals, but they respected 
each other. And that respect grew as 
they left office and began correspond- 
ence that today is some of our most 
treasured writing. 

In one letter to John Adams, Thomas 
Jefferson wrote, “I like the dream of 
the future better than I like the his- 
tory of the past." So it is with me. I 
have loved these years in the Senate, 
but I like the dream of the future. 

It is with heartfelt gratitude to the 
people of South Dakota, with great re- 
spect and admiration for my col- 
leagues, and with love for this institu- 
tion and the power it has to make this 
Nation even greater that I say farewell 
and look to the future with great opti- 
mism, with hope and anticipation. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Democratic whip is recognized. 


EE 


RECESS SUBJECT TO THE CALL OF 
THE CHAIR 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the Senate stand in 
recess subject to the call of the Chair. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 5:10 p.m., recessed subject to the call 
of the Chair and reassembled at 5:16 
p.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma- 
jority leader is recognized. 


EE 


TRIBUTES TO RETIRING 
SENATORS 


TOM DASCHLE 

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, what we 
just heard on the floor of the Senate 
captures the essence of this remark- 
able, remarkable body, the leadership, 
which dictates the character, which 
dictates the fabric of the body that all 
of us have the real privilege of partici- 
pating in. 

I know several Members want to 
speak, so I will be very brief. I take a 
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moment to pay tribute to a truly ex- 
ceptional leader with whom I have had 
the honor to serve alongside, and whom 
I have had the opportunity to serve 
with over the last year. We first began 
working together 2 years ago, when I 
suddenly became majority leader of the 
Senate. Oftentimes, we have been on 
the opposite side of issues. But I want 
to say how much I deeply respect his 
abilities and his judgment as a Sen- 
ator, as Democratic leader, and as a 
person. 

This environment is fiercely com- 
petitive, and as leaders, both he and I 
are thrust into that competitive envi- 
ronment. Yet Senator DASCHLE has al- 
ways, always, without exception, han- 
dled each and every situation in that 
competition with class and with hon- 
esty, with integrity, with forthright- 
ness, and with true grace. 

Clearly, I have had the opportunity 
to learn from him much more than I 
could have ever possibly given him in 
any way. I was the beneficiary of that 
each and every day. From that very 
first day that I became majority lead- 
er, he has treated me in that position 
with respect and with that very same 
grace. For that, I will forever be grate- 
ful. 

I wanted to pay tribute to Senator 
DASCHLE and close with one reference. 
The great Daniel Webster once re- 
marked that the Senate is a commu- 
nity of equals, of men of individual 
honor and personal character. Indeed, 
Senator TOM DASCHLE is no exception. 
He is the epitome of that and a great 
credit to this venerable institution. On 
behalf of all of our colleagues, I wish 
all the best for ToM and Linda and 
their entire family in the years ahead. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma- 
jority whip is recognized. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, all 
of us in the Senate have just had an op- 
portunity to hear an extraordinary 
speech by the outgoing Democratic 
leader. We are indeed in a very tough 
and competitive business. On the other 
hand, when we enter this Chamber, we 
take on public responsibility and have 
the obligation to deal with each other 
in a civil and forthright manner. I 
think Senator DASCHLE has always met 
that standard. We all admire his work 
here. He is one of the longest serving 
leaders in the history of the Senate. We 
wish him well in the coming years. He 
can look back on his extraordinary ca- 
reer here with great pride. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Illinois. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, you can 
learn a lot about a person by the way 
he handles winning, and you can learn 
even more about someone by the way 
he handles and accepts defeat. Том 
DASCHLE does not know that I know 
this, but I saw an e-mail he sent re- 
cently to someone on his staff. 

TOM DASCHLE was concerned about a 
man with whom he talked one day late 
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in the campaign when he was calling 
undecided voters in his home State of 
South Dakota. The man was not rich or 
powerful. He was just an average South 
Dakota citizen. 

This man used to work for the Gov- 
ernment. He received many awards at 
his work. This is what ToM DASCHLE 
wrote in that e-mail: 

One day, the man started to suffer extreme 
stress and even depression. The psychiatrist 
told him he had to retire from his work... 
under a medical discharge. Afterwards, (the 
government) denied him a medical retire- 
ment. They said it can only be for physical 
reasons. 

He was denied medical access and retire- 
ment pay. He has since also had a heart at- 
tack. He asked me for help in getting a med- 
ical retirement. I told him we would be 
happy to try and would follow up. 

ToM DASCHLE in his e-mail went on 
to say: 

Could you have someone contact him and 
look into this? It just doesn't seem right. 

The date on that e-mail was Novem- 
ber 8, 6 days after the election, 6 days 
after what had to be one of the most 
heartbreaking losses in his life. 

The reason TOM DASCHLE got into 
politics in the first place, the reason he 
ran for leadership positions in the Sen- 
ate, and the reason he worked his heart 
out for this job was never to get rich or 
to get attention. He tried to bring 
power to help the powerless, the aver- 
age person, the people to whom life had 
given some unfair breaks. 

Even now, until the minute he has to 
relinquish his power, TOM DASCHLE is 
using his power to help people who still 
look to him as their last best hope. 

Golda Meir once famously told a po- 
litical rival: 

Don't be humble. You're not that great. 


But ToM DASCHLE is great enough 
and good enough to be truly humble. 
He will never talk about all the people 
he helped, all the people to whom he 
has given hope, but I can tell you there 
are people all across South Dakota and 
allacross America whose lives are bet- 
ter because ToM DASCHLE was in the 
Senate. 

“Tt just doesn't seem right’’—that is 
what ToM DASCHLE wrote in that e- 
mail, and it just doesn’t seem right 
that we are going to have a Senate 
without Том DASCHLE to keep fighting 
for what is all good and decent about 
America. 

My consolation is that I know Tom 
and Linda and their family will find 
another noble way to continue serving 
this Nation, defending the values we 
cherish and making life better for peo- 
ple who need a champion. 

Someone noted that this is a cruel 
business, and it is. There are three 
ways to leave the Senate. Two of them 
are not very good. In this situation, we 
have seen a man who has given 26 years 
of his personal life to South Dakota 
and to the Nation, and he made a deci- 
sion a year ago to retire. In the past 
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year, I am sure there would have been 
a succession of tributes, dinners, 
Schools, and highways and bridges 
being named after him and maybe stat- 
ues and plaques commissioned. But in- 
Stead, he stood for election. He had the 
courage to stand again. Although he 
did not succeed, I hope the people of 
South Dakota realize that he was a 
man who loved them throughout his 
political life and those of us who were 
honored to call him a friend and a col- 
league love him and will miss him. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Maryland. 

Mr. SARBANES. Mr. President, when 
the 109th Congress convenes this com- 
ing January, the Senate will be a poor- 
er place for not having TOM DASCHLE 
among its Members. 

By nature, TOM DASCHLE is a South 
Dakotan to the core, born and raised 
and regularly returning to his home- 
town of Aberdeen, with a population 
today of not quite 25,000. He was the 
eldest of four children in a family who 
knew the meaning of hard work and 
family. He went to college, the first in 
his family to do so, at South Dakota 
State University, some 150 miles from 
his home. When his colleagues elected 
him Democratic leader, TOM DASCHLE 
asked an old friend back in South Da- 
kota, as he told us on the floor only a 
few moments ago, for advice, and was 
promptly told: Never forget where you 
came from. 

That was something TOM DASCHLE 
knew without being told. If he had set 
out to forget where he came from, he 
could not have done it. The unsched- 
uled driving tour that he made every 
year around South Dakota was a kind 
of pilgrimage. It did not create his 
close ties to South Dakota and its peo- 
ple; rather, it reflected them. As an 
editorial published on November 6 in 
Tom’s hometown newspaper, the Aber- 
deen American news, noted, ‘‘Personal 
stories abound of how DASCHLE and his 
staff have been able to get things done 
for the average South Dakotan.” 

The editorial concluded with a trib- 
ute worth quoting: 

On behalf of all the thousands of people 
you have helped, we would like to offer you 
our deep gratitude and respect. With quiet 
dignity, you fought for the State that raised 
you and which still so obviously holds a spe- 
cial place in your heart. Thanks, Том, and 
good luck. 

If by nature Tom is a South Dakotan, 
by choice he is a public servant. After 
receiving his college degree in 1969, he 
served 3 years in the Air Force Stra- 
tegic Air Command, one of the rel- 
atively small number of Members now 
serving in the Congress who served in 
the military in that period. And he has 
remained a forceful advocate for vet- 
erans throughout all his years in public 
office. 

He entered the House of Representa- 
tives after a vote so close that it took 
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a recount almost a full year, and ToM 
became known as ‘‘landslide’’ DASCHLE. 

Following his service in the House in 
1986, he was elected to the Senate. In 
his 18 years in this body, Tom’s agenda 
for action on behalf of the people of 
South Dakota has focused on health 
care, education, the outdoors, security 
and safety, economic opportunity, and 
rural life. Any State would be doubly 
fortunate to have an agenda and an ad- 
vocate as dedicated and skillful as Том 
DASCHLE. 

By temperament, TOM DASCHLE is a 
Democrat in the fundamental meaning 
of that word—respectful of others, a 
scrupulous listener, seeking consensus 
in the middle ground on complex and 
controversial issues. 

Time magazine has accurately de- 
scribed his instinct for courtesy, rep- 
utation for humility, a willingness to 
compromise, and a sense of Midwestern 
civility. 

ToM DASCHLE’s steadiness and rea- 
sonableness made him especially well- 
suited to assume the responsibilities of 
majority leader in that painful period 
when the country was dealt successive 
hammerblows by a recession, the crisis 
in the capital markets, and, above all, 
the tragic attacks of 9/11 and their 
aftermath. 

While others shouted at fever pitch, 
TOM DASCHLE never raised his voice be- 
cause it is not in his temperament to 
do so. His calm manner was profoundly 
reassuring to worried Americans, as 
was the strength of his resolve. 

In the end, it is TOM DASCHLE’s own 
words that tell us all we need to know 
about him. 

They explain why he is so respected 
around his State and here in the Sen- 
ate. His November 3 statement to the 
people of South Dakota who support 
and love him speaks again and again of 
gratitude—gratitude for the  oppor- 
tunity to serve, gratitude to his fam- 
ily, gratitude to his devoted staff, grat- 
itude to the State that is his extended 
family. It speaks of belief-in our peo- 
ple, in the future, in what can be ac- 
complished by people working to- 
gether. It speaks of work—of work yet 
to be done. And it speaks of hope. 

On November 3, TOM compared the 
sunset over the mall with the sunrise 
over Mount Rushmore and concluded, 
“Having seen sunsets and sunrises, I 
like sunrises better." 

There is no question of ToMw's public 
service having ended; the only question 
is the direction it will now take. TOM 
DASCHLE has honored Teddy  Roo- 
sevelt’s dictum that ‘‘Far and away the 
best prize that life offers is the chance 
to work hard at work worth doing." 

It has been my privilege to work with 
So dedicated and honorable a public 
servant, a dear friend. I like to think 
that our work together on behalf of the 
people of this great country will con- 
tinue as we move on into the future. 

I yield the floor. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, I wish 
to join my colleagues in compli- 
menting Senator DASCHLE for his years 
of service. I did not really know ТОМ 
DASCHLE when he served in the House. 
I have had the pleasure of serving with 
him for the last 18 years in the Senate. 
Many of those we were both in leader- 
ship, and I will just say our relation- 
ship has always been very good. 

Having the pleasure of working with 
TOM DASCHLE and HARRY REID, both for 
whom I have great respect, many times 
we were political adversaries, but we 
were always friends. We never had a 
heated exchange, maybe elevated on 
occasion, but we always were friends 
and we could always shake hands at 
the time we might have somewhat of a 
heated discussion. We would always re- 
main friends, and he continues to be 
my friend to this day. 

I compliment him for his many years 
of public service to his State of South 
Dakota, for his service in the House of 
Representatives, his service to the Sen- 
ate, and his service as the Democrat 
leader. He is a very competent indi- 
vidual, speaker, and representative of 
his viewpoint, and he happens to be my 
friend. I wish Том DASCHLE and his 
wife Linda all the best for the future. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from California. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 
am going to be very brief. For many of 
us who knew TOM DASCHLE and know 
ToM DASCHLE, we never thought this 
day would come. We never thought 
Tom would really be defeated in an 
election. I thought a lot about that. 
Why? I mean, this man is such a good 
man. He is such a good friend. He is a 
good leader. I do not know anyone who 
cares more about their State and who 
has worked harder. 

He talked about the State’s energy 
sufficiency, and it was TOM DASCHLE’s 
Sheer will of support to develop an eth- 
anol industry for the State. I know be- 
cause I tangled with him year after 
year because from a California perspec- 
tive this was not such a good idea; 
from a South Dakota perspective, it 
was. For Tom, his State always came 
first. 

I thought he was unbeatable. He is 
for the little people. I remember being 
in the State. I remember hearing him 
talk about the Pine Ridge Indian Res- 
ervation and the state of the people in 
Pine Ridge and how deeply he felt. 
When he feels very deeply, his voice 
gets that quaver and it drops low. 

This is a very hard day for many of 
us. As I went down the aisle to embrace 
Tom, two people said this really is a 
tough business. And, in fact, it is a 
tough business. 

I also want to say that Том DASCHLE 
was a great leader for our caucus. 
Many of us on many days watched him 
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convince, cajole, push, and bring us to- 
gether when we had to be together. We 
watched him on the Senate floor in the 
middle of the night, early in the morn- 
ing, late in the day, always gracious, 
always patient, always articulate. We 
never had to worry about TOM 
DASCHLE’s integrity or his credibility. 

I still wonder, how could he be beat? 
This is such a good man, such a good 
leader, such a good State representa- 
tive. For me and my husband he was a 
personal friend. When Dick was in 
Washington, early in the morning he 
would run with Tom and they would 
talk about all kinds of things. The run 
was always a good one and my husband 
would come home and always say what 
a great guy TOM DASCHLE is. 

I think for all of us we wish him all 
the best. For me, I do not believe this 
man has reached his potential yet. I 
think he still has enormous gifts to 
give to this Nation, to his State, and I 
believe he will, perhaps in a different 
way. Perhaps we will see him come 
back in a different form. For Том 
DASCHLE, these 10 years were very spe- 
cial years and for us we were so privi- 
leged because we had an opportunity to 
be led by a good man, by a great friend, 
and by a great leader. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from North Carolina. 

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. President, I first 
join the voices of my friends and my 
colleagues in talking about our dear 
and great friend, ToM DASCHLE, with 
whom I had the privilege to serve for 
the last 6 years, and to be led by for the 
last 6 years. I have never known a bet- 
ter human being or a better public 
servant than TOM DASCHLE. He is a 
good, honest, decent, and honorable 
man. The Senate will miss him. The 
country has benefited from his long 
and extraordinary service to this coun- 
try. 


EE 
FAREWELL 


Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. President, life 
has a great way of handing us moments 
that are bittersweet. I am sad today to 
rise for the final time to represent the 
State of North Carolina as their Sen- 
ator, but I am also filled with a great 
deal of joy because I will be heading 
home to the place and the people and 
the family I love so much. I also want 
to thank everyone who is listening and 
all Members of the Senate and the staff 
who have been so extraordinary about 
my wife Elizabeth for their prayers and 
their support. 

Elizabeth and I and our family draw 
so much strength from all of you. We 
are comforted by your words and your 
prayers. 

We are grateful to the more than 
50,000 people who have sent e-mails and 
letters to Elizabeth. As Elizabeth’s 
brother said when he was asked about 
it, he would not want to be cancer in- 
side of Elizabeth’s body, and I agree 
with that. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


She is the love of my life and a 
woman of great strength. І am sure she 
will be successful in this fight. Both of 
us hope and pray that by talking about 
it in the way that Elizabeth has, and 
with the grace and courage that she 
has shown, it will help other women 
who are faced with the same kind of 
struggle so they can avoid the same 
kind of struggle. 

Sometimes when hardship comes, one 
feels alone, but thanks to all of you 
and our family in the Senate, we know 
that we are not alone. We are blessed 
to have the love, affection, and support 
of our friends and our family, our great 
staff in Washington, DC, in the Senate 
office and back in North Carolina and 
our Senate offices there, and also the 
staff in the Senate. 

Those who serve on the floor of the 
Senate who have been wonderful 
friends and so much help and support 
for all of us, we thank all of them. To 
Marty and to Lula, whom Elizabeth 
and I adore, who have been wonderful 
friends to us and have advised us and 
shown us our way around here, we ap- 
preciate both of them. To the people in 
the cloakroom who have helped us and 
taken care of us for the last 6 years, 
and to the men and women—and I hope 
they will hear my voice—who take us 
up and down the elevators, whom we 
see as we go in and out of these office 
buildings and the Capitol, who serve all 
of us and who are wonderful, extraor- 
dinary people, I have to say, since I 
have come back from the campaign 
trail, to a person they have spoken 
their support and affection for Eliza- 
beth and for our family and what we 
are going through. I just want them all 
to know how much they mean not only 
to us but to all of us who serve in the 
Senate. 

And, of course, to all the men and 
women I have had the privilege to 
serve with here in the Senate. To those 
who think the men and women who 
serve in this institution do not work 
hard, I wish they could spend one day 
here and see how hard it is and how de- 
voted everyone who serves in the Sen- 
ate is, and how much they want to do 
good things for the country—whatever 
our disagreements are. We have many 
and they are strong. The truth is, ev- 
eryone here serves because they love 
their country and they want to do good 
things for their country. 

All of you, you keep us strong. You 
keep us going. You remind us, in good 
times and in bad, when we work to- 
gether, everything is still possible here 
in America. It is the North Carolina 
way. That is the way I like to look at 
it. I have never loved my home State 
or my country more than I do today. 
We have had some triumphs, we have 
had some tragedies over the last 6 
years. But one thing is clear: I will 
never stop representing the people of 
North Carolina, the values they rep- 
resent and the values that I grew up 
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with there and the values I believe in. 
The truth is, it is who I am. 

It is what I learned in Robbins, NC 
growing up, watching my father and 
the men and women who worked along- 
side him in the mill for all those years. 
It is what I learned from going to 
church, from going to our schools, and 
from going to all 100 counties in North 
Carolina, which I am proud to have 
done, and listening to the people of 
North Carolina. It is what I learned 
when I shook the hands of the people 
who came on Tarheel Thursday, which 
we had on Thursday when we were here 
in the Senate. I will never forget you. 

I will never forget the first struggle 
we had in the wake of Hurricane Floyd, 
hard-working people like Bobby 
Carraway. He owned a restaurant in 
Kinston near the Neuse River. It sat 
under 3 feet of water for days. He lost 
everything. He and so many like him 
didnt want a Government handout, 
they wanted a hand up and a chance to 
do what they were capable of doing and 
a chance to go back to work, which is 
all he and his family had ever known 
their entire lives. What we did then for 
so many, and this year, too, in the 
western part of our State, which has 
been hit by hurricanes and flooding, is 
we worked together, we picked our- 
selves up, we dusted away the dis- 
appointment, and we got back to work 
to make North Carolina stronger. 

I will also never forget the men and 
women who worked at Pillowtex. They 
did everything right. They took care of 
their families. They went to work 
every day, some of them for days and 
years, some of them for decades. They 
still couldn’t stop their jobs from mov- 
ing overseas. 

I met one woman whose question I 
hear over and over—I heard it over and 
over again as I traveled around the 
country. She looked at me and said: 
What am I supposed to do now? Have I 
not done what is right in America? I 
worked hard, I raised my family, I was 
responsible. Now my job is gone and 
what am I supposed to do? 

Together we fought to help her pay 
for health care and get training for a 
new job but, most importantly, we 
fought to keep North Carolina jobs in 
North Carolina where we need them so 
badly. We stood up against tax breaks 
that shipped our jobs overseas. We 
fought for fair trade that gave our 
workers and businesses a chance to 
compete, and represented the values we 
believe in. 

I will also never forget Dr. Clay 
Ballantine. He works at Mission St. Jo- 
seph’s Hospital in Asheville, NC. Every 
day he sees kids and adults and seniors 
who come in with respiratory prob- 
lems, problems with asthma. He told 
his story as we fought the battle to 
protect the quality of our air for our 
children and for our seniors. 

I will never forget the farmers and 
the men and women who live in our 
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small towns, our rural areas where I 
grew up. That is who I am. The truth 
is, you are the heart and soul of North 
Carolina. When our farmers were strug- 
gling, especially our tobacco farmers, I 
am proud in the end we were able to do 
something, to do something to help 
them, because they deserve it. They 
have done so much for their towns and 
their communities and for my State. 
They deserve something, finally, to be 
done to help them and support them. 
All of us together were able to do that. 

It also matters, it matters to good, 
hard-working people like Blythe and 
Gwendolyn Casey. They have had a 
family farm for decades. They did their 
part and they never dreamed they 
would be close to retiring, mired in 
debt, debt they can never recover from. 
Together we helped them and we main- 
tained family farms across our State of 
North Carolina. 

I will never forget the mothers and 
the fathers, the husbands and the 
wives, the brothers and the sisters who 
wanted nothing but to make sure their 
loved one got the care they needed in 
their darkest hour. Together with Sen- 
ator JOHN MCCAIN and Senator KEN- 
NEDY, my friends and my colleagues, 
two men for whom I have enormous re- 
spect and affection, we went to work 
on something that matters—making 
sure you and your doctors could make 
your own health care decisions, espe- 
cially when they were important to 
you and your family. It wasn’t easy. 
There were lobbyists all over this place 
from every drug company, HMO, and 
big insurance company. They prowled 
these halls, but we did it and we got 
the Patients’ Bill of Rights passed in 
the Senate. I have absolute faith that 
the Senate will do it again and the 
President will sign the Patients’ Bill of 
Rights into law for all Americans. 

I will also never forget the brave sol- 
diers I met in Afghanistan on a dark 
night. They are so proud—they were so 
proud and still are—of serving their 
country, going after terrorists and 
Osama bin Laden. I will never forget 
the thousands of men and women from 
Fort Bragg, Camp Lejeune, Cherry 
Point, Seymour Johnson, and Pope Air 
Force bases, who were serving this 
country abroad and who were serving 
the country at home, and whose fami- 
lies were there to support them. I rep- 
resented them and represented their 
families and it was an extraordinary 
honor for me to be able to represent 
them. 

It is simple for me. If you take care 
of us, if you serve our country to pro- 
tect the freedoms and ideals we cher- 
ish, we should be there for you. Your 
country should be there for you. That 
means health care and housing, it 
means relief on your student loans, and 
help covering your child care cost when 
your spouse has to go to work. 

The men and women who wear the 
uniform of the United States of Amer- 
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ica, they are who we think of and pray 
for when we look at our flag. The Stars 
and Stripes wave for them. The word 
"hero" was made for them. They are 
the best and the bravest, and we will 
always stand with you when you are 
standing in harm’s way. This is what 
we have fought for together. It is some- 
thing of which we should all be proud. 

We built on North Carolina’s model 
to improve our schools, to strengthen 
standards, to expand afterschool, and 
to pay teachers more. We fought to 
strengthen security at our ports and 
our borders, chemical and nuclear 
plants, and to give our police and fire- 
fighters the support they needed to 
keep this country safe. We fought to 
make Washington live within its budg- 
et, to make sure Washington did what 
most families in America do every sin- 
gle day, to live within their means, and 
to restore fiscal responsibility. And we 
fought to reward work—not just 
wealth, work—and to ensure that the 
American dream stays alive and avail- 
able to every single American, no mat- 
ter where they live or who their family 
is or what the color of their skin. This 
is the America we believe in. This is 
the America we fought for. 

All my life I have fought for those 
who do not have a voice. I did it before 
I came to the Senate. I have done it 
here in the Senate. I will do it for the 
rest of my life. It is what my life has 
been about: Fighting for people who 
need someone to fight for them. 

I thank Senator BYRD for all of his 
guidance and for showing me the ropes 
during the time I have been here in the 
Senate. 

I want to take a moment and say a 
word about Senator REID, who has also 
been a great leader here in the Senate 
and who I want to wish Godspeed in the 
important work in front of him. 

Again, my thanks to my leader, to 
our leader, Senator DASCHLE, for the 
work he has done and the leadership he 
has shown and the grace and strength 
and courage he has shown in leading in 
very difficult times, as others have 
said. He is a good and decent man and 
we all look up to him and respect him. 

I thank Senator MCCAIN and Senator 
KENNEDY for including me in working 
on the Patients’ Bill of Rights, two 
great leaders in this Senate, two great 
leaders for the country, two Americans 
that Americans do and should look up 
to and respect. 

I thank my friend, my seatmate, Sen- 
ator EVAN BAYH, for all the times we 
have spent together, working here on 
the floor of the Senate, running to- 
gether. He and his wife and his family 
are great friends of ours. His friendship 
means the world to me. 

I also thank my fellow Senate retir- 
ees Senator BREAUX and Senator HOL- 
LINGS. One thing I guarantee you: Our 
accents will be missed here on the floor 
of the Senate. Hopefully, there will be 
others who will be able to speak the 
way we speak. 
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I also want to say a word about my 
friend Senator KERRY. I embarked a 
few months ago on a journey with Sen- 
ator KERRY, a fight, as we traveled 
across the country and fought for the 
things in which we believe. We shared 
our hopes for this country together. We 
worked hard to make America strong- 
er. I developed a very strong, close, 
personal friendship with JOHN KERRY 
during that time. JOHN KERRY is a good 
man and he is a good American. I got 
the chance to see him when others 
didn’t, when there were no cameras 
around, when there were no crowds. 
This is a man of strength and convic- 
tion and courage. He loves his children. 
He has a beautiful family, by the way. 
He and his wife Teresa and their kids 
became very close with my family and 
our children. 

We feel an enormous affection for 
them and enormous connection with 
them because we were engaged in what 
we thought was a very important 
cause. It still is a very important 
cause. 

But the reality is that JOHN KERRY is 
somebody who has loved this country 
his entire life. He stood up and fought 
for this country his entire life. I am 
proud to have been able to spend the 
last few months fighting alongside him 
as he traveled throughout the country 
and the work that he did not just in 
this campaign but for all the years he 
served in this Senate before this cam- 
paign, and the years he will serve from 
here on are important. Every day he 
walks onto the floor of this Senate, the 
American people will be better for it. 

He is my friend. He is my colleague. 
I trust him. 

I believe, of course, that he would 
have made a great President, and I be- 
lieve he has great work to do for this 
country in the days and years to come. 
It is an honor for me to be able to serve 
with him in this term. 

I also want to thank my staff. I ask 
unanimous consent to have their 
names printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

Sophie Milam, Blair B. Milligan, Joyce 
Mitchell, Carlos A. Monje, Kevin A. Monroe, 
Robert Morgan, Matthew L. Nelson, Eliza- 
beth E. Nicholas, Ashley I. O’Bryan, Sacha 
M. Ostern, Joseph W. Parry-Hill, Lauren 
Partner, Elizabeth Pegram, Philip J. Peisch, 
Sarah L. Pendergraft. 

Anthony Petty, Aaron S. Pickrell, Lesley 
Pittman, Sally Bussey Plyler, Mary Mar- 
garet Propes, Hunter L. Pruett, Jacqueline 
F. Ray, Karen A. Robb, David E. Roberts, Ju- 
dith M. Rossabi, David A. Russell, Craig J. 
Saperstein, Heidi Schneble, David G. Sewell, 
David L. Sherlin. 

Joseph L. Smalls, Julianna Smoot, Joshua 
H. Stein, Michael Sullivan, Johathan 
Sumrell, Adrian Talbott, Noelle Shelby 
Talley, Bradford T. Thompson, Cindy E. 
Townes, Brooke I. Turner, Ann S. Vaughn, 
Jannice T. Verne, Rebecca Walldorff, Jewell 
E. Wilson, Jessica F. Wintringham, Andrew 
A. Young, Lisa E. Zeidner. 
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Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. President, we 
couldn’t do the work we do here with- 
out the support and help of all those 
who work so hard with us every single 
day. You show up every day. You show 
up every day, in my case as I saw it, 
with a simple question: What can I do 
to make my country better? And you 
did. Those of you who worked with me, 
I know that you did; I saw it. I saw the 
hard work you did, and you will con- 
tinue to do it because you believe pub- 
lic service is an important and noble 
calling. I thank you personally. I 
thank you on behalf of the people of 
North Carolina and the people of this 
country. I have seen the hard work you 
have done, and it is important. 

This fight goes on. 

I will be home in a place I love, North 
Carolina, the place that made me love 
America to begin with. I am going to 
have God’s gift—more time to hear the 
screen door slam when my young kids 
run through the house after school. I 
still have a couple of young kids, 
Emma Claire, who is 6, and Jack, who 
is 4. I will be able to spend more time 
with my older daughter Kate, who 
graduated from college and was out on 
the campaign trail. I am very proud of 
her. I will have more time to spend 
with my own parents and my family 
and more time to be there for the 
woman I love and have loved for a long 
time now, my wife Elizabeth. 

It is bittersweet knowing what we 
have accomplished. And it is also bit- 
tersweet knowing what is left to be 
done. There is so much work left to be 
done in this country. 

And in the end, I always think of 
North Carolina’s own Thomas Wolfe. 
He said: 

I believe that we are lost here in America, 
but I believe we shall be found. And this be- 
lief, which mounts now to the catharis of 
knowledge and conviction, is for me—and I 
think for all of us—not only our own hope 
but, America’s everlasting, living dream. 

Our job is making sure that no one— 
no one—is lost in America; that that 
dream is everlasting. And together we 
will continue to make it stronger and 
more alive for all who grace our lives. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from California. 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I would 
like to make some comments about our 
friends who are departing the Senate. 

I thank Senator EDWARDS for spend- 
ing some time in this Chamber. When 
you came in, we were faced with some 
tough legal issues. We turned to you 
and you stepped up to the plate. I ap- 
preciate that. I thought you did us 
proud—I am not only speaking as a 
Democrat, I am speaking as an Amer- 
ican—on the campaign trail with the 
passion for people. You are so articu- 
late and you brought the economic 
issues home to everyone. I think every- 
one is better for it. 

You are right about Senator KERRY. I 
think he would have made a great 
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President. I think history will look at 
his campaign and be kind to him be- 
cause JOHN KERRY had dignity in his 
campaign. He stuck to the issues. The 
debates were fantastic. I believe it 
served our President well. He had to 
step up to the plate as well on many of 
the issues. 

I also want to say how much I am 
going to miss FRITZ HOLLINGS, an 
amazing man; protector of the con- 
sumers, guardian of the budget. 

Senator GRAHAM is a champion on 
the environment and some other 
issues, protecting senior citizens and 
Social Security. We will need to hear 
his voice. 

Senator BREAUX was always 
there trying to pull us together. 

I have to say a word about Senator 
FITZGERALD because of some tough en- 
vironmental votes. There he was stand- 
ing with me. I remember one time he 
said, I have to stand with you because 
my son will never talk to me again. It 
was good to work with him as well. 

I want to finish my remarks by say- 
ing ToM DASCHLE is a man of great 
courage and compassion and wisdom, 
quiet leadership. I think today as we 
listened to his remarks, his farewell to 
the Senate, we saw his goodness, we 
saw his intelligence, and as my senior 
Senator said, it is tough to imagine 
people wanting something different 
than what TOM DASCHLE offered them. 
But that is what it is about. It is about 
elections. 

I say that TOM DASCHLE will go down 
as a great leader of this Senate, as a 
man who put issues ahead of his own 
personal gain. I think he is a role 
model for each and every one of us. He 
is a class act. 

I say to him and Linda, Godspeed. I 
know that in future years you will be 
very much on the scene because you 
have so much to offer. You have such a 
sense of history and such a sense of the 
future. It is bittersweet. But it is an 
honor to have known ТОМ. 

Thank you very much. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Minnesota. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. President, I want 
to close by associating myself with the 
remarks of the Senator from California 
and her regards and respect to the 
other retiring Members, particularly 
Senator EDWARDS who has just spoken 
and has distinguished himself so im- 
pressively over the last year and half 
in the service of our country by seek- 
ing the Vice Presidency. 

Iam proud of my State of Minnesota. 
They cast by a majority over 100,000 
votes for Senator EDWARDS and Sen- 
ator KERRY, reflecting the wisdom of 
voters in the tremendous excitement of 
Senator EDWARDS and Senator KERRY. 
But Senator EDWARDS, in my personal 
experience, generated tremendous 
courage and enthusiasm in St. Paul, 
MN on Labor Day and on the Iron 
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Range in Minnesota. He has a very 
bright future in whatever future en- 
deavors. 

I join my colleagues in expressing to 
his wife Elizabeth our prayers for a 
speedy recovery. I think that will be 
the result. 

I thank the Senator for his out- 
standing service and as leader of our 
party and our country. 

I also want to join my colleagues in 
expressing my highest personal regard 
for Senator DASCHLE. It is, like others, 
a hard time for me. It was very hard in 
the next day after the election to hear 
the results in South Dakota. I have al- 
ways had and will continue to have the 
greatest respect for the democratic 
process in this country. It is the ulti- 
mate and appropriate judgment of the 
people. I felt that way even when I dis- 
agreed with the verdicts they rendered. 

I must say to the very slightest of 
majority, the voters of my neighboring 
State in South Dakota, with all due re- 
spect to them and their rightful judg- 
ment, that in my humble opinion you 
were wrong. You cannot fully under- 
stand the extraordinary leader, the su- 
perb public servant, and the рће- 
nomenal human being you had in Том 
DASCHLE as your Senator, and as all of 
us in his caucus knew we had in our 
Democratic leader. 

What makes it so hard is he has been 
taken away from us despite our wishes, 
and taken away from the country. And 
it is very hard. It is hard, frankly, to 
hear all the false praise of someone 
who went beyond the boundaries of 
comity, of bipartisanship, of deserved 
respect for a leader, who campaigned 
against TOM, who violated the bound- 
aries of his own State and disparaged 
him; and, most recently, the comments 
of the incoming chairwoman of the Re- 
publican Senate Campaign Committee 
which were untrue, unwarranted, and 
just plain foul. ToM DASCHLE has too 
much decency to say so. 

That was the irony in and the inde- 
cency of those remarks. They were di- 
rected after the election, after the vic- 
tory against the most decent man I 
have ever met іп politics, Том 
DASCHLE. He is a gentleman in the very 
best sense of that word: strong in his 
principles, firm in his convictions, 
fierce in his dedication to serving the 
people of South Dakota and their best 
interests, but a gentleman in his de- 
cency, his personal respect and the sen- 
atorial courtesies he extended to every 
one of his colleagues. 

But Том, being the man he is, would 
not want me to end on such a note. So 
I will not. I end by thanking him, 
thanking him for his leadership over 
the last 4 years, from the time during 
which I have been privileged to serve 
under his leadership, for mentoring me, 
giving me the opportunities I have had 
in committee assignments, to listening 
to me and offering his astute guidance 
and experience and wisdom. I thank 
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him for showing me by his living exam- 
ple every day and every night in the 
Senate what it means to be a great 
Senator, what it entails, the dedica- 
tion, the hard work, the hours, the 
travel; what it means when you can do 
what Том DASCHLE has done for his 
State to save people’s lives, to improve 
people’s lives, create new opportunities 
for young and old, what he has done for 
his country, what he has done for peo- 
ple who are not his constituents who 
cannot even thank him and won’t be 
able to vote for him. But that did not 
matter because he had the opportunity 
and he seized the opportunity to do 
things that benefited their lives. 

Thank you, TOM DASCHLE. Thank you 
for being a superb leader. Thank you 
for being a great Senator. Thank you 
for being a phenomenal human being. I 
wish you well. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. EN- 
SIGN). The Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, 
we could not help but note the sadness 
we all experienced as our friend and 
leader, TOM DASCHLE, made his good- 
bye speech. Ав usual, when Том 
DASCHLE spoke, it had meaning, sub- 
Stance. He certainly had that as he 
closed his chapter here—I hope not his 
book, just his chapter. 

He talked about things he cared 
about and people he cared about and 
what it is that drove him to take this 
job. Everyone knows how difficult a 
task being a leader in the Senate is. It 
is not always realized outside this 
Chamber how hard one has to work to 
please so many, to sacrifice so much in 
terms of personal life. 

Том DASCHLE, our leader, distin- 
guished Senator from South Dakota, 
outstanding leader—not just for this 
side of the aisle but the entire country. 
He lost an extremely tough, close race 
a couple of weeks ago. 

Том DASCHLE is the stuff of which so 
many of our lives in the Senate are 
made. 

It is a sad day. It is not just a sad day 
for me, who treasured the friendship I 
had with Том DASCHLE, listened care- 
fully to his words and followed, for the 
most part, the directions he portrayed 
for all Members here, it is a sad day, 
obviously, for TOM DASCHLE’s family; it 
is a sad day for the Senate and a sad 
day for everyone in this great country 
of ours. 

I said Tom is the stuff of which so 
many of our lives are made. It is quite 
hard to see in this place of splendor the 
route so many Members took to get 
here. There is a substantial difference 
in age between TOM DASCHLE and me 
but I had a similar experience. I was 
the first in my family to go to college. 
My parents were hard-working people. 
They did not work on a farm but they 
worked in the store. They worked in 
the mills. My father worked in the silk 
mills of Patterson, NJ, a factory town. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


What was the legacy they imparted? 
It was to work hard, to believe in 
America, to believe in yourself. Try to 
achieve a degree of respect and dignity. 
That is what my father did for me, 
even after I had enlisted in the Army 
and he was on his deathbed from can- 
cer. The messages were all profound: 
work, study, learn. 

He took me into his factory one time 
and said: You must never work like 
this, so dirty, so dusty, so noisy, so 
dangerous. He knew it was dangerous, 
that there was something in the weav- 
ing of that silk fabric where they used 
chemicals to keep it from growing too 
brittle, to keep the machinery oiled. It 
took my father, his brother, their fa- 
ther, at very young ages. 

When we hear TOM DASCHLE talk 
about his background, how his parents 
worked to provide him with not the 
funds but the incentive to make some- 
thing of his life, to give something 
back to America, we know Том 
DASCHLE is a model for so many to fol- 
low, with that commitment to decency 
and honor. 

It is a sad day when we reflect on 
what happened in TOM DASCHLE’s last 
race. He wanted to be here. We wanted 
him to be here. Том has been an effec- 
tive leader for us for 10 years. The Re- 
publicans threw everything they could 
at him, including some $20 million in 
that race, including some insults in re- 
cent days. And then to not permit the 
man to leave with grace and hold his 
head high—no, called him an obstruc- 
tionist. 

I know when the shoe is on the other 
foot what happens, when the minority 
has to fight like the devil to keep from 
being rolled over by the majority. We 
saw it when we were in charge. How I 
miss those days when we were in 
charge. The Republican Party, the mi- 
nority party, they did their filibus- 
tering. They did their obstruction. 
They did the things needed to protect 
the interests they thought served their 
constituents, their States, and their 
country. 

It was ungracious when the Repub- 
lican side could not find enough of 
their Members to sit here out of re- 
spect. I remember being here when Bob 
Dole left and I could not wait to sit in 
my chair and salute his contribution to 
America and to this body, because, al- 
though Bob Dole could disagree with 
you, he was always interested in the 
well-being of the country. You saw it 
from the result of his service to coun- 
try and the military. 

I do not know why, in the closing 
days, some element of comity, some 
element of grace, some element of re- 
spect for a human being could not have 
gotten some of our friends out of their 
offices to come down to the floor. You 
saw the applause. The applause that I 
paid most of the attention to was from 
the people who work back here, the 
people who saw TOM DASCHLE at work 
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every day. They know what he meant 
to them personally, to this country, to 
this institution. That is why they 
stood and applauded so vigorously. You 
saw TOM’s colleagues standing here, 
hating to let go, hating to let him 
leave the room. They did it with their 
applause and their hugs, their glances, 
and their tears. 

So we are sorry that the Том 
DASCHLE segment of service to this 
country and to this body is over. As 
usual, as always, there was a char- 
acteristic graciousness in his depar- 
ture, in acknowledging that he had lost 
the race. Everyone here has some sense 
of how painful it could be, especially 
being leader of the party, especially 
when they threw everything in the 
book at him that they could pick up. 

It is not going to be easy to forget 
ToM DASCHLE. We are going to miss 
him. He had wonderful service to coun- 
try. He served as an intelligence officer 
in the Air Force for 3 years. He won his 
first race. Many cited the chronology 
of his climb to leader of the Demo- 
cratic Senate. He carved out a national 
reputation. People knew who he was, 
but he never forgot his South Dakota 
constituents. 

We heard him talk about them. He 
talked about traveling to each of the 
State’s counties every year as an un- 
scheduled driving tour, where he 
stopped at the local clubs, the Elks 
Club, the cattle auctions, the health 
clinics, schools, cafes, police stations, 
or any other place where people could 
gather to hear him talk about what 
was on his mind, and to listen to them 
talk about what was on their mind. 

Tom has been an effective legislator. 
His aim: to help his constituents, help 
his country, help those who were less 
fortunate across America. He fought 
hard for small farmers in his State. 

We did not always agree. Those of us 
who come from an urban environment 
disagreed with some of the votes he 
took. But he always remembered from 
whence he came. He fought hard for the 
people that he believed in, for Native 
Americans from his State, veterans ex- 
posed to Agent Orange. I joined him in 
that fight because I always believed 
anyone who had any remote contact, 
no matter how remote or how short a 
period of time, with Agent Orange 
should be treated as any other veteran 
or any other soldier who had a wound 
because we know what Agent Orange 
has done to so many who have served 
so well, so loyally in a war we could 
not agree on, much like what we are 
seeing now in our country. And we had 
to respect his insistence that we re- 
member these people, the seniors, and 
the people in the rural parts of the 
country where the economy has never 
really been robust. 

Nature always takes its toll. But Том 
insisted we fight back, that we make 
sure the farm community continued to 
exist in this country so we could 
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produce the nutrition that is so vital— 
the products we all use so regularly. 

And Tom is so young looking, soft 
spoken, self-effacing, and fundamen- 
tally decent. He was actually mistaken 
for a paperboy one time. But beneath 
that wonderful exterior, that almost 
placid view of things, there was a spine 
of steel. He could get up and fight hard 
and fight for the issues. His leadership 
for us—and, believe me, it was not 
easy. It is not easy on the Democratic 
side, it is not easy on the Republican 
side, I am sure, to pull everybody to- 
gether because each of us has dif- 
ferences that come from our geog- 
raphy, from our State, from the cul- 
ture within our States. But the fact is, 
Том could get us together on the most 
difficult issues, not always 100 percent, 
not always in victory, but always with 
vigor and always with commitment. 

Tom has devoted practically all his 
entire life to public service. We are 
going to miss his leadership, his coun- 
sel, and his friendship. 

In my closing comments to him I 
said: We are saying kind of so long but 
hopefully not really goodbye. We want 
to hear from TOM DASCHLE. I have 
made a plea to him that he stays in- 
volved with the public interest. I hope 
he is going to do that. ТОМ will have 
many offers for commercial develop- 
ment and to make lots more money, 
but he feels an obligation down deep, as 
I would think most of us or all of us do 
here, to try to do something that 
counts. 

I encourage him and his great wife 
Linda to get through this difficult, dif- 
ficult period. It is not easy when you 
are the leader to lose a race. It is never 
easy, but it is particularly difficult 
when you have had leadership respon- 
sibilities. 

So my message to ТОМ is: Том, keep 
that spine of steel. Keep that interest 
that you have in the well-being of our 
society, in the belief that America can 
recover from all kinds of difficulties, 
some of the worst that we are facing 
right now. It is not just the war, as 
painful as that is. 

I have a display in front of my office 
of young faces, of people, many of 
whom are in their teens, late teens, 18, 
19. I enlisted in the Army when I was 
18. I did not realize then I was such a 
baby. I realize now that 18 is so, so 
young. But I have those photographs 
there as reminders about what the 
price of this war really is. It is not just 
the financial side, which is enormous. 
It is not just the humiliation side, 
which is enormous, the humiliation be- 
cause we failed to have the appropriate 
intelligence, intelligence to tell us 
even most recently how difficult 
Fallujah was going to be. We underesti- 
mated, and as a consequence the costs 
are heavy. In the last week, we lost 
two people from New Jersey. We are 
now over 1,200 who have died in the 
course of that fight. 
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But again, ToM DASCHLE, and I think 
all of us here, have to continue to fight 
for what is right. We can endure our 
differences here. I will tell you what we 
cannot endure. We cannot endure the 
bitterness that exists across the divid- 
ing line here. We cannot endure the 
vitriol that is constant in this room of 
ours. We cannot endure the anger that 
exists. We have a cause that is greater 
than all of us. 

I am not saying it all comes flowing 
this way, but I am saying it is unpleas- 
ant. I have now had 22 years since I ar- 
rived. It is now 22 years since I arrived 
in the Senate. I remember different 
days. I remember days when you could 
disagree and still be able to say hello 
without grimacing when you saw one 
of your colleagues. Lord willing, I hope 
ToM DASCHLE taught us some of that, 
with his graciousness, his char- 
acteristic willingness to listen and to 
understand and get back to you when a 
problem existed. 

So, Mr. President, I am going to yield 
the floor, but I do want to talk about 
our other colleagues who are retiring 
in a few minutes. There are a lot of 
good people here on both sides of the 
aisle. 

We are going to miss all of our 
friends over here, but I am going to 
miss DON NICKLES. I have had a lot of 
fights with him, but I know he always 
knew where he wanted to go. I re- 
spected that. 

PETER FITZGERALD, newer among us, 
but a gentleman to be noted, and BEN 
NIGHTHORSE CAMPBELL comes from a 
State I love. I have two grandchildren 
there. He is a decent fellow. We are 
going to miss all of them. I will talk 
about them later. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Idaho is recognized. 

Mr. CRAIG. Mr. President, I know 
this is a time of recognition of our re- 
tiring Members on both the Republican 
and Democratic sides. If I can step in 
for a moment, we have cleared a vari- 
ety of bills to be moved at this time. I 
will proceed to do that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator is recognized for that purpose. 


EE 
THE CALENDAR 


Mr. CRAIG. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the en bloc consideration of 
the following Indian Affairs bills: Cal- 
endar Nos. 697, H.R. 2912; 777, S. 2605; 
795, S. 519; 710, S. 1530; 654, S. 1996; 787, 
S. 1488. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. CRAIG. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the amend- 
ments at the desk, where applicable, be 
agreed to, the committee amendments, 
where applicable, be agreed to, the bills 
be read a third time and passed, the 
title amendments, where applicable, be 
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agreed to, and the motions to recon- 
sider be laid upon the table, en bloc, 
and that any statements relating to 
the bills be printed in the RECORD. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


SOVEREIGN RIGHTS OF THE 
OSAGE TRIBE 


The bill (H.R. 2912) to reaffirm the in- 
herent sovereign rights of the Osage 
Tribe to determine its membership and 
form of government, was considered, 
ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


H.R. 2912 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 


SECTION 1. REAFFIRMATION OF CERTAIN 
RIGHTS OF THE OSAGE TRIBE. 


(a) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds as fol- 
lows: 

(1) The Osage Tribe is a federally recog- 
nized tribe based in Pawhuska, Oklahoma. 

(2) The Osage Allotment Act of June 28, 
1906 (34 Stat. 539), states that the ‘‘legal 
membership" of the Osage Tribe includes the 
persons on the January 1, 1906 roll and their 
children, and that each “member” on that 
roll is entitled to a headright share in the 
distribution of funds from the Osage mineral 
estate and an allotment of the surface lands 
of the Osage Reservation. 

(8) Today only Osage Indians who have a 
headright share in the mineral estate are 
*members" of the Osage Tribe. 

(4) Adult Osage Indians without a 
headright interest cannot vote in Osage gov- 
ernment elections and are not eligible to 
seek elective office in the Osage Tribe as a 
matter of Federal law. 

(5) A principal goal of Federal Indian pol- 
icy is to promote tribal self-sufficiency and 
strong tribal government. 


(b) REAFFIRMATION OF CERTAIN RIGHTS OF 
THE OSAGE TRIBE.— 

(1) MEMBERSHIP.—Congress hereby clarifies 
that the term ‘‘legal membership” in section 
1 of the Act entitled, “Ап Act For the divi- 
sion of lands and funds of the Osage Indians 
in Oklahoma Territory, and for other pur- 
poses’’, approved June 28, 1906 (34 Stat. 539), 
means the persons eligible for allotments of 
Osage Reservation lands and a pro rata share 
of the Osage mineral estate as provided in 
that Act, not membership in the Osage Tribe 
for all purposes. Congress hereby reaffirms 
the inherent sovereign right of the Osage 
Tribe to determine its own membership, pro- 
vided that the rights of any person to Osage 
mineral estate shares are not diminished 
thereby. 

(2) GOVERNMENT.—Notwithstanding section 
9 of the Act entitled, “Ап Act For the divi- 
sion of lands and funds of the Osage Indians 
in Oklahoma Territory, and for other pur- 
ровев”, approved June 28, 1906 (34 Stat. 539), 
Congress hereby reaffirms the inherent sov- 
ereign right of the Osage Tribe to determine 
its own form of government. 

(3) ELECTIONS AND REFERENDA.—At the re- 
quest of the Osage Tribe, the Secretary of 
the Interior shall assist the Osage Tribe with 
conducting elections and referenda to imple- 
ment this section. 
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SNAKE RIVER WATER RIGHTS ACT 
OF 2004 


The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 2605) to direct the Secretary of 
the Interior and the heads of other 
Federal agencies to carry out an agree- 
ment resolving major issues relating to 
the adjudication of water rights in the 
Snake River Basin, Idaho, and for 
other purposes, which was reported 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
as follows: 

[Strike the part shown in black 
brackets and insert the part shown in 
italic.] 

S. 2605 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

[SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

[This Act may be cited as the 
River Water Rights Act of 2004”, 
[SEC. 2. PURPOSES. 

[The purposes of this Act are— 

[(1) to resolve some of the largest out- 
standing issues with respect to the Snake 
River Basin Adjudication in Idaho in such à 
manner as to provide important benefits to 
the United States, the State of Idaho, the 
Nez Perce Tribe, the allottees, and citizens 
of the State; 

[(2) to achieve a fair, equitable, and final 
Settlement of all claims of the Nez Perce 
Tribe, its members, and allottees and the 
United States on behalf of the Tribe, its 
members, and allottees to the water of the 
Snake River Basin within Idaho; 

[(3) to authorize, ratify, and confirm the 
Agreement among the parties submitted to 
the Snake River Basin Adjudication Court 
and provide all parties with the benefits of 
the Agreement; 

[(4) to direct— 

Г(А) the Secretary, acting through the Bu- 
reau of Reclamation, the Bureau of Land 
Management, the Bureau of Indian Affairs, 
and other agencies; and 

[(B) the heads of other Federal agencies 
authorized to execute and perform actions 
necessary to carry out the Agreement; 


to perform all of their obligations under the 
Agreement and this Act; and 

[(5) to authorize the actions and appropria- 
tions necessary for the United States to 
meet the obligations of the United States 
under the Agreement and this Act. 

[SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

[In this Act: 

[0) AGREEMENT.—The term “Agreement” 
means the document titled ‘‘Mediator’s 
Term Sheet" dated April 20, 2004, and sub- 
mitted on that date to the SRBA Court in 
SRBA Consolidated Subcase 03-10022 and 
SRBA Consolidated Subcase 67-13701, with 
all appendices to the document. 

[(2) ALLOTTEE.—The term  ‘“‘allottee’’ 
means a person that holds a beneficial real 
property interest in an Indian allotment 
that is— 

Г(А) located within the Nez Perce Reserva- 
tion; and 

[(B) held in trust by the United States. 

[(3) CONSUMPTIVE USE RESERVED WATER 
RIGHT.—The term ‘‘consumptive use reserved 
water right" means the Federal reserved 
water right of 50,000 acre-feet per year, as de- 
scribed in the Agreement, to be decreed to 
the Tribe and the allottees, with a priority 
date of 1855. 

[(4) PARTIES.—The term ‘‘parties’’ means 
the United States, the State, the Tribe, and 


“Snake 
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any other entity or person that submitted, 
or joined in the submission, of the Agree- 
ment to the SRBA Court on April 20, 2004. 

[(5) SECRETARY.. The term “бесгебагу” 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

[(6 SNAKE RIVER BASIN.— The term “блаке 
River Basin" means the geographic area in 
the State described in paragraph 3 of the 
Commencement Order issued by the SRBA 
Court on November 19, 1987. 

[(7) SPRINGS OR FOUNTAINS WATER RIGHT.— 
The term ‘‘springs or fountains water right" 
means the Tribe's treaty right of access to 
and use of water from springs or fountains on 
Federal public land within the area ceded by 
the Tribe in the Treaty of June 9, 1863 (14 
Stat. 647), as recognized under the Agree- 
ment. 

[(8 SRBA.—The term “SRBA” means the 
Snake River Basin Adjudication litigation 
before the SRBA Court styled as In re Snake 
River Basin Adjudication, Case No. 39576. 

(0) SRBA couRT.—The term “SRBA 
Court" means the District Court of the Fifth 
Judicial District of the State of Idaho, In 
and For the County of Twin Falls in re 
Snake River Basin Adjudication. 

[(10) STATE.—The term “State” means the 
State of Idaho. 

[(11) TRIBE.—The term “Тгіре” means the 
Nez Perce Tribe. 

ІБЕС. 4. APPROVAL, RATIFICATION, AND CON- 
FIRMATION OF AGREEMENT. 

[(a) IN GENERAL.—Except to the extent 
that the Agreement conflicts with the ex- 
press provisions of this Act, the Agreement 
is approved, ratified, and confirmed. 

[(b) EXECUTION AND PERFORMANCE.—The 
Secretary and the other heads of Federal 
agencies with obligations under the Agree- 
ment shall execute and perform all actions, 
consistent with this Act, that are necessary 
to carry out the Agreement. 

ІБЕС. 5. BUREAU OF RECLAMATION WATER USE. 

[(a) IN GENERAL.—As part of the overall 
implementation of the Agreement, the Sec- 
retary shall take such actions consistent 
with the Agreement, this Act, and water law 
of the State as are necessary to carry out the 
Snake River Flow Component of the Agree- 
ment. 

[(b) MITIGATION FOR CHANGE OF USE OF 
WATER.— 

[(1 AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary $2,000,000 for a 1-time payment to 
local governments to mitigate for the 
change of use of water acquired by the Bu- 
reau of Reclamation under section ПІ.О.6 of 
the Agreement. 

[(2 DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDS.—Funds made 
available under paragraph (1) shall be dis- 
tributed by the Secretary to local govern- 
ments in accordance with a plan provided to 
the Secretary by the State. 

[(3 PAYMENTS.—Payments by the Sec- 
retary shall be made on a pro rata basis as 
water rights are acquired by the Bureau of 
Reclamation. 

ІБЕС. 6. BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT LAND 
TRANSFER. 

L(a) TRANSFER.— 

(01) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
transfer land selected by the Tribe under 
paragraph (2) to the Bureau of Indian Affairs 
to be held in trust for the Tribe. 

[(2 LAND SELECTION.— The land transferred 
shall be selected by the Tribe from a list of 
parcels of land managed by the Bureau of 
Land Management that are available for 
transfer, as depicted on the map entitled 
*North Idaho BLM Land Eligible for Selec- 
tion by the Nez Perce Tribe" dated May 2004, 
on file with the Director of the Bureau of 
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Land Management, not including any parcel 
designated on the map as being on the Clear- 
water River or Lolo Creek. 

[(3) MAXIMUM VALUE.—The land selected by 
the Tribe for transfer shall be limited to a 
maximum value in total of not more than 
$7,000,000, as determined by an independent 
appraisal of fair market value prepared in 
accordance with the Uniform Standards of 
Professional Appraisal Practice and the Uni- 
form Appraisal Standards for Federal Land 
Acquisitions. 

[(b) ExisTING RIGHTS AND USES.— 

[(1) IN GENERAL.—On any land selected by 
the Tribe under subsection (a)(2), any use in 
existence on the date of transfer under sub- 
section (a) under a lease or permit with the 
Bureau of Land Management, including graz- 
ing, shall remain in effect until the date of 
expiration of the lease or permit, unless the 
holder of the lease or permit requests an ear- 
lier termination of the lease or permit, in 
which case the Secretary shall grant the re- 
quest. 

[(2) AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS.—Amounts 
that accrue to the United States under a 
lease or permit described in paragraph (1) 
from sales, bonuses, royalties, and rentals 
relating to any land transferred to the Tribe 
under this section shall be made available to 
the Tribe by the Secretary in the same man- 
ner as amounts received from other land held 
by the Secretary in trust for the Tribe. 

[(c) DATE OF TRANSFER.—No land shall be 
transferred to the Tribe under this section 
until the waivers and releases under section 
10 take effect. 

[SEC. 7. WATER RIGHTS. 

[(a) HOLDING IN TRUST.— 

[(1) IN GENERAL.—The consumptive use re- 
served water right shall be held in trust by 
the United States for the benefit of the Tribe 
and allottees. 

[(2) SPRINGS OR FOUNTAINS WATER RIGHT.— 
The springs or fountains water right of the 
Tribe shall be held in trust by the United 
States for the benefit of the Tribe. 

[(b) WATER CODE.— 

[(1) IN GENERAL.—The consumptive use re- 
served water right shall be subject to section 
7 of the Act of February 8, 1887 (25 U.S.C. 381; 
24 Stat. 390, chapter 119). 

[(2) ENACTMENT OF WATER CODE.—Not later 
than 3 years after the date of enactment of 
this Act, the Tribe shall enact a water code, 
subject to any applicable provision of law, 
that— 

[(A) manages, regulates, and controls the 
consumptive use reserved water right; and 

[(B) includes, subject to approval of the 
Secretary— 

Гі) a process by which an allottee, or any 
successor in interest to an allottee, may re- 
quest and be provided with an allocation of 
water for irrigation use on allotted land of 
the allottee; and 

[(ii) а due process system for the consider- 
ation and determination of any request by 
an allottee, or any successor in interest to 
an allottee, for an allocation of water, in- 
cluding a process for appeal and adjudication 
of denied or disputed distributions of water 
and for resolution of contested administra- 
tive decisions. 

[(3) RIGHTS OF ALLOTTEES.—Any provision 
of the water code and any amendments to 
the water code that affect the rights of the 
allottees shall be subject to the approval of 
the Secretary, and no such provision or 
amendment shall be valid until approved by 
the Secretary. 

[(4) INTERIM ADMINISTRATION.—The Sec- 
retary shall administer the consumptive use 
reserved water right until such date as the 


24186 


water code described in paragraph (2) has 
been enacted by the Tribe and approved by 
the Secretary. 

[(c) SATISFACTION OF CLAIMS.— 

ГІ) IN GENERAL.—The water rights and 
other benefits granted or confirmed by the 
Agreement and this Act shall be in full satis- 
faction of all claims for water rights and in- 
juries to water rights of the allottees. 

[(2) SATISFACTION OF ENTITLEMENTS.—Any 
entitlement to water of any allottee under 
Federal law shall be satisfied out of the con- 
sumptive use reserved water right. 

[(d) ABANDONMENT, FORFEITURE, OR NON- 
USE.—The consumptive use reserved water 
right and the springs or fountains water 
right shall not be subject to loss by abandon- 
ment, forfeiture, or nonuse. 

[(e) LEASE OF WATER.— 

[(1) IN GENERAL.—The Tribe, without fur- 
ther approval of the Secretary, may lease 
water to which the Tribe is entitled under 
the consumptive use reserved water right 
through any State water bank in the same 
manner and subject to the same rules and re- 
quirements that govern any other lessor of 
water to the water bank. 

ГО) FuNDs.—Any funds accruing to the 
Tribe from any lease under paragraph (1) 
Shall be the property of the Tribe, and the 
United States shall have no trust obligation 
or other obligation to monitor, administer, 
or account for any consideration received by 
the Tribe under any such lease. 

[SEC. 8. TRIBAL FUNDS. 

Г(а) DEFINITION OF FUND.—In this section, 
the term “Fund” means— 

[(1) the Nez Perce Tribe Water and Fish- 
eries Fund established under subsection 
(b)(1); and 

ГО) the Nez Perce Tribe Domestic Water 
Supply Fund established under subsection 
(b)(2). 

[(b) ESTABLISHMENT.— There аге estab- 
lished in the Treasury of the United States— 

[(1) a fund to be known as the ‘‘Nez Perce 
Tribe Water and Fisheries Fund", to be used 
to pay or reimburse costs incurred by the 
Tribe in acquiring land and water rights, re- 
storing or improving fish habitat, or for fish 
production, agricultural development, cul- 
tural preservation, water resource develop- 
ment, or fisheries-related projects; and 

[(2) a fund to be known as the ‘‘Nez Perce 
Domestic Water Supply Fund’’, to be used to 
pay the costs for design and construction of 
water supply and sewer systems for tribal 
communities, including a water quality test- 
ing laboratory. 

[(c) MANAGEMENT OF THE FUNDS.—The Sec- 
retary shall manage the Funds, make invest- 
ments from the Funds, and make amounts 
available from the Funds for distribution to 
the Tribe consistent with the American In- 
dian Trust Fund Management Reform Act of 
1994 (25 U.S.C. 4001 et seq.), this Act, and the 
Agreement. 

[(d) INVESTMENT OF THE FUNDS.—The Sec- 
retary shall invest amounts in the Funds in 
accordance with— 

[(1) the Act of April 1, 1880 (25 U.S.C. 161; 
21 Stat. 70, chapter 41); 

[(2) the first section of the Act of June 24, 
1938 (25 U.S.C. 162a; 52 Stat. 1037, chapter 
648); and 

[(3) subsection (с). 

[(e AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS FROM THE 
FUNDS.—Amounts made available under sub- 
section (h) shall be available for expenditure 
or withdrawal only after the waivers and re- 
leases under section 10 take effect. 

[(f) EXPENDITURES AND WITHDRAWAL.— 

[(1) TRIBAL MANAGEMENT PLAN.— 

Г.А) IN GENERAL.— The Tribe may withdraw 
all or part of amounts in the Funds on ap- 
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proval by the Secretary of a tribal manage- 
ment plan as described in the American In- 
dian Trust Fund Management Reform Act of 
1994 (25 U.S.C. 4001 et seq.). 

[(B) REQUIREMENTS.—In addition to the re- 
quirements under the American Indian Trust 
Fund Management Reform Act of 1994 (25 
U.S.C. 4001 et seq.), the tribal management 
plan shall require that the Tribe spend any 
amounts withdrawn from the Funds in ac- 
cordance with the purposes described in sub- 
section (b). 

С) ENFORCEMENT.—The Secretary may 
take judicial or administrative action to en- 
force the provisions of any tribal manage- 
ment plan to ensure that any amounts with- 
drawn from the Funds under the plan are 
used in accordance with this Act and the 
Agreement. 

(р) LIABILITY.—If the Tribe exercises the 
right to withdraw amounts from the Funds, 
neither the Secretary nor the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall retain any liability for 
the expenditure or investment of the 
amounts. 

[(2) EXPENDITURE PLAN.— 

[(A) IN GENERAL.—The Tribe shall submit 
to the Secretary for approval an expenditure 
plan for any portion of the amounts made 
available under subsection (h) that the Tribe 
does not withdraw under this subsection. 

(В) DESCRIPTION.— The expenditure plan 
shall describe the manner in which, and the 
purposes for which, amounts of the Tribe re- 
maining in the Funds will be used. 

Г(С) APPROVAL.—On receipt of an expendi- 
ture plan under subparagraph (A), the Sec- 
retary shall approve the plan if the Sec- 
retary determines that the plan is reason- 
able and consistent with this Act and the 
Agreement. 

[(D) ANNUAL REPORT.—For each Fund, the 
Tribe shall submit to the Secretary an an- 
nual report that describes all expenditures 
from the Fund during the year covered by 
the report. 

[(g) No PER CAPITA PAYMENTS.—No part of 
the principal of the Funds, or of the income 
accruing in the Funds, shall be distributed to 
any member of the Tribe on a per capita 
basis. 

[(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated— 

І(1) $60,100,000 to the Nez Perce Tribe 
Water and Fisheries Fund; and 

[(2) $23,000,000 to the Nez Perce Tribe Do- 
mestic Water Supply Fund. 

ІБЕС. 9. SALMON AND CLEARWATER RIVER BA- 
SINS HABITAT FUND. 

Г(а) ESTABLISHMENT OF FUND.— 

[(1) IN GENERAL.—There is established in 
the Treasury of the United States a fund to 
be known as the “Salmon and Clearwater 
River Basins Habitat Fund” (referred to in 
this section as the ‘‘Fund’’), to be adminis- 
tered by the Secretary. 

[(2) AccounTs.—There is established with- 
in the Fund— 

Г(А) an account to be known as the “Ме? 
Perce Tribe Salmon and Clearwater River 
Basins Habitat Account’’, which shall be ad- 
ministered by the Secretary for use by the 
Tribe subject to the same provisions for 
management, investment, and expenditure 
as the funds established by section 8; and 

[(B) an account to be known as the ‘‘Idaho 
Salmon and Clearwater River Basins Habitat 
Account", which shall be administered by 
the Secretary and provided to the State as 
provided in the Agreement and this Act. 

[(b) USE OF THE FUND.— 

[(1) IN GENERAL.—The Fund shall be used 
to supplement amounts made available 
under other law for habitat protection and 
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restoration in the Salmon and Clearwater 
River basins, including projects and pro- 
grams intended to protect and restore listed 
fish and their habitat in the Salmon and 
Clearwater basins, as specified in the Agree- 
ment and this Act. 

[(2) No ALLOCATION REQUIREMENT.—The use 
of the Fund shall not be subject to the allo- 
cation procedures under section 6(d)(1) of the 
Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 
1535(d)(1)). 

[(3) RELEASE OF FUNDS.—The Secretary 
shall release funds from the Clearwater 
River Basins Habitat Account in accordance 
with section 6(d)(2) of the Endangered Spe- 
cies Act (16 U.S.C. 1535(d)(2)). 

[(c) AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS IN THE 
FUND.—Amounts made available under sub- 
section (d) shall be available for expenditure 
or withdrawal only after the waivers and re- 
leases under section 10(a) take effect. 

[(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated— 

І(1) $12,666,670 to the Nez Perce Tribe 
Salmon and Clearwater River Basins Habitat 
Account; and 

[(2) $25,333,330 to the Idaho Salmon and 
Clearwater River Basins Habitat Account. 
ІБЕС. 10. TRIBAL WAIVER AND RELEASE OF 

CLAIMS. 

[(a) WAIVER AND RELEASE OF CLAIMS IN 
GENERAL.— 

[(1) CLAIMS TO WATER RIGHTS; CLAIMS FOR 
INJURIES TO WATER RIGHTS OR TREATY 
RIGHTS.—Except as otherwise provided in 
this Act, the United States on behalf of the 
Tribe and the allottees, and the Tribe, waive 
and release— 

L(A) all claims to water rights within the 
Snake River Basin (as defined in section 
3(b)); 

[(B) all claims for injuries to such water 
rights; and 

С) all claims for injuries to the treaty 
rights of the Tribe to the extent that such 
injuries result or resulted from flow modi- 
fications or reductions in the quantity of 
water available that accrued at any time up 
to and including the effective date of the set- 
tlement, and any continuation thereafter of 
any such claims, against the State, any 
agency or political subdivision of the State, 
or any person, entity, corporation, municipal 
corporation, or quasi-municipal corporation. 

[(2) CLAIMS BASED ON REDUCED WATER QUAL- 
ITY OR REDUCTIONS IN WATER QUANTITY.—The 
United States on behalf of the Tribe and the 
allottees, and the Tribe, waive and release 
any claim, under any treaty theory, based on 
reduced water quality resulting directly 
from flow modifications or reductions in the 
quantity of water available in the Snake 
River Basin against any party to the Agree- 
ment or this Act. 

[(3) NO FUTURE ASSERTION OF CLAIMS.—No 
water right claim that the Tribe or the 
allottees have asserted or may in the future 
assert outside the Snake River Basin shall 
require water to be supplied from the Snake 
River Basin to satisfy the claim. 

[(4) EFFECT OF WAIVERS AND RELEASES.— 
The waivers and releases by the United 
States and the Tribe under this subsection— 

[(A) shall be permanent and enforceable; 
and 

[(B) shall survive any subsequent termi- 
nation of any component of the settlement 
described in the Agreement or this Act. 

[(5) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The waivers and re- 
leases under this subsection take effect on 
the date on which the Secretary causes to be 
published in the Federal Register a state- 
ment of findings that the actions set forth in 
section IV.L of the Agreement— 
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ГА) have been completed, including 
issuance of a judgment and decree by the 
SRBA court from which no further appeal 
may be taken; and 

[(B) have been determined by the United 
States on behalf of the Tribe and the 
allottees, the Tribe, and the State of Idaho 
to be consistent in all material aspects with 
the Agreement. 

[(b) WAIVER AND RELEASE OF CLAIMS 
AGAINST THE UNITED STATES.— 

[(1) IN GENERAL.—In consideration of per- 
formance by the United States of all actions 
required by the Agreement and this Act, in- 
cluding the appropriation of all funds au- 
thorized under sections 8(h) and 9(d)(1), the 
Tribe shall execute a waiver and release of 
the United States from— 

L(A) all claims for water rights within the 
Snake River Basin, injuries to such water 
rights, or breach of trust claims for failure 
to protect, acquire, or develop such water 
rights that accrued at any time up to and in- 
cluding the effective date determined under 
paragraph (2); 

[(B) all claims for injuries to the Tribe's 
treaty fishing rights, to the extent that such 
injuries result or resulted from reductions in 
the quantity of water available in the Snake 
River Basin; 

Г(С) all claims of breach of trust for failure 
to protect Nez Perce springs or fountains 
treaty rights reserved in article VIII of the 
Treaty of June 9, 1863 (14 Stat. 651); and 

Г.О) all claims of breach of trust arising 
out of the negotiation of or resulting from 
the adoption of the Agreement. 

[(2 EFFECTIVE DATE.—The waiver and re- 
lease contained in this subsection take effect 
on the date on which the funds authorized 
under sections 8(h) and 9(d)(1) of this Act 
have been appropriated as authorized by this 
Act. 

[(c) RETENTION OF RIGHTS.— 

[(1) IN GENERAL.—The Tribe shall retain all 
rights not specifically waived or released in 
the Agreement or this Act. 

[(2 DWORSHAK PROJECT.—Nothing in the 
Agreement or this Act constitutes a waiver 
by the Tribe of any claim against the United 
States relating to non-water-based injuries 
resulting from the construction and oper- 
ation of the Dworshak Project. 

[(3 FUTURE ACQUISITION OF WATER 
RIGHTS.—Nothing in the Agreement or this 
Act precludes the Tribe, or the United States 
as trustee for the Tribe, from purchasing or 
otherwise acquiring water rights in the fu- 
ture to the same extent as any other entity 
the State. 

[SEC. 11. MISCELLANEOUS. 

[(a) GENERAL DISCLAIMER.— The parties ex- 
pressly reserve all rights not specifically 
granted, recognized, or relinquished by the 
settlement described in the Agreement or 
this Act. 

[(b) DISCLAIMER REGARDING OTHER AGREE- 
MENTS AND PRECEDENT.— 

[(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as expressly pro- 
vided in this Act, nothing in this Act 
amends, supersedes, or preempts any State 
law, Federal law, Tribal law, or interstate 
compact that pertains to the Snake River or 
its tributaries. 

[(22 NO ESTABLISHMENT OF STANDARD.— 
Nothing in this Act— 

L(A) establishes any standard for the quan- 
tification of Federal reserved water rights or 
any other Indian water claims of any other 
Indian tribes in any other judicial or admin- 
istrative proceeding; or 

[(B) limits the rights of the parties to liti- 
gate any issue not resolved by the Agree- 
ment or this Act. 
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[(8) Мо ADMISSION AGAINST INTEREST.— 
Nothing in this Act constitutes an admission 
against interest against any party in any 
legal proceeding. 

(с) TREATY RIGHTS.—Nothing іп the 
Agreement or this Act impairs the treaty 
fishing, hunting, pasturing, or gathering 
rights of the Tribe except to the extent ex- 
pressly provided in the Agreement or this 
Act. 

[(d) OTHER CLAIMS.—Nothing in the Agree- 
ment or this Act quantifies or otherwise af- 
fects the water rights, claims, or entitle- 
ments to water, or any other treaty right, of 
any Indian tribe, band, or community other 
than the Tribe. 

[(e) RECREATION 
ERVOIR.— 

[ (1) IN GENERAL.—In implementing the pro- 
visions of the Agreement and this Act relat- 
ing to the use of water stored in Dworshak 
Reservoir for flow augmentation purposes, 
the heads of the Federal agencies involved in 
the operational Memorandum of Agreement 
referred to in the Agreement shall imple- 
ment a flow augmentation plan beneficial to 
fish and consistent with the Agreement. 

[(2 CONTENTS OF PLAN.—The flow aug- 
mentation plan may include provisions bene- 
ficial to recreational uses of the reservoir 
through maintenance of the full level of the 
reservoir for prolonged periods during the 
summer months. 

[(f) JURISDICTION.— 

[(1 No EFFECT ON SUBJECT MATTER JURIS- 
DICTION.—Nothing in the Agreement or this 
Act restricts, enlarges, or otherwise deter- 
mines the subject matter jurisdiction of any 
Federal, State, or Tribal court. 

Г(2) CONSENT TO JURISDICTION.— The United 
States consents to jurisdiction in a proper 
forum for purposes of enforcing the provi- 
sions of the Agreement. 

[(3) EFFECT OF SUBSECTION.—Nothing in 
this subsection confers jurisdiction on any 
State court to— 

[(A) enforce Federal environmental laws 
regarding the duties of the United States; or 

Г(В) conduct judicial review of Federal 
agency action.] 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the “Snake River 
Water Rights Act of 2004’’. 

SEC. 2. PURPOSES. 

The purposes of this Act are— 

(1) to resolve some of the largest outstanding 
issues with respect to the Snake River Basin Ad- 
judication in Idaho in such a manner as to pro- 
vide important benefits to the United States, the 
State of Idaho, the Nez Perce Tribe, the 
allottees, and citizens of the State; 

(2) to achieve a fair, equitable, and final set- 
tlement of all claims of the Nez Perce Tribe, its 
members, and allottees and the United States on 
behalf of the Tribe, its members, and allottees to 
the water of the Snake River Basin within 
Idaho; 

(3) to authorize, ratify, and confirm the 
Agreement among the parties submitted to the 
Snake River Basin Adjudication Court and pro- 
vide all parties with the benefits of the Agree- 
ment; 

(4) to direct— 

(A) the Secretary, acting through the Bureau 
of Reclamation, the Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment, the Bureau of Indian Affairs, and other 
agencies; and 

(B) the heads of other Federal agencies au- 
thorized to execute and perform actions nec- 
essary to carry out the Agreement; 
to perform all of their obligations under the 
Agreement and this Act; and 

(5) to authorize the actions and appropria- 
tions necessary for the United States to meet the 
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obligations of the United States under the 
Agreement and this Act. 
SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 

(1) AGREEMENT.—The term “Agreement” 
means the document titled ‘‘Mediator’s Term 
Sheet" dated April 20, 2004, and submitted on 
that date to the SRBA Court in SRBA Consoli- 
dated Subcase 03-10022 and SRBA Consolidated 
Subcase 67-13701, with all appendices to the 
document. 

(2) ALLOTTEE.—The term ‘‘allottee’’ means а 
person that holds a beneficial real property in- 
terest in an Indian allotment that is— 

(A) located within the Nez Perce Reservation; 
and 

(B) held in trust by the United States. 

(3) CONSUMPTIVE USE RESERVED WATER 
RIGHT.—The term ‘‘consumptive use reserved 
water right" means the Federal reserved water 
right of 50,000 acre-feet per year, as described in 
the Agreement, to be decreed to the United 
States in trust for the Tribe and the allottees, 
with a priority date of 1855. 

(4) PARTIES.—The term ‘‘parties’’ means the 
United States, the State, the Tribe, and any 
other entity or person that submitted, or joined 
in the submission of, the Agreement to the 
SRBA Court on April 20, 2004. 

(5) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” means 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

(6) SNAKE RIVER BASIN.—The term ‘‘Snake 
River Basin’’ means the geographic area in the 
State described in paragraph 3 of the Com- 
mencement Order issued by the SRBA Court on 
November 19, 1987. 

(7) SPRINGS OR FOUNTAINS WATER RIGHT.—The 
term ''springs or fountains water right" means 
the Tribe’s treaty right of access to and use of 
water from springs or fountains on Federal pub- 
lic land within the area ceded by the Tribe in 
the Treaty of June 9, 1863 (14 Stat. 647), as rec- 
ognized under the Agreement. 

(8) SRBA.—The term “SRBA” means the 
Snake River Basin Adjudication litigation be- 
fore the SRBA Court styled as In re Snake River 
Basin Adjudication, Case No. 39576. 

(9 SRBA COURT.—The term “SRBA Court" 
means the District Court of the Fifth Judicial 
District of the State of Idaho, In and For the 
County of Twin Falls in re Snake River Basin 
Adjudication. 

(10) STATE.—The term 
State of Idaho. 

(11) TRIBE.—The term “Ттібе” means the Nez 
Perce Tribe. 

SEC. 4. APPROVAL, RATIFICATION, AND CON- 
FIRMATION OF AGREEMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except to the extent that the 
Agreement conflicts with this Act, the Agree- 
ment is approved, ratified, and confirmed. 

(b) EXECUTION AND PERFORMANCE.—The Sec- 
retary and the other heads of Federal agencies 
with obligations under the Agreement shall exe- 
cute and perform all actions, consistent with 
this Act, that are necessary to carry out the 
Agreement. 

SEC. 5. BUREAU OF RECLAMATION WATER USE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—As part of the overall imple- 
mentation of the Agreement, the Secretary shall 
take such actions consistent with the Agree- 
ment, this Act, and water law of the State as are 
necessary to carry out the Snake River Flow 
Component of the Agreement. 

(b) MITIGATION FOR CHANGE OF USE OF 
WATER.— 

(1) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary $2,000,000 for а 1-8те payment to 
local governments to mitigate for the change of 
use of water acquired by the Bureau of Rec- 
lamation under section III.C.6 of the Agreement. 

(2) DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDS.—Funds made 
available under paragraph (1) shall be distrib- 
uted by the Secretary to local governments in 
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accordance with a plan provided to the Sec- 
retary by the State. 

(3) PAYMENTS.—Payments by the Secretary 
shall be made on a pro rata basis as water rights 
are acquired by the Bureau of Reclamation. 
SEC. 6. BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT LAND 

TRANSFER. 

(a) TRANSFER.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall transfer 
land selected by the Tribe under paragraph (2) 
to the Bureau of Indian Affairs to be held in 
trust for the Tribe. 

(2) LAND SELECTION.—The land transferred 
shall be selected by the Tribe from a list of par- 
cels of land managed by the Bureau of Land 
Management that are available for transfer, as 
depicted on the map entitled “Уотіт Idaho BLM 
Land Eligible for Selection by the Nez Perce 
Ттібе” dated May 2004, on file with the Director 
of the Bureau of Land Management, not includ- 
ing any parcel designated on the map as being 
on the Clearwater River or Lolo Creek. 

(3) MAXIMUM VALUE.—The land selected by 
the Tribe for transfer shall be limited to a maz- 
imum value in total of not more than $7,000,000, 
as determined by an independent appraisal of 
fair market value prepared in accordance with 
the Uniform Standards of Professional Ap- 
praisal Practice and the Uniform Appraisal 
Standards for Federal Land Acquisitions. 

(b) EXISTING RIGHTS AND USES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—On any land selected by the 
Tribe under subsection (а)(2), any use in exist- 
ence on the date of transfer under subsection (a) 
under a lease or permit with the Bureau of 
Land Management, including grazing, shall re- 
main in effect until the date of expiration of the 
lease or permit, unless the holder of the lease or 
permit requests an earlier termination of the 
lease or permit, in which case the Secretary 
shall grant the request. 

(2) AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS.—Amounts that 
accrue to the United States under a lease or per- 
mit described in paragraph (1) from sales, bo- 
nuses, royalties, and rentals relating to any 
land transferred to the Tribe under this section 
shall be made available to the Tribe by the Sec- 
retary in the same manner as amounts received 
from other land held by the Secretary in trust 
for the Tribe. 

(с) DATE ОҒ TRANSFER.—No land shall be 
transferred to the Bureau of Indian Affairs to 
be held in trust for the Tribe under this section 
until the waivers and releases under section 
10(a) take effect. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be ap- 
propriated to the Secretary $200,000 for 1-time 
payments to local governments to mitigate for 
the transfer of land by the Bureau of Land 
Management to the Tribe under section I.F of 
the Agreement. 

(2) PAYMENTS.—Payments under paragraph 
(1) shall be made on a pro rata basis as parcels 
of land are acquired by the Tribe. 

SEC. 7. WATER RIGHTS. 

(a) HOLDING IN TRUST.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The consumptive use re- 
served water right shall— 

(A) be held in trust by the United States for 
the benefit of the Tribe and allottees as set forth 
in this section; and 

(B) be subject to section 7 of the Act of Feb- 
ruary 8, 1887 (25 U.S.C. 381). 

(2) SPRINGS OR FOUNTAINS WATER RIGHT.—The 
springs or fountains water right of the Tribe 
shall be held in trust by the United States for 
the benefit of the Tribe. 

(3) ALLOTTEES.—Allottees shall be entitled to 
a just and equitable allocation of the consump- 
tive use reserved water right for irrigation pur- 
poses. 

(b) WATER CODE.— 

(1) ENACTMENT OF WATER CODE.—Not later 
than 3 years after the date of enactment of this 
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Act, the Tribe shall enact a water code, subject 
to any applicable provision of law, that— 

(A) manages, regulates, and controls the con- 
sumptive use reserved water right so as to allo- 
cate water for irrigation, domestic, commercial, 
municipal, industrial, cultural, or other uses; 
and 

(B) includes, subject to approval of the Sec- 
retary— 

(i) a due process system for the consideration 
and determination of any request by an allottee, 
or any successor in interest to an allottee, for an 
allocation of such water for irrigation purposes 
on allotted land, including a process for an ap- 
peal and adjudication of denied or disputed dis- 
tribution of water and for resolution of con- 
tested administrative decisions; and 

(ii) a process to protect the interests of 
allottees when entering into any lease under 
subsection (e). 

(2) SECRETARIAL APPROVAL.—Any provision of 
the water code and any amendments to the 
water code that affect the rights of the allottees 
shall be subject to approval by the Secretary, 
and no such provision or amendment shall be 
valid until approved by the Secretary. 

(3) INTERIM ADMINISTRATION.—The Secretary 
shall administer the consumptive use reserved 
water right until such date as the water code 
described in paragraph (2) has been enacted by 
the Tribe and the Secretary has approved the 
relevant portions of the water code. 

(c) EXHAUSTION OF REMEDIES.—Before assert- 
ing any claim against the United States under 
section 7 of the Act of February 8, 1887 (25 
U.S.C. 381) or other applicable law, a claimant 
shall exhaust remedies available under the 
Tribe’s water code and Tribal law. 

(а) PETITION TO THE SECRETARY.—Following 
exhaustion of remedies in accordance with sub- 
section (c), a claimant may petition the Sec- 
retary for relief. 

(e) SATISFACTION OF CLAIMS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The water rights and other 
benefits granted or confirmed by the Agreement 
and this Act shall be in full satisfaction of all 
claims for water rights and injuries to water 
rights of the allottees. 

(2) SATISFACTION OF ENTITLEMENTS.—Any en- 
titlement to water of any allottee under Federal 
law shall be satisfied out of the consumptive use 
reserved water right. 

(3) COMPLETE  SUBSTITUTION.—The water 
rights, resources, and other benefits provided by 
this Act are a complete substitution for any 
rights that may have been held by, or any 
claims that may have been asserted by, allottees 
within the exterior boundaries of the Reserva- 
tion before the date of enactment of this Act. 

(f) ABANDONMENT, FORFEITURE, OR NONUSE.— 
The consumptive use reserved water right and 
the springs or fountains water right shall not be 
subject to loss by abandonment, forfeiture, or 
nonuse. 

(g) LEASE OF WATER.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the water code, 
the Tribe, without further approval of the Sec- 
retary, may lease water to which the Tribe is en- 
titled under the consumptive use reserved water 
right through any State water bank in the same 
manner and subject to the same rules and re- 
quirements that govern any other lessor of water 
to the water bank. 

(2) FUNDS.—Any funds accruing to the Tribe 
from any lease under paragraph (1) shall be the 
property of the Tribe, and the United States 
shall have no trust obligation or other obliga- 
tion to monitor, administer, or account for any 
consideration received by the Tribe under any 
such lease. 

SEC. 8. TRIBAL FUNDS. 

(a) DEFINITION OF FUND.—In this section, the 
term “Fund” means— 

(1) the Nez Perce Tribe Water and Fisheries 
Fund established under subsection (b)(1); and 
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(2) the Nez Perce Tribe Domestic Water Sup- 
ply Fund established under subsection (b)(2). 

(b) ESTABLISHMENT.—There are established in 
the Treasury of the United States— 

(1) a fund to be known as the ‘‘Nez Perce 
Tribe Water and Fisheries Fund", to be used to 
pay or reimburse costs incurred by the Tribe in 
acquiring land and water rights, restoring or 
improving fish habitat, or for fish production, 
agricultural development, cultural preservation, 
water resource development, or fisheries-related 
projects; and 

(2) a fund to be known as the ‘‘Nez Perce Do- 
mestic Water Supply Fund", to be used to pay 
the costs for design and construction of water 
supply and sewer systems for tribal commu- 
nities, including a water quality testing labora- 
tory. 

(с) MANAGEMENT OF THE FUNDS.—The Sec- 
retary shall manage the Funds, make invest- 
ments from the Funds, and make amounts avail- 
able from the Funds for distribution to the Tribe 
consistent with the American Indian Trust 
Fund Management Reform Act of 1994 (25 
U.S.C. 4001 et seq.), this Act, and the Agree- 
ment. 

(d) INVESTMENT OF THE FUNDS.—The Sec- 
retary shall invest amounts in the Funds in ac- 
cordance with— 

(1) the Act of April 1, 1880 (25 U.S.C. 161; 21 
Stat. 70, chapter 41); 

(2) the first section of the Act of June 24, 1938 
(25 U.S.C. 162a; 52 Stat. 1037, chapter 648); and 

(3) subsection (c). 

(e AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS FROM THE 
FUNDS.—Amounts made available under sub- 
section (h) shall be available for expenditure or 
withdrawal only after the waivers and releases 
under section 10(a) take effect. 

(f) EXPENDITURES AND WITHDRAWAL.— 

(1) TRIBAL MANAGEMENT PLAN.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Tribe may withdraw all 
or part of amounts in the Funds on approval by 
the Secretary of a tribal management plan as 
described in the American Indian Trust Fund 
Management Reform Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 4001 
et seq.). 

(B) REQUIREMENTS.—In addition to the re- 
quirements under the American Indian Trust 
Fund Management Reform Act of 1994 (25 
U.S.C. 4001 et seq.), the tribal management plan 
shall require that the Tribe spend any amounts 
withdrawn from the Funds in accordance with 
the purposes described in subsection (b). 

(C) ENFORCEMENT.—The Secretary may take 
judicial or administrative action to enforce the 
provisions of any tribal management plan to en- 
sure that any amounts withdrawn from the 
Funds under the plan are used in accordance 
with this Act and the Agreement. 

(D) LIABILITY.—If the Tribe exercises the right 
to withdraw amounts from the Funds, neither 
the Secretary nor the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall retain any liability for the expenditure or 
investment of the amounts. 

(2) EXPENDITURE PLAN.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Tribe shall submit to 
the Secretary for approval an expenditure plan 
for any portion of the amounts made available 
under subsection (h) that the Tribe does not 
withdraw under this subsection. 

(B) DESCRIPTION.—The expenditure plan shall 
describe the manner in which, and the purposes 
for which, amounts of the Tribe remaining in 
the Funds will be used. 

(C) APPROVAL.—On receipt of an expenditure 
plan under subparagraph (A), the Secretary 
shall approve the plan if the Secretary deter- 
mines that the plan is reasonable and consistent 
with this Act and the Agreement. 

(D) ANNUAL REPORT.—For each Fund, the 
Tribe shall submit to the Secretary an annual 
report that describes all expenditures from the 
Fund during the year covered by the report. 
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(0) NO PER CAPITA PAYMENTS.—No part of the 
principal of the Funds, or of the income accru- 
ing in the Funds, shall be distributed to any 
member of the Tribe on a per capita basis. 

(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated— 

(1) to the Nez Perce Tribe Water and Fisheries 
Fund— 

(A) for fiscal year 2007, $7,830,000; 

(B) for fiscal year 2008, $4,730,000; 

(C) for fiscal year 2009, $7,380,000; 

(D) for fiscal year 2010, $10,080,000; 

(E) for fiscal year 2011, $11,630,000; 

(F) for fiscal year 2012, $9,450,000; and 

(G) for fiscal year 2013, $9,000,000; and 

(2) to the Nez Perce Tribe Domestic Water 
Supply Fund— 

(A) for fiscal year 2007, $5,100,000; 

(B) for fiscal year 2008, $8,200,000; 

(C) for fiscal year 2009, $5,550,000; 

(D) for fiscal year 2010, $2,850,000; and 

(E) for fiscal year 2011, $1,300,000. 

SEC. 9. SALMON AND CLEARWATER RIVER BASINS 
HABITAT FUND. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF FUND.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—There is established in the 
Treasury of the United States a fund to be 
known as the “Salmon and Clearwater River 
Basins Habitat Fund” (referred to in this sec- 
tion as the ‘‘Fund’’), to be administered by the 
Secretary. 

(2) AccOUNTS.—There is established within 
the Fund— 

(A) an account to be known as the “Мег Perce 
Tribe Salmon and Clearwater River Basins 
Habitat Account", which shall be administered 
by the Secretary for use by the Tribe subject to 
the same provisions for management, invest- 
ment, and expenditure as the funds established 
by section 8; and 

(В) an account to be known as the “Idaho 
Salmon and Clearwater River Basins Habitat 
Account", which shall be administered by the 
Secretary and provided to the State as provided 
in the Agreement and this Act. 

(b) USE OF THE FUND.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Fund shall be used to 
supplement amounts made available under any 
other law for habitat protection and restoration 
in the Salmon and Clearwater River Basins in 
Idaho, including projects and programs in- 
tended to protect and restore listed fish and 
their habitat in those basins, as specified in the 
Agreement and this Act. 

(2) RELEASE OF FUNDS.—The Secretary shall 
release funds from the Idaho Salmon and Clear- 
water River Basins Habitat Account in accord- 
ance with section 6(d)(2) of the Endangered Spe- 
cies Act (16 U.S.C. 1535(d)(2)). 

(3) NO ALLOCATION REQUIREMENT.—The use of 
the Fund shall not be subject to the allocation 
procedures under section 6(d)(1) of the Endan- 
gered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1535(d)(1)). 

(c) AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS IN THE FUND.— 
Amounts made available under subsection (d) 
shall be available for expenditure or withdrawal 
only after the waivers and releases under sec- 
tion 10(a) take effect. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF  APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated— 

(1) to the Nee Perce Tribe Salmon and Clear- 
water River Basins Habitat Account, $2,533,334 
for each of fiscal years 2007 through 2011; and 

(2) to the Idaho Salmon and Clearwater River 
Basins Habitat Account, $5,066,666 for each of 
fiscal years 2007 through 2011. 

SEC. 10. TRIBAL WAIVER AND RELEASE OF 
CLAIMS. 

(a) WAIVER AND RELEASE OF CLAIMS IN GEN- 
ERAL.— 

(1) CLAIMS TO WATER RIGHTS; CLAIMS FOR IN- 
JURIES TO WATER RIGHTS OR TREATY RIGHTS.— 
Except as otherwise provided in this Act, the 
United States om behalf of the Tribe and the 
allottees, and the Tribe, waive and release— 
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(A) all claims to water rights within the Snake 
River Basin (as defined in section 3); 

(B) all claims for injuries to such water rights; 
and 

(C) all claims for injuries to the treaty rights 
of the Tribe to the extent that such injuries re- 
sult or resulted from flow modifications or re- 
ductions in the quantity of water available that 
accrued at any time up to and including the ef- 
fective date of the settlement, and any continu- 
ation thereafter of any such claims, against the 
State, any agency or political subdivision of the 
State, or any person, entity, corporation, munic- 
ipal corporation, or quasi-municipal corpora- 
tion. 

(2) CLAIMS BASED ON REDUCED WATER QUALITY 
OR REDUCTIONS IN WATER  QUANTITY.—The 
United States om behalf of the Tribe and the 
allottees, and the Tribe, waive and release any 
claim, under any treaty theory, based om re- 
duced water quality resulting directly from flow 
modifications or reductions in the quantity of 
water available in the Snake River Basin 
against any party to the Agreement. 

(3) NO FUTURE ASSERTION OF CLAIMS.—No 
water right claim that the Tribe or the allottees 
have asserted or may in the future assert out- 
side the Snake River Basin shall require water 
to be supplied from the Snake River Basin to 
satisfy the claim. 

(4) EFFECT OF WAIVERS AND RELEASES.—The 
waivers and releases by the United States and 
the Tribe under this subsection— 

(A) shall be permanent and enforceable; and 

(B) shall survive any subsequent termination 
of any component of the settlement described in 
the Agreement or this Act. 

(5) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The waivers and те- 
leases under this subsection shall take effect on 
the date on which the Secretary causes to be 
published in the Federal Register a statement of 
findings that the actions set forth in section 
IV.L of the Agreement— 

(A) have been completed, including issuance 
of a judgment and decree by the SRBA court 
from which no further appeal may be taken; 
and 

(B) have been determined by the United States 
on behalf of the Tribe and the allottees, the 
Tribe, and the State of Idaho to be consistent in 
all material aspects with the Agreement. 

(b) WAIVER AND RELEASE OF CLAIMS AGAINST 
THE UNITED STATES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In consideration of perform- 
ance by the United States of all actions required 
by the Agreement and this Act, including the 
appropriation of all funds authorized under sec- 
tions 8(h) and 9(а)(1), the Tribe shall execute а 
waiver and release of the United States from— 

(A) all claims for water rights within the 
Snake River Basin, injuries to such water 
rights, or breach of trust claims for failure to 
protect, acquire, or develop such water rights 
that accrued at any time up to and including 
the effective date determined under paragraph 
(2); 

(B) all claims for injuries to the Tribe’s treaty 
fishing rights, to the extent that such injuries 
result or resulted from reductions in the quan- 
tity of water available in the Snake River Basin; 

(C) all claims of breach of trust for failure to 
protect Nez Perce springs or fountains treaty 
rights reserved in article VIII of the Treaty of 
June 9, 1863 (14 Stat. 651); and 

(D) all claims of breach of trust arising out of 
the negotiation of or resulting from the adoption 
of the Agreement. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The waiver and release con- 
tained in this subsection shall take effect on the 
date on which the amounts authorized under 
sections 8(Һ) and 9(d)(1) are appropriated. 

(B) PERIODS OF LIMITATION; EQUITABLE 
CLAIMS.— 
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(i) IN GENERAL.—AIl periods of limitation and 
time-based equitable defenses applicable to the 
claims set forth in paragraph (1) are tolled for 
the period between the date of enactment of this 
Act until the earlier of— 

(Т) the date on which the amounts authorized 
under sections 8(h) and 9(d)(1) are аррто- 
priated; or 

(1I) October 1, 2017. 

(ii) EFFECT OF SUBPARAGRAPH.—This subpara- 
graph neither revives any claim nor tolls any 
period of limitation or time-based equitable de- 
fense that may have expired before the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

(3) DEFENSE.—The making of the amounts of 
appropriations authorized under sections 8(h) 
and 9(d)(1) shall constitute a complete defense 
to any claim pending in any court of the United 
States on the date on which the appropriations 
are made. 

(c) RETENTION OF RIGHTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Tribe shall retain all 
rights not specifically waived or released in the 
Agreement or this Act. 

(2) DWORSHAK PROJECT.—Nothing іт the 
Agreement or this Act constitutes a waiver by 
the Tribe of any claim against the United States 
resulting from the construction and operation of 
the Dworshak Project (Project PWI 05090), other 
than those specified in subparagraphs (A) and 
(B) of subsection (b)(1). 

(3) FUTURE ACQUISITION OF WATER RIGHTS.— 
Nothing in the Agreement or this Act precludes 
the Tribe or allottees, or the United States as 
trustee for the Tribe or allottees, from pur- 
chasing or otherwise acquiring water rights in 
the future to the same extent as any other entity 
in the State. 

SEC. 11. MISCELLANEOUS. 

(a) GENERAL DISCLAIMER.—The parties ex- 
pressly reserve all rights not specifically grant- 
ed, recognized, or relinquished by the settlement 
described in the Agreement or this Act. 

(b) DISCLAIMER REGARDING OTHER AGREE- 
MENTS AND PRECEDENT .— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to section 9(b)(3), 
nothing in this Act amends, supersedes, or pre- 
empts any State law, Federal law, Tribal law, or 
interstate compact that pertains to the Snake 
River Basin. 

(2) NO ESTABLISHMENT OF STANDARD.—Noth- 
ing in this Act— 

(A) establishes any standard for the quan- 
tification of Federal reserved water rights or 
any other Indian water claims of any other In- 
dian tribes in any other judicial or administra- 
tive proceeding; or 

(B) limits the rights of the parties to litigate 
any issue not resolved by the Agreement or this 
Act. 

(3) NO ADMISSION AGAINST INTEREST.—Nothing 
in this Act constitutes an admission against in- 
terest against any party in any legal pro- 
ceeding. 

(c) TREATY RIGHTS.—Nothing in the Agree- 
ment or this Act impairs the treaty fishing, 
hunting, pasturing, or gathering rights of the 
Tribe except to the extent expressly provided in 
the Agreement or this Act. 

(а) OTHER CLAIMS.—Nothing in the Agreement 
or this Act quantifies or otherwise affects the 
water rights, claims, or entitlements to water, or 
any other treaty right, of any Indian tribe, 
band, or community other than the Tribe. 

(е) RECREATION ON DWORSHAK RESERVOIR.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In implementing the provi- 
sions of the Agreement and this Act relating to 
the use of water stored in Dworshak Reservoir 
for flow augmentation purposes, the heads of 
the Federal agencies involved in the operational 
Memorandum of Agreement referred to in the 
Agreement shall implement a flow augmentation 
plan beneficial to fish and consistent with the 
Agreement. 
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(2) CONTENTS OF PLAN.—The flow augmenta- 
tion plan may include provisions beneficial to 
recreational uses of the reservoir through main- 
tenance of the full level of the reservoir for pro- 
longed periods during the summer months. 

(f) JURISDICTION.— 

(1) NO EFFECT ON SUBJECT MATTER JURISDIC- 
TION.—Nothing in the Agreement or this Act re- 
stricts, enlarges, or otherwise determines the 
subject matter jurisdiction of any Federal, State, 
or Tribal court. 

(2) CONSENT TO JURISDICTION.—The United 
States consents to jurisdiction in a proper forum 
for purposes of enforcing the provisions of the 
Agreement. 

(3) EFFECT OF SUBSECTION.—Nothing in this 
subsection confers jurisdiction on any State 
court to— 

(A) enforce Federal environmental laws re- 
garding the duties of the United States; or 

(B) conduct judicial review of Federal agency 
action. 

MEANING OF SECTION 4 

Ms. CANTWELL. Mr. President, I say 
to Senator CAMPBELL, as chairman of 
the Indian Affairs Committee upon 
which I serve, I appreciate his leader- 
ship in helping this important bill be- 
come law. I support S. 2605 and believe 
it codifies a fair and equitable settle- 
ment of Snake River Basin water 
rights in Idaho. However, I am con- 
cerned that the bill currently pending 
before the Senate may have inadvert- 
ently altered the rights of my constitu- 
ents and obligations of the downstream 
States of Washington and Oregon in 
the application and implementation of 
Federal environmental laws. 

Therefore, I have a few questions to 
ask regarding the effect of section 4 of 
S. 2605 and the agreement, as expressed 
in the Mediator’s Term Sheet, that S. 
2605 would approve. Specifically, I am 
concerned about (1) whether some in- 
ference might be drawn from the lan- 
guage in section 4(a) of the act that, by 
approving, ratifying and confirming 
the agreement, Congress has in effect 
altered the obligation of Federal agen- 
cies to consult under section 7 of the 
Endangered Species Act; (2) whether 
the act might be interpreted to require 
that Federal agencies implement the 
agreement without taking into consid- 
eration the interests of other affected 
States; and (3) whether the act or the 
agreement might be construed to alter 
any obligations that the parties might 
have under the Clean Water Act, par- 
ticularly in relation to the protection 
of federally approved State water qual- 
ity standards of downstream States. 

I noticed that these three specific 
issues were not expressly addressed in 
the report of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs that has been filed and accom- 
panies the substitute amendment. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. These three issues 
were not specifically addressed in the 
report issued by the committee, al- 
though the part of the report that dis- 
cusses the meaning of section 4(a) of 
the substitute amendment does make 
the point, and fairly clearly I think, 
that there is no intent to alter or 
amend Federal environmental laws 
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like the Endangered Species Act and 
the Clean Water Act or to somehow 
limit the rights of persons or organiza- 
tions to pursue any remedies that are 
otherwise available to them under such 
laws. The three precise issues you men- 
tion were not deliberately omitted 
from discussion in the report—to the 
contrary, they were not discussed in 
the report simply because those spe- 
cific issues, as you have articulated 
them, were not aired during or after 
the hearing held on this legislation 
and, in fact, arose only after the 
amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute was reported to the Senate on 
October 7, 2004. 

Ms. CANTWELL. As the principal 
sponsor and architect of the substitute 
amendment approved by the Senate 
Committee on Indian Affairs, what was 
the intent about the meaning of the 
substitute amendment and the agree- 
ment it would approve with respect to 
those three issues? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. My intent with re- 
spect to all three of the issues that the 
Senator has mentioned is consistent 
with my intent regarding the meaning 
of section 4 of the substitute amend- 
ment and the agreement itself—that is, 
neither the substitute amendment nor 
the agreement should be interpreted to 
somehow restrict the rights of any 
State, person or organization to pursue 
remedies otherwise available under 
Federal environmental laws such as 
the Clean Water Act and the Endan- 
gered Species Act. 

I would point out that neither the 
substitute amendment nor the agree- 
ment should be read to create, enlarge 
or limit any obligation of Federal 
agencies to consult under section 7 of 
the Endangered Species Act. Also, the 
intent behind the substitute amend- 
ment is that Federal agencies imple- 
ment the terms of the agreement and 
any applicable Federal laws with due 
consideration of both the interests of 
the parties and those of other affected 
States so that no interests are preju- 
diced. Finally, neither the substitute 
amendment nor the agreement should 
be interpreted to create or alter any 
obligations of the parties under the 
Clean Water Act with respect to the 
protection of federally approved State 
water quality standards of downstream 
States. However, with that I do not 
mean to imply or suggest that any 
such obligations exist or do not exist. 

Ms. CANTWELL. I thank the Senator 
for clarifying these important matters. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I thank the Senator 
for her inquiry. 

Mr. CRAPO. Speaking as the sub- 
committee chairman with jurisdiction 
over the Endangered Species Act and 
the Clean Water Act, I concur in the 
clarifications expressed by my col- 
leagues. 

The committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute was agreed to. 

The bill (S. 2605), as amended, was 
read the third time and passed. 
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The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 519) to establish a Native Amer- 
ican-owned financial entity to provide 
financial services to Indian tribes, Na- 
tive American organizations, and Na- 
tive Americans, and for other purposes, 
which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, with an 
amendment to strike all after the en- 
acting clause and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: 

(Strike the part shown in black 
brackets and insert the part shown in 
italic.) 

S. 519 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

[SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

Г(а) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited 
as the ‘Native American Capital Formation 
and Economic Development Act of 2003". 

[(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con- 
tents of this Act is as follows: 

[Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 

[Sec. 2. Findings. 

[Sec. 3. Purposes. 

[Sec. 4. Definitions. 

[TITLE I—NATIVE AMERICAN CAPITAL 
DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 
101. Establishment of the Corporation. 
102. Authorized assistance and service 

functions. 

Native American lending services 

grant. 

Audits. 

Annual housing and economic de- 

velopment reports. 

106. Advisory Council. 

[TITLE II—CAPITALIZATION OF 

CORPORATION 
[Sec. 201. Capitalization of the Corporation. 
[TITLE III-REGULATION, EXAMINATION, 
AND REPORTS 

[Sec. 301. Regulation, examination, and re- 
ports. 

[Sec. 302. Authority of the Secretary of 
Housing and Urban Develop- 
ment. 

[TITLE IV—FORMATION OF NEW 
CORPORATION 

Formation of new corporation. 

Adoption and approval of merger 

plan. 

Consummation of merger. 

[Sec. 404. Transition. 

[Sec. 405. Effect of merger. 

[TITLE V—OTHER NATIVE AMERICAN 

FUNDS 

[Sec. 501. Native American Economies Diag- 
nostic Studies Fund. 

[Sec. 502. Native American Economic Incu- 
bation Center Fund. 

[TITLE VI—AUTHORIZATIONS OF 
APPROPRIATIONS 

[Sec. 601. Native American financial institu- 
tions. 

[Sec. 602. Corporation. 

[Sec. 603. Other Native American funds. 

[SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

[Congress finds that— 

[(1) there is a special legal and political re- 
lationship between the United States and the 
Indian tribes, as grounded in treaties, the 
Constitution, Federal statutes and court de- 
cisions, executive orders, and course of deal- 
ing; 


[Sec. 
[Sec. 
[Sec. 103. 


[Sec. 
[Sec. 


104. 
105. 


[Sec. 


[Sec. 
[Sec. 


401. 
402. 


[Sec. 403. 
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[(2) despite the availability of abundant 
natural resources on Indian land and a rich 
cultural legacy that accords great value to 
self-determination, self-reliance, and inde- 
pendence, Native Americans suffer rates of 
unemployment, poverty, poor health, sub- 
standard housing, and associated social ills 
to a greater degree than any other group in 
the United States; 

[(3 the economic success and material 
well-being of Native Americans depends on 
the combined efforts and resources of the 
United States, Indian tribal governments, 
the private sector, and individuals; 

[(4) the poor performance of moribund In- 
dian economies is due in part to the near- 
complete absence of private capital and pri- 
vate capital institutions; and 

Г(5) the goals of economic self-sufficiency 
and political self-determination for Native 
Americans can best be achieved by making 
available the resources and discipline of the 
private market, adequate capital, and tech- 
nical expertise. 

ІБЕС. 3. PURPOSES. 

[The purposes of this Act are— 

[(1) to establish an entity dedicated to cap- 
ital development and economic growth poli- 
cies in Native American communities; 

[(2) to provide the necessary resources of 
the United States, Native Americans, and 
the private sector on endemic problems such 
as fractionated and unproductive Indian 
land; 

[(3) to provide à center for economic devel- 
opment policy and analysis with particular 
emphasis on diagnosing the systemic weak- 
nesses with, and inhibitors to greater levels 
of investment in, Native American econo- 
mies; 

[(4) to establish a Native-owned financial 
entity to provide financial services to Indian 
tribes, Native American organizations, and 
Native Americans; and 

[(5) to improve the material standard of 
living of Native Americans. 

[SEC. 4. DEFINITIONS. 

[In this Act: 

[(1) ALASKA NATIVE.—The term ‘‘Alaska 
Native" has the meaning given the term 
"Native" in section 3 of the Alaska Native 
Claims Settlement Act (43 U.S.C. 1602). 

Г(2) BoaRD.—The term “Воага” means the 
Board of Directors of the Corporation. 

[(3 CAPITAL DISTRIBUTION.—The term 
“capital distribution" has the meaning given 
the term in section 1308 of the Federal Hous- 
ing Enterprise Financial Safety and Sound- 
ness Act of 1992 (12 U.S.C. 4502). 

[(4) CHAIRPERSON.—The term ‘‘Chair- 
person" means the chairperson of the Board. 

Г(5) CORPORATION.—The term “Согрога- 
tion" means the Native American Capital 
Development Corporation established by sec- 
tion 101(a)(1)(A). 

[(6 CouNcIL.—The term ‘‘Council’’ means 
the Advisory Council established under sec- 
tion 106(a). 

(7) DESIGNATED MERGER DATE.—The term 
“designated merger date" means the specific 
calendar date and time of day designated by 
the Board under this Act. 

[(8) DEPARTMENT OF HAWAIIAN HOME 
LANDS.—The term ‘‘Department of Hawaiian 
Home Lands’’ means the agency that is re- 
sponsible for the administration of the Ha- 
waiian Homes Commission Act, 1920 (42 Stat. 
108 et seq.). 

[(9) FuNp.—The term “Fund” means the 
Community Development Financial Institu- 
tions Fund established under section 104 of 
the Riegle Community Development and 
Regulatory Improvement Act of 1994 (12 
U.S.C. 4703). 
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[(10) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term “Indian 
tribe" has the meaning given the term in 
Section 4 of the Indian Self-Determination 
and Education Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 
450b). 

[(11 MERGER PLAN.—The term ‘‘merger 
plan" means the plan of merger adopted by 
the Board under this Act. 

І(12) NATIVE AMERICAN.— The term ‘‘Native 
American" means— 

L(A) a member of an Indian tribe; or 

[(B) a Native Hawaiian. 

[(13) NATIVE AMERICAN FINANCIAL INSTITU- 
TION.—The term ‘‘Native American financial 
institution" means a person (other than an 
individual) that— 

Г(А) qualifies as a community development 
financial institution under section 103 of the 
Riegle Community Development and Regu- 
latory Improvement Act of 1994 (12 U.S.C. 
4702); 

[(B) satisfies— 

[G) requirements established by subtitle A 
of title I of the Riegle Community Develop- 
ment and Regulatory Improvement Act of 
1994 (12 U.S.C. 4701 et seq.); and 

[Gi) requirements applicable to persons 
seeking assistance from the Fund; 

[(C) demonstrates a special interest and 
expertise in serving the primary economic 
development and mortgage lending needs of 
the Native American community; and 

[(D) demonstrates that the person has the 
endorsement of the Native American com- 
munity that the person intends to serve. 

[(14) NATIVE AMERICAN LENDER.—The term 
“Native American lender" means a Native 
American governing body, Native American 
housing authority, or other Native American 
financial institution that acts as a primary 
mortgage or economic development lender in 
a Native American community. 

І(15) NATIVE HAWAIIAN.—The term ‘‘Native 
Hawaiian" has the meaning given the term 
in section 201 of the Hawaiian Homes Com- 
mission Act, 1920 (42 Stat. 108). 

І(16) NEW CORPORATION.—The term “пе 
corporation" means the corporation formed 
in accordance with title IV. 

І(17) SECRETARY.—The term Secretary" 
means the Secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development. 

[(18) ToTAL CAPITAL.—The term ‘‘total cap- 
ital" has the meaning given the term in sec- 
tion 1308 of the Federal Housing Enterprise 
Financial Safety and Soundness Act of 1992 
(12 U.S.C. 4502). 

[(19) TRANSITION PERIOD.—The term ‘‘tran- 
sition period’’ means the period beginning on 
the date on which the merger plan is ap- 
proved by the Secretary and ending on the 
designated merger date. 

[TITLE I—NATIVE AMERICAN CAPITAL 

DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 
ІБЕС. 101. ESTABLISHMENT OF THE CORPORA- 
TION. 

[(a) ESTABLISHMENT; BOARD OF DIRECTORS; 
POLICIES; PRINCIPAL OFFICE; MEMBERSHIP; 
VACANCIES.— 

[(1) ESTABLISHMENT.— 

Г(А) IN GENERAL.—There is established and 
chartered à corporation, to be known as the 
“Native American Capital Development Cor- 
poration’’. 

[(B) PERIOD OF TIME.—The Corporation 
shall be a congressionally chartered body 
corporate until the earlier of— 

LG) the designated merger date; or 

[Gi) the date on which the charter is sur- 
rendered by the Corporation. 

[(C) CHANGES TO CHARTER.—The right to re- 
vise, amend, or modify the Corporation char- 
ter is specifically and exclusively reserved to 
Congress. 
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[(2) BOARD OF DIRECTORS; PRINCIPAL OF- 
FICE.— 

ГГА) BoARD.—The powers of the Corpora- 
tion shall be vested in a Board of Directors, 
which Board shall determine the policies 
that govern the operations and management 
of the Corporation. 

[(B) PRINCIPAL OFFICE; RESIDENCY.— 

[(i) PRINCIPAL OFFICE.— The principal office 
of the Corporation shall be in the District of 
Columbia. 

[üi) VENUE.—For purposes of venue, the 
Corporation shall be considered to be a resi- 
dent of the District of Columbia. 

[(3) MEMBERSHIP.— 

[(A) IN GENERAL.— 

[(i) NINE MEMBERS.—Except as provided in 
clause (ii), the Board shall consist of 9 mem- 
bers, of which— 

ГІ) 3 members shall be appointed by the 
President; and 

ІСІ) 6 members shall be elected by the 
class A stockholders, in accordance with the 
bylaws of the Corporation. 

[Gi) THIRTEEN MEMBERS.—If class B stock 
is issued under section 201(b), the Board shall 
consist of 18 members, of which— 

ГІ) 9 members shall be appointed and 
elected in accordance with clause (i); and 

ІСІ) 4 members shall be elected by the 
class B stockholders, in accordance with the 
bylaws of the Corporation. 

[(B) TERMS.—Each member of the Board 
Shall be elected or appointed for a 4-year 
term, except that the members of the initial 
Board shall be elected or appointed for the 
following terms: 

Гі) Of the 3 members appointed by the 
President— 

ГІ) 1 member shall be appointed for a 2- 
year term; 

ГІШ) 1 member shall be appointed for a 3- 
year term; and 

ГІП) 1 member shall be appointed for a 4- 
year term; 
as designated by the President at the time of 
the appointments. 

[Gi) Of the 6 members elected by the class 
A stockholders— 

ГІ) 2 members shall each be elected for a 
2-year term; 

[(ID 2 members shall each be elected for a 
3-year term; and 

LII) 2 members shall each be elected for a 
4-year term. 

[Gii) If class B stock is issued and 4 addi- 
tional members are elected by the class B 
Stockholders— 

Lí) 1 member shall be elected for a 2-year 
term; 

[(ID 1 member shall be elected for a 3-year 
term; and 

(П 2 members shall each be elected for a 
4-year term. 

[(C) QUALIFICATIONS.—Each member ap- 
pointed by the President shall have expertise 
in 1 or more of the following areas: 

LG) Native American housing and eco- 
nomic development matters. 

[Gi) Financing in Native American com- 
munities. 

[(111) Native American governing bodies, 
legal infrastructure, and judicial systems. 

Г(іу) Restricted and trust land issues, eco- 
nomic development, and small consumer 
loans. 

[(D) MEMBERS OF INDIAN TRIBES.—Not less 
than 2 of the members appointed by the 
President shall be members of different, fed- 
erally-recognized Indian tribes enrolled in 
accordance with the applicable requirements 
of the Indian tribes. 

ІСЕ) CHAIRPERSON.— The Board shall select 
a Chairperson from among the members of 
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the Board, except that the initial Chair- 
person shall be selected from among the 
members of the initial Board who have been 
appointed or elected to serve for a 4-year 
term. 

[(F) VACANCIES.— 

[G) APPOINTED MEMBERS.—Any vacancy in 
the appointed membership of the Board shall 
be filled by appointment by the President, 
but only for the unexpired portion of the 
term. 

[Gi) ELECTED MEMBERS.—Any vacancy in 
the elected membership of the Board shall be 
filled by appointment by the Board, but only 
for the unexpired portion of the term. 

І(С) TRANSITIONS.—Any member of the 
Board may continue to serve after the expi- 
ration of the term for which the member was 
appointed or elected until à qualified suc- 
cessor has been appointed or elected. 

[(b) POWERS OF THE CORPORATION.— The 
Corporation— 

[(1) shall adopt bylaws, consistent with 
this Act, regulating, among other things, the 
manner in which— 

[(A) the business of the Corporation shall 
be conducted; 

[(B) the elected members of the Board 
shall be elected; 

[(C) the stock of the Corporation shall be 
issued, held, and disposed of; 

[(D) the property of the Corporation shall 
be disposed of; and 

[(E) the powers and privileges granted to 
the Corporation by this Act and other law 
shall be exercised; 

ГО) may make and execute contracts, 
agreements, and commitments, including en- 
tering into a cooperative agreement with the 
Secretary; 

[(3) may prescribe and impose fees and 
charges for services provided by the Corpora- 
tion; 

[(4) may, if a settlement, adjustment, com- 
promise, release, or waiver of a claim, de- 
mand, or right of, by, or against the Corpora- 
tion, is not adverse to the interests of the 
United States— 

[(A) settle, adjust, and compromise on the 
claim, demand, or right; and 

[(B) with or without consideration or ben- 
efit to the Corporation, release or waive, in 
whole or in part, in advance or otherwise, 
the claim, demand, or right; 

[(5) may sue and be sued, complain and de- 
fend, in any Federal, State, tribal, or other 
court; 

[(6 may acquire, take, hold, and own, 
manage, and dispose of any property; 

ГТ) may— 

[(A) determine the necessary expenditures 
of the Corporation and the manner in which 
those expenditures shall be incurred, al- 
lowed, and paid; and 

[(B) appoint, employ, and fix and provide 
for the compensation and benefits of such of- 
ficers, employees, attorneys, and agents as 
the Board determines reasonable and not in- 
consistent with this section; 

[(8) may incorporate a new corporation 
under State, District of Columbia, or tribal 
law, as provided in this Act; 

[(9) may adopt à plan of merger, as pro- 
vided in this Act; 

[(10 may consummate the merger of the 
Corporation into the new corporation, as 
provided in this Act; and 

[(11) may have succession until the des- 
ignated merger date or any earlier date on 
which the Corporation surrenders the Fed- 
eral charter of the Corporation. 

[(c) INVESTMENT OF FUNDS; DESIGNATION AS 
DEPOSITARY, CUSTODIAN, OR AGENT.— 

[(1) INVESTMENT OF FUNDS.—Funds of the 
Corporation that are not required to meet 
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current operating expenses shall be invested 
in— 

L(A) obligations of, or obligations guaran- 
teed by, the United States (or any agency of 
the United States); or 

[(B) in obligations, participations, or other 
instruments that are lawful investments for 
fiduciary, trust, or public funds. 

[(2 DESIGNATION AS DEPOSITARY, CUSTO- 
DIAN, OR AGENT.—Any Federal Reserve bank 
or Federal home loan bank, or any bank as 
to which at the time of its designation by 
the Corporation there is outstanding a des- 
ignation by the Secretary of the Treasury as 
a general or other depositary of public 
money, may— 

[(A) be designated by the Corporation as a 
depositary or custodian or as a fiscal or 
other agent of the Corporation; and 

[(B) act as such a depositary, custodian, or 
agent. 

[(d) ACTIONS BY AND AGAINST THE CORPORA- 
TION.—Notwithstanding section 1849 of title 
28, United States Code, or any other provi- 
sion of law— 

[(1) the Corporation shall be deemed to be 
an agency covered under sections 1845 and 
1442 of title 28, United States Code; 

[(2) any civil action to which the Corpora- 
tion is a party shall be deemed to arise under 
the laws of the United States, and the appro- 
priate district court of the United States 
shall have original jurisdiction over any 
such action, without regard to amount or 
value; and 

[(3) in any case in which all remedies have 
been exhausted in accordance with the appli- 
cable ordinances of an Indian tribe, in any 
civil or other action, case, or controversy in 
a tribal court, State court, or in any court 
other than a district court of the United 
States, to which the Corporation is a party, 
may at any time before the commencement 
of the civil action be removed by the Cor- 
poration, without the giving of any bond or 
security and by following any procedure for 
removal of causes in effect at the time of the 
removal— 

[(A) to the district court of the United 
States for the district and division in which 
the action is pending; or 

[(B) if there is no such district court, to 
the United States District Court for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

ІБЕС. 102. AUTHORIZED ASSISTANCE AND SERV- 
ICE FUNCTIONS. 

[The Corporation may— 

[(1) assist in the planning, establishment, 
and organization of Native American finan- 
cial institutions; 

[(2) develop and provide financial expertise 
and technical assistance to Native American 
financial institutions, including methods of 
underwriting, securing, servicing, packaging, 
and selling mortgage and small commercial 
and consumer loans; 

[(3) develop and provide specialized tech- 
nical assistance on overcoming barriers to 
primary mortgage lending on Native Amer- 
ican land, including issues relating to— 

Г(А) trust land; 

[(B) discrimination; 

Г(С) high operating costs; and 

[0)) inapplicability of standard under- 
writing criteria; 

[(4) provide mortgage underwriting assist- 
ance (but not in originating loans) under 
contract to Native American financial insti- 
tutions; 

[(5) work with the Federal National Mort- 
gage Association, the Federal Home Loan 
Mortgage Corporation, and other partici- 
pants in the secondary market for home 
mortgage instruments in identifying and 
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eliminating barriers to the purchase of Na- 
tive American mortgage loans originated by 
Native American financial institutions and 
other lenders in Native American commu- 
nities; 

[(6) obtain capital investments in the Cor- 
poration from Indian tribes, Native Amer- 
ican organizations, and other entities; 

[(7) act as an information clearinghouse by 
providing information on financial practices 
to Native American financial institutions; 

Г(8) monitor and report to Congress on the 
performance of Native American financial 
institutions in meeting the economic devel- 
opment and housing credit needs of Native 
Americans; and 

[(9) provide any of the services described in 
this section— 

L(A) directly; or 

[(B) under à contract authorizing another 
national or regional Native American finan- 
cial services provider to assist the Corpora- 
tion in carrying out the purposes of this Act. 
[SEC. 103. NATIVE AMERICAN LENDING SERVICES 

GRANT. 

[(a) INITIAL GRANT PAYMENT.—If the Sec- 
retary and the Corporation enter into a co- 
operative agreement for the Corporation to 
provide technical assistance and other serv- 
ices to Native American financial institu- 
tions, the agreement shall, to the extent 
that funds are available as provided in this 
Act, provide that the initial grant payment, 
anticipated to be $5,000,000, shall be made at 
the time at which all members of the initial 
Board have been appointed under this Act. 

[(b) PAYMENT OF GRANT BALANCE.—The 
payment of the remainder of the grant shall 
be made to the Corporation not later than 1 
year after the date on which the initial grant 
payment is made under subsection (a). 

[SEC. 104. AUDITS. 

[(a) INDEPENDENT AUDITS.— 

ГІ) IN GENERAL.—The Corporation shall 
have an annual independent audit made of 
the financial statements of the Corporation 
by an independent public accountant in ac- 
cordance with generally accepted auditing 
Standards. 

[(22 DETERMINATIONS.—In conducting an 
audit under this subsection, the independent 
public accountant shall determine and sub- 
mit to the Secretary a report on whether the 
financial statements of the Corporation— 

[(A) are presented fairly in accordance 
with generally accepted accounting prin- 
ciples; and 

[(B) to the extent determined necessary by 
the Secretary, comply with any disclosure 
requirements imposed under section 301. 

[(b) GAO AUDITS.— 

[(1) IN GENERAL.—Beginning on the date 
that is 2 years after the date of commence- 
ment of operation of the Corporation, unless 
an earlier date is required by any other law, 
grant, or agreement, the programs, activi- 
ties, receipts, expenditures, and financial 
transactions of the Corporation shall be sub- 
ject to audit by the Comptroller General of 
the United States under such rules and regu- 
lations as may be prescribed by the Comp- 
troller General. 

[(2) AccESS.—To carry out this subsection, 
the representatives of the General Account- 
ing Office shall— 

[(A) have access to all books, accounts, fi- 
nancial records, reports, files, and all other 
papers, things, or property belonging to or in 
use by the Corporation that are necessary to 
facilitate the audit; 

[(B) be afforded full facilities for verifying 
transactions with the balances or securities 
held by depositaries, fiscal agents, and 
custodians; and 
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Г(С) have access, on request to the Cor- 
poration or any auditor for an audit of the 
Corporation under subsection (a), to any 
books, accounts, financial records, reports, 
files, or other papers, or property belonging 
to or in use by the Corporation and used in 
any such audit and to any papers, records, 
files, and reports of the auditor used in such 
an audit. 

(3) REPORTS.—The Comptroller General of 
the United States shall submit to Congress a 
report on each audit conducted under this 
subsection. 

[(4) REIMBURSEMENT.—The Corporation 
shall reimburse the General Accounting Of- 
fice for the full cost of any audit conducted 
under this subsection. 

[SEC. 105. ANNUAL HOUSING AND ECONOMIC DE- 
VELOPMENT REPORTS. 

[Not later than 1 year after the date of en- 
actment of this Act, and annually thereafter, 
the Corporation shall collect, maintain, and 
provide to the Secretary, in a form deter- 
mined by the Secretary, such data as the 
Secretary determines to be appropriate with 
respect to the activities of the Corporation 
relating to economic development. 

[SEC. 106. ADVISORY COUNCIL. 

Г(а) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Board shall es- 
tablish an Advisory Council in accordance 
with this section. 

[(b) MEMBERSHIP.— 

[(1) IN GENERAL.—The Council shall consist 
of 13 members, who shall be appointed by the 
Board, including— 

[(A) 1 representative from each of the 12 
districts established by the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs; and 

[(B) 1 representative from the State of Ha- 
waii. 

[(2) QUALIFICATIONS.—Of the members of 
the Council— 

L(A) not less than 6 members shall have ex- 
pertise in financial matters; and 

[(B) not less than 9 members shall be Na- 
tive Americans. 

[(3) TERMS.—Each member of the Council 
shall be appointed for a 4-year term, except 
that the initial Council shall be appointed, 
as designated by the Board at the time of ap- 
pointment, as follows: 

[(A) Each of 4 members shall be appointed 
for a 2-year term. 

[(B) Each of 4 members shall be appointed 
for a 3-year term. 

Г(С) Each of 5 members shall be appointed 
for a 4-year term. 

Г(с) DUTIES.—The Council shall— 

[(1) advise the Board on all policy matters 
of the Corporation; and 

[(2) through the regional representation of 
members of the Council, provide information 
to the Board from all sectors of the Native 
American community. 

[TITLE II—CAPITALIZATION OF 
CORPORATION 
[SEC. 201. CAPITALIZATION OF THE CORPORA- 
TION. 

L(a) CLASS A STOCK.—The class A stock of 
the Corporation shall— 

[(1) be issued only to Indian tribes and the 
Department of Hawaiian Home Lands; 

[(2) be allocated— 

[(A) with respect to Indian tribes, on the 
basis of Indian tribe population, as deter- 
mined by the Secretary in consultation with 
the Secretary of the Interior, in such manner 
as to issue 1 share for each member of an In- 
dian tribe; and 

[(B) with respect to the Department of Ha- 
waiian Home Lands, on the basis of the num- 
ber of current leases at the time of alloca- 
tion; 

[(3) have such par value and other charac- 
teristics as the Corporation shall provide; 
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[(4) be issued in such à manner as to ensure 
that voting rights may be vested only on 
purchase of those rights from the Corpora- 
tion by an Indian tribe or the Department of 
Hawaiian Home Lands, with each share being 
entitled to 1 vote; and 

[(5) be nontransferable. 

[(b) CLASS B STOCK.— 

[(1 IN GENERAL.—The Corporation may 
issue class B stock evidencing capital con- 
tributions in the manner and amount, and 
subject to any limitations on concentration 
of ownership, as may be established by the 
Corporation. 

[(2) CHARACTERISTICS.—Any class B stock 
issued under paragraph (1) shall— 

[(A) be available for purchase by investors; 

[(B) be entitled to such dividends as may 
be declared by the Board in accordance with 
subsection (с); 

[(C) have such par value and other charac- 
teristics as the Corporation shall provide; 

[(D) be vested with voting rights, with 
each share being entitled to 1 vote; and 

[(E) be transferable only on the books of 
the Corporation. 

[(c) CHARGES AND FEES; EARNINGS.— 

[(1 CHARGES AND FEES.— The Corporation 
may impose charges or fees, which may be 
regarded as elements of pricing, with the ob- 
jectives that— 

[(A) all costs and expenses of the oper- 
ations of the Corporation should be within 
the income of the Corporation derived from 
such operations; and 

[(B) those operations would be fully self- 
supporting. 

Г(2) EARNINGS.— 

[(A) IN GENERAL.—AI] earnings from the 
operations of the Corporation shall be annu- 
ally transferred to the general surplus ac- 
count of the Corporation. 

[(B) TRANSFER OF GENERAL SURPLUS 
FUNDS.—At any time, funds in the general 
surplus account may, in the discretion of the 
Board, be transferred to the reserves of the 
Corporation. 

[(d) CAPITAL DISTRIBUTIONS.— 

[(1) DISTRIBUTIONS.— 

[(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2) the Corporation may make 
such capital distributions as may be declared 
by the Board. 

[(B) CHARGING OF DISTRIBUTIONS.—All cap- 
ital distributions under subparagraph (A) 
Shall be charged against the general surplus 
account of the Corporation. 

[(2) RESTRICTION.—The Corporation may 
not make any capital distribution that 
would decrease the total capital of the Cor- 
poration to an amount less than the capital 
level for the Corporation established under 
Section 301, without prior written approval of 
the distribution by the Secretary. 

[TITLE III—CREGULATION, EXAMINATION, 
AND REPORTS 
ІБЕС. 301. REGULATION, EXAMINATION, AND RE- 
PORTS. 

Г(а) IN GENERAL.—The Corporation shall be 
subject to the regulatory authority of the 
Department of Housing and Urban Develop- 
ment with respect to all matters relating to 
the financial safety and soundness of the 
Corporation. 

[(b) DUTY ОЕ SECRETARY.—The Secretary 
Shall ensure that the Corporation is ade- 
quately capitalized and operating safely as a 
congressionally chartered body corporate. 

Г(с) REPORTS TO SECRETARY.— 

[(1) ANNUAL REPORTS.—On such date as the 
Secretary shall require, but not later than 1 
year after the date of enactment of this Act, 
and annually thereafter, the Corporation 
shall submit to the Secretary a report in 
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such form and containing such information 
with respect to the financial condition and 
operations of the Corporation as the Sec- 
retary shall require. 

[(2) CONTENTS OF REPORTS.—Each report 
submitted under this subsection shall con- 
tain a declaration by the president, vice 
president, treasurer, or any other officer of 
the Corporation designated by the Board to 
make the declaration, that the report is true 
and correct to the best of the knowledge and 
belief of that officer. 

[SEC. 302. AUTHORITY OF THE SECRETARY OF 
HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOP- 
MENT. 

[The Secretary shall— 

[(1) have general regulatory power over the 
Corporation; and 

[(2 promulgate such rules and regulations 
applicable to the Corporation as the Sec- 
retary determines to be appropriate to en- 
sure that the purposes specified in section 3 
are accomplished. 

[TITLE IV—FORMATION OF NEW 
CORPORATION 
[SEC. 401. FORMATION OF NEW CORPORATION. 

Г(а) IN GENERAL.—In order to continue the 
accomplishment of the purposes specified in 
section 3 beyond the terms of the charter of 
the Corporation, the Board shall, not later 
than 10 years after the date of enactment of 
this Act, cause the formation of a new cor- 
poration under the laws of any tribe, any 
State, or the District of Columbia. 

[(b) POWERS OF NEW CORPORATION NOT PRE- 
SCRIBED.—Except as provided in this section, 
the new corporation may have such cor- 
porate powers and attributes permitted 
under the laws of the jurisdiction of in which 
the new corporation is incorporated as the 
Board determines to be appropriate. 

[(c) USE OF МАМЕ PROHIBITED.—The new 
corporation may not use in any manner the 
names ‘‘Native American Capital Develop- 
ment Corporation" or ‘‘NACDCO’’, or any 
variation of those names. 

[5ЕС. 402. ADOPTION AND APPROVAL OF MERG- 
ER PLAN. 

[(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 10 years 
after the date of enactment of this Act, after 
consultation with the Indian tribes that are 
stockholders of class A stock referred to in 
section 201(а), the Board shall prepare, 
adopt, and submit to the Secretary for ap- 
proval, a plan for merging the Corporation 
into the new corporation. 

[(b) DESIGNATED MERGER DATE.— 

[(1) IN GENERAL.—The Board shall establish 
the designated merger date in the merger 
plan as a specific calendar date on which, 
and time of day at which, the merger of the 
Corporation into the new corporation shall 
take effect. 

[(2) CHANGES.—The Board may change the 
designated merger date in the merger plan 
by adopting an amended plan of merger. 

[(3) RESTRICTION.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (4), the designated merger date in 
the merger plan or any amended merger plan 
shall not be later than 11 years after the date 
of enactment of this Act. 

[(4) EXCEPTION.—Subject to the restriction 
contained in paragraph (5), the Board may 
adopt an amended plan of merger that des- 
ignates a date under paragraph (3) that is 
later than 11 years after the date of enact- 
ment of this Act if the Board submits to the 
Secretary a report— 

L(A) stating that an orderly merger of the 
Corporation into the new corporation is not 
feasible before the latest date designated by 
the Board; 

[(B) explaining why an orderly merger of 
the Corporation into the new corporation is 
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not feasible before the latest date designated 
by the Board; 

Г(С) describing the steps that have been 
taken to consummate an orderly merger of 
the Corporation into the new corporation 
not later than 11 years after the date of en- 
actment of this Act; and 

Г.Б) describing the steps that will be taken 
to consummate an orderly and timely merg- 
er of the Corporation into the new corpora- 
tion. 

Г(5) LIMITATION.—The date designated by 
the Board in an amended merger plan shall 
not be later than 12 years after the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

[(6) CONSUMMATION OF MERGER.—The con- 
summation of an orderly and timely merger 
of the Corporation into the new corporation 
shall not occur later than 13 years after the 
date of enactment of this Act. 

Г(с) GOVERNMENTAL APPROVALS OF MERGER 
PLAN REQUIRED.—The merger plan or any 
amended merger plan shall take effect on the 
date on which the plan is approved by the 
Secretary. 

[(d) REVISION OF DISAPPROVED MERGER 
PLAN  REQUIRED.—If the Secretary dis- 
approves the merger plan or any amended 
merger plan— 

[(1) the Secretary shall— 

ГГА) notify the Corporation of the dis- 
approval; and 

[(B) indicate the reasons for the dis- 
approval; and 

[(2) not later than 30 days after the date of 
notification of disapproval under paragraph 
(1), the Corporation shall submit to the Sec- 
retary for approval, an amended merger plan 
that responds to the reasons for the dis- 
approval indicated in that notification. 

[(e) No STOCKHOLDER APPROVAL OF MERGER 
PLAN REQUIRED.—The approval or consent of 
the stockholders of the Corporation shall not 
be required to accomplish the merger of the 
Corporation into the new corporation. 

ІБЕС. 403. CONSUMMATION OF MERGER. 

[The Board shall ensure that the merger of 
the Corporation into the new corporation is 
accomplished in accordance with— 

ГІ) à merger plan approved by the Sec- 
retary under section 402; and 

[(2) all applicable laws of the jurisdiction 
in which the new corporation is incor- 
porated. 

[SEC. 404. TRANSITION. 

[Except as provided in this section, the 
Corporation shall, during the transition pe- 
riod, continue to have all of the rights, privi- 
leges, duties, and obligations, and shall be 
Subject to all of the limitations and restric- 
tions, set forth in this Act. 

[SEC. 405. EFFECT OF MERGER. 

Га) TRANSFER OF ASSETS AND LIABIL- 
ITIES.—On the designated merger date— 

[(1) all real, personal, and mixed property, 
all debts due on any account, and any other 
interest, of or belonging to or due to the Cor- 
poration, shall be transferred to and vested 
in the new corporation without further act 
or deed; and 

[(2) no title to any real, personal, or mixed 
property shall be impaired in any way by 
reason of the merger. 

[(b) TERMINATION OF THE CORPORATION AND 
FEDERAL CHARTER.—On the designated merg- 
er date— 

[(1) the surviving corporation of the merg- 
er shall be the new corporation; 

[(2) the Federal charter of the Corporation 
shall terminate; and 

[(3) the separate existence of the Corpora- 
tion shall terminate. 

[(c) REFERENCES TO THE CORPORATION IN 
Law.—After the designated merger date, any 
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reference to the Corporation in any law or 
regulation shall be deemed to refer to the 
new corporation. 

[(d) SAVINGS CLAUSE.— 

[(1) PROCEEDINGS.—The merger of the Cor- 
poration into the new corporation shall not 
abate any proceeding commenced by or 
against the Corporation before the des- 
ignated merger date, except that the new 
corporation shall be substituted for the Cor- 
poration as a party to any such proceeding 
as of the designated merger date. 

[(2) CONTRACTS AND AGREEMENTS.—AI1 con- 
tracts and agreements to which the Corpora- 
tion is a party and which are in effect on the 
day before the designated merger date shall 
continue in effect according to their terms, 
except that the new corporation shall be sub- 
stituted for the Corporation as a party to 
those contracts and agreements as of the 
designated merger date. 

[TITLE V—OTHER NATIVE AMERICAN 
FUNDS 
ІБЕС. 501. NATIVE AMERICAN ECONOMIES DIAG- 
NOSTIC STUDIES FUND. 

Г(а) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
within the Corporation a fund to be known 
as the “Native American Economies Diag- 
nostic Studies Кола" (referred to in this sec- 
tion as the ‘‘Diagnostic Fund’’), to be used to 
strengthen Indian tribal economies by sup- 
porting investment policy reforms and tech- 
nical assistance to eligible Indian tribes, 
consisting of— 

[ 1) any interest earned on investment of 
amounts in the Fund under subsection (d); 
and 

[(2) such amounts as are appropriated to 
the Diagnostic Fund under subsection (f). 

[(b) USE oF AMOUNTS FROM DIAGNOSTIC 
FUND.— 

[(1 IN GENERAL.—The Corporation shall 
use amounts in the Diagnostic Fund to es- 
tablish an interdisciplinary mechanism by 
which the Corporation and interested Indian 
tribes may jointly— 

[(A) conduct diagnostic studies of Native 
economic conditions; and 

[(B) provide recommendations for reforms 
in the policy, legal, regulatory, and invest- 
ment areas and general economic environ- 
ment of the interested Indian tribes. 

[(2) CONDITIONS FOR STUDIES.—A diagnostic 
study conducted jointly by the Corporation 
and an Indian tribe under paragraph (1)— 

Г(А) shall be conducted in accordance with 
an agreement between the Corporation and 
the Indian tribe; and 

[(B) at a minimum, shall identify inhibi- 
tors to greater levels of private sector in- 
vestment and job creation with respect to 
the Indian tribe. 

[(c) EXPENDITURES 
FUND.— 

[(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
on request by the Corporation, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall transfer from the Diag- 
nostic Fund to the Corporation such 
amounts as the Corporation determines are 
necessary to carry out this section. 

Г(2) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—An 
amount not exceeding 12 percent of the 
amounts in the Diagnostic Fund shall be 
available in each fiscal year to pay the ad- 
ministrative expenses necessary to carry out 
this section. 

Г(а) INVESTMENT OF AMOUNTS.— 

[(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the 
Treasury shall invest such portion of the Di- 
agnostic Fund as is not, in the judgment of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, required to 
meet current withdrawals. Investments may 
be made only in interest-bearing obligations 
of the United States. 
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[(2) ACQUISITION OF OBLIGATIONS.—For the 
purpose of investments under paragraph (1), 
obligations may be acquired— 

[(A) on original issue at the issue price; or 

В) by purchase of outstanding obliga- 
tions at the market price. 

[(3) SALE OF OBLIGATIONS.—Any obligation 
acquired by the Diagnostic Fund may be sold 
by the Secretary of the Treasury at the mar- 
ket price. 

[(4) CREDITS TO FUND.—The interest on, and 
the proceeds from the sale or redemption of, 
any obligations held in the Diagnostio Fund 
Shall be credited to and form a part of the 
Diagnostic Fund. 

[(e) TRANSFERS OF AMOUNTS.— 

[(1) IN GENERAL.—The amounts required to 
be transferred to the Diagnostic Fund under 
this section shall be transferred at least 
monthly from the general fund of the Treas- 
ury to the Diagnostic Fund on the basis of 
estimates made by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

[(2) ADJUSTMENTS.—Proper adjustment 
shall be made in amounts subsequently 
transferred to the extent prior estimates 
were in excess of or less than the amounts 
required to be transferred. 

ГІ) TRANSFERS TO DIAGNOSTIC FUND.— 
There are appropriated to the Diagnostic 
Fund, out of funds made available under sec- 
tion 603, such sums as are necessary to carry 
out this section. 

ІЗЕС. 502. NATIVE AMERICAN ECONOMIC INCU- 
BATION CENTER FUND. 

Г(а) ESTABLISHMENT.— There is established 
within the Corporation a fund to be known 
as the Native American Economic Incuba- 
tion Center Fund’’ (referred to in this sec- 
tion as the ‘‘Economic Fund’’), consisting 
of— 

[(1) any interest earned on investment of 
amounts in the Economic Fund under sub- 
section (d); and 

[(2) such amounts as are appropriated to 
the Economic Fund under subsection (f). 

[(b) USE OF AMOUNTS FROM ECONOMIC 
FUND.— 

[(1) IN GENERAL.—The Corporation shall 
use amounts in the Economic Fund to ensure 
that Federal development assistance and 
other resources dedicated to Native Amer- 
ican economic development are provided 
only to Native American communities with 
demonstrated commitments to— 

[(A) sound economic and political policies; 

[(B) good governance; and 

Г(С) practices that promote increased lev- 
els of economic growth and job creation. 

Г(с) EXPENDITURES FROM ECONOMIC FUND.— 

[ (1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
on request by the Corporation, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall transfer from the Eco- 
nomic Fund to the Corporation such 
amounts as the Corporation determines are 
necessary to carry out this section. 

[(2) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—An 
amount not exceeding 12 percent of the 
amounts in the Economic Fund shall be 
available in each fiscal year to pay the ad- 
ministrative expenses necessary to carry out 
this section. 

Г(а) INVESTMENT OF AMOUNTS.— 

Г(І) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the 
Treasury shall invest such portion of the 
Economic Fund as is not, in the judgment of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, required to 
meet current withdrawals. Investments may 
be made only in interest-bearing obligations 
of the United States. 

[(2) ACQUISITION OF OBLIGATIONS.—For the 
purpose of investments under paragraph (1), 
obligations may be acquired— 

[(A) on original issue at the issue price; or 
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[(B) by purchase of outstanding obliga- 
tions at the market price. 

[(3) SALE OF OBLIGATIONS.—Any obligation 
acquired by the Economic Fund may be sold 
by the Secretary of the Treasury at the mar- 
ket price. 

[(4) CREDITS TO FUND.—The interest on, and 
the proceeds from the sale or redemption of, 
any obligations held in the Economic Fund 
Shall be credited to and form a part of the 
Economic Fund. 

[(e) TRANSFERS OF AMOUNTS.— 

[(1) IN GENERAL.—The amounts required to 
be transferred to the Economic Fund under 
this section shall be transferred at least 
monthly from the general fund of the Treas- 
ury to the Economic Fund on the basis of es- 
timates made by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. 

[(2) ADJUSTMENTS.—Proper adjustment 
shall be made in amounts subsequently 
transferred to the extent prior estimates 
were in excess of or less than the amounts 
required to be transferred. 

ГТ) TRANSFERS TO ECONOMIC FUND.—There 
are appropriated to the Economic Fund, out 
of funds made available under section 603, 
such sums as are necessary to carry out this 
section. 

[TITLE VI—AUTHORIZATIONS OF 
APPROPRIATIONS 
ІБЕС. 601. NATIVE AMERICAN FINANCIAL INSTI- 
TUTIONS. 

Г(а) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to 
be appropriated to the Fund, without fiscal 
year limitation, such sums as are necessary 
to provide financial assistance to Native 
American financial institutions. 

[(b Мо CONSIDERATION AS MATCHING 
FUNDS.—To the extent that a Native Amer- 
ican financial institution receives funds 
under subsection (a), the funds shall not be 
considered to be matching funds required 
under section 108(e) of the Riegle Community 
Development and Regulatory Improvement 
Act of 1994 (12 U.S.C. 4707 (e)). 

[SEC. 602. CORPORATION. 

[There are authorized to be appropriated 
to the Secretary, for transfer to the Corpora- 
tion, such sums as are necessary to carry out 
activities of the Corporation. 

[SEC. 603. OTHER NATIVE AMERICAN FUNDS. 

[There are authorized to be appropriated 
Such sums as are necessary to carry out sec- 
tions 501 and 502.] 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the “Indian Tribal 
Development Corporation Feasibility Study Act 
of 2004”. 

SEC. 2. FEASIBILITY STUDY. 

Section 4(b) of the Native American Business 
Development, Trade Promotion, and Tourism 
Act of 2000 (25 U.S.C. 4303(b)) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraph (6) as para- 
graph (7); and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (5) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(6) TRIBAL DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION FEA- 
SIBILITY STUDY.— 

“(А) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall estab- 
lish the Tribal Development Corporation Feasi- 
bility Study Group (referred to in this para- 
graph as the ‘Group’). 

“(В) MEMBERS.—The Group shall be com- 
prised of 12 members, as follows: 

"(i REPRESENTATIVES OF INDIAN TRIBES.— 
Five members of the Group shall be representa- 
tives of federally recognized Indian tribes. 

“(й) REPRESENTATIVES OF THE ALASKA NATIVE 
COMMUNITY.—Three members of the Group shall 
be representatives of the Alaska Native Commu- 
nity. 

“(ii) REPRESENTATIVE OF THE NATIVE HAWAI- 
IAN COMMUNITY.—One member of the Group 
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Shall be a representative of the Native Hawaiian 
Community. 

“(ію) REPRESENTATIVE OF THE PRIVATE SEC- 
TOR.—Two members of the Group shall be rep- 
resentatives of nongovernmental economic ac- 
tivities carried out by private enterprises in the 
private sector. 

“‘(v) FEDERAL OFFICIALS.—One member of the 
Group shall be a representative of the Depart- 
ment of the Treasury with demonstrated experi- 
ence in international economic development and 
international financial institutions. 

"(C) CHAIRPERSON.—The members 
Group shall select a Chairperson. 

“(П) PERSONNEL AND SERVICES.— 

"(i IN GENERAL.—The Chairperson of the 
Group may appoint and terminate such per- 
sonnel as are necessary to enable the Group to 
perform its duties. 

“(1) PROCUREMENT OF SERVICES.—The Chair- 
person may procure such services as are nec- 
essary to enable the Group to perform the duties 
of the Group. 

“(Е) STUDY.— 

"(i IN GENERAL.—Not later than 270 days 
after the date of enactment of this subpara- 
graph, the Group shall— 

“(І) conduct a study to determine the feasi- 
bility of establishing an Indian Tribal Develop- 
ment Corporation (referred to in this subpara- 
graph as the ‘Corporation’); and 

"(II) submit to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs and the Committee on Appropriations of 
the Senate and the Committee on Resources and 
the Committee on Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives a report that describes the re- 
sults of the study and any recommendations of 
the Group for further legislative action. 

(1) CONTENTS.—The report shall contain— 

“(Т) а discussion and determination of the fi- 
nancial feasibility of the Corporation, including 
whether the Corporation can be, over the long 
term, financially self-sustainable; 

"(II) a discussion and determination of the 
probable economic impact of the Corporation, 
including a demonstration of the quantitative 
and qualitative economic impact on Native 
American communities; 

ИП) a discussion and determination of the 
best alternatives in the structure, organization, 
and lending terms and conditions of the 
Corportation, including the most appropriate 
structure of capital contributions to best serve, 
and be acceptable to, Native interests; 

"(IV) a discussion and determination of the 
basic terms and conditions under which funding 
would be provided to member Indian tribes; 

(У) a discussion of nonfinancial and advi- 
sory activities to be undertaken by the Corpora- 
tion, including the use of diagnostic studies by 
the Corporation to— 

“(аа) identify tribal, Federal, or State policies 
and legal and regulatory conditions and infra- 
structure deficiencies that impede investment, 
both private and public, needed to promote eco- 
nomic development; 

*(bb) provide specific recommendations for re- 
medial actions that can be undertaken by an In- 
dian tribe to overcome such inhibitors of invest- 
ment; and 

“(сс) identify and establish the terms for pre- 
appraisal studies of investment opportunities, 
both private and public, that can be developed 
and promoted by an Indian tribe; and 

“(VI) a discussion and determination of— 

“(аа) the capital structure of the Corporation, 
including the optimal level of initial capital con- 
tributions by both Indian tribes and the United 
States Government; and 

“(bb) the financial instruments that will be 
required by the Corporation to ensure its suc- 
cess. 

“(Е) TERMINATION OF STUDY GROUP.—The 
Group shall terminate 120 days after the date on 
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which the Group submits the report under sub- 
paragraph (E). 

“(G) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to carry 
out this paragraph— 

“(1) $3,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; and 

**(ii) $2,000,000 for fiscal year 2006.’’. 

Amend the title so as to read: “А bill to 
determine the feasibility of establishing an 
Indian Tribal Development Corporation.". 

The committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute was agreed to. 

The bill (S. 519), as amended, was 
read the third time and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
“А bill to determine the feasibility of 
establishing an Indian Tribal Develop- 
ment Corporation." 


EE 
TRIBAL PARITY ACT 


The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 1530) to provide compensation 
to the Lower Brule and Crow Creek 
Sioux Tribes of South Dakota for dam- 
age to tribal land caused by Pick-Sloan 
projects along the Missouri River, 
which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs with amend- 
ments, as follows: 

[Strike the parts shown in black 
brackets and insert the parts shown in 
italic.] 

S. 1530 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Tribal Par- 
ity Ас%”. 

SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds that— 

(1) the Pick-Sloan Missouri River Basin 
Program (authorized by section 9 of the Act 
of December 22, 1944 (commonly known as 
the “Flood Control Act of 1944”) (58 Stat. 
891)), was approved to promote the general 
economic development of the United States; 

(2) the Fort Randall and Big Bend dam and 
reservoir projects in South Dakota— 

(A) are major components of the Pick- 
Sloan Missouri River Basin Program; and 

(B) contribute to the national economy; 

(3) the Fort Randall and Big Bend projects 
inundated the fertile bottom land of the 
Lower Brule and Crow Creek Sioux Tribes, 
which greatly damaged the economy and cul- 
tural resources of the Tribes; 

(4) Congress has provided compensation to 
several Indian tribes, including the Lower 
Brule and Crow Creek Sioux Tribes, that bor- 
der the Missouri River and suffered injury as 
a result of 1 or more Pick-Sloan Projects; 

(5) the compensation provided to those In- 
dian tribes has not been consistent; 

(6) Missouri River Indian tribes that suf- 
fered injury as a result of 1 or more Pick- 
Sloan Projects should be adequately com- 
pensated for those injuries, and that com- 
pensation should be consistent among the 
Tribes; and 

(7) the Lower Brule Sioux Tribe and the 
Crow Creek Sioux Tribe, based on method- 
ology determined appropriate by the General 
Accounting Office, are entitled to receive ad- 
ditional compensation for injuries described 
in paragraph (6), so as to provide parity 
among compensation received by all Mis- 
souri River Indian tribes. 

SEC. 3. LOWER BRULE SIOUX TRIBE. 

Section 4(b) of the Lower Brule Sioux 

Tribe Infrastructure Development Trust 


24196 


Fund Act (Public Law 105-182; 111 Stat. 2565) 
is amended by striking '::$39,300,000" and in- 
serting [‘‘$176,398,012’’] ‘‘$186,822,140’’. 

SEC. 4. CROW CREEK SIOUX TRIBE. 

Section 4(b) of the Crow Creek Sioux Tribe 
Infrastructure Development Trust Fund Act 
of 1996 (Public Law 104-223; 110 Stat. 3027) is 
amended by striking ‘‘$27,500,000’’ and insert- 
ing [‘‘$100,244,040’’] '$105,917,653"*. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill (S. 1530) as amended, was 
read the third time and passed, as fol- 
lows: 

S. 1530 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Tribal Par- 
ity Ас%”. 

SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds that— 

(1) the Pick-Sloan Missouri River Basin 
Program (authorized by section 9 of the Act 
of December 22, 1944 (commonly known as 
the ‘‘Flood Control Act of 1944”) (58 Stat. 
891)), was approved to promote the general 
economic development of the United States; 

(2) the Fort Randall and Big Bend dam and 
reservoir projects in South Dakota— 

(A) are major components of the Pick- 
Sloan Missouri River Basin Program; and 

(B) contribute to the national economy; 

(3) the Fort Randall and Big Bend projects 
inundated the fertile bottom land of the 
Lower Brule and Crow Creek Sioux Tribes, 
which greatly damaged the economy and cul- 
tural resources of the Tribes; 

(4) Congress has provided compensation to 
several Indian tribes, including the Lower 
Brule and Crow Creek Sioux Tribes, that bor- 
der the Missouri River and suffered injury as 
a result of 1 or more Pick-Sloan Projects; 

(5) the compensation provided to those In- 
dian tribes has not been consistent; 

(6) Missouri River Indian tribes that suf- 
fered injury as a result of 1 or more Pick- 
Sloan Projects should be adequately com- 
pensated for those injuries, and that com- 
pensation should be consistent among the 
Tribes; and 

(7) the Lower Brule Sioux Tribe and the 
Crow Creek Sioux Tribe, based on method- 
ology determined appropriate by the General 
Accounting Office, are entitled to receive ad- 
ditional compensation for injuries described 
in paragraph (6), so as to provide parity 
among compensation received by all Mis- 
souri River Indian tribes. 

SEC. 3. LOWER BRULE SIOUX TRIBE. 

Section 4(b) of the Lower Brule Sioux 
Tribe Infrastructure Development Trust 
Fund Act (Public Law 105-132; 111 Stat. 2565) 
is amended by striking ‘$39,300,000’? and in- 
Serting “%186,822,140”. 

SEC. 4. CROW CREEK SIOUX TRIBE. 

Section 4(b) of the Crow Creek Sioux Tribe 
Infrastructure Development Trust Fund Act 
of 1996 (Public Law 104-223; 110 Stat. 3027) is 
amended by striking ‘‘$27,500,000’’ and insert- 
ing ‘‘$105,917,853’’. 


-m 


OGLALA SIOUX TRIBE ANGOSTURA 
IRRIGATION PROJECT MOD- 
ERNIZATION AND DEVELOPMENT 
ACT 


The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 1996) to enhance and provide to 
the Oglala Sioux Tribe and Angostura 
Irrigation Project certain benefits of 
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the Pick-Sloan Missouri River basin 
program, which had been reported from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, with 
an amendment to strike all after the 


enacting clause and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: 
(Strike the part shown in black 


brackets and insert the part shown in 
italic.) 
S. 1996 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

[SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

[This Act may be cited as the “Oglala 
Sioux Tribe Angostura Irrigation Project Re- 
habilitation and Development Act”. 

ІБЕС. 2. FINDINGS. 

[Congress finds that— 

[(1) Congress approved the Pick-Sloan Mis- 
souri River basin program by passing the Act 
of December 22, 1944 (commonly known as 
the “Flood Control Act of 1944") (83 U.S.C. 
701-1 et seq.)— 

[(A) to promote the economic development 
of the United States; 

Г(В) to provide for irrigation in regions 
north of Sioux City, Iowa; 

Г(С) to protect urban and rural areas from 
devastating floods of the Missouri River; and 

[(D) for other purposes; 

[(2) the Angostura Unit— 

Г(А) is à component of the Pick-Sloan pro- 
gram; and 

[(B) provides for— 

[G) irrigation of 12,218 acres of productive 
farm land in the State; and 

[Gi) substantial recreation and fish and 
wildlife benefits; 

[(3) the Commissioner of Reclamation has 
determined that— 

[(A) the national economic development 
benefits from irrigation at the Angostura 
Unit total approximately $3,410,000 annually; 
and 

[(B) the national economic development 
benefits of recreation at Angostura Res- 
ervoir total approximately $7,100,000 annu- 
ally; 

[(4) the Angostura Unit impounds the 
Cheyenne River 20 miles upstream of the 
Pine Ridge Indian Reservation in the State; 

[(5)(A) the Reservation experiences ex- 
tremely high rates of unemployment and 
poverty; and 

[(B) there is a need for economic develop- 
ment on the Reservation; 

[(6 the national economic development 
benefits of the Angostura Unit do not extend 
to the Reservation; 

((7) the Angostura Unit may be associated 
with negative affects on water quality and 
riparian vegetation in the Cheyenne River on 
the Reservation; 

[(8) rehabilitation of the irrigation facili- 
ties at the Angostura Unit would— 

Г(А) enhance the national economic devel- 
opment benefits of the Angostura Unit; and 

[(B) result in improved water efficiency 
and environmental restoration benefits on 
the Reservation; and 

[(9) the establishment of a trust fund for 
the Oglala Sioux Tribe would— 

Г(А) produce economic development bene- 
fits for the Reservation comparable to the 
benefits produced at the Angostura Unit; and 

Г(В) provide resources that are necessary 
for restoration of the Cheyenne River cor- 
ridor on the Reservation. 

ІБЕС. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

[In this Act: 

[(1) ANGOSTURA UNIT.—The term ‘‘Angos- 
tura Unit" means the irrigation unit of the 
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Angostura irrigation project developed under 
the Act of August 11, 1939 (16 U.S.C. 590y et 
seq.). 

ПО) FunD.—The term “Fund” means the 
Oglala Sioux Tribal Development Trust Fund 
established by section 201(a). 

[(3) PICK-SLOAN PROGRAM.—The term 
*'Pick-Sloan program" means the Pick-Sloan 
Missouri River basin program approved 
under the Act of December 22, 1944 (com- 
monly known as the ‘‘Flood Control Act of 
1944") (83 U.S.C. 701-1 et seq.). 

[(4) PLAN.—The term ‘‘plan’’ means the de- 
velopment plan developed by the Tribe under 
section 201(f). 

[(5 RESERVATION.—The term ‘‘Reserva- 
tion" means the Pine Ridge Indian Reserva- 
tion in the State. 

[(60 SECRETARY.—The term Secretary" 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

((7) STATE.—The term State" means the 
State of South Dakota. 

[(8) TRIBAL COUNCIL.—The term ‘‘Tribal 
Council" means the governing body of the 
'Tribe. 

[(9) TRIBE.—The term “Tribe” means the 
Oglala Sioux Tribe of South Dakota. 

[TITLE I—REHABILITATION 
[SEC. 101. REHABILITATION OF FACILITIES AT 
ANGOSTURA UNIT. 

[The Secretary may carry out the rehabili- 
tation and improvement of the facilities at 
the Angostura Project described in the re- 
port entitled ‘‘Angostura Unit Contract Ne- 
gotiation and Water Management Final En- 
vironmental Impact Statement”, dated Au- 
gust 2002. 

ІБЕС. 102. DELIVERY OF WATER TO PINE RIDGE 
INDIAN RESERVATION. 

[The Secretary shall provide for— 

[(1) to the maximum extent practicable, 
the delivery of water saved through the reha- 
bilitation and improvement of the facilities 
of the Angostura Unit to the Pine Ridge In- 
dian Reservation; and 

[(2) the use of that water for purposes of 
environmental restoration on the Pine Ridge 
Indian Reservation. 

ІБЕС. 103. EFFECT ON OTHER LAW. 

[Nothing in this title affects— 

[(1) any reserved water rights or other 
rights of the Tribe; 

[(2) any service or program to which, in ac- 
cordance with Federal law, the Tribe, or an 
individual member of the Tribe, is entitled; 
or 

[(3) any water rights in existence on the 
date of enactment of this Act held by any 
person or entity. 

[SEC. 104. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

[There is authorized to be appropriated 
such sums as are necessary to carry out this 
title, to remain available until expended. 

[TITLE IICDEVELOPMENT 
[SEC. 201. OGLALA SIOUX TRIBAL DEVELOPMENT 
TRUST FUND. 

[(a) OGLALA SIOUX TRIBAL DEVELOPMENT 
TRUST FuND.—There is established in the 
Treasury of the United States a fund to be 
known as the ‘‘Oglala Sioux Tribal Develop- 
ment Trust Fund", consisting of any 
amounts deposited in the Fund under this 
title. 

[(b) FUNDING.—On the first day of the 11th 
fiscal year that begins after the date of en- 
actment of this Act, the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall, from the General Fund of the 
Treasury, deposit in the Fund— 

[(1) such sums as the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in consultation with the Sec- 
retary, the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services, and the Tribal Council, are nec- 
essary to carry out development under this 
title; and 
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[(2) the amount that equals the amount of 
interest that would have accrued on the 
amount described in paragraph (1) if that 
amount had been invested in interest-bear- 
ing obligations of the United States, or in 
obligations guaranteed as to both principal 
and interest by the United States, on the 
first day of the first fiscal year that begins 
after the date of enactment of this Act and 
compounded annually thereafter. 

Г(с) INVESTMENT OF TRUST FUND.— 

[(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the 
Treasury shall invest such portion of the 
Fund as is not, in the judgment of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, required to meet cur- 
rent withdrawals. 

[(2) ACQUISITION OF OBLIGATIONS.—Such in- 
vestments may be made only in interest- 
bearing obligations of the United States or 
in obligations guaranteed as to both prin- 
cipal and interest by the United States. 

[(3) INTEREST.—The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall deposit interest resulting from 
Such investments into the Fund. 

[(d) PAYMENT OF INTEREST TO TRIBE.— 

[(1) WITHDRAWAL ОҒ INTEREST.— Beginning 
on the first day of the 11th fiscal year after 
the date of enactment of this Act and, on the 
first day of each fiscal year thereafter, the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall transfer the 
aggregate amount of interest deposited into 
the Fund for the fiscal year to the Secretary 
for use in accordance with paragraph (3). 

[(2) AVAILABILITY.—Each amount trans- 
ferred under paragraph (1) shall be available 
without fiscal year limitation. 

[(3) PAYMENTS TO TRIBE.— 

((А) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall use 
the amounts transferred under paragraph (1) 
only for the purpose of making payments to 
the Tribe, as such payments are requested by 
the Tribe pursuant to tribal resolution. 

[(B) LIMITATION.—Payments may be made 
by the Secretary of the Interior under sub- 
paragraph (A) only after the Tribe has adopt- 
ed à plan under subsection (f). 

[(C) USE OF PAYMENTS BY TRIBE.— The Tribe 
shall use the payments made under subpara- 
graph (B) only for carrying out projects and 
programs under the plan prepared under sub- 
section (f). 

[(e) LIMITATION ON TRANSFERS AND WITH- 
DRAWALS.—Except as provided in subsections 
(c) and (d)(1), the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall not transfer or withdraw any amount 
deposited under subsection (b). 

[(f) DEVELOPMENT PLAN.— 

[(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 18 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
governing body of the Tribe shall prepare a 
plan for the use of the payments to the Tribe 
under subsection (d). 

Г(2) CONTENTS.—The plan shall provide for 
the manner in which the Tribe shall expend 
payments to the Tribe under subsection (d) 
to promote— 

[(A) economic development; 

[(B) infrastructure development; 

[(C) the educational, health, recreational, 
and social welfare objectives of the Tribe and 
members of the Tribe; or 

Г.О) any combination of the activities de- 
Scribed in subparagraphs (A) through (C). 

[(3) PLAN REVIEW AND REVISION.— 

((А) IN GENERAL.—The Tribal Council shall 
make available for review and comment by 
the members of the Tribe à copy of the plan 
before the plan becomes final, in accordance 
with procedures established by the Tribal 
Council. 

[(B) UPDATING OF PLAN.— 

[(1) IN GENERAL.—The Tribal Council may, 
on an annual basis, revise the plan to update 
the plan. 
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(Gi) REVIEW AND COMMENT.—In revising the 
plan, the Tribal Council shall provide the 
members of the Tribe opportunity to review 
and comment on any proposed revision to 
the plan. 

[(C) CONSULTATION.—In preparing the plan 
and any revisions to update the plan, the 
Tribal Council shall consult with the Sec- 
retary and the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services. 

[(4) AUDIT.— 

[(A) IN GENERAL.—The activities of the 
Tribe in carrying out the plan shall be au- 
dited as part of the annual single-agency 
audit that the Tribe is required to prepare 
pursuant to the Office of Management and 
Budget circular numbered A-1338. 

(В) DETERMINATION BY AUDITORS.—The 
auditors that conduct the audit under sub- 
paragraph (A) shall— 

LG) determine whether funds received by 
the Tribe under this section for the period 
covered by the audit were expended to carry 
out the plan in a manner consistent with 
this section; and 

[Gi) include in the written findings of the 
audit the determination made under clause 
(i). 

Г(С) INCLUSION OF FINDINGS WITH PUBLICA- 
TION OF PROCEEDINGS OF TRIBAL COUNCIL.—A 
copy of the written findings of the audit de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A) shall be inserted 
in the published minutes of the Tribal Coun- 
cil proceedings for the session at which the 
audit is presented to the Tribal Council. 

Ге) PROHIBITION OF PER CAPITA PAy- 
MENTS.—No portion of any payment made 
under this title may be distributed to any 
member of the Tribe on a per capita basis. 
[SEC. 202. ELIGIBILITY OF TRIBE FOR CERTAIN 

PROGRAMS AND SERVICES. 

[No payment made to the Tribe under this 
title shall result in the reduction or denial of 
any service or program with respect to 
which, under Federal law— 

[ 1) the Tribe is otherwise entitled because 
of the status of the Tribe as a federally rec- 
ognized Indian tribe; or 

ГО) any individual who is a member of the 
Tribe is entitled because of the status of the 
individual as a member of the Tribe. 

[SEC. 203. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

[There are authorized to be appropriated 
such sums as are necessary to pay the ad- 
ministrative expenses of the Fund.] 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the “Oglala Sioux 
Tribe Angostura Irrigation Project Moderniza- 
tion and Development Act". 

SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds that— 

(1) Congress approved the Pick-Sloan Mis- 
souri River basin program by passing the Act of 
December 22, 1944 (commonly known as the 
“Flood Control Act of 1944’’) (33 U.S.C. 701-1 et 
зед.)— 

(A) to promote the economic development of 
the United States; 

(B) to provide for irrigation in regions north 
of Sioux City, Iowa; 

(C) to protect urban and rural areas from dev- 
astating floods of the Missouri River; and 

(D) for other purposes; 

(2) the Angostura Unit— 

(A) is a component of the Pick-Sloan program; 
and 

(B) provides for— 

(i) irrigation of 12,218 acres of productive farm 
land in South Dakota; and 

(ii) substantial recreation and fish and wild- 
life benefits; 

(3) the Commissioner of Reclamation has de- 
termined that— 

(A) the national economic development bene- 
fits from irrigation at the Angostura Unit total 
approximately $3,410,000 annually; and 
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(B) the national economic development bene- 
fits of recreation at Angostura Reservoir total 
approximately $7,100,000 annually; 

(4) the Angostura Unit impounds the Chey- 
enne River 20 miles upstream of the Pine Ridge 
Indian Reservation in South Dakota; 

(5)(A) the Reservation experiences extremely 
high rates of unemployment and poverty; and 

(B) there is a need for economic development 
on the Reservation; 

(6) the national economic development bene- 
fits of the Angostura Unit do not extend to the 
Reservation; 

(7) the Angostura Unit may be associated with 
negative affects on water quality and riparian 
vegetation in the Cheyenne River on the Res- 
ervation; 

(8) modernization of the irrigation facilities at 
the Angostura Unit would— 

(A) enhance the national economic develop- 
ment benefits of the Angostura Unit; and 

(B) result in improved water efficiency and 
environmental restoration benefits on the Res- 
ervation; and 

(9) the establishment of a trust fund for the 
Oglala Sioux Tribe would— 

(A) produce economic development benefits for 
the Reservation comparable to the benefits pro- 
duced at the Angostura Unit; and 

(B) provide resources that are necessary for 
restoration of the Cheyenne River corridor on 
the Reservation. 

SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 

(1) ANGOSTURA UNIT.—The term ‘‘Angostura 
Unit" means the irrigation unit of the Angos- 
tura irrigation project developed under the Act 
of August 11, 1939 (16 U.S.C. 590y et seq.). 

(2) FUND.—The term “Fund” means the Og- 
lala Sioux Tribal Development Trust Fund es- 
tablished by section 201(a). 

(3) PICK-SLOAN PROGRAM.—The term ‘‘Pick- 
Sloan program" means the Pick-Sloan Missouri 
River basin program approved under the Act of 
December 22, 1944 (commonly known as the 
“Flood Control Act of 1944") (33 U.S.C. 701-1 et 
Seq.). 

(4) PLAN.—The term “plan” means the devel- 
opment plan developed by the Tribe under sec- 
tion 201(f). 

(5) RESERVATION.—The term “Reservation” 
means the Pine Ridge Indian Reservation in the 
State. 

(6) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” means 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

(7) TRIBE.—The term “Tribe” means the Og- 
lala Sioux Tribe of South Dakota. 

(8) TRIBAL COUNCIL.—The term ‘‘Tribal Coun- 
cil" means the governing body of the Tribe. 

TITLE I—MODERNIZATION 
SEC. 101. MODERNIZATION OF FACILITIES AT AN- 
GOSTURA UNIT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry 
out the modernization and improvement of the 
facilities at the Angostura Unit as described in 
the Improved Efficiencies Alternative included 
in the report entitled “Рта Environmental Im- 
pact Statement, Angostura Unit Contract Nego- 
tiation and Water Management (August 2002)”. 

(b) NONREIMBURSABILITY.—The cost of the 
modernization and improvement of the facilities 
at the Angostura Unit shall be carried out on a 
nonreimbursable basis. 

SEC. 102. DELIVERY OF WATER TO PINE RIDGE IN- 
DIAN RESERVATION. 

The Secretary shall provide for the delivery of 
the water saved through the modernization and 
improvement of the facilities of the Angostura 
Unit to be used for fish and wildlife purposes 
and environmental restoration on the Reserva- 
tion. 

SEC. 103. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out section 101 $4,660,000, to remain avail- 
able until expended. 
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TITLE II—DEVELOPMENT 
SEC. 201. OGLALA SIOUX TRIBAL DEVELOPMENT 
TRUST FUND. 

(a) OGLALA SIOUX TRIBAL DEVELOPMENT 
TRUST FUND.—There is established in the Treas- 
ury of the United States a fund to be known as 
the “Oglala Sioux Tribal Development Trust 
Fund’’, consisting of any amounts deposited in 
the Fund under this title. 

(b) FUNDING.—On the first day of the 11th fis- 
cal year that begins after the date of enactment 
of this Act, the Secretary of the Treasury shall, 
from the General Fund of the Treasury, deposit 
in the Fund— 

(1) $92,500,000; and 

(2) the amount that equals the amount of in- 
terest that would have accrued on the amount 
described in paragraph (1) if that amount had 
been invested in interest-bearing obligations of 
the United States on the first day of the first fis- 
cal year that begins after the date of enactment 
of this Act and compounded annually there- 
after. 

(c) INVESTMENT OF TRUST FUND.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall invest such portion of the Fund as is 
not, in the judgment of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, required to meet current withdrawals. 

(2 ELIGIBLE OBLIGATIONS.—Notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall invest the amounts deposited 
under subsection (b) and the interest earned on 
those amounts only in interest-bearing obliga- 
tions of the United States issued. directly to the 
Fund. 

(3) INTEREST.—The Secretary of the Treasury 
shall deposit interest resulting from such invest- 
ments into the Fund. 

(d) PAYMENT OF INTEREST TO TRIBE.— 

(1) WITHDRAWAL OF INTEREST.—Beginning on 
the first day of the 11th fiscal year after the 
date of enactment of this Act and, on the first 
day of each fiscal year thereafter, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall transfer the aggregate 
amount of interest deposited into the Fund for 
the fiscal year to the Secretary for use in ac- 
cordance with paragraph (3). 

(2) AVAILABILITY.—Each amount transferred 
under paragraph (1) shall be available without 
fiscal year limitation. 

(3) PAYMENTS TO TRIBE.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall use the 
amounts transferred under paragraph (1) only 
for the purpose of making payments to the 
Tribe, as such payments are requested by the 
Tribe pursuant to tribal resolution. 

(B) LIMITATION.—Payments may be made by 
the Secretary of the Interior under subpara- 
graph (A) only after the Tribe has adopted a 
plan under subsection (f). 

(C) USE OF PAYMENTS BY TRIBE.—The Tribe 
shall use the payments made under subpara- 
graph (B) only for carrying out projects and 
programs under the plan prepared under sub- 
section (f). 

(е) LIMITATION ON TRANSFERS AND WITH- 
DRAWALS.—Except as provided in subsections (c) 
and (d)(1), the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
not transfer or withdraw any amount deposited 
under subsection (b). 

(f) DEVELOPMENT PLAN.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 18 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the gov- 
erning body of the Tribe shall prepare a plan for 
the use of the payments to the Tribe under sub- 
section (d). 

(2) CONTENTS.—The plan shall provide for the 
manner in which the Tribe shall expend pay- 
ments to the Tribe under subsection (d) to pro- 
mote— 

(A) economic development; 

(B) infrastructure development; 

(C) the educational, health, recreational, and 
social welfare objectives of the Tribe and mem- 
bers of the Tribe; or 
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(D) any combination of the activities described 
in subparagraphs (A) through (C). 

(3) PLAN REVIEW AND REVISION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Tribal Council shall 
make available for review and comment by the 
members of the Tribe a copy of the plan before 
the plan becomes final, in accordance with pro- 
cedures established by the Tribal Council. 

(B) UPDATING OF PLAN.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Tribal Council may, on 
an annual basis, revise the plan to update the 
plan. 

(ii) REVIEW AND COMMENT.—In revising the 
plan, the Tribal Council shall provide the mem- 
bers of the Tribe opportunity to review and com- 
ment on any proposed revision to the plan. 

(C) CONSULTATION.—In preparing the plan 
and any revisions to update the plan, the Tribal 
Council shall consult with the Secretary and the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services. 

(4) AUDIT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The activities of the Tribe in 
carrying out the plan shall be audited as part of 
the annual single-agency audit that the Tribe is 
required to prepare pursuant to the Office of 
Management and Budget circular numbered А- 
133. 

(В) DETERMINATION BY AUDITORS.—The audi- 
tors that conduct the audit under subparagraph 
(A) shall— 

(i) determine whether funds received by the 
Tribe under this section for the period covered 
by the audit were expended to carry out the 
plan in a manner consistent with this section; 
and 

(ii) include in the written findings of the audit 
the determination made under clause (i). 

(C) INCLUSION OF FINDINGS WITH PUBLICATION 
OF PROCEEDINGS OF TRIBAL COUNCIL.—A copy of 
the written findings of the audit described in 
subparagraph (A) shall be inserted in the pub- 
lished minutes of the Tribal Council proceedings 
for the session at which the audit is presented to 
the Tribal Council. 

(g) PROHIBITION OF PER CAPITA PAYMENTS.— 
No portion of any payment made under this title 
may be distributed to any member of the Tribe 
on a per capita basis. 

SEC. 202. ELIGIBILITY OF TRIBE FOR CERTAIN 
PROGRAMS AND SERVICES. 

No payment made to the Tribe under this title 
shall result in the reduction or denial of any 
service or program with respect to which, under 
Federal law— 

(1) the Tribe is otherwise entitled because of 
the status of the Tribe as a federally recognized 
Indian tribe; or 

(2) any individual who is a member of the 
Tribe is entitled because of the status of the in- 
dividual as a member of the Tribe. 

SEC. 203. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as are necessary to pay the administrative 
expenses of the Fund. 

SEC. 204. WATER RIGHTS. 

Nothing in this Act— 

(1)(A) affects any rights, benefits, privileges or 
claims (including water rights or claims to water 
rights) of the Tribe, whether located within or 
without the external boundaries of the Reserva- 
tion, based on treaty, Executive order, agree- 
ment, Act of Congress, aboriginal title, the Win- 
ters doctrine (Winters v. United States, 207 U.S. 
564 (1908)), or otherwise; or 

(B) validates or invalidates any assertion of 
the existence, nonexistence or extinguishment of 
any water rights, or claims to water rights, held 
by the Tribe or any other Indian tribe or indi- 
vidual Indian under Federal or State law; or 

(2) affects any other water rights in existence 
on the date of enactment of this Act held by any 
person or entity. 


The committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute was agreed to. 
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The bill (S. 1996), as amended, was 
read the third time and passed. 


SPOKANE TRIBE OF INDIANS OF 
THE SPOKANE RESERVATION 
GRAND COULEE DAM EQUITABLE 
COMPENSATION SETTLEMENT 
ACT 


The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 1488) to provide for equitable 
compensation of the Spokane Tribe of 
Indians of the Spokane Reservation in 
settlement of claims of the Tribe con- 
cerning the contribution of the Tribe 
to the production of hydropower by the 
Grand Coulee Dam, and for other pur- 
poses, which had been reported from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, with 
an amendment to strike all after the 


enacting clause and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: 
(Strike the part shown in black 


brackets and insert the part shown in 
italic.) 
S. 1488 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

[SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

[This Act may be cited as the *Spokane 
Tribe of Indians of the Spokane Reservation 
Grand Coulee Dam Equitable Compensation 
Settlement Act”. 

[SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

[Congress finds the following: 

[(1) From 1927 to 1931, at the direction of 
Congress, the Corps of Engineers inves- 
tigated the Columbia River and its tribu- 
taries to determine sites at which power 
could be produced at low cost. 

[(2) The Corps of Engineers— 

L(A) identified a number of sites, including 
the site at which the Grand Coulee Dam is 
located; and 

[(B) recommended that power development 
at those sites be performed by local govern- 
mental authorities or private utilities under 
the Federal Power Act (16 U.S.C. 791a et 
seq.). 

[(3) Under section 10(e) of that Act (16 
U.S.C. 803(e)), a licensee is required to com- 
pensate an Indian tribe for the use of land 
under the jurisdiction of the Indian tribe. 

(4) In August 1983, the Columbia Basin 
Commission, an agency of the State of Wash- 
ington, received a preliminary permit from 
the Federal Power Commission for water 
power development at the Grand Coulee site. 

Г5) In the mid-1930’s, the Federal Govern- 
ment, which is not subject to the Federal 
Power Act (16 U.S.C. 791а et seq.)— 

[(A) federalized the Grand Coulee Dam 
project; and 

[(B) began construction of the Grand Cou- 
lee Dam. 

Г(6) At the time at which the Grand Coulee 
Dam project was federalized, the Federal 
Government recognized that the Spokane 
Tribe and the Confederated Tribes of the 
Colville Reservation had compensable inter- 
ests in the Grand Coulee Dam project, in- 
cluding compensation for— 

[(A) the development of hydropower; 

[(B) the extinguishment of a salmon fish- 
ery on which the Spokane Tribe was almost 
completely financially dependent; and 

Г(С) the inundation of land with loss of po- 
tential power sites previously identified by 
the Spokane Tribe. 
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ГТ) In the Act of June 29, 1940, Congress— 

L(A) in the first section (16 U.S.C. 8354) 
granted to the United States— 

[ 0) all rights of Indian tribes in land of the 
Spokane Tribe and Colville Indian Reserva- 
tions that were required for the Grand Cou- 
lee Dam project; and 

[Gi) various rights-of-way over other land 
under the jurisdiction of Indian tribes that 
were required in connection with the project; 
and 

[(B) in section 2 (16 U.S.C. 835e) provided 
that compensation for the land and rights-of- 
way was to be determined by the Secretary 
of the Interior in such amounts as the Sec- 
retary determined to be just and equitable. 

[(8) In furtherance of that Act, the Sec- 
retary of the Interior paid— 

[(A) to the Spokane Tribe, $4,700; and 

(В) to the Confederated Tribes of the 
Colville Reservation, $63,000. 

[(9) In 1994, following 43 years of litigation 
before the Indian Claims Commission, the 
United States Court of Federal Claims, and 
the United States Court of Appeals for the 
Federal Circuit, Congress ratified an agree- 
ment between the Confederated Tribes of the 
Colville Reservation and the United States 
that provided for damages and annual pay- 
ments of $15,250,000 in perpetuity, adjusted 
annually, based on revenues from the sale of 
electric power from the Grand Coulee Dam 
project and transmission of that power by 
the Bonneville Power Administration. 

[(10) In legal opinions issued by the Office 
of the Solicitor of the Department of the In- 
terior, a Task Force Study conducted from 
1976 to 1980 ordered by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations of the Senate, and hearings be- 
fore Congress at the time at which the Con- 
federated Tribes of the Colville Reservation 
Grand Coulee Dam Settlement Act (Public 
Law 103-436; 108 Stat. 4577) was enacted, it 
has repeatedly been recognized that— 

[(A) the Spokane Tribe suffered damages 
similar to those suffered by, and had a case 
legally comparable to that of, the Confed- 
erated Tribes of the Colville Reservation; but 

[(B) the 5-year statute of limitations under 
the Act of August 18, 1946 (25 U.S.C. 70 et 
seq.) precluded the Spokane Tribe from 
bringing a civil action for damages under 
that Act. 

[ (11) The inability of the Spokane Tribe to 
bring a civil action before the Indian Claims 
Commission can be attributed to a combina- 
tion of factors, including— 

Г(А) the failure of the Bureau of Indian Af- 
fairs to carry out its advisory responsibil- 
ities in accordance with that Act; and 

[(B) an attempt by the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs to impose improper require- 
ments on claims attorneys retained by In- 
dian tribes, which caused delays in retention 
of counsel and full investigation of the po- 
tential claims of the Spokane Tribe. 

[(12) As a consequence of construction of 
the Grand Coulee Dam project, the Spokane 
'Tribe— 

[(A) has suffered the loss of— 

[() the salmon fishery on which the Spo- 
kane Tribe was dependent; 

[Gi) identified hydropower sites that the 
Spokane Tribe could have developed; and 

[а1) hydropower revenues that the Spo- 
kane Tribe would have received under the 
Federal Power Act (16 U.S.C. 791a et seq.) 
had the project not been federalized; and 

[(B) continues to lose hydropower revenues 
that the Federal Government recognized 
were owed to the Spokane Tribe at the time 
at which the project was constructed. 

[(13. More than 39 percent of the land 
owned by Indian tribes or members of Indian 
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tribes that was used for the Grand Coulee 
Dam project was land of the Spokane Tribe. 
[SEC. 3. STATEMENT OF PURPOSE. 

[The purpose of this Act is to provide fair 
and equitable compensation to the Spokane 
Tribe, using the same proportional basis as 
was used in providing compensation to the 
Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reserva- 
tion, for the losses suffered as a result of the 
construction and operation of the Grand 
Coulee Dam project. 

ІБЕС. 4. DEFINITIONS. 

[In this Act: 

І(І) SECRETARY.—The term Secretary" 
means the Secretary of the Treasury. 

[(2 CONFEDERATED TRIBES ACT.—The term 
“Confederated Tribes Act" means the Con- 
federated Tribes of the Colville Reservation 
Grand Coulee Dam Settlement Act (Public 
Law 103-436; 108 Stat. 4577). 

[(3) FUND ACCOUNT.—The term “Fund Ac- 
count" means the Spokane Tribe of Indians 
Settlement Fund Account established under 
section 5(a). 

[(4) SPOKANE TRIBE.—The term ‘‘Spokane 
Tribe" means the Spokane Tribe of Indians 
of the Spokane Reservation, Washington. 
[SEC. 5. SETTLEMENT FUND ACCOUNT. 

[(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF ACCOUNT.—There is 
established in the Treasury an interest-bear- 
ing account to be known as the ‘‘Spokane 
Tribe of Indians Settlement Fund Account". 

[(b) DEPOSIT OF AMOUNTS.— 

[(1) INITIAL DEPOSIT.—On the date on which 
funds are made available to carry out this 
Act, the Secretary shall deposit in the Fund 
Account, as payment and satisfaction of the 
claim of the Spokane Tribe for use of land of 
the Spokane Tribe for generation of hydro- 
power for the period beginning on June 29, 
1940, and ending on November 2, 1994, an 
amount that is equal to 39.4 percent of the 
amount paid to the Confederated Tribes of 
the Colville Reservation under section 5(a) of 
the Confederated Tribes Act, adjusted to re- 
flect the change, during the period beginning 
on the date on which the payment described 
in subparagraph (A) was made to the Confed- 
erated Tribes of the Colville Reservation and 
ending on the date of enactment of this Act, 
in the Consumer Price Index for all urban 
consumers published by the Department of 
Labor. 

[(2) SUBSEQUENT DEPOSITS.—On September 
30 of the first fiscal year that begins after 
the date of enactment of this Act, and on 
September 30 of each of the 5 fiscal years 
thereafter, the Secretary shall deposit in the 
Fund Account an amount that is equal to 
7.88 percent of the amount authorized to be 
paid to the Confederated Tribes of the 
Colville Reservation under section 5(b) of the 
Confederated Tribes Act through the end of 
the fiscal year during which this Act is en- 
acted, adjusted to reflect the change, during 
the period beginning on the date on which 
the payment to the Confederated Tribes of 
the Colville Reservation was first made and 
ending on the date of enactment of this Act, 
in the Consumer Price Index for all urban 
consumers published by the Department of 
Labor. 

Г(с) ANNUAL PAYMENTS.—On September 1 
of the first fiscal year after the date of en- 
actment of this Act, and annually thereafter, 
the Secretary shall pay to the Spokane Tribe 
an amount that is equal to 39.4 percent of the 
annual payment authorized to be paid to the 
Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reserva- 
tion under section 5(b) for the Confederated 
Tribes Act for the fiscal year. 

ІБЕС. 6. USE AND TREATMENT OF SETTLEMENT 
FUNDS. 

[(a) TRANSFER OF FUNDS TO SPOKANE 

TRIBE.— 
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[(1) INITIAL TRANSFER.—Not later than 60 
days after the date on which the Secretary 
receives from the Spokane Business Council 
written notice of the adoption by the Spo- 
kane Business Council of a resolution re- 
questing that the Secretary execute the 
transfer of settlement funds described in sec- 
tion 5(a), the Secretary shall transfer all or 
a portion of the settlement funds, as appro- 
priate, to the Spokane Business Council. 

[(2) SUBSEQUENT TRANSFERS.—If not all 
funds described in section 5(a) are trans- 
ferred to the Spokane Business Council 
under an initial transfer request described in 
paragraph (1), the Spokane Business Council 
may make subsequent requests for, and the 
Secretary of the Treasury may execute sub- 
sequent transfers of, those funds. 

[(b) USE ОЕ INITIAL PAYMENT FUNDS.—Of 
the settlement funds described in sub- 
sections (a) and (b) of section 5— 

[ (1) 25 percent shall be— 

[(A) reserved by the Spokane Business 
Council; and 

[(B) used for discretionary purposes of gen- 
eral benefit to all members of the Spokane 
Tribe; and 

[(2) 75 percent shall be used by the Spo- 
kane Business Council to carry out— 

[(A) a resource development program; 

[(B) a credit program; 

[(C) a scholarship program; or 

Г.О) a reserve, investment, and economic 
development program. 


Г(с) USE OF ANNUAL PAYMENT FUNDS.—An- 
nual payments made to the Spokane Tribe 
under section 5(c) may be used or invested by 
the Spokane Tribe in the same manner and 
for the same purposes as other tribal govern- 
mental funds. 


[(d) APPROVAL BY SECRETARY.—Notwith- 
standing any other provision of law— 

[(1) the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury or the Secretary of the Interior for 
any payment, distribution, or use of the 
principal, interest, or income generated by 
any settlement funds transferred or paid to 
the Spokane Tribe under this Act shall not 
be required; and 

[(2) the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
Secretary of the Interior shall have no trust 
responsibility for the investment, super- 
vision, administration, or expenditure of 
those funds after the date on which the funds 
are transferred to or paid to the Spokane 
Tribe. 


[(e) TREATMENT OF FUNDS FOR CERTAIN 
PURPOSES.—The payments and distributions 
of any portion of the principal, interest, and 
income generated by the settlement funds 
described in section 5 shall be treated in the 
same manner as payments or distributions 
under section 6 of the Saginaw Chippewa In- 
dian Tribe of Michigan Distribution of Judg- 
ment Funds Act (Public Law 99-346; 100 Stat. 
677). 

ГІ) TRIBAL AUDIT.—After the date on 
which the settlement funds described in sec- 
tion 5 are transferred or paid to the Spokane 
Tribe, the funds— 

ГІ) shall be considered to be Spokane 
Tribe governmental funds; and 

[(2) shall be subject to an annual tribal 
governmental audit. 


ІБЕС. 7. SATISFACTION OF CLAIMS. 


[Payment by the Secretary under section 5 
constitutes full satisfaction of the claim of 
Spokane Tribe to a fair share of the annual 
hydropower revenues generated by the Grand 
Coulee Dam project from June 29, 1940, 
through the fiscal year preceding the fiscal 
year in which this Act is enacted. 
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[5ЕС. 8. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

[There are authorized to be appropriated 
such sums as are necessary to carry out this 
Act.] 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act тау be cited as the “5роКате Tribe 
of Indians of the Spokane Reservation Grand 
Coulee Dam Equitable Compensation Settlement 
Act". 

SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds that— 

(1) from 1927 to 1931, at the direction of Con- 
gress, the Corps of Engineers investigated the 
Columbia River and its tributaries to determine 
sites at which power could be produced at low 
cost; 

(2) under section 10(e) of the Federal Power 
Act (16 U.S.C. 803(e)), when licenses are issued 
involving tribal land within an Indian reserva- 
tion, a reasonable annual charge shall be fixed 
for the use of the land, subject to the approval 
of the Indian tribe having jurisdiction over the 
land; 

(3) in August 1933, the Columbia Basin Com- 
mission, an agency of the State of Washington, 
received a, preliminary permit from the Federal 
Power Commission for water power development 
at the Grand Coulee site; 

(4) had the Columbia Basin Commission or a 
private entity developed the site, the Spokane 
Tribe would have been entitled to a reasonable 
annual charge for the use of its land; 

(5) in the mid-1930s, the Federal Government, 
which is not subject to licensing under the Fed- 
eral Power Act (16 U.S.C. 792 et seq.)— 

(A) federalized the Grand Coulee Dam project; 
and 

(B) began construction of the Grand Coulee 
Dam; 

(6) when the Grand Coulee Dam project was 
federalized, the Federal Government recognized 
that— 

(A) development of the project affected the in- 
terests of the Spokane Tribe and the Confed- 
erated Tribes of the Colville Reservation; and 

(B) it would be appropriate for the Spokane 
and Colville Tribes to receive a share of revenue 
from the disposition of power produced at Grand 
Coulee Dam; 

(7) in the Act of June 29, 1940 (16 U.S.C. 835d 
et seq.), Congress— 

(A) granted to the United States— 

(i) in aid of the construction, operation, and 
maintenance of the Columbia Basin Project, all 
the right, title, and interest of the Spokane 
Tribe and Colville Tribes in and to the tribal 
and allotted land within the Spokane and 
Colville Reservations, as designated by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior from time to time; and 

(ii) other interests in such land as required 
and as designated by the Secretary for certain 
construction activities undertaken in connection 
with the project; and 

(B) provided that compensation for the land 
and other interests was to be determined by the 
Secretary in such amounts as the Secretary de- 
termined to be just and equitable; 

(8) pursuant to that Act, the Secretary paid— 

(A) to the Spokane Tribe, $4,700; and 

(B) to the Confederated Tribes of the Colville 
Reservation, $63,000; 

(9) in 1994, following litigation under the Act 
of August 13, 1946 (commonly known as the ‘‘In- 
dian Claims Commission Act" (60 Stat. 1049, 
chapter 959; former 25 U.S.C. 70 et seq.)), Con- 
gress ratified the Colville Settlement Agreement, 
which required— 

(A) for past use of the Colville Tribes’ land, a 
payment of $53,000,000; and 

(B) for continued use of the Colville Tribes’ 
land, annual payments of $15,250,000, adjusted 
annually based on revenues from the sale of 
electric power from the Grand Coulee Dam 
project and transmission of that power by the 
Bonneville Power Administration; 
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(10) the Spokane Tribe, having suffered harm 
similar to that suffered by the Colville Tribes, 
did not file a claim within the Indian Claims 
Commission Act’s 5-year statute of limitations; 

(11) neither the Colville Tribes nor the Spo- 
kane Tribe filed claims for compensation for use 
of their land with the Commission before August 
13, 1951, but both Tribes filed unrelated land 
claims prior to August 13, 1951; 

(12) in 1976, over objections by the United 
States, the Colville Tribes were successful in 
amending their 1951 Claims Commission land 
claims to add their Grand Coulee claim; 

(13) the Spokane Tribe had no such claim to 
amend, having settled its Claims Commission 
land claims with the United States in 1967; 

(14) the Spokane Tribe has suffered signifi- 
cant harm from the construction and operation 
of Grand Coulee Dam; 

(15) Spokane tribal acreage taken by the 
United States for the construction of Grand 
Coulee Dam equaled approximately 39 percent of 
Colville tribal acreage taken for construction of 
the dam; 

(16) the payments and land transfers made 
pursuant to this Act constitute fair and equi- 
table compensation for the past and continued 
use of Spokane tribal land for the production of 
hydropower at Grand Coulee Dam; and 

(17) by vote of the Spokane tribal membership, 
the Spokane Tribe has resolved that the pay- 
ments and land transfers made pursuant to this 
Act constitute fair and equitable compensation 
for the past and continued use of Spokane Trib- 
al land for the production of hydropower at 
Grand Coulee Dam. 

SEC. 3. PURPOSE. 

The purpose of this Act is to provide fair and 
equitable compensation to the Spokane Tribe for 
the use of its land for the generation of hydro- 
power by the Grand Coulee Dam. 

SEC. 4. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 

(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis- 
trator’? means the Administrator of the Bonne- 
ville Power Administration or the head of any 
successor agency, corporation, or entity that 
markets power produced at Grand Coulee Dam. 

(2) COLVILLE SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT.—The 
term “Со10 Пе Settlement Agreement”? means the 
Settlement Agreement entered into between the 
United States and the Colville Tribes, signed by 
the United States on April 21, 1994, and by the 
Colville Tribes on April 16, 1994, to settle the 
claims of the Colville Tribes in Docket 181—D of 
the Indian Claims Commission, which docket 
was transferred to the United States Court of 
Federal Claims. 

(3) COLVILLE TRIBES.—The term  ''Colville 
Tribes" means the Confederated Tribes of the 
Colville Reservation. 

(4) COMPUTED ANNUAL PAYMENT.—The term 
“Computed Annual Payment” means the pay- 
ment calculated under paragraph 2.b. of the 
Colville Settlement Agreement, without regard to 
any increase or decrease in the payment under 
section 2.d. of the agreement. 

(5) CONFEDERATED TRIBES ACT.—The term 
“Confederated Tribes Act" means the Confed- 
erated Tribes of the Colville Reservation Grand 
Coulee Dam Settlement Act (108 Stat. 4577). 

(6) FUND.—The term “Fund” means the Spo- 
kane Tribe of Indians Settlement Fund estab- 
lished by section 5. 

(7) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” means 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

(8) SPOKANE BUSINESS COUNCIL.—The term 
“Spokane Business Council" means the gov- 
erning body of the Spokane Tribe under the 
constitution of the Spokane Tribe. 

(9) SPOKANE TRIBE.—The term “Spokane 
Ттібе” means the Spokane Tribe of Indians of 
the Spokane Reservation, Washington. 

SEC. 5. SETTLEMENT FUND. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF FUND.—There is estab- 

lished in the Treasury of the United States an 
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interest-bearing trust fund to be known as the 
“Spokane Tribe of Indians Settlement Fund", 
consisting of— 

(1) amounts deposited in the Fund under sub- 
section (b); and 

(2) any interest earned on 
amounts in the Fund. 

(b) DEPOSITS.—From amounts made available 
under section 11— 

(1) for fiscal year 2006, the Secretary shall de- 
posit in the Fund $17,800,000; and 

(2) for each of the 4 fiscal years thereafter, the 
Secretary shall deposit in the Fund $12,800,000. 

(c) MAINTENANCE AND INVESTMENT OF FUND.— 
The Fund shall be maintained and invested by 
the Secretary in accordance with the Act of 
June 24, 1938 (25 U.S.C. 162a). 

(d) PAYMENT OF FUNDS TO SPOKANE BUSINESS 
COUNCIL.— 

(1) REQUEST.—At any time after funds are de- 
posited in the Fund, the Spokane Business 
Council may submit to the Secretary written no- 
tice of the adoption by the Spokane Business 
Council of a resolution requesting that the Sec- 
retary pay all or a portion of the amounts in the 
Fund to the Spokane Business Council. 

(2) PAYMENT.—Not later than 60 days after re- 
ceipt of a, notice under paragraph (1), the Sec- 
retary shall pay the amount requested to the 
Spokane Business Council. 

(e) USE OF FUNDS.— 

(1) CULTURAL RESOURCE REPOSITORY AND IN- 
TERPRETIVE CENTER.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Of the initial deposit under 
subsection (b)(1), $5,000,000 shall be used by the 
Spokane Business Council for the planning, de- 
sign, construction, equipping, and continuing 
operation and maintenance of a Cultural Re- 
source Repository and Interpretive Center to— 

(i) house, preserve, and protect the burial re- 
mains, funerary objects, and other cultural re- 
sources affected by the operation of the Grand 
Coulee Dam; and 

(ii) provide an interpretive and educational 
facility regarding the culture and history of the 
Spokane Tribe. 

(B) EFFECT.—The funding under subpara- 
graph (A) does not alter or affect any authority, 
obligation, or responsibility of the United States 
under— 

(i) the Native American Graves Protection and 
Repatriation Act (25 U.S.C. 3001 et seq.); 

(ii) the Archaeological Resources Protection 
Act (16 U.S.C. 470aa et seq.); 

(iii) the National Historic Preservation Act (16 
U.S.C. 470 et seq.); or 

(iv) the National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.). 

(2) OTHER USES.—Of all other amounts depos- 
ited in the Fund (including interest generated 
on those amounts)— 

(A) 25 percent shall be— 

(i) reserved by the Spokane Business Council; 
and 

(ii) used for discretionary purposes of general 
benefit to all members of the Spokane Tribe; and 

(В) 75 percent shall be used by the Spokane 
Business Council to carry out— 

(i) resource development programs; 

(ii) credit programs; 

(iii) scholarship programs; or 

(iv) reserve, investment, and economic devel- 
opment programs. 

SEC. 6. PAYMENTS BY THE ADMINISTRATOR. 

(a) INITIAL PAYMENT.—On March 1, 2007, the 
Administrator shall pay the Spokane Tribe— 

(1) the amount that is equal to 29 percent of 
the Computed Annual Payment, for fiscal year 
2005, adjusted to reflect the change in the Con- 
sumer Price Index for all urban consumers pub- 
lished by the Department of Labor, from the 
date on which the payment for fiscal year 2005 
was made to the Colville Tribes to the date on 
which payment is made to the Spokane Tribe 
under this subparagraph; and 
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(2) the amount that is equal to 29 percent of 
the Computed Annual Payment for fiscal year 
2006. 

(b) SUBSEQUENT PAYMENTS.—On от before 
March 1, 2008, and March 1 of each year there- 
after, the Administrator shall pay the Spokane 
Tribe the amount that is equal to 29 percent of 
the Computed Annual Payment for the previous 
fiscal year. 

SEC. 7. TREATMENT AFTER FUNDS ARE PAID. 

(a) USE OF PAYMENTS.—Payments made to the 
Spokane Business Council or Spokane Tribe 
under section 5 or 6 may be used or invested by 
the Business Council in the same manner and 
for the same purposes as other Spokane Tribe 
governmental funds. 

(b) NO TRUST RESPONSIBILITY OF THE SEC- 
RETARY.—Neither the Secretary nor the Admin- 
istrator shall have any trust responsibility for 
the investment, supervision, administration, or 
expenditure of any funds after the date on 
which the funds are paid to the Spokane Busi- 
ness Council or Spokane Tribe under section 5 
or 6. 

(c) TREATMENT OF FUNDS FOR CERTAIN PUR- 
POSES.—The payments of all funds to the Spo- 
kane Business Council and Spokane Tribe under 
sections 5 and 6, and the interest and income 
generated by the funds, shall be treated in the 
same manner as payments under section 6 of the 
Saginaw Chippewa Indian Tribe of Michigan 
Distribution of Judgment Funds Act (100 Stat. 
677). 

(d) TRIBAL AUDIT.—After the date on which 
funds are paid to the Spokane Business Council 
or Spokane Tribe under section 5 or 6, the funds 
shall— 

(1) constitute Spokane Tribe governmental 
funds; and 

(2) be subject to an annual tribal government 
audit. 

SEC. 8. REPAYMENT CREDIT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall de- 
duct from the interest payable to the Secretary 
of the Treasury from net proceeds (as defined in 
section 13 of the Federal Columbia River Trans- 
mission System Act (16 U.S.C. 838k))— 

(1) in fiscal year 2007, $2,600,000; and 

(2) in each subsequent fiscal year in which the 
Administrator makes a payment under section 6, 
$1,300,000. 

(b) CREDITING.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in para- 
graphs (2) and (3), each deduction made under 
this section shall be— 

(A) a credit to the interest payments otherwise 
payable by the Administrator to the Secretary of 
the Treasury during the fiscal year in which the 
deduction is made; and 

(B) allocated pro rata to all interest payments 
on debt associated with the generation function 
of the Federal Columbia River Power System 
that are due during the fiscal year. 

(2) DEDUCTION GREATER THAN AMOUNT OF IN- 
TEREST.—If, in any fiscal year, the deduction is 
greater than the amount of interest due on debt 
associated with the generation function for the 
fiscal year, the amount of the deduction that ex- 
ceeds the interest due on debt associated with 
the generation function shall be allocated pro 
rata to all other interest payments due during 
the fiscal year. 

(3) CREDIT.—To the extent that a deduction 
exceeds the total amount of interest described in 
paragraphs (1) and (2), the deduction shall be 
applied as a credit against any other payments 
that the Administrator makes to the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

SEC. 9. TRANSFER OF ADMINISTRATIVE JURIS- 
DICTION AND RESTORATION OF 
OWNERSHIP OF LAND. 

(a) TRANSFER OF JURISDICTION.—The Sec- 
retary shall transfer administrative jurisdiction 
from the Bureau of Reclamation to the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs over— 
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(1) all land acquired by the United States 
under the Act of June 29, 1940 (16 U.S.C. 835d), 
that is located within the exterior boundaries of 
the Spokane Indian Reservation established 
pursuant to the Executive Order of January 18, 
1881; and 

(2) all land on the south bank of the Spokane 
River that— 

(A) extends westerly from Little Falls Dam to 
the confluence of the Spokane River and Colum- 
bia River; and 

(B) is located at or below contour elevation 
1290 feet above sea level. 

(b) RESTORATION OF OWNERSHIP IN TRUST.— 
All land transferred under this section— 

(1) shall be held in trust for the benefit and 
use of the Spokane Tribe; and 

(2) shall become part of the Spokane Indian 
Reservation. 

(c) RESERVATION OF RIGHTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The United States reserves a. 
perpetual right, power, privilege, and easement 
over the land transferred under this section to 
carry out the Columbia Basin Project under the 
Columbia Basin Project Act (16 U.S.C. 835 et 
Seq.). 

(2) RIGHTS INCLUDED.—The rights reserved 
under paragraph (1) further include the right to 
operate, maintain, repair, and replace boat 
ramps, docks, and other recreational facilities 
owned or permitted by the United States and ex- 
isting on the date of enactment of this Act. 

(3) MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING.—The 
cognizant agencies of the Department of the In- 
terior shall enter into a memorandum of under- 
standing with the Spokane Tribe to provide for 
coordination in applying this subsection. 

SEC. 10. SATISFACTION OF CLAIMS. 

Payment by the Secretary under section 5 and 
the Administrator under section 6 and restora- 
tion of ownership of land in trust under section 
9 constitute full satisfaction of the claim of the 
Spokane Tribe to a fair share of the annual hy- 
dropower revenues generated by the Grand Cou- 
lee Dam project for the past and continued use 
of land of the Spokane Tribe for the production 
of hydropower at Grand Coulee Dam. 

SEC. 11. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as are necessary to carry out this Act. 

Amend the title so as to read: “А bill to 
provide for equitable compensation to the 
Spokane Tribe of Indians of the Spokane 
Reservation for the use of tribal land for the 
production of hydropower by the Grand Cou- 
lee Dam, and for other purposes.’’. 

The amendment (No. 4068) was agreed 
to, as follows: 


(Purpose: To make clear that land trans- 
ferred under the bill shall remain part of 
the Lake Roosevelt National Recreation 
Area) 


In section 9(c), redesignate paragraph (3) as 
paragraph (4). 

In section 9(c), after paragraph (2), insert 
the following: 

(3) RETENTION OF NATIONAL PARK SYSTEM 
STATUS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Land transferred under 
this section that, before the date of enact- 
ment of this Act, was included in the Lake 
Roosevelt National Recreation Area shall re- 
main part of the Recreation Area. 

(B) ADMINISTRATION.—Nothing in this sec- 
tion affects the authority or responsibility of 
the National Park Service to administer the 
Lake Roosevelt National Recreation Area 
under the Act of August 25, 1916 (39 Stat. 535, 
chapter 408; 16 U.S.C. 1 et seq.). 

On page 23, Section 6, after line 11 insert 
the following: 

(c) PAYMENT RECOVERY.—Pursuant to the 
payment schedule in subsection (b), the Ad- 
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ministrator shall make commensurate cost 
reductions in expenditures on an annual 
basis to recover each payment to the Tribe. 
The Administrator shall include this specific 
cost reduction plan in the annual budget 
submitted to Congress. 

On page 28, after line 3, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. 12. PRECEDENT. 

Nothing in this Act establishes any prece- 
dent or is binding on the Southwestern 
Power Administration, Western Area Power 
Administration, or Southeastern Power Ad- 
ministration. 


The Committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute, as amended, was 
agreed to. 

The bill (S. 1438), as amended, was 
read the third time and passed, as fol- 
lows: 

S. 1438 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the “Spokane 
Tribe of Indians of the Spokane Reservation 
Grand Coulee Dam Equitable Compensation 
Settlement Act’’. 

SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds that— 

(1) from 1927 to 1981, at the direction of 
Congress, the Corps of Engineers inves- 
tigated the Columbia River and its tribu- 
taries to determine sites at which power 
could be produced at low cost; 

(2) under section 10(e) of the Federal Power 
Act (16 U.S.C. 808(e), when licenses are 
issued involving tribal land within an Indian 
reservation, a reasonable annual charge shall 
be fixed for the use of the land, subject to 
the approval of the Indian tribe having juris- 
diction over the land; 

(3) in August 1983, the Columbia Basin 
Commission, an agency of the State of Wash- 
ington, received a preliminary permit from 
the Federal Power Commission for water 
power development at the Grand Coulee site; 

(4) had the Columbia Basin Commission or 
a private entity developed the site, the Spo- 
kane Tribe would have been entitled to a 
reasonable annual charge for the use of its 
land; 

(5) in the mid-1930s, the Federal Govern- 
ment, which is not subject to licensing under 
the Federal Power Act (16 U.S.C. 792 et 
seq.)— 

(A) federalized the Grand Coulee Dam 
project; and 

(B) began construction of the Grand Coulee 
Dam; 

(6) when the Grand Coulee Dam project was 
federalized, the Federal Government recog- 
nized that— 

(A) development of the project affected the 
interests of the Spokane Tribe and the Con- 
federated Tribes of the Colville Reservation; 
and 

(B) it would be appropriate for the Spokane 
and Colville Tribes to receive a share of rev- 
enue from the disposition of power produced 
at Grand Coulee Dam; 

(7) in the Act of June 29, 1940 (16 U.S.C. 835d 
et seq.), Congress— 

(A) granted to the United States— 

(i) in aid of the construction, operation, 
and maintenance of the Columbia Basin 
Project, all the right, title, and interest of 
the Spokane Tribe and Colville Tribes in and 
to the tribal and allotted land within the 
Spokane and Colville Reservations, as des- 
ignated by the Secretary of the Interior from 
time to time; and 
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(ii) other interests in such land as required 
and as designated by the Secretary for cer- 
tain construction activities undertaken in 
connection with the project; and 

(B) provided that compensation for the 
land and other interests was to be deter- 
mined by the Secretary in such amounts as 
the Secretary determined to be just and eq- 
uitable; 

(8) pursuant to that Act, the Secretary 
paid— 

(A) to the Spokane Tribe, $4,700; and 

(B) to the Confederated 'Tribes of the 
Colville Reservation, $63,000; 

(9) in 1994, following litigation under the 
Act of August 18, 1946 (commonly known as 
the *Indian Claims Commission Act" (60 
Stat. 1049, chapter 959; former 25 U.S.C. 70 et 
seq.)), Congress ratified the Colville Settle- 
ment Agreement, which required— 

(A) for past use of the Colville Tribes’ land, 
a payment of $53,000,000; and 

(B) for continued use of the Colville Tribes’ 
land, annual payments of $15,250,000, ad- 
justed annually based on revenues from the 
sale of electric power from the Grand Coulee 
Dam project and transmission of that power 
by the Bonneville Power Administration; 

(10) the Spokane Tribe, having suffered 
harm similar to that suffered by the Colville 
Tribes, did not file a claim within the Indian 
Claims Commission Act’s 5-year statute of 
limitations; 

(11) neither the Colville Tribes nor the Spo- 
Kane Tribe filed claims for compensation for 
use of their land with the Commission before 
August 13, 1951, but both Tribes filed unre- 
lated land claims prior to August 18, 1951; 

(12) in 1976, over objections by the United 
States, the Colville Tribes were successful in 
amending their 1951 Claims Commission land 
claims to add their Grand Coulee claim; 

(18) the Spokane Tribe had no such claim 
to amend, having settled its Claims Commis- 
sion land claims with the United States in 
1967; 

(14) the Spokane Tribe has suffered signifi- 
cant harm from the construction and oper- 
ation of Grand Coulee Dam; 

(15) Spokane tribal acreage taken by the 
United States for the construction of Grand 
Coulee Dam equaled approximately 39 per- 
cent of Colville tribal acreage taken for con- 
struction of the dam; 

(16) the payments and land transfers made 
pursuant to this Act constitute fair and eq- 
uitable compensation for the past and con- 
tinued use of Spokane tribal land for the pro- 
duction of hydropower at Grand Coulee Dam; 
and 

(17) by vote of the Spokane tribal member- 
ship, the Spokane Tribe has resolved that 
the payments and land transfers made pursu- 
ant to this Act constitute fair and equitable 
compensation for the past and continued use 
of Spokane Tribal land for the production of 
hydropower at Grand Coulee Dam. 

SEC. 3. PURPOSE. 

The purpose of this Act is to provide fair 
and equitable compensation to the Spokane 
Tribe for the use of its land for the genera- 
tion of hydropower by the Grand Coulee 
Dam. 

SEC. 4. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 

(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis- 
trator” means the Administrator of the Bon- 
neville Power Administration or the head of 
any successor agency, corporation, or entity 
that markets power produced at Grand Cou- 
lee Dam. 

(2) COLVILLE SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT.—The 
term ‘Colville Settlement Agreement” 
means the Settlement Agreement entered 
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into between the United States and the 
Colville Tribes, signed by the United States 
on April 21, 1994, and by the Colville Tribes 
on April 16, 1994, to settle the claims of the 
Colville Tribes in Docket 181-D of the Indian 
Claims Commission, which docket was trans- 
ferred to the United States Court of Federal 
Claims. 

(3) COLVILLE TRIBES.—The term ‘‘Colville 
Tribes?” means the Confederated Tribes of 
the Colville Reservation. 

(4) COMPUTED ANNUAL PAYMENT.—The term 
“Computed Annual Payment” means the 
payment calculated under paragraph 2.b. of 
the Colville Settlement Agreement, without 
regard to any increase or decrease in the 
payment under section 2.d. of the agreement. 

(5) CONFEDERATED TRIBES ACT.—The term 
“Confederated Tribes Act" means the Con- 
federated Tribes of the Colville Reservation 
Grand Coulee Dam Settlement Act (108 Stat. 
4577). 

(6) FUND.—The term “Fund” means the 
Spokane Tribe of Indians Settlement Fund 
established by section 5. 

(T) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(8) SPOKANE BUSINESS COUNCIL.—The term 
“Spokane Business Council" means the gov- 
erning body of the Spokane Tribe under the 
constitution of the Spokane Tribe. 

(9) SPOKANE TRIBE.—The term ‘‘Spokane 
Tribe" means the Spokane Tribe of Indians 
of the Spokane Reservation, Washington. 


SEC. 5. SETTLEMENT FUND. 


(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF FUND.—There is es- 
tablished in the Treasury of the United 
States an interest-bearing trust fund to be 
known as the ‘‘Spokane Tribe of Indians Set- 
tlement Fund’’, consisting of— 

(1) amounts deposited in the Fund under 
subsection (b); and 

(2) any interest earned on investment of 
amounts in the Fund. 

(b) DEPOSITS.—From amounts made avail- 
able under section 11— 

(1) for fiscal year 2006, the Secretary shall 
deposit in the Fund $17,800,000; and 

(2) for each of the 4 fiscal years thereafter, 
the Secretary shall deposit in the Fund 
$12,800,000. 

(с) MAINTENANCE AND INVESTMENT OF 
FuND.—The Fund shall be maintained and in- 
vested by the Secretary in accordance with 
the Act of June 24, 1938 (25 U.S.C. 162a). 

(d) PAYMENT OF FUNDS TO SPOKANE BUSI- 
NESS COUNCIL.— 

(1) REQUEST.—At any time after funds are 
deposited in the Fund, the Spokane Business 
Council may submit to the Secretary written 
notice of the adoption by the Spokane Busi- 
ness Council of a resolution requesting that 
the Secretary pay all or à portion of the 
amounts in the Fund to the Spokane Busi- 
ness Council. 

(2) PAYMENT.—Not later than 60 days after 
receipt of a notice under paragraph (1), the 
Secretary shall pay the amount requested to 
the Spokane Business Council. 

(е) USE OF FUNDS.— 

(1) CULTURAL RESOURCE REPOSITORY AND IN- 
TERPRETIVE CENTER.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Of the initial deposit 
under subsection (b)(1), $5,000,000 shall be 
used by the Spokane Business Council for 
the planning, design, construction, equip- 
ping, and continuing operation and mainte- 
nance of a Cultural Resource Repository and 
Interpretive Center to— 

(i) house, preserve, and protect the burial 
remains, funerary objects, and other cultural 
resources affected by the operation of the 
Grand Coulee Dam; and 
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(ii) provide an interpretive and educational 
facility regarding the culture and history of 
the Spokane Tribe. 

(B) EFFECT.—The funding under subpara- 
graph (A) does not alter or affect any author- 
ity, obligation, or responsibility of the 
United States under— 

(i) the Native American Graves Protection 
and Repatriation Act (25 U.S.C. 3001 et seq.); 

(ii) the Archaeological Resources Protec- 
tion Act (16 U.S.C. 470aa et seq.); 

(iii) the National Historic Preservation Act 
(16 U.S.C. 470 et seq.); or 

(iv) the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.). 

(2) OTHER USES.—Of all other amounts de- 
posited in the Fund (including interest gen- 
erated on those amounts)— 

(A) 25 percent shall be— 

(i) reserved by the Spokane Business Coun- 
cil; and 

(ii) used for discretionary purposes of gen- 
eral benefit to all members of the Spokane 
Tribe; and 

(B) 75 percent shall be used by the Spokane 
Business Council to carry out— 

(i) resource development programs; 

(ii) credit programs; 

(iii) scholarship programs; or 

(iv) reserve, investment, and economic de- 
velopment programs. 

SEC. 6. PAYMENTS BY THE ADMINISTRATOR. 

(a) INITIAL PAYMENT.—On March 1, 2007, the 
Administrator shall pay the Spokane Tribe— 

(1) the amount that is equal to 29 percent 
of the Computed Annual Payment, for fiscal 
year 2005, adjusted to reflect the change in 
the Consumer Price Index for all urban con- 
sumers published by the Department of 
Labor, from the date on which the payment 
for fiscal year 2005 was made to the Colville 
Tribes to the date on which payment is made 
to the Spokane Tribe under this subpara- 
graph; and 

(2) the amount that is equal to 29 percent 
of the Computed Annual Payment for fiscal 
year 2006. 

(b) SUBSEQUENT PAYMENTS.—On or before 
March 1, 2008, and March 1 of each year 
thereafter, the Administrator shall pay the 
Spokane Tribe the amount that is equal to 29 
percent of the Computed Annual Payment 
for the previous fiscal year. 

(c) PAYMENT RECOVERY.—Pursuant to the 
payment schedule in subsection (b), the Ad- 
ministrator shall make commensurate cost 
reductions in expenditures on an annual 
basis to recover each payment to the Tribe. 
The Administrator shall include this specific 
cost reduction plan in the annual budget 
submitted to Congress. 

SEC. 7. TREATMENT AFTER FUNDS ARE PAID. 

(a) USE OF PAYMENTS.—Payments made to 
the Spokane Business Council or Spokane 
Tribe under section 5 or 6 may be used or in- 
vested by the Business Council in the same 
manner and for the same purposes as other 
Spokane Tribe governmental funds. 

(b) No TRUST RESPONSIBILITY OF THE SEC- 
RETARY.—Neither the Secretary nor the Ad- 
ministrator shall have any trust responsi- 
bility for the investment, supervision, ad- 
ministration, or expenditure of any funds 
after the date on which the funds are paid to 
the Spokane Business Council or Spokane 
Tribe under section 5 or 6. 

(с) TREATMENT OF FUNDS FOR CERTAIN PUR- 
POSES.—The payments of all funds to the 
Spokane Business Council and Spokane 
Tribe under sections 5 and 6, and the interest 
and income generated by the funds, shall be 
treated in the same manner as payments 
under section 6 of the Saginaw Chippewa In- 
dian Tribe of Michigan Distribution of Judg- 
ment Funds Act (100 Stat. 677). 
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(d) TRIBAL AUDIT.—After the date on which 
funds are paid to the Spokane Business 
Council or Spokane Tribe under section 5 or 
6, the funds shall— 

(1) constitute Spokane Tribe governmental 
funds; and 

(2) be subject to an annual tribal govern- 
ment audit. 

SEC. 8. REPAYMENT CREDIT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
deduct from the interest payable to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury from net proceeds (as 
defined in section 13 of the Federal Columbia 
River Transmission System Act (16 U.S.C. 
838k))— 

(1) in fiscal year 2007, $2,600,000; and 

(2) in each subsequent fiscal year in which 
the Administrator makes a payment under 
section 6, $1,300,000. 

(b) CREDITING.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraphs (2) and (3), each deduction made 
under this section shall be— 

(A) a credit to the interest payments oth- 
erwise payable by the Administrator to the 
Secretary of the Treasury during the fiscal 
year in which the deduction is made; and 

(B) allocated pro rata to all interest pay- 
ments on debt associated with the genera- 
tion function of the Federal Columbia River 
Power System that are due during the fiscal 
year. 

(2) DEDUCTION GREATER THAN AMOUNT OF IN- 
TEREST.—If, in any fiscal year, the deduction 
is greater than the amount of interest due on 
debt associated with the generation function 
for the fiscal year, the amount of the deduc- 
tion that exceeds the interest due on debt as- 
sociated with the generation function shall 
be allocated pro rata to all other interest 
payments due during the fiscal year. 

(3) CREDIT.—To the extent that a deduction 
exceeds the total amount of interest de- 
scribed in paragraphs (1) and (2), the deduc- 
tion shall be applied as a credit against any 
other payments that the Administrator 
makes to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

SEC. 9. TRANSFER OF ADMINISTRATIVE JURIS- 
DICTION AND RESTORATION OF 
OWNERSHIP OF LAND. 

(a) TRANSFER OF JURISDICTION.—The Sec- 
retary shall transfer administrative jurisdic- 
tion from the Bureau of Reclamation to the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs over— 

(1) all land acquired by the United States 
under the Act of June 29, 1940 (16 U.S.C. 
835d), that is located within the exterior 
boundaries of the Spokane Indian Reserva- 
tion established pursuant to the Executive 
Order of January 18, 1881; and 

(2) all land on the south bank of the Spo- 
kane River that— 

(A) extends westerly from Little Falls Dam 
to the confluence of the Spokane River and 
Columbia River; and 

(B) is located at or below contour elevation 
1290 feet above sea level. 

(b) RESTORATION OF OWNERSHIP IN TRUST.— 
All land transferred under this section— 

(1) shall be held in trust for the benefit and 
use of the Spokane Tribe; and 

(2) shall become part of the Spokane Indian 
Reservation. 

(c) RESERVATION OF RIGHTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The United States re- 
serves a perpetual right, power, privilege, 
and easement over the land transferred 
under this section to carry out the Columbia 
Basin Project under the Columbia Basin 
Project Act (16 U.S.C. 835 et seq.). 

(2) RIGHTS INCLUDED.—The rights reserved 
under paragraph (1) further include the right 
to operate, maintain, repair, and replace 
boat ramps, docks, and other recreational fa- 
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cilities owned or permitted by the United 
States and existing on the date of enactment 
of this Act. 

(3) RETENTION OF NATIONAL PARK SYSTEM 
STATUS.— 

(A) ІМ GENERAL.—Land transferred under 
this section that, before the date of enact- 
ment of this Act, was included in the Lake 
Roosevelt National Recreation Area shall re- 
main part of the Recreation Area. 

(B) ADMINISTRATION.—Nothing in this sec- 
tion affect the authority or responsibility of 
the National Park Service to administer the 
Lake Roosevelt National Recreation Area 
under the Act of August 25, 1916 (39 Stat. 535, 
chapter 408; 16 U.S.C. 1 et seq.). 

(4) MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING.—The 
cognizant agencies of the Department of the 
Interior shall enter into a memorandum of 
understanding with the Spokane Tribe to 
provide for coordination in applying this 
subsection. 

SEC. 10. SATISFACTION OF CLAIMS. 

Payment by the Secretary under section 5 
and the Administrator under section 6 and 
restoration of ownership of land in trust 
under section 9 constitute full satisfaction of 
the claim of the Spokane Tribe to a fair 
share of the annual hydropower revenues 
generated by the Grand Coulee Dam project 
for the past and continued use of land of the 
Spokane Tribe for the production of hydro- 
power at Grand Coulee Dam. 

SEC. 11. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

There are authorized to be appropriated 
such sums as are necessary to carry out this 
Act. 

SEC. 12. PRECEDENT. 

Nothing in this Act establishes any prece- 
dent or is binding on the Southwestern 
Power Administration, Western Area Power 
Administration, or Southeastern Power Ad- 
ministration. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
“А bill to provide for equitable com- 
pensation to the Spokane Tribe of Indi- 
ans of the Spokane Reservation for the 
use of tribal land for the production of 
hydropower by the Grand Coulee Dam, 
and for other purposes." 


— 


INDIVIDUAL INDIAN MONEY 
ACCOUNT TRUST FUND LAWSUIT 


Mr. CRAIG. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Indian Af- 
fairs Committee be discharged from 
further consideration of S. Res. 248 and 
the Senate proceed to its immediate 
consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. The clerk 
will state the resolution by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 248) expressing the 
sense of the Senate concerning the indi- 
vidual Indian money account trust fund law- 
suit. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. CRAIG. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Campbell 
amendment at the desk be agreed to, 
the resolution be agreed to, the pre- 
amble, as amended, be agreed to, the 
motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table, and any statements related to 
the measure be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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The amendment (No. 4070) was agreed 
to, as follows: 


(Purpose: To provide a complete substitute 
for the preamble) 


Whereas, since the 19th century, the 
United States has held Indian funds and re- 
sources in trust for the benefit of Indians, 
and in its capacity as trustee, is obligated to 
protect those funds and resources; 

Whereas the Senate reaffirms that in con- 
tinuing to hold and manage Indian funds and 
resources for the benefit of the Indians, the 
United States must act in accordance with 
all applicable standards and duties of care; 

Whereas, in 1996, a class action was 
brought against the United States seeking 
an accounting of balances of individual In- 
dian money accounts and rehabilitation of 
the trust system; 

Whereas after 8 years of litigation and the 
expenditure of tens of millions of dollars in 
Federal funds, the Senate believes that there 
is a demonstrated need to assist and encour- 
age the parties in reaching a full, fair, and 
final resolution to the class action litiga- 
tion; and 

Whereas the resolution of the class action 
litigation may be achieved through alter- 
native dispute resolution processes, includ- 
ing mediation: Now, therefore, be it 


The amendment (No. 4070) was agreed 
to. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The preamble, as amended, 
agreed to. 

The resolution, with its preamble, 
reads as follows: 

The resolution will be printed in a fu- 
ture edition of the RECORD. 


was 


REAUTHORIZING THE HARMFUL 
ALGAL BLOOM AND HYPOXIA 
RESEARCH AND CONTROL ACT 
OF 1998 


Mr. CRAIG. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the immediate consider- 
ation of S. 3014, which was introduced 
earlier today by Senators SNOWE and 
BREAUX. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will state the bill by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 3014) to reauthorize the Harmful 
Algal Bloom and Hypoxia Research and Con- 
trol Act of 1998. 


There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. CRAIG. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill be 
read a third time and passed, the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table, and that any statement regard- 
ing this matter be printed in the 
RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The bill (S. 3014) was read the third 
time and passed, as follows: 


S. 3014 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 


24204 


TITLE I—HARMFUL ALGAL BLOOM AND 
HYPOXIA AMENDMENTS ACT OF 2004 
SEC. 101. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Harmful 
Algal Bloom and Hypoxia Amendments Act 
042004”. 

SEC. 102. RETENTION OF TASK FORCE. 

Section 603 of the Harmful Algal Bloom 
and Hypoxia Research and Control Act of 
1998 (16 U.S.C. 1451 nt) is amended by striking 
subsection (e). In developing the assess- 
ments, reports, and plans under the amend- 
ments made by this title, the Task Force 
shall consult with the coastal States, Indian 
tribes, local governments, appropriate indus- 
tries (including fisheries, agriculture, and 
fertilizer), academic institutions, and non- 
governmental organizations with expertise 
in coastal zone science and management. 
SEC. 103. PREDICTION AND RESPONSE REPORT. 

Section 603 of such Act, as amended by sec- 
tion 102, is further amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘(d) REPORT TO CONGRESS ON 
ALGAL BLOOM IMPACTS.— 

“(1) DEVELOPMENT.—Not later than 12 
months after the date of enactment of the 
Harmful Algal Bloom and Hypoxia Amend- 
ments Act of 2004, the President, in consulta- 
tion with the chief executive officers of the 
States, shall develop and submit to the Con- 
gress a report that describes and evaluates 
the effectiveness of measures described in 
paragraph (2) that may be utilized to protect 
environmental and public health from im- 
pacts of harmful algal blooms. In developing 
the report, the President shall consult with 
the Task Force, the coastal States, Indian 
tribes, local governments, appropriate indus- 
tries (including fisheries, agriculture, and 
fertilizer), academic institutions, and non- 
governmental organizations with expertise 
in coastal zone science and management, and 
also consider the scientific assessments de- 
veloped under this Act. 

**(2) REQUIREMENTS.— The report shall— 

“(А) review techniques for prediction of 
the onset, course, and impacts of harmful 
algal blooms including evaluation of their 
accuracy and utility in protecting environ- 
mental and public health and provisions for 
their development; 

“(В) identify innovative research and de- 
velopment methods for the prevention, con- 
trol, and mitigation of harmful algal blooms 
and provisions for their development; and 

(С) include incentive-based partnership 
approaches regarding subparagraphs (A) and 
(B) where practicable. 

“(3) PUBLICATION AND OPPORTUNITY FOR 
COMMENT.—At least 90 days before submit- 
ting the report to the Congress, the Presi- 
dent shall cause a summary of the proposed 
plan to be published in the Federal Register 
for a public comment period of not less than 
60 days. 

“(4) FEDERAL ASSISTANCE.—The Secretary 
of Commerce, in coordination with the Task 
Force and to the extent of funds available, 
Shall provide for Federal cooperation with 
and assistance to the coastal States, Indian 
tribes, and local governments regarding the 
measures described in paragraph (2), as re- 
quested.’’. 

SEC. 104. LOCAL AND REGIONAL SCIENTIFIC AS- 
SESSMENTS. 

Section 603 of such Act, as amended by sec- 
tion 103, is further amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

“(е) LOCAL AND REGIONAL SCIENTIFIC AS- 
SESSMENTS.— 

“(1) ІМ GENERAL.—The Secretary of Com- 
merce, in coordination with the Task Force 
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and appropriate State, Indian tribe, and 
local governments, to the extent of funds 
available, shall provide for local and regional 
scientific assessments of hypoxia and harm- 
ful algal blooms, as requested by States, In- 
dian tribes, and local governments, or for af- 
fected areas as identified by the Secretary. If 
the Secretary receives multiple requests, the 
Secretary shall ensure, to the extent prac- 
ticable, that assessments under this sub- 
Section cover geographically апа eco- 
logically diverse locations with significant 
ecological and economic impacts from hy- 
poxia or harmful algal blooms. The Sec- 
retary shall establish a procedure for review- 
ing requests for local and regional assess- 
ments. The Secretary shall ensure, through 
consultation with Sea Grant Programs, that 
the findings of the assessments are commu- 
nicated to the appropriate State, Indian 
tribe, and local governments, and to the gen- 
eral public. 

*(2) PURPOSE.—Local and regional assess- 
ments shall examine— 

(А) the causes and ecological con- 
Sequences, and the economic cost, of hypoxia 
or harmful algal blooms in that area; 

** (B) potential methods to prevent, control, 
and mitigate hypoxia or harmful algal 
blooms in that area and the potential eco- 
logical and economic costs and benefits of 
such methods; and 

“(С) other topics the Task Force considers 
appropriate. 

“(Ғ) SCIENTIFIC ASSESSMENT OF FRESH- 
WATER HARMFUL ALGAL BLOOMS.—(1) Not 
later than 24 months after the date of enact- 
ment of the Harmful Algal Bloom and Hy- 
poxia Amendments Act of 2004 the Task 
Force shall complete and submit to Congress 
a scientific assessment of current knowledge 
about harmful algal blooms in freshwater, 
such as the Great Lakes and upper reaches of 
estuaries, including a research plan for co- 
ordinating Federal efforts to better under- 
stand freshwater harmful algal blooms. 

“(2) The freshwater harmful algal bloom 
scientific assessment shall— 

“(А) examine the causes and ecological 
consequences, and the economic costs, of 
harmful algal blooms with significant effects 
on freshwater, including estimations of the 
frequency and occurrence of significant 
events; 

“(В) establish priorities and guidelines for 
a competitive, peer-reviewed, merit-based 
interagency research program, as part of the 
Ecology and Oceanography of Harmful Algal 
Blooms (ECOHAB) project, to better under- 
stand the causes, characteristics, and im- 
pacts of harmful algal blooms in freshwater 
locations; and 

(С) identify ways to improve coordination 
and to prevent unnecessary duplication of ef- 
fort among Federal agencies and depart- 
ments with respect to research on harmful 
algal blooms in freshwater locations. 

*"(g) SCIENTIFIC ASSESSMENTS ОЕ HY- 
POXIA.—(1) Not less than once every 5 years 
the Task Force shall complete and submit to 
the Congress a scientific assessment of hy- 
poxia in United States coastal waters includ- 
ing the Great Lakes. The first such assess- 
ment shall be completed not less than 24 
months after the date of enactment of the 
Harmful Algal Bloom and Hypoxia Amend- 
ments Act of 2004. 

“(2) The assessments under this subsection 
shall— 

“(А) examine the causes and ecological 
consequences, and the economic costs, of hy- 
poxia; 

“(В) describe the potential ecological and 
economic costs and benefits of possible pol- 
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icy and management actions for preventing, 
controlling, and mitigating hypoxia; 

“(С) evaluate progress made by, and the 
needs of, Federal research programs on the 
causes, characteristics, and impacts of hy- 
poxia, including recommendations of how to 
eliminate significant gaps in hypoxia mod- 
eling and monitoring data; and 

‘(D) identify ways to improve coordination 
and to prevent unnecessary duplication of ef- 
fort among Federal agencies and depart- 
ments with respect to research on hypoxia. 

“(һ) SCIENTIFIC ASSESSMENTS OF HARMFUL 
ALGAL BLOOMS.—(1) Not less than once every 
5 years the Task Force shall complete and 
submit to Congress a scientific assessment of 
harmful algal blooms in United States coast- 
al waters. The first such assessment shall be 
completed not later than 24 months after the 
date of enactment of the Harmful Algal 
Bloom and Hypoxia Amendments Act of 2004 
and shall consider only marine harmful algal 
blooms. All subsequent assessments shall ex- 
amine both marine and freshwater harmful 
algal blooms, including those in the Great 
Lakes and upper reaches of estuaries. 

**(2) The assessments under this subsection 
shall— 

“(А) examine the causes and ecological 
consequences, and economic costs, of harm- 
ful algal blooms; 

“(В) describe the potential ecological and 
economic costs and benefits of possible ac- 
tions for preventing, controlling, and miti- 
gating harmful algal blooms; 

“(С) evaluate progress made by, and the 
needs of, Federal research programs on the 
causes, characteristics, and impacts of harm- 
ful algal blooms; and 

*(D) identify ways to improve coordination 
and to prevent unnecessary duplication of ef- 
fort among Federal agencies and depart- 
ments with respect to research on harmful 
algal blooms. 

*(i) NATIONAL SCIENTIFIC RESEARCH, DE- 
VELOPMENT, DEMONSTRATION, AND  TECH- 
NOLOGY TRANSFER PLAN ON REDUCING IM- 
PACTS FROM HARMFUL ALGAL BLOOMS.—(1) 
Not later than 12 months after the date of 
enactment of the Harmful Algal Bloom and 
Hypoxia Amendments Act of 2004, the Task 
Force shall develop and submit to Congress a 
plan providing for a comprehensive and co- 
ordinated national research program to de- 
velop and demonstrate prevention, control, 
and mitigation methods to reduce the im- 
pacts of harmful algal blooms on coastal eco- 
systems (including the Great Lakes), public 
health, and the economy. 

**(2) The plan shall— 

“(А) establish priorities and guidelines for 
a competitive, peer reviewed, merit based 
interagency research, development, dem- 
onstration, and technology transfer program 
on methods for the prevention, control, and 
mitigation of harmful algal blooms; 

“(В) identify ways to improve coordination 
and to prevent unnecessary duplication of ef- 
fort among Federal agencies and depart- 
ments with respect to the actions described 
in paragraph (1); and 

(С) include to the maximum extent prac- 
ticable diverse institutions, including His- 
torically Black Colleges and Universities and 
those serving large proportions of Hispanics, 
Native Americans, Asian Pacific Americans, 
and other underrepresented populations. 

*(8) The Secretary of Commerce, іп con- 
junction with other appropriate Federal 
agencies, shall establish a research, develop- 
ment, demonstration, and technology trans- 
fer program that meets the priorities and 
guidelines established under paragraph 
(2)(A). The Secretary shall ensure, through 
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consultation with Sea Grant Programs, that 
the results and findings of the program are 
communicated to State, Indian tribe, and 
local governments, and to the general pub- 
lic.”. 

SEC. 105. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

Section 605 of such Act is amended— 

(1) by striking “апа” after ‘‘2000,’’ in the 
first sentence and in the paragraphs (1), (2), 
(3), and (5); 

(2) by inserting ‘‘$23,500,000 for fiscal year 
2005, $24,500,000 for fiscal year 2006, $25,000,000 
for fiscal year 2007, and $25,500,000 for fiscal 
year 2008," after ‘‘2001,’’ in the first sentence; 

(3) by inserting “, and $2,500,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2005 through 2008” after ‘‘2001’’ in 
paragraph (1); 

(4) by inserting “, and $6,500,000, of which 
$1,000,000 shall be used for the research pro- 
gram described in section 6038(f)(2)(B), for 
each of fiscal years 2005 through 2008" after 
“20017 in paragraph (2); 

(5) by striking “20017 in paragraph (3) and 
inserting “2001, and $3,000,000 for each of fis- 
cal years 2005 through 2008”; 

(6) by striking ‘‘blooms;’’ in paragraph (3) 
and inserting ‘‘blooms and to carry out sec- 
tion 603(d);’’; 

(7) by striking “апа 2001" in paragraph (4) 
and inserting ‘‘2001, and $6,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2005 through 2008”; 

(8) by striking “апа” after the semicolon 
in paragraph (4); 

(9) by striking “20017 in paragraph (5) and 
inserting ‘‘2001, $4,000,000 for fiscal year 2005, 
$5,000,000 for fiscal year 2006, $5,500,000 for fis- 
cal year 2007, and $6,000,000 for fiscal year 
2008”; 

(10) by striking ‘‘Administration.’’ in para- 
graph (5) and inserting ‘‘Administration; 
ала”; and 

(11) by adding at the end the following: 

“(6) $1,500,000 for each of fiscal years 2005 
through 2008 to carry out section 603(e).’’. 

TITLE II—MISCELLANEOUS 
SEC. 201. AVAILABILITY OF NOAA REAL PROP- 
ERTY ON VIRGINIA KEY, FLORIDA. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Com- 
merce may make available to the University 
of Miami real property under the administra- 
tive jurisdiction of the National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration on Virginia 
Key, Florida, for development by the Univer- 
sity of a Marine Life Science Center. 

(b) MANNER OF AVAILABILITY.—The Sec- 
retary may make property available under 
this section by easement, lease, license, or 
long-term agreement with the University. 

(c) AUTHORIZED USES BY UNIVERSITY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Property made available 
under this section may be used by the Uni- 
versity (subject to paragraph (2)) to develop 
and operate facilities for multidisciplinary 
environmental and fisheries research, assess- 
ment, management, and educational activi- 
ties. 

(2) AGREEMENT.—Property made available 
under this section may not be used by the 
University (including any affiliate of the 
University) except in accordance with an 
agreement with the Secretary that— 

(A) specifies— 

(i) the conditions for non-Federal use of 
the property; and 

(ii) the retained Federal interests in the 
property, including interests in access to and 
egress from the property by Federal per- 
sonnel and preservation of existing rights-of- 
жау; 

(В) establishes conditions for joint occu- 
pancy of buildings and other facilities on the 
property by the University and Federal agen- 
cies; and 

(C) includes provisions that ensure— 
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(i) that there is no diminishment of exist- 
ing National Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad- 
ministration programs and services at Vir- 
ginia Key; and 

(ii) the availability of the property for 
planning, development, and construction of 
future Federal buildings and facilities. 

(3) TERMINATION OF AVAILABILITY.—The 
availability of property under this section 
shall terminate immediately upon use of the 
property by the University— 

(A) for any purpose other than as described 
in paragraph (1); or 

(B) in violation of the agreement under 
paragraph (2). 

(d) USE OF FACILITIES BY SECRETARY.—The 
Secretary may— 

(1) subject to the availability of funding, 
enter into an agreement to occupy facilities 
constructed by the University on property 
made available under this section; and 

(2) participate with the University in col- 
laborative research at, or administered 
through, such facilities. 

(е) NO CONVEYANCE OF TITLE.—This section 
shall not be construed to convey or authorize 
conveyance of any interest of the United 
States in title to property made available 
under this section. 

SEC. 202. CONVEYANCE OF NOAA VESSEL WHIT- 
ING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Com- 
merce shall convey to the Government of 
Mexico, without consideration, all right, 
title, and interest of the United States in 
and to the National Oceanic and Atmos- 
pheric Administration vessel WHITING— 

(1) for use as a hydrographic survey plat- 
form in support of activities of the United 
States-Mexico Charting Advisors Com- 
mittee; and 

(2) to enhance coordination and coopera- 
tion between the United States and Mexico 
regarding hydrographic surveying and nau- 
tical charting activities in the border waters 
of both countries in the Gulf of Mexico and 
in the Pacific Ocean. 

(b) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE.—The 
Government of the United States shall not 
be responsible or liable for any remediation, 
maintenance, or operation of a vessel con- 
veyed under this section after the date of the 
delivery of the vessel to the Government of 
Mexico. 

(c) DEADLINE.—The Secretary shall seek to 
complete the conveyance by as soon as prac- 
ticable after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 

(а) DELIVERY OF VESSEL.—The Secretary 
shall deliver the vessel WHITING pursuant 
to this section at the vessel’s homeport loca- 
tion of Norfolk, Virginia, at no additional 
cost to the United States. 
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TRAINING FOR REALTIME 
WRITERS ACT OF 2003 


Mr. CRAIG. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the immediate consider- 
ation of Calendar No. 790, S. 480. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 480) to provide competitive 
grants for training court reporters and 
closed captioners to meet requirements of 
realtime writers under the Telecommuni- 
cations Act of 1996, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. CRAIG. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill be 
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read a third time, passed, the motion 
to reconsider be laid upon the table, 
with no intervening action or debate, 
and that any statement relating to the 
bill be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The bill (S. 480) was read the third 
time and passed, as follows: 


S. 480 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the “Training for 
Realtime Writers Act of 2008”. 

SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress makes the following findings: 

(1) As directed by Congress in section 723 of 
the Communications Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 
613), as added by section 305 of the Tele- 
communications Act of 1996 (Public Law 104- 
104; 110 Stat. 126), the Federal Communica- 
tions Commission adopted rules requiring 
closed captioning of most television pro- 
gramming, which gradually require new 
video programming to be fully captioned be- 
ginning in 2006. 

(2) More than 28,000,000 Americans, or 8 
percent of the population, are considered 
deaf or hard of hearing, and many require 
captioning services to participate in main- 
stream activities. 

(3) More than 24,000 children are born in 
the United States each year with some form 
of hearing loss. 

(4) According to the Department of Health 
and Human Services and a study done by the 
National Council on Aging— 

(A) 25 percent of Americans over 65 years 
old are hearing impaired; 

(B) 33 percent of Americans over 70 years 
old are hearing impaired; and 

(C) 41 percent of Americans over 75 years 
old are hearing impaired. 

(5) The National Council on Aging study 
also found that depression in older adults 
may be directly related to hearing loss and 
disconnection with the spoken word. 

(6) Empirical research demonstrates that 
captions improve the performance of individ- 
uals learning to read English and, according 
to numerous Federal agency statistics, could 
benefit— 

(A) 3,700,000 remedial readers; 

(B) 12,000,000 young children learning to 
read; 

(C) 27,000,000 illiterate adults; and 

(D) 30,000,000 people for whom English is a 
second language. 

(7) Over the past 5 years, student enroll- 
ment in programs that train court reporters 
to become realtime writers has decreased 
significantly, causing such programs to close 
on many campuses. 

SEC. 3. AUTHORIZATION OF GRANT PROGRAM TO 
PROMOTE TRAINING AND JOB 
PLACEMENT OF REALTIME WRIT- 
ERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The National Tele- 
communications and Information Adminis- 
tration shall make competitive grants to eli- 
gible entities under subsection (b) to pro- 
mote training and placement of individuals, 
including individuals who have completed a 
court reporting training program, as 
realtime writers in order to meet the re- 
quirements for closed captioning of video 
programming set forth in section 723 of the 
Communications Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 618) 
and the rules prescribed thereunder. 

(b) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—For purposes of 
this Act, an eligible entity is a court report- 
ing program that— 
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(1) can document and demonstrate to the 
Secretary of Commerce that it meets min- 
imum standards of educational and financial 
accountability, with a curriculum capable of 
training realtime writers qualified to pro- 
vide captioning services; 

(2) is accredited by an accrediting agency 
recognized by the Department of Education; 
and 

(3) is participating in student aid programs 
under title IV of the Higher Education Act of 
1965. 

(c) PRIORITY IN GRANTS.—In determining 
whether to make grants under this section, 
the Secretary of Commerce shall give a pri- 
ority to eligible entities that, as determined 
by the Secretary of Commerce— 

(1) possess the most substantial capability 
to increase their capacity to train realtime 
writers; 

(2) demonstrate the most promising col- 
laboration with local educational institu- 
tions, businesses, labor organizations, or 
other community groups having the poten- 
tial to train or provide job placement assist- 
ance to realtime writers; or 

(3) propose the most promising and innova- 
tive approaches for initiating or expanding 
training and job placement assistance efforts 
with respect to realtime writers. 

(d) DURATION OF GRANT.—A grant under 
this section shall be for a period of two 
years. 

(e) MAXIMUM AMOUNT OF GRANT.—The 
amount of a grant provided under subsection 
(a) to an entity eligible may not exceed 
$1,500,000 for the two-year period of the grant 
under subsection (d). 

SEC. 4. APPLICATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—To receive a grant under 
section 3, an eligible entity shall submit an 
application to the National Telecommuni- 
cations and Information Administration at 
such time and in such manner as the Admin- 
istration may require. The application shall 
contain the information set forth under sub- 
section (b). 

(b) INFORMATION.—Information in the ap- 
plication of an eligible entity under sub- 
section (a) for a grant under section 8 shall 
include the following: 

(1) A description of the training and assist- 
ance to be funded using the grant amount, 
including how such training and assistance 
will increase the number of realtime writers. 

(2) A description of performance measures 
to be utilized to evaluate the progress of in- 
dividuals receiving such training and assist- 
ance in matters relating to enrollment, com- 
pletion of training, and job placement and 
retention. 

(3) A description of the manner in which 
the eligible entity will ensure that recipients 
of scholarships, if any, funded by the grant 
will be employed and retained as realtime 
writers. 

(4) A description of the manner in which 
the eligible entity intends to continue pro- 
viding the training and assistance to be 
funded by the grant after the end of the 
grant period, including any partnerships or 
arrangements established for that purpose. 

(5) A description of how the eligible entity 
will work with local workforce investment 
boards to ensure that training and assistance 
to be funded with the grant will further local 
workforce goals, including the creation of 
educational opportunities for individuals 
who are from economically disadvantaged 
backgrounds or are displaced workers. 

(6) Additional information, if any, of the 
eligibility of the eligible entity for priority 
in the making of grants under section 3(c). 

(7) Such other information as the Adminis- 
tration may require. 
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SEC. 5. USE OF FUNDS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—An eligible entity receiv- 
ing a grant under section 8 shall use the 
grant amount for purposes relating to the re- 
cruitment, training and assistance, and job 
placement of individuals, including individ- 
uals who have completed a court reporting 
training program, as realtime writers, in- 
cluding— 

(1) recruitment; 

(2) subject to subsection (b), the provision 
of scholarships; 

(8) distance learning; 

(4) development of curriculum to more ef- 
fectively train realtime writing skills, and 
education in the knowledge necessary for the 
delivery of high-quality closed captioning 
services; 

(5) assistance in job placement for upcom- 
ing and recent graduates with all types of 
captioning employers; 

(6) encouragement of individuals with dis- 
abilities to pursue a career in realtime writ- 
ing; and 

(7) the employment and payment of per- 
sonnel for such purposes. 

(b) SCHOLARSHIPS.— 

(1) AMOUNT.—The amount of a scholarship 
under subsection (a)(2) shall be based on the 
amount of need of the recipient of the schol- 
arship for financial assistance, as deter- 
mined in accordance with part F of title IV 
of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
1087kk). 

(2) AGREEMENT.—Each recipient of a schol- 
arship under subsection (a)(2) shall enter 
into an agreement with the National Tele- 
communications and Information Adminis- 
tration to provide realtime writing services 
for a period of time (as determined by the 
Administration) that is appropriate (as so 
determined) for the amount of the scholar- 
ship received. 

(3) COURSEWORK AND EMPLOYMENT.—The 
Administration shall establish requirements 
for coursework and employment for recipi- 
ents of scholarships under subsection (a)(2), 
including requirements for repayment of 
scholarship amounts in the event of failure 
to meet such requirements for coursework 
and employment. Requirements for repay- 
ment of scholarship amounts shall take into 
account the effect of economic conditions on 
the capacity of scholarship recipients to find 
work as realtime writers. 

(c) ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS.—The recipient 
of a grant under section 3 may not use more 
than 5 percent of the grant amount to pay 
administrative costs associated with activi- 
ties funded by the grant. 

(d) SUPPLEMENT NoT SUPPLANT.—Grants 
amounts under this Act shall supplement 
and not supplant other Federal or non-Fed- 
eral funds of the grant recipient for purposes 
of promoting the training and placement of 
individuals as realtime writers 
SEC. 6. REPORTS. 

(a) ANNUAL REPORTS.—Each eligible entity 
receiving a grant under section 3 shall sub- 
mit to the National Telecommunications 
and Information Administration, at the end 
of each year of the grant period, a report on 
the activities of such entity with respect to 
the use of grant amounts during such year. 

(b) REPORT INFORMATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Each report of an entity 
for a year under subsection (a) shall include 
a description of the use of grant amounts by 
the entity during such year, including an as- 
sessment by the entity of the effectiveness of 
activities carried out using such funds in in- 
creasing the number of realtime writers. The 
assessment shall utilize the performance 
measures submitted by the entity in the ap- 
plication for the grant under section 4(b). 


November 19, 2004 


(2) FINAL REPORT.—The final report of an 
entity on a grant under subsection (a) shall 
include a description of the best practices 
identified by the entity as a result of the 
grant for increasing the number of individ- 
uals who are trained, employed, and retained 
in employment as realtime writers. 

SEC. 7. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this Act, amounts as follows: 

(1) $20,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2004, 
2005, and 2006. 

(2) Such sums as may be necessary for fis- 
cal year 2007. 

Mr. CRAIG. Mr. President, that con- 
cludes the unanimous consent requests 
at this time. I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Iowa. 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, briefly, 
I wish to thank the Senator from 
Idaho. The bill that was just passed is 
a bill that provides grants for training 
court reporters for closed caption re- 
porting. In 1996, the Congress passed a 
bill that said by 2006 all television 
shows have to be closed captioned. By 
2010, all Spanish-speaking shows have 
to be closed captioned. That is going to 
take about 3,000 people trained to do 
this. We have less than 500 trained 
right now. We are not going to meet 
that date, but we have to move ahead 
and try our best to get these people 
trained in our community colleges all 
over the country. That is what this bill 
does. 

I especially want to thank Senator 
McCAIN, the chairman of the Com- 
merce Committee, for his expeditious 
handling of this bill and letting it go 
through. I am assured the House is 
going to pass it unanimously, so we 
can get on with the business of train- 
ing our reporters so that they can do 
realtime closed captioning. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma- 
jority leader. 


e 


ORDER OF BUSINESS 


Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, so our col- 
leagues will know what our plans will 
be tonight and tomorrow—and I talked 
with the Democratic leader briefly ear- 
lier—the House will finish the omnibus 
tonight, midnight or 1 o'clock. Because 
I know many Senators have lots of 
other things to do, since we cannot say 
with definition when the House will 
complete the bill, I think it is best that 
we say there are no more rollcall votes 
tonight and that we will address the 
omnibus tomorrow. 

In addition, we have IDEA, the Indi- 
viduals with Disabilities Education 
Act, which we need to vote on tomor- 
row as well. We will talk back and 
forth as to what time we will be com- 
ing in tomorrow morning. 

We have had a very busy day. It has 
been a very constructive day, a great 
day in terms of tributes on both sides 
of the aisle. So we have had a good day. 

We will, unfortunately, not be able to 
complete our business until tomorrow. 


November 19, 2004 


There will be a lot of phone calls in 
terms of what time we will be voting. 
We cannot really say at this juncture— 
depending on how people view the om- 
nibus coming over—whether or not a 
rollcall vote will be required on IDEA. 
My expectation is we will have one or 
two votes over the course of tomorrow. 
As soon as we get some sort of cer- 
tainty in the schedules—it is a little 
bit out of our hands, depending on what 
action is taken in the House—we will 
be sure, through our respective con- 
ferences, to let everybody know to- 
night. 

Before we leave tonight, we will set a 
time to come in tomorrow morning. I 
assume it is going to be around 9:30 or 
10 o’clock. We will address that accord- 
ingly. 

That is it in terms of information. I 
thank the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Florida. 

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I will be happy to yield to the 
Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senator 
from Iowa be recognized upon the com- 
pletion of the remarks of the Senator 
from Florida. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


=== 


TRIBUTES TO RETIRING 
SENATORS 


Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi- 
dent, while the Senate is holding in 
abeyance for the final Omnibus appro- 
priations bill that the House is getting 
ready to file sometime tonight, I want 
to take the opportunity to pay tribute 
to our retiring Senators: TOM DASCHLE, 
FRITZ HOLLINGS, DON NICKLES, JOHN 
BREAUX, BEN NIGHTHORSE CAMPBELL, 
JOHN EDWARDS, PETER FITZGERALD, 
ZELL MILLER, and BOB GRAHAM. 

I wish to make a speech about each 
one of these Senators who has become 
a dear friend, in some cases, over the 
years, such as FRITZ and Peatsy Hol- 
lings, who took special interest in me 
as I came to the Senate and made sure 
I got on his Commerce Committee, 
which has been just an extraordinary 
experience with him as chairman, as 
well as with the present chairman, 
JOHN MCCAIN. 

DON NICKLES, whom I have known 
over the 24 years he has been in the 
Senate, for I was in the House at the 
time, has been a regular in our Wednes- 
day morning Senate prayer breakfast. 
He is a good friend. 

JOHN BREAUX, the very mention of 
his name brings a twinkle to your eye 
as you recall the wonderful good times 
and the great sense of humor that JOHN 
BREAUX has. He is the most popular 
politician in the State of Louisiana. He 
is going to be sorely missed as the 
dealmaker of the Senate. 

BEN NIGHTHORSE CAMPBELL has this 
wonderful new museum for Native 
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Americans which would not have hap- 
pened—just a stone’s throw from this 
Capitol—had it not been for his leader- 
ship. There is, as you go through this 
museum, a special display on the art- 
work of BEN. I commend it to our col- 
leagues. 

PETER FITZGERALD is a very active 
member of our Commerce Committee, 
who, in the comments by his colleague 
from Illinois, Senator DURBIN, today 
said it very well, could work so well 
with Members of both sides. 

A southern icon, Senator ZELL MIL- 
LER, will go down in southern history 
as one of the great progressive Gov- 
ernors of the new South. He is one who 
has always extended wonderful cour- 
tesies to me. 

I wish to say a special word about 
JOHN EDWARDS, for he came to the Sen- 
ate in a seat that was already held by 
an incumbent Senator, and they said it 
could not be done. They said a Demo- 
crat could not win in North Carolina. 
Of course, JOHN did and took the na- 
tional stage by storm. 

I spent several days with him over 
the course of the past several months 
in the campaign. I can tell you it was 
a wonderful inspiration to see the 
amount of energy, focus, discipline, 
and intelligence he brought not only as 
a Senator but as a candidate for Vice 
President of this great country. 

And then, of course, we all know the 
story of how on the very day that JOHN 
had to concede the election, along with 
our colleague, the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, his wife told him that she had 
breast cancer. I want Elizabeth and 
JOHN to know that our prayers are with 
them and that we are all sharing a 
great deal of optimism about her com- 
plete recovery. 

I had the wonderful privilege of ob- 
serving their three loving children on 
the campaign trail—their daughter 
Kate, and then, of course, the two 
young ones, Jack and Emma Claire, as 
they would bounce with such boundless 
enthusiasm on that campaign plane. 

There is a special part in my heart 
for ToM DASCHLE. We came to the Con- 
gress together in 1978. Among the 
freshman class in the House of Rep- 
resentatives that year, we knew TOM as 
“Landslide” DASCHLE. He won his race 
for Congress by 14 votes. Of course, he 
says that was a big percentage of the 
total vote in South Dakota at that 
time. 

We saw him grow over the years into 
a great Democratic leader, both minor- 
ity and majority leader of the Senate, 
and we saw the pressure that TOM was 
under. 

Who here would not remember ex- 
actly where you were and what you 
were doing on September 11, 2001. We 
were in à leadership meeting only a few 
feet from here on the West Front of the 
Capitol watching the television of the 
World Trade Center, and had tried to 
resume our meeting when someone 
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burst through the door and said: The 
Pentagon’s been hit. 

We leapt to the window looking west 
across the Mall in the southwest direc- 
tion of the Pentagon and saw the black 
smoke rising. 

People went their separate ways. I 
leapt to a telephone to try to get word 
to my wife because we had just moved 
into an apartment overlooking the 
southwest corner of the Pentagon. 

That day I remember so vividly see- 
ing the Constitution at work, because 
as I came back into the room and saw 
the people pouring out of the majority 
leader’s office, under the orders of the 
Capitol Police to get out of the build- 
ing, evacuate immediately, I saw the 
security people of the Capitol Police 
take Том in a different direction to an 
undisclosed location where he, along 
with the rest of the congressional lead- 
ership, was to be sequestered as a pro- 
tection of this constitutional govern- 
ment and its continuity. 

Том grew a lot in those ensuing days. 
That was in the morning, sometime 
right after 10 on September 11. I re- 
member that evening, as dark fell, 
Members of the House and the Senate 
of all parties on the east front steps of 
the U.S. Capitol holding hands and 
singing “Соа Bless America" to dem- 
onstrate in what little way we could 
that those who sought to strike us 
down were going to see the resolve and 
the unity of the Government of the 
United States. 

I could keep going on about Tom, but 
we heard his comments today. Of 
course it is with a heavy heart that we 
see Том leave this Chamber. It is under 
circumstances that I hope we never see 
replicated. 

There has to be civility in this body. 
There has to be a mutual respect. 
There has to be a respect for the truth. 
There has to be respect for the dignity 
of individuals and their families. Have 
we lost our compass? Have we lost our 
anchor? Have we lost our sense of 
human beings? 

This Senator can do something about 
that, as I have tried in the past, by the 
way I conduct myself with regard to 
my relationship to other Senators in 
wanting to treat others as I would like 
to be treated. Now that the fractious- 
ness and the divisiveness of this highly 
partisan, highly ideological, rigid time 
of debate is behind us, it is my hope 
this Senate can start to come together 
for the good of the people, even as we 
approach another election time. It is 
for the sake of the Nation that we must 
do this. 

BOB GRAHAM 

I conclude my comments about my 
colleague from Florida, my mentor, my 
friend of many years. It is hard to be- 
lieve BOB GRAHAM has been elected to 
serve almost 40 years—38 years to be 
exact. From when he was first elected 
to the State legislature in 1966, he has 
been in elected office ever since—two 
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terms in the State house, two terms in 
the State senate, two terms as the 
Governor of Florida, where he had a 
magnificent record, where he has put 
his stamp as one of Florida’s great 
Governors, starting programs to save 
the Florida Everglades, the River of 
Grass, the Kissimmee River, and the 
Everglades restoration that has now 
started that is an $8 million project 
shared half and half between the State 
and the Federal Government. That is a 
great legacy for BOB. 

Then, of course, his three terms in 
the Senate, 10 years of which he served 
on the Senate Intelligence Committee, 
the last 2 of which he served as chair- 
man of that committee. Of course, with 
that great knowledge and expertise, in 
the course of the debates here, BOB has 
given us great insight and wisdom. 

Finally, some of his fellow Senators 
convinced him that he ought to sit 
down and write a book and that book is 
entitled ‘‘Intelligence Matters." It is 
my hope that with other Senators on 
this floor that we are going to be able 
to help Bos fulfill one of his dreams, 
which is that in an intelligence service 
that has been decimated from time to 
time as a result of the whims of appro- 
priations, that a professional core of 
career intelligence officers can be en- 
hanced by starting an ROTC for intel- 
ligence officers. 

We are going to try to get the appro- 
priations to start that and to do it at 
one of our Florida universities named 
for BOB GRAHAM. Let that little incu- 
bator show the way to see whether that 
is a system we can adopt around the 
country to give an ample supply of offi- 
cers who are ready for service in the in- 
telligence service. 

So it is again with a heavy heart that 
I see my colleague, Senator GRAHAM, 
retire after a distinguished career. He 
will not be retiring as a public servant, 
because whether it be from the position 
of a university—and it is my under- 
standing he will be going to Harvard 
for a year at the Kennedy School—or 
whether it be back in our State affili- 
ated with several of our universities in 
Florida, BOB will be rendering public 
Service to the people of this country for 
some period of time. 

So for all of these names I have men- 
tioned, in the great poem *'Ulysses," he 
says, “I am a part of all that I have 
met," and I am a part of all these great 
Senators. I am much richer for it and 
for having been their friend. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Iowa. 

TOM DASCHLE 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, in these 
final working days of the 108th Con- 
gress, aS SO many speakers before me 
have said, we are saying farewell to a 
number of our retiring colleagues. I in- 
tend to speak about a couple of them 
this evening and will have more to say 
about some of the others tomorrow. 
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A most painful farewell will be to my 
good friend Senator TOM DASCHLE. I do 
not know that I have heard a more 
heartfelt, soul-searching, and inspira- 
tional speech about what a Senator 
should be, ought to be, and must be 
than the speech given by our great 
leader Senator DASCHLE earlier this 
evening. 

As I sat and listened to that speech, 
especially when he talked about Dick 
Reiners, my mind went back to 1978 
when I was just a second-term Con- 
gressman from the State of Iowa and I 
was asked to go campaign in South Da- 
kota for this young guy running for the 
House whose name was TOM DASCHLE. 
His former employer, Senator Jim 
Abourezk, came to Iowa to campaign 
for me and asked me to reciprocate. 
Because I had been active in some farm 
issues and agricultural issues, he asked 
me to campaign in South Dakota, and 
I did. 

I struck up a friendship with Том 
DASCHLE at that point that endures to 
this day and will endure forever. So I 
would go out and campaign for him and 
then he would come and campaign for 
me and I would campaign and we would 
go back and forth from Iowa to South 
Dakota. Of course, we shared a com- 
mon border up at Sioux City. Much of 
Sioux Falls’s television comes into 
Iowa. Much of Sioux City’s goes into 
South Dakota. So we have shared kind 
of a common area there of constitu- 
ents, constituencies over all these 
years. 

So it is a painful farewell to my good 
friend TOM DASCHLE. These days, there 
are fewer and fewer bipartisan agree- 
ments in this body. But I sense today 
that there was bipartisan agreement 
about TOM DASCHLE. We respect his de- 
cency, his fairness, his courage and 
leadership, his extraordinary capacity 
for hard work. I cannot imagine a more 
difficult job in the Senate than being 
leader of the Democratic caucus. We 
have all heard Will Rogers quip that he 
belonged to no organized party, he was 
a Democrat. 

Those independent, hard-headed hab- 
its flourish within our caucus. For the 
last decade, TOM DASCHLE's amazing 
skills and unlimited patience have 
brought us together as a team. That is 
an accomplishment of which he can be 
very proud. 

The President of the United States, 
it is said, has the persuasion of power. 
But the leader of our Senate Demo- 
cratic caucus has only the power of 
persuasion. I cannot imagine anyone 
more persuasive than Senator TOM 
DASCHLE. He has always been willing to 
talk with us, accommodate us when- 
ever possible, to do whatever it takes, 
however long it takes, to forge a con- 
sensus and move us ahead. We are 
grateful. I am grateful for his leader- 
ship, his diligence, for his grace that he 
has unfailingly brought to this job as 
our leader. I cannot emphasize enough 
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this fairness and this underlying grace 
of this wonderful human being. 
Unfailingly fair to all. 

When Democrats were in the major- 
ity, Majority Leader DASCHLE was re- 
spectful of the rights and the preroga- 
tives of our Republican minority. Con- 
versely, aS our minority leader, he has 
steadfastly defended the rights and the 
prerogatives of the Democratic minor- 
ity. In the heat of a partisan campaign, 
some have labeled this ‘‘obstruc- 
tionism," but that characterization is 
incorrect. The duty of the opposition 
party is present compelling alter- 
natives, and to do so fairly, forth- 
rightly, and within the rules of the 
Senate. The duty of the leader of our 
opposition is to protect the rights of 
the minority so that our voice and our 
votes can be heard; so that we can 
Speak out and offer a different way, a 
different path. That is our duty as op- 
position. Senator DASCHLE protected 
the rights of the minority, so impor- 
tant in our country, not just in the 
Senate, but important for us as a coun- 
try. 

If there is one thing that is pervasive 
in our Constitution and our Bill of 
Rights, it is just that; it is the protec- 
tion of the minority so the minority 
can be heard. That is so the minority's 
voice and votes will be counted. That is 
exactly what Senator DASCHLE has 
done. There is not one hint of obstruc- 
tionism. What he has done is to protect 
and enhance the rights of the minority, 
and he did it with skill and persistence, 
with fairness and with grace. 

Over all these years of service with 
Том DASCHLE in the House and in the 
Senate, I have always respected how he 
fought and advocated for his constitu- 
ents in South Dakota. No one has 
fought harder in the House and in the 
Senate for the revitalization of rural 
America than TOM DASCHLE. No one 
has fought harder to bring health care 
and good schools and economic oppor- 
tunity to Indian country. No one has 
fought harder to increase the income of 
family farmers and give them a fair 
shake in the marketplace. 

Another jewel in the crown of TOM 
DASCHLE’s legacy is the emerging eth- 
anol industry in the United States. 
Since Том arrived in Congress in 1978, 
he has been a relentless champion of 
ethanol. He mentioned that in his fare- 
well speech today. I know he was a re- 
lentless champion because I was there, 
too, during those early years. People 
said those of us who were advocating 
the expanded use of ethanol didn’t have 
a chance against big oil. But Senator 
DASCHLE persevered. He used the 1990 
Clean Air Act to put in place policies 
that gave birth to the ethanol industry 
in our country. He continued to pro- 
mote tax incentives and a renewable 
fuel standard to advance ethanol and 
to move our country towards energy 
independence. 

No doubt about it, Senator DASCHLE’s 
leadership on ethanol brought us to 
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where we are today in the production 
of this renewable and clean fuel in 
America. His leadership on ethanol will 
be greatly missed in the future. 

It has been a privilege to serve in 
this body with ToM DASCHLE. I will 
miss him as a colleague. I will miss his 
leadership, that fairness, that 
gentleness of nature, but that steely 
determination to make sure that our 
views and our votes were counted; that 
steely determination to make sure that 
people who live in small towns in rural 
America are not forgotten, that their 
interests are protected here. I will miss 
him as a friend. Oh, I am not going to 
lose contact with Tom and Linda. My 
wife and I will continue to count them 
as good friends. But I will miss him as 
a friend here in the Senate. 

As TOM DASCHLE said today, he has 
always been an optimist. I have never 
known TOM DASCHLE to ever utter a 
pessimistic word. For him the sunrise 
was always better than the sunset. So 
the Sun rises on a new chapter in TOM 
DASCHLE’s life. That Sun is going to be 
bright. It is going to be bright because 
of who TOM DASCHLE is, what he is. So 
there are going to be some new days 
and important chapters ahead written 
in the life of Том DASCHLE. Both Ruth 
and I wish ToM and Linda and his fam- 
ily the very best in the years ahead. 

We will continue to look forward to 
his input into the political life of 
America and into the common wheel 
that binds us as à country. 

JOHN EDWARDS 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I would 
also like to express my respect to and 
admiration for the retiring senior Sen- 
ator from North Carolina, Senator 
JOHN EDWARDS, who also spoke earlier. 
We will miss his unique, skillful, and 
persuasive voice in the debates here on 
the Senate floor. Time and again we 
have seen his knack for taking com- 
plex arguments and making them ac- 
cessible and persuasive to ordinary 
people. Time and again his skills have 
carried the day. 

I fully understand the advice uttered 
by one of my Republican colleagues 
one time, when he said, ‘‘Never yield 
the floor to JOHN EDWARDS.”’ 

Over the last year and a half, people 
in my State of Iowa have gotten to 
know JOHN and his wonderful wife Eliz- 
abeth very well. As I have often said, 
JOHN EDWARDS was the only person to 
run for national office as a Vice Presi- 
dential candidate who visited each one 
of Iowa’s 99 counties. He has been all 
over our State, in our schools, in our 
coffee shops, and in our living rooms. 
In fact, we have often said in Iowa if it 
weren’t for that southern accent, you 
would think JOHN was born and raised 
in Iowa. 

I can say that we on the Democratic 
side, we Democrats in Iowa and all over 
the country, are proud of his race to se- 
cure the nomination of our party, 
which he did not get, which went to an- 
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other of our colleagues, Senator JOHN 
KERRY. But we were proud of how JOHN 
EDWARDS sought that nomination. And 
we are doubly proud of his conduct as 
our nominee for Vice President of the 
United States. 

He always comes across as just folks, 
which is what you would expect from a 
person raised in very modest cir- 
cumstances, the first in his family to 
go to college. That humble background 
was an enormous strength for JOHN ED- 
WARDS. It is a strength we saw on that 
campaign trail that allowed him to un- 
derstand people and to communicate 
powerfully with ordinary people. Peo- 
ple responded in kind. All over this 
country, people just plainly liked JOHN 
EDWARDS. They trusted him because he 
spoke to them in a language they un- 
derstood. 

But if Iowans and other Americans 
see just plain folks in JOHN EDWARDS 
on the campaign trail, Senators here 
have been privileged to see a different 
side of him, hard at work in this Sen- 
ate. He has only been here one term. 
He surely made his mark. He made his 
mark first by challenging an incum- 
bent Senator, and took on the Jesse 
Helms machine in North Carolina, and 
he beat it. That is no small feat in 
North Carolina. 

He made his mark here as lead co- 
sponsor of the Patients’ Bill of Rights, 
along with Senators KENNEDY and 
McCAIN. He managed the bill on the 
floor. He was the lead negotiator in 
hammering out a bipartisan consensus 
on the bill. 

He made his mark by sponsoring and 
passionately advocating for a bill to 
speed up the approval of generic drugs. 

As I said in my State of Iowa, JOHN 
EDWARDS made his mark and won peo- 
ple’s hearts with his big smile, his 
friendly manner, and his boundless op- 
timism. 

He won our respect with a campaign 
that was always positive. Even under 
provocation, even when stakes were 
the highest in the final weeks of the 
campaign leading up to the caucuses, 
JOHN never wavered from his positive 
message of hope and opportunity for 
ordinary Americans. 

We are proud of our colleague Sen- 
ator EDWARDS, and we know we will 
not hear the last of him as he leaves 
this body. 

We say farewell to Senator JOHN ED- 
WARDS. I know and I hope and I trust 
we will hear more from him in the fu- 
ture. We wish him the very best. Of 
course, we all hope—and our prayers 
are with him and with Elizabeth—for a 
full recovery for his wonderful wife 
Elizabeth. We will miss them both 
here. But our friendship endures, and I 
know that Senator EDWARDS, Eliza- 
beth, and his family will be heavily in- 
volved in the course of our political life 
and our Democratic Party in the fu- 
ture. 

I thank the Chair and yield the floor. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Hawaii. 

TOM DASCHLE 

Mr. AKAKA. Mr. President, I rise to 
join my colleagues in saying thank you 
to a great senator, a great American, a 
wonderful leader, and a dear friend, 
Senator TOM DASCHLE of South Da- 
kota. In Hawaiian we say, mahalo nui 
loa. ‘‘Mahalo’’ means thank you; “пш” 
means large; апа *'1oa" means wide. It 
is used to convey profound and deep 
gratitude. I want to say mahalo nui loa 
to TOM DASCHLE for his great service to 
our country and to the Senate as an in- 
stitution. 

During his 26 years in the House and 
Senate, TOM DASCHLE has epitomized 
the ideal that we can disagree without 
being disagreeable. His prairie opti- 
mism and can-do attitude served his 
constituents well and served our Demo- 
cratic caucus well. 

I have always marveled at the fact 
that despite his responsibilities as ma- 
jority leader and Democratic Leader, 
Том DASCHLE always kept the needs 
and interests of South Dakotans as his 
top priority. He never lost sight of the 
people back home. Perhaps that is best 
reflected by his annual ‘‘unscheduled 
driving" tour, when he drives across 
his home state, visiting every county, 
with no staff and no schedule, just 
Tom, stopping to visit his constituents 
and hear what is on their minds. 

As Senator DASCHLE has said, these 
visits remind him of where he came 
from, and why he came to Wash- 
ington—to put the priorities of Amer- 
ica first. For that, and for so much 
more, I say mahalo nui loa, TOM 
DASCHLE. Godspeed. God bless Том and 
his wife Linda. 

This comes from me and my wife 
Millie. Aloha. 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, 
our colleague from Alabama was gen- 
erous enough to step aside and permit 
me to make a few remarks. I deeply ap- 
preciate it. 

I talked before about TOM DASCHLE. I 
also will discuss the rest of our col- 
leagues who are leaving the Senate. 

When the 109th Congress convenes in 
January, nine of our current colleagues 
will not be here. I take a few moments 
to pay tribute to them. Collectively, 
our colleagues have served in the Sen- 
ate for 144 years. We will miss them. 

FRITZ HOLLINGS 

First of all, FRITZ HOLLINGS, the 
most senior Member leaving the Sen- 
ate at this time, had a distinguished 
career in public service. It started in 
1942, the same year I joined the Army. 
After he graduated from the Citadel 
and he received a commission from the 
U.S. Army, he served as an officer in 
the North African and European cam- 
paigns in World War II. He had a lot of 
time in combat. He got the Bronze Star 
and seven campaign ribbons. 

In 1948 he was elected to the South 
Carolina House of Representatives. Ten 
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years later, and still only 36, FRITZ 
HOLLINGS was elected Governor of 
South Carolina. As Governor, he 
showed his fearlessness and independ- 
ence as a progressive southern Demo- 
crat, especially when he integrated 
Clemson University. 

In 1966, FRITZ was elected to the Sen- 
ate. I don’t have time to list all of the 
things he has done in 30 years in the 
Senate or 56 years in public office, but 
early in his Senate career FRITZ fo- 
cused on poverty and hunger that 
gripped the rural South and urban 
areas of the country. In 1968, he em- 
barked on his now famous hunger 
tours. In 1970, he wrote about what he 
saw in a highly acclaimed book enti- 
tled “Тһе Case Against Hunger: А De- 
mand for a National Policy." What a 
wonderful program that was. 

He followed up by coauthoring a bill 
that created the special supplemental 
food program for Women, Infants and 
Children. We call it WIC. 

In 1972, continuing this very active 
campaign of writing legislation, he 
wrote the National Coastal Zone Man- 
agement Act, the Nation’s first land 
use law designed to protect coastal 
wetlands. He played a pivotal role in 
establishing the National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration, the Ma- 
rine Mammal Protection Act, the 
Ocean Dumping Act, and the Fishery 
Conservation Management Act. 

Perhaps he is best known for his tire- 
less fight for fair trade and being a true 
fiscal conservative. Who can forget 
Gramm-Rudman-Hollings. І served 
with him many years on the Com- 
mittee on the Budget and I can attest 
to his determination to put our Nation 
on the pay-as-you-go path rather than 
burdening future generations with es- 
calating Federal deficits and debt. 

On a parochial note, I thank the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina on behalf of 
the people of New Jersey. After Sep- 
tember 11, he made our ports safer by 
helping to get security funding for our 
ports. FRITZ HOLLINGS gallantly laid 
out an inspiring vision for the future of 
passenger rail service in our country. 
Through it all, FRITZ HOLLINGS has al- 
ways been a southern gentleman and a 
Senator’s Senator. 

FRITZ’s remarks in committee and 
his speeches in the Senate have always 
been worth listening to even if some of 
us had difficulty deciphering them. He 
has been a true original and the Senate 
will be poorer for his departure. 

I know he wants to spend more time 
with his beloved Peatsy, his four chil- 
dren, and his seven grandchildren. 

FRITZ, we will miss you. I never stop 
being surprised when FRITZ HOLLINGS 
recalls things he did 20 or 40 years ago 
and recall them with fairly precise de- 
tail. He always has colorful language— 
except in places like the Senate—that 
attract attention and yet he completes 
his serious mission with humor, can- 
dor, and courage. 
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I ask unanimous consent a press re- 
lease entitled “38 Years in the Senate, 
38 of His Greatest Hits" be printed in 
the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


(Tuesday, Nov. 16, 2004] 
38 YEARS IN THE SENATE, 38 ОҒ HIS GREATEST 
HITS 

WASHINGTON, DC.—In 38 years in the U.S. 
Senate, Fritz Hollings has compiled one of 
the most remarkable legislative records of 
any Senator in the last century. From his 
first days in office to his last, he has written 
legislation that has changed America. Fol- 
lowing are 38 ways the nation will remember 
him: 

1. Started the Women Infants Children 
(WIC) program, one of the most successful 
government health care measures ever un- 
dertaken. It has reduced infant mortality, 
low birth rates, and premature births. 
Today, WIC provides nutritional counseling 
and access to health services for low-income 
women and children in 10,000 nationwide 
clinics. Impetus for the program came from 
Senator Hollings’ 1970 book “Тһе Case 
Against Hunger.” 

2. Championed the Community Health Cen- 
ter Program to bring medical care to low-in- 
come Americans. In 1969, South Carolina 
opened one of the first community health 
centers in the nation, and today the centers 
nationally provide primary and preventive 
health services for 10 million patients in 
under-served communities. 

3. Initiated the nationwide breast and cer- 
vical cancer screening program. Begun in 
1990 as a project in South Carolina and five 
other states, the program quickly expanded 
to a highly successful national effort. 
Through the years, Senator Hollings also has 
led efforts to significantly boost funds for 
cancer research and to double the National 
Institutes of Health’s budget. 

4. The father of the Corporate Average 
Fuel Economy (CAFE) Standards, Senator 
Hollings wrote the law in 1975 forcing auto- 
makers to build more fuel efficient cars. 
Thirty years later, CAFE standards save 
more than 3 million barrels of oil per day. 

5. Authored the Aviation Security Act, im- 
mediately after September 11th. It created 
the Transportation Security Administration 
and set up the screening system now under- 
way for airport passengers. Always a strong 
believer in the need for security, Senator 
Hollings knew the aviation system, and 
America’s economy, would not recover with- 
out government’s help. He authored the leg- 
islation at age 80. 

6. Authored the Maritime Security Act, 
also immediately following September 11th. 
Concerned for many years that ports and 
borders were the weak link in America’s se- 
curity system, he pushed the legislation 
through—the first ever aimed at increasing 
security at America’s ports. 

7. The father of the National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA), he es- 
tablished the agency in just his fourth year 
in office. He did it at a time when the ocean 
was not the popular topic it is today. In 2000, 
he created the U.S. Commission on Ocean 
Policy, to help Congress determine the fu- 
ture of the nation’s oceans. 

8. Authored the National Coastal Zone 
Management Act of 1972, which established 
federal policy for protecting coastal areas. It 
also authorized grants to states to establish 
and operate coastal zone management pro- 
grams. 
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9. A friend of marine mammals, he wrote 
the legislation in 1972 to protect whales, dol- 
phins, sea otters, and other mammals. It be- 
came the model for other countries. 

10. Authored the Ocean Dumping Act of 
1976, which extended federal authority over 
previously unregulated dumping of pollut- 
ants in the ocean. It banned dumping by U.S. 
vessels, or vessels sailing from a U.S. port. 

11. Wrote the Oil Spill Bill in 1990, fol- 
lowing the disaster of the Exxon Valdez. Sen- 
ator Hollings led the Senate investigation of 
the oil spill, and pushed the legislation re- 
quiring more effective clean-up, and forced 
oil companies to use double-hull ships, which 
are less likely to have a spill. 

12. At the forefront of promoting American 
technology, he created the Advanced Tech- 
nology Program in the Commerce Depart- 
ment, which invests in high-risk research 
projects that promise big payoffs and wide- 
spread benefits to the nation. 

13. Co-authored Gramm-Rudman-Hollings, 
the landmark legislation that broke budget 
gridlock in the mid-‘80s. By making auto- 
matic spending cuts, it reversed 20 years of 
increased federal spending and cut tens of 
billions from the budget deficit. 

14. Was the first Senator to decry the prac- 
tice of looting Social Security, and made 
truth in budget reporting a priority. In 1990, 
his legislation required that the President 
and Congress, when reporting a budget, do 
not count Social Security surpluses to mask 
the true size of the deficit. 

15. Has been the voice for fiscal sanity on 
the Senate floor for three decades, but too 
often the lone voice. Twenty-two years ago, 
he was the first to offer a budget freeze, and 
has offered them many times since. He has 
slammed tax-cutting Republicans for voodoo 
economics. He promised he would jump off 
the Capitol Dome if ever there was a bal- 
anced budget, but because too few listened to 
the only original member of the Senate 
Budget Committee, the country has a $600 
billion deficit, and Senator Hollings retires 
without jumping. 

16. The Senate’s loudest voice on trade 
issues, he opposed NAFTA, GATT, and trade 
deals with China and Africa—all of which 
have sent massive jobs overseas. Time has 
proven him right. He opposed giving the 
President fast-track negotiating authority, 
constantly reminding his colleagues of Arti- 
cle 1, Section 8 of the Constitution: ‘‘Con- 
gress shall have power to regulate commerce 
with Foreign Nations." 

17. Textile's best friend in the Senate, he 
has pressured every President since Lyndon 
Johnson to protect the industry so impor- 
tant to South Carolina. 

18. Created the Manufacturing Extension 
Partnership Centers, in 1988 to help small 
manufacturers survive and grow. Now with 
350 locations around the country, they annu- 
ally help almost 20,000 companies. In honor 
of the Senator, federal legislation was passed 
to rename them the Hollings Centers. 

19. A friend of the consumer, he created a 
competitive telecommunications industry 
through the Telecommunications Act of 1996, 
the first major rewrite of the Communica- 
tions Act of 1934. He fought to ensure it pro- 
vided new services to consumers at afford- 
able rates. 

20. Strengthened on-line privacy and gave 
Internet users control over their own per- 
sonal data with legislation he authored in 
2000 and 2002. 

21. Gave millions of Americans freedom 
from telemarketers, by co-authoring the do- 
not-call list law in 2002, and the law that 
banned computer voiced telephone calls and 
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restricted junk faxes in 1991. Calling it ‘‘tele- 
phone terrorism" Senator Hollings has given 
tens of millions of Americans quiet evenings 
at home. 

22. Reined in the cable TV monopolies, as 
the driving force in the early 1990s for the 
Cable and Consumer Protections Act. Per- 
sistent service and rate abuses by ТУ cable 
companies around the country prompted 
Senator Hollings to lead the charge in giving 
the Federal Communications Commission 
authority to regulate basic cable TV rates 
and set minimum service standards. 

23. Authored the 1990 Children’s ТУ Act, ге- 
quiring stations to carry educational pro- 
gramming for children and limiting the 
amount of commercials aired during chil- 
dren’s programming. 

24. Wrote laws to drug-test transportation 
employees and military enlistees. By requir- 
ing mandatory random drug and alcohol 
testing for safety-sensitive transportation 
employees, he has made America's roads 
safer. The law has allowed the military to 
confront drug abuse in uniform and has sig- 
nificantly increased overall readiness. 

25. Was one of the first to re-build Amer- 
ica's defense in the '80s, authoring amend- 
ments in the 1980 budget that provided the 
first significant increase in defense spending 
in the post-Vietnam era. 

26. Saved the Department of Education 
through budget amendments, after Ronald 
Reagan took office with the express purpose 
of abolishing the Department. In the mid- 
19908 he stopped House Republicans from 
radically cutting student loan programs. 

27. Authored energy conservation stand- 
ards for federal buildings, during the 1970 en- 
ergy crisis, resulting in millions of dollars of 
savings for taxpayers. 

28. Led the efforts to fund innovative law 
enforcement programs, such as Community 
Oriented Policing Services (COPS) that put 
more than 100,000 police officers on the 
Streets in 13,000 communities across the 
country. 

29. To prevent crime that has hit American 
schools, he steered through the Senate his 
Safe Schools Initiative, putting police offi- 
cers on patrol in schools nationwide. 

30. Authored legislation to nail criminals 
involved in church burnings, by strength- 
ening federal authority to prosecute them. 

31. For the first time in American history, 
he got the full Congress to give its highest 
honor, the Congressional Gold Medal, to a 
farmer, gas attendant, maid, and preacher 
for the hardships they faced in desegregating 
South Carolina's schools. The medals were 
presented in 2004, the 50th anniversary of 
Brown v. Board of Education. 

32. Champion for American Embassies 
across the world, he fought hard to ensure 
government preserves their historic signifi- 
cance. 

33. The longest serving junior Senator in 
American history, he served 36 years as a 
junior Senator before becoming South Caro- 
lina's Senior Senator at age 81 in 2003. 

34. As governor of South Carolina from 
1959-1963, he was the first modern southern 
governor to bring about economic and social 
progress. He started South Carolina's tech- 
nical education system that now trains 
235,000 students annually; balanced the 
state’s budget for the first time in 65 years; 
obtained the state’s first AAA bond rating; 
traveled 200,000 miles around the world to 
bring industry to South Carolina; and peace- 
fully integrated Clemson University while 
other southern governors resisted the civil 
rights movement. 

35. Was the Senator with no poll in his 
pocket, He gave unforgettable floor speeches, 
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where he spoke his mind and told the truth. 
No one dared debate him, because they’d 
lose. 

36. He brought different points of view to 
complex situations and identified solutions 
long before others recognized there were 
even problems. 

37. Though many of his favorite bills never 
passed, he never stopped pushing for what he 
believed, He is still calling for tax hikes to 
pay for the War on Terrorism; legislation to 
protect children from violence on television; 
and a constitutional amendment permitting 
limits on campaign expenditures, preventing 
wealthy candidates and their friends from 
buying elections. 

38. He leaves at the top of his game, writ- 
ing meaningful legislation for America and 
working for his constituents until his last 
day in office. 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. It is amazing to 
see how many things FRITZ HOLLINGS 
has touched in his life. Once again, he 
will be sorely missed. 

JOHN BREAUX 

Another dear friend from the south, 
JOHN BREAUX, senior Senator from 
Louisiana, probably the Senate’s con- 
summate deal maker. I don’t think 
anyone in this Chamber has ever 
worked harder to bring the two parties 
together on taxes, on health care, and 
especially our two biggest entitlement 
programs, Social Security and Medi- 
care. 

He is the logical choice to chair the 
National Bipartisan Commission on the 
Future of Medicare and the cochair of 
the National Commission on Retire- 
ment Policy. He has always been an ef- 
fective champion for Louisiana’s oil 
and gas, agriculture, and tourism in- 
dustries, which is why his constituents 
have sent him to Washington with 60, 
70, or even 80 percent of the vote. He 
was only 28 when he first won a seat in 
the House in 1972. With 14 years in the 
House and 18 years in the Senate, he 
spent more than half of his entire life 
as a Member of Congress doing the 
public’s mission. 

We will miss his Cajun humor, his 
legislative savvy, and his tireless dedi- 
cation of bringing Republicans and 
Democrats together for the good of all 
America. 

BOB GRAHAM 

Another esteemed colleague from the 
South, Senator BOB GRAHAM, the senior 
Senator from Florida, is clearly one of 
the State’s most popular elected offi- 
cials. He won two terms as State rep- 
resentative, two terms as a State sen- 
ator, two terms as a Governor, three 
terms as a U.S. Senator, with a 9-9 
record. For a short time he put his hat 
in the ring in the recent Presidential 
race. He had a 9-9 record of elections 
dating back 38 years. 

Like Senator BREAUX, BOB GRAHAM 
has worked diligently to forge bipar- 
tisan solutions to the most pressing 
problems. He is a fiscal conservative, 
dedicated to strengthening and improv- 
ing Social Security and Medicare. Bob 
Graham is the author of a comprehen- 
sive, bipartisan plan to restore the Ev- 
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erglades, a plan that created an un- 
precedented partnership among Fed- 
eral, State, and local governments and 
private industries to reverse the dam- 
age done by fragile “River of Grass" 
decades of dredging, dumping, and de- 
struction. He has fought hard to pro- 
tect Florida's coastline from oil and 
gas exploration. 

One of the things that made BOB 
GRAHAM so popular has been his deter- 
mination to spend time working side 
by side with people he represents. Over 
30 years he has worked 400 workdays. 
On those workdays—and most have 
Seen him in costume—he has worked as 
a police officer, railroad engineer, con- 
struction worker, fisherman, garbage 
man. I don’t think I would have taken 
all the jobs he did, but he did them 
wonderfully and endeared himself to 
his constituents. He was а factory 
worker, busboy, teacher. If BOB does 
not want to retire, I am sure he will be 
able to find some kind of work. He is 
experienced in so many fields. 

JOHN EDWARDS 

The senior Senator from North Caro- 
lina, JOHN EDWARDS, has streaked 
across the political firmament like a 
Shooting star. Six years ago, he was a 
triallawyer who won a Senate seat in 
his first try at elected office and 2 
weeks ago he was very nearly elected 
Vice President. 

JOHN EDWARDS, like TOM DASCHLE, 
was the first person in his family to 
graduate from college. His father 
worked in the textile mills. His mother 
held several jobs, working in a post of- 
fice, running a furniture refinishing 
business. After he graduated from the 
University of North Carolina Law 
School, he put his formidable legal 
Skill to work for ordinary people as à 
trial attorney. He was good at it. In 
1997, he won the largest personal injury 
verdict in North Carolina history, $25 
million, for a 9-year old girl injured by 
a swimming pool drain the manufac- 
turer knew was faulty. 

JOHN proved if there is injury or dam- 
age, take it to a jury of your peers. Let 
them make the judgment regarding 
careless operation of a piece of machin- 
ery or automobile. The damage is in- 
calculable in terms of a monetary 
value. So JOHN EDWARDS did what he 
ought to do. He protected those who 
had recourse for terrible damages that 
they incurred. 

JOHN knew what it was like for that 
little girl’s parents I just talked about 
because he and his wife lost their 16- 
year-old son. His name was Wade. He 
died in a car accident. 

When he got to the Senate, JOHN con- 
tinued to fight for working-class Amer- 
icans, and despite being a freshman 
Member, he was a principal author of a 
Patients’ Bill of Rights bill which 
passed the Senate in June of 2001. 

He also fought hard for his constitu- 
ents, securing more than $250 million 
in disaster funds following Hurricane 
Floyd in September 1999. 
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I don’t know what the future holds 
for JOHN. One looks at that face, and 
sees such a young man. He is only 51 
years old, and to me that is like a 
child. But somehow or other I do not 
think we have seen the last of him. 

Of course, his first task is to help his 
wife Elizabeth get through her bout 
with breast cancer. We send our pray- 
ers to both of them, for her quick and 
complete recovery. He and Elizabeth 
have the good wishes and prayers of 
each and every one of us here in the 
Senate. 

Mr. President, I will talk about a 
couple of my friends on the Republican 
side. 

DON NICKLES 

I have had my differences with DON 
NICKLES. We both have served on the 
Budget Committee, and it is hard to 
believe that he, at his tender age, has 
been here for 24 years. He is still so 
youthful looking. As a matter of fact, 
the two Senators from Oklahoma at 
one point in time did not equal the age 
of one of the Senators from South 
Carolina. They are both very young. 
But he was so young when he came 
here in 1981. He was barely 32. 

On the subject of age, if I might di- 
gress, after 30 years of business I never 
dreamed I was going to be here 24 
years, Lord willing. And for my friends 
on the Republican side, don’t count me 
out at the end of 24 years. 

I worked with DON NICKLES for many 
years on the Budget Committee. He has 
been a passionate, articulate spokes- 
man for conservative causes, but he 
has always been a good opponent, a 
gracious opponent. The Senate is going 
to miss his energy and his knowledge. 

BEN NIGHTHORSE CAMPBELL 

Another friend from the other side of 
the aisle is BEN NIGHTHORSE CAMPBELL, 
the senior Senator from Colorado. He is 
one of the true originals in the Senate. 
He is one of 44 chiefs of the Northern 
Cheyenne Tribe. He served our country 
in Korea. He is a renowned jewelry de- 
signer, athlete, trainer of champion 
quarter horses. He participated in the 
1964 Olympics as a member of the U.S. 
Olympic judo team. 

He was elected to the Colorado State 
legislature in 1982, serving for 4 years 
before coming to Washington. He has 
livened up the place with his string 
ties, beautiful jewelry, and his Harley 
Davidson motorcycles. And he has been 
our conscience when it comes to meet- 
ing our treaty obligations to Native 
Americans. 

PETER FITZGERALD 

PETER FITZGERALD, the junior Sen- 
ator from Illinois, like me, came to the 
Senate after a good business career. He 
has been here only for one term but in 
those 6 years he established a solid rep- 
utation as an independent Member, 
committed to doing what he thinks is 
right, even if it puts him at odds with 
other members of his party. 
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He and I serve on the Governmental 
Affairs Committee, and I have been im- 
pressed by his willingness to hold hear- 
ings on scandals and malfeasance in 
the mutual fund and insurance indus- 
tries. Perhaps because of his business 
background, he understands the impor- 
tance of effective oversight by the Fed- 
eral Government. 

I regret he is leaving. He has been a 
gentleman, and it is too bad that we do 
not have more like PETER FITZGERALD. 
He is a wonderful person to work with. 
He has got a ready smile, and he is a 
gentleman at all times. 

I close my remarks by noting that 
these men have made remarkable con- 
tributions to our society, and all Amer- 
icans should be grateful. I would tell 
those who are retiring, I retired 4 years 
ago, and I did not like it. So here I am. 
Perhaps there is hope for any of them 
who want to rejoin. If you want to 
come back, I am here to tell you it can 
be done. Just make sure that you get 
to keep your seniority. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor and 
thank my colleagues for their indul- 
gence while I made my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, let me 
say—this is probably the first and only 
time I have ever said this—I have been 
listening carefully to my friend from 
New Jersey, and I agree with every- 
thing he said. 

I have had a chance to talk a little 
bit about some of these people who are 
retiring, and at some length about Sen- 
ator NICKLES, and I certainly appre- 
ciate the Senator’s remarks about him. 


== 


TRIBUTE TO AIR FORCE 
SECRETARY JAMES G. ROCHE 


Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, we have 
been paying a lot of tributes to retiring 
Members of the Senate, and I think it 
is appropriate to pay tribute to at least 
one of our retiring public servants, and 
I would like to do that right now for 
the Secretary of the Air Force, Dr. 
James G. Roche. 

I know Secretary Roche has been at- 
tacked from time to time. That goes 
with the job. It is a tough job. He knew 
that when he came. I think we can put 
that aside and pay tribute for the 
things he has done that are not as con- 
troversial but have been good for the 
Air Force and for our country. 

You have to keep in mind that Sec- 
retary Roche left a lucrative career in 
private life to take this job as Sec- 
retary of the Air Force. He brought a 
lot of savvy with him from his private 
business career. I remember so well 
when he was first confirmed, his first 
trip was to go with me to Tinker Air 
Force Base in Oklahoma. After visiting 
that base, he returned to Washington 
with Secretary Gibbs and immediately 
put in place a plan to revitalize the de- 
pots using the existing Air Force budg- 
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et. This is something that previous ad- 
ministrations have never accom- 
plished. They seemed to be more inter- 
ested in letting the depots rust away. 

Secretary Roche invested money, 
time, and industrial know-how into the 
depots, and he did it in a partnership 
arrangement where he actually stimu- 
lated the communities to pass very 
large bond issues to exercise the pri- 
vate participation. He started a pro- 
gram where depots were benchmarked 
off similar commercial enterprises and 
started informal competition that 
drove maintenance days down ever 
lower. He brought LEAN manufac- 
turing processes to the depots and 
other similar commercial practices 
that revitalized the workforce, de- 
creased the failure rates, raised readi- 
ness standards, and decreased overall 
costs at the depots. 

I look at the record he had. In fiscal 
year 2003 alone, AMC reported that the 
mission-incapable aircraft part hours 
decreased by 37.6 percent, the percent- 
age of hours grounded. It bettered the 
goal by 922,000 hours. The mission-in- 
capable aircraft part incidents de- 
creased by 23.4 percent, which bettered 
the goal by 4,400 incidents. Logistics 
response time was reduced 20.4 percent. 
Stockage effectiveness increased by 5.5 
percent. It goes on and on. 

His record is there. He has done a 
magnificent job at applying his busi- 
ness practices in making our scarce 
dollars in the military go a lot further. 

I was very impressed with his focus 
on depots, but his ability to guide the 
Air Force through the troubled waters 
after 9/11 were equally impressive. He 
restructured the force and focused 
training to support new missions: 
homeland defense, renewed focus on 
Close Air Support, close partnering 
with the Army in joint operations and 
Space support to warfighters. 

He expanded the role and support for 
special operations. He accelerated the 
delivery to the battlefield of Armed 
Predators and Global Hawks, bombers 
in support of close air support, tactics 
enabling engagement or the Time Sen- 
sitive Targets, networked Intelligence, 
Surveillance, and Reconnaissance, and 
advanced Combined Air Operations 
Center capabilities. 

Secretary Roche and General Jumper 
have done a remarkable job. I remem- 
ber, back in the late 1990s, after we 
downsized and downgraded and had 
done away with a lot of the moderniza- 
tion programs in our military under 
the previous administration, General 
Jumper had the courage to stand be- 
fore our committee and say and admit 
we were going to have to do something 
about modernization, something about 
the F-22, something about the Joint 
Strike Fighter, because the Russians 
were making the SU series that was ac- 
tually better than our best strike vehi- 
cles, which were the F-15s and F-16s. 
And this was done. This is the type of 
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courage that came forth during Sec- 
retary Roche’s administration. 

The investigation into the tanker 
lease continues, and it will continue 
until all individuals who acted inappro- 
priately are held accountable. That is 
appropriate. However, we must move 
forward on recapitalizing our tanker 
fleet, fighting the war on terrorism, 
and getting back to the business of 
supporting the warfighters, specifi- 
cally, moving forward on confirmations 
of senior military leaders so our troops 
in the field have the leadership they 
deserve. 

I think it is time to allow the inves- 
tigations to find out who is guilty of 
wrongdoing. Yes, it was wrong to take 
the tanker deal to the Appropriations 
Committee and skip the authorizers. 
But that was fixed. We held hearings. 
We compromised, and it looks like we 
have killed the tanker deal. We have 
investigations underway, some com- 
plete, and those who committed crimes 
are going to pay for their crimes. So 
let’s not overreach this subject and 
bring innocent men and women under 
public attack. 

Let me say that Secretary Roche has 
been innovative. He has tirelessly 
pressed new ideas. I thank Secretary 
Roche for the very fine contributions 
he made to the U.S. Air Force and to 
the United States of America. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Alabama. 
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PETER FITZGERALD 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I want 
to share a few remarks about our 
friend and colleague PETER FITZ- 
GERALD. It has been a real honor for me 
to serve with him. We have had quite 
different backgrounds. 

PETER grew up in suburban Chicago 
and attended very fine parochial 
schools. He attended Dartmouth Col- 
lege where he graduated cum laude 
with highest distinction majoring in 
Latin and Greek. He got his law degree 
from the University of Michigan and 
came from a very prominent family 
there. 

He is a wonderful person, a person I 
got to know, although our backgrounds 
are different, I having grown up in 
south Alabama, the son of a country 
store owner, going barefoot and swim- 
ming in the creeks. We enjoyed talking 
with one another. He liked Bear Bry- 
ant, and we talked about a number of 
things. 

One thing he shared with me on a 
number of occasions is his belief that 
there should be in government, in the 
business of the United States and the 
State governments, integrity. He 
talked with me about his recommenda- 
tion to President Bush about a U.S. at- 
torney appointment in Chicago. He 
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wrestled with it and talked with me 
over a period of weeks about the fact 
he believed that even if he chose any of 
the very fine candidates who had been 
discussed in Chicago, he would be 
choosing somebody from that area that 
people would think was not the best, 
was not independent, that they might 
be influenced by someone. 

He had a growing feeling that he 
should choose someone from outside 
the area. It is an usual thing to do, but 
that is what he did. He searched the 
country over and chose U.S. Attorney 
Fitzgerald, a nonrelative, I believe, 
who tried some of the biggest terrorist 
cases in New York. That is who he rec- 
ommended and that is who he put 
there. Why? Because he wanted the 
best prosecutor with the best back- 
ground, with the most integrity, and 
total independence to do the right 
thing there. That indicated to me just 
how serious he was about this issue. 

When he ran for the Senate, he was 
in the banking business, an attorney in 
the banking business. He promised he 
would not involve himself and would 
recuse himself from decisions dealing 
with banking. People said that was not 
necessary. Others did not do that. He 
said he thought it was the appropriate 
thing to do, and he adhered to that the 
entire time he was here, recusing him- 
self on a number of such issues. 

He chose the higher standard, the 
road less traveled. He did not like 
fraud, corruption, and abuse. As a 
member of the Consumer Affairs Sub- 
committee of the Commerce Com- 
mittee, he took a key role in the inves- 
tigation of Enron and the abuses that 
occurred there. 

He was a constant and strong oppo- 
nent of no-bid contracts. He saw a lot 
of those in Illinois. He did not like it, 
and he spoke out against it in a very 
strong way. Particularly, there was a 
matter involving Springfield and a 
major construction contract. He feared 
the good old boys, those with influence 
and inside word, would be the bene- 
ficiaries of those contracts rather than 
the taxpayers. He thought it should be 
bid on a professional basis, and he bat- 
tled very hard for that. He did not like 
and does not like cronyism, and he 
spoke out against it. 

His commercial banking experience 
led him to study the behavior of the 
stock markets and brokerage firms in 
the Federal thrift plan, which he ad- 
mired greatly, saying it was the most 
efficient and best plan for investors 
that he was aware of because the fees 
and costs were so low. 

He, therefore, was a champion of in- 
tegrity and full disclosure of fees in the 
brokerage business and spoke out ag- 
gressively in favor of that. Why did he 
say that? Because he thought insiders 
were taking too big a piece of the pie 
and if that money, instead of being 
paid out in fees, sometimes never seen 
by the investors, had been reinvested 
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in the stocks or mutual funds, that the 
investor would have ended up with a 
lot more money over a lifetime, and he 
had charts to show it. 

He spoke out against that special in- 
terest group because he believed it was 
the right thing to do. He believed in 
representing the consumers, and those 
are the people who make America go. 

He has a wonderful wife Nina who at- 
tended Smith College, the London 
School of Economics, and Harvard Law 
School. They have one son, Jake. He 
has chosen to spend more time with 
them. We can certainly understand his 
decision to do that. 

I also thank him for his service to 
the people of the United States. He did 
so in this single term with integrity, 
courage, decency, and a great spirit of 
cooperativeness. I have enjoyed serving 
with him, as did all of us in this body, 
and I wish him Godspeed. 

I yield the floor. 

THE PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Connecticut is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. DODD. I thank the Chair. 

(The remarks of Mr. DODD pertaining 
to the introduction of S. 3020 are print- 
ed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘State- 
ments on Introduced Bills and Joint 
Resolutions.’’) 


== 
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Mr. DODD. Mr. President, I know the 
hour is getting late and others want to 
be heard, but I briefly want to express 
some thoughts about our colleagues 
who are leaving this wonderful body. 
Today we have heard some very com- 
pelling speeches, particularly the one 
given by my good friend, TOM DASCHLE 
of South Dakota, our Democratic lead- 
er. 

I was pleased to see so many of our 
colleagues remain on the floor to listen 
to the departing Democratic leader. 
The words he expressed about his 
State, his staff, his colleagues, his feel- 
ings about the country, and the future, 
are instructive. I know it can sound re- 
petitive when people hear us talk about 
our colleagues this way, but I think it 
is important for the public to note that 
while they might hear only about the 
bickering, the part that you do not 
often see is the deep respect, affection, 
and caring that goes on among the 
Members of this body. This affection 
comes despite the differences that exist 
in red States and blue States, or being 
strongly conservative or strongly lib- 
eral. 

There is this weaving of a common 
denominator through each and every 
one of us, particularly after years of 
common service in this remarkable in- 
stitution we call the Senate. There is a 
deep and abiding respect for those who 
have come here, those who have served 
here, those who have tried to make a 
difference for our country. 
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It may seem like it is inside discus- 
sion, but I hope the public understands 
how deeply felt these comments are 
about colleagues who will no longer 
have the pleasure of spending each and 
every day in this Chamber, but whose 
friendship and collegiality will con- 
tinue in the years ahead as we encoun- 
ter each other in different walks of life. 

ERNEST HOLLINGS 

First, FRITZ HOLLINGS has now served 
with two generations of my family. He 
served with my father briefly, and over 
the last 24 years we have served to- 
gether in this Chamber. I have not had 
the pleasure of serving with FRITZ HOL- 
LINGS, except once on the Budget Com- 
mittee for a few years. 

We have become very good friends 
though. We have traveled together. We 
have spent a lot of time together. I 
have been to his State. I have gone to 
South Carolina at his invitation to 
speak to South Carolinians. Inviting 
this swamp Yankee from Connecticut 
to come south of the Mason-Dixon line 
was a source of tremendous joy and 
pleasure, especially to be with FRITZ 
HOLLINGS, his lovely wife Peatsy, and 
their constituents not too many 
months ago, on a St. Patrick’s Day 
event in Charleston, SC. 

FRITZ HOLLINGS has done a remark- 
able job for his State of South Caro- 
lina, ав well as for his nation, begin- 
ning with his career in the military, 
serving in North Africa and in Europe 
during World War II. He was awarded 
the Bronze Star and seven campaign 
ribbons; elected to South Carolina’s 
House of Representatives at the age of 
26, the youngest Governor in that State 
in the 20th century; and during his 4 
years as Governor, balanced the State 
budget, dramatically improving South 
Carolina’s economy. 

He was elected to the Senate in 1964. 
His resume included an incredible list 
of legislative accomplishments. Any- 
one who would have accomplished any 
one of these things could have consid- 
ered their career a successful one. He 
was the author of the Women, Infants 
and Children Program, the WIC Pro- 
gram. During my early years in the 
Senate, I had the pleasure of working 
with him on the famous Gramm-Rud- 
man-Hollings Act in 1985, which was 
called by the Brookings Institution one 
of the most significant pieces of legis- 
lation in the 20th century. 

He wrote the first law designed to 
protect our coastal wetlands, and initi- 
ated a nationwide effort to encourage 
women to screen themselves for breast 
and cervical cancer. 

Over the past few years he spoke 
forcefully about the dangers facing this 
country due to the outsourcing of jobs. 

Senator HOLLINGS has always been a 
strong and loud voice against fiscal ir- 
responsibility in our Government and 
in favor of creating American jobs. 

FRITZ is an American original. The 
Senate is not likely to see his like here 
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again. Whatever else you may have 
thought, he was direct and forceful, 
and spoke with great passion about the 
things he believed in. It is the kind of 
public service and the kind of steward- 
ship in this body that others could du- 
plicate in years to come. They would 
do well to follow the example of FRITZ 
HOLLINGS, a wonderful Senator, a de- 
lightful friend. I shall miss his service 
here, but I am very confident I will see 
him over and over again in years to 
come. And I wish, as my colleagues 
have, that he, Peatsy, and his family 
have many years of joyful retirement. 
BOB GRAHAM 

BOB GRAHAM is also leaving the Sen- 
ate. I would like to recognize him and 
the State of Florida for sharing BOB 
GRAHAM with us. He served for 18 years 
in the Senate. Prior to his election to 
this body, he served as a Governor for 
8 years in Florida, and served pre- 
viously in both the Florida State Sen- 
ate and the House of Representatives. 
He is without a doubt one of the most 
respected and popular public figures 
who have ever represented the State of 
Florida. He is well known in Florida 
for working over 400 days alongside his 
constituents, as others mentioned this 
afternoon, giving him a unique perspec- 
tive on the issues and problems they 
deal with each and every day. 

But not only was he doing it for Flo- 
ridians, those 400 days he spent work- 
ing along with others became a na- 
tional symbol of someone who went out 
of his way to understand and learn how 
other people work and live every single 
day. 

He has been a tireless advocate for 
priorities that affect Florida’s citizens, 
including prescription drug coverage 
for seniors, and preservation of the Ev- 
erglades and the Florida coastline. I 
have been privileged to work with him 
on several occasions. I particularly ap- 
preciate his work for the people of 
Haiti. 

Since the attacks of September 11, 
Senator GRAHAM Пав shown an 
unyielding and passionate commitment 
to making our Nation stronger, safer, 
and far more secure. In particular, he 
has spoken out forcefully and candidly 
in favor of reforming our intelligence 
agencies. 

As chairman of the Select Committee 
on Intelligence during the previous 
Congress, he was the primary author of 
sections of the USA Patriot Act that 
require greater information sharing 
among intelligence and law enforce- 
ment agencies. He has been outspoken 
about what our Nation could have done 
before 9/11 to protect itself, and how it 
is just as important that we do every- 
thing in our power to make this coun- 
try safer in the 21st century. 

BOB GRAHAM leaves this body as one 
of its most respected Members, and one 
of the most well liked public servants 
in his State and in this Chamber. We 
will miss him in this body and I wish 
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Вов and his lovely wife Adele and the 
rest of their family all the best in the 
years to come. 

JOHN BREAUX 

Our colleague, JOHN BREAUX of Lou- 
isiana, follows a great tradition of 
Some remarkable people who served 
that State in this body. For 35 years, 
JOHN has been, first a staff member, 
then à House Member for 14 years, and 
for the past 18 years a Member of the 
Senate. JOHN BREAUX was elected to 
the Senate to fill the seat of the late 
Russell Long, considered one of the 
most capable and effective men ever to 
serve in this body. In fact, my father, 
who served with Russell Long, as I did 
for some time, saw Russell Long as a 
great and dear friend. 

I am proud to call JOHN BREAUX a 
friend as well. Without a doubt, Sen- 
ator BREAUX has ably filled the impos- 
ing shoes of Russell Long during his 
Service here. 

JOHN BREAUX has won great respect 
on both sides of the aisle for his ability 
to reach across party lines and bring 
Senators together. He is a legislator's 
legislator. We don't often celebrate leg- 
islators. People often run to serve in 
this body by promising to be inde- 
pendent, to be their own person, to not 
compromise. It is an appealing polit- 
ical argument. But all of us who serve 
here know that our ability to get any- 
thing done requires our ability to com- 
promise with one another. 

We are 100 coequals serving in this 
great legislative body. The only way 
anything ever happens is if people are 
wiling to compromise and work to- 
gether. JOHN BREAUX understood that 
from the day he arrived here and never 
failed to seek out the means to achieve 
those goals during his 18 years of serv- 
ice. 

He is à wonderful example of what 
Senators need to do if they are going to 
be successful. If I could offer any words 
of advice to the incoming class of Sen- 
ators who will be arriving on January 
4, it is to follow the model set by JOHN 
BREAUX. I don't care what your politics 
are, if you want to succeed, if you want 
to help your State, if you want to 
make a difference for your country, 
then find out ways to work with people 
across the political aisle. If you do not, 
you may enjoy your service here but 
you will accomplish very little. 

JOHN BREAUX accomplished great 
things because he understood the im- 
portance of reaching out to people, peo- 
ple with whom he disagreed but he 
would constantly seek them out if 
there were some common ground about 
which they could agree. As a result, his 
accomplishments were significant. 
Many times the accomplishments don't 
bear his name. You might not find 
JOHN BREAUX's name on the bill, but 
ask anybody who was around when the 
bill became law, and they will tell you 
it happened because JOHN BREAUX 
brought people together. 
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I will miss him. This body will. He 
had some wonderful accomplishments 
here which made a huge difference, and 
I wish him and his family the best in 
the years to come. 

JOHN EDWARDS 

JOHN EDWARDS, as well, is leaving the 
Senate. What a remarkable 6 years. 
Short in some ways but rather signifi- 
cant considering what he was able to 
accomplish. He brought enthusiasm, 
optimism, and eloquence that won him 
voters and supporters in his first effort 
to seek election in the State of North 
Carolina. He was a powerful voice for 
the Democratic Party throughout the 
Democratic primaries. He was a power- 
ful voice for our party this past year as 
a Vice Presidential candidate. That is a 
rather remarkable set of accomplish- 
ments in 6 short years. 

He distinguished himself, of course, 
by exceeding expectations in many 
cases. He rose from a background of 
modest means. Ав we have heard said, 
he became the first in his family to go 
on to higher education, then law 
school, becoming one of the most suc- 
cessful attorneys in America, not only 
in his home State of North Carolina. 

He won difficult cases motivated by 
trying to see to it that people who had 
little means to protect themselves 
would have an advocate when he rep- 
resented them in a court of law. 

Here in this body he took a leading 
role on the Patients’ Bill of Rights. He 
brought a compelling and compas- 
sionate message to America. He talked 
about two Americas: the America of 
those who have, and those who lack the 
good things in life, who lack the essen- 
tials and basics. JOHN spoke of the real 
moral values shared by mainstream 
America. He is a young man whose 
voice will be heard, I will predict, in 
the coming months and years. 

He spoke of our moral obligation to 
honor hard work, to lift Americans out 
of poverty, expand health care, break 
down racial and economic barriers, to 
enact fair tax policies to make sure 
that all Americans pay their fair share. 
He spoke honestly and directly about 
some of the widening gaps in our soci- 
ety. America listened, paid attention, 
and rewarded him their respect. 

I certainly believe he would have 
been an asset to his country had he 
stayed in the Senate. I am sorry he is 
not going to be here. He made the deci- 
sion when he sought the Presidency to 
leave the Senate. I believe JOHN ED- 
WARDS would have made a tremen- 
dously fine Senator in the years ahead 
had he stayed here. He has decided to 
take another path. I am confident, as I 
said a moment ago, he will find a way 
to continue to be heard. 

I also want to take a moment to ex- 
press my best wishes and those of my 
wife Jackie to his wife Elizabeth. 
America knows and deeply appreciates 
Elizabeth. As we all heard a few weeks 
ago, the family now faces a very dif- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


ferent kind of fight. I am certain I 
speak for everyone in this body, across 
the country, regardless of their polit- 
ical views and how they voted on elec- 
tion day, when they heard that Eliza- 
beth Edwards had breast cancer, every 
single person in this country prayed to 
the dear Lord that Elizabeth Edwards 
will be rid of this dreadful disease, and 
that she and her young children will 
have years and years of good health 
ahead. 

I am confident that will be the case 
knowing what a fighter she is and what 
a fighter her husband is. 

We all wish them and their family 
nothing but the best during this dif- 
ficult time. 

BEN NIGHTHORSE CAMPBELL 

Mr. President, I also want to take a 
few minutes to speak about another 
dear friend, BEN NIGHTHORSE CAMP- 
BELL. 

BEN and I have served together for a 
while on the same side of the aisle. BEN 
made a decision to move to the other 
side of the aisle a few years ago. We 
talked at great length about his deci- 
sion. I recall how it was very difficult. 
In fact, we talked into the wee hours of 
the morning about his decision to go 
from the Democratic side of the aisle 
to the Republican side of the aisle. 

Despite that change, we have contin- 
ued our strong friendship over the 
years. I respected his decision. I was 
disappointed by it, obviously, but none- 
theless, I respected the decision he 
made and the reasons for his arriving 
at that decision. I have great affection 
for him and wish nothing but the best 
in the years ahead. 

He has a compelling story. He is the 
son of a Portuguese immigrant and a 
Northern Cheyenne Indian. He is 1 of 44 
chiefs of the Northern Cheyenne Indian 
Tribe. He is the first American Indian 
to chair the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. Without a doubt, Senator CAMP- 
BELL’s heritage has enabled him to 
bring a unique perspective to this body, 
a perspective I know all of us have val- 
ued over the years. 

Throughout his 12-year tenure in the 
Senate, Senator CAMPBELL has rep- 
resented not only his constituents in 
Colorado but Native Americans all 
across our Nation. For some years, he, 
along with DAN INOUYE of Hawaii and 
others, have worked hard to establish 
the National Museum of the American 
Indian. Finally, this past September, 
the dream finally became reality. It 
never would have happened had it not 
been for BEN NIGHTHORSE CAMPBELL 
and DAN INOUYE. 

As a result of their determination 
over the years to see that there would 
be adequate recognition for America’s 
Native peoples, the museum would not 
have happened. 

BEN NIGHTHORSE CAMPBELL has been 
involved in many other issues such as 
the Helsinki Commission. But his par- 
ticular contribution, I think, will al- 
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ways be raising the profile and the in- 
terests of our Native Americans. 

All of us, again, wish him and Linda 
and their family the very best in the 
years to come. 

DON NICKLES 

Mr. President, DON NICKLES and I ar- 
rived here on the same day in January 
of 1981. There were 16 Republicans and 
2 Democrats. If you think we had a 
sweep one way or the other a week or 
two ago, in 1981 there was truly a 
sweep. There were 16 Republicans and 2 
Democrats. The other Democrat was 
Alan Dixon of Illinois, my good friend. 
Of the 16 Republicans who were elected, 
there will now only be 2 left in the 
109th Congress. Today there are three 
of the sixteen Republicans elected in 
1980. DON NICKLES is the third, and he 
is leaving. I always say 50 percent of 
the Democrats are still here after 24 
years. 

It was an interesting class. DON NICK- 
LES certainly was a remarkable public 
servant. Here he is after 24 years. I 
think DON is barely over 50. He was one 
of the youngest people ever elected to 
the Senate. He looks even younger. I 
think he ran the marathon just a few 
weeks ago, and is certainly in great 
health. He is truly a remarkable per- 
son. 

We have disagreed on issues and have 
different points of view on many ques- 
tions facing our country. But there has 
been no tougher, tenacious fighter for 
policies which he holds so dear, par- 
ticularly in budgetary matters. 

He has been a staunch supporter of 
lower taxes on business, of free mar- 
kets, of limited government regula- 
tion. He is as tough a competitor as 
you are ever going to find. 

I will tell you that when the battle is 
over—again, this is my advice to the 
new Members coming in, if you want a 
real role model to look to on how to 
serve—you could have one of the most 
fierce debates in your life out here on 
the floor with DON, but the minute 
that debate was over, you wouldn’t 
have a better friend when you walked 
off the floor. He knew how to separate 
differences on public policy and not 
have it contaminate personal relation- 
ships. 

Again, the new Members arriving 
here, as you get involved in debates, if 
you have disagreements with your col- 
leagues on matters, don’t let it become 
personal. That very colleague you are 
having the fight of your life with 
today, tomorrow may be your most sig- 
nificant ally on another issue. DON 
NICKLES is a wonderful example of that 
kind of stewardship in the Senate. 

So to DON, Linda, and their family 
and children, we wish them the very 
best in the coming years. I am con- 
fident one way or the other that DON 
NICKLES is going to be directly and 
deeply involved in the public debate 
and discourse in our country in the 
coming years. 
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PETER FITZGERALD 

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, PETER 
FITZGERALD is also a good friend. He 
has represented his State of Illinois 
and is leaving after only one term. 

Again, as Senators from the opposite 
sides of the aisle, Senator FITZGERALD 
and I often disagreed. We found some 
common ground on some issues, includ- 
ing the Patients’ Bill of Rights, the 
gun show loophole, and campaign fi- 
nance reform. I wish him good luck 
when he returns to the private sector 
where he has been an extremely suc- 
cessful attorney in the banking indus- 
try. I caution him not to do too well. I 
am on the Senate committee respon- 
sible for overseeing that carefully. I 
say that, of course, with tongue in 
cheek. 

I certainly wish he, Nina, and Jake 
all the best in the years to come. 

TOM DASCHLE 

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, I want to 
share a few thoughts about our Demo- 
cratic leader. 

I mentioned at the outset of these re- 
marks that I was so deeply moved and 
impressed today by the words of ToM 
DASCHLE. I hope all of our colleagues, if 
they were not here, will read his re- 
marks. It was about as good a speech 
as I have heard given in this body in a 
long time. It laid out some pretty im- 
portant standards for all of us to keep 
in mind, particularly those of us serv- 
ing here—the notion of hope that he 
talked about; the notion of not forget- 
ting where you come from no matter 
how important you think you are at 
any given moment; to remember your 
staff; to remember the people who 
helped make us successful and who de- 
serve great credit for their tireless con- 
tributions; remembering people who 
work in the Senate, arrive here in the 
wee hours of the morning to make 
these buildings operate; and remem- 
bering his constituents and his family. 
It was as eloquent a farewell address as 
you are ever going to hear in the Sen- 
ate. 

Том DASCHLE, of course, has served 
with me in the Senate since 1987. He 
has served as Democratic leader for the 
past decade. He has been a very able 
leader and spokesman for our party 
and our beliefs on the Senate floor or 
on national news programs. 

Anyone who has observed Том 
DASCHLE over these past 18 years 
knows he is generally not one to raise 
his voice. But beneath his gentle de- 
meanor and soft tone and human de- 
cency is a fierce determination to do 
what is right for both his constituents 
in South Dakota and the American 
people. His service to the people of 
South Dakota has been outstanding. 

I noted earlier that Senator PAUL 
SARBANES of Maryland quoted some 
editorials from newspapers of South 
Dakota talking about his service to 
their State over these past 26 years in 
the House and the Senate. 
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As a Senator from our Nation’s third 
smallest State in terms of area, I am 
somewhat spoiled by the ease with 
which I am able to meet with my con- 
stituents. Том, on the other hand, has 
represented a State of over 177,000 
square miles, smaller I might add than 
the State of the Presiding Officer of 
Montana, but nonetheless daunting if 
you come from a State such as Con- 
necticut which is so much smaller. You 
have counties in your State of Mon- 
tana which are larger, I think, than the 
State of Connecticut. 

Each year ТОМ set aside time to 
drive to each of the 66 counties in the 
State alone in his car with no staff, 
just arriving in town, seeing people and 
talking to them regardless of the lofty 
position he held here on the Democrat 
side of the aisle. He always took that 
time out each year to go back to recon- 
nect with the roots of South Dakota 
and to meet with his people at home is 
one of the reasons why he never was 
confused by the title of “leader.” He 
was always very firmly planted on the 
ground and why he would fight as lead- 
er not only for our national issues but 
for State issues. 

He was completely understanding of 
other Senators who would come to him 
and talk about the needs in their own 
States. Because he was so rooted in un- 
derstanding of his own constituent 
needs, he was deeply sympathetic to 
other Senators as they lobbied on be- 
half of matters that were important to 
their constituencies. 

He championed legislation to provide 
disaster relief for farmers, expand 
health care services in rural area, ex- 
pand health care to Native Americans, 
and the list goes on. 

In his role as Democratic leader TOM 
DASCHLE has stood for the values that 
are the bedrock of our Nation, such as 
a strong middle class, a foreign policy 
that keeps America strong by working 
with our allies, fiscally responsible 
economic policies that invest in crit- 
ical national priorities such as jobs, 
education, and health care. 

During President Clinton’s term he 
helped advance the agenda that created 
over 22 million new jobs in our Nation, 
the longest period of economic expan- 
sion in American history. 

Over the past 4 years, he has led our 
party’s efforts to return to more re- 
sponsible policies that can make our 
Nation stronger both at home and 
abroad. 

On a personal level, I will miss Том 
DASCHLE very much. I am the indi- 
vidual who lost to him by one vote 10 
years ago. I remember that day very 
well as we competed to become Demo- 
cratic leader. Many people assume 
when anyone goes through a battle like 
that, an intense battle of some 24 days, 
that it may cause a permanent divide 
in a relationship. We quickly got over 
that. I certainly did, and Tom did. He 
reached out to me directly, invited me 
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to be part of a circle that would help 
shape positions within our party. He is 
a gracious human being. We have be- 
come very good friends, and we will re- 
tain that friendship. 

I would be far less than candid with 
my colleagues or my constituents if I 
didn’t tell you I will miss this man 
very much. He is as decent a human 
being as I have ever known in my life, 
in public or in private life. He is a 
good, good man. Whatever he does, he 
will bring great integrity, great honor, 
and great decency to any endeavor that 
he becomes involved in. 

I look forward to many years of good 
friendship with him and Linda. I wish 
he and his family the very best in the 
years to come. 

I apologize for taking this extra 
time. It is important that the public 
hear Members talk about each other, 
even those who disagreed on matters, 
that they understand why this institu- 
tion works more than 230 years after 
the Founders created it. 

I, as a Senator from Connecticut, 
take unique pride in the Senate be- 
cause it was Roger Sherman and Oliver 
Ellsworth, both of Connecticut, who of- 
fered at the Constitutional Convention 
the idea of the Senate representing 
small and large States. Arguing over a 
unicameral system, Sherman and Ells- 
worth said, how about having a second 
body with equal representation, regard- 
less of the size or the population of the 
State. As a result, this institution was 
created. It has been a great place that 
has served our Nation for so long and I 
am confident it will in the future. 

We have been blessed by the partici- 
pation of those who are leaving. All of 
us wish each and every one of them the 
very best in the years to come. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
BURNS). The Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I 
thank Senator DoDD for his comments. 
My relationship and experience with 
Том DASCHLE was а man who was a 
straight shooter. Every time I asked 
him something, I got a legitimate an- 
swer. If he committed to do something 
to help me, he did it. He was a gen- 
tleman at all times. We never had a 
harsh word. We may disagree—and we 
did disagree over policies, we all did— 
and debated and argued and fussed, as 
we do in this Senate, but there is some- 
thing special about this body. 

Senator DODD, a son of a Senator 
himself, has deep connections and 
many years here and understands it 
better than most. It is important that 
we recognize the humanity, the skill, 
the dedication of each Member of the 
body, whether we agree politically, 
whether we are in the same party, and 
we recognize that. 

Senator DODD, thank you for the 
comments. It means a lot to the body, 
as does your leadership. 
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DON NICKLES 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. president, the 
year was 1980. Inflation was 18 percent, 
mortgage rates were hitting 15 percent, 
unemployment was 7.1 percent, and the 
economy was suffering its fourth year 
of recession in 10 years. 

The Soviet Union was on the march 
in Afghanistan, its puppets were lead- 
ing insurgents in Central America and 
South Africa, and U.S. Embassy offi- 
cials were being held as hostages in 
Iran. 

"Stagflation" and ‘‘malaise’’ were 
the new words of the American lexicon. 

Then the Reagan revolution swept 
across this Nation and into this town. 
And while Ronald Reagan was the lead- 
er, he was not alone. Across this broad 
Nation, ordinary people came to this 
city with similar vision and they 
helped President Reagan accomplish 
extraordinary things. 

One of these ordinary people was a 
young businessman from Ponca City, 
OK. At the tender age of 31, DON NICK- 
LES was the youngest Republican ever 
elected to the U.S. Senate. 

But while he might have been young, 
it didn’t take long for the Senate to 
discover that this young man—a 
former janitor who worked his way 
through college—was wise beyond his 
years and as solid as the Rock of Gi- 
braltar. 

Freedom has had no greater defender 
than DON NICKLES. He has been a 
strong proponent of the free enterprise 
system. On budget, tax, debt matters— 
in fact on almost every conceivable 
question of fiscal policy, DON NICKLES 
was dead on target. 

He was absolutely committed to the 
bedrock Republican principles of cut- 
ting taxes, reducing the size of the 
Government, and slaying the budget 
deficit leviathan. 

And to these seemingly insurmount- 
able goals, he brought a relentless yet 
cheerful determination. 

He has served this Nation and the 
people of Oklahoma so very well, with 
distinction and unwavering courage. 

Too often, public servants come to 
Washington to drain the swamp until 
they see it as a hot tub. Not DON NICK- 
LES. He changed Washington rather 
than letting Washington change him. 

When he came to the Senate, he 
wanted to rein in Government so peo- 
ple could keep their hard-earned dol- 
lars, and when he leaves now, his belief 
is the same today as it was when he 
placed his hand on the Bible. 

That is the way it was then and now, 
and every day of his almost quarter of 
a century of Senate service. And he 
still looks like he is 31. 

Back then, he fought to eliminate 
the inheritance tax on spouses and now 
he works to eliminate the inheritance 
tax altogether. 

Back then he fought natural gas 
price controls which contributed to our 
energy crisis and now he fights price 
controls on prescription drugs. 
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Back then he fought the windfall 
profits tax and now he fights to ease 
the tax on profits and wages of busi- 
nesses and families alike. 

Mr. President, there isn’t a Member 
of this body who doesn’t respect DON 
NICKLES as a man of strong conviction, 
character, and deep faith. 

I think there is good reason why he is 
seen that way. When the Founding Fa- 
thers designed the Senate to be one of 
the central pillars of American democ- 
racy, I think DON NICKLES is exactly 
the sort of citizen legislator they envi- 
sioned. 

He has been a strong but happy war- 
rior, and used the rules of this body to 
bring honor to the Senate and good 
service to our country. He loves the 
Senate and it showed every time he 
spoke. And we grew to love him in that 
process. 

Through it all, he has never forgot- 
ten where he came from, or the people 
who put him here 24 years ago, or those 
who supported him, especially his won- 
derful wife, Linda and his four chil- 
dren. 

He will be remembered as the ‘‘keep- 
er of the conservative Пате,” and like 
Ronald Reagan, should enjoy the leg- 
асу of freedom and economie pros- 
perity he has created for all Americans 
in the years to come. 

PETER FITZGERALD 

Mr. President, I rise today to bid 
farewell to the Senator from Illinois. 

PETER FITZGERALD came to the Sen- 
ate 6 years ago already a champion. He 
was the first Republican to win a Sen- 
ate seat in Illinois in 20 years. He was 
the only Republican challenger to de- 
feat an incumbent nationwide that 
year. And upon his arrival 6 years ago, 
he was the youngest member of the 
U.S. Senate. So expectations for this 
new Senator were high. 

Senator FITZGERALD exceeded those 
expectations. From the beginning, he 
fought to cut wasteful Government 
spending, fraud at the public till, and 
mismanagement of the people’s money. 
He led the fight against the recent cor- 
porate scandals that damaged our 
economy. 

Senator FITZGERALD has been a lead- 
er in bringing government into cyber- 
space by sponsoring successful bills to 
allow farmers to work with the Agri- 
culture Department online. He has also 
been a champion for improving child 
nutrition, by making it possible for 
consumers to use food stamps to make 
purchases online. He has focused on 
consumer safety by requiring stricter 
standards for child car seats and car 
safety features. 

Illinois, where Senator FITZGERALD 
was born and raised, is the State that 
sent Abraham Lincoln to the White 
House. Abraham Lincoln was one of 
America's greatest Presidents, and the 
first President of the Republican 
Party. The great State of Illinois is 
known as “Тһе Land of Lincoln." 
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But I am a little jealous of Illinois's 
claim on this great American. Abra- 
ham Lincoln was born in à log cabin in 
Hodgenville, KY, my home State, and 
we Kentuckians like to think of him as 
one of our own. 

Ihave welcomed Senator FITZGERALD 
to my home State before, and he is wel- 
come again in the Bluegrass State any- 
time, especially Hodgenville. 

Senator FITZGERALD had a long ca- 
reer of public service even before join- 
ing this body, and I have no doubt he 
will continue to serve the people of Illi- 
nois when he returns to the Prairie 
State. Most of all, he will enjoy the 
company of his wife, Nina, and their 
young son, Jake. 

Because Senator FITZGERALD is à pas- 
sionate Chicago Cubs fan, I suspect 
Jake will be going to a lot more games. 
The Senate's loss is Jake's gain, and a 
gain for the Fitzgerald family and the 
people of Illinois. I thank the Senator 
from Illinois for his service to his 
State, the Land of Lincoln, and to the 
Nation. 

BEN NIGHTHORSE CAMPBELL 


Mr. President, I rise today to bid 
farewell to the Olympian from Colo- 
rado. 

Forty years ago, Senator BEN 
NIGHTHORSE CAMPBELL carried the 
American flag in the opening cere- 
monies of the Olympic Games in 
Tokyo, Japan. He was the captain of 
the U.S. judo team and already a Gold 
Medalist in the 1963 Pan-American 
Games. For most men, that would be 
accomplishment enough for a lifetime. 
But for BEN NIGHTHORSE CAMPBELL, it 
was only the beginning. 

Every one of us who has been privi- 
leged to serve in the Senate knows that 
we will never again see anyone quite 
like BEN NIGHTHORSE CAMPBELL. He is 
probably the only Senator equally 
comfortable driving a truck or a Har- 
ley-Davidson motorcycle. He has been 
both a Democrat and a Republican, al- 
though he is now a Republican, and I 
remind the President that wisdom 
blooms with age. 

In 1995, Senator CAMPBELL heroically 
subdued and handcuffed a man who had 
assaulted the late Senator Strom Thur- 
mond in the Capitol subway. I suspect 
many Senators became a little more 
inclined to vote for his amendments 
after that. 

Senator CAMPBELL has consistently 
fought to reduce the burden the Fed- 
eral Government places on American 
families by cutting taxes and spending. 
Hailing from the home of the Rocky 
Mountains, he has led the Republican 
Party in preserving our environment. 
He was instrumental in establishing 
the National Museum of the American 
Indian on the National Mall, which 
opened this fall. He is the only Native- 
American Indian Senator currently 
serving, and only the eighth in the his- 
tory of Congress. 
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And the Senate is not the only exclu- 
sive club in which he claims member- 
ship. He also is on the Council of 44 
Chiefs for the Northern Cheyenne Tribe 
of Lame Deer, Montana. 

Senator CAMPBELL is ап honest, 
straightforward man who likes simple 
pleasures. He served his country with 
the U.S. Air Force in the Korean War. 
He and his wife of over 35 years, Linda, 
have two children and three grand- 
children. 

He has designed award-winning jew- 
elry and trained champion quarter 
horses. And being from Kentucky, the 
horse capital of the world, he has my 
special appreciation for that. I have 
welcomed him to my home State be- 
fore, and he is welcome again in the 
Bluegrass State anytime. 

In 2001, Senator CAMPBELL rode a mo- 
torcycle specially designed in red, 
white, and blue in the Inaugural Pa- 
rade. I, for one, would not be surprised 
to see him ride that bike all the way 
from here to his hometown of Ignacio, 
CO, now that his 12 years with us draws 
to a close. It has been an honor to 
share this Chamber with him, and I sa- 
lute his service, tenacity, and integ- 
rity. 

But most of all I salute his courage. 
He stood tall as one of 100, and he stood 
just as tall alone. 

ERNEST HOLLINGS 

Mr. CONRAD. Mr. President, for the 
past 38 years, Senator HOLLINGS has 
served the state of South Carolina in 
the U.S. Senate with honor, grace, and, 
most famously, a fiery wit. It is an un- 
derstatement to say that the Senate 
will not be the same without him. Dur- 
ing his 38-year career, he has been an 
outspoken champion of fiscal dis- 
cipline, an early proponent of main- 
taining Social Security solvency, and a 
fighter against trade agreements that 
put the domestic textile industry at an 
unfair disadvantage. 

I will particularly miss Senator HOL- 
LINGS whenever I attend meetings of 
the Budget Committee. Senator HOL- 
LINGS is the only serving Senator who 
has served on the Senate Budget Com- 
mittee since it was created in 1974. As 
the last of the original members of the, 
committee, his institutional knowl- 
edge and passion for fiscal discipline 
will be missed. 

Budget issues have always been a 
passion of Senator HOLLINGS, and he 
shares my penchant for using charts to 
prove a point. Senator HOLLINGS’ favor- 
ite chart shows gross debt, and I am 
sure he will be taking it with him when 
he leaves. Senator HOLLINGS was tire- 
less in his efforts to educate his Senate 
colleagues and the public on the dan- 
gers of gross Federal debt and the need 
to use honest numbers in describing 
our budget outlook. His dedication to 
bringing truth to budgeting was unsur- 
passed. 

Senator HOLLINGS also relentlessly 
defended Section 13301 of the Omnibus 
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Budget Reconciliation Act of 1990—re- 
quiring official budget numbers to ex- 
clude Social Security. As a number of 
OMB and CBO Directors came to dis- 
cover, Senator HOLLINGS was not one 
to sit quietly through a Budget Com- 
mittee hearing while they attempted 
to obscure deficit figures by including 
Social Security revenues in their budg- 
et calculations. 

Perhaps most of all, Senator HOL- 
LINGS will be remembered for his ef- 
forts to protect Social Security, long 
before protection of this entitlement 
became fashionable. AS we move into a 
new debate over the future of this vital 
program, the Nation will surely regret 
that we did not earlier pay heed to his 
warnings to prepare for the baby boom 
retirement by paying down Federal 
debt. Senator HOLLINGS will be missed 
in the coming discussion over Social 
Security, but I am sure he’ll make his 
views well known with his uncanny 
ability to describe complex issues in 
simple and straightforward terms. 

Finally, I will remember Senator 
HOLLINGS for his fierce criticism of 
trade agreements that threatened the 
textile and agricultural sectors of 
South Carolina. He spoke out against 
GATT and NAFTA, and continued to 
fight for fair trade throughout his serv- 
ice. His strong opposition to unfair 
trade agreements will be sorely missed 
by the workers and farmers for whom 
he fought. 

Given his long history in the Senate, 
and his penchant for speaking out with 
a cutting wit on important issues, I 
know that Senator HOLLINGS will con- 
tinue to fight for the causes in which 
he believes. However, his individuality, 
his respect for learning the complex- 
ities of issues, and his dedication to 
South Carolina and the U.S. will be 
missed in the Senate. I wish him well 
as he heads home to Charleston, and 
thank him for his many years of hard 
work. 

JOHN BREAUX 

Mr. President, the State of Louisiana 
has grown accustomed to sending its 
Senators to Washington and keeping 
them there for a long time. By the 
standards of his illustrious State col- 
leagues like Allen Ellender, Russell 
Long, and Bennett Johnston, some 
might think Senator BREAUX is making 
an early exit after only three terms. 
However, add in the 14 years that he 
represented his States’s 7th Congres- 
sional district in the House of Rep- 
resentatives and that comes to 32 years 
of Congressional service for the people 
of Louisiana. 

During a period when it has become 
increasingly difficult to work across 
party lines, I admire Senator BREAUX'S 
determination to continue pursuing bi- 
partisan efforts. He has a genuine re- 
spect for the Senatorial traditions that 
can still help this body reach con- 
sensus, even on difficult issues. 

Since I became a member of the Fi- 
nance Committee in 1998, the gen- 
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tleman seated to my left has been JOHN 
BREAUX. I know firsthand his commit- 
ment to the Social Security and Medi- 
care programs and how deeply he cares 
about their long-term stability. He also 
made effective use of his position as 
chairman and ranking member of the 
Special Committee on Aging to high- 
light the importance of these programs 
to seniors both today and in the years 
to come. 

Just over a decade ago, Senator 
BREAUX was one of a handful of mod- 
erates who came together to seek a bi- 
partisan approach to health care re- 
form. When the budget process stale- 
mated a few years later, Senator 
BREAUX went to our late colleague, 
Senator JOHN CHAFEE, to develop a cen- 
trist approach to fiscal discipline. As a 
founding member of what came to be 
called the Chafee-Breaux group, I saw 
how Senator BREAUX worked to expand 
participation and come up with com- 
promises on the key sticking points of 
tax and entitlement policies. In 1996, 
we put forward an alternative budget 
that got 46 votes despite the active op- 
position of both the Democratic and 
Republican leadership. This effort di- 
rectly laid the groundwork for the 1997 
Balanced Budget Act, which put us on 
the track to balance the moral budget 
in fiscal year 1998 for the first time 
since fiscal year 1969. 

Senator BREAUX put the same energy 
into Medicare reform. He refused to be 
discouraged by the slings and arrows of 
partisans on both sides who complained 
that his approach did not sufficiently 
adhere to either side’s vision of ideo- 
logical purity. His tireless efforts paid 
off last year when Congress adopted 
the most far-reaching changes to the 
Medicare since its inception. Due in 
large part to the efforts of Senator 
BREAUX, Medicare for the first time 
will provide prescription drug coverage 
to our seniors. 

I also had the privilege of working 
closely with Senator BREAUX on the Fi- 
nance Committee to protect the inter- 
ests of our highly efficient sugar indus- 
try. As co-chair of the Senate sweet- 
ener caucus, Senator BREAUX was a 
zealous advocate for the Louisiana 
sugar cane industry. We joined to- 
gether to fight misguided provisions of 
the NAFTA that would have threat- 
ened the U.S. sugar industry and suc- 
ceeded in getting the Clinton adminis- 
tration to renegotiate this part of the 
agreement. More recently, Senator 
BREAUX has taken a lead role in oppos- 
ing the Bush administration’s efforts 
to trade away the future of our sugar 
industry in ongoing trade negotiations 
with Central America, Australia, and 
other countries. 

Senator BREAUX already has one last- 
ing legacy firmly in place as one of the 
creators of the Wallop-Breaux Aquatic 
Resources Trust Fund. This far-sighted 
and innovative idea resulted in a fund- 
ing mechanism for programs to pro- 
mote recreational boating safety and 
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sport fish restoration by using proceeds 
from the excise taxes on motorboat 
fuel and fishing equipment, along with 
duties on related imported goods. The 
beneficiaries are the more than 70 mil- 
lion recreational boaters and sport 
fishing enthusiasts across the country. 

I doubt that Senator BREAUX will be 
out of the public policy business for 
long. Someone with his experience and 
ideas will be à valuable asset wherever 
he decides to go after leaving the Sen- 
ate. We will miss him as a colleague, 
but I would not be surprised to see our 
friend JOHN BREAUX back here often. 

BEN NIGHTHORSE CAMPBELL 

Mr. President, I rise today to pay 
tribute to my colleague and friend Sen- 
ator Ben Nighthorse CAMPBELL. 

Since his election to the Senate in 
1992, Senator CAMPBELL has been the 
only Native American in this body and 
only the eighth to serve in Congress. 
Senator CAMPBELL's road to the Con- 
gress took many interesting turns—a 
truck driver, veteran, athlete, jewelry 
designer, and trainer. He served honor- 
ably in the Air Force during the Ko- 
rean War. He represented the United 
States as captain of the 1964 U.S. 
Olympic Judo Team. Later, he built a 
Successful jewelry business as well as 
bred and trained quarter horses. 

During our time in the Senate, I have 
come to know Senator CAMPBELL best 
as a fellow member of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. Senator CAMPBELL 
has served as Chairman and Ranking 
Member of that committee since 1997. 
In that capacity, he proved to be an 
outspoken leader and tireless advocate 
for all Native Americans. He invested 
the time to learn about the diverse in- 
terests impacting tribes across the 
country and worked across party lines 
to develop workable solutions to those 
problems. 

Senator CAMPBELL often focused on 
developing and refining Federal pro- 
grams that would provide à hand-up 
and build reservation economies to 
help make sure all Native Americans 
Share in the prosperity other Ameri- 
cans have seen. He was also instru- 
mental in securing a National Museum 
for American Indians, an effort that 
Started more than 15 years ago and cul- 
minated with a museum opening this 
September along the National Mall. 

I particularly appreciated Senator 
CAMPBELL's role in helping the tribes 
in North Dakota make sure the, Fed- 
eral Government fulfilled its long- 
standing commitment to compensate 
them for the infrastructure lost due to 
the construction of the Missouri River 
dams. Senator CAMPBELL has helped 
me shepherd legislation through Con- 
gress that would fulfill one of these 
vital promises to the Three Affiliated 
'Tribes, the replacement of its hospital. 
Itruly appreciated his support. 

Senator CAMPBELL has been a true 
champion for Native Americans. His 
compassion and conviction will be 
missed in the U.S. Senate. 
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BOB GRAHAM 

Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, today 
I want to pay tribute to Senator BOB 
GRAHAM, a man who has served in the 
U.S. Senate with great distinction for 
the last 18 years. The people of Florida 
have been fortunate to be represented 
by à man who is as thoughtful, as 
tough-minded and as independent as 
BOB GRAHAM. 

When I first came to the Senate, I 
was proud to work with Senator 
GRAHAM to bring the deficit under con- 
trol. Senator GRAHAM was a leader for 
fiscal responsibility in the Senate, and 
he helped to focus our efforts to cut 
wasteful spending and institute budget 
reforms that brought the deficit under 
control, and ultimately created a budg- 
et surplus. His leadership will certainly 
be missed in this area in the next Con- 
gress, as we must come to terms with 
the largest deficit in our Nation's his- 
tory. 

Senator GRAHAM was also a voice for 
fiscal sanity on the Finance Com- 
mittee, à committee that in recent 
years has too often promoted policies 
that have deepened our fiscal problems. 
It isn't easy to go against your col- 
leagues, whether in à committee or in 
a caucus, to stand up for what you be- 
lieve is right. But that's exactly what 
BOB GRAHAM has done throughout his 
time in the Senate, and I greatly ad- 
mire him for it. 

His independence has also extended 
to his work in the fight against ter- 
rorism, where he has been an 
unyielding voice for a stronger, more 
focused war on terror, and I thank him 
for his outspoken leadership on this 
critically important issue. 

Here in the Senate, we will miss BOB 
GRAHAM’s thoughtful leadership, his 
unfailing civility, and his unstinting 
friendship. I thank him for his service 
to the State of Florida and to this 
country, and wish him all the best in 
his retirement. 

DON NICKLES 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. President, the de- 
cision of the distinguished Senator 
from Oklahoma, Mr. NICKLES, to retire 
from the Senate will deprive this body 
of one of our most trusted and insight- 
ful leaders. I will miss very much the 
pleasure of serving with such an hon- 
est, forthright, and diligent colleague. 

He brought to the Senate the valu- 
able experience of running a family 
business which was translated through 
the use of his legislative skills into 
public policies that strengthened our 
economy by improving our tax and 
labor relations laws. 

As chairman of the Budget Com- 
mittee he was successful in his efforts 
to curb unnecessary spending. He was 
fairminded in his dealings with Sen- 
ators on both sides of the aisle. 

He was a true friend to me in the 
Senate and a great help as a coach on 
the golf course. I wish him and his 
wife, Linda, much happiness and suc- 
cess in the years ahead. 
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BEN NIGHTHORSE CAMPBELL 

Mr. President, I regret that my 
friend from Colorado, Mr. CAMPBELL, is 
retiring from the Senate. He and his 
wife, Linda, have become good friends 
who will be truly missed. 

I enjoyed serving for a few years on 
the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
him, and I have had the pleasure of 
traveling with him on official business 
of the Appropriations Committee. 

His service in the Senate has been ex- 
emplary. He has taken his responsibil- 
ities seriously, and he has reflected 
credit on his State. 

I did worry about his motorcycle 
riding. But it was an asset when the 
new King of Jordan visited the Senate 
and asked to go for a ride. 

I hope we will continue to look to 
Senator CAMPBELL for advice and coun- 
sel in the years ahead, especially on 
the finer points of self defense as an 
Olympic Gold Medal winner in judo. 

ZELL MILLER 

Mr. President, as I think about the 
retirement of our colleague from Geor- 
gia, Mr. MILLER I am reminded of the 
song, “Johnny, I Hardly Knew You." 

It doesn’t seem very long ago since I 
heard his maiden speech. He said in a 
strong voice that he had not come to 
the Senate to represent а political 
party but rather he was here to rep- 
resent the interests of the people of 
Georgia. He has proven to be a man of 
his word. He has demonstrated great 
courage and much conviction as he has 
carried out his promise to the Senate 
and to the people he has represented 
and voted for here in the Senate. 

I have observed closely his work in 
the Agriculture Committee where he 
has been a very thoughtful and effec- 
tive voice for his State and our Nation. 

His well-reasoned and well-informed 
method of approaching all the issues 
that come before the Senate is very im- 
pressive. He is serious minded about 
his responsibilities, and he works very 
hard to be an effective force for solving 
the problems that face our country. 

If more public servants had the char- 
acter and the commitment to doing the 
right thing, whatever the consequences 
as ZELL MILLER does, our destiny 
would be assured. 

JOHN BREAUX 

Mr. President, it is hard to believe 
that my good friend from Louisiana, 
JOHN BREAUX, is retiring from the Sen- 
ate. We served in the other body to- 
gether when we were very young, and 
we have been friends ever since, even 
though he almost always beat me on 
the tennis court. 

JOHN BREAUX always took his respon- 
sibilities in the House and in the Sen- 
ate very seriously but he was always 
humble and courteous to his col- 
leagues. His pleasant manner, his quick 
wit, and his diligence were great assets 
which he has used over the years to 
fashion an impressive legislative 
record. 
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His service in the Senate has been 
truly outstanding. I will miss him 
greatly. I wish for him and his wife, 
Lois, much happiness and satisfaction 
in the years ahead. 

FRITZ HOLLINGS 

Mr. President, the retirement of our 
colleague from South Carolina, Mr. 
HOLLINGS signals the end of an era in 
Southern politics. He succeeded as few 
in our section of the country did in 
leading us through a troubled time of 
transition. From segregation to inte- 
gration in our public schools, and from 
an agrarian economy to a more modern 
and diversified industrial economy, he 
led with political courage and keen in- 
sight about what was right and what 
was wrong, and what was hopeless and 
what was possible. 

I have always admired FRITZ HOL- 
LINGS because he acted on his convic- 
tions. But, he was not a gadfly. His ef- 
forts to enact new budget rules under 
the Gramm-Rudman-Hollings bill were 
an example of his effective leadership 
to impose restraints on Federal spend- 
ing. 

He was an effective leader on the 
Budget Committee, the Appropriations 
Committee, and the Commerce Com- 
mittee in a wide range of issues includ- 
ing national defense, trade, commu- 
nications, ocean policy, budget policy, 
education, and foreign relations. 

I always enjoyed hearing FRITZ tell 
stories about his fellow Southern Gov- 
ernors. He will be missed for many rea- 
sons, but especially for always being 
himself, without pretense or apology. 

TOM DASCHLE 

Mr. President, I congratulate the dis- 
tinguished Senator from South Da- 
kota, Mr. DASCHLE, on his remarkable 
career in the U.S. Senate. 

Soon after he was elected to the Sen- 
ate, in 1986, my wife, Rose, and I had 
the pleasure of taking a trip to Russia 
with Tom and his wife, Linda. We thor- 
oughly enjoyed their company; and, in 
spite of the difference in party affili- 
ation, I have had a feeling of respect 
and appreciation for the Democratic 
leader ever since. 

We have served together on the Agri- 
culture Committee and worked to help 
farmers solve their problems. I have 
admired his dedication to the Senate 
and his intensity of motivation as the 
opposition leader. He has been a very 
effective leader, and I wish him and 
Linda much happiness and satisfaction 
in the years ahead. 

PETER FITZGERALD 

Mrs. DOLE. Mr. President, It truly 
has been a privilege to serve in the 
Senate with my good friend PETER 
FITZGERALD. As many Illinois news- 
papers wrote when PETER announced he 
would not seek re-election, his decision 
to retire from the U.S. Senate is a true 
loss for the people of Illinois. I could 
not agree more. 

In the 1998 race for his Senate seat, 
PETER proved himself to be an excep- 
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tional campaigner, defeating a well- 
known incumbent in à State that had 
not elected à Republican in 20 years. 
And in that year, he was the only Re- 
publican challenger in the country to 
defeat an incumbent Democratic Sen- 
ator. But PETER’s vision, message and 
leadership resonated with Illinoisans, 
and they elected him by a 6 point mar- 
gin. 

Arriving in Washington as the young- 
est member of the Senate, PETER hit 
the ground running as a strong voice 
for Illinois. He has been a steadfast ad- 
vocate for taxpayers, consistently 
backing efforts to cut wasteful spend- 
ing and reduce taxes. And he has been 
a proponent for consumer safety issues, 
focusing on areas such as improving 
car safety and child booster seats. 

I have the utmost respect for PETER. 
His courage and determination, even 
when faced with a daunting challenge, 
are remarkable. He has gone up against 
unscrupulous corporations and polit- 
ical corruption. He has had significant 
roles in investigating corporate ac- 
counting fraud, and PETER also has 
fought political corruption across 
party lines, leading the Chicago Trib- 
une conclude that ‘‘no one person has 
done more for political reform in Illi- 
nois than PETER FITZGERALD." 

I have been privileged to serve along- 
Side PETER on the Senate Agriculture 
committee, working together on issues 
important to our strong agriculture 
States. As an advocate for increasing 
hunger awareness myself, I admire his 
work to make food stamp benefits for 
low-income families more easily acces- 
sible, including making program bene- 
fits available over the Internet. 

PETER and I share many similar 
views, but what is not widely known is 
that we look for the same qualities in 
our extraordinary staff members. In 
fact, managing the Fitzgerald office is 
chief of staff Greg Gross. Greg is a very 
talented member of his team, and I can 
attest to this because Greg also did 
such good work with me at the Amer- 
ican Red Cross. I thank Greg for all his 
counsel during my first 2 years in the 
Senate. 

It is widely known that PETER FITZ- 
GERALD is a principled and independent 
leader. He has time after time proven 
that he will go against the flow, go 
against what is popular, because he is 
loyal to his own ideals and doing what 
he believes is right for the people and 
families he represents. PETER is a re- 
freshing elected official; a devoted fam- 
ily man to his wife Nina and son Jake; 
and a diligent public servant. It goes 
without saying, people in Washington 
and people in Illinois will sorely miss 
Senator PETER FITZGERALD. 

TOM DASCHLE 

Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, I am 
pleased to pay tribute to Senator TOM 
DASCHLE, who has served South Da- 
kota, and the Senate, with dignity and 
devotion during his tenure in this 
body. 
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I am proud to have worked with him 
on à wide range of issues over the 
years, but perhaps most of all I thank 
him for his work and leadership to re- 
form the U.S. Army Corps of Engi- 
neers. This is a fight that will go for- 
ward in the next Congress, where we 
will build on Senator DASCHLE’s hard 
work and commitment to this impor- 
tant issue. 

I also want to take a moment to rec- 
ognize Senator DASCHLE’s leadership, 
as both majority and minority leader, 
here in the Senate. He has led the 
Democratic caucus, and the Senate as 
a whole, through a time of great 
change and many difficult challenges: 
through a closely divided Senate, 
through the tragedy of 9/11, and 
through the anthrax attack on the 
Senate, which so personally affected 
both of our offices. Through all of this, 
Senator DASCHLE has inspired us with 
his dedication and ability to work 
through tough problems, to guide the 
policies of our party, and to provide 
steady leadership when we needed it 
most. 

Finally, I also want to extend my 
thanks to many of Senator DASCHLE’s 
staff, who were especially helpful to 
my office over the past 12 years, and in 
particular, were so thoughtful and gen- 
erous with their time in the wake of 
the anthrax attack on our offices. It is 
often the case that a Senator’s staff re- 
flect the personality of the Senator for 
whom they work, and I believe that is 
certainly the case with Senator 
DASCHLE and his staff. 

I thank TOM DASCHLE for his leader- 
ship and his service to South Dakota 
and our country, and I wish him all the 
best as he moves on to begin a new 
chapter in his distinguished career. 

PETER FITZGERALD 

Mr. President, today I take a mo- 
ment to recognize the contributions 
that Senator PETER FITZGERALD has 
made to this Senate, to the State of П- 
linois, and to the Nation. 

As a fellow Midwesterner, I have al- 
ways appreciated Senator FITZ- 
GERALD’s honest and fair-minded ap- 
proach to the issues. From the moment 
he arrived here in the Senate, it was 
clear that he would keep his own coun- 
sel, doing what he thought was best for 
the people Illinois without regard to 
powerful interests on either side of the 
aisle. 

Above all else, I appreciate Senator 
FITZGERALD’s unfailing commitment to 
reforming our campaign finance sys- 
tem. He was among that steadfast 
group of Republican senators who 
stood firm in their support of the 
McCain-Feingold bill, despite enor- 
mous pressure to do otherwise. His sup- 
port of our bill took a great deal of per- 
sonal and political courage, and it is 
something that I truly admire, and for 
which I will always been grateful. 

As he moves on from the Senate, 
Senator FITZGERALD can be assured 
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that his friends and colleagues here 

will long remember the contributions 

he made, and the dignity with which he 

served. I wish him all the best as he 

moves on to a new phase of his career. 
DON NICKLES 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I am re- 
minded of the words of Will Rogers, 
that great Oklahoman whose statue is 
a few steps removed from the old Sen- 
ate chamber, who once said, ‘‘The in- 
come tax system is the only thing that 
has made a liar out of more of the 
American people than golf has." 

Coincidentally, the tax system and 
golf are passions of another great Okla- 
homan who I am proud to honor at the 
end of this Congress—our friend and 
colleague DON NICKLES. 

DON has accomplished a great deal 
during his 24 years in the Senate. Chief 
among them is the fact that he some- 
how has managed to look almost ex- 
actly like he did when he first entered 
the Senate at the ripe old age of 32 in 
1981. 

But the accomplishment of DON that 
I admire the most is remarkable record 
of success he has achieved in putting 
more money in the pockets of Amer- 
ica’s families by reducing their taxes 
and by restoring some fairness to the 
system. 

To paraphrase Will Rogers, DON 
never met a tax he liked. And from re- 
ducing and then repealing the death 
tax to equalizing the tax system for 
the self-employed to being the guiding 
force behind the child tax credit, low- 
ering the capital gains tax, and reduc- 
ing tax rates for all Americans, no Sen- 
ator has done more in the past 20 years 
to earn the enduring respect of our 
hard working taxpayers than DON NICK- 
LES. 

DON will be greatly missed as a legis- 
lator, but he will also be greatly 
missed as a friend. I have long believed 
that you can learn a lot about someone 
by playing golf with them, and I’ve 
been privileged during my 8 years in 
the Senate to play a little bit of golf 
with DON. 

And it should come as no surprise 
that his actions on the golf course are 
very much like his actions in the Sen- 
ate. 

He is good, very good, at both. 

And yes, there are times on the golf 
course like here in the Senate where he 
can be found on the right, the far right, 
but for the most part he plays it 
straight down the middle. 

It is on the golf course where DON 
and I became more than colleagues, we 
became friends. And I know I am not 
alone in saying that I will miss DON’s 
friendship, and the friendship of his 
wife Linda, on a day-to-day basis. 
When tragedy befell my family last 
year, DON was at my house within the 
hour. DON and Linda have been incred- 
ibly kind and supportive to Sharon and 
me. 

DON, as a taxpayer I thank you for 
your service, as a golfer I thank you 
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for more good memories than I can 
count, and as a friend, I thank you for 
being there when I needed you most. 

I know your contributions to your 
state and your country are far from 
complete, and all your colleagues join 
with me in wishing you and Linda God- 
speed as you begin this new chapter in 
your life. 

TOM DASCHLE 

Mr. KOHL. Mr. President, I honor the 
long and dedicated service that Том 
DASCHLE has given to our country. He 
has been a true leader throughout his 
life in public service, and South Da- 
kota and the entire Nation are better 
off because of his efforts. 

For 29 years, South Dakota has been 
fortunate to have TOM DASCHLE rep- 
resent their interests—first as a Senate 
staffer, then as a Member of the House 
of Representatives, and finally as a 
United States Senator. He has worked 
tirelessly to make sure that the people 
of South Dakota have a strong econ- 
omy, access to quality, affordable 
health care, and the highest quality 
education system. He has worked with 
unfailing determination to enchance 
the quality of life in rural communities 
across South Dakota and the Nation. 
Throughout his service, ТОМ has al- 
ways kept the interests of his State 
and his constituents as his top pri- 
ority. 

Том DASCHLE has been a wonderful 
leader for South Dakota, for the Demo- 
cratic party, and for all Americans. I 
deeply respect and applaud his lifelong 
commitment to public service, and his 
leadership and his friendship will be 
missed by many in the Senate. I know 
he moves on to the next phase of his 
career ав a happy and wise man who 
will continue to make important con- 
tributions to our country long after he 
leaves the Senate. He is a true patriot 
who has always served and will always 
serve his country. I want to thank Том 
for his dedication and his service, and I 
wish him the very best in his future en- 
deavors. 

TOM DASCHLE 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, in these 
final working days of the 108th Con- 
gress, we are saying farewell to a num- 
ber of retiring colleagues. A most pain- 
ful farewell will be to my friend Sen- 
ator TOM DASCHLE. 

These days, there are fewer and fewer 
bipartisan agreements in this body. 
But there is bipartisan agreement 
about the senior Senator from South 
Dakota. We respect his decency, his 
fairness, his courage, his leadership, 
and, of course, his extraordinary capac- 
ity for hard work. 

I cannot imagine a more difficult job 
in the Senate than being leader of the 
Democratic caucus. We've all heard 
Will Rogers’s quip that he belonged to 
no organized party, he was a Democrat. 
Well, those independent, hardheaded 
habits flourish within our caucus. But, 
for the last decade, TOM DASCHLE'S 
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amazing skills and unlimited patience 
have brought us together as a team. 
And that is an accomplishment he can 
be very proud of. 

The President of the United States 
has the persuasion of power. The leader 
of the Senate’s Democratic caucus has 
only the power of persuasion. And I 
can’t imagine anyone more persuasive 
than TOM DASCHLE. He has always been 
willing to talk with us, to accommo- 
date us whenever possible, and to do 
whatever it takes to forge a consensus 
and move us forward. I am grateful for 
his leadership, and for the diligence 
and race that he has unfailingly 
brought to his job as leader. 

I cannot emphasize too much Том 
DASCHLE's sense of fairness as leader. 
He has been unfailingly fair to others. 
And he has demanded fair treatment in 
return. When Democrats were in the 
majority, majority leader DASCHLE was 
respectful of the rights and preroga- 
tives of the Republican minority. Con- 
versely, as minority leader, he has 
Steadfastly defended the rights and pre- 
rogatives of the Democratic minority. 

In the heat of à partisan campaign, 
some have tried to label this obstruc- 
tionism. But that characterization is 
incorrect. The duty of the opposition 
party is to oppose, and to do so fairly, 
forthrightly, and within the rules of 
the Senate—to protect the rights of the 
minority. That is exactly what Senator 
DASCHLE has done—with great skill and 
persistence. 

I also have enormous respect for the 
way Senator DASCHLE has advocated 
for his constituents back home in 
South Dakota. No one has fought hard- 
er for the revitalization of rural Amer- 
ica than TOM DASCHLE. No one has 
fought harder to bring health care, 
good schools, and economic oppor- 
tunity to Indian County. No one has 
fought harder to increase the income 
level of family farmers, and to give 
them a fair shake in the marketplace. 

Another jewel in the crown of TOM 
DASCHLE’s legacy is the emerging eth- 
anol industry in the United States. 
Since Том arrived in Congress іп 1978, 
he has been a relentless champion of 
ethanol. I know because I was there, 
too, during those early years. People 
said that those of us who were advo- 
cating the expanded use of ethanol 
didn’t have a chance against big oil. 
But Senator DASCHLE used the 1990 
Clean Air Act to put in place policies 
that spurred the ethanol industry. And 
he has continued to promote tax incen- 
tives and a renewable fuel standard to 
advance ethanol and to move our coun- 
try in the direction of energy independ- 
ence. So, no doubt about it, Senator 
DASCHLE’s leadership on ethanol will be 
greatly missed. 

It has been a privilege to serve in 
this body with Senator TOM DASCHLE. I 
will miss him as a colleague. Most of 
all, I will miss him as a friend. The 
good news is that there are important 
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chapters yet to be written in the life of 
TOM DASCHLE. I wish Tom and his won- 
derful wife Linda the very best in the 
years ahead. 

JOHN EDWARDS 

Mr. President, I rise to express my 
respect and admiration for the retiring 
senior Senator from North Carolina, 
JOHN EDWARDS. 

We will miss his uniquely skillful and 
persuasive voice in debates here on the 
Senate floor. Time and again, we have 
seen his knack for taking complex ar- 
guments and making them accessible 
and persuasive to ordinary people. 
Time and again, his skills have carried 
the day. So I fully understand the ad- 
vice of one of our Republican col- 
leagues: ‘‘Never yield the floor to JOHN 
EDWARDS." 

Over the last year and a half, people 
in my state of Iowa have gotten to 
know JOHN and his wonderful wife Eliz- 
abeth very, very well. JOHN has been in 
every one of Iowa's 99 counties. He's 
been in our schools, in our coffee shops, 
in our living rooms. In fact, if it 
weren't for that Southern accent, 
Iowans would think JOHN was one of us. 
We Democrats are proud of his race for 
the nomination and his conduct as VP 
nominee. 

He always comes across as ‘‘just 
folks’’—which is what you'd expect 
from a person raised in very modest 
circumstances, the first in his family 
to go to college. This humble back- 
ground is an enormous strength for 
JOHN EDWARDS. It’s a strength we saw 
last night. It allows him to understand 
people. It also allows him to commu- 
nicate powerfully with ordinary people. 
And people respond in kind. They just 
plain like JOHN EDWARDS. People trust 
him. 

But if Iowans and other Americans 
See a “just folks" JOHN EDWARDS on 
the campaign trail, Senators have been 
privileged to see a different side of 
him, hard at work in this body. JOHN 
has been in the Senate for only one 
term. But he has made his mark. 

He made his mark by challenging an 
incumbent Senator and single- 
handedly taking on the Jesse Helms 
machine in North Carolina—and beat- 
ing it. 

He made his mark as a lead cospon- 
sor of the Patients’ Bill of Rights in 
the Senate, along with Senators KEN- 
NEDY and MCCAIN. JOHN managed the 
bill on the floor. And he was the lead 
negotiator in hammering out a bipar- 
tisan consensus on the bill. 

He made his mark by sponsoring— 
and passionately advocating for—a bill 
to speed up approval of generic drugs. 

And, in my State of Iowa, JOHN ED- 
WARDS made his mark—and won peo- 
ple's hearts—with his big smile, his 
friendly manner, and his boundless op- 
timism. At the same time, he won our 
respect with a campaign that was al- 
ways positive. Even under provocation, 
even when the stakes were highest in 
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the final weeks of the campaign lead- 
ing up to the caucuses, JOHN never 
wavered from his positive message of 
hope and opportunity for ‘‘ordinary”’ 
Americans. 

So here at the end of this 108th Con- 
gress, we say farewell to Senator JOHN 
EDWARDS. But, clearly, we have not 
seen the last of this remarkably able 
person. I wish JOHN the very best. And, 
of course, we all pray for the full recov- 
ery of Elizabeth. We will miss them 
both here in Washington, but our 
friendship will continue. 

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I 
rise to pay tribute to some of my col- 
leagues who will be leaving the Senate 
at the end of this session. 

TOM DASCHLE 

I particularly want to pay tribute to 
a great Senator, someone who I am 
proud to call a friend, our leader, Том 
DASCHLE. 

Senator DASCHLE is truly one of the 
giants in the history of the United 
States Senate and it has been a privi- 
lege to serve with him for the last 4 
years. 

Том DASCHLE has given his entire life 
to public service. After serving in the 
Air Force, he came to Washington to 
work for South Dakota Senator James 
Abourezk. A few years later, he won 
election to the House and later won 
three terms in the Senate. 

Senator DASCHLE has been through 
some tough elections and tough battles 
on the floor of this Senate. But he has 
always conducted himself with grace, 
integrity and respect for his opponents. 
He has been a leader in the Senate on 
health care, veterans’ benefits, eth- 
anol, agriculture and rural develop- 
ment and has fought hard for the peo- 
ple of South Dakota. 

He is known all over South Dakota 
for his down-to-earth manner and the 
personal relationships he has with his 
constituents. 

Every year, TOM DASCHLE would go 
on a driving tour of all 66 counties in 
South Dakota, stopping in at diners, 
bowling allies, Elks clubs and feed 
stores. He would talk to his constitu- 
ents on a one-on-one basis and really 
feel the pulse of different communities. 

Therefore, when he debated an issue 
here on the Senate floor, he knew first- 
hand what his constituents thought. He 
represented them so well, the way our 
founding fathers would have envisioned 
a model Senator. 

He was also a great leader. He 
worked with all members of our caucus 
and did the hard work to develop a con- 
sensus on many difficult issues. And he 
was always willing to listen. 

Том DASCHLE would work across the 
aisle to get things done for his State 
and the country. I remember how he 
rose to the occasion after September 
llth and worked hand-in-hand with 
President Bush to protect our country, 
rebuild New York and keep the airlines 
from going bankrupt. 
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If you were trying to get something 
done here in the Senate, you always 
wanted TOM DASCHLE on your side. 

FRITZ HOLLINGS 

The Senate is also losing a legend 
with the retirement of Senator FRITZ 
HOLLINGS. For 38 years, he has fought 
for South Carolina, bringing home jobs 
and economic development, and he has 
made a lasting impression on the lives 
of Americans across this country. 

Senator HOLLINGS helped start the 
Women Infants Children-WIC program, 
one of the most successful Government 
health care measures ever undertaken, 
helping reduce infant mortality, low 
birth weights, and premature births 
nationwide. 

He is the father of the National Oce- 
anic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion—NOAA. Senator HOLLINGS pushed 
through the legislation that created 
NOAA during his very first term as a 
Senator. 

And he co-authored Gramm-Rudman- 
Hollings, the landmark legislation that 
broke budget gridlock in the mid-80s. 
By making automatic spending cuts, it 
reversed 20 years of increased Federal 
spending and cut tens of billions from 
the budget deficit. 

Senator HOLLINGS strong leadership 
and sense of humor will be deeply 
missed in this chamber. 

BOB GRAHAM 

We will also miss the leadership and 
service of Senator BOB GRAHAM. 

Senator GRAHAM has dedicated his 
life to public service, serving in the 
Florida State house and State senate, 
and as Governor of Florida before his 18 
years here in the U.S. Senate. 

Senator GRAHAM and I share a pas- 
sion for healthcare. And he has been a 
tireless advocate and leader on the 
need for a prescription drug benefit for 
America’s seniors. 

As founder of the New Senate Demo- 
crats, Senator GRAHAM has worked to 
bring together coalitions on issues 
ranging from education to the national 
debt and fiscal responsibility. 

JOHN BREAUX 

The Senate will be saying goodbye to 
another great centrist, Senator JOHN 
BREAUX. Senator BREAUX has a well- 
earned reputation on the Hill of being 
able to bring both sides together and 
forge bipartisan compromises. 

In a time of blue States and red 
States, Senator BREAUX has been a 
leader in bringing Americans together 
in the mainstream middle, instead of 
dividing Americans with the ideolog- 
ical extremism. 

JOHN EDWARDS 

And finally, Mr. President, the Sen- 
ate is also losing a champion for Amer- 
ica’s working families with the retire- 
ment of Senator JOHN EDWARDS. Sen- 
ator EDWARDS is the embodiment of the 
American dream. 

Raised in a small town in North 
Carolina by hard-working parents—his 
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father was textile mill worker for 36 
years—Senator EDWARDS learned the 
real American values of getting a good 
education, of hard work, fairness and 
playing by rules. 

He was the first member of his family 
to go to college. And after graduating 
from law school, he fought for the val- 
ues his parents taught him and by 
working for justice on behalf of those 
who couldn’t fight for themselves— 
working families and their children 
who were seriously injured by irrespon- 
sible corporate actions. 

I was proud to work with Senator ED- 
WARDS on the Patients’ Bill of Rights 
where he brought that same passion to 
help working families by ensuring that 
doctors and not HMOs make our med- 
ical decisions. 

I know Senator EDWARDS will con- 
tinue to fight for working families and 
be a national leader on these important 
issues. 

I also want to wish his wife Elizabeth 
the best at this difficult time. She is a 
strong, amazing woman and a fighter 
like her husband, and the entire Ed- 
wards family is in my thoughts and 
prayers. 

I am proud to have served with these 
great Senators and I know that they 
will be remembered long after the trib- 
ute speeches are given and the farewell 
parties end, because of their leadership, 
their compassion, and their hard work 
on behalf of all Americans. 

I yield the floor. 

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, I rise 
today to take this opportunity to 
honor our departing colleagues who are 
leaving the Senate. Almost each new 
Congress a different group of 100 men 
and women come together from dif- 
ferent backgrounds and political phi- 
losophies, representing different inter- 
ests and constituencies, but through 
all our differences, we develop respect 
and admiration for each other. Many 
times we step across the aisle and work 
together on legislation and often times 
genuine friendships are created. As I 
pay tribute to these departing Sen- 
ators, whether they have been here 1 
term or 7, they are a remarkable group 
and we thank them for their honorable 
Service. 

BEN CAMPBELL 

BEN NIGHTHORSE CAMPBELL has been 
more than just a neighbor Senator 
from out west, but a close friend and 
colleague. 

I have worked with Senator CAMP- 
BELL on the Senate Appropriations 
Committee, the Energy and Natural 
Resources Committee and the Indian 
Affairs Committee. During his 18 years 
in the United States Congress, Senator 
CAMPBELL has earned the respect of 
members on both sides of the aisle as 
being a statesman and staunch advo- 
cate for the State of Colorado. In addi- 
tion, he is the sole American Indian 
serving in the Senate, and he is also a 
Northern Cheyenne tribal chief. His 
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work on behalf of tribes is legendary, 
and I know he will be sorely missed by 
the American Indian people. 

Senator CAMPBELL has been a recog- 
nized leader on public land and natural 
resource policy. Since New Mexico and 
Colorado face similar challenges, we 
have worked closely on these matters, 
and it has been a privilege to work 
with someone so passionate about im- 
proving land management policies. 

Senator CAMPBELL is а veteran, 
Olympian, and public servant, and he 
has selflessly devoted himself to serv- 
ing his State and country for over half 
a century. Senator CAMPBELL is a 
unique individual who I call a friend. 
His love of nature, his family and his 
roots is continually evident. As a fa- 
ther, grandfather, and Senator, I know 
that Senator NIGHTHORSE CAMPBELL 
and his loved ones will be glad to have 
more time for family activities. 

He proudly represented Colorado and 
its people. His leadership and presence 
will be greatly missed by all. I wish 
him the best of luck in all of his future 
endeavors. 

JOHN BREAUX 

JOHN BREAUX is retiring after serving 
3 terms in the Senate. I would like to 
take this time to acknowledge a friend, 
colleague, and dedicated public serv- 
ant. 

Senator BREAUX was elected to the 
House of Representatives in 1972 at the 
age of 28, and at that time, he was the 
youngest member of Congress. After 
serving 14 years in the House, the peo- 
ple of Louisiana elected JOHN BREAUX 
to the Senate in 1986. 

I have had the pleasure of working 
closely with Senator BREAUX on many 
energy matters over the years. During 
this time, I have admired his ability to 
find common ground between those 
who hold disparate views. His uncanny 
ability to bring industry leaders, policy 
makers, and administration leaders to- 
gether is unique, and I will always ap- 
preciate his candor in resolving energy 
policy differences. JOHN was always 
someone I could reach across the aisle 
to work with on the Budget Resolu- 
tions. 

It is well known that Senator 
BREAUX is passionate about improving 
health care for all Americans. He 
worked tirelessly on welfare and health 
care issues, and took an active interest 
in the elderly as a member of the Fi- 
nance Committee and a leader of the 
Special Committee on Aging, just last 
year he played an integral part in 
drafting the Medicare Prescription 
Drug and Modernization Act of 2003. 
This historic legislation will provide 
relief to the millions of people strug- 
gling to pay for prescription drugs and 
he should be honored for his dedication 
to this bill. 

Senator BREAUX’s work has touched 
the lives of a great many Americans, 
and his talents and unrivaled sense of 
humor will be sorely missed in the Sen- 
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ate. Just as importantly, he has been a 
great advocate for his home State of 
Louisiana, and his State has been 
lucky to have his service for so many 
years. 

In the course of working together for 
so many years, I have developed gen- 
uine respect for Senator BREAUX. I 
thank him for years of distinguished 
service, and wish him the very best in 
all his future undertakings. I will miss 
Senator JOHN BREAUX. 

ZELL MILLER 

I wish to take this time to honor a 
great senator and a true American pa- 
triot, ZELL MILLER. He is a man who 
has served Georgia with dignity and 
honor these past 4 years in the United 
States Senate. 

ZELL MILLER embraced public service 
early on in his life. His mother served 
as one of Georgia’s first female mayors. 
She taught him early on about public 
service and a strong work ethic, which 
he has exemplified throughout his ca- 
reer. 

In the late 1950s, ZELL MILLER served 
as mayor of his hometown of Young 
Harris, GA. He then went on to serve as 
a State Senator, Lieutenant Governor, 
and eventually served in the highest 
power in the state of Georgia as Gov- 
ernor. Not surprisingly, ZELL MILLER 
was named by the Washington Post in 
1998 as the most popular governor in 
America and the Governing Magazine 
named him Governor of the Year in 
1998. These career paths finally led him 
to the United States Senate in 2000. 

While ZELL MILLER was invested in 
politics, he was also dedicated to edu- 
cation and students. Throughout his 
career, ZELL MILLER was a professor of 
political science and history at the 
Emory University, University of Geor- 
gia, and Young Harris College. 

Senator MILLER has continuously 
reached across the aisle to work with 
Republicans, but it is probably best 
stated in his own words when he point- 
ed out that while he is a lifelong Demo- 
crat, he pledged to serve all 8.5 million 
Georgians and no single party in the 
Senate. Through this approach, ZELL 
MILLER has been a supporter of a broad 
range of issues such as tax cuts, im- 
proving education, strengthening na- 
tional security, and fighting the global 
war on terrorism. While in the Senate, 
he dutifully served on the Agriculture, 
Nutrition, and Forestry Committee, 
the Banking, Housing, and Urban De- 
velopment Committee, and the Vet- 
erans’ Affairs Committee. 

His time here has been all too brief, 
but Senator MILLER has made a dif- 
ference and I will miss him. While he 
may be leaving the U.S. Senate, I do 
not doubt that we have not heard the 
last of ZELL. I bid him farewell and ex- 
tend my best wishes to him and his 
family. 

TOM DASCHLE 

I would like to pay tribute to a re- 

spected colleague who is leaving the 
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Senate after a long and distinguished 
career. Senator TOM DASCHLE worked 
hard, for 8 years as a Member of the 
House of Representatives and for 18 
years as a United States Senator, to 
represent the interests of voters across 
the State of South Dakota. 

As the leader of his party for the past 
10 years, Senator DASCHLE has proven 
himself to be a capable legislator and 
moreover, an advocate for his State’s 
and party’s interests. During the 108th 
Congress, Senator DASCHLE served on 
four committees: Agriculture, Nutri- 
tion, and Forestry, Finance, and Rules 
and Administration; and today he 
serves as the Senior Senator and the 
Democratic Leader of the Senate. 

Influenced by his formative experi- 
ences during the Vietnam War as an in- 
telligence officer in the Air Force, Sen- 
ator DASCHLE worked hard to serve the 
interests of veterans across this great 
country. His most notable achievement 
in this field was the enactment of legis- 
lation securing benefits for those sol- 
diers exposed to Agent Orange. 

During his tenure, Senator DASCHLE 
also developed a reputation for being a 
shrewd legislator on issues related to 
agriculture and South Dakota’s farm- 
ing community. He was always ap- 
prised of even the most minute issues 
at stake and thus ensured that all of 
his constituents were represented at 
the negotiating table. 

Senator DASCHLE fought tirelessly 
for his beliefs throughout his time in 
the Senate. I wish Senator DASCHLE 
and his family the very best in the 
years ahead. 

BOB GRAHAM 

I have a great affection for the de- 
parting Senator from Florida Вов 
GRAHAM. After 18 years of dedicated 
service to his country and to the people 
of Florida, all of us in this Chamber 
will certainly miss the Senator as he 
retires from elected office. 

I had the pleasure of serving on the 
Energy and Natural Resources Com- 
mittee with Senator GRAHAM during 
the past 9 years. During that time, I 
had the opportunity to work with Sen- 
ator GRAHAM on a number of important 
issues. He proved to be a sound leader 
for his party and a member committed 
to bipartisan solutions. 

Senator GRAHAM’s brief tenure as 
Chairman of the Select Intelligence 
Committee, came during one of the 
most trying times our Nation has 
faced, the attack on our country by 
terrorists on September 11, 2001. Sen- 
ator GRAHAM worked closely with his 
House counterpart, and current Direc- 
tor of Central Intelligence, Porter Goss 
to lead a joint Senate-House inquiry 
into the attacks on our nation. 

Although he was first elected to the 
Senate in 1986, Senator GRAHAM has 
been serving the people of Florida since 
1966 when he was first elected to that 
State’s House of Representatives. After 
serving in the House for 4 years and in 
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the State Senate for 8 years, Senator 
GRAHAM was elected the 38th Governor 
of the State of Florida. 

In spite of these accomplishments, it 
is fair to say that Senator GRAHAM will 
perhaps be most memorable for insti- 
tuting the ‘‘Workdays’’ he began in 
1974 and continued during his time in 
the Senate. Senator GRAHAM began the 
*Workdays" by teaching a semester of 
civics courses at a Miami area high 
school. 

I wish Senator GRAHAM, his wife 
Adele, and his children and grand- 
children the very best in the coming 
years. 

ERNEST HOLLINGS 

ERNEST *FRITZ" HOLLINGS devoted 
his entire adult life to public service. 
He admirably served 7 terms as a U.S. 
Senator and today he is the fourth 
most senior member of the Senate, and 
he also hold the distinction of being 
the longest serving junior Senator in 
history. 

His service to our country began im- 
mediately after he graduated from The 
Citadel in 1942 when he received a com- 
mission from the U.S. Army. Through- 
out his honorable military service Sen- 
ator HOLLINGS received the Bronze Star 
and seven campaign ribbons. He served 
as an officer in the North African and 
European campaigns during World War 
II. 

After returning from the war, FRITZ 
attended the University of South Caro- 
lina School of Law where he completed 
his Juris Doctorate in less than 3 
years. At the age of 26, FRITZ HOLLINGS 
launched his public service career when 
he was elected to the South Carolina 
House of Representatives. He went on 
to become Speaker Pro Tempore, Lieu- 
tenant Governor, and at the age of 36 
Governor of South Carolina becoming 
the youngest man in the 20th century 
to be elected Governor of South Caro- 
lina. 

It has been a great honor to work 
with FRITZ HOLLINGS over these many 
years. We were able to work together 
while serving on the Senate Budget 
Committee and the Senate Appropria- 
tions Committee together. He consist- 
ently fought for fiscal responsibility 
and a reliable Government for the peo- 
ple. 

As a principal author of the 1996 
Telecommunications Act, Senator HOL- 
LINGS was a perfect candidate to serve 
as the ranking member on the Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation 
Committee during the 108th Congress. 
Through this position, Senator HOL- 
LINGS developed legislation to 
strengthen national security for our 
nation’s port, railroad, and aviation 
systems. 

Senator HOLLINGS has served the 
Senate in so many ways over the past 
42 years it is impossible to know where 
to begin showcasing his contributions. 
Therefore, I would just like to say that 
he has continued over the years to 
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work to better not only the lives of 
South Carolinians, but all the people of 
our nation. 

Senator HOLLINGS will certainly be 
missed around here. I bid him farewell 
and extend my best wishes to him and 
his family. 

PETER FITZGERALD 

Senator PETER FITZGERALD is retir- 
ing from the Senate after 6 years of 
service to his home State of Illinois. 

Prior to joining the Senate, Senator 
FITZGERALD was a commercial banking 
attorney and in this position played a 
significant role in investigations of 
corporate accounting fraud, mutual 
fund industry abuses, chronic under- 
funding of employee pensions, and 
waste, fraud and mismanagement in 
various Federal agencies. In 1993, he 
embarked upon his public service work 
when he began serving as an Illinois 
State Senator until his election to the 
U.S. Senate in 1998 at the young age of 
38. 

PETER was the first Republican in П- 
linois to win a Senate race in 20 years. 
Even though his time here was brief, he 
has been able to establish himself as a 
fiscally responsible Senator. He has 
consistently backed efforts to control 
spending and reduce taxes. Through 
these actions, Senator FITZGERALD has 
received many awards from taxpayer 
watchdog groups such as the Ameri- 
cans for Tax Reform, who has repeat- 
edly named him a “Него of the Amer- 
ican Тахрауег.” 

While serving as chairman of the 
Commerce Subcommittee on Consumer 
Affairs and Product Safety, PETER has 
also led a successful fight to improve 
outdated consumer safety regulations. 
These regulations brought about high- 
er testing and safety standards for 
child car seats and improved car safety 
features that benefit all Americans. 

Senator FITZGERALD will be missed, 
though I’m sure he is now looking for- 
ward to spending more time with his 
wife Nina and their son Jake. I wish 
him the best of luck in his future en- 
deavors. 

JOHN EDWARDS 

Finally, I would like to acknowledge 
my retiring colleague from North Caro- 
lina, Senator JOHN EDWARDS. 

Senator EDWARDS was the first in his 
family to attend college, working his 
way through North Carolina State Uni- 
versity and later earning his law de- 
gree from the University of North 
Carolina. Afterward, JOHN EDWARDS es- 
tablished himself as a distinguished 
and successful lawyer. These accom- 
plishments alone are quite striking and 
aptly demonstrate the intelligence and 
determination of Senator EDWARDS. 

During his time in the Senate, Sen- 
ator EDWARDS served on four commit- 
tees: Health, Education, Labor & Pen- 
sions, the Judiciary, the Small Busi- 
ness & Entrepreneurship, and the Se- 
lect Intelligence. He continually cham- 
pioned for issues affecting the daily 
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lives of regular people in North Caro- 
lina and the nation. 

I am sure Senator EDWARDS will find 
success in any endeavor he now chooses 
to undertake and I join with my col- 
leagues in wishing him the best. 


EE 


MORNING BUSINESS 


Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent there now be a pe- 
riod of morning business, with Sen- 
ators speaking up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


a 


A PRAYER FOR THANKSGIVING 


Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, in a mat- 
ter of days, families across this Nation 
will gather around the table to cele- 
brate Thanksgiving, that quintessen- 
tial American holiday on which we 
pause to give thanks for our many 
blessings as a Nation and to celebrate 
that most precious gift of all, the love 
and fellowship of our families and 
friends. 

There will be many empty chairs at 
the table this year as America observes 
the second Thanksgiving holiday since 
the invasion of Iraq. AS many as 140,000 
U.S. military personnel are currently 
serving in Iraq and another 20,000 in Af- 
ghanistan. 

What that means in human terms is 
that tens of thousands of American 
families will be sitting down to a som- 
ber Thanksgiving dinner, their prayers 
of thanksgiving tempered by their 
fears for the safety of their loved ones. 

Others, the families and loved ones of 
the more than 1,200 American troops 
who have been killed in Iraq, will sit 
down to a dinner seasoned with sorrow, 
the empty chair at the table a wrench- 
ing reminder of the terrible cost of 
war. 

Whatever one believes about the jus- 
tification of the war in Iraq, it is an in- 
disputable fact that the troops on the 
ground, and their families and friends 
here at home, are bearing the heaviest 
burden of the President’s decision to go 
to war. And on holidays like Thanks- 
giving, when family and friends are 
held especially close to the heart, the 
weight of that burden becomes espe- 
cially hard to bear. 

It is easy to talk about war in the ab- 
stract. It is easy for the President and 
his military advisers to point to the 
steady progression of U.S. victories 
against the insurgents in places like 
Falluja and Mosel as evidence that we 
are winning the war in Iraq. It is easy 
to be armchair quarterbacks in a 
bloody battle raging halfway across the 
world. But as anyone knows who has 
visited wounded troops at Walter Reed 
Army Hospital, who has gazed into the 
eyes of young widows or grieving par- 
ents, or who has read the poignant sto- 
ries of the fallen, there is no such thing 
as war fought in the abstract or battles 
waged in statistics. 
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War, to those who must fight it and 
to their loved ones who must endure it, 
is painfully real and painfully present 
at the table, on Thanksgiving and on 
every other day of the week for the du- 
ration of the conflict—and sometimes 
for long after the fighting has ceased. 
These are the men and women on the 
front lines of the battle, and it is they 
whom we must salute and thank for 
their sacrifice. 

I was struck by an article in the No- 
vember 14 edition of the Los Angeles 
Times on the psychological toll that 
the war in Iraq is taking on U.S. sol- 
diers and Marines. According to the 
newspaper, the Walter Reed Army In- 
stitute of Research has found that 15.6 
percent of marines and 17.1 percent of 
soldiers surveyed after returning from 
Iraq reported suffering from major de- 
pression, generalized anxiety, or post- 
traumatic stress disorder. 

Even more disturbing, the article 
predicted that the reported statistics 
were only the tip of the iceberg. Ac- 
cording to the Times article: 

Army and Veterans Administration mental 
health experts say there is reason to believe 
the war’s ultimate psychological fallout will 
worsen. The Army survey of 6,200 soldiers 
and Marines involved only troops willing to 
report their problems. The study did not 
look at reservists, who tend to suffer a high- 
er rate of psychological injury than career 
Marines and soldiers. And the soldiers in the 
study served in the early months of the war, 
when tours were shorter and before the Iraqi 
insurgence took shape. 

The Los Angeles Times went on to 
quote Dr. Matthew J. Friedman, a pro- 
fessor of psychiatry and pharmacology 
at Dartmouth Medical School and the 
executive director of the VA’s National 
Center for Post Traumatic Stress Dis- 
order: ‘‘The bad news is that the study 
underestimated the prevalence of what 
we are going to see down the road," he 
said. 

What a chilling forecast. One has 
only to look at the video footage of 
the house-to-house, mosque-to-mosque 
combat in Falluja to understand the 
tremendous psychological stresses on 
the young servicemen who form the 
vanguard of our assault against the in- 
surgents in Iraq. One has only to read 
of the wary convoys of soldiers and Ma- 
rines who are tasked to traverse the 
treacherous stretches of deadly Iraqi 
highways day after day after day, or to 
edge their way into labyrinthine alleys 
of Baghdad’s most dangerous neighbor- 
hoods, to understand the sheer psycho- 
logical hell of the war in Iraq. 

The Pentagon keeps a daily log of 
U.S. military troops killed or wounded 
in Iraq. As of this morning, November 
19, the Pentagon reports that 1,214 
American troops have been killed in 
Iraq and another 8,956 wounded, more 
than half of them so severely injured 
that they could not be directly re- 
turned to duty. Barely more than half- 
way through the month, November 2004 
has already turned into the second 
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deadliest month for American military 
forces since the United States invaded 
Iraq in March of 2003. Where and when 
will the carnage end? 

The casualty statistics are heart- 
breaking enough, especially on the 
cusp of what is supposed to be one of 
the most joyful seasons of the year. 
But they do not represent the whole 
story. The Defense Department does 
not tally the walking wounded, those 
soldiers and Marines who return home 
from duty physically fit but emotion- 
ally scarred, sometimes for life. These 
men and women are also casualties of 
the war in Iraq, and they and their 
families may suffer just as deeply as 
those whose wounds are plain to see. 
Modern medicine has come a long way 
in mending the broken bodies of sol- 
diers wounded in combat, but I fear the 
military still has a long way to go in 
identifying and mending the broken 
psyches of otherwise healthy veterans. 

And so on this Thanksgiving, I hope 
that all Americans will take a moment 
to pray for the safety of our troops in 
Iraq and Afghanistan, for the eternal 
salvation of those who have died in 
service to their country, and for the 
speedy recovery of all who have been 
wounded, including those who are suf- 
fering from the invisible ravages of 
emotional wounds. I also hope that 
Americans will take a moment to pray 
for the families and loved ones of all 
those who have been called to duty in 
the battle zones of Iraq and Afghani- 
stan. We cannot fill the empty chair at 
the table, but we can offer an abun- 
dance of love and support for our 
neighbors and friends whose lives have 
been upended by the war, and we can 
pray most fervently that our troops 
will be returned home quickly, and 
that their families will not have to en- 
dure another Thanksgiving without 
them. 

Praise Almighty God for His kind- 
ness, His love, His mercy. Thank Him. 

I yield the floor. 


CONGRATULATING THE CENTER 
FOR EXCELLENCE IN EDUCATION 


Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, Senator 
LIEBERMAN and I extend congratula- 
tions to the Center for Excellence in 
Education, and its president, Joann 
DiGennaro, for the achievements of its 
educational programs to nurture young 
scholars of careers of excellence and 
leadership in science and technology. 

The Center’s Research Science Insti- 
tute, held on the campuses of the Mas- 
sachusetts Institute of Technology and 
the California Institute of Technology, 
are nationally recognized for pro- 
moting this nation’s competitive fu- 
ture in math, science, engineering and 
technology and for encouraging inter- 
national understanding among future 
leaders. To date, over 1,500 U.S. stu- 
dents, including students from the U.S. 
Department of Defense Overseas 
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Schools and student representatives 
from 46 nations have benefited from 
the Center’s programs. They remain 
the only U.S. programs sponsored at no 
cost to students, who are competitively 
chosen to attend. The Center boasts of 
more winners and honorees of the Intel 
Talent Search competition than any 
other U.S. organization. 

The USA Biology Olympiad has been 
sponsored in this Nation by the Center 
for 2 years. Over 5,000 students com- 
peted in the Center’s USABO this past 
summer, from which four outstanding 
high school students represented the 
U.S. in the International Biology 
Olympiad in Australia. For the first 
time in the 15-year history of the IBO, 
а four- member team was awarded four 
gold medals. 

We are proud that the Center for Ex- 
cellence in Education has encouraged 
talented U.S. high school students to 
Succeed in one of the premier world sci- 
entific competitions, and would like to 
take this opportunity to congratulate 
each one of the Gold Medalists: 

Kay Aull Thomas Jefferson High School 
for Science and Technology, Alexandria, VA 

ZeNan Chang, Santa Monica High School, 
Santa Monica, CA 

Clinton Hansen, Oneida High School, Onei- 
da, NY 

Brad Hargreaves, Caddo Parish Magnet 
High School, Shreveport, LA 

We also congratulate the two coaches 
of the USABO: 

Dr. Alan Christensen of George Mason Uni- 
versity, and 

Dr. William Stuart of the University of 
Maryland. 

We appreciate this opportunity to 
recognize the Center for Excellence in 
Education for its 22 years as an out- 
standing nonprofit educational organi- 
zation. The late Admiral H.G. Rick- 
over, father of the nuclear powered 
submarine, can be proud of the organi- 
zation which he established in 1983. 


Ee 


NATIONAL AMERICAN INDIAN 
HERITAGE MONTH 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I rise today 
to recognize National American Indian 
Heritage Month, an important celebra- 
tion that acknowledges the tremendous 
contributions of native peoples to our 
Nation. 

In 1990, President George H. W. Bush 
approved a joint resolution designating 
November 1990 ‘‘National American In- 
dian Heritage Month." The origins of 
this celebration, however, can be 
traced back to 1915, when the Annual 
Congress of the American Indian Asso- 
ciation directed its president to call 
upon the Nation to observe a day hon- 
oring Native Americans. In 1916, New 
York became the first State to declare 
an official American Indian Day. 

Over the years, our Nation has moved 
toward a greater appreciation of the 
role of native peoples in American cul- 
tural, social, political, and economic 
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life. This is reflected not only in the 
celebrations around the country associ- 
ated with National American Indian 
Heritage Month, but also by the open- 
ing of the Museum of the American In- 
dian as part of the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution earlier this year. 

As we celebrate the rich heritage and 
continuing contributions of native peo- 
ples this month, it is also important to 
acknowledge the challenges that many 
native communities face today. As a 
member of the Indian Affairs Com- 
mittee, Iam all too familiar with these 
challenges, and I believe we must em- 
power native communities so every 
member can reach his or her full poten- 
tial. That means respecting the sov- 
ereignty of tribes, strengthening edu- 
cation, improving health care, and en- 
hancing economic opportunities for na- 
tive peoples. 

I look forward to working on these 
issues in the 109th Congress, and I hope 
my colleagues will join me in cele- 
brating National American Indian Her- 
itage Month. 


EEE 
JUAN GABRIEL 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I rise today 
to recognize Juan Gabriel as one of 
Mexico’s leading vocalists and song- 
writers. He is well known internation- 
ally for his musical talent and as a 
leader of philanthropic causes. 

Born Alberto Aguilera Valadez, Juan 
Gabriel is a six-time Grammy nominee, 
twice inducted into the Billboard Latin 
Music Hall of Fame. He has entertained 
sold-out audiences throughout the 
world, and last Sunday—November 14, 
2004—he played to an energetic and en- 
thusiastic crowd at Mandalay Bay 
Events Center in Las Vegas. 

Juan has sold more than 30 million 
copies of his own albums. He is also a 
successful producer who has worked 
with artists such as Rocio Durcal, 
Lucha Villa, Lola Beltran, and Paul 
Anka. 

Mr. Gabriel has reflected that ‘‘My 
hope for a better world and my love for 
music are my inspiration.’’ And he has 
lived by those words, using his fame 
and success to establish SEMJASE, an 
organization that provides living as- 
sistance and schooling for orphaned 
and underserved children in Ciudad 
Juarez, Mexico. 

I hope my colleagues will join me in 
thanking Juan Gabriel for sharing his 
tremendous musical talents with the 
citizens of Las Vegas this past week, 
and for his passion and commitment to 
help the less fortunate through chari- 
table programs such as SEMJASE. 


— 


HONORING OUR ARMED SERVICES 


SPECIALIST ALAN J. BURGESS 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, the 
United States of America was founded 
on a passion for freedom, personal lib- 
erties, and equality for all its citizens. 
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In a fierce battle for freedom and inde- 
pendence, the citizens of this new 
world cast off the shackles of tyranny 
and built for themselves a land of hope 
and promise. So fervently held were 
the beliefs and ideals of this country, 
that à son of New Hampshire, GEN 
John Stark, reminded us of the price of 
our liberties with his admonishment to 
"Live free or die." The heroes and 
Founding Fathers of that long ago 
time have been joined by another noble 
son of New Hampshire, SP Alan J. Bur- 
gess of Landaff. It is in his memory 
that I rise today to honor Alan for his 
Service and supreme sacrifice in the 
continuing defense of this country and 
for his relentless defense of freedom. 

Specialist Burgess demonstrated a 
willingness and dedication to serve and 
defend his country by joining the Na- 
tional Guard after this country was at- 
tacked in September 2001, and we had 
begun the task of destroying the en- 
emies of our country. Just as many of 
America's heroes have taken up arms 
in the face of dire threats, Alan too 
dedicated himself to the defense of our 
ideals, values, freedoms, and way of 
life. His valor and service cost him his 
life but earned him a place on the roll- 
call of honor within the pantheon of 
heroes this country has produced. 

Following basic training, Alan joined 
his comrades in 2nd Battalion, 197th 
Field Artillery Brigade, Army National 
Guard as a Military Policeman and 
began training for his deployment to 
Iraq in support of Operation Iraqi Free- 
dom. From this unit's home base in 
Woodsville, NH, he would deploy in 
March 2004 to Iraq in pursuit of those 
who would threaten our way of life. 

During his all too brief career, Alan 
accumulated a significant list of acco- 
lades and experiences which testify to 
the dedication and devotion he held for 
the Army, his fellow soldiers, and his 
country. Alan's expertise contributed 
greatly to his unit's successes and ce- 
mented his place as a participant in 
the great endeavor known as America. 
Alan was recognized for his service by 
the Bronze Star Medal, the Purple 
Heart Medal, the Good Conduct Medal, 
the National Defense Service Medal, 
the Global War on Terrorism Expedi- 
tionary Medal, the Global War on Ter- 
rorism Service Medal, the Army Serv- 
ice Ribbon, and the Army Reserve 
Overseas Service Ribbon. 

I offer Alan’s family my deepest sym- 
pathies and most heartfelt thanks for 
the service, sacrifice, and example of 
their soldier, SP Alan Burgess. Alan 
exemplified the words of Daniel Web- 
ster who said, “боа grants liberty only 
to those who love it, and are always 
ready to guard and defend it." Because 
of his efforts, the liberty of this coun- 
try is made more secure. 

CORPORAL KEVIN DEMPSEY 

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, I rise to 
speak in memory of Cpl Kevin J. 
Dempsey, of Monroe, CT, who was 
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killed in Iraq this past Saturday, No- 
vember 13, 2004 at the age of 23. 

Corporal Dempsey served with the 
2nd Reconnaissance Battalion, 2nd Ma- 
rine Expeditionary Force, based out of 
Camp Lejeune, NC. He died in an explo- 
sion in the Al-Anbar province in West- 
ern Iraq. He had been in Iraq for only 3 
months, and was sent there shortly 
after finishing a tour of duty in Haiti. 

Although Corporal Dempsey’s given 
name was Kevin, he was known to his 
family and friends as Jack Dempsey, 
after the famous boxing champion. 
Kevin Dempsey truly was a fighter. At 
New Canaan High School, he wrestled 
and played for the football team, and 
was known for playing through inju- 
ries. Kevin was also a young man who 
would stand up for his fellow students, 
and help them out when they were in 
need. 

According to Corporal Dempsey’s 
friends, he and the Marines were a per- 
fect match. An individual known for 
his toughness and steadfast dedication 
found a branch of the Armed Forces 
with a reputation for those same 
traits. Corporal Dempsey brought to 
the battlefields of Iraq the same deter- 
mination that he took to the wrestling 
mat. He loved his country, and he loved 
the U.S. Marines. 

Kevin Dempsey had considered en- 
listing in the Marines since he grad- 
uated from high school. But his deci- 
sion became final after the attacks of 
September 11, 2001. Like so many oth- 
ers across this Nation, he resolved on 
that day to do what he could to defend 
our Nation. He called his recruiter at 
noon on that day and said he was ready 
to sign up. 

With each passing day we hear news 
out of Iraq about brave American men 
and women who have lost their lives 
fighting there. As the toll rises, it is 
critical for us to remember that our 
soldiers overseas are each individual 
young men and women, each with their 
own families, their own reasons for 
serving, and their own stories. I have 
told one story today, but there are, 
many others. Let us do our best to 
keep those stories in mind, and let us 
keep heroes like Kevin Dempsey and 
his family in our thoughts and prayers, 
particularly as we approach the holi- 
day season. 

I offer my deepest sympathies to Cor- 
poral Dempsey’s mother, Barbara, to 
his sister Jennifer, and to all who knew 
and loved him. 

CHIEF WARRANT OFFICER WILLIAM BRENNAN 

Mr. President, I rise to pay tribute to 
CWO Brennan, a native of Bethlehem, 
CT, who was killed in Iraq last month. 
CWO Brennan died at the age of 36 
when his Bell helicopter went down 
over Baghdad on October 16, 2004. 

William Brennan came from a family 
and community steeped in military 
tradition. His father Nicholas was a 
Navy commander during the Second 
World War. His uncle was a bomber 
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pilot during World War II and the Ko- 
rean War. And his godfather was a pilot 
who served in Vietnam. 

With those influences, it comes as no 
surprise that William Brennan, known 
to his friends and family as Will, 
dreamed from a young age of flying a 
plane. It wasn’t an easy career path for 
William; in fact, the first time he ap- 
plied to Army flight school, his appli- 
cation was tossed in the garbage after 
an Army official accidentally spilled 
coffee on it. But through persistence 
and perseverance, William Brennan re- 
alized his dream. 

William Brennan’s military resume 
is one of which any soldier would be 
proud. His career in the Army spanned 
15 years. In addition to his service in 
Iraq, he served as part of the peace- 
keeping mission led by the United 
States in Bosnia. And shortly after the 
attacks of September 11th, he flew sur- 
veillance flights over New York City. 

Chief Warrant Officer Brennan was 
proud of his service, and was proud of 
his family as well. He and his wife 
Kathy, who met while they were both 
stationed at Fort Drum, New York, 
were the parents of two girls, Kaitlin 
and Cassidy. In fact, William’s greatest 
concerns leaving for Iraq were not 
about the danger he would face, but 
about the wife and daughters he was 
leaving behind. 

Next week we will be celebrating the 
holiday of Thanksgiving, and in an- 
other month, we will encounter the 
traditional winter holidays. Most of us 
will be gathering together with our 
families and giving thanks for all that 
we have. On these occasions, let us also 
remember families like William Bren- 
nan’s, who have lost loved ones over 
this past year in places like Iraq and 
Afghanistan. Let us remember them, 
and do what we can to offer them a 
helping hand, or a shoulder to cry on, 
during what is surely a difficult time of 
year. 

I offer my deepest sympathies to 
Kathy Brennan, to Kaitlin and Cassidy, 
to William’s brothers and sisters, and 
their entire family. 

LANCE CORPORAL JAMES SWAIN 

Mr. BAYH. Mr. President, I rise 
today with a heavy heart and deep 
sense of gratitude to honor the life of a 
brave young man from Kokomo, IN. 
LCpl James Swain, 20 years old, died 
on November 15th. When his unit was 
faced with determining who among 
them would go to Iraq, James volun- 
teered—a selfless choice that would 
cost him his life. James was shot while 
conducting combat operations in the 
Al Anbar province of Iraq. With his en- 
tire life before him, James risked ev- 
erything to fight for the values Ameri- 
cans hold close to our hearts, in a land 
halfway around the world. 

After graduating from Kokomo High 
School in 2002, James followed a long- 
standing family tradition by joining 
the Armed Forces. His father Dan told 
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the Kokomo Tribune that James had 
always enjoyed hearing stories of his 
days as an Army medic. However, 
James chose the path of his grand- 
father, who had also been a marine. Ac- 
cording to friends and loved ones, 
James was born to serve and had 
touched many lives with his service 
and his generous spirit. He had dreams 
of continuing to help his country by 
becoming a criminal profiler for the 
CIA or FBI. 

James was the 39th Hoosier soldier to 
be killed while serving his country in 
Operation Iraqi Freedom. He was as- 
signed to the Headquarters Battalion, 
lst Marines, Regimental Combat 
Теала-1, 1st Marine Division, Camp 
Pendleton, CA. This brave young sol- 
dier leaves behind his parents, Dan and 
Mona Swain; his grandfather, Edward 
Swain; his brother, Benjamin Swain; 
and his sisters, Mary Ann and Melissa 
Swain. 

Today, I join James' family, his 
friends, and the entire Hoosier commu- 
nity in mourning his death. While we 
struggle to bear our sorrow over this 
loss, we can also take pride in the ex- 
ample he set, bravely fighting to make 
the world a safer place. It is his cour- 
age and strength of character that peo- 
ple will remember when they think of 
James, a memory that will burn 
brightly during these continuing days 
of conflict and grief. 

James was known for his dedication 
to serving others and his love of family 
and country. When looking back on 
James’ life, Charlie Hall, a former 
coach at Kokomo High School, told the 
Kokomo Tribune, “Апу пе he tried, 
he did to the fullest. He did well. I 
think it says a lot about the quality of 
our service people if there are people 
like James serving." His high school 
principal Harold Canady remembered 
him by saying, “James was an out- 
standing young тап... The best way 
I can describe him is that he is the all- 
American boy. He chose to serve his 
country and was willing to make that 
Sacrifice." Today and always, James 
wil be remembered by family mem- 
bers, friends and fellow Hoosiers as a 
true American hero and we honor the 
sacrifice he made while dutifully serv- 
ing his country. 

As I search for words to do justice in 
honoring James’ sacrifice, I am re- 
minded of President Lincoln’s remarks 
as he addressed the families of the fall- 
en soldiers in Gettysburg: “Ме cannot 
dedicate, we cannot consecrate, we 
cannot hallow this ground. The brave 
men, living and dead, who struggled 
here, have consecrated it, far above our 
poor power to add or detract. 'The 
world will little note nor long remem- 
ber what we say here, but it can never 
forget what they did here." This state- 
ment is just as true today as it was 
nearly 150 years ago, as I am certain 
that the impact of James' actions will 
live on far longer than any record of 
these words. 
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It is my sad duty to enter the name 
of James Swain in the official record of 
the Senate for his service to this coun- 
try and for his profound commitment 
to freedom, democracy, and peace. 
When I think about this just cause in 
which we are engaged, and the unfortu- 
nate pain that comes with the loss of 
our heroes, I hope that families like 
James’ can find comfort in the words of 
the prophet Isaiah who said, ‘‘He will 
swallow up death in victory; and the 
Lord God will wipe away tears from off 
all faces." 

May God grant strength and peace to 
those who mourn, and may God be with 
all of you, as I know He is with James. 


EEE 
TRUTH IN TRIALS ACT 


Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, the 
Federal Government has a long-stand- 
ing obligation to monitor the purity, 
safety, and effectiveness of the medi- 
cines that are available to the public. 
For this reason, I would like to express 
my opposition to S. 2989, the Truth in 
Trials Act. This legislation reverses al- 
most 100 years of progress that we have 
made by undermining any scientific 
evidence about medicine and replacing 
it with popular referendums passed by 
slick ad campaigns. 

There was a time in this country 
when individuals and businesses could 
market anything as a medicine and 
make any claim for its effectiveness. 
Because of this, a flood of narcotics 
and stimulants were freely marketed 
as nostrums sold over the counter and 
through the mail. Often these ‘‘miracle 
cures" were miscellaneous concoctions 
made from unknown ingredients. In ad- 
dition, these nostrums were often ac- 
companied by endless testimonials 
from satisfied customers on how well 
these products performed. 

Thankfully, our grandparents and 
great-grandparents, who had to deal 
with these practices, woke up to the 
fraud that was being perpetrated on 
the public by these ‘‘snake-oil sales- 
теп.” These dangerous drugs were cre- 
ating a major addiction problem, and 
the unknown ingredients in these cures 
were actually doing a great deal of 
harm. In response to demands from the 
public, truth in labeling was born. 

Consumers in the early 1900s took 
steps to ban dangerous drugs to deter- 
mine what drugs had medical uses that 
could be demonstrated to be safe and 
effective. Based on this experience, the 
Pure Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act, 
FDCA, of 1906 was passed, which re- 
quired food and medicines be pure, and 
the contents of medicines be labeled. In 
1938, the FDCA was amended to add the 
requirement that all medicines be safe, 
and the Food and Drug Administration 
was created to regulate this. In 1962, 
the FDCA was further amended by the 
Harris-Kefauver amendment, which 
added an additional requirement that 
any medicine must also be effective, 
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and further required the FDA to estab- 
lish efficacy standards. 

Furthermore, a variety of laws were 
passed to deal with the distribution of 
dangerous drugs. The first of these was 
the Harrison Narcotics Control Act of 
1914. The next major piece of legisla- 
tion on drug control was the Marijuana 
Tax Act of 1997. These and other laws 
covering various types of drugs were 
replaced in 1970 when the Controlled 
Substances Act was signed into law. 
This Act further defined the process 
that a substance had to go through to 
become an acceptable medicine. In ad- 
dition, a five-tier scheduling system 
for all pharmacological substances was 
established, allowing for the catego- 
rizing of all medicines and other phar- 
macological substances based on their 
abuse potential and accepted use as a 
medicine. 

Unfortunately, this does not mean 
that we will no longer have unscrupu- 
lous business enterprises that promise 
salvation through snake-oil products. 
Over the past 60 years, the FDA has de- 
veloped a careful, proven method for 
testing and approving drugs. This proc- 
ess is the standard by which the rest of 
the world measures the safety and ef- 
fectiveness of their drug approval sys- 
tem. 

Americans today have the world’s 
safest, most effective system of med- 
ical practice, built on a process of sci- 
entific research, testing, and oversight 
that is unequaled. Every drug рге- 
scribed as medicine in this country 
must be tested according to scientif- 
ically rigorous protocols to ensure that 
it is safe and effective before it can be 
sold. 

To this date, over 15,000 scientific, 
peer-reviewed studies into the medic- 
inal value of marijuana have been pub- 
lished, and not one demonstrates that 
smoking marijuana has any medicinal 
value for any condition. In fact, there 
is medical evidence to suggest that 
marijuana may actually aggravate 
some of the conditions it is supposed 
treat. 

On top of all that, there are legal, ef- 
fective medicines that are already cur- 
rently available and meet all of the 
guidelines that have been established 
by the FDA. This includes Marinol, 
which is a legally available, FDA-ap- 
proved form of a marijuana extract 
that is currently being used as a treat- 
ment for nausea and AIDS wasting syn- 
drome. In addition, there are many 
other medicines that have been devel- 
oped and received FDA approval that 
do not have the hallucinogenic side ef- 
fects that come with smoking mari- 
juana. These are medicines that meet 
scientific standards and do not rely on 
anecdotes and testimony for valida- 
tion. 

Certainly, we all want to provide re- 
lief for people who are sick and dying, 
but smoking marijuana has not been 
scientifically proven to have any me- 
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dicinal value. By allowing patients and 
caregivers to use and provide mari- 
juana through the political process, we 
clearly bypass the safeguards estab- 
lished by the FDA to protect the public 
from dangerous or ineffective drugs. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
opposing this bill and other efforts to 
legalize marijuana. 


EE 
JUSTICE FOR ALL ACT 


Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, last 
month, the House and Senate over- 
whelmingly approved H.R. 5107, the 
Justice for All Act of 2004. This impor- 
tant criminal justice package includes 
the Innocence Protection Act, a mod- 
est and practical set of reforms aimed 
at reducing the risk of error in capital 
cases. I first introduced the IPA in 
February 2000, and as time passed, the 
bipartisan coalition in support of this 
pioneering bill grew. Capping these 
years of effort, the President has now 
signed the bill into law. 

As enacted, the Innocence Protection 
Act contains several key reforms. 
First, it ensures access to post-convic- 
tion DNA testing for those serving 
time in prison or on death row for 
crimes they did not commit. Second, it 
establishes a grant program to help de- 
fray the costs of post-conviction DNA 
testing. This program is named in 
honor of Kirk Bloodsworth, the first 
death row inmate exonerated as a re- 
sult of DNA testing. Third, the IPA es- 
tablishes rules for preserving biological 
evidence secured in the investigation 
or prosecution of a Federal offense. 
Fourth, it authorizes grants to States 
to improve the quality of legal rep- 
resentation in capital cases. Finally, it 
substantially increases the maximum 
compensation that may be awarded in 
Federal cases of wrongful conviction. 

Three weeks before the Senate ap- 
proved H.R. 5107, the Senate Judiciary 
Committee wrapped up weeks of work 
on the Senate version of the bill, S. 
1700, the Advancing Justice Through 
DNA Technology Act of 2008. The Com- 
mittee voted to approve S. 1700 by a bi- 
partisan vote of 11 to 7, but given time 
constraints and continuing negotia- 
tions, the Committee did not issue a 
report. Nor was there a conference re- 
port on the final legislation, as the 
Senate's acceptance of H.R. 5107 in sub- 
stantially the form that it passed the 
House made a House-Senate conference 
unnecessary. 

The upshot of all of this is that there 
is a substantial gap in the legislative 
history of this landmark legislation. 
As the principal author of the Inno- 
cence Protection Act, I offer the fol- 
lowing remarks to fill that gap and 
guide those who will be implementing 
and enforcing these important provi- 
sions in the future. 

I introduced S. 1700 on October 1, 
2008, together with the Chairman of the 
Judiciary Committee, Senator ORRIN 
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HATCH, and 16 additional co-sponsors. 
On the same day, the Chairman of the 
House Judiciary Committee, Rep- 
resentative JAMES SENSENBRENNER, and 
99 cosponsors introduced an identical 
measure, H.R. 3214. 

The bill moved swiftly through the 
House. On October 16, 2003, the House 
Judiciary Committee reported an 
amended version of the bill by a vote of 
28 to 1. The few changes to the bill 
were largely technical, clarifying, or 
stylistic in nature, and are described in 
the report accompanying the bill to the 
full House. None of these changes af- 
fected title III of the bill, which con- 
tained the Innocence Protection Act. 
On November 5, 2003, the House passed 
a further amended version of the bill 
by a vote of 357 to 67. This version did 
include a significant change to the 
counsel provisions in title ІП, which I 
will address shortly. 

In the Senate, the bill progressed 
more slowly. The Senate Judiciary 
Committee met in executive session on 
three occasions to consider S. 1700. At 
the first of these meetings, on July 22, 
2004, the committee adopted an amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute 
which replaced the text of S. 1700 with 
a modified version of H.R. 3214, as 
passed by the House. 

The committee continued its mark- 
up of S. 1700 on September 9, 2004. The 
only amendment offered during this 
session sought to expand on a title I 
provision regarding the national DNA 
database, and did not affect any provi- 
sion of the Innocence Protection Act. 
The committee rejected this amend- 
ment after lengthy debate and then ad- 
journed. 

The committee completed its consid- 
eration of S. 1700 on September 21, 2004. 
During this session, the committee re- 
jected a total 21 amendments, 17 of 
which pertained to the Innocence Pro- 
tection Act. 

Senator CORNYN offered two of the 
IPA-related amendments. The first pro- 
posed to replace the text of S. 1700 with 
that of S. 1828—a pared down version of 
S. 1700 that stripped out the Innocence 
Protection Act in its entirety. The sec- 
ond Cornyn amendment proposed to 
strike an entire subtitle of S. 1700 deal- 
ing with competent counsel and sub- 
stituting a different program that 
failed to require any accountability on 
the part of States accepting Federal 
money. The committee rejected both of 
these amendments by votes of 7 to 11. 

Senator KYL offered nine amend- 
ments to the IPA provisions regarding 
post-conviction DNA testing. Six of the 
amendments sought to restrict access 
to post-conviction DNA testing in the 
Federal system, as by requiring that 
any motions for such testing be filed 
within 5 years of the bill’s enactment. 
One amendment proposed to raise the 
standard for obtaining a new Federal 
trial based on exculpatory DNA evi- 
dence—instead of proving that a new 
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trial would probably result in an ac- 
quittal, a defendant would be put to 
the virtually impossible burden of 
proving that he did not commit the of- 
fense. Two of the amendments would 
have reduced the incentive for States 
to adopt post-conviction DNA testing 
procedures comparable to the Federal 
procedures. The committee rejected all 
nine amendments by a vote of 7 to 10 or 
7 to 11. 

The other six IPA amendments, also 
offered by Senator KYL, pertained to 
the IPA’s requirement that Federal au- 
thorities preserve any biological evi- 
dence secured in the investigation or 
prosecution of a Federal offense for as 
long as a defendant remained incarcer- 
ated for that offense, subject to a num- 
ber of practical and straightforward ex- 
ceptions. All six amendments would 
have relaxed this requirement to some 
degree, allowing for the premature de- 
struction of biological evidence that 
could clear the innocent and identify 
the guilty. The committee rejected all 
six amendments, most by a vote of 7 to 
11. 

Having voted down all amendments 
to the substitute amendment, the com- 
mittee approved the bill by a final vote 
of 11 to 7. Those voting in the affirma- 
tive were myself, Chairman HATCH, and 
Senators SPECTER, DEWINE, KENNEDY, 
BIDEN, KOHL, FEINSTEIN, FEINGOLD, 
SCHUMER, and DURBIN. Those voting in 
the negative were Senators GRASSLEY, 
KYL, SESSIONS, GRAHAM, CRAIG, 
CHAMBLISS, and CORNYN. 

The committee vote on September 21, 
2004, was the last action taken on 5. 
1700. As I discussed in a floor statement 
on October 7, 2004, no sooner had the 
bill been reported favorably to the full 
Senate than it was blocked by the 
same Senators who had held it up in 
Committee, buttressed by opposition 
from President Bush and Attorney 
General John Ashcroft. As a result, the 
full Senate was never afforded an op- 
portunity to consider S. 1700 as a free- 
standing bill. 

With time running out before the 
congressional adjournment, the House 
acted again. On September 22, 2004, the 
House Judiciary Committee approved 
the text of S. 1700 as part of H.R. 5107, 
a larger criminal justice package 
known as the Justice For All Act of 
2004. There followed several weeks of 
intense negotiations involving House 
and Senate sponsors of the legislation, 
the handful of hold-out Senators, and 
the Department of Justice. While no 
agreement was reached, and the De- 
partment continued to oppose the bill, 
the House made a number of changes to 
the legislation to address concerns that 
had been raised. On October 6, 2004, the 
House passed a modified version of H.R. 
5107 by a vote of 393 to 14 and sent it to 
the Senate. The Senate passed the bill 
three days later by voice vote, the 
House made a number of enrollment 
corrections the same day, and on Octo- 
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ber 30, 2004, President Bush signed the 
bill into law. 

The Justice For All Act of 2004 en- 
hances protections for victims of Fed- 
eral crimes, increases Federal re- 
sources available to State and local 
governments to combat crimes with 
DNA technology, and provides safe- 
guards to prevent wrongful convictions 
and executions. 

Title I of the bill is the Scott Camp- 
bell, Stephanie Roper, Wendy Preston, 
Louarna Gillis, and Nila Lynn Crime 
Victims’ Rights Act. The provisions of 
this title establish enhanced and en- 
forceable rights for crime victims in 
the Federal criminal justice system, 
and authorize grants to help States im- 
plement and enforce their own victims’ 
rights laws. 

Titles II and III of the bill establish 
the Debbie Smith DNA Backlog Grant 
Program, which authorizes $755 million 
over five years to address the DNA 
backlog crisis in the nation’s crime 
labs, and also creates other new grant 
programs to reduce forensic science 
backlogs, train criminal justice and 
medical personnel in the use of DNA 
evidence, and promote the use of DNA 
technology to identify missing persons. 

Title IV of the bill, the Innocence 
Protection Act, increases access to 
post-conviction DNA testing that may 
prove innocence; establishes the Kirk 
Bloodsworth program to help defray 
the cost of post-conviction DNA test- 
ing; sets rules for preserving biological 
evidence secured in Federal criminal 
cases; authorizes grants to improve the 
quality of legal representation in State 
capital cases; and increases compensa- 
tion in Federal cases of wrongful con- 
viction. 

The Innocence Protection Act re- 
flects years of work and intense nego- 
tiation. I will now discuss its key pro- 
visions in greater detail. 

Subtitle A of title IV enacts a new 
chapter in the Federal Criminal Code 
dealing with DNA testing. In little over 
a decade, some 153 people across the 
country have been exonerated by this 
remarkable technology. That number 
includes more than a dozen individuals 
who had been sentenced to death, some 
of whom came within days of being ex- 
ecuted. 

Post-conviction DNA testing does 
not merely exonerate the innocent it 
can also solve crimes and lead to the 
incarceration of very dangerous crimi- 
nals. In case after case, DNA testing 
that exculpates a wrongfully convicted 
individual also inculpates the real 
criminal. Just this year, for example, 
the  exoneration of Arthur Lee 
Whitfield in Virginia led to the identi- 
fication of another inmate, already 
serving a life sentence, as the true per- 
petrator of two rapes for which 
Whitfield had served 22 years in prison. 
Last year, DNA evidence in the case of 
Kirk Bloodsworth was matched to an- 
other man, a convicted sex offender 
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who has now pleaded guilty to the hor- 
rendous rape-murder that sent Mr. 
Bloodsworth to Maryland’s death row. 

There are still numerous prisoners 
throughout the country whose trials 
preceded modern DNA testing, or who 
did not receive pretrial testing for 
other reasons. If history is any guide, 
some of these individuals are innocent 
of any crime. 

The new chapter 228A of title 18 is de- 
signed to ensure that Federal prisoners 
with real claims of innocence can get 
DNA testing of evidence that could 
support such claims. It does this by es- 
tablishing rules for when a court shall 
order post-conviction DNA testing—to 
be codified at 18 U.S.C. § 3600—and 
rules for when the government may 
dispose of biological evidence—to be 
codified at 18 U.S.C. § 3600A. 

Under section 3600, a court shall 
order DNA testing if it may produce 
new material evidence that would raise 
a reasonable probability that the appli- 
cant did not commit the offense. This 
standard was the subject of intense ne- 
gotiations, as members recognized that 
setting the standard too low could in- 
vite frivolous applications, while set- 
ting it too high could defeat the pur- 
pose of the legislation and result in 
grave injustice. I argued that in bal- 
ancing these concerns, Congress should 
be guided by the principle that the 
criminal justice system should err on 
the side of permitting testing, in light 
of the low cost of DNA testing and the 
high cost of keeping the wrong person 
locked up. I am pleased that this view 
ultimately prevailed. 

During the final round of negotia- 
tions on H.R. 5107—after the House Ju- 
diciary Committee reported the bill, 
and before final passage by the full 
House—the standard for ordering a 
DNA test was modified in two respects. 
First, as introduced in both the House 
and the Senate, section 3600(a)(8) ap- 
peared to impose on applicants the vir- 
tually impossible burden of showing 
that a DNA test ‘‘would’’ produce new 
material evidence of innocence. Under 
section 3600(a)(8) as enacted, applicants 
need only show that a test “may” 
produce such evidence. 

Second, the same provision was 
stripped of unnecessary language to 
the effect that courts must ‘‘assume 
the DNA test result excludes the appli- 
cant" when considering whether DNA 
testing would raise à reasonable prob- 
ability that the applicant did not com- 
mit the offense. Such an assumption is 
already implicit, since à court could 
not reasonably assess the probability 
that a convicted offender was wrongly 
convicted without weighing some new 
evidence of innocence, such as à DNA 
exclusion. With or without the assump- 
tion language, the question for a court 
boils down to this: Would a DNA exclu- 
sion make it more likely than not that 
the applicant was innocent? If so, the 
court should order DNA testing, pro- 
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vided that the various technical re- 
quirements set forth in section 3600(a) 
are met. 

These requirements are simply stat- 
ed. First, the applicant must assert his 
or her innocence under penalty of per- 
jury. Second, the evidence to be tested 
must have been secured in relation to 
the investigation or prosecution of the 
offense. Third, the evidence must not 
have been previously subjected to DNA 
testing or, if it was, the applicant must 
be requesting DNA testing using a new 
method or technology that is substan- 
tially more probative than the prior 
DNA testing. If the evidence was not 
previously tested, the applicant must 
also show that he did not waive the 
right to request DNA testing of that 
evidence in a court proceeding after 
the date of enactment of the IPA, or 
knowingly fail to request DNA testing 
of that evidence in a prior motion for 
post-conviction DNA testing. A waiver 
of the right to request DNA testing 
must be knowing and voluntary, and 
will ideally be made on the record and 
inquired into by the court before it is 
accepted. 

Fourth, the evidence to be tested 
must be in the possession of the Gov- 
ernment, subject to a chain of custody, 
and retained under conditions suffi- 
cient to ensure that it was not sub- 
stituted, contaminated, tampered with, 
replaced, or altered in any material re- 
spect. Fifth, the proposed DNA testing 
must be reasonable in scope, use sci- 
entifically sound methods, and be con- 
sistent with accepted forensic prac- 
tices. Sixth, the applicant must iden- 
tify a theory of defense that is not in- 
consistent with an affirmative defense 
presented at trial, and that would es- 
tablish the applicant’s innocence. Sev- 
enth, the applicant must certify that 
he will provide a DNA sample for pur- 
poses of comparison. 

Eighth, if the applicant was con- 
victed following a trial, the identity of 
the perpetrator must have been at 
issue in the trial. If the applicant was 
convicted following a guilty plea, this 
requirement does not apply. Congress 
rightly rejected the Justice Depart- 
ment’s position that inmates who 
pleaded guilty should be ineligible for 
DNA testing in light of the many docu- 
mented cases in which defendants 
pleaded guilty to crimes they did not 
commit. Indeed, the Senate Judiciary 
Committee report in the 107th Congress 
on the Innocence Protection Act of 2002 
describes four cases in which defend- 
ants pleaded guilty to crimes they did 
not commit and were later exonerated 
by DNA tests. 

The final requirement established by 
section 3600 is that motions for post- 
conviction DNA testing be made “іп a 
timely fashion." Motions are entitled 
to a rebuttable presumption of timeli- 
ness if filed within five years of enact- 
ment of the IPA, or three years after 
the applicant’s conviction, whichever 
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is later. Thereafter, it is presumed that 
a motion is untimely, except upon good 
cause shown. As I explained in an ear- 
lier floor statement, the Justice De- 
partment has complained that the 
“good cause" exception is so broad you 
could drive a truck through it, and its 
stubborn opposition to the IPA turned 
in large part on the inclusion of this 
language. But while I agree that the 
language is broad, it is intentionally 
so; I would not agree to a presumption 
of untimeliness that could not be re- 
butted in most cases. At the same 
time, this provision should allow 
courts to deal summarily with the De- 
partment’s hypothetical bogeyman— 
the guilty prisoner who ‘‘games the 
system" by waiting until the witnesses 
against him are dead and retrial is no 
longer possible, and only then seeking 
DNA testing. 

As may be apparent from the awk- 
wardness of the legislative language, 
the rebuttable presumption language 
in section 3600 was a late and hastily- 
drafted addition to the legislation. It 
replaced a relatively generic require- 
ment that motions be filed for the pur- 
pose of demonstrating innocence, and 
not to delay the execution of the sen- 
tence of the administration of justice. 
The intention was to provide courts 
with more specific guidance on how to 
weed out frivolous motions. 

Significantly, this provision is far 
from the rigid three-year time limit 
urged by the Justice Department. In 
rejecting a time limit, Congress recog- 
nized that the need for à DNA testing 
law is not temporary. That need will 
likely diminish over time as pre-trial 
DNA testing becomes more prevalent, 
but there will always be cases that fall 
through the cracks due to a defense 
lawyer’s incompetence, a defendant's 
mental illness or mental retardation, 
or other reasons that we in Congress 
cannot and should not attempt to an- 
ticipate. Many of the individuals who 
have been exonerated by post-convic- 
tion DNA testing did not win freedom 
until many years after they were con- 
victed and could still be in prison, or 
executed, if an arbitrary limitations 
period had been applied to their re- 
quests for DNA testing. 

In addition to the requirements I 
have just described, section 3600 pro- 
vides additional disincentives to filing 
false claims or trying to “сате the 
System". Test results must be disclosed 
simultaneously to the applicant and 
the government. DNA submitted by the 
applicant will be run through the na- 
tional DNA database, which could con- 
ceivably produce a match linking the 
applicant to an unsolved crime. Pen- 
alties are established in the event that 
testing inculpates the applicant. Fur- 
ther, because an applicant’s assertion 
of innocence must be made under pen- 
alty of perjury, an applicant may be 
subject to prosecution for perjury, as 
well as for making a false statement, if 
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his assertion is later disproved. If con- 
victed, the applicant is subject to a 3- 
year prison sentence, which shall run 
consecutively to any other term of im- 
prisonment he is serving. 

Section 3600 also establishes proce- 
dures to be followed when DNA testing 
exculpates the applicant. A court shall 
grant relief if the test results, when 
considered with all the other evidence 
in the case, establish by compelling 
evidence that a new trial would result 
in an acquittal. The (compelling evi- 
dence" standard was another late addi- 
tion; earlier versions of the IPA set the 
applicant's burden at ‘‘a preponderance 
of the evidence." 'The point of the 
change, which I proposed, was to re- 
quire courts to focus on the quality of 
the evidence supporting an applicant's 
new trial motion rather than trying to 
calculate the odds of a different ver- 
dict. 

In setting the new trial standard in 
section 3600, Congress rejected the Jus- 
tice Department’s proposal, under 
which an applicant would have to 
prove, by clear and convincing evi- 
dence, that he did not commit the 
crime. That standard is substantially 
more demanding than the standard es- 
tablished for second or successive mo- 
tions filed under 28 U.S.C. § 2255 based 
on newly discovered evidence—a rem- 
edy that is already open to Federal in- 
mates with new evidence of a DNA ex- 
clusion. It would have made no sense 
for Congress to establish a more de- 
manding new trial standard for cases 
involving a new DNA test result than 
for other cases involving newly discov- 
ered evidence. To the contrary, because 
DNA testing conducted years and even 
decades after a conviction can provide 
a more reliable basis for establishing a 
correct verdict than any evidence prof- 
fered at the original trial, the standard 
should be and has appropriately been 
set a notch lower. This is consistent 
with Congress’ decision, in section 204 
of the Justice For All Act, to toll the 
statute of limitations in cases involv- 
ing DNA evidence; both provisions rec- 
ognize the unique ability of DNA test- 
ing to produce scientifically precise 
and highly probative evidence long 
after a crime has been committed. 

Let me turn now to the new evi- 
dence-retention rules enacted by the 
IPA. As a general matter, section 3600A 
requires the preservation of all biologi- 
cal evidence secured in relation to a 
Federal criminal case for as long as 
any person remains incarcerated in 
connection with that case. But biologi- 
cal evidence may be destroyed—assum- 
ing that no other law requires its pres- 
ervation—under certain limited cir- 
cumstances, including, first, if a pre- 
vious motion by the defendant for test- 
ing pursuant to section 3600 was denied 
and no appeal is pending; second, if the 
defendant knowingly and voluntarily 
waived the right to request DNA test- 
ing of the evidence in a court pro- 
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ceeding conducted after the date of en- 
actment of the IPA; and third, if the 
evidence has already been tested pursu- 
ant to section 3600 and the results in- 
cluded the defendant as the source. If 
the evidence is unusually large or 
bulky, or if it must be returned to its 
rightful owner, the government may 
remove and retain representative por- 
tions of the evidence sufficient to pre- 
serve the defendant’s rights under sec- 
tion 3600. 

Biological evidence may also be de- 
stroyed if the government notifies ev- 
eryone who remains incarcerated in 
the case that the evidence may be de- 
stroyed and no one requests DNA test- 
ing within 180 days of receiving such 
notice. It bears emphasis that this is a 
limited exception to the general rule 
favoring preservation of biological evi- 
dence. It is not anticipated, nor is it 
anyone’s intention, that prosecutors 
simply hand out standardized notices 
pursuant to section 3600A every time a 
defendant is convicted. Indeed, one of 
the final changes made to H.R. 5107 
clarified that the defendant’s convic- 
tion must be final, and the defendant 
must have exhausted all opportunities 
for direct review of the conviction, be- 
fore a section 3600A notice may be 
served. Even then, the better practice 
would be for the government to wait a 
number of years, until the destruction 
of the evidence is truly imminent, be- 
fore providing notice. 

In this regard, it should be noted that 
section 3600A does not preempt or su- 
persede any law that may require evi- 
dence, including biological evidence, to 
be preserved. Thus, if another law re- 
quires evidence to be retained for 10 
years after conviction, the government 
should wait at least that long before 
notifying the defendant that the evi- 
dence may be destroyed. 

If the notice exception becomes the 
rule—if notices are routinely served as 
soon as convictions become final, and 
evidence is routinely destroyed six 
months later—Congress will need to re- 
visit section 3600A. Having rejected any 
time limit on motions for post-convic- 
tion DNA testing, Congress should not 
allow the government to impose a de 
facto time limit of six months by rush- 
ing to destroy any evidence that could 
be the subject of a motion for post-con- 
viction DNA testing. In implementing 
section 3600A, the government should 
never lose sight of its intended pur- 
pose, which is to ensure that biological 
evidence is available to permit future 
DNA testing that may help clear the 
innocent and catch the guilty. 

The provisions I have discussed to 
this point will be codified in the Fed- 
eral Criminal Code and will have direct 
application to Federal cases and Fed- 
eral defendants only. Earlier versions 
of the IPA recognized a constitutional 
right of State prisoners to access bio- 
logical evidence held by the State for 
the purpose of DNA testing; as enacted, 
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however, the IPA contains no such pro- 
vision. This is regrettable. As Fourth 
Circuit Judge Michael Luttig con- 
cluded іп a 2002 opinion, “А right of ac- 
cess to evidence for tests which could 
prove beyond any doubt that the indi- 
vidual in fact did not commit the 
crime, is constitutionally required as a 
matter of basic fairness." An inmate’s 
interest in pursuing his freedom—and 
possibly saving his life—is surely suffi- 
cient to outweigh any governmental 
interest in withholding access to po- 
tentially exculpatory evidence. 

While taking no position on the con- 
stitutional question addressed by 
Judge Luttig, the IPA does encourage 
States that have not already done so to 
enact provisions similar to sections 
3600 and 3600A. It does this in section 
413 of subtitle A of title IV, by reserv- 
ing the total amount of funds appro- 
priated to carry out certain grant pro- 
grams authorized in the Act for States 
that have adopted reasonable proce- 
dures for providing post-conviction 
DNA testing and preserving biological 
evidence. 

It is never easy to attach strings to 
money that our States so desperately 
need, but it is necessary in this in- 
stance. Ten years after New York 
passed the nation’s first post-convic- 
tion DNA testing statute, many States 
have yet to establish a right to post- 
conviction DNA testing, and others 
have erected unjustifiably high proce- 
dural hurdles to testing. For example, 
some States provide for post-convic- 
tion DNA testing only if the inmate is 
under sentence of death, and some rely 
on arbitrary and unnecessary time lim- 
its. To quote New York Attorney Gen- 
eral Eliot Spitzer, who testified in sup- 
port of the Innocence Protection Act in 
June 2000, “DNA testing is too impor- 
tant to allow some States to offer no 
remedy to those incarcerated who may 
be innocent of the crimes for which 
they were convicted." 

The IPA affords States that accept 
the conditioned Federal funding some 
flexibility in crafting their DNA laws. 
State procedures for providing post- 
conviction DNA testing and preserving 
biological evidence need only be ‘‘com- 
parable,’’ not identical, to the Federal 
procedures in sections 3600 and 3600A. 
This means that the procedures adopt- 
ed by a State must, at a minimum, in- 
corporate the core elements of the Fed- 
eral procedures. For example, a State 
post-conviction DNA statute that cov- 
ers only death row inmates and not in- 
mates serving terms of incarceration 
would not be comparable to the Fed- 
eral procedures. Similarly, a State 
statute that included a time limit or 
any other provision that would system- 
atically deny testing to whole cat- 
egories of prisoners who would receive 
testing under the Federal procedures 
would not be comparable to those pro- 
cedures and, so, would not satisfy the 
Act. 
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When I first introduced the Inno- 
cence Protection Act in February 2000, 
only a handful of States had enacted 
post-conviction DNA testing laws. 
Today, a sizeable majority of States 
have enacted such laws, although as I 
already noted, the scope of these laws 
varies considerably. States that have 
already established a meaningful right 
to post-conviction DNA testing and 
reasonable rules for preserving biologi- 
cal evidence should not be required to 
change their laws as à condition of re- 
ceiving Federal funds, and the IPA does 
not require this. Section 418 includes à 
"grandfather clause" that should cover 
many of the States that enacted DNA 
laws before enactment of the IPA, 
making them immediately eligible for 
the conditioned grant money. Not 
every State DNA law meets the terms 
of the grandfather clause, however, and 
the Justice Department should take 
great care in scrutinizing the laws of 
any State claiming its protection. 

Post-conviction DNA testing is an es- 
sential safeguard that can save inno- 
cent lives when the trial process has 
failed to uncover the truth. But it 
would be neither just nor sensible to 
enact a law that merely expanded ac- 
cess to DNA testing. It would not be 
just because innocent people should 
not have to wait for years after trial to 
be exonerated and freed. It would not 
be sensible because society should not 
have to wait for years to know the 
truth. When innocent people are con- 
victed and the guilty are permitted to 
walk free, any meaningful reform ef- 
fort must consider the root causes of 
these wrongful convictions and take 
steps to address them. That is why sub- 
title B of title IV addresses what all 
the statistics and evidence show is the 
single most frequent cause of wrongful 
convictions inadequate defense rep- 
resentation at trial. 

Subtitle B was enacted against the 
backdrop of a shameful record of fail- 
ure by many States to provide com- 
petent lawyers to indigent defendants 
facing the death penalty. Testimony in 
both the Senate and House Judiciary 
Committees revealed that of the 38 
States that authorize capital punish- 
ment, very few have established effec- 
tive statewide systems for identifying, 
appointing and compensating com- 
petent lawyers in capital cases. 

Too often individuals facing the ulti- 
mate punishment are represented by 
lawyers who are drunk, sleeping, soon- 
to-be disbarred or just plain ineffec- 
tive. Even the best lawyers in these 
systems are hampered by inadequate 
compensation апа insufficient ге- 
sources to investigate and develop a 
meaningful defense. 

The Congress acted to remedy several 
major problems with the capital coun- 
sel appointment process. First, in 
many States the appointment of indi- 
gent counsel in criminal cases is a 
county-by-county responsibility. Un- 
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less a State legislature or court system 
adopts standards, each county is left to 
decide who is competent to represent 
criminal defendants and how much 
they should be paid. In smaller and less 
affluent counties where there is not a 
professional public defender system, 
the compensation rate for this service 
can be shockingly low and the quality 
of lawyers abysmal. This problem af- 
flicts the indigent defense system in 
general, but is more acute in capital 
cases which are more complex and time 
consuming, and where the stakes are 
higher. 

Second, in addition to the fiscal con- 
straints on individual counties there 
are political pressures that make it dif- 
ficult for well-meaning administrators 
to pay appointed lawyers a reasonable 
rate for their services. Criminal de- 
fendants are highly unpopular recipi- 
ents of government largess, and ac- 
cused murderers even less so. The 
Sixth Amendment to the U.S. Con- 
stitution requires that defendants be 
afforded effective representation at 
State expense, but efforts to invoke the 
Sixth Amendment to generate sys- 
temic change in State indigent defense 
systems have been largely unavailing. 

A third major problem is that in al- 
most all States, the appointment of 
capital defense lawyers is made by the 
trial judge rather than by an inde- 
pendent appointing authority. State 
trial judges, who are often elected of- 
ficeholders, find themselves under po- 
litical and administrative pressure to 
appoint lawyers unlikely to mount a 
vigorous, time-consuming or expensive 
defense. 

Several States—including North 
Carolina and New York have—acted in 
recent years to establish statewide sys- 
tems to deliver effective representa- 
tion. North Carolina, for example, has 
established a centralized, independent 
appointing authority known as the In- 
digent Defense Services Commission. 
The Commission appoints a statewide 
Capital Defender who is accountable to 
the Commission but not accountable to 
the judiciary or to the political 
branches of government. The Capital 
Defender compiles and maintains a ros- 
ter of private lawyers and public de- 
fenders who are qualified to try capital 
cases. The Capital Defender appoints 
two defense lawyers for each capital 
defendant. He may appoint himself and 
his staff, or he may appoint lawyers 
from the roster. The trial judge has no 
role whatsoever in the appointment of 
counsel. Congress viewed the North 
Carolina system as a national model 
for establishing an effective capital 
counsel system. 

Section 421 of the new law authorizes 
a grant program, to be administered by 
the Attorney General, to improve the 
quality of legal representation pro- 
vided to indigent defendants in State 
capital cases. Grants shall be used to 
establish, implement, or improve an ef- 
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fective system for providing competent 
legal representation in capital cases, 
but may not be used to fund represen- 
tation in specific cases. 

In earlier versions of the Innocence 
Protection Act, I had proposed to con- 
dition certain State defenses in habeas 
corpus actions on the State’s establish- 
ment of an effective system for ap- 
pointing capital counsel. In this man- 
ner, all capital States would have a 
strong incentive to improve their ap- 
pointment systems, not merely those 
States that choose to apply for Federal 
funds. While this more ambitious pro- 
posal was not adopted, it is my inten- 
tion that the grant program be admin- 
istered in a manner that ensures mean- 
ingful improvements in this vital State 
function. Congress did not create this 
program to support existing death pen- 
alty systems in the States but rather 
to leverage needed improvements. 

Under the new law, an effective sys- 
tem is one in which a public defender 
program or other entity establishes 
qualifications for attorneys who may 
be appointed to represent indigents in 
capital cases; establishes and main- 
tains a roster of qualified attorneys 
and assigns attorneys from the roster; 
trains and monitors the performance of 
such attorneys; and ensures funding for 
the full cost of competent legal rep- 
resentation by the defense team and 
any outside experts. 

The Act’s definition of an effective 
system evolved from standards devel- 
oped by the American Bar Association 
and adopted by other standard-setting 
bodies and commissions, such as the 
Constitution Project’s blue-ribbon 
commission on capital punishment. 
Ideally, the entity that identifies and 
appoints defense lawyers will be inde- 
pendent of the political branches of 
State government, as are the authori- 
ties in North Carolina and New York. 
For example, the Act explicitly states 
that sitting prosecutors may not serve 
on the appointing entity. The under- 
lying purpose of the scheme is to help 
insulate the appointment process from 
the political pressures that make it dif- 
ficult for individual trial judges to ap- 
point competent lawyers in individual 
cases. 

In the course of negotiations to pass 
the bill in the House last year, I and 
other sponsors of the bill reluctantly 
agreed to accept an amendment, now 
section 421(e)(1)(C) of the Act, that has 
come to be described as “е Texas 
carve-out." Under this provision, a 
State may qualify for a capital rep- 
resentation improvement grant if it 
has adopted and substantially complies 
with a State statutory procedure en- 
acted before this Act under which the 
trial judge is required to appoint quali- 
fied attorneys from a roster main- 
tained by a State or regional selection 
committee or similar entity. 

In fact, the ‘‘Texas carve-out" is not 
a carve-out at all. It simply acknowl- 
edges that Texas is in the process of 
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implementing a recent statewide re- 
form law, the Fair Defense Act of 2001, 
and should be permitted to continue 
that process. If Texas is awarded a Fed- 
eral grant it will still be required to 
improve its capital counsel appoint- 
ment system, but Federal authorities 
will measure those improvements 
against standards in the 2001 Texas 
law. 

Texas is not yet living up to the 
promise of the Fair Defense Act. A No- 
vember 2003 report by the Equal Jus- 
tice Center and the Texas Defender 
Service demonstrates that many Texas 
counties have failed to establish effec- 
tive roster systems for identifying 
qualified lawyers and fail to provide 
reasonable compensation to capital 
counsel. If Texas accepts Federal funds 
under this new program, it will be re- 
quired to live up to its own State 
standards, including the all-important 
requirement of reasonable compensa- 
tion. The TDS report should be a guide- 
post for needed improvements. 

It is conceivable that other States 
will qualify for consideration under 
section 421(e)(1)(C) but the provision 
should be strictly interpreted by grant 
administrators. The State law must 
have been enacted prior to enactment 
of the Innocence Protection Act, the 
trial judge must be required to make 
appointments from a roster of qualified 
lawyers, and the roster must be main- 
tained by the State, a regional selec- 
tion committee or a similar agency 
that is independent of the trial court. 
Congress was aware that the trial 
courts in many States maintain rosters 
from which lawyers may be chosen, but 
that is not the sort of rigorous quality 
control mechanism that section 
421(e)(1)(C) requires. 

States that establish an effective sys- 
tem under section 421(e)(1)(A) or (B) 
must compensate lawyers in accord- 
ance with section 421(е)(2)(Е)(11). That 
provision requires, among other things, 
that public defenders be compensated 
according to a salary scale commensu- 
rate with the salary scale of the pros- 
ecutor’s office in the jurisdiction. This 
requirement parallels the requirement 
that capital representation improve- 
ment grants are to be divided evenly 
between the defense and prosecution 
functions. In enacting the IPA, Con- 
gress generally approved of the concept 
of resource parity between the defense 
and the prosecution, a concept that is 
essential to ensuring fair trials in our 
adversarial system of justice. 

Another important requirement con- 
cerning attorney compensation appears 
in section 421(e)(2)(F)GiCI which 
states that appointed attorneys be 
compensated ‘‘for actual time and serv- 
ice, computed on an hourly basis and 
at a reasonable hourly rate in light of 
the qualifications and experience of the 
attorney and the local market for legal 
representation in cases reflecting the 
complexity and responsibility of cap- 
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ital cases." Again, this concept is 
drawn from the American Bar Associa- 
tion standards, which should be con- 
sulted by grant administrators in im- 
plementing the program. This new 
statutory requirement would clearly 
preclude a participating State from 
compensating attorneys under a flat 
fee or capped fee system, because such 
a system would not compensate the at- 
torney for “actual time and services, 
computed on an hourly basis." 

Moreover, the term “reasonable 
hourly rate" must be taken seriously 
by those who administer the new pro- 
gram. For example, there is general 
agreement among experts that the Fed- 
eral compensation rate of $125 per hour 
is reasonable in most parts of the coun- 
try. 

In my view, à State rate comparable 
to the Federal rate should be consid- 
ered "reasonable," taking into account 
differences in the cost of living in var- 
ious parts of the country. Capital cases 
are among the most complex, high 
stakes cases tried in any courthouse, 
and the lawyers who represent defend- 
ants in such cases should be paid at a 
rate comparable to that earned by 
other lawyers engaged in similarly im- 
portant litigation. 

One recent modification of section 
421 would make clear that sitting pros- 
ecutors may not be members of the ap- 
pointing authority established under 
section 421(e)(1)(B), although others 
with expertise in capital cases may 
participate. I agree that under this new 
language members of the judiciary 
may be members of the authority. On 
the other hand it would be impermis- 
sible for the appointing authority to 
delegate its authority to trial judges or 
to a group of trial judges. Such a dele- 
gation would defeat one of the central 
goals of the Act, which was to insulate 
the appointment power from the polit- 
ical and administrative pressures on 
trial judges. 

As part of the same program estab- 
lished in section 421, section 422 au- 
thorizes grants to improve the rep- 
resentation of the public in State cap- 
ital cases. Grants shall be used to de- 
sign and implement training programs 
for capital prosecutors; develop, imple- 
ment, and enforce appropriate stand- 
ards and qualifications for such pros- 
ecutors and assess their performance; 
establish programs under which pros- 
ecutors conduct a systematic review of 
cases in which a defendant is sentenced 
to death in order to identify cases in 
which post-conviction DNA testing is 
appropriate; and assist the families of 
murder victims. 

A key limitation on these prosecu- 
tion grants is that they may not be 
used “Чо fund, directly or indirectly, 
the prosecution of specific capital 
cases." Consistent with the IPA’s over- 
arching goal of ensuring that capital 
punishment is carried out in a fair and 
reliable manner, these grants should be 
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used to establish and improve systems 
within prosecutor offices to minimize 
errors and abuses that may lead to 
wrongful convictions. They may not be 
used to hire additional capital prosecu- 
tors. 

Section 423 establishes requirements 
for States applying for grants under 
this subtitle, including a long-term 
Strategy and detailed implementation 
plan that reflects consultation with 
the judiciary, the organized bar, and 
State and local prosecutor and de- 
fender organizations, and establishes as 
a priority improvement in the quality 
of trial-level representation of 
indigents charged with capital crimes 
and trial-level prosecution of capital 
crimes in order to enhance the reli- 
ability of capital trial verdicts. 

In the case of a State that relies on 
a statutory procedure described in sec- 
tion 421(e)(1)(C), the Texas-related pro- 
vision I have previously discussed, a 
State officer must certify that the 
State is in compliance with State law. 
But such a certification should not be 
considered dispositive—Federal grant 
administrators must still assess the 
State's compliance with State law. 
Thus, the certification does not obviate 
the need for the Inspector General to 
carry out an independent assessment of 
the State's compliance under section 
425(a)(3). 

Section 424 requires States receiving 
funds under this subtitle to submit an 
annual report to the Attorney General 
identifying the activities carried out 
with the funds and explaining how each 
activity complies with the terms and 
conditions of the grant. 

Section 425 directs the Inspector Gen- 
eral of the Department of Justice to 
submit periodic reports to the Attor- 
ney General evaluating the compliance 
of each State receiving funds under 
this subtitle with the terms and condi- 
tions of the grant. In conducting such 
evaluations, the Inspector General 
shall give priority to States at the 
highest risk of noncompliance. If, after 
receiving à report from the Inspector 
General, the Attorney General finds 
that a State is not in compliance, the 
Attorney General shall take a series of 
Steps to bring the State into compli- 
ance and report to Congress on the re- 
sults. 

Section 425(a)(4) provides an oppor- 
tunity for public comment during the 
Inspector General's review. This provi- 
sion is not intended to preclude a mem- 
ber of the public from seeking any 
other available legal remedy after the 
Attorney General has made a final de- 
termination of whether a State is in 
compliance with the requirements of 
the statute. 

A special rule is provided in section 
425(f) to ensure that any State relying 
on the Texas-related provision in sec- 
tion 421 is, in fact, complying with its 
own State law. Under the special rule, 
if the Inspector General determines 
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that the State is not in compliance, 
Federal funds that would have other- 
wise been available to the prosecution 
function shall be used solely for the de- 
fense function. A separate determina- 
tion by the Attorney General is not re- 
quired to trigger this special rule. 

Section 426 authorizes $75 million a 
year for 5years to carry out this sub- 
title. States receiving grants under 
this subtitle shall allocate the funds 
equally between the programs estab- 
lished in sections 421 and 422, subject to 
the special rule in section 425(f) that I 
just described. 

The Justice For All Act is the most 
significant step we have taken in many 
years to improve the quality of justice 
in this country. The reforms it enacts 
will create a fairer system of justice, 
where the problems that have sent in- 
nocent people to death row are less 
likely to occur, where the American 
people can be more certain that violent 
criminals are caught and convicted in- 
stead of the innocent people who have 
been wrongly put behind bars for their 
crimes, and where victims and their 
families can be more certain of the ac- 
curacy, and finality, of the results. 
Once again, I thank my colleagues in 
both bodies who worked hard to resolve 
conflicts and congratulate them on 
this legislative achievement. 


EE 
MORTGAGE INTEREST DEDUCTION 


Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I rise 
today to address a topic we have all 
been contemplating lately, one impor- 
tant to the American people, and one 
that I hope we will address in the 109th 
Congress, tax simplification and re- 
form. 

As we begin to put our ideas together 
to simplify Federal income taxes for 
American individuals, families and 
small businesses, we should be careful 
not to remove incentives for invest- 
ment. While many investment opportu- 
nities exist today, perhaps none pro- 
vides more benefits for individuals, 
families and communities than the 
purchase of a home. That is why we 
must continue to allow taxpayers to 
deduct the interest paid on home loans 
from their Federal income taxes. 

The mortgage interest deduction is a 
vital component of our Tax Code. After 
State taxes, it is the most common de- 
duction. The tax savings individuals 
and families receive from financing a 
home factor strongly into the eco- 
nomic decision people make to buy a 
house or apartment. In fact, studies 
have shown that the deduction is crit- 
ical to young families trying to become 
homeowners. 

According to the Mortgage Bankers 
Association, the average homeowner 
has $121,000 in net equity in their home, 
which represents half of their net 
worth. Equity in a home is not only a 
major source of household wealth, but 
it can also be leveraged to finance 
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goals such as higher education or start- 
up costs for a small business. Children 
of homeowners are better educated, 
less likely to drop out of school, and 
less likely to be arrested. For these 
reasons and more, people often tell me 
that buying their house or apartment 
is the best investment they have ever 
made for themselves and their family. 

Benefits also extend beyond the 
homeowner. Due to positive social ef- 
fects, promoting homeownership has 
been a bipartisan public policy objec- 
tive in this country since the 1930s. Re- 
gardless of income or other factors, 
homeowners are more likely to vote, a 
critical activity to the health of de- 
mocracy. Studies have shown that mu- 
nicipalities with higher homeowner- 
ship rates spend more on schools and 
streets and less on social welfare. 
Homeowners have a direct stake in the 
quality of their neighborhoods, work 
harder to make their community a 
good place to live, driving out crime, 
drugs and blight, and attracting invest- 
ment in cultural, retail and commer- 
cial development. 

Our Nation’s homeownership rate 
reached a record 69.2 percent in the sec- 
ond quarter of this year. The number of 
homeowners reached 73.4 million, the 
most ever. And for the first time, mi- 
nority homeownership rose above 50 
percent. Despite this success, however, 
homeownership opportunities are not 
equally available to everyone. For ex- 
ample, while minority homeownership 
rates have increased, Hispanics and Af- 
rican-Americans still lag significantly 
behind non-Hispanic whites and Asian- 
Americans. 

As we bring the 108th Congress to a 
close, I urge my colleagues to give 
careful thought to America’s long- 
standing tradition of encouraging 
homeownership. With prudent tax po- 
lices we can continue to help citizens 
on the path to homeownership and in 
pursuit of the American Dream. 


Ea 


TRAVEL TO THE UNITED KING- 
DOM, SERBIA AND MONTENEGRO, 
AND ITALY 


Mr. VOINOVICH. Mr. President, ear- 
lier this week, I returned from travel 
to England, Serbia and Montenegro, 
and Italy, where I joined Senator GOR- 
DON SMITH, Senator MIKE DEWINE, Sen- 
ator CHUCK GRASSLEY and Senator 
MIKE ENZI as members of the Senate 
delegation to the fall session of the 
NATO Parliamentary Assembly. 

We first spent time in London to dis- 
cuss our bilateral relationship and 
issues impacting transatlantic rela- 
tions. We met with Prime Minister 
Tony Blair and his Chief of Staff, Jona- 
than Powell. We also visited with Sec- 
retary of State for Foreign Affairs 
Jack Straw, as well as Shadow Sec- 
retary of State for Foreign Affairs Mi- 
chael Ancram and Shadow Secretary 
for International Development Alan 
Duncan. 
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I was glad to have the opportunity to 
meet with the Atlantic Partnership. 
The Atlantic Partnership is a network 
of experts from both Europe and the 
United States who are willing to use 
their influence to further European- 
American relations. The Atlantic Part- 
nership’s role is to argue for setting 
major policy decisions in the context 
of their impact on transatlantic rela- 
tions, within the context of strength- 
ening the transatlantic relationship. 

Fresh off the heels of the elections in 
the United States, British officials and 
representatives of nongovernmental or- 
ganizations were interested in dis- 
cussing the election results and the 
President’s relationship with the 
United Kingdom and the European 
Union. Some expressed concern about 
the state of these relationships, and 
they also discussed some of the unhap- 
piness in Great Britain with the war in 
Iraq. They stressed the need to work in 
greater cooperation, and indicated that 
the United States and Europe should 
look for areas where we share a com- 
mon cause to tackle issues of concern, 
such as the promotion of democracy 
and peace in the Middle East, consoli- 
dating gains in Afghanistan, and peace 
and security and a viable self-govern- 
ment in Iraq. 

With the rapidly declining health of 
Palestinian leader Yasser Arafat, we 
also spent a great deal of time dis- 
cussing the Middle East peace process 
and prospects for moving forward with 
a settlement between Israelis and Pal- 
estinians. There was general consensus 
that it is important to make progress 
in the Middle East in order to help sta- 
bilize the region. In my view, success 
in Iraq is critical to this process. 

Our time in London underscored the 
critical work that our diplomatic corps 
is doing as we move forward with ef- 
forts to promote stability and security 
in Iraq and Afghanistan, and as we con- 
tinue to fight the global war on terror. 
We must continue to place a great deal 
of emphasis on efforts to strengthen 
our transatlantic relationships. Sev- 
eral British officials made it clear that 
the country must extend the olive 
branch and put a new face on diplo- 
macy. 

Great Britain is, and will continue to 
be, a vital ally in the war against ter- 
ror, and the United States must con- 
tinue to maintain strong relations with 
the country. An important aspect of 
this relationship is a strong represent- 
ative of the United States Government 
in London. I am hopeful that the Presi- 
dent will soon appoint a new U.S. am- 
bassador to the United Kingdom, who 
will be a strong advocate for U.S. pol- 
icy and help convey to the British peo- 
ple the important work that their 
country is doing as a key ally in Iraq, 
Afghanistan and other parts of the 
world. 

I now have a better understanding of 
the United States' perception in the 
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world and our need to continue to en- 
gage with our European allies in our 
diplomatic process. As the Scottish 
poet Robert Burns wrote, “Оһ, that 
God would give us the very smallest of 
gifts, to be able to see ourselves as oth- 
ers see us." 

Following our time in London, we 
traveled to Kosovo and Serbia and 
Montenegro. We stopped in Pristina, 
where we were greeted by Phil Gold- 
berg, who is Chief of Mission of the 
U.S. Office in Pristina. We were also 
welcomed by Brigadier General Tod 
Carmony of Ohio, who serves as the 
Commander of Task Force Falcon, the 
American contingent of one of four bri- 
gades in the NATO Kosovo mission. I 
was glad to have the chance to spend 
time at Camp Bondsteel visiting with 
the nearly 1,000 members of the Ohio 
National Guard who are serving as part 
of KFOR under General Carmony's 
command. Their work is critical to the 
Security in the region. As former Gov- 
ernor of the State of Ohio, I am pleased 
that the Department of Defense has so 
much faith in the Ohio National Guard 
that they have put them in charge of 
the U.S. contingent of the KFOR mis- 
sion. 

This was my fourth visit to Kosovo 
since the end of the military campaign 
in 1999. I was particularly anxious to 
assess the situation on the ground fol- 
lowing the violence that erupted on 
March 17, 2004, which claimed 20 lives, 
displaced more than 4,000 people, in- 
cluding Kosovo Serbs, Ashkalia and 
others, and resulted in the destruction 
of more than 900 homes and 30 churches 
and monasteries belonging to the Ser- 
bian Orthodox Church—adding to the 
more than 100 churches that had al- 
ready been destroyed during the pre- 
vious five years. 

After the violence broke out, I was 
on the phone with the State Depart- 
ment, particularly Under Secretary of 
State for Political Affairs Marc Gross- 
man, demanding that the United 
States step up its efforts to stabilize 
the region. During the last several 
years, I have continued to call on U.S. 
officials and members of the inter- 
national community to enhance efforts 
in Kosovo. As the events in mid-March 
demonstrated, significant challenges 
remain. The death and destruction that 
took place was a tragic and urgent re- 
minder of the work that remains to be 
done. 

Following the violence in March, I 
urged the United States and members 
of the international community to re- 
double efforts to provide a stable and 
secure environment for all people in 
Kosovo, and I called for the resignation 
of the head of the U.N. Interim Admin- 
istration Mission in Kosovo, UNMIK, 
Harri Holkeri. We now have a new 
team in place. Soren Jessen-Petersen 
replaced Mr. Holkeri as the Head of 
UNMIK and the Special Representative 
of the U.N. Secretary General, SRSG, 
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and U.S. Ambassador Larry Rossin 
serves as his deputy. 

It has been my conclusion that 
things have not gone well in Kosovo be- 
cause members of the international 
community, including the United 
States, the United Nations, the Euro- 
pean Union, and others, have not made 
it a high priority to stabilize the long- 
term situation. This has influenced the 
performance of UNMIK and KFOR. 

As the events in March dem- 
onstrated, we must do a better job en- 
suring that KFOR has troops with the 
necessary training, equipment and au- 
thority to carry out its mission. For 
instance, at present, only 33 of the 55 
units in Kosovo are trained to provide 
crowd and riot control, the most likely 
type of violence to occur. Of those 33 
units, only 22 have the necessary equip- 
ment to use their crowd and riot con- 
trol capabilities. This must be fixed. 

It is also important that NATO work 
to remove national caveats or restric- 
tions, which determine how soldiers 
from certain countries are able to re- 
spond in times of crisis. Brigadier Gen- 
eral Carmony assured me that efforts 
are being made to remove these cave- 
ats. I have requested information on 
this matter, which I will continue to 
follow-up on in my capacity as a mem- 
ber of the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee. 

Later in the week, after we arrived in 
Venice for the NATO Parliamentary 
Assembly meeting, I also raised the re- 
moval of caveats with Ambassador 
Nick Burns, who serves as our Perma- 
nent Representative at NATO head- 
quarters in Brussels, and with NATO 
Secretary General Jaap de Ноор 
Schaeffer. It is my understanding that 
this is not only a problem in Kosovo, 
but also in Afghanistan and Iraq. If 
NATO is serious, restrictions must be 
removed and troops given the equip- 
ment they need to provide the needed 
security. 

In addition to making changes within 
KFOR, I believe it is essential that 
UNMIK work with Kosovo’s political 
leaders to ensure that the necessary 
steps are taken to secure an environ- 
ment where respect for human rights 
and the rule of law are protected. When 
I met with UNMIK representatives, I 
made it clear that things must improve 
with regard to the enforcement of U.N. 
Security Council Resolution 1244. Un- 
less we do a better job, minorities will 
continue to leave Kosovo, and the 
international community will be a wit- 
ness as Kosovo moves further away 
from becoming the free, multi-ethnic 
and democratic society that we hope 
will become a reality. 

This is not an easy process, but we 
must take a close look at how we can 
more effectively move forward іп 
Kosovo. Following the March violence, 
U.N. Secretary General Kofi Annan 
asked Norwegian Ambasador Kai Hide 
to conduct a comprehensive review of 
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the policies and practices of all actors 
in Kosovo and prepare recommenda- 
tions to move forward. Ambassador 
Eide prepared this report, which in- 
cludes several points of consideration 
for UNMIK and members of the inter- 
national community. 

In his report, Ambassador Hide rec- 
ommends prosecuting those responsible 
for the atrocities in March and com- 
pleting reconstruction of homes and 
churches. He also suggests stream- 
lining the standards process, and trans- 
ferring more authority to Kosovars. 
Further, Ambassador Hide recommends 
granting greater control over local 
areas to the Serbian minority, and he 
suggests restructuring UNMIK to en- 
sure concentration on key priorities. 
Ambassador Hide also calls on the Eu- 
ropean Union to develop an economic 
development strategy, and he suggests 
that the international community open 
a more comprehensive dialogue with 
Belgrade. Finally, Ambassador Hide 
recommends that NATO maintain the 
KFOR presence to ensure a safe and se- 
cure environment. 

In our meetings, I asked UNMIK offi- 
cials and Kosovo’s political leaders for 
their reaction to the Eide report. Gen- 
erally, the responses that I received 
were positive. As we consider ways to 
move ahead, U.S. officials and mem- 
bers of the international community 
should take a close look at the report 
prepared by Ambassador Hide and con- 
sider implementing a number of his 
recommendations. 

While in Pristina, we met with lead- 
ers from both the Kosovo Albanian and 
Kosovo Serb communities. We visited 
with President Ibrahim Rugova and 
Bajram Rexhepi, who served as prime 
minister until parliamentary elections 
were held in late October. It seems in- 
creasingly likely Mr. Rexhepi will lose 
this position as a new government is 
formed. 

I have met with Mr. Rugova and Mr. 
Rexhepi on several other occasions, in- 
cluding a visit to Kosovo in May 2002. 
At that time, I reiterated a plea that I 
made in February 2000, urging Kosovo’s 
leaders to start a new paradigm of 
peace and stability for all people in 
Kosovo. I continue to believe it is es- 
sential that minorities in Kosovo, in- 
cluding Serbs, Roma, Egyptians, 
Bosniaks, Croats, Turks, Ashkalia and 
others, are able to move about as they 
wish and live lives free from fear. As 
such, though it has been more than five 
years since the end of the NATO mili- 
tary campaign, I was very disappointed 
that President Rugova did not decry 
the destruction that took place on 
March 17th of this year. Until Kosovo’s 
minorities are protected, there cannot 
be consideration of final status for 
Kosovo. 

We also had the opportunity to visit 
with Kosovo Serb leader Oliver 
Ivanovic. Part of our conversation fo- 
cused on the results of the October par- 
liamentary elections, in which less 
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than one percent of Kosovo Serbs chose 
to cast ballots. Mr. Ivanovic attributed 
the poor turnout in part to mixed mes- 
sages from Belgrade, as well as calls for 
a boycott from the Serbian Orthodox 
Church. Many Kosovo Serbs chose to 
boycott the elections because they feel 
their lives have not improved by par- 
ticipating in the political process. 
However, I believe it is crucial that 
they re-engage, and I encouraged them 
to get back into the government, take 
the two seats promised in cabinet, and 
work to improve the situation for 
Kosovo’s minorities. 

I also encouraged Kosovo Serbs to 
work with Kosovo Albanian leaders and 
members of the international commu- 
nity to move forward with the recon- 
struction of churches and monasteries 
damaged or destroyed in March. The 
Provisional Institutions of Self-Gov- 
ernment have committed 4.2 million 
for this purpose. However, the Serbian 
Orthodox Church has withdrawn from 
the commission charged with the re- 
construction of religious sites. 

I believe it is important that the Ser- 
bian Orthodox Church work with polit- 
ical leaders in Kosovo to find à way 
forward that is acceptable to all par- 
ties to repair and rebuild cultural and 
religious sites. If this does not happen, 
it will seriously undermine efforts to 
move toward a lasting, sustainable 
peace in Kosovo. 

In summary, from all of our discus- 
sions in Kosovo, as well as our con- 
versations in Belgrade, it was clear 
that the question of Kosovo's final sta- 
tus is on everyone's mind. Kosovo А1- 
banian leaders call for immediate inde- 
pendence, while Kosovo Serb leaders 
argue that this is impossible given the 
current situation for minorities in the 
province. Political leaders in Belgrade 
maintain that Kosovo remains a part 
of Serbia and Montenegro, while varied 
opinions exist among members of the 
international community. Despite dif- 
ferent points of view, it is evident that 
there is a long road ahead as we look to 
guarantee security and stability for all 
people in Kosovo. Until minorities are 
protected, I believe it is very difficult 
to answer questions about Kosovo's 
final status. 

Following our time in Kosovo, we 
traveled to Belgrade, where we met 
with U.S. Ambassador Michael Polt, 
Serbian President Boris Tadic, Serbian 
Prime Minister Vojislav Kostunica, 
President of Serbia and Montenegro 
Svetozar Marovic, Foreign Minister of 
Serbia and Montenegro Vuk Draskovic, 
Serbia and Montenegro’s Minister of 
Defense Prvoslav Davinic, and Serbia 
and Montenegro’s Minister for Human 
and Minority Rights Rasim Ljajic. 

We had good conversations regarding 
positive developments in Serbia and 
Montenegro that have taken place dur- 
ing the more than four years since Ser- 
bian voters went to the polls and re- 
moved Slobodan Milosevic from power 
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in October 2000. Since that time, there 
has been considerable progress. We 
have worked with the Paris Club to ne- 
gotiate favorable terms on debt relief 
for Serbia and Montenegro. The United 
States has extended normal trade rela- 
tions (NTR), and we have continued to 
cultivate relations between  Wash- 
ington and Belgrade. 

Additionally, along with my col- 
leagues, I was thrilled to see Boris 
Tadic’s clear victory on June 27, 2004 to 
Serve as the next President of Serbia. 
The significance of this development 
cannot be overstated. Voters in Serbia 
embraced democratic reform and Euro- 
pean integration and rejected nation- 
alism that has for too long marred the 
past. It remains my sincere hope that 
this is a sign of things to come in Ser- 
bia and Montenegro. 

However, it is clear that challenges 
remain. Perhaps highest among them 
is cooperation with the International 
Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugo- 
slavia (ICTY). We made clear to Prime 
Minister Kostunica that he must take 
a leadership role to ensure that in- 
dicted war criminal Ratko Mladic and 
others are behind bars at The Hague. 
This is essential if Serbia and Monte- 
negro hopes to move toward Europe’s 
democratic institutions, including the 
European Union. It is also critical if 
Serbia and Montenegro chooses to join 
NATO’s Partnership for Peace. 

I have been urging Vojislav 
Kostunica to further cooperation with 
the War Crimes Tribunal since he be- 
came President of Serbia in October 
2000, and I continue to call on him to 
take action on this matter in his ca- 
pacity as Serbia’s Prime Minister. 
Thankfully, there are those in Serbia, 
including President Tadic, Foreign 
Minister Draskovic and others, who un- 
derstand the importance of ICTY co- 
operation and are trying to make the 
case to the Serbian people. I am hope- 
ful that they will prevail in the end, 
and Serbia and Montenegro will move 
toward European integration. 

On a more positive note, I was glad 
to hear that economy is slowly improv- 
ing. This was underscored by the Presi- 
dent of the American Chamber of Com- 
merce of Serbia and Montenegro. This 
is important to the Serbian people, and 
it will also help to further democratic 
reforms in the country. 

I was also inspired by the good work 
of nongovernmental organizations, 
such as the German Marshall Fund’s 
Balkan Trust for Democracy, as well as 
the charitable work that is being done 
by Crown Prince Alexander and Crown 
Princess Katherine. 

During my time in Belgrade, I con- 
tinued to be encouraged by the forward 
thinking of President Boris Tadic and 
his advisors, who ran on a platform of 
democratic reform and European inte- 
gration. This is the type of agenda that 
will help to ensure a stable, secure and 
prosperous future for the people of Ser- 
bia and Montenegro. 
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We concluded our travel in Venice, 
Italy for the fall session of the NATO 
Parliamentary Assembly. In my view, 
this is an important forum where legis- 
lators and parliamentarians from 
NATO member and partner countries 
gather to discuss transatlantic issues. I 
have regularly attended these meet- 
ings, and I serve as Vice Chairman of 
the Assembly’s Political Committee. 

Our participation in the session was 
limited to the first two days, as we had 
to return to Washington for work in 
the Senate for the conclusion of the 
108th Congress. However, we had two 
solid days of work, including meetings 
with our Permanent Representative to 
NATO, Ambassador Nick Burns, and 
NATO Secretary General Jaap de Hoop 
Schaeffer. We discussed a number of 
issues impacting the NATO Alliance, 
including NATO’s role in Afghanistan 
and Iraq, the capabilities and contribu- 
tions of NATO allies, and the NATO 
Response Force, among other things. 

In celebration of its 50th anniversary, 
the NATO Parliamentary Assembly 
convened a special plenary session with 
the North Atlantic Council. NATO Sec- 
retary General de Hoop Schaeffer deliv- 
ered an impressive speech, in which he 
challenged delegates to the meeting to 
encourage their respective constitu- 
encies to enhance participation in 
NATO as the Alliance looks to meet 
new challenges in Afghanistan, Iraq 
and the war against terrorism. 

As our meeting demonstrated, the 
NATO Alliance remains strong. NATO 
is playing a critical role in efforts to 
promote stability and security іп Af- 
ghanistan. Many soldiers from our 
NATO allies are standing alongside 
American forces in Iraq, and other 
NATO members are providing training 
for Iraqi security forces. Moreover, 
NATO remains integral to  peace- 
keeping missions in the Balkans. 

That being said, it is clear that chal- 
lenges remain as the Alliance reviews 
its role in Afghanistan and Iraq and 
the broader war against terrorism, and 
it is important that we remain engaged 
and active to help meet these chal- 
lenges. 


— € 


THE NISEI INTELLIGENCE WAR 
AGAINST JAPAN 


Mr. AKAKA. Mr. President, the 
World War II war against Japan has 
been described in John Dower's book 
“War Without Mercy" as the most sav- 
age, bitterly fought racial war in his- 
tory. Caught in between this epic 
struggle as innocent victims were the 
Nisei, American citizens of Japanese 
ancestry, who were neither accepted 
nor trusted by both America and 
Japan. The widespread question and 
doubt as to their loyalty to America 
extended to grave uncertainty of 
whether the Nisei would be willing to 
fight against an enemy of their same 
ancestry. This calls for the telling of 
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the little-known story that there were 
over 6,000 Nisei who more than will- 
ingly and resolutely fought against the 
Japanese enemy during World War II as 
military intelligence linguists serving 
in the American and Allied forces. 
Briefly, this is that story. 

As the probability of war against 
Japan mounted in the summer of 1941, 
the U.S. War Department realized its 
deficiencies in the intelligence oper- 
ations against Japan. The Military In- 
telligence Service Language School, 
MISLS, was hastily authorized and cre- 
ated to train linguists skilled in inter- 
pretation, translation and interroga- 
tion in the Japanese language, estab- 
lished at the Fourth Army Intelligence 
School located at Crissey Field, Pre- 
sidio of San Francisco. With a meager 
budget of $2,000 and an initial enroll- 
ment of 60 students, the first classes 
commenced their studies of military 
Japanese on November 1, 1941, a scant 5 
weeks before the Pearl Harbor attack 
by Japan. After a grueling 6 months of 
training, only 45 of the initial enroll- 
ment of 60 students survived to grad- 
uate in May 1942, 35 of whom were im- 
mediately assigned and deployed out to 
the Alaskan and Guadalcanal cam- 
paigns. 

From the outset the Army recognized 
that the American Nisei possessed the 
best qualifications, competence and po- 
tential for Japanese intelligence spe- 
cialist training, yet harbored grave 
doubts about the Nisei’s loyalty to 
America. Soon news came back from 
the field of vast sources of new Japa- 
nese intelligence uncovered by a pio- 
neer linguist team lead by Captain 
John Burden of Hawaii in the battle of 
Guadalcanal, and field commanders 
began flooding the MISLS with de- 
mands for more Nisei linguists. The 
need to meet this surging demand for 
Japanese language linguists led the 
MISLS in December 1942 to recruit 58 
Nisei from the 100th Battalion then 
training at Camp McCoy, Wisconsin, to 
secure the transfer of 250 Nisei from 
the 442nd Regimental Combat Team, 
RCT, at Camp Shelby, Mississippi, to 
scour the 10 relocation camps to re- 
cruit MIS students from behind their 
barbed wire enclosures, and to conduct 
two recruiting trips to Hawaii in June 
1943 and February 1944 to enlist over 
500 Hawaii Nisei for intelligence train- 
ing at MISLS. 

With the forced evacuation of 110,000 
Japanese from the West Coast under 
Executive Order 9066 in the spring of 
1942, the MISLS was transferred to 
Camp Savage, Minnesota where it con- 
tinued to recruit, train and graduate 
successive classes of Japanese linguist 
specialists at roughly six month inter- 
vals totaling some 1,600 graduates. The 
ever-increasing enrollment overtaxed 
the facilities at Camp Savage forcing 
the MISLS to move to larger facilities 
at nearby Fort Snelling in the spring of 
1944. Here, classes training WAC stu- 
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dents, oral language training and occu- 
pation civil affairs administration were 
added to the curriculum. By V-J Day 
in August 1945, 10 classes had been 
trained and graduated from MISLS at 
Camp Savage and Fort Snelling and an- 
other 3,000 students were enrolled and 
learning Japanese at the Snelling fa- 
cilities at that time. In all, during its 
history MISLS trained and graduated 
6,000 students for combat and occupa- 
tional duty against Japan in World 
War II. In June 1946, MISLS was then 
moved to the Presidio at Monterey, 
California and was renamed the De- 
fense Language Institute where it 
teaches over 25 languages in the mili- 
tary intelligence field. 

MISLS graduates served in every 
combat theater and engaged in every 
major battle fought against Japan dur- 
ing World War II. Nisei linguists were 
assigned to and served with the United 
States Army, Navy, Marine Corps and 
Air Force, as well as with British, Aus- 
tralian, New Zealand, Canadian, Chi- 
nese, and Indian combat units fighting 
on all fronts against the Japanese. 
Trained for duties as interrogators, in- 
terpreters and translators, cave 
flushers, radio interceptors, radio an- 
nouncers and propaganda writers, the 
MIS graduates served as ‘һе intel- 
ligence eyes and ears" of American and 
Allied Forces in the war against Japan. 
The Nisei linguists were sent out to 
serve in every battle front where war 
was being waged against the Japanese 
enemy. 

South Pacific Command: Com- 
mencing in May 1942 Nisei linguist 
teams were sent out from Admiral Hal- 
sey’s command headquarters in New 
Caledonia to participate in the battle 
for Guadalcanal where Japan suffered 
its first defeat, in the invasion of New 
Georgia and Bougainville and in the 
encirclement and cut off of Rabaul, 
New Britain to neutralize Japan’s main 
Pacific stronghold. In April 1948, lin- 
guist Harold Fudenna intercepted and 
translated a Japanese radio message 
which outlined the schedule of Admiral 
Isoroku Yamamoto’s inspection trip to 
Bougainville. American P-38 fighters 
flown out of Guadalcanal intercepted 
and shot down Yamamoto’s plane over 
Bougainville. General McArthur de- 
scribed this incident as ‘‘one of the sin- 
gularly most significant actions of the 
Pacific War." 

Southwest Pacific Command: In July 
1942 General McArthur established the 
Allied Translator and Interpreter Sec- 
tion, ATIS, of his Intelligence Division 
in Melbourne, Australia to become the 
largest military intelligence center to 
wage the tactical war against Japan. 
Throughout its history over 3,000 Nisei 
linguists served with ATIS, translating 
over 350,000 captured Japanese docu- 
ments and interrogating more than 
10,000 Japanese POWs. Nisei language 
teams were assigned to and partici- 
pated in the two-year campaign of jun- 
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gle warfare along the east and northern 
coast of New Guinea and Borneo, in- 
vading and defeating Japanese defenses 
along the way. The Nisei were part of 
the invasion of the Philippines in Octo- 
ber 1944 where General McArthur made 
his triumphal “Т have returned" land- 
ing at Leyte. In March 1944, the “7” 
Plan containing Japan’s total defense 
strategy for the Western Pacific fell 
into American hands following the 
fatal crash of Admiral Koga in the 
Philippines. The document was rushed 
to ATIS in Australia where two Nisei, 
Yoshikazu Yamada and George 
“Sankey” Yamashiro, translated the 
өй” Plan, and copies were distributed 
to every command in the U.S. Navy. 

When the invasion of the Marianas 
Islands began in June 1944, the 
counterattacking Japanese aircraft 
were virtually wiped out by U.S. Navy 
carrier planes in “Тһе Great Marianas 
Turkey Shoot" by virtue of the prior 
knowledge of Japanese strategy con- 
tained in the “Z” Plan. 

Southeast Asia Command. (CBI 'The- 
ater): Nisei linguists joined British, In- 
dian, Chinese and U.S. forces in the 
China-Burma-India Theater to drive 
Japanese invaders out of Burma and to 
reestablish the Burma Road supply 
lines to China. They were part of the 
two ground forces in Burma, the 
Merrill’s Marauders and Mars Task 
Force, performed guerrilla tactics be- 
hind the enemy lines with the OSS De- 
tachment 101, provided radio intercept 
work for the 10th Army Air force, 
manned the Southeast Asia Translator 
& Interrogation Center, SEATIC, in 
New Delhi, India, made propaganda 
broadcasts for the Office of War Infor- 
mation, and were leased out to the 
British forces fighting in southern 
Burma. In China, Nisei MIS performed 
intelligence services for the ‘‘Dixie 
Mission" to Communist China Head- 
quarters at Yenan and OSS Detach- 
ment 202 in Kunming, and fought with 
Chiang Kai Shek's Forces against the 
Japanese in southwestern China. 

Central Pacific Command: Admiral 
Nimitz organized the Joint Intel- 
ligence Center Pacific Ocean Area 
(JICPOA) operating out of Pearl Har- 
bor, staffed by hundreds of Nisei trans- 
lator/interrogators who were assigned 
out to serve with the U.S. Army, Navy, 
Marine and Air Force units waging the 
Pacific War against Japan. Nisei par- 
ticipated in the amphibious landings 
and land battles of the Marine Corps to 
capture Tarawa, Makin, Kwajalein and 
Eniwetok and were part of Marine and 
Army attacking units invading and 
capturing Saipan, Iwo Jima and Oki- 
nawa. Nisei radio interceptors flew as 
crews on U.S. Air Force bombing mis- 
sions over the Japanese mainland. 
With their language skills they called 
into caves at Saipan, Iwo Jima and 
Okinawa to persuade hundreds of Japa- 
nese soldiers and civilian natives to 
surrender and save their lives without 
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needless mortality. T/Sgt Hoichi Kubo 
assigned to the U.S. 27th Division en- 
tered a cliffside cave alone at Saipan to 
face 9 armed Japanese soldiers to suc- 
cessfully persuade them not only to re- 
lease the 120 civilians held captive 
there but for the soldiers themselves to 
surrender. Kubo was awarded the Dis- 
tinguished Service Cross, the highest 
decoration received by any Nisei in the 
Pacific War. Nisei linguists attached to 
the front line of American invading 
forces not only assumed the normal 
hazards of combat but also faced the 
additional danger of being mistaken 
for an enemy Jap and shot at by their 
own troops, so they were assigned per- 
sonal bodyguards at their sides at all 
times! 

Japan’s Surrender and Occupation: 
With the atomic bombing of Hiroshima 
and Nagasaki, Japan accepted the 
terms of the Potsdam Declaration and 
surrendered on August 15, 1945. OSS 
Nisei like Fumio Kido, Dick Hamada 
and Ralph Yempuku parachuted down 
into Japanese POW prison camps at 
Hankow, Mukden, Peiping and Hainan 
as interpreters on mercy missions to 
liberate American and Allied prisoners. 

Over 5,000 Nisei served as the vital 
link between General MacArthur’s Oc- 
cupational headquarters and the Japa- 
nese people during the seven year occu- 
pation of Japan, contributing to the 
promotion of peaceful and harmonious 
relationships between occupation 
forces and Japanese citizens. Nisei 
were part of military government of- 
fices established all over Japan to en- 
sure proper implementation of occupa- 
tional policies, interpreting the direc- 
tives and verifying that local govern- 
ments carried them out. Nisei but- 
tressed U.S. Army Counter Intelligence 
Corps efforts to detect and prevent sub- 
versive activities against Occupation 
Forces, screened hundreds of thousands 
of Japanese soldiers repatriating back 
to Japan against communist influ- 
ences, helped design the Land Reform 
Law, and provided vital translator/in- 
terpreter services at the War Crimes 
Trials against Japanese war criminals. 
Nisei participated in every major as- 
signment covering military govern- 
ment, disarmament, civil affairs and 
intelligence and helped to frame the 
new Japanese Constitution which 
pledged that Japan would ‘‘forever re- 
nounce war as a sovereign right of the 
nation." A personal assessment of the 
Nisei's role in the occupation is stated 
by Harry Fukuhara, a combat veteran 
of the Southwest Pacific campaign and 
himself à member of the occupation 
forces, thusly: “Тһе role of the Mili- 
tary Intelligence Personnel during the 
Occupation of Japan also was very im- 
portant in assisting the rapid recovery 
that helped Japan to be accepted back 
into the family of nations. Nisei sol- 
diers, with their language fluency and 
knowledge of Japanese culture and cus- 
toms, bridged the gap between U.S. 
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forces and the Japanese government. 
This was one of the key elements con- 
tributing to the recovery of war-torn 
Japan, its people and economy. Nisei 
efforts also laid the groundwork for the 


bilateral relationships that exists 
today between the United States and 
Japan." 


Summary: Such in brief is the story 
of the Nisei MIS linguist, America's 
little known ‘‘secret weapon" against 
Japan during World War II. Their story 
is little known because their identity 
and their work was conducted under 
the strictest security and secrecy and 
their vital role in waging the success- 
ful intelligence war against Japan re- 
mained classified for until over 30 
years after the War. Their role was 
considered indispensable because they 
possessed and employed the most effec- 
tive weapon knowledge to be able to 
comprehend and pierce the enemy’s 
complex, difficult language and their 
services contributed tremendously to 
the Allied victory. General MacArthur 
stated that ‘‘Never in military history 
did any army know so much about the 
enemy prior to actual engagement." 
On April 1, 2000, the President of the 
United States bestowed upon the Nisei 
MIS the Presidential Unit Citation, the 
highest honor that can be awarded to 
any military unit. The major part of 
the citations reads: 

The key contributions made by the mem- 
bers of the Military Intelligence Service in 
providing valuable intelligence on military 
targets helped advance the United States 
and Allied cause during World War II and un- 
doubtedly saved countless lives and hastened 
the end of the war. The significant achieve- 
ments accomplished by the faithful and dedi- 
cated service of the linguistic-intelligence 
Specialist graduates of the Military Intel- 
ligence Service will never be forgotten by 
our grateful nation. Their unconquerable 
sprit and gallant deeds under fire in the face 
of superior odds, and their self-sacrificing de- 
votion to duty are worthy of the highest 
emulation. 

The Nisei served with distinction and 
honor; not a single case of subversion 
or disloyalty was ever charged against 
them. Little is known that nineteen 
Nisei gave up their lives in the line of 
duty in the Pacific War. They convinc- 
ingly proved that Japanese Americans 
were more than willing and able to 
fight against an enemy of their own 
race, and validated the truism ‘‘Ameri- 
canism is not, and never was, a matter 
of race or ancestry. Americanism is a 
matter of the mind and heart." 


EE 


MULTIVITAMIN USE 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, over the 
last several years, a significant and 
growing body of scientific research has 
emerged detailing the important role 
micronutrients play in the prevention 
of many types of chronic disease. 

While the science supporting optimal 
nutrition for disease prevention has 
grown, the average American’s diet has 
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progressively gotten worse. As we have 
heard so often, a large percentage of 
Americans do not eat the right mix of 
foods to meet the Government’s RDIs— 
or recommended daily intakes. 

Our top nutrition priority should be 
getting people to eat a more varied, 
balanced diet. However, there is a sim- 
ple and inexpensive way to help Ameri- 
cans get many of the micronutrients 
they need—encourage the use of a daily 
multivitamin. Multivitamins—as a 
complement to a healthy diet—are a 
simple, safe and cost-effective preven- 
tive measure. 

Indeed, several recent studies have 
shown their efficacy. For example, in 
June 2002, an article published in the 
Journal of the American Medical Asso- 
ciation recommended that all Ameri- 
cans take a multivitamin daily to help 
prevent chronic diseases such as heart 
disease, cancer and osteoporosis. A 
year late, the Journal of Nutrition pub- 
lished the results of the Stockholm 
Heart Study, which showed that the 
use of multivitamins may aid in the 
prevention of heart attacks. 

In March, a study published in the 
Annals of Internal Medicine found that 
multivitamin use decreased the risk of 
infection for people with diabetes. And 
the science continues to mount dem- 
onstrating the potential of daily multi- 
vitamin use which can have a whole 
range of benefits. These include reduc- 
ing the incidence of neural tube defects 
by 50 percent or more, decreasing the 
number of sick days in the elderly due 
to infectious illnesses by up to 50 per- 
cent, delaying or avoiding more than 20 
percent of hip fractures caused by 
osteoporosis, delaying the onset of 
cataracts and age-related macular de- 
generation, reducing the incidence of 
heart disease, stroke and possibly Alz- 
heimer’s, and protecting against some 
types of cancer. 

Additionally, I would like to recog- 
nize a study that was commissioned by 
Wyeth Consumer Healthcare and con- 
ducted by The Lewin Group. The study 
examined the potential cost savings— 
within the Medicare health care 
model—that could occur if more of our 
aging population took a daily multi- 
vitamin. This study also served as a 
means for evaluating the impact daily 
multivitamin use can have on preven- 
tive health, particularly in the areas of 
cardiovascular disease and immune 
function. The results of the study indi- 
cate that increased multivitamin use 
by adults over 65 could result in an es- 
timated savings to Medicare of more 
than $1.6 billion over a 5-year period. 

Research shows that a significant 
number of elderly in our country do 
not receive proper amounts of essential 
vitamins, minerals and other nutri- 
ents, making them more vulnerable to 
disease and infection. By adding a 
multivitamin to their diets, seniors— 
and all Americans—can help ensure 
they get the nutrients they need to 
stay healthy. 
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While it is always prudent for an in- 
dividual to take supplements in close 
consultation with his or her health 
care advisers, it is obvious from the re- 
search that dietary supplements con- 
tinue to have important health care 
benefits for consumers and policy- 
makers alike. 

Iask unanimous consent that the at- 
tached release outlining the Lewin 
study printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

NEW STUDY FINDS INCREASED MULTIVITAMIN 

USE BY THE ELDERLY COULD SAVE MEDI- 

CARE $1.6 BILLION 


WASHINGTON, Oct. 2, 2003.—The results of a 
new study released today show that the daily 
use of a multivitamin by older adults could 
lead to more than $1.6 billion in Medicare 
savings over the next five years. The study, 
funded by Wyeth Consumer Healthcare and 
conducted by The Lewin Group, was pre- 
sented at ‘‘Multivitamins and Public Health: 
Exploring the Evidence," a meeting which 
brought together leading experts from gov- 
ernment agencies, top research universities 
and health advocacy organizations to exam- 
ine the current science supporting daily 
multivitamin use and help chart the course 
for future research. 

The study, the first of its kind, included a 
systematic literature review of the most rig- 
orous research available and examined the 
health effects of multivitamin use among 
adults over 65 years old. The researchers 
used an analysis of Medicare claims files and 
widely accepted Congressional Budget Office 
(CBO) cost accounting methods to determine 
the costs and potential savings, monetizing 
the potential preventive health benefits of 
multivitamin supplementation. 

“We were able to identify significant cost 
savings based on improved immune func- 
tioning and a reduction in the relative risk 
of coronary artery disease through providing 
a daily multivitamin to the 65 and over pop- 
ulation," said Allen Dobson, Ph.D., senior 
vice president and director of Healthcare Fi- 
nance at The Lewin Group. “Іп my ехрегі- 
ence, finding any cost savings for preventive 
measures is unusual and finding cost savings 
of this magnitude is very rare. 

Over the five-year period from 2004-2008, 
the study results show potential savings 
from a reduction in hospitalizations for 
heart attacks, as well as from a reduction in 
hospitalizations, Medicare nursing home 
stays and home healthcare associated with 
infection. 

While the evidence most strongly supports 
the beneficial effects of multivitamins in im- 
proved immune functioning and a reduction 
in the relative risk of heart disease, re- 
searchers also reviewed literature that ex- 
amined the preventive benefits of multi- 
vitamin supplementation as it relates to 
colorectal cancer, prostate cancer, diabetes 
and osteoporosis. These other conditions 
were not included in the cost estimation, 
however, because the research currently 
available in these areas did not support a di- 
rect translation from health effect to re- 
duced heath care utilization within a health 
insurance framework. 

These disease states, along with a wide 
range of additional topics, were among the 
themes at the Multivitamins and Public 
Health: Exploring the Evidence meeting yes- 
terday. The invited panel of multidisci- 
plinary thought leaders reviewed the current 
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state of the science and discussed the role 
multivitamins play in reducing the risk of 
developing chronic disease, as well as their 
role in immunity and public health. They 
came to the following conclusions: 

Most Americans do not get optimal 
amounts of key micronutrients through diet 
alone, despite the evidence that poor nutri- 
tional status increases the risk of birth de- 
fects, and infectious and chronic disease; 

Daily multivitamins should ре rec- 
ommended to help close this nutritional gap; 

Multivitamins are safe, affordable, cost-ef- 
fective and accessible; 

There is promising evidence supporting 
multivitamin use for the prevention of some 
chronic diseases such as cardiovascular dis- 
ease, making it prudent to recommend that 
all adults take a daily multivitamin. 

“Despite our efforts to maintain a healthy 
diet, research indicates most of us fall short 
of getting the vitamins and minerals we 
пеей,” said David Heber, M.D., Ph.D., direc- 
tor of the UCLA Center for Human Nutrition 
and a co-chair of Multivitamins and Public 
Health. “А daily multivitamin is a simple 
and cost-effective way to help ensure good 
health." 

“The current research indicates that 
multivitamins can help protect against the 
cell damage that makes us vulnerable to the 
development of many diseases common 
among older adults," said meeting co-chair 
Jeffrey Blumberg, Ph.D., a professor in the 
Friedman School of Nutrition Science and 
Policy at Tufts University. ‘‘Multivitamins 
are a safe and effective tool for the pro- 
motion of health and prevention of chronic 
disease." 

Multivitamins and Public Health: Explor- 
ing the Evidence, à two-day meeting held Oc- 
tober 1-2, 2003, in Washington, D.C., brought 
together leading health and nutrition ex- 
perts from government agencies, top re- 
Search universities and health advocacy or- 
ganizations to examine the state of the 
Science supporting daily multivitamin use 
and help chart the course for future re- 
search. The meeting was co-sponsored by the 
Gerald J. and Dorothy R. Friedman School 
of Nutrition Science and Policy at Tufts Uni- 
versity and the UCLA Center for Human Nu- 
trition and was supported by a grant from 
Wyeth Consumer Healthcare. 

The Lewin Group, a wholly owned sub- 
sidiary of Quintiles Transnational, is a na- 
tionally recognized health care and human 
services consulting firm in Falls Church, Va. 
The firm specializes in helping public and 
private sector clients solve complex prob- 
lems in healthcare and human services with 
policy analysis, research and consulting. 


EE 
MISSED OPPORTUNITIES 


Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, as we near 
the end of the 108th Congress, I must 
express my disappointment that this 
Congress has failed to pass sensible gun 
safety legislation. By ignoring these 
bills we are missing opportunities to 
increase the security of our families, 
communities, and particularly our po- 
lice officers. 

The greatest of these missed opportu- 
nities has been the failure to reauthor- 
ize the 1994 Assault Weapons Ban. On 
September 18, 2004 this legislation ex- 
pired, allowing 19 previously banned as- 
sault weapons, as well as firearms that 
can accept detachable magazines and 
have more than one of several specific 
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military features, such as a folding/ 
telescoping stock, protruding pistol 
grip, bayonet mount, threaded muzzle 
or flash suppressor, barrel shroud or 
grenade launcher to be legally sold 
again. Common sense tells из that 
there is no reason for civilians to have 
easy access to guns with these fea- 
tures. 

Earlier this year, I joined with the 
majority of my Senate colleagues in 
passing an amendment to reauthorize 
the assault weapons ban for another 10 
years. However, the bill to which it was 
attached was later derailed. Despite 
the overwhelming support of the law 
enforcement community, the ongoing 
threat of terrorism, bipartisan support 
in the Senate, and the pleas of Ameri- 
cans who have already lost loved ones 
to assault weapons tragedies, the ban 
was allowed to expire, as the President 
and the Republican congressional lead- 
ership were unwilling to act. 

We also missed the opportunity to 
close the gun show loophole. Under 
current law, when an individual buys a 
handgun from a licensed dealer, there 
are Federal requirements for a back- 
ground check to insure that the pur- 
chaser is not prohibited by law from 
purchasing or possessing a firearm. 
However, this is not the case for all 
gun purchases. For example, when an 
individual wants to buy a handgun 
from another private citizen who is not 
a licensed gun dealer, there is no re- 
quirement that the seller ensure the 
purchaser is not in a prohibited cat- 
egory. This creates a loophole in the 
law, making it easy for criminals, ter- 
rorists, and other prohibited buyers to 
evade background checks and buy guns 
from private citizens. This loophole 
creates a gateway to the illegal market 
because criminals know they will not 
be subject to a background check when 
purchasing from another private cit- 
izen even at a gun show. 

I cosponsored an amendment offered 
by Senators REED and MCCAIN which 
would have closed the gun show loop- 
hole because I believe it is a critical 
change needed to prevent guns from 
getting into the hands of criminals and 
other ineligible buyers. This amend- 
ment would have simply applied exist- 
ing law governing background checks 
to individuals buying firearms at gun 
shows. Like the amendment to reau- 
thorize the assault weapons ban, the 
bill to which the amendment was at- 
tached was later defeated, and despite 
the fact that a bipartisan majority of 
Senators voted in support of closing 
the gun show loophole, Republican 
leadership has refused to schedule an- 
other vote on the issue. 

This Congress has also failed to con- 
sider several other pieces of sensible 
gun safety legislation which would 
make it more difficult for convicted 
criminals to gain access to firearms. 
One such bill, the Military Sniper Reg- 
ulation Act, would change the way .50 
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caliber guns are regulated by placing 
them under the requirements of the 
National Firearms Act. This would 
subject these weapons to the same regi- 
men of registration and background 
checks as those weapons regulated 
under the National Firearms Act. 
These powerful weapons can accurately 
hit targets a mile away and tighter 
regulation is needed to prevent them 
from falling into the wrong hands. 

Another bill not considered in the 
108th Congress, the National Instant 
Criminal Background Check Improve- 
ment Act, would have provided funding 
to fix the hole in the current NICS 
background check system caused by 
the failure of many states to comput- 
erize and update their criminal history 
records. This failure can result in 
delays for some who lawfully seek to 
purchase a gun as well as an inability 
to block gun sales to some unlawful 
purchasers. To fix this problem, States 
need adequate funding to input and up- 
date criminal history data. This bill 
would have authorized $1 billion to 
help states do just that. 

Unfortunately, the 108th Congress 
has retreated from the goal of creating 
a safer nation by keeping dangerous 
guns off of our streets. Instead of 
strengthening laws that would help 
prevent future gun crimes and terrorist 
attacks, Congress has allowed legisla- 
tion like the assault weapons ban to 
expire, giving potential criminals and 
terrorists easier access to powerful 
weapons. The 108th Congress’s record 
on gun safety is not one of which to be 
proud. I will continue to work toward 
passing sensible gun safety legislation 
to help make our communities more 
safe. I hope that next year in the 109th 
Congress, the Republican congressional 
leadership and the President will begin 
to work with the bipartisan majority 
who want to enact sensible gun safety 
legislation. 


a 


WHERE TO NEXT? 


Mr. BENNETT. Mr. President, in the 
next several weeks I will be visiting 
Europe to meet with government and 
business leaders in London, Paris, and 
Brussels. I believe the United States’ 
relationship with the European Union 
and the states of Europe is of supreme 
importance. America’s economic, secu- 
rity, political, and institutional links 
with Europe are stronger and deeper 
than with any other region of the 
world. Recently, the importance of this 
relationship was explained very well in 
an article written by the Honorable 
James Elles, who is a Member of the 
European Parliament. 

I ask unanimous consent that Mr. 
Elles’s article be printed іп the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
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ON EU/US RELATIONS: WHERE TO NEXT? 

Once the race for the US Presidency is fi- 
nally over, the new President and his advi- 
sors will move from reflecting on the results 
of a successful campaign and will look for 
the conduct of policy in the months ahead. 

What are the immediate priorities with 
which to deal on both the domestic and for- 
eign fronts? How, for example, should eco- 
nomic growth best be fostered? How are pri- 
orities to be handled in far away places such 
as Iraq, Afghanistan and Palestine? What is 
to be the real objective of the four-year man- 
date by which he would like to be judged as 
being a truly successful President? 

As these questions are being mulled over 
between now and the Inaugural address early 
next year, he might reflect that thinking is 
taking place across the other side of the At- 
lantic on many of the same issues. Although 
the incoming Commission President has not 
yet got the approval of the European Par- 
liament for his new team, he will be also 
considering how to answer a similar set of 
questions. 

How similar are the policy challenges for 
the incoming EU and US administrations? Is 
it correct that Europe is swamped, as many 
would have us believe, by a huge anti-Amer- 
ican wave generated by hostility to the Iraq 
War? Or is there an extensive common agen- 
da which could be drawn up in the next few 
weeks and serve as a basis for joint action 
over the period 2005-2008? 

Certainly, there is no shortage of potential 
flash points in external policy which the pes- 
simists can draw attention to and which are 
already on the transatlantic agenda. The war 
against terrorism will certainly be at the top 
of the US agenda, in its continued search for 
ensuring domestic security. 

In this context, the run-up to elections in 
IRAQ will require steel nerves. So will their 
aftermath, in particular, determining what 
role European Governments will wish to play 
in a military and financial capacity. Hot on 
the heels of this dilemma will be the ques- 
tion of IRAN. How will the new US adminis- 
tration wish to address this issue? Will it be 
happy to let the Europeans take the lead or 
will it wish to take a more active approach 
as some suggest should be done? 

Linked to both these questions is the over- 
all pursuit of peace in the MIDDLE EAST. 
What has become of the initiative to bring 
European and American involvement to- 
gether to make progress in the Broader Mid- 
dle East? Should for example the roadmap be 
resuscitated? 

Last but not least is the question of ECO- 
NOMIC ASSISTANCE to both Afghanistan 
and Africa (a potential priority for the G8 
next year). How should this best be coordi- 
nated by the two major global donors—the 
EU and the US—who contribute about 8096 of 
the world's assistance programmes? 

This is all enough to cause indigestion. 
Certainly more questions are posed than an- 
swers are available. Even if cooperation is 
seen to be highly desirable, with the aim of 
moving from a transatlantic community of 
values to a community of action, how can it 
be done? 

The best chance available to the incoming 
administrations is, as they say, not to start 
from here. These problems have been around 
for many months and will be around for 
many more. 

A recently released document published by 
the Transatlantic Policy Network (TPN) 
lays the groundwork for a potentially suc- 
cessful approach to deepening joint coopera- 
tion between the EU and the US. 

At the outset, it recommends a strategy 
which articulates a common purpose, build- 
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ing on strengths and reinforcing linkages 
while accommodating differences. This is 
based on the recognition of growing linkage 
between the partners’ economic, defence and 
security, and political interests. 

In short, should strengthened partnership 
be a shared goal, if so a bold new agenda for 
economic collaboration needs to be linked 
with a commitment to enhanced joint action 
on the highest shared political priorities. 

What does this mean? Avoid well known 
areas of dispute such as a free trade area 
(FTA) and focus instead on what already ex- 
ists to a large degree—the transatlantic mar- 
ket. The TPN document recommends deep- 
ening and broadening the transatlantic mar- 
Ket, with a view to its completion by 2015. 

An accelerated 2010 target date should be 
set for financial services and capital mar- 
kets; civil aviation; the digital economy; 
competition policy and regulatory coopera- 
tion. 

Furthermore, there should also be provi- 
sion for a broad security partnership be- 
tween the EU and the US, together with a 
mutually reinforcing interface between the 
EU and NATO. 

Last, but not least, there should be put in 
place, by 2007, an enhanced basis for coopera- 
tion between the two partners—a trans- 
atlantic partnership agreement—building on 
the 1995 New Transatlantic Agenda and re- 
flecting the strategy proposed. 

Is this approach realistic and practical? 
Maybe surprisingly, the broad outlines of 
this approach have already been approved by 
the European Parliament in May 2004. 

The economic option has the great advan- 
tage that most of the elements are already 
in place: the administrations are jointly con- 
sulting stakeholders as to how to remove the 
remaining barriers to trade and investment. 
Given the more than quadrupling of cross in- 
vestment over the past 10 years, the process 
of interdependence between the EU and the 
US is not likely to slacken. 

The vital ingredient for the success of this 
proposal is the factor of political will. Will 
transatlantic leaders take a fresh look at 
how to bring the EU and the US together be- 
fore getting sucked into the daily grind of 
politics? 

Perhaps the best advice for the incoming 
Commission President would be to pay a 
short informal visit in early January to 
Washington. This should be not just to com- 
pare notes but also to put forward a joint 
plan which will allow Europeans and Ameri- 
cans to work as closely as possible in the in- 
terests of their peoples in the years ahead. 


EE 


H.R. 5365 


Mr. GRAHAM of Florida. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I urge my colleagues to support 
H.R. 5365, a bill that will ensure the 
continuation of YMCA pension plan 
that has provided participants retire- 
ment security for more than 80 years. 
The Senate passed a bill, S. 2589, that 
Senator BUNNING and I worked to move 
earlier this year. The House of Rep- 
resentatives has now sent over a bill 
introduced by Representatives ENGLISH 
and POMEROY that closely follows the 
intent of the Senate bill. I am pleased 
that this effort has been a bipartisan 
one in both bodies of Congress. I hope 
this legislation will be enacted prompt- 
ly. 
I also thank Finance Committee 
Chairman GRASSLEY and Ranking 
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Member Baucus for their assistance in 
bringing this bill to the floor today. 
The YMCA pension plan is an excellent 
example of how retirement security 
can be provided through employer- 
sponsored plans. 

This is a bill about protecting the re- 
tirement security for thousands of 
YMCA employees and retirees. There 
are 27 YMCA’s in Florida, over 977,843 
members and over 4,400 plan partici- 
pants and retirees. The retirement se- 
curity provided by the YMCA pension 
plan is critical to these people and 
their families, as well as over 80,000 
plan participants across the country. 

This country could learn much from 
the retirement security provided by 
the YMCA pension plan. As I have stat- 
ed, the YMCA pension plan is a very 
significant part of each YMCA employ- 
ee’s compensation package, most of 
who are modestly paid. The YMCA pen- 
sion plan exemplifies how our Nation 
should think about providing solid, 
substantial retirement security. 

I also want to extend my thanks to 
the Treasury Department and IRS, for 
their patience while the Congress 
worked through finding a solution to 
ensure the YMCA pension plan could 
continue to offer the benefits to its 
participants and retirees. 

In closing, I encourage all of my col- 
leagues in the Senate to support this 
bill, and I am pleased that we are mov- 
ing forward with this legislation today 
and look forward to its enactment 
soon. 
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REAUTHORIZATION OF THE 
VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN ACT 


Mr. BIDEN. Mr. President, much of 
the Senate’s attention this week was 
consumed with completing lingering 
business, be it, appropriations bills or 
debt extension. In contrast, I rise 
today to ask my colleagues to cast 
their eyes forward to a new matter 
that we must focus on when Congress 
reconvenes in January—the reauthor- 
ization of the Violence Against Women 
Act. As most know, I consider the Vio- 
lence Against Women Act the single 
most important legislation I’ve cham- 
pioned during my 30-year tenure in the 
Senate. I care deeply about this law, 
and take seriously my responsibility to 
ensure it is funded and renewed. 

After more than 5 years of hearings, 
and legislative drafts and redrafts, in 
September 1994, the Congress passed 
and President Clinton signed into law 
the Violence Against Women Act. The 
Violence Against Women Act created 
new Federal criminal laws addressing 
domestic violence and rape, and estab- 
lished discretionary grant programs 
within the Department of Justice and 
the Department of Health and Human 
Services for State, local, and Indian 
tribal governments and non-profit serv- 
ice organizations. The Violence 
Against Women Act of 2000 renewed 
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these programs, made targeted im- 
provements to certain provisions and 
introduced new initiatives. 

Since the bill was enacted, we’ve wit- 
nessed an incredible transformation in 
State and Federal criminal and civil 
law enforcement, communities’ victim 
services, and societal attitudes towards 
domestic violence and sexual assault. 
In 2004 alone, Congress spent $520 mil- 
lion for Violence Against Women pro- 
grams. Over the past decade, nearly 
$3.8 billion has been appropriated to 
make women’s homes and communities 
safer. 

We've made extraordinary progress 
in ending violence against women and 
its devastating impact on families. 
With the passage of the Violence 
Against Women Act we started talking 
about that dirty little secret that no 
one wanted to say out loud. A rape vic- 
tim or battered wife can now turn to à 
trained police officer, an emergency 
room nurse, or à 1-800 Hotline oper- 
ator. We transformed private ‘‘family 
matters" into public crimes with true 
accountability and meaningful victim 
Services. 

The Violence Against Women Act is 
working. Since its enactment, domes- 
tic violence has dropped by almost 50 
percent. Incidents of rape are down by 
60 percent. The number of women 
killed by an abusive husband or boy- 
friend is down by 22 percent. More than 
half of all rape victims are stepping 
forward to report the crime. Over a 
million women have found justice in 
our courtrooms and obtained domestic 
violence protective orders. The signs of 
success abound. 

But progress is not enough. Sadly, 
domestic violence and sexual assault 
persist. As more and more brave 
women are stepping forward to report a 
rape or seek a restraining order against 
an abusive husband, more demands are 
placed on women's shelters, state pros- 
ecutors, courtroom victim advocates, 
and other resources. We cannot let the 
Violence Against Women Act become a 
victim of its own success. Instead, it 
must be soundly and quickly reauthor- 
ized next year. 

Despite best efforts, a complete bill 
reauthorizing the Act is not yet ready 
for introduction today. However, a 
draft is near completion. I am listening 
closely to those on the front lines—po- 
lice, trial judges, emergency room 
nurses and many others—and making 
targeted improvements to existing 
grant programs and tightening up 
criminal laws. We are learning about 
the new challenges and the persistent 
problems of old. A wide variety of 
groups are working with me to put to- 
gether the next iteration of the Vio- 
lence Against Women Act, including 
the National Coalition Against Domes- 
tic Violence, the National Network to 
End Domestic Violence, the Family Vi- 
olence and Prevention Fund, the Penn- 
sylvania Coalition Against Rape, Legal 
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Momentum, the National Alliance to 
End Sexual Violence, the American Bar 
Association's Commission on Domestic 
Violence, the National Association of 
Attorneys General, the National Cen- 
ter for Victims of Crime, National Dis- 
trict Attorneys Association, the Na- 
tional Council on Family and Juvenile 
Court Judges, the National Association 
of Chiefs of Police, the National Sher- 
iffs’ Association and the American 
Medical Association. 

The Violence Against Women Act of 
2005 that I intend to introduce at the 
commencement of the next Congres- 
sional session is a comprehensive and 
ambitious bill that will move our coun- 
try forward in our fight to end family 
violence. The reauthorization will in- 
clude at least nine titles. Major compo- 
nents of title I on the courts and crime 
include provisions to: 1. renew existing 
foundational programs for law enforce- 
ment, lawyers, judges and advocates; 2. 
stiffen existing criminal penalties for 
repeat federal domestic violence of- 
fenders; 3. appropriately update the 
stalking criminal law to incorporate 
new surveillance technology like Glob- 
al Positioning Systems (GPS); and 4. 
ensure that offender re-entry programs 
develop procedures and resources for 
prisoners with a history of family vio- 
lence. Title II on victim services 
would, among other items: 1. create a 
new dedicated program for rape crisis 
centers; 2. reinvigorate programs to 
help older and disabled victims of do- 
mestic violence; and 3. strengthen ex- 
isting programs for rural victims and 
victims in underserved areas. 

I am particularly heartened by new 
titles that deal with children and teen- 
agers. Reports indicate that from three 
to ten million children аге experi- 
encing domestic violence in their 
homes each year. Treating children 
who witness domestic violence, dealing 
quickly with violent teenage relation- 
Ships and teaching prevention to chil- 
dren and teenagers are keys to ending 
the violence. 

In some instances, women face the 
untenable choice of returning to their 
abuser or becoming homeless. Indeed, 
44 percent of the Nation's mayors iden- 
tified domestic violence as a primary 
cause of homelessness. In response, ef- 
forts to ease the housing problems for 
battered women are contained in my 
draft bill. 

Doctors and nurses, like police offi- 
cers on the beat, are often the first wit- 
nesses of the devastating aftermath of 
abuse. As first responders, they must 
be fully engaged in the effort to end 
the violence and have the tools they 
need to faithfully screen, treat and 
study family violence. My bill would 
strengthen the health care system’s re- 
sponse to family violence with pro- 
grams to train and educate health care 
professionals on domestic and sexual 
violence, foster family violence screen- 
ing for patients, and more studies on 
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the health ramifications of family vio- 
lence. 

Leaving a violent partner often re- 
quires battered women to achieve a 
level of economic security. The next 
iteration of the Violence Against 
Women Act should seek to help abused 
women maintain secure employment, 
insurance coverage, and child support 
resources. 

In addition, my bill would improve 
and expand the immigration protec- 
tions for battered women. I am very 
appreciative of Senator KENNEDY’s 
leadership and expertise on this issue. 
In addition, it would ensure that vic- 
tims of trafficking are supported with 
measures such as permitting their fam- 
ilies to join them in certain cir- 
cumstances, expanding the duration of 
a T-visa, and providing resources to 
victims who assist in investigations or 
prosecutions of trafficking cases 
brought by State or Federal authori- 
ties. Finally, my bill will focus more 
closely on violence against Indian 
women and suggest ways to better co- 
ordinate services to Indian women. 

I am pleased to be working on such a 
thorough effort to renew the Violence 
Against Women Act. I believe this bill 
raises important issues, and pushes 
local and federal policymakers to ask 
what more should be done for battered 
women and their children. In the com- 
ing weeks, I look forward to working 
with my colleagues on both sides of the 
aisle to craft a compromise measure. 
Senator HATCH and the Judiciary Com- 
mittee’s new Chairman, Senator SPEC- 
TER and Ranking Member Senator 
LEAHY, have long supported the Vio- 
lence Against Women Act and I am 
confident that we will work together to 
create an effective reauthorization bill. 
I also appreciate the efforts in the 
House of Representatives including 
those of a long-standing champion of 
the Violence Against Women, Rep- 
resentative CONYERS. 


EEE 


ACCOUNTABILITY FOR THE ABUSE 
OF FOREIGN DETAINEES 


Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, nearly 7 
months after the world learned of the 
atrocities at Abu Ghraib, those of us in 
the Congress who strongly believe that 
oversight and accountability are para- 
mount to restoring America’s reputa- 
tion as a human rights leader remain 
stymied in our efforts to learn the 
truth about how this administration’s 
policies trickled down from offices in 
Washington to cellblocks in Abu 
Ghraib. 

The Bush administration circled the 
wagons long ago and has continually 
maintained that the abuses were the 
work of “а few bad apples." I have long 
said that somewhere in the upper 
reaches of the Executive branch a proc- 
ess was set in motion that rolled for- 
ward until it produced this scandal. To 
put this matter behind us, first we need 
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to understand what happened at all 
levels of government. It is the responsi- 
bility of the Senate to investigate the 
facts, from genesis to approval to im- 
plementation and abuse. However, this 
Senate, and in particular the Judiciary 
Committee, continues to fall short in 
its oversight responsibilities. 

Several of the investigations into 
U.S. detention policies are now com- 
plete. They provide additional insight 
into how the prison abuses occurred, 
but their narrow mandates prevented 
them from addressing critical issues. 
Overall, these investigations collec- 
tively suffered from a lack of scope and 
authority, leaving key inquiries into 
issues like contractor abuses and 
“ghost detainees” unexplored. 

Ultimately, what emerges from the 
reports is a striking contradiction. The 
reports state that there was no official 
policy of abuse and they do not rec- 
ommend punishment for high-ranking 
officials. And yet, the reports show 
that decisions made by top officials, in- 
cluding the President himself, led to 
the abuses that occurred in the fields 
of battle. 

Recently, a Federal judge, recog- 
nizing the importance of government 
accountability, ordered the Bush ad- 
ministration to comply with a Free- 
dom of Information Act—FOIA—re- 
quest and release all documents related 
to the detentions at Abu Ghraib prison. 
Many of the documents released by the 
Administration are heavily redacted, 
yet reveal enough information to raise 
serious concerns. 

One of the released documents, an 
FBI report dated May 19, 2004, illus- 
trates a troubling pattern in this scan- 
dal. The redacted version of this docu- 
ment states that FBI employees at Abu 
Ghraib reported witnessing incidents 
such as *military personnel retraining 
a detainee who was ‘spread eagle’ on a 
mattress on the floor yelling and flail- 
ing ... a detainee, either naked or 
wearing boxer shorts, lying prone on 
the wet floor . . . [and] detainees who 
were ordered to strip and then placed 
in isolation with no clothes." These 
practices potentially violate the Gene- 
va Conventions and clearly violate the 
FBI’s own interrogation rules, yet the 
agents did not believe they ‘‘rose to the 
level of misconduct ог mistreatment.” 

On May 20, 2004, I asked Director 
Mueller at a Judiciary Committee 
hearing whether any of his agents had 
encountered objectionable practices in- 
volving the treatment of prisoners in 
Iraq, Afghanistan or Guantanamo Bay. 
He limited his answer to Abu Ghraib, 
stating that none of his agents had wit- 
nessed abuses in that facility. I wrote 
to Director Mueller on October 29, 2004, 
asking him to clarify the discrepancy 
between his congressional testimony 
and the information contained in the 
FBI memo. I also requested unredacted 
versions of all of the FBI documents re- 
leased in response to the FOIA request. 
I have not received a response. 
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I remain concerned about reports of 
prisoner abuses that have occurred 
since the Abu Ghraib scandal was pub- 
licly disclosed. Attorneys working on 
behalf of a group of abused prisoners 
sent letters to members of the Senate 
Armed Services Committee on Sep- 
tember 8, 2004, and to Vice Admiral Al- 
bert Church on October 13, 2004, noti- 
fying them that torture may have con- 
tinued after the Abu Ghraib abuses 
were uncovered. I sent a letter to Sec- 
retary Rumsfeld on October 29, 2004, 
asking him for assurances that the 
abuse of detainees has not continued 
and that all interrogation techniques 
now being used in U.S. detention facili- 
ties comply with international treaty 
obligations and U.S. laws. Again, I 
have not received a response. I hope 
that we do not learn of continuing 
abuses, yet given all that we have seen 
and all that we have yet to learn, I am 
still not confident that the problems 
have been solved. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to have printed in the RECORD 
these three letters. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

(See Exhibit 1.) 

Mr. LEAHY. Allowing senior officials 
to avoid accountability sets a dan- 
gerous precedent. It is time for Con- 
gress, even this Republican led Con- 
gress, to do its job and take action. We 
must send a message that no one in the 
chain of command—from an enlisted 
private stationed in Iraq to the com- 
mander-in-chief—is above the laws of 
our Nation. 

Soon, the Senate will consider the 
nomination of Alberto Gonzales for the 
position of Attorney General. The Ju- 
diciary Committee, which has jurisdic- 
tion over the Department of Justice, 
will consider this nomination first. As 
I have said many times, and as I deeply 
regret, the Committee has all but abdi- 
cated its oversight role with regard to 
the issue of foreign detainee abuse. 
Last June, on a party-line vote, Repub- 
licans defeated an effort to obtain doc- 
uments regarding the development of 
interrogation policies that we believed 
to be in the possession of the Depart- 
ment of Justice. 

Some of us had also asked Judge 
Gonzales, in his role as White House 
counsel, to release documents that we 
believed relevant to our investigations. 
It is true that the White House and De- 
partment of Justice released a small 
number of documents last summer, but 
that self-serving subset of the memo- 
randa offered a mere glimpse into the 
genesis of the scandal. All of those doc- 
uments should have been provided ear- 
lier to Congress, and still much more 
remains hidden away from public view. 

Judge Gonzales’s role in formulating 
the administration’s policies on the de- 
tention and treatment of prisoners in 
U.S. custody overseas is an issue of sig- 
nificant concern. His January 25, 2002, 
memo to the President argues for a 
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radical shift in our longstanding policy 
to apply the Geneva Conventions to 
foreign prisoners. He later defended 
this memo, stating that it only applied 
to al Qaeda and Taliban. As he stated 
in a June 22, 2004, news conference, “іп 
Iraq, it has always been U.S. position 
that Geneva applies [B]oth the 
White House and Department of De- 
fense have been very public and clear 
about that." 

Unfortunately, we have to ask Judge 
Gonzales if the Geneva Conventions are 
actually being applied in Iraq. An Octo- 
ber 24, 2004, story in The Washington 
Post reveals yet another Justice De- 
partment memo that relied upon ques- 
tionable legal reasoning in order to au- 
thorize actions that potentially vio- 
lated the Geneva Conventions. The 
draft memo, dated March 19, 2004, was 
written at the request of Judge 
Gonzales, apparently in order to au- 
thorize the CIA to transfer detainees 
out of Iraq for interrogation—a prac- 
tice expressly prohibited by the Geneva 
Conventions. I look forward to dis- 
cussing these memoranda, as well as 
other policy decisions, in more detail 
with Judge Gonzales as we consider his 
nomination. 

With the consideration of this nomi- 
nation, the Judiciary Committee has 
the opportunity to redeem itself. In my 
conversations with Judge Gonzales ear- 
lier this week, I have expressed to him 
the need for our questions to be an- 
swered. I believe that other members of 
the committee, on both sides of the 
aisle, are troubled by certain Adminis- 
tration policies and are disturbed by 
the evidence of prisoner abuse. I hope 
that the Committee will fulfill its 
oversight responsibility now. 

U.S. SENATE, 
Washington, DC, October 29, 2004. 
Hon. DONALD RUMSFELD, 
Secretary of Defense, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SECRETARY RUMSFELD: As you know, 
I have closely monitored the numerous ongo- 
ing and completed prisoner abuse investiga- 
tions instigated by the Pentagon, but remain 
skeptical that these investigations will un- 
cover the full truth. Each of these probes is 
limited in scope or authority and, therefore, 
none will comprehensively investigate the 
abuse of detainees. 

I am particularly concerned about the sta- 
tus of the ongoing Pentagon investigations. 
In à Defense Department press briefing on 
August 25, 2004, General Paul J. Kern said 
the release of Admiral Albert T. Church's re- 
port was expected by September 20, and 
would ‘‘fill the gaps and seams." That same 
day, in a separate Pentagon briefing, a sen- 
ior Army official said the Church report 
Should be complete by mid-September and 
the Formica report ‘‘should be out soon." As 
of October 29, 2004, neither investigation has 
been released. In addition, Lt. Gen. David W. 
Barno stated in a Pentagon briefing on Octo- 
ber 19, 2004, that the report by Brigadier Gen- 
eral Charles Jacoby is complete, but it has 
not been released. 

The delay in the completion and public re- 
lease of these investigations raises two sig- 
nificant concerns. The first is whether the 
investigations were extended due to the dis- 
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covery of abuses that previous investigations 

failed to uncover, or the discovery of abuses 

that may have occurred since this scandal 

was revealed in April. I recently received a 

copy of a letter submitted to Vice Admiral 

Church suggesting that abuses by soldiers 

and/or contractors continued even after the 

abuses at Abu Ghraib were reported by the 
press in late April. That letter is attached. 

My second concern is whether the release of 

the reports is being delayed for political rea- 

sons. I would like to believe this is unlikely, 
but previous experience suggests otherwise. 

The Schlesinger and Fay-Jones reports were 

released in the middle of à month-long con- 

gressional recess, the Army Inspector Gen- 
eral's report received little attention be- 
cause it was released on the same day as the 

9-11 Commission Report. Without any addi- 

tional information, I am forced to wonder 

whether the remaining reports are being 
withheld until a politically expedient time. 

In order to better understand the current 
status of the ongoing Pentagon investiga- 
tions, I ask that you provide the requested 
information and respond to the following 
questions by November 15, 2004. I have not 
received a response to the letter I sent you 
on October 1, 2004. 1 remain concerned about 
the issues raised in that letter, which still 
awaits your reply. 

1. Please provide the current status and ex- 
pected completion and release dates for all 
ongoing investigations into the abuse of de- 
tainees. 

2. Please explain why the investigations 
conducted by Vice Admiral Church, Briga- 
dier General Jacoby, and Brigadier General 
Formica are delayed beyond their expected 
completion and release dates. 

3. Has any ongoing investigation discov- 
ered incidents of abuse that were not pre- 
viously reported by the completed investiga- 
tions? 

4. Has any ongoing or completed investiga- 
tion discovered incidents of abuse that have 
occurred since the Abu Ghraib prison abuse 
Scandal was reported by the press on April 
28, 2004? 

5. Can you assure me that all interrogation 
techniques now being used in U.S. detention 
facilities comply with international treaty 
obligations and U.S. laws? 

As stated above, I request that you answer 
these questions by November 15, 2004. Thank 
you for your prompt attention to this mat- 
ter. 

Sincerely, 
PATRICK LEAHY, 
U.S. Senator. 
SEPTEMBER 8, 2004. 

Senator JOHN WARNER, 

Chair, U.S. Senate Armed Services Committee, 
Russell Senate Office Building, Washington, 
DC. 

Senator CARL LEVIN, 

Ranking Member, U.S. Senate Armed Services 
Committee, Russell Senate Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATORS WARNER, LEVIN, AND MEM- 
BERS OF THE COMMITTEE: On behalf of the 
hundreds of thousands of people in Iraq, 
thank you very much for holding these hear- 
ings on the torture and abuse of prisoners in 
Iraq. It is a great public service. 

We represent the class of persons tortured 
in Iraq in a civil lawsuit brought against the 
two government contractors who partici- 
pated in the torture, CACI International, 
Inc. and Titan Corporation. 

We have learned from direct interviews 
conducted in Iraq in August 2004 that the 
torture CONTINUES despite the publicity 
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surrounding the revelations of the Abu 
Ghraib torture. We are enclosing for your in- 
formation a detailed summary of facts relat- 
ing to the recent torture. As you will see 
from reviewing the summary, it is clear that 
torture HAS and IS transpiring at multiple, 
previously undisclosed, locations in addition 
to Abu Ghraib. 

We respectfully request that you place this 
letter and attachment into the hearing 
record. 

We also respectfully request that the in- 
vestigation into the detainee abuses con- 
tinue and be expanded to include locations 
other than Abu Ghraib. We ask that you hold 
additional hearings and permit us or our cli- 
ents, the victims, to testify about what has 
and is transpiring. We suggest that those 
hearings include questioning of representa- 
tives from CACI International, Inc. and 
Titan Corporation, the two corporations 
shown by the military’s investigation to be 
complicit in the torture. 

Please do not hesitate to contact either of 
us if you have any questions about the inci- 
dents described in the attachment. 

SUSAN L. BURKE, 
Montgomery, 
McCracken, Walker 
& Rhoads, LLC. 
SHEREEF H. AKEEL, 
Melamed, Dailey & 
Akeel, Р.С. 
MONTGOMERY, MCCRACKEN, 
WALKER & RHOADS, LLP, 
Philadelphia, PA, October 13, 2004. 
Re Incidents of Torture and Abuse. 


VICE ADMIRAL ALBERT T. CHURCH, III, 
Naval Inspector General, Office of the Naval In- 
spector General, Washington DC. 

DEAR ADMIRAL CHURCH: We are part of the 
legal team prosecuting a class action seek- 
ing to hold government contractors CACI 
and Titan Corporation accountable for their 
role in the Iraqi prison scandal. As part of 
that effort, we have been interviewing de- 
tainees who have been tortured or abused. 
We have learned of many instances of tor- 
ture by Americans (both military and civil- 
ian) that do not appear to be the subject of 
any ongoing military investigation. 

We are attaching for your information a 
report that summarizes eleven such inci- 
dents. We would very much appreciate learn- 
ing when investigations have been com- 
menced with respect to the incidents de- 
scribed in the attached report. We also have 
additional incidents to report to whomever 
you designate as the appropriate person to 
receive the information. 

Based on the information we have learned, 
it is clear that Abu Ghraib prison was not 
the only prison where detainees have been 
and are being tortured. It is also clear that 
the publicity surrounding the Abu Ghraub 
photographs did not prevent torture from 
continuing to occur. 

As I trust you know and as explained in 
the enclosed affidavits signed by two experi- 
enced military interrogators, using torture 
during interrogation harms not only the vic- 
tims but also places American troops in 
grave danger. We are very concerned that 
not enough action has been taken to halt 
past practices. Given that the conduct at 
issue clearly violates the Geneva Conven- 
tions and United States law, we find the in- 
sufficient oversight troubling. 

We look forward to hearing from you or 
your staff. 

Sincerely, 
SUSAN L. BURKE. 
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UNIVERSITY OF SOUTH DAKOTA 
SCHOOL OF NURSING DES- 
IGNATED AS A NATIONAL 
LEAGUE FOR NURSING CENTERS 
OF EXCELLENCE PROGRAM 


e Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I ac- 
knowledge a recent accomplishment in 
my home State of South Dakota. I am 
pleased to share with this body that 
the University of South Dakota, De- 
partment of Nursing has recently been 
awarded the prestigious honor of being 
designated as one of three National 
League for Nursing, Centers for Excel- 
lence in the United States for 2004-2007. 

The National League for Nursing, 
Centers of Excellence is designed to 
distinguish those schools that dem- 
onstrate innovation in nursing re- 
Search and education. The award re- 
quires that beneficiaries be committed 
to continuous quality improvement in 
their programs. Being acknowledged by 
the National League in this regard in- 
dicates a firm commitment by the 
School as à whole to pursue and sustain 
excellence in student learning, faculty 
development, and nursing education re- 
Search. I am pleased that the USD De- 
partment of Nursing has earned such à 
high honor, which is clearly the result 
of the hard work and dedication of the 
faculty, staff, and students. 

The associate degree nursing pro- 
gram at the University of South Da- 
kota is a State-funded program that is 
available at the main campus in 
Vermillion, SD and campuses in Sioux 
Falls, Rapid City, Pierre and Water- 
town. In addition, the program has a 
distance education partnership with 
the Good Samaritan Society in Ne- 
braska, Kansas, Iowa, Minnesota, 
North Dakota and South Dakota. 
There are over 525 students enrolled in 
the nursing program, and 400 of those 
students are in communities away 
from the main campus in Vermillion. 
Such out of state partnerships coin- 
cides with the NLN mission to contin- 
ually advance quality nursing edu- 
cation throughout the three years the 
school carry the NLN Center of Excel- 
lence designation. 

I am pleased with the USD Nursing 
School’s excellent work in training and 
mentoring future health саге pro- 
viders. Nurses are an essential compo- 
nent of the health care team and the 
work of the school will ensure that in 
the years to come South Dakota will 
have access to these important health 
professionals. I look forward to the 
progress and outcomes that will result 
from this 3-year designation, and once 
again commend the hard work of the 
faculty, staff, and student body who 
continuously strive towards improving 
the health and well being of their com- 
munities.e 


EE 


VETERANS DAY, 2004 


Mr. GRAHAM of Florida. Mr. Presi- 
dent, it is vital that we pause to re- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


member Veterans Day, which was ob- 
served by this Nation last week. While 
our brave troops are protecting our 
freedom around the world, it is espe- 
cially important that we honor those 
who have served before them. We owe 
our 25 million living veterans our 
heartfelt appreciation for answering 
the call to duty and serving this Na- 
tion in the United States Armed 
Forces. And, this Nation must never 
forget the ultimate sacrifice paid by so 
many of our soldiers, sailors, airmen 
and marines. 

Today, as it should be, military serv- 
ice is being held in high regard. The on- 
going events in Afghanistan and Iraq 
have renewed America’s sense of grati- 
tude toward the men and women of the 
Armed Forces for the great sacrifices 
they make everyday on behalf of our 
Nation. I personally want to thank all 
of our veterans and members of the 
Armed Forces for their selfless service 
to this country. 

As we observe Veterans Day, let us 
remember that we owe our veterans 
our honor and respect year around. It 
would be truly shameful if veterans felt 
forgotten except for this one day per 
year. There must be no wavering in our 
commitment toward those who served 
in the United States Armed Forces. 

I am proud to represent the State of 
Florida. Florida has one of the highest 
veteran populations in the country. I 
am fortunate to represent not only the 
almost 2 million veterans of Florida, 
but veterans all over this Nation. It 
has been my sincere pleasure and honor 
to serve as ranking member of the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs for 
these past 2 years, and it is my hope 
that my term on the Committee has 
benefited those men and women who 
have sacrificed and served on behalf of 
this grateful Nation. 

Throughout my tenure on this com- 
mittee, I have fought very hard for im- 
provements in benefits and services to 
veterans. I constantly think of Abra- 
ham Lincoln’s pledge, ‘‘to care for him 
who shall have borne the battle and for 
his widow and his orphans." It is espe- 
cially fitting that in the shadow of 
Veterans Day comes the passage of im- 
portant veterans health and benefits 
legislation by both Chambers of Con- 
gress. We must continue to advance 
benefits and health care for our Na- 
tion’s bravest individuals and their 
families. This recently passed legisla- 
tion will improve and expand a host of 
veterans benefits, including: survivors 
benefits for spouses with dependent 
children; housing benefits; and edu- 
cational benefits for Guard and Reserve 
members, veterans, and spouses of vet- 
erans killed on active duty. I am proud 
of this legislation and hope that future 
Congresses continue to provide vet- 
erans with a wide array of necessary 
benefits and services and strive to meet 
their evolving needs. Our veterans de- 
serve no less. 
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On Veterans Day, and everyday, we 
should honor those who have worn the 
uniforms of our Nation. They are the 
best of the best. 


EEE 


NEW WAKE UP CALLS ON GLOBAL 
WARMING 


Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, over the 
last few weeks, we have all gotten a 
loud wake up call about the changes 
taking place around the world due to 
global warming. Unfortunately, the 
Bush administration is still turning a 
deaf ear to these alarms. 

It baffles me that anyone can still de- 
ride or ignore the signs of global warm- 
ing. It’s even more astonishing that 
some people are even touting the bene- 
fits of global warming. Better access to 
oil and gas resources does not make up 
for flooded coastlines and the loss of 
entire species. 

Yet the administration is still bury- 
ing its head and hiding behind claims 
of insufficient research. Despite the 
overwhelming scientific evidence put 
forward in two reports released by the 
Arctic Council and the Pew Center, the 
President is still running away from 
his original campaign pledge to cut 
greenhouse gas emissions. 

In fact, the administration’s top cli- 
mate official reacted to these two new 
assessments of global warming by say- 
ing caps on greenhouse gases would not 
happen during this administration. Pe- 
riod. 

These two reports clearly show that 
we cannot wait any longer. We cannot 
spend another four years hiding from 
the truth and delaying solutions. Ac- 
cording to the Arctic Council report, 
temperatures have risen by up to 7 de- 
grees in the last 50 years and the snow 
cover has declined 10 percent over the 
last 30 years. 

These changes not only have a dra- 
matic effect on Arctic communities, 
but they also threaten the economy 
and environment of the rest of the 
world. 

In my corner of the globe, climate 
models predict that New England’s 
temperatures could rise by ten degrees 
over the next century. 

In its practical effects on us and on 
our daily lives, that is even greater 
than it sounds. That is greater than 
any climate change experienced in our 
region in the last 10,000 years. In New 
England, our economy and environ- 
ment are directly linked. Tourism is 
one of the top economic drivers in 
Vermont. Global warming threatens 
the revenues generated by the leaf- 
peepers who visit our communities in 
the fall, the skiers who arrive in the 
winter, and the anglers and boaters 
who come in the summer. 

Climate models predict that New 
England forests will become populated 
mostly by oak and hickory. We will 
lose the brilliant red, orange and yel- 
lows of maple and birch trees. 


November 19, 2004 


Ski areas will have shorter seasons 
and will have to invest much more of 
their revenues in snowmaking. As our 
lakes and streams become more acidic 
and polluted, the attraction for anglers 
will decline. 

Climate changes will also affect the 
heart of Vermont’s working land- 
scape—the thousands of family-run 
farms, maple sugar operations and 
small woodlots. Milder winter tempera- 
tures will bring more exotic pests that 
threaten our forests, worse air quality 
will degrade our soils, and more severe 
weather—such ав flooding апа ісе 
storms—will damage farms and forests. 

The maple sugar industry supports a 
$100 million annual economy in our 
state and 4000 seasonal jobs. If climate 
models play out, this industry could be 
wiped out as sugar maples recede from 
all U.S. regions but the northern tip of 
Maine by 2100. 

But even before that, sugarmakers 
are going to see their operations af- 
fected by warming. Ав еуегу 
Vermonter knows, you need cold nights 
and warm days to get the sap to run. 
Climate changes have already short- 
ened the tapping season by almost a 
month. 

Although the changes predicted for 
New England are still several years— 
and, I dearly, dearly hope, decades 
away—we must act now if we are to 
prevent them. 

I applaud the actions taken by New 
England states to control greenhouse 
emissions, but our states cannot do it 
alone. We are all in this together. The 
Bush administration must act. Con- 
gress must act. 

I hope that the two recent reports 
from the Arctic Council and the Pew 
Center will prompt the White House 
and the Congress to recognize the re- 
sponsibility we all have to future gen- 
erations as well as to our own genera- 
tion to start now. 

Passage of the Climate Stewardship 
Act is a first step, and it is one that I 
hope we can take next year. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, one 
area in which the Department of the 
Treasury should increase their activi- 
ties is in supporting U.S. financial 
service firms in opening up markets for 
our products in other countries. In 
some of the most important financial 
markets in the world the Department 
of the Treasury does not have per- 
sonnel whose principal responsibility is 
to assist American financial service 
firms expand their presence in those 
markets. The Department should es- 
tablish Financial Attaches in the fol- 
lowing important capital markets: 

Brussels: The expected pace of 
change in the EU financial markets in 
the next few years and the complexity 
of capital markets legislation now in 
formation justifies a focused U.S. pres- 
ence at the center of the newly ex- 
panded ЕТ). 

London: London’s capital markets 
play a critical role in the global econ- 
omy and foreign exchange markets. 
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Shanghai: The rapidly growing Chi- 
nese economy might present signifi- 
cant opportunities for U.S. firms, but 
recent experience has shown that such 
opportunities will not materialize 
without vigorous insistence that China 
abide by its commitments. It is critical 
that the U.S Treasury Department 
have an on-the-ground presence in 
China. 

I look forward to working with my 
colleagues and the Department of 
Treasury to establish financial attaché 
positions in Brussels, London and 
Shanghai and to expand opportunities 
for U.S. firms. 


ERE 


PRIVATIZATION OF AVIATION 
SECURITY SCREENERS 


Mr. AKAKA. Mr. President, today the 
Transportation Security Administra- 
tion, TSA, will begin receiving applica- 
tions from U.S. airports that wish to 
participate in the Screener Partnership 
Program. This program will allow air- 
ports to hire security screeners em- 
ployed by private-sector companies to 
provide baggage and passenger security 
Screening at their facilities for the 
first time since September 11, 2001. 

In the aftermath of the attacks of 9/ 
ll, security screening at U.S. airports 
was federalized because commercial 
airplanes were turned into guided mis- 
siles. Those attacks demonstrated that 
the then current airport security sys- 
tem was not working. Less than two 
weeks later, the Government Account- 
ability Office, GAO, testified before the 
Senate Commerce Committee that 
screeners were deficient at detecting 
threatening objects and were not given 
sufficient training by employers and 
access controls to secure areas in air- 
ports were weak. 

The congressional conferees of the 
Aviation and Transportation Security 
Act, ATSA, also concluded that “а fun- 
damental change (is required) in the 
way (the U.S.) approaches the task of 
ensuring the safety and security of the 
civil air transportation system." 

It is the responsibility of the admin- 
istration and the Congress to ensure 
that aviation security does not fall 
back to the pre-9/11 status quo. Con- 
gress understood the need to evaluate 
how well à federalized workforce would 
compare to a privately employed work- 
force prior to allowing privatization 
which is why the ATSA included a 3- 
year screener pilot program involving 
five U.S. airports. 

Despite this pilot program, the De- 
partment of Homeland Security Inspec- 
tor General testified at a House Trans- 
portation and Infrastructure Com- 
mittee hearing on April 22, 2004, that 
there was not sufficient basis to deter- 
mine conclusively whether the pilot 
airport screeners performed at a level 
equal to or greater than that of the 
federal screeners. GAO, also testifying 
at the hearing, said, ‘‘Little perform- 


24245 


ance data is currently available to 
compare the performance of private 
screeners and federal screeners in de- 
tecting threat objects.’’ Before the Na- 
tion’s airports return to commercially 
hired and trained screening workforces, 
we must make sure there has truly 
been adequate analysis of the perform- 
ance of private airport screeners prior 
to allowing privatization. 

In a November 16, 2004, press release 
announcing the commencement of its 
Screener Partnership Program, TSA 
stated, “Ап evaluation earlier this 
year concluded there was little dif- 
ference in the performance or cost of 
the private and federal screening 
forces." 

TSA is relying on a study that both 
the DHS IG and GAO found to be incon- 
clusive. Given the high stakes involved 
in airport security, I am concerned 
that the decision to begin this program 
is being made without sufficient data. 

In addition, I have concerns about 
TSA’s ability to award and administer 
contracts with private screening com- 
panies based on a September 2004 DHS 
IG report that found TSA mismanaged 
a contract with Boeing to install Ex- 
plosive Detection Systems, EDS, and 
overpaid Boeing by approximately $49 
million. According to the IG report, 
contractor performance was not evalu- 
ated for each year of the contract until 
approximately a full calendar year 
later. Most troubling is that TSA re- 
jected some of the IG’s key criticisms, 
which makes me question the manner 
in which it will manage future con- 
tracts. Moreover, I believe we must 
also consider whether contractual mis- 
management could lead to lapses in se- 
curity. Are the right standards and 
policies in place to ensure that private 
screeners will provide the same secu- 
rity as federalized screeners, and is 
TSA equipped to enforce them? 

As the ranking member of the Finan- 
cial Management Subcommittee and 
the Armed Services Readiness Sub- 
committee, I have long worked on the 
challenges of Federal acquisitions. I 
want to make sure that DHS, which is 
a composite of 22 legacy agencies, has 
the people and tools needed to solicit 
and manage the Screener Partnership 
Program. Just this week I contacted 
Secretary Ridge to express my concern 
about the $49 million overrun of the 
Boeing EDS installation contract. That 
wasted money could have gone a long 
way towards helping Honolulu Inter- 
national Airport in my home State of 
Hawaii install inline EDS machines. 

My interest is to improve the man- 
agement of contracts and the collec- 
tion of timely and accurate informa- 
tion and to stop erroneous and im- 
proper payments to contractors. For 
that reason I was pleased to work with 
my good friend, Senator FITZGERALD, 
in passing legislation to bring the De- 
partment of Homeland Security under 
the Chief Financial Officers Act, CFO. 
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The Department runs the risk of be- 
coming a morass of hidden contract 
costs and poorly managed programs 
without a strong CFO to ensure ac- 
countability and transparency. 

I would, however, like to commend 
TSA for honoring a commitment made 
by Admiral Stone at his confirmation 
hearing before the Governmental Af- 
fairs Committee that Federal screeners 
at airports which chose to use a private 
workforce give TSA screeners the right 
of first refusal for jobs. It is important 
that the substantial investment made 
by the Federal Government in the hir- 
ing, the training, and the deployment 
of Federal screeners not go to waste. 

I plan to monitor very carefully how 
this plan develops, both in terms of the 
level of security provided to the trav- 
eling public and the level of trans- 
parency and accountability of the con- 
tracts. 


пива 


PROPOSED CONSOLIDATION OF 
FLIGHT SERVICE STATIONS 


Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, today I 
express my concerns regarding Federal 
Aviation Administration proposals to 
consolidate and outsource the actions 
currently executed by our Nation’s 
Flight Service Stations. 

Flight Service Stations are staffed by 
highly trained specialists and play an 
important role in providing pilots with 
valuable weather briefings and enroute 
communications, as well as facilitating 
search and rescue services. Each air 
traffic specialist is trained to under- 
stand the rapidly changing weather 
and geographic patterns of their area. 
Their expertise has kept flights run- 
ning smoothly and has literally saved 
lives. 

In 1997, the Federal Aviation Admin- 
istration completed a 16-year effort to 
consolidate Flight Service Stations, re- 
ducing their total number from 318 
sites to 61 sites. Since July 2002, the 
FAA has been developing studies re- 
garding the outsourcing and further 
consolidation of 58 of the remaining 61 
stations, excluding the three stations 
in Alaska. The FAA has announced 
that a final decision regarding the fate 
of these 58 Flight Service Stations will 
be made before March 17, 2005, possibly 
as soon as January. 

I have received letters, phone calls, 
e-mails, and visits from South Dako- 
tans concerned about the FAA’s pro- 
posed actions. After the first consolida- 
tion in 1997, Flight Service Station 
sites in Aberdeen, Rapid City, Water- 
town, and Pierre, SD, were closed. Clo- 
sure of the Flight Service Station in 
Huron, the last in South Dakota, would 
leave pilots isolated from weather up- 
dates, emergency assistance, and other 
vital notices. Weather is the leading 
cause of aviation accidents and the 
greatest contributor to fatalities. 
South Dakota cannot afford the loss of 
this crucial site. 
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My concerns and the concerns of 
South Dakotans are echoed in our 
State’s legislature. In February 2004, 
the South Dakota Legislature approved 
a concurrent resolution supporting the 
Flight Service Station in Huron, SD, 
and encouraging efforts to preserve its 
functions. Additionally, our Governor 
has publicly expressed his opposition to 
the possible outsourcing of operations 
conducted at the Flight Service Sta- 
tion. 

Flight safety is paramount and must 
be the most important factor in any 
decision that is made. However, it is 
the concern of many in my State that 
the proposed action will be detrimental 
to flight safety. I strongly urge the 
FAA to reevaluate their plans to allow 


for the continued effectiveness of 
Flight Service Stations. 
== 


HOUSE PASSAGE OF THE INTER- 
NET TAX NON-DISCRIMINATION 
ACT 


Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I am 
pleased that the House of Representa- 
tives passed today the Internet Tax 
Non-Discrimination, Act, S. 150, clear- 
ing this bipartisan bill for its signature 
into law by the President. This bipar- 
tisan legislation will continue to sup- 
port electronic commerce by Keeping it 
free from discriminatory and multiple 
State and local taxes and from Internet 
access taxes. 

I am proud to be a cosponsor and 
strong supporter of this compromise 
legislation to extend for the next 3 
years the moratorium on taxes on 
Internet access and multiple and dis- 
criminatory taxes on electronic com- 
merce. In addition, our bipartisan bill 
will safeguard fees for universal service 
and 911 or E-911 services and does not 
affect the emerging technology of 
Voice Over Internet Protocol, VOIP. I 
thank Senator WYDEN, Senator ALLEN, 
Senator MCCAIN, Representative Cox, 
Representative SENSENBRENNER, Rep- 
resentative CONYERS, and others for 
their leadership on this legislation. 

The Internet has changed the way we 
do business. Today businesses can sell 
their goods and services all over the 
world in the blink of an eye. E-com- 
merce has created new markets, new 
efficiencies and new products. 

The growth of electronic commerce 
is everywhere, and it has been impor- 
tant to the businesses and the economy 
of my home State of Vermont. For ex- 
ample, the Vermont Teddy Bear Com- 
pany, which employs more than 300 
Vermonters, sells online 60 percent of 
its bears during its two busiest times 
of the year for Valentine’s Day and 
Mother’s Day. That is 60 percent of all 
Vermont Teddy Bears sold online dur- 
ing this busy time. 

Hundreds of Vermont businesses are 
selling online, ranging from Al’s Snow- 
mobile Parts Warehouse to Ben & Jer- 
ry’s Homemade Ice Cream. These 
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Vermont cybersellers are of all sizes 
and customer bases, from Main Street 
merchants to boutique entrepreneurs 
to a couple of famous ex-hippies who 
make great ice cream. 

What Vermont online sellers have in 
common is that Internet commerce al- 
lows them to erase the geographic bar- 
riers that historically limited our ac- 
cess to major markets. With the power 
of the Internet, Vermonters can sell 
their products and services anywhere 
and at any time. 

Although electronic commerce is be- 
ginning to blossom, it is still in its in- 
fancy. Stability is the key to reaching 
its full potential, and carving out new 
tax categories for the Internet is ex- 
actly the wrong thing to do. 

E-commerce should not be subject to 
new taxes that do not apply to other 
commerce. Indeed, without a morato- 
rium, there are 30,000 different jurisdic- 
tions around the country that could 
levy discriminatory or multiple Inter- 
net taxes on E-commerce. 

Let’s not allow the future of elec- 
tronic commerce—with its great poten- 
tial to expand the markets of Main 
Street businesses—to be crushed by the 
weight of discriminatory or multiple 
taxes. 

Extending the bar on Internet access 
taxes will help Vermonters end the dig- 
ital divide and help Vermonters com- 
pete for better jobs. Earlier this year, 
the University of Vermont released a 
study that found only 39 percent of 
Vermonters who earn less than $20,000 
a year have personal computers, while 
67 percent of Vermonters who earn 
more than $35,000 a year own personal 
computers. And 92 percent of 
Vermonters who do own a computer 
are connected to the Internet. We have 
to close this digital divide for 
Vermonters to have the skills for the 
good-paying jobs of the 21st century. 

The Internet Tax Nondiscrimination 
Act will bar Internet access taxes and 
multiple or discriminatory taxes on 
goods and services sold over the Inter- 
net to provide the stability necessary 
for electronic commerce to flourish, 
and to help close the digital divide for 
all Americans. 


EE 


PERMANENT NORMAL TRADE 
RELATIONS FOR ARMENIA 


Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 
rise today to express my support for 
the Miscellaneous Tariff bill, in par- 
ticular a provision granting Permanent 
Normal Trade Relations to Armenia. 

Armenia is a critical U.S. ally in the 
Caucus region and PNTR will signifi- 
cantly strengthen bilateral relations 
and spur economic growth and pros- 
perity in Armenia. It allows Armenian 
products continued access to the U.S. 
market at low tariff rates and will go à 
long ways towards offsetting the im- 
pact of Turkish and Azeri blockades 
that cost Armenia as much as $720 mil- 
lion annually. 
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Simply put, this means jobs and ris- 
ing living standards for Armenians who 
want to stay in their country and cre- 
ate a better tomorrow for their chil- 
dren. Armenians have worked so hard 
to overcome the horrors of the past to 
build a country based on values Ameri- 
cans and Armenians both share: free- 
dom, democracy, open markets, respect 
for human rights and the rule of law. 
We should stand behind those efforts. 

I am proud to represent over a half 
million Armenian Americans in Cali- 
fornia. They are a strong, vibrant com- 
munity who have enriched the culture 
of our State and participated in every 
aspect of its civic life. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
supporting PNTR for Armenia. 


EE 
RETIREMENT OF CLARE COTTON 


Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I wel- 
come this opportunity to pay tribute 
to the outstanding contributions made 
to the Commonwealth of Massachu- 
setts by Clare Cotton, president of the 
Association of Independent Colleges 
and Universities in Massachusetts. 
Next month, Clare will retire after 17 
years of impressive service and advo- 
cacy on behalf of 55 Massachusetts col- 
leges and universities, their students, 
and faculty. 

In fact, Clare’s contributions to high- 
er education reach far beyond our 
State. His dedication, knowledge, and 
passion for education have improved 
the lives of countless students in com- 
munities across America. It is difficult 
to consider any aspect of policy in 
higher education without thinking of 
Clare and calling upon his expertise. 
All of us who know him will miss him 
greatly. 

Clare’s leadership in higher edu- 
cation is based on his brilliant intel- 
lect, his love of learning, and his sound 
political instincts. In conversation, he 
could call up specifics of accounting 
regulations governing private colleges 
and universities, refer to under- 
graduate enrollment trends in science 
and math, and discuss the impact of 
both on a pending piece of legislation. 

His work in 1997 as a member of the 
National Commission on the Cost of 
Higher Education is still cited by lead- 
ers of all sectors in the field. Need- 
based aid never had a better advocate 
than Clare, when he served first as a 
member and then as chairman of the 
congressionally authorized Advisory 
Committee on Student Financial As- 
sistance during 2002 and 2003. 

Whatever the issue, Clare is adept at 
assessing its political and economic 
cost to students and institutions, and 
he has championed colleges and univer- 
sities and their students for nearly all 
of his professional life. 

His impressive contributions have 
earned him distinguished status in the 
national associations of Colleges and 
Universities, and he has served in lead- 
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ership positions in two of these organi- 
zations. Almost no policy decision 
could be made without Clare’s wise 
counsel and support. 

Clare’s brilliant career was very 
much honed at the local level. From 
1977 to 1987, he was president of the 
Boston-Fenway Program, an urban 
planning group of 12 non-profit edu- 
cational, cultural and medical institu- 
tions. Long before it became fashion- 
able, Clare helped build an educational 
consortium that was able to maximize 
scarce financial resources and enhance 
both the quality and depth of these 
landmark institutions in Boston. Com- 
munity policing in Boston was born 
through Clare’s work with the Fenway 
consortium. 

Earlier in his career, Clare had also 
been a writer and a journalist. He was 
director of European Securities Publi- 
cations in London during the 1960s, and 
he also served as a correspondent for 
The Wall Street Journal. 

Anyone in our nation who hopes for a 
better life and sees college education 
as the means for achieving it owes 
Clare Cotton a tremendous debt of 
gratitude. Our colleges and universities 
and Congress alike have benefited from 
his wise counsel, gentle humor, tireless 
dedication, and skillful advocacy. I 
wish him a long and happy retirement 
with his wonderful wife Helen, their 
four remarkable children, and their 
nine grandchildren, and I salute him 
for all he has done so well for Massa- 
chusetts and our country. 


EE 


INTERNET ACCESS TAX 
MORATORIUM 


Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, the Inter- 
net plays a critical role in today’s glob- 
al economy. It allows us to work hard- 
er, faster, and more efficiently. With 
the click of a mouse, we can seal busi- 
ness deals, send birthday cards, and 
buy cars. We have come to rely on its 
ability to connect us with people and 
places around the world. Today Con- 
gress cleared an important piece of leg- 
islation that will help keep the inter- 
net affordable and accessible for all 
Americans. 

Today's passage in the House of S. 
Con. Res. 146, which amends S. 150, sig- 
nals the end of months of long and dif- 
ficult negotiations. I would like to 
commend ту colleagues, Senators 
ALLEN, WYDEN, ALEXANDER, CARPER, 
VOINOVICH and McCAIN for their com- 
mitment to this issue. Their hard work 
has allowed us to pass a fair and rea- 
sonable moratorium on internet access 
taxes. The moratorium will protect all 
Internet users, regardless of connection 
platform, while ensuring that states 
and localities do not lose billions in tax 


revenue. 
The moratorium on internet access 
taxes is necessary now because 


broadband technology is still in its in- 
fancy in many parts of the country. In 


24247 


Wyoming, we have a number of small 
towns where Internet service is limited 
to 14.4 Kbps dial-up service. At that 
speed, it takes all day to download one 
song—a song that was legally obtained, 
of course. The only way we are going to 
improve the availability of broadband 
services in places like rural Wyoming 
is by eliminating unnecessary and bur- 
densome taxation and regulation. Con- 
sumers in every part of the country 
want and deserve internet access. The 
internet access tax moratorium will 
make sure they can afford to subscribe 
to whatever service is available. I am 
confident that as more consumers 
spend their hard-earned money on 
Internet services, the cable companies, 
telephone carriers, satellite providers 
and other Internet service providers, 
ISPs, will invest more of their money 
in deploying high-speed broadband 
services. 

Renewing the Internet tax morato- 
rium is important for consumers, but it 
is also a major issue for states and 
local communities that rely on certain 
tax revenue from telecommunications. 
These state and local governments 
have made the decision to tax certain 
services and, as a former mayor and 
State legislator, I respect their ability 
to do so. However, I agree with my col- 
leagues that Internet access is a spe- 
cial service that should be tax free. The 
difficult part is trying to define what 
"Internet access" actually is. We have 
Spent months listening to  tele- 
communications providers, consumers, 
and local officials define what tele- 
communications services are and when 
and where telecommunications taxes 
Should start and stop. Not surprisingly, 
the groups have disagreed more often 
than not. Despite the struggle, I be- 
lieve we came up with a reasonable 
compromise on the definition and the 
grandfather clauses, which will give 
our state and local governments the 
time they need to phase out taxes im- 
posed prior to the moratorium. 

Now that we have passed the morato- 
rium on Internet access taxes, I am 
anxious to refocus some of our energy 
on a bill I introduced in both the 107th 
and 108th Congresses. The Streamlined 
Sales and Use Tax Act would simplify 
the extremely cumbersome network of 
State sales and use taxes and help 
States begin to recover from years of 
budgetary shortfalls. The bill would 
authorize States that have signed the 
Streamlined Sales and Use Tax Agree- 
ment and have passed legislation sim- 
plifying their tax system to require all 
sellers to collect and remit sales taxes. 

My streamlined bill, which has 20 co- 
Sponsors this year, is a critical bill 
that many of my colleagues are learn- 
ing more about and recognizing its 
growing importance as Internet usage 
explodes. Two years ago the revenue 
loss attributed to the Internet sales 
tax loophole was fairly minimal. 
Today, the revenue loss has ballooned 
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as online and other remote sales have 
increased. The States have responded 
to this budget crisis by signing the 
Streamlined Sales and Use Tax Agree- 
ment and implementing legislation 
that drastically simplifies their sales 
and use tax systems. In fact, 21 States 
have already signed into law the nec- 
essary implementing legislation, while 
8 others are currently in the process of 
doing so. 

As the States continue to make 
progress on reforming their sales tax 
systems, I would urge Congress to 
make progress on a bill that will pro- 
vide to the states the authority they 
need to collect their own taxes. I in- 
tend to introduce the Streamlined 
Sales and Use Tax Act again next year 
and hope to work with the Finance 
Committee Chair and other members of 
the Senate to pass it into law. 

In the meantime, I am pleased we 
will have in place a moratorium that 
recognizes the importance of the Inter- 
net and will allow it to grow and pros- 
per in the coming years. 

(At the request of Mr. DASCHLE, the 
following statement was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD.) 


— € 


HONORING DR. RICHARD AXEL 


ө Mrs. CLINTON. Mr. President, I rise 
today to honor Dr. Richard Axel, the 
co-recipient of the 2004 Nobel Prize for 
Physiology or Medicine. Dr. Axel re- 
ceived this prize for research that he 
and his co-recipient Dr. Linda Buck 
conducted on the ways in which our 
brains process smells. Drs. Axel and 
Buck are pioneers in the field of sen- 
Sory biology, and have contributed 
much to our knowledge of how humans 
comprehend olfactory information. 
Their prize-winning research was con- 
ducted at Columbia University Medical 
Center, where Dr. Axel is a University 
Professor of Biochemistry and Molec- 
ular Biophysics and Pathology. 

Dr. Axel grew up in Brooklyn and re- 
ceived his earliest training at Manhat- 
tan’s Stuyvesant High School. Because 
of his interest in science, he found a 
job as a glassware washer at a Colum- 
bia medical research facility, where he 
was soon promoted to a research posi- 
tion. By the time he graduated from 
Columbia College, his work had al- 
ready been published in scientific jour- 
nals. Dr. Axel has spent the majority of 
his subsequent career performing neu- 
roscience research at Columbia Univer- 
sity. 

I would like to note that Dr. Axel’s 
prize is the latest in a series of distin- 
guished scientific honors earned by 
residents of New York. The 2003 Nobel 
Prize for Chemistry was awarded to Dr. 
Roderick MacKinnon of Rockefeller 
University, and in 2000, Dr. Eric Kandel 
of Columbia University was one of the 
recipients of the Nobel Prize for Physi- 
ology or Medicine. 

Next month, Dr. Axel will travel to 
Stockholm to accept the 2004 Nobel 
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Prize for Physiology or Medicine. I ask 
that all of my colleagues join me in 
congratulating Dr. Axel for receiving 
this tremendous honor. I look forward 
to learning of the future discoveries 
that will result from Dr. Axel’s 
groundbreaking research. 

I ask that an article about Dr. Axel 
from In Vivo, the Columbia University 
Medical Center campus newspaper, be 
printed in the RECORD following my re- 
marks. 

A LIFE IN SCIENCE REWARDED 
(By Susan Conova) 

Discoveries made at CUMC about the sense 
of smell go beyond providing a description of 
what most people think is merely an aes- 
thetic sense. Instead, understanding how the 
brain distinguishes among a bewildering 
array of different odors gives scientists a 
much greater understanding of how the brain 
works. 

“Odors generate specific behaviors and spe- 
cific thoughts and how that happens is still 
an unsolved and fascinating mystery in brain 
Science," says Richard Axel, M.D., Univer- 
sity Professor of Biochemistry and Molec- 
ular Biophysics and Pathology and recipient 
of the Nobel Prize in Physiology or Medicine 
on Oct. 4. “Knowing how our perceptions of 
the external world, including smell, impact 
our emotions and our behavior will be ex- 
tremely important in thinking about dis- 
eases like schizophrenia to understand how 
the brain works." 

When Dr. Axel and his former postdoctoral 
researcher Linda Buck, Ph.D., of the Fred 
Hutchinson Cancer Research Center and a 
professor at the University of Washington in 
Seattle, began their work in the late 1980s, 
very little was known about the sense of 
smell. 

In 1985, Dr. Buck came across a paper de- 
scribing the unsolved question of how odors 
are detected in the nose and was imme- 
diately hooked by ‘‘the monumental problem 
and a wonderful puzzle." 

“This paper opened up a fascinating new 
world for те,” she wrote earlier this year in 
the journal Cell. ‘16 was estimated that hu- 
mans could perceive 10,000 or more chemicals 
as having distinct odors. How could the ol- 
factory system detect such an enormous di- 
versity of chemicals? And how could the 
nervous system translate this complexity of 
chemical structures into a multitude of dif- 
ferent odor perceptions?" 

The questions would remain unanswered 
unless the receptors responsible for picking 
up odorants in the air were identified. In 
1988, Dr. Buck, working in Dr. Axel’s lab at 
P&S, started tracking them down. 

Several initial attempts failed. Linda was 
an extremely creative and tenacious Fel- 
low," Dr. Axel says. “Тһе solution to this 
problem took quite à long time, but the 
thoughtfulness of her approach made me 
think she would eventually succeed." 

In 1991 Drs. Axel and Buck broke the field 
open when they published a paper describing 
an enormous family of genes in mice that 
coded for 1,000 different receptors. The study 
was reported in newspapers and other news 
media worldwide. Later work revealed about 
350 functional receptor genes in humans. 

“We were quite surprised that up to 5 per- 
cent of the genome was taken up by odor re- 
ceptors,” says Dr. Axel, also a member of Co- 
lumbia's Center for Neurobiology and Behav- 
ior. ‘‘That’s a sharp distinction to the three 
genes that the visual system uses to dis- 
criminate several hundred different hues. It 
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shows that a system like the visual system 
would be inadequate to distinguish among 
the rich variety of odors in the environ- 
ment." 

Gerald Fischbach, M.D., executive vice 
president and dean, says the finding ranks 
among the most important discoveries of the 
past 50 years: ‘‘The discovery of the genes 
opened up a field of sensory biology that 
didn't exist before." 

Once the receptor genes were identified, 
both researchers independently moved to the 
more complex question of how the brain 
knows what the nose smells, with the sup- 
port of the NIH and the Howard Hughes Med- 
ical Institute, where the two are investiga- 
tors. Their labs and others have revealed 
that part of the answer is that each odor pro- 
duces à unique spatial pattern, or map, of 
neuronal activity in the brain's olfactory 
center. If the olfactory center was laid out 
like a map of the United States, it would be 
as if the aroma from a rose would light up 
Boston, New York, and San Francisco, while 
rotting food would light up Los Angeles and 
Denver. 

The question now, Dr. Axel says, is fig- 
uring out how an organism uses these odor 
maps. We can look down at the maps of ac- 
tivity in an organism's brain and see what 
it's smelling, but how does the process actu- 
ally work within an organism? ‘‘To know 
that the world is interested in our work will, 
Ithink, intensify our efforts toward reaching 
an answer," Dr. Axel says.e 


ee 


ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 


CONGRATULATING DR. RHONA 
CAMPBELL FREE 


e Mr. DODD. Mr. President, today, 
congratulate Dr. Rhona Campbell Free, 
an economics professor at Eastern Con- 
necticut State University. Yesterday, 
Dr. Free was honored by the Council 
for Advancement and Support of Edu- 
cation and the Carnegie Foundation for 
the Advancement of Teaching as one of 
four recipients of the U.S. Professors of 
the Year Award. I would like to con- 
gratulate Dr. Free, as well as Dr. Doug- 
las Cooper, a professor of chemical en- 
gineering at the University of Con- 
necticut, the winner of the Professor of 
the Year award for the State of Con- 
necticut. 

This award is the only national 
honor that specifically recognizes ex- 
cellence in teaching and mentoring at 
the undergraduate level. Over 300 nomi- 
nees for the award were evaluated on 
their impact and involvement with stu- 
dents, their scholarly approach to 
teaching, their contributions to under- 
graduate education, and support from 
their colleagues and students. 

Dr. Free, who received her doctorate 
from the University of Notre Dame, 
has taught economics at ECSU since 
1983. During that time, she has distin- 
guished herself among her peers 
through her commitment to her stu- 
dents and to teaching. She helped 
found the Connecticut Consortium for 
Learning and Teaching, a statewide or- 
ganization devoted to promoting excel- 
lence in teaching. She is also a member 
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of the Connecticut Campus Compact, 
which focuses on service learning. 

Dr. Free’s students know her as a 
professor who brings ideas from dif- 
ferent academic fields into her class- 
room, and who creates new and innova- 
tive courses such as Economics of Pro- 
fessional Sports. She has also devoted 
her time and energy to improve aca- 
demic advising and freshman orienta- 
tion at ECSU. Her methods, tech- 
niques, and enthusiasm have won 
praise from fellow professors and stu- 
dents alike. In 2001, she was awarded 
the university’s Distinguished Faculty 
Award. 

Dr. Rhona Free is truly an inspira- 
tion, not only to students and teachers, 
but to all of us who strive to make this 
country a better place for our children 
and grandchildren. In a demanding pro- 
fession, she has gone above and beyond 
her duties and responsibilities to truly 
make a difference in the lives of not 
only her own students, but students 
and professors throughout the State of 
Connecticut. I congratulate her on her 
accomplishments, and I wish her con- 
tinued success in the years to come.e 


ES 


TRIBUTE TO MS. JUDITH 
MAYNARD 


e Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I wish 
to pay tribute to an extraordinary 
Vermonter, Ms. Judith Maynard, who 
was recently named a National Distin- 
guished Principal. As one of 65 prin- 
cipals chosen nationwide, this award 
places Ms. Maynard in an elite class of 
educators. 

Ms. Maynard has dedicated her life to 
the education апа well-being of 
Vermont children. After working her 
way through an undergraduate and two 
masters’ degrees at the University of 
Vermont, she launched her career as an 
educator. For the past 26 years, 
Vermont students have benefited from 
her extraordinary leadership. She has 
served as the principal of Chamberlin 
School in South Burlington, Vermont 
for the last eleven years and headed 
the Folsom School in South Hero for 10 
years before that. 

At Chamberlin, Ms. Maynard sought 
out grant money to hire the district’s 
first school social worker—helping pre- 
vent problems at home from damaging 
students’ performance at school. She 
has reworked the school’s curriculum 
to provide focused, cohesive instruc- 
tion across grade levels. She has made 
a priority of spending as much time as 
possible with her students, personally 
tutoring them in math and never say- 
ing no to those students who want to 
read a book with her or discuss losing 
a tooth. And she has fought to ensure 
that her young students have access to 
a nutritious breakfast at school, pro- 
viding them with the fuel they need to 
successfully get through the school 
day. 

The impact of her efforts is clear. 
Standardized test results on mathe- 
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matics problem solving for fourth- 
graders at her school have jumped in 
the last 2 years from 48 percent achiev- 
ing the benchmark of success in 2002 to 
70 percent in 2004. These are impressive 
gains by any measure. 

Ms. Маупага’ѕ leadership dem- 
onstrates the importance of having 
Strong, dedicated principals in each of 
our schools. Providing vision, direction 
and support to all who work under the 
Schoolhouse roof ensures that our chil- 
dren receive the best possible edu- 
cation. Together they provide our chil- 
dren with the skills and confidence 
needed to achieve their goals and lead 
happy, meaningful lives. America's fu- 
ture depends on the efforts of excep- 
tional educational leaders like Judith 
Maynard. I congratulate her for her 
Success and salute her for her tireless 
dedication to the children of Vermont.e 


— 


TRIBUTE TO SPECIALIST JEREMY 
F. REGNIER, LITTLETON, NH 


e Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, I rise 
today to remember and honor SP Jer- 
emy F. Regnier of Littleton, NH for his 
service and supreme sacrifice in the 
service of his country. 

Specialist Regnier demonstrated a 
willingness and dedication to serve and 
defend his country by joining the Na- 
tional Guard soon after this country 
was attacked in September 2001. Just 
as many of America’s heroes have 
taken up arms in the face of dire 
threats, Jeremy too, dedicated himself 
to the defense of our ideals, values, 
freedoms, and way of life. His valor and 
service cost him his life, but earned 
him a place on the roll call of honor 
within the pantheon of heroes this 
country has produced. 

Following basic training and a tour 
in the National Guard, Jeremy joined 
the regular Army as a Bradley Vehicle 
Crewman and was assigned to various 
units, eventually joining his comrades 
in 4th Battalion, 5th Air Defense Artil- 
lery Regiment, 1st Cavalry Division. 
From this unit’s home base in Fort 
Hood, TX, he would deploy in March 
2004 to Iraq in pursuit of those who 
would threaten our way of life. 

Throughout his short career, Jeremy 
developed a long list of accolades and 
experiences which testify to the dedi- 
cation and devotion he held for the 
Army, his fellow soldiers, and his coun- 
try. With tours in New Hampshire, 
Korea, Texas, and Iraq, Jeremy’s exper- 
tise contributed greatly to his unit’s 
successes and cemented his place as a 
participant in the great endeavor 
known as America. Jeremy was recog- 
nized for his service by the Bronze Star 
Medal, the Purple Heart Medal, the 
Army Achievement Medal, the Good 
Conduct Medal, the National Defense 
Service Medal, the Global War on Ter- 
rorism Expeditionary Medal, the Glob- 
al War on Terrorism Service Medal, the 
Korean Defense Service Medal, the 
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Army Service Ribbon, and the Overseas 
Service Ribbon. 

My condolences and prayers go out to 
Jeremy’s family, and I offer them my 
deepest sympathies and most heartfelt 
thanks for the service, sacrifice, and 
example of their soldier, SP Jeremy 
Regnier. Jeremy exemplified the words 
of Daniel Webster who said, ‘‘God 
grants liberty only to those who love 
it, and are always ready to guard and 
defend it." Because of his efforts, the 
liberty of this country is made more 
Secure.e 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO JIMMY RAY LOYLESS 


e Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I rise 
today to pay tribute to Jimmy Loyless, 
who has worked as a congressional fel- 
low in my office since January of 2004. 
On behalf of my staff and the people of 
South Dakota, I would like to thank 
Jimmy for his hard work, his dedica- 
tion, and his considerable contribu- 
tions to my State and to this great Na- 
tion. 

Jimmy chose a Presidential election 
year to join our staff to work on bank- 
ing and tax issues, and he has spent the 
past year learning about what can and 
can’t happen in the United States Sen- 
ate in a politically charged atmos- 
phere. Jimmy left the Federal Deposit 
Insurance Corporation, his home for 
the past 24 years, to spend a year learn- 
ing about the legislative process. And 
what a year it has been. 

Jimmy came on board around the 
time that a series of scandals rocked 
the mutual fund industry, and almost 
immediately Jimmy was called upon to 
sit through a long series of hearings 
and witnesses. While learning the 
nitty-gritty of an industry may not be 
the most glamorous of duties, I am 
hopeful that at the very least, Jimmy 
learned a thing or two that may help 
him manage his own finances as well. 
In the end, Congress chose to let the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 
work through a series of regulatory 
changes to clean up the industry, but I 
am confident that the Committee’s 
thorough investigation played a key 
role in forcing both the SEC and the in- 
dustry itself to adopt critical changes 
to protect small investors. 

Jimmy also got a close-up view of 
how Congress crafts tax legislation. 
For the better part of a year, the Sen- 
ate crafted and debated the Jumpstart 
our Business Strength Act, S. 1687. 
Jimmy played a Key role for our office, 
and helped to ensure that key provi- 
sions regarding tribal bonding author- 
ity were drafted and inserted into the 
bill. Unfortunately, those provisions, 
which would have provided critical eco- 
nomic development tools to Native 
Americans, were stripped out by the 
Republican majority in the House of 
Representatives as part of election 
year politics. This was a particularly 
demoralizing moment for those of us 
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who care so deeply about South Dakota 
and Native American communities 
throughout the United States, yet 
Jimmy managed to remain optimistic 
and cheerful about what we can accom- 
plish in the next round. 

Having a financial services expert on 
board was indispensable when a large 
foreign conglomerate, Rabobank, an- 
nounced its proposed takeover of South 
Dakota’s local Farm Credit Service 
lender. Jimmy took the lead on ana- 
lyzing the possible impact on South 
Dakota farmers, ranchers and lenders, 
and displayed a deep understanding of 
the needs of rural America. 

Jimmy got a bit more than he bar- 
gained for when our lead banking staff- 
er went out on maternity leave. Jimmy 
rose to the occasion, however, and per- 
formed admirably on such issues as re- 
authorization of the National Flood In- 
surance Program, tracking progress on 
the Basel II capital accords, evaluating 
the merits of a controversial preemp- 
tion ruling by the Office of the Comp- 
troller of the Currency, and developing 
proposals to reduce, in a responsible 
manner, the regulatory burden on our 
nation’s financial institutions. In addi- 
tion, Jimmy has provided key insights 
into the development of a South Da- 
kota program to develop cybersecurity 
programs for financial institutions. 

Finally, I would be remiss if I did not 
mention Jimmy’s role in our continued 
efforts to pass comprehensive deposit 
insurance reform. Although we were 
hopeful that Jimmy would be the John- 
ny Damon of deposit insurance reform, 
the Boston Red Sox managed to win 
the World Series while our reform bill 
will live to see yet another Congress. 

It is my pleasure and honor to stand 
before the Senate today to thank 
Jimmy Loyless publicly for his service 
to the United States Senate. I am 
pleased he will continue to serve our 
country by returning to the FDIC, 
which is lucky to have him.e 


EE 
GRAND MA’S STORY 


• Mr. DEWINE. Mr. President, I ге- 
cently received a letter from Iva D. 
Fesler Johnson. In it, she recalls what 
her grandmother, whom she called 
“Grand Ma," told her about slavery. I 
would like to thank her for sharing 
this with me. Grand Ma’s story is one 
of strength and perseverance—a story 
that took place during one of the dark- 
est points in our Nation’s history. The 
following is the story contained in the 
letter: 

On January 1, 1868, President Abraham 
Lincoln signed the Emancipation Proclama- 
tion declaring ‘‘All Slaves Free." 

I, Iva D. Jones, was born the daughter of 
Richard and Lottie Foster Jones. My father's 
mother was Cicly Belle Graham, the daugh- 
ter of Henry and Fanny Graham. She was my 
grandmother. She was a slave. 

“Grand Ма,” as we called her, was brought 
to this country from Africa by ship. Grand 
Ma was sold three times by auction on the 
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auction block at Washington, Kentucky. She 
was sold to the highest bidder. She was given 
the name of her slave master. So, she was 
Cicly Marshall at one time, another time, 
Cicly Smith. 

Grand Ma plowed the fields with oxen. She 
was the mother of nine children. She birthed 
some of the children in the field that she was 
plowing. Her slave master did not allow her 
to return to the cabin in which she lived 
until the day's work was done. She worked 
from sun up to dark. She was not paid any 
money for this work. 

She was married three times by jumping 
across a broomstick. 

The slaves would sometimes try to escape 
from the ‘‘Life of Slavery" to Canada. Grand 
Ma tried to escape. She was caught by 
“Blood Hounds” and ‘‘Slave Catchers.” She 
was punished by being whipped, and salt and 
pepper was put on the cuts made by the whip 
to help healing. 

Grand Ma developed the gift of mid-wife. 
She delivered two sets of twins for her 
daughter, Margaret O’Banion, and her hus- 
band, Lucian O’Banion. 

The slaves could not read or write. No one 
in the slave owner’s family was allowed to 
teach the slaves because it was against the 
law. Some taught the slaves to read and 
write in secret. There were no schools for the 
slaves until after they were free. 

Grand Ma said she saw President George 
Washington and President Abraham Lincoln. 

Grand Ma lived through the Civil War. She 
said she prayed we would one day have a 
place to worship God under our own vine and 
fig tree and the slave master’s whip would no 
longer be stained with African blood. God 
has answered her prayers. God has given us 
places to worship. 

One writer states, slavery lasted 250 years 
in the United States. Millions of people were 
sold into bondage so that their owners could 
grow rich, selling sugar, tobacco, rice, and 
cotton grown by their slave laborers. The 
slaves loved to sing as they worked—such 
songs as "Steal Away to Jesus," “Со Down 
Moses," and ‘‘Swing Low, Sweet Chariot." 

At dawn, the slaves would awake every 
morning except Sunday to the sound of the 
overseer’s horn. Men, women, and children 
would scramble out of a pile of straw, piled 
high on the mud floor of their hut, with hoe 
in hand to the field. Mid-morning, they were 
told to fix their breakfast, which was corn- 
meal put in a pot of boiling water to make 
hoe-cakes. The hoe-cakes were cooked on the 
blade of their hoe over the fire. Once a week, 
they were given a little piece of salt pork 
and fish. 

Sometimes the slaves would drop little 
pieces of grains in the boiling water. 

The slaves did not have shoes to wear and 
their clothes were ragged. 

The slave master would ride a horse to the 
slave auction. The slaves were chained to- 
gether, barefoot and raggedy. They were 
taken to the auction block. 

As they worked in the field, the overseer 
would ride a horse to watch the slaves work. 
If he thought the slaves were not working 
hard enough, he would flog them with a cow- 
hide whip. 

After slavery, Grand Ma worked for pay be- 
cause she had to find a home. The master’s 
wife told Grand Ma to leave Grand Ma’s 
daughter, whose name was Ellen, with her 
while she looked for a home. Grad Ma said on 
Sunday morning a man riding a horse told 
Grand Ma, Ellen is dead and buried. Little 
Ellen was nine years of age. The man told 
Grand Ma that the missus said Ellen wasn’t 
washing the hearth right. So the missus hit 
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Ellen in the head with a sick of wood and 
Ellen died. 

Other slaves were sold at auction, and 
members of a family were separated. Hus- 
bands and wives, brothers and sisters, and 
children did not know the whereabouts of 
others. 

Grand Ma was finally able to get a home of 
three rooms on a one acre lot in Lewisburg, 
Kentucky. She lived there many years and 
died in her home on June 26, 1926. The House 
has been modernized. It stands there today. 
I was 15 years of age when Grand Ma died. 

Amazing Grace, how sweet the sound, that 
saved a wretch like me. I once was lost, but 
now I’m found. I was blind, but now I see. 

Written by Mrs. Iva Johnson 

These are things my grandmother told me 
about slavery.e 


_—— 
CELEBRATING THE OPENING OF 
THE COLUMBIA SPORTSWEAR 


DISTRIBUTION CENTER IN HEN- 
DERSON COUNTY, KY 


• Mr. BUNNING. Mr. President, I want 
to celebrate the dedication of the Co- 
lumbia Sportswear 4 Star Distribution 
Center in Robards, Kentucky. 

Columbia Sportswear is a family- 
owned company that was founded in 
Portland, OR, in 1938. You may be fa- 
miliar with this corporation’s amusing 
advertisements featuring Gert Boyle, 
the matriarch and chairwoman of the 
company, testing her products under 
various extreme conditions. 

This is a $40 million dollar facility 
occupying 428,000 square feet. It could 
add up 400 new jobs to the area, not in- 
cluding any other indirect employ- 
ment. This site will enable Columbia to 
have better access to its markets in 
the Midwest and on the East Coast. 
The industrial park that the center is 
built on was the result of cooperation 
between Henderson, McLean, Union, 
and Webster Counties. I was very im- 
pressed by how the region pulled to- 
gether to make this project happen. 

I believe that this distribution plant 
will bring jobs and other economic ben- 
efits to this area. Columbia Sportswear 
is good company and I am excited to 
welcome them to Western Kentucky. I 
look forward to the positive impact 
they will have on the community.e 


EE 


AMERICAN LEGION SENIOR BASE- 
BALL TEAM PADUCAH POST 31 


ө Mr. BUNNING. Mr. President, today І 
honor Paducah Post 31 American Le- 
gion Senior Baseball Team, of Padu- 
cah, Kentucky for making it to the 
American Legion World Series. In De- 
cember 19, 2004 this team will be gath- 
ering to award each team member the 
World Series Ring to Commemorate 
their accomplishments. I congratulate 
the Paducah post 31 American Legion 
Senior Baseball Team on their accom- 
plishments and look forward to seeing 
their continued success in the future. 
This band of gifted athletes and team 
players has consistently fielded team 
after team in their region. Their com- 
petition was intense and they have dis- 
tinguished themselves just as much by 


November 19, 2004 


their own skill, as by the skill of those 
they defeated. They began their season 
as just one team among 5,400 others 
from all over the United States and 
Puerto Rico competing to be in the 
American Legion World Series. They 
ended it as one of eight teams from all 
over the United States and Puerto 
Rico, that actually did compete in the 
American Legion World Series. 

Ав a baseball player I am especially 
proud of the accomplishments of this 
team from my own State of Kentucky. 
I know what it means to have played 
the good game, fought the good fight 
and won. The feeling that you have 
done the right thing by trying your 
hardest is payback enough. But Post 
31’s baseball team did that and much 
more, they not only tried their hard- 
est, they also made it to the American 
Legion World Series. 

I am proud of à team that when it 
does its best, makes it all the way to 
the World Series Eight. That is a great 
accomplishment of which they too 
Should be proud.e 


EE 


IN RECOGNITION OF ADMIRAL 
RICHARD TRULY 


Ф Mr. ALLARD. Mr. President, in Jan- 
uary the National Renewable Energy 
Laboratory in Golden, CO, will have to 
say goodbye to the man who has been 
their director since 1997. Admiral Rich- 
ard Truly has brought a great deal to 
NREL and I would like to take a mo- 
ment to recognize him for his many 
impressive achievements, and to thank 
him for his service to NREL, to Colo- 
rado, and to the Nation. 

Admiral Truly has à biography that 
is as diverse as it is interesting. For 
many being the director of a national 
lab, and managing an annual research 
budget of about $200 million, would be 
the crowning highlight of a career. And 
such may be the case for Admiral 
Truly. But with all of the other experi- 
ences he has had, there would be tough 
competition. 

If you ask the Admiral how he first 
became interested in the issue of en- 
ergy and technology development the 
story would probably start something 
like, ‘‘when I was orbiting Earth in the 
Space shuttle ...” Few people have 
had the experience of orbiting the 
Earth, and that experience has obvi- 
ously widened the field of how he views 
problems. One often hears him relate 
the fact that seeing the Earth from 
Space helped him to see that issues 
that may seem isolated to a distinct 
region, are really the results of a larger 
global challenge. 

Admiral Truly piloted the Space 
Shuttle Columbia in 1981 and com- 
manded the Challenger in August and 
September, 1983. He left to become the 
first commander of Naval Space Com- 
mand in 1983, and served as the Admin- 
istrator of NASA from 1989 to 1992, 
under the first President Bush. After 
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the tragic Challenger accident, he led 
the accident investigation and was 
vital in rebuilding the Space Shuttle 
program. He also won the approval of 
President Reagan and Congress to 
build Endeavor, which replaced the 
Challenger. Under his direction NASA 
finalized plans for building the Space 
Station and implemented a number of 
streamlining reforms. 

During Admiral Truly’s tenure at 
NREL there have been many strides 
and innovations in the research done 
there. In the last 7 years the scientists 
at NREL have been able to improve 
wind technology, the fastest growing 
source of electric energy; increase the 
efficiency, and decrease the cost of 
solar energy; and advance the tech- 
nology of bio-energy, which converts 
plant and animal waste to energy. 
These technological advancements pro- 
vide great benefits to our economy, 
while also benefiting the environment. 

However, the economy and the envi- 
ronment are not the only beneficiaries 
of Truly’s work. Because he has helped 
NREL to become one of the premier re- 
search laboratories in the world, Colo- 
rado is the home to world-class sci- 
entists and researchers. Coloradans 
have a direct exposure to the newest, 
most up-to-date technology in the re- 
newable industry. Numerous individ- 
uals, businesses and communities have 
benefited from partnerships with NREL 
which have produced new technological 
processes. Admiral Truly was instru- 
mental in leading the lab down the 
path of success. 

He has been the recipient of numer- 
ous awards, including the Presidential 
Citizen’s Medal which was awarded by 
President Reagan in 1989. But one can 
see the personal side of Admiral Truly 
when he is around his staff, and others 
in the community. He is an unassum- 
ing and sincere person, with a ready 
smile for everyone he sees. He has a 
real instinct for what is best for the in- 
stitution, but seems to balance that 
with what is best for the individuals. 
He also gives much of his time to com- 
munity activities. In Colorado he has 
been an active advocate for the sci- 
entific and academic communities, and 
is a member of the Colorado Governor’s 
Commission on Science and Tech- 
nology, The Regis University Board of 
Trustees, and the Advisory Board to 
the Colorado School of Mines Board of 
Trustees. He has also served on the 
Princeton Plasma Physics Laboratory 
Advisory Council, the Board of Visitors 
to the U.S. Naval Academy, the De- 
fense Policy Board and the Army 
Science Board. 

As I close, I wish to extend my 
thanks, but also the thanks of the peo- 
ple of Colorado and the Nation. Admi- 
ral Truly has given a large part of his 
life to public service and helping to 
better the world around him. I con- 
gratulate him on his retirement after a 
long and prosperous career, and wish 
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him luck and happiness as he embarks 
on the next phase of his life.e 


EE 


HONORING THE LIFE OF MILTON 
D. STEWART 


e Mr. KERRY. Mr. President, I would 
like to take a moment to pay tribute 
to a champion of this Nation’s small 
businesses and to honor the work, dedi- 
cation and life of Milton D. Stewart, 
the first Chief Counsel for the Office of 
Advocacy at the U.S. Small Business 
Administration. Mr. Stewart passed 
away at the age of 82, following an ex- 
tensive and diverse career that in- 
cluded entrepreneurship, government, 
service to small businesses, law, jour- 
nalism, and academia. 

One of the most highly successful in- 
novations of the House and Senate 
Small Business Committees came with 
the creation of the Office of Advocacy 
within the Small Business Administra- 
tion. This office was established to rep- 
resent and advance small business in- 
terests before other Federal agencies 
and the Congress. Congress recognized 
the importance of small business to the 
competitiveness of the American econ- 
omy and understood that government 
sometimes can get in the way of small 
businesses doing what they do best— 
creating jobs. 

Over the years, the Office of Advo- 
cacy has had a great deal of success 
and its hand has been strengthened by 
further congressional action, such as 
the Regulatory Flexibility Act in 1980 
and the Small Business Regulatory En- 
forcement Fairness Act in 1996. The ac- 
tions of the office have resulted in bil- 
lions of dollars in regulatory cost sav- 
ings for small entities, reducing bar- 
riers to market entry and promoting 
entrepreneurship. 

This success is due in no small part 
to the solid beginnings of the Office of 
Advocacy under the leadership and 
through the vision of the very first 
Chief Counsel for Advocacy, Milton D. 
Stewart. Milt, in his tenure as Chief 
Counsel from 1978 to 1981, laid the 
groundwork for the Regulatory Flexi- 
bility Act, the first White House Con- 
ference on Small Business, the Small 
Business Innovation Development Act, 
and many other initiatives that are 
now considered part of the core small 
business policies within this country. 

Formerly a small business owner and 
financier, Milt brought a level of com- 
mitment and passion for fostering the 
entrepreneurial spirit. Early in his life, 
in a family-owned small business begun 
and managed by his parents, he ac- 
quired great respect for the skill and 
courage of small business entre- 
preneurs. During his tenure in service 
to small businesses, Milt served as 
President of the National Small Busi- 
ness Association, the National Associa- 
tion of Small Business Investment 
Companies and the Small Business 
High Technology Institute. 
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Milt also had significant government 
service beginning with the Office of 
War Information during World War II. 
He also served as special counsel to 
Governor Harriman of New York and to 
the New York State Thruway Author- 
ity, a Presidential delegate to the sec- 
ond White House Conference in 1986 and 
Special Counsel to the third White 
House Conference Commission in 1995. 
While he was Chief Counsel, his cha- 
risma and vision inspired many of 
those who worked with him and helped 
develop sound small business policy for 
our Nation. 

His involvement in and dedication to 
the small business community has 
made a difference in the lives of mil- 
lions of entrepreneurs. Thanks to him, 
small firms now have a greater voice in 
the creation and implementation of the 
regulations that govern the way they 
do business. His family and friends can 
take pride in that legacy and in Milt’s 
tremendous public service. 

My condolences go out to his wife, 
Joan, and to his children, grand- 
children and great grandchildren on 
their loss. Together, we mourn the de- 
parture of a great man who embodied 
the American entrepreneurial spirit. 
He will be greatly missed.e 


EE 


NATIONAL ADOPTION DAY 


ө Mr. BROWNBACK. Mr. President, I 
wish to recognize National Adoption 
Day which is this Saturday, November 
20. National Adoption Day is a collabo- 
rative effort to raise awareness about 
the thousands of children in foster care 
waiting to be adopted. There are an es- 
timated 542,000 children in foster care 
in the United States, and over 126,000 of 
them are waiting to be adopted. 

This day is meant to celebrate and 
honor all those loving parents who 
adopt children and to bring attention 
to the children in foster care waiting 
to be adopted. On Saturday, an unprec- 
edented number of courts throughout 
the nation will finalize the adoption of 
thousands of children from foster care. 
For the last 4 years, local adoption 
agencies, courts, and advocacy organi- 
zations have come together on Na- 
tional Adoption Day to help children in 
need of a permanent home. 

The number of children in foster care 
has nearly doubled since 1987, and the 
average time a child remains in foster 
care is 3 years. Sadly, almost 20,000 
children in foster care age out of the 
system each year without ever being 
placed with a permanent family. If 
only one out of every 500 Americans 
adopted, all foster children would be 
placed in homes. 

As a father of two adopted children, I 
know the love and joy that comes from 
adoption. I commend the National 
Adoption Day partners for their efforts 
and their dedication in working toward 
a day when all children will have a per- 
manent, loving family to call their 
own.e 
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WHRI-AM AND WRHM-FM 


e Mr. GRAHAM of South Carolina. Mr. 
President, I would like to take this op- 
portunity to recognize WHRI-AM and 
WRHM-FM for their combined 100 
years of service to Rock Hill, York 
County, and the State of South Caro- 
lina. 

WHRI first signed on the air in the 
Rock Hill community in December 
1944. During its 60-year history, the 
station has remained dedicated to pro- 
viding quality programming and has 
been à committed partner in commu- 
nity development. 

WHRI operates under a principle es- 
tablished by its founder, Jim Beaty: 
“Never underestimate the audience." 
In doing so, the station provides cov- 
erage of local and national news, 
Sports, and events. 

WHRI remains an active participant 
in the community, the station and its 
Staff contribute time and talent to nu- 
merous service projects. One of WHRI's 
greatest success stories has been their 
involvement with the Shrine Bowl. 
When this all-star football game fea- 
turing high school athletes from North 
and South Carolina came to Rock Hill 
in 2001 there were only a handful of sta- 
tions that carried the game. Three 
years later the network has been ex- 
panded to 50 stations. This increased 
exposure has also helped bring greater 
awareness to the cause of the Shriners 
and helped them raise additional funds 
for their hospitals. 

WHRI has remained dedicated to 
serving the community in which they 
live. In keeping with their commit- 
ment to service, WHRI purchased 
WRHM in 1987. WRHM signed on the air 
in Lancaster more than 40 years ago in 
July 1964. After a 3-year station up- 
grade in the late 1980’s, WRHM grew to 
serve a large region of South Carolina. 
Today, WRHM is broadcast to more 
than 15 counties in North and South 
Carolina, and continues the same tradi- 
tion of excellence and regional service 
inspired by the success of their sister 
station. 

I wish WHRI and WRHM continued 
Success for years to come.e 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO BOB AND BETH 
KENNETT 


e Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I would 
like to commend the work of Bob and 
Beth Kennett. The Kennett’s own the 
Liberty Hill Farm in Rochester, VT, 
where Beth runs a bed and breakfast on 
the farm, and Bob oversees the dairy 
operation of 70 cows. The Kennett’s 
demonstrate to their guests that dairy 
farming in Vermont is more than a job 
or an industry; it’s a way of life. 
Vermont’s landscape is defined by the 
green pastures and silos that dot the 
hills. Our agricultural economy de- 
pends on the hundreds of millions of 
dollars dairy farmers bring to the 
State every year. Through the 
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Kennett’s combination of agri-tourism 
and dairying they are helping to ensure 
farming is not only a part of Vermont’s 
past, but a vital part of Vermont’s fu- 
ture. 

I ask that a recent article about the 
Kennett’s be printed in the RECORD. 

The article follows: 

[From the Burlington Free Press] 
JUST ASKING TO SURVIVE 
(By Erin Kelly) 


Twenty-five years after they bought their 
small dairy farm in Vermont’s picturesque 
White River valley, Bob and Beth Kennett 
find themselves alone. 

“When we moved here, there were 11 farms 
shipping milk," said Beth Kennett, who 
helps her husband run a farm of 70 milk cows 
in Rochester, VT. ‘‘We are now the last dairy 
farm in our valley." 

Small dairy farms like the Kennetts' are 
disappearing throughout America. In the 
last half-century, the percentage of U.S. 
farms with milk cows has plunged from near- 
ly 62 percent in 1954 to 4 percent in 2002, ac- 
cording to the Department of Agriculture. 

Farmers say that number will keep drop- 
ping if a federal dairy subsidy expires as 
Scheduled in October 2005. 

At stake for the farmers is a way of life 
that in many cases dates back generations. 
Suburbanites and urban dwellers also have 
something to lose, farmers warn. 

If the farms go, their green pastures will be 
replaced with shopping malls and housing 
tracts. Fresh milk produced locally could be 
replaced by milk shipped by tanker truck 
thousands of miles from mega-dairy farms in 
the West. 

“The consumer is not going to benefit if all 
the milk is produced in just a few places," 
Beth Kennett said. ‘‘Why not have local milk 
for local markets?" 

Small dairy farmers won a victory last 
month when the Senate Appropriations Com- 
mittee approved a plan to extend the federal 
dairy subsidy to at least 2007, when it could 
be renewed again as part of à new farm bill. 
The plan, pushed by Sens. Patrick Leahy, D- 
Vt.; Herb Kohl, D-Wis.; and Arlen Specter, R- 
Pa., still must be approved by the full Con- 
gress. 

An effort to attach the subsidy to à Home- 
land Security bill failed this past weekend, 
but lawmakers vowed to try again this year. 

The subsidy, which has cost taxpayers 
about $2 billion since its passage in 2002, 
sends payments to dairy farmers whenever 
the price of milk drops below a certain level, 
basically guaranteeing farmers a minimum 
price. Small farmers, those with about 130 
cows or fewer, benefit most. 

While some are pushing for the short-term 
extension of a tax subsidy for dairy farmers, 
other dairy state lawmakers want a dif- 
ferent, long-term solution one that could 
raise the price of a gallon of milk for con- 
sumers. 

Instead of a taxpayer subsidy, the National 
Dairy Equity Act would require milk proc- 
essors to pay farmers a minimum price for 
their milk. 

If the proposal becomes law, consumers 
could pay as much as 20 cents more per gal- 
lon of whole milk, warns the International 
Dairy Foods Association, which represents 
processors. Sen. Jim Jeffords, I-Vt., says the 
group is grossly exaggerating the cost as a 
Scare tactic. 

Ken Bailey, associate professor of dairy 
markets at Pennsylvania State University, 
Said even an increase of a few cents could 
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hurt sales of milk, which has dropped in pop- 
ularity. The percentage of raw milk being 
turned into milk to drink declined from 40 
percent in 1980 to 28 percent in 2000, with the 
rest used to make cheese or other dairy prod- 
ucts. 

When the retail price of milk went up in 
May and June, sales fell 3 percent, Bailey 
said. 

“Tt doesn’t make sense to design a whole 
federal policy around a small and declining 
segment of the dairy market,’’ Bailey said. 
“What the federal government should be 
doing is getting out the way and encouraging 
innovation and the creation of new dairy 
products. In Europe, liquid yogurt beverages 
are very popular. Our thinking is still stuck 
back in the 1950s when everybody had a glass 
of milk with dinner." 

Carl Greene, a sixth generation dairy farm- 
er in Berlin, N.Y., said that with a little help 
from Washington, he is optimistic that the 
farm he works with his brother and father 
will survive for a long time to come. 

“Any help we get will make us more com- 
petitive," he said. ‘‘We’ll reinvest it back 
into the farm." 

Beth Kennett, who runs a bed and break- 
fast out of her Rochester farmhouse to help 
make ends meet, said the city folks who visit 
seem willing to help once they see what's at 
Stake. People need to realize that retail milk 
prices which have stayed fairly steady at 
$2.62 to $2.76 a gallon over the last eight 
years are à bargain and don't reflect the 
farmers' true cost, Kennett said. 

*Our guests, once they see the hard work 
that goes into it, say they'd be more than 
happy to pay an extra nickel for milk to 
keep Farmer Bob going," Kennett said. 
“Келте not asking to make huge profits. 
We're just asking to survive.’’e 


EE 
DAVID DIETZ 


e Mr. BIDEN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to honor a great Delawarean and 
a great American, David Dietz. David 
is a stellar example of an individual 
whose remarkable success in business 
has not diminished his commitment to 
the betterment of his community and 
those in need. 

If you traveled around Delaware ask- 
ing folks about David Dietz, you would 
quickly learn the extent of his impact. 
In the business world, David has served 
on numerous committees, won an 
abundance of awards, and his res- 
taurant, the Brandywine Brewing Com- 
pany, in Greenville, has been named 
the Best of Delaware several times 
over. Yet I believe that it is when 
David steps out of his role as business- 
man and entrepreneur he truly shines. 

David is a man with many causes— 
juvenile diabetes, child abuse preven- 
tion—but it is his involvement with 
women's health that moves me to rec- 
ognize him today. 

In 1998, as a response to Delaware's 
high breast cancer mortality rate, my 
wife Jill was driven to form the Biden 
Breast Health Initiative. BBHI is a 
nonprofit organization devoted to edu- 
cating young women on breast health 
and the importance of early detection 
in fighting breast cancer. Two years 
ago, BBHI introduced the Educate For 
Life scholarship program, which offers 
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three grants to Delaware high school 
seniors—one student from each of Dela- 
ware's counties—who will pursue edu- 
cational opportunities in the fields of 
health care or education. This year, as 
well as the year of its inception, the 
Educate for Life benefit has been spon- 
sored by David's restaurant, and it has 
been a resounding success. 

David not only generously donates 
his time and expertise to the planning 
and implementation of the event, but 
also a portion of the evening's pro- 
ceeds. We could not do it without him 
and his staff. 

For his deeply felt responsibility to 
the community, for his dedication to 
being a man of action and not just 
words, and for his ability to reach out 
to others in need, I am pleased to ac- 
knowledge David Dietz.e 


— 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
DURING ADJOURNMENT 


Under authority of the order of the 
Senate of January 7, 2003, the Sec- 
retary of the Senate, on November 18, 
2004, during the adjournment of the 
Senate, received a message from the 
House of Representatives announcing 
that the House has passed the fol- 
lowing bill, without amendment: 

S. 2986. An act to amend title 31 of the 
United States Code to increase the public 
debt limit. 

The message also announced that the 
Speaker has signed the following en- 
rolled bill: 

S. 2986. An act to amend title 31 of the 
United States Code to increase the public 
debt limit. 

Under the authority of the order of 
January ", 2003, the enrolled bill was 
signed by the President pro tempore 
(Mr. STEVENS) on November 18, 2004. 


EE 


MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE 


At 10:06 a.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Ms. Niland, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the House has passed 
the following bill, in which it requests 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 3204. An act to require the Secretary 
of the Treasury to mint coins in commemo- 
ration of the tercentenary of the birth of 
Benjamin Franklin, and for other purposes. 


ee 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


The message also announced that the 
Speaker has signed the following en- 
rolled bills: 


S. 484. An act to authorize the Secretary of 
Agriculture to sell or exchange all or part of 
certain parcels of National Forest System 
land in the State of Idaho and use the pro- 
ceeds derived from the sale or exchange for 
National Forest System purposes. 

S. 1146. An act to implement the rec- 
ommendations of the Garrison Unit Tribal 
Advisory Committee by providing authoriza- 
tion for the construction of a rural health 
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care facility on the Fort Berthold Indian 
Reservation, North Dakota. 

S. 1241. An act to establish the Kate 
Mullany National Historic Site in the State 
of New York, and for other purposes. 

S. 1727. An act to authorize additional ap- 
propriations for the Reclamation Safety of 
Dams Act of 1978. 

S. 2042. An act for the relief of Rocco A. 
Trecosta of Fort Lauderdale, Florida. 

S. 2214. An act to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
3150 Great Northern Avenue in Missoula, 
Montana, as the ‘‘Mike Mansfield Post Of- 
fice". 

S. 2302. An act to improve access to physi- 
cians in medically underserved areas. 

S. 2484. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to simplify and improve pay 
provisions for physicians and dentists and to 
authorize alternate work schedules and exec- 
utive pay for nurses, and for other purposes. 

S. 2640. An act to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
1050 North Hills Boulevard in Reno, Nevada, 
as the “Guardians of Freedom Memorial 
Post Office Building" and to authorize the 
installation of a plague at such site, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 2693. An act to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
1475 Western Avenue, Suite 45, in Albany, 
New York, as the “Lieutenant John F. Finn 
Post Office". 

S. 2965. An act to amend the Livestock 
Mandatory Price Reporting Act of 1999 to 
modify the termination date for mandatory 
price reporting. 

H.R. 1284. An act to amend the Reclama- 
tion Projects Authorization and Adjustment 
Act of 1992 to increase the Federal share of 
the costs of the San Gabriel Basin dem- 
onstration project. 

H.R. 4794. An act to amend the Tijuana 
River Valley Estuary and Beach Sewage 
Cleanup Act of 2000 to extend the authoriza- 
tion of appropriations, and for other pur- 
poses. 

H.R. 5163. An act to amend title 49, United 
States Code, to provide the Department of 
Transportation a more focused research or- 
ganization with an emphasis on innovative 
technology, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 5213. An act to expand research infor- 
mation regarding multidisciplinary research 
projects and epidemiological studies. 

H.R. 5245. An act to extend the liability in- 
demnification regime for the commercial 
Space transportation industry. 


The enrolled bills were signed subse- 
quently by the President pro tempore 
(Mr. STEVENS). 


At 1:05 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mr. Hays, one of its reading clerks, an- 
nounced that the House has agreed to 
the following concurrent resolution, 
without amendment: 

S. Con. Res. 146. Concurrent resolution to 
direct the Secretary of the Senate to make 
corrections in the enrollment of the bill S. 
150. 

The message also announced that the 
House has agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the 
bill (H.R. 1350) to reauthorize the Indi- 
viduals with Disabilities Education 
Act, and for other purposes. 


At 3:10 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
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Ms. Niland, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the House has passed 
the bill (S. 150) to make permanent the 
moratorium on taxes on Internet ac- 
cess and multiple and discriminatory 
taxes on electronic commerce imposed 
by the Internet Tax Freedom Act, 
without amendment. 

The message also announced that the 
House has passed the following bill, in 
which it requests the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

H.R. 5360. An act to authorize grants to es- 
tablish academics for teachers and students 
of American history and civics, and for other 
purposes. 

The message further announced that 
the House has agreed to the following 
concurrent resolution, in which it re- 
quests the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. Con. Res. 524. Concurrent Resolution di- 
recting the Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives to make certain corrections to the en- 
rollment of H.R. 1350. 


At 5:24 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mr. Hays, one of its reading clerks, an- 
nounced that the House has passed the 
following bills, in which it requests the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 4324. An act to amend chapter 84 of 
title 5, United States Code, to provide for 
Federal employees to make elections to 
make, modify, and terminate contributions 
to the Thrift Savings Fund at any time, and 
for other purposes. 

H.R. 5365. An act to treat certain arrange- 
ments maintained by the YMCA Retirement 
Fund as church plans for the purposes of cer- 
tain provisions of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
House has passed the following bill, 
with an amendment: 

S. 2781. An act to express the sense of Con- 
gress regarding the conflict in Darfur, 
Sudan, to provide assistance for the crisis in 
Darfur and for comprehensive peace in 
Sudan, and for other purposes. 


ee 


ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED 
DURING ADJOURNMENT 


The Secretary of the Senate reported 
that on November 18, 2004, she had pre- 
sented to the President of the United 
States the following enrolled bill: 

S. 2986. An act to amend title 31 of the 
United States Code to increase the public 
debt limit. 


E 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 


The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc- 
uments, and were referred as indicated: 


EC-9902. A communication from the Acting 
Administrator, Food Safety and Inspection 
Service, Department of Agriculture, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of à rule 
entitled ‘‘Nutrition Labeling: Nutrient Con- 
tent Claims on Multi-serve, Meal-type Meat 
and Poultry Products" (RIN0583-AD07) re- 
ceived on November 16, 2004; to the Com- 
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mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For- 
estry. 

EC-9903. A communication from the Acting 
Under Secretary of Rural Development, De- 
partment of Agriculture, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
*Reinvention of the Section 514, 515, 516, and 
521 Multi-Family Housing Programs” 
(RIN0575-AC13) received on November 4, 2004; 
to the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry. 

EC-9904. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Glyphosate; Pesticide Tolerance" 
(FRL#7683-9) received on November 9, 2004; 
to the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry. 

EC-9905. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled 
*"Hexythiazonx; Pesticide Tolerances for 
Emergency Exemptions’ (FRL#7684-2) re- 
ceived on November 9, 2004; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For- 
estry. 

EC-9906. A communication from the Acting 
Under Secretary for Rural Development, De- 
partment of Agriculture, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Business and Industry and Loans; Revision 
to Definition of Rural Areas" (RIN0570-A A39) 
received on November 9, 2004; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For- 
estry. 

EC-9907. A communication from the Con- 
gressional Review Coordinator, Animal and 
Plant Health Inspection Service, Department 
of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Importa- 
tion of Fruits and Vegetables" (Doc. No. 02- 
106-2) received on November 9, 2004; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

EC-9908. A communication from the Ani- 
mal and Plant Health Inspection Service, De- 
partment of Agriculture, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Official Brucellosis Tests" (Doc. No. 02-070- 
3) received on November 9, 2004; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For- 
estry. 

EC-9909. A communication from the Ad- 
ministrator, Agricultural Marketing Serv- 
ice, Department of Agriculture, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of à rule en- 
titled *Walnuts Grown in California; De- 
creased Assessment Rate" (FV04-984-2) re- 
ceived on November 6, 2004; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For- 
estry. 

EC-9910. A communication from the Ad- 
ministrator, Agricultural Marketing Serv- 
ice, Department of Agriculture, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled "Marketing Order Regulating the Han- 
dling of Spearmint Oil Produced in the Far 
West; Revision of the Salable Quantity and 
Allotment Percentage for Class 3 (Native) 
Spearmint Oil for the 2004-2005 Marketing 
Year" (Doc. No. FV04-985-2) received on No- 
vember 6, 2004; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC-9911. A communication from the Ad- 
ministrator, Agricultural Marketing Serv- 
ice, Department of Agriculture, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Domestic Dates Produced or Packed 
in Riverside County, California, Increased 
Assessment Rate" (Doc. No. FV04-987-2) re- 
ceived on November 6, 2004; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For- 
estry. 
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EC-9912. A communication from the Acting 
Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition, 
Technology, and Logistics, Department of 
Defense, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re- 
port entitled ‘Long-Term Strategy to Re- 
duce Corrosion and the Effects of Corrosion 
on the Military Equipment and Infrastruc- 
ture of the Department of Defense"; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

EC-9913. A communication from the Acting 
Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition, 
Technology, and Logistics, Department of 
Defense, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re- 
port relative to the Department's Fiscal 
Year 2008 purchases from foreign entities; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC-9914. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of Research and Engineering, Depart- 
ment of Defense, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report relative to the Foreign Com- 
parative Testing Program; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

EC-9915. A communication from the Acting 
Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition, 
Technology, and Logistics, Department of 
Defense, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re- 
port relative to the Environmental Tech- 
nology Program; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

EC-9916. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Secretary for Legislative Affairs, 
Department of State, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend- 
ment to the International Traffic in Arms 
Regulations: Registration Fee Change" 
(RIN1400-AB97) received on November 9, 2004; 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC-9917. A communication from the Alter- 
nate OSD FRLO, Office of the Secretary, De- 
partment of Defense, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“TRICARE; NDAA-02 and a Technical Cor- 
rection Included in the NDA A-03" (RIN0720- 
AA89) received on November 6, 2004; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

EC-9918. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Secretary of Defense, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the Department of Defense's 
Fiscal Year 2004 Performance and Account- 
ability Report; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

ЕС-9919. A communication from the Acting 
Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition, 
Technology, and Logistics, Department of 
Defense, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re- 
port relative to the Department's contrac- 
tors' commercial and industrial type func- 
tions; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

ЕС-9920. A communication from the Gen- 
eral Counsel, Federal Emergency Manage- 
ment Agency, Department of Homeland Se- 
curity, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re- 
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Final Flood Ele- 
vation Determinations; 69 FR 61445" (44 CFR 
67) received on November 6, 2004; to the Com- 
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af- 
fairs. 

EC-9921. A communication from the Gen- 
eral Counsel, Federal Emergency Manage- 
ment Agency, Department of Homeland Se- 
curity, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re- 
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Suspension of Com- 
munity Eligibility; 69 FR 60309" (44 CFR 64) 
received on November 6, 2004; to the Com- 
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af- 
fairs. 

ЕС-9922. A communication from the Gen- 
eral Counsel, Federal Emergency Manage- 
ment Agency, Department of Homeland Se- 
curity, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re- 
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Suspension of Com- 
munity Eligibility; 69 FR 6144” (44 CFR 64) 
received on November 6, 2004; to the Com- 
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af- 
fairs. 
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ЕС-9923. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report relative to the na- 
tional emergency with respect to Iran that 
was declared in Executive Order 12170 of No- 
vember 14, 1979; to the Committee on Bank- 
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

ЕС-9924. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report relative to the na- 
tional emergency with respect to Syria that 
was declared in Executive Order 13338 of May 
11, 2004; to the Committee on Banking, Hous- 
ing, and Urban Affairs. 

ЕС-9925. A communication from the Assist- 
ant General Counsel for Regulations, Office 
of Public and Indian Housing, Department of 
Housing and Urban Development, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled “Participation in HUD’s Native Amer- 
ican Programs by Religious Organizations 
Providing for Equal Treatment of All Pro- 
gram Participants" (RIN2577-AC56) received 
on November 16, 2004; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

ЕС-9926. A communication from the Gen- 
eral Counsel, Office of General Counsel, Na- 
tional Credit Union Administration, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled “12 CFR Section 701.14—Change in 
Official or Senior Executive Officer in Credit 
Unions That Are Newly Chartered or Are in 
Troubled Condition" received on November 
16, 2004; to the Committee on Banking, Hous- 
ing, and Urban Affairs. 

ЕС-9927. A communication from the Regu- 
latory Specialist, Legislative and Regu- 
latory Activities Division, Comptroller of 
the Currency, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Rules of Prac- 
tice and Procedure; Civil Money Penalty In- 
flation Adjustments"  (RINI1557-AC82) re- 
ceived on November 16, 2004; to the Com- 
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af- 
fairs. 

EC-9928. A communication from the Regu- 
latory Specialist, Legislative and Regu- 
latory Activities Division, Comptroller of 
the Currency, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Rules, Policies, 
and Procedures for Corporate Activities; An- 
nual Report on Operating Subsidiaries” 
(RIN1557-AC81) received on November 16, 
2004; to the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs. 

ЕС-9929. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Office of Legislative Affairs, Federal De- 
posit Insurance Corporation, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Rules of Practice and Procedure" (RIN3064- 
АСТ6) received on November 5, 2004; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 

EC-9930. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of Housing and Urban Development, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Depart- 
ment of Housing and Urban Development's 
Fiscal Year 2004 Performance and Account- 
ability Report; to the Committee on Bank- 
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC-9931. A communication from the Chair- 
man and President, Export-Import Bank of 
the United States, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of à transaction involving 
U.S. exports to the United Arab Emirates; to 
the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

ЕС-9932. A communication from the Assist- 
ant to the Board, Federal Reserve Board, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled Regulation J—Collection of 
Checks and Other Items by Federal Reserve 
Banks and Funds Transfers through 
Fedwire" received on October 26, 2004; to the 
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Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 

EC-9933. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Chief Acquisition Officer for Procure- 
ment, National Aeronautics and Space Ad- 
ministration, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Government 
Property and Miscellaneous Editorial 
Changes" (RIN2700-AD05) received on No- 
vember 14, 2004; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-9934. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Assistant Administrator, Office of Sus- 
tainable Fisheries, National Marine Fish- 
eries Service, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fisheries off 
West Coast States and in the Western Pa- 
cific; Coastal Pelagic Species Fisheries; An- 
nual Specifications; Pacific Mackerel” 
(RIN0648-AR97) received on November 16, 
2004; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-9935. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Assistant Administrator, Office of Sus- 
tainable Fisheries, National Marine Fish- 
eries Service, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Reallocation of 
Projected Unused Amount of Pacific Cod 
from Vessels Using Trawl and Jig Gear to 
Vessels Using Hook-and-Line and Pot Gear 
in the ВАГ” received on November 16, 2004; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC-9936. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Assistant Administrator, Office of Sus- 
tainable Fisheries, National Marine Fish- 
eries Service, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Closure of 
‘Other Species’ in the Bering Sea and Aleu- 
tian Islands" received on November 16, 2004; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC-9937. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Assistant Administrator, Office of Sus- 
tainable Fisheries, National Marine Fish- 
eries Service, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Notice of Clo- 
sure of the 2004 King Mackerel Commercial 
Fishery, Western Zone of the Gulf of Mex- 
ico" received on November 16, 2004; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-9938. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary for Export Administration, 
Bureau of Industry and Security, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Micro- 
processor Technology Eligible for Export 
Under License Exception" (RIN0694-AD04) 
received on November 16, 2004; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-9939. A communication from the Attor- 
ney, National Highway Traffic Safety Ad- 
ministration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘List of Nonconforming Vehi- 
cles Decided to be Eligible for Importation" 
(RIN2127-AJ35) received on November 16, 
2004; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-9940. A communication from the Attor- 
ney, National Highway Traffic Safety Ad- 
ministration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Schedule of Fees Authorized 
by 49 U.S.C. 30141" (RIN2127-AJ34) received 
on November 16, 2004; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-9941. A communication from the Attor- 
ney, National Highway Traffic Safety Ad- 
ministration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Special Purpose Vehicles" 


24255 


(RIN2127-AH75) received on November 16, 
2004; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation . 

ЕС-9942. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives: Pratt 
and Whitney Canada PT6B-36A and PT6B- 
36B Turboshaft Engines Doc. No. 2004-МЕ-18” 
(RIN2120-AA64) received on November 16, 
2004; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

ЕС-9943. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Correction: Establishment of Re- 
stricted Areas 5802C, D, and E; Fort 
Indiantown Gap, PA Doc. No. 02-АЕА-19” 
(RIN2120-AA64) received on November 16, 
2004; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

ЕС-9944. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives: Boeing 
Model 727, 727C, 727 100, 100 C, and 200 Series 
Airplanes Doc. No. 2003-NM-181" (RIN2120- 
AA64) received on November 16, 2004; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
'Transportation. 

EC-9945. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives: BAE 
Systems Limited Model BAe 146 and Avro 146 
RJ Series Airplanes Doc. No. 2002-NM-90" 
(RIN2120-AA64) received on November 16, 
2004; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-9946. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives: Hartzell 
Propeller Inc Model HC В5МР 3()/ 
M10282A()+6 Propellers Doc. No. 86-АМЕ-7” 
(RIN2120-AA64) received on November 16, 
2004; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-9947. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives: CFM 
International CFM56-5C Series Turbofan En- 
gines Doc. No. 95-ANE-64" (RIN2120-AA64) 
received on November 16, 2004; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-9948. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled *'Airworthiness Directives: Correc- 
tion—Rolls Royce plc RB211-22B, -524, and 
-58 Series Turbofan Engines Doc. No. 2003- 
NE-57" (RIN2120-AA64) received on Novem- 
ber 16, 2004; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

ЕС-9949. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives: Bom- 
bardier Model CL 600 2C10 and CL 600 2D24 
Series Airplanes Doc. No. 2004-NM-125" 
(RIN2120-AA64) received on November 106, 
2004; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 
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ЕС-9950. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives: Valentin 
GmbH and Co. Taifun 17E Sailplanes; Doc. 
No. 2008-CE-56" (RIN2120-AA64) received on 
November 16, 2004; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-9951. A communication from the Pro- 
geram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of à rule 
entitled *Airworthiness Directives: MD Heli- 
copters Inc Model 500N and 600N Helicopters 
Doc. No. 2004-S9W-20" (RIN2120-AA64) re- 
ceived on November 16, 2004; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-9952. A communication from the Pro- 
geram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of à rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives: Boeing 
Model 737-600, 700, 700C, 800, and 900 Series 
Airplanes Doc. No. 2002-NM-327" (RIN2120- 
AA64) received on November 16, 2004; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

ЕС-9953. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives: Dassault 
Model Fan Jet Falcon Series Airplanes; and 
Model Mystere-Falcon 20 Series Airplanes 
Doc. No. 2002-NM-227" (RIN2120-AA64) re- 
ceived on November 16, 2004; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-9954. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives: Robinson 
Helicopter Company Model R22 Series Heli- 
copters; Doc. Мо. 2004-SW-15" (RIN2120- 
AA64) received on November 16, 2004; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

ЕС-9955. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives: Correc- 
tion—Boeing Model 727 Series airplanes 
Modified in Accordance with Supplemental 
Type Certificate, Doc. Мо. 07-NM-235” 
(RIN2120-AA64) received on November 16, 
2004; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-9956. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives: Cessna 
Aircraft Company 120, 140, 150, F150, 170, 172, 
F172, FR172, P172D, 175, 177, 180, 182, 185, 
A185E, 190, 195, 206, P206, U206, TP206, TU206, 
207, T207, 210, T210, 336, 337, and T337 Series 
Airplanes Doc. Мо. 2003-CE-40" (RIN2120- 
AA64) received on November 16, 2004; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

ЕС-9957. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives: Boeing 
Model 737-200, 200C, 300, 400, and 500 Series 
Airplanes Doc. No. 2991-NM-246" (RIN2120- 
AA64) received on November 16, 2004; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 
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ЕС-9958. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives: Cessna 
Aircraft Company 120, 140, 150, F150, 170, 172, 
FR172, P172D, 175, 177, 180, 182, 185, A185E, 190, 
195, 206, P206, U206, ТР206, TU206, 207, T207, 
210, T210, 336, 387, and T337 Airplanes Doc. 
No. 2008-CE-40" (RIN2120-AA64) received on 
November 16, 2004; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-9959. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives: DG 
Flugzeugbau GmbH, Model Sailplanes, Spin- 
dle Drive; Doc. No. 2004-CE-06" (RIN2120- 
AA64) received on November 16, 2004; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

ЕС-9960. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives: Bom- 
bardier Model DHC 8 101, 102, 108, 106, 201, 202, 
301, 311, and 315 Airplanes Doc. No. 20022NM- 
126” (RIN2120-AA64) received on November 
16, 2004; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

ЕС-9961. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives: Boeing 
Model 707 and 720 Series Airplanes; Doc. No. 
2003-ХІМ-44” (RIN2120-AA64) received on No- 
vember 16, 2004; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

ЕС-9962. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives: Airbus 
Model A330 and A340 Series Airplanes Doc. 
No. 2004-ММ-159” (RIN2120-A A64) received on 
November 16, 2004; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

ЕС-9963. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives: Airbus 
Model A218, 319, 320, and 321 Series Airplanes 
Doc. No. 2004-NM-158" (КІМ2120-А А64) re- 
ceived on November 16, 2004; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-9964. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives: Bom- 
bardier Model CL 600 2B19 Airplanes Doc. No. 
2004-NM-195”’ (RIN2120-A A64) received on No- 
vember 16, 2004; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-9965. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Assistant Administrator, Office of Sus- 
tainable Fisheries, National Marine Fish- 
eries Office, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fisheries of the 
Northeastern United States; Summer Floun- 
der, Scup, and Black Sea Bass Fisheries; 
Framework Adjustment 5” (RIN0648-AR50) 
received on November 16, 2004; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-9966. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary for Export Administration, 
Bureau of Industry and Security, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
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to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Com- 
puter Technology and Software Eligible for 
Export Under License Exception; and Estab- 
lishment of ‘Foreign National Review’ Re- 
quirement and Procedure" (RIN0694-AD18) 
received on November 16, 2004; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

ЕС-9967. A communication from the Ad- 
ministrator, Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, a report entitled 
“Report to Congress—Part 135 Air Taxi Oper- 
ators Study"; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

ЕС-9968. A communication from the Chair- 
man, Surfaces Transportation Board, De- 
partment of Transportation, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Regulations Governing Fees for Services 
Performed in Connection With Licensing and 
Related Services—2004 Update" (Stb Ex 
Parte No. 542) received on November 5, 2004; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

ЕС-9969. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of Transportation, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the Department of Transpor- 
tation’s Fiscal Year 2004 Performance and 
Accountability Report; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

ЕС-9970. A communication from the Chair- 
man, National Transportation Safety Board, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Board’s 
2004 FAIR Act Inventory; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

ЕС-9971. A communication from the Sec- 
retary, Federal Trade Commission, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the Commission’s Cig- 
arette Report for 2002; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

ЕС-9972. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and 
Parks, National Park Service, Department of 
the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Lake Roosevelt 
National Recreation Area Personal 
Watercraft Use’’ (RIN1024-AD01) received on 
November 16, 2004; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Natural Resources. 

ЕС-9973. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and 
Parks, National Park Service, Department of 
the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Lake Meredith 
National Recreation Area Personal 
Watercraft Use" (RIN1024-AC97) received on 
November 16, 2004; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Natural Resources. 

ЕС-9974. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and 
Parks, National Park Service, Department of 
the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amistad Na- 
tional Recreation Area Personal Watercraft 
Use" (RIN1024-AD00) received on November 
16, 2004; to the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources. 

ЕС-9975. A communication from the Ad- 
ministrator, Energy Information Adminis- 
tration, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
Administration’s Annual Energy Review 
2003; to the Committee on Energy and Nat- 
ural Resources. 

ЕС-9976. A communication from the Assist- 
ant General Counsel for Legislative and Reg- 
ulatory Law, Office of Energy Efficiency and 
Renewable Energy, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Energy 
Efficiency for Certain Commercial and In- 
dustrial Equipment: Test Procedures and Ef- 
ficiency Standards for Commercial Water 
Heaters, Hot Water Supply Boilers, and 
Unfired Hot Water Storage Tanks" (RIN1094— 
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AA95) received on November 3, 2004; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

ЕС-9977. A communication from the Assist- 
ant General Counsel for Legislative and Reg- 
ulatory Law, Office of Energy Efficiency and 
Renewable Energy, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Energy 
Efficiency Program for Certain Commercial 
and Industrial Equipment: Test Procedures 
and Efficiency Standards for Commercial 
Warm Air Furnaces; General Provisions for 
Commercial Heating, Air Conditioning, and 
Water Heating Equipment; Energy  Effi- 
ciency Provisions for Electric Motors" 
(RIN1094-AA96) received on November 3, 2004; 
to the Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

ЕС-9978. A communication from the Assist- 
ant General Counsel for Legislative and Reg- 
ulatory Law, Office of Energy Efficiency and 
Renewable Energy, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Energy 
Efficiency Program for Certain Commercial 
and Industrial Equipment: Test Procedures 
and Efficiency Standards for Commercial Air 
Conditioners and Heat Pumps" (RINI1094- 
AA97) received on November 3, 2004; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

ЕС-9979. A communication from the Chair- 
man, Nuclear Regulatory Commission, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the Commission’s 
Fiscal Year 2004 Performance and Account- 
ability Report; to the Committee on Envi- 
ronment and Public Works. 

ЕС-9980. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of а rule entitled ‘‘Ap- 
proval and Promulgation of Implementation 
Plan; Wisconsin" (FRL#7829-4) received on 
November 16, 2004; to the Committee on En- 
vironment and Public Works. 

ЕС-9981. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled “Ар- 
proval and Promulgation of Air Quality Im- 
plementation Plans; West Virginia; Deter- 
mination of Attainment and Redesignation 
of the City of Weirton PM10 Nonattainment 
Area to Attainment and Approval of the 
Maintenance Plan, Correction" (FRL#7836-5) 
received on November 16, 2004; to the Com- 
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

ЕС-9982. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled “Ар- 
proval and Promulgation of Implementation 
Plans; State of Iowa’’ (FRL#7833-7) received 
on November 16, 2004; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

ЕС-9983. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled “Ар- 
proval and Promulgation of Approval and 
Promulgation of State Air Quality Plans for 
Designated Facilities and Pollutants, Com- 
monwealth of Virginia; Control of Municipal 
Waste Combustor Emissions from Large Ex- 
isting Municipal Solid Waste Combustor 
Units" (FRL#7831-5) received on November 
16, 2004; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

ЕС-9984. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled “Ар- 
proval and Promulgation of State Implemen- 
tation Plans; State of Iowa” (FRL#7836-4) re- 
ceived on November 16, 2004; to the Com- 
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


EC-9985. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled “Ар- 
proval of Section 112(1) Authority for Haz- 
ardous Air Pollutants; Equivalency by Per- 
mit Provisions; National Emission Standards 
for Hazardous Air Pollutants from the Pulp 
and Paper Industry; State of Georgia" 
(FRL#783207) received on November 16, 2004; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub- 
lic Works. 

EC-9986. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Maine: 
Final Authorization of State Hazardous 
Waste Management Program Revision" 
(FRL#7835-9) received on November 16, 2004; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub- 
lic Works. 

EC-9987. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled “Ар- 
proval and Promulgation of Air Quality Im- 
plementation Plan; Pennsylvania; Control of 
Volatile Organic Compound Emissions from 
AIM Coatings" (FRL#7835-4) received on No- 
vember 16, 2004; to the Committee on Envi- 
ronment and Public Works. 

EC-9988. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled “Ар- 
proval and Promulgation of State Implemen- 
tation Plans: Oregon" (FRLZ7835-2) received 
on November 16, 2004; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

EC-9989. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Correc- 
tions to the California State Implementation 
Plan" (FRL#7837-9) received on November 16, 
2004; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

EC-9990. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled *Interim 
Final Determination to Stay Sanctions, Im- 
perial County Air Pollution Control Dis- 
trict" (FRL#7834-5) received on November 16, 
2004; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

ЕС-9991. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Water 
Quality Standards for Coastal and Great 
Lakes Recreation Waters" (FRL#7837-5) re- 
ceived on November 16, 2004; to the Com- 
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

ЕС-9992. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Revi- 
sions to the California State Implementation 
Plan, Great Basin and Ventura County Air 
Pollution Control District" (FRL#7834-2) re- 
ceived on November 16, 2004; to the Com- 
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC-9993. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Revi- 
sions to the California State Implementation 
Plan, Imperial County Air Pollution Control 
District" (FRL#7834-8) received on November 
16, 2004; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

EC-9994. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Office of Congressional Affairs, Nuclear 
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Regulatory Commission, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
*Risk-Informed Categorization and Treat- 
ment of Structures, Systems, and Compo- 
nents for Nuclear Power Reactors” (RIN3150— 
AG42) received on November 18, 2004; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC-9995. A communication from the Acting 
Chief, Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Weighted Average Interest Rate Update No- 
tice—Pension Funding Equity Act of 2004” 
(Notice 2004-77) received on November 16, 
2004; to the Committee on Finance. 

ЕС-9996. A communication from the Acting 
Chief, Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘Annual Pension Plan, etc., Cost-of-Living 
Adjustments for 2005” (Notice 2004-72) re- 
ceived on November 16, 2004; to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

ЕС-9997. A communication from the Acting 
Chief, Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“2005 Annual Covered Compensation Tables’’ 
(Rev. Rul. 2004-104) received on November 16, 
2004; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC-9998. A communication from the Acting 
Chief, Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Payments Under ог to an Annuity Contract 
Described in Section 403(b)" (RIN1545-BD50) 
received on November 16, 2004; to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

ЕС-9999. A communication from the Acting 
Chief, Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Actuarial Assumptions Under Section 101 of 
Pension Funding Equity Ас%” (Notice 2004- 
78) received on November 16, 2004; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

EC-10000. A communication from the Act- 
ing Chief, Publications and Regulations 
Branch, Internal Revenue Service, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Bureau of Labor Statistics Price In- 
dexes for Department Stores—September 
2004" (Rev. Rul. 2004-105) received оп Novem- 
ber 16, 2004; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC-10001. A communication from the Act- 
ing Chief, Publications and Regulations 
Branch, Internal Revenue Service, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled “СРІ Adjustment for Section 1274A for 
2005” (Rev. Rul. 2004-107) received on Novem- 
ber 16, 2004; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC-10002. A communication from the Act- 
ing Chief, Publications and Regulations 
Branch, Internal Revenue Service, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Appeals Settlement Guidelines: Cap- 
italization of Costs to Obtain Management 
Contracts" (UIL: 162.05-00) received on No- 
vember 16, 2004; to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

EC-10003. A communication from the Act- 
ing Chief, Publications and Regulations 
Branch, Internal Revenue Service, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Applicable Federal Rates—December 
2004" (Rev. Rul. 2004-106) received on Novem- 
ber 16, 2004; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC-10004. A communication from the Act- 
ing Chief, Publications and Regulations 
Branch, Internal Revenue Service, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled Standard Mileage Rates—2005" (Rev. 
Proc. 2004-64) received on November 16, 2004; 
to the Committee on Finance. 
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EC-10005. A communication from the Act- 
ing Chief, Publications and Regulations 
Branch, Internal Revenue Service, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Coordinated Issue: IRC 461(f) Con- 
tested Liabilities’ (UIL 9300.30–00) received 
on November 16, 2004; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

ЕС-10006. A communication from the Act- 
ing Chief, Publications and Regulations 
Branch, Internal Revenue Service, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Coordinated Issue: S Corporation Tax 
Shelter" (UIL9300.36-00) received оп Novem- 
ber 16, 2004; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC-10007. A communication from the Com- 
missioner, Social Security Administration, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Adminis- 
tration’s Fiscal Year 2004 Performance and 
Accountability Report; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

ЕС-10008. A communication from the Regu- 
lations Coordinator, Centers for Medicare 
Management, Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Medicare 
Program; Coverage and Payment of Ambu- 
lance Services; Recalibration of Conversion 
Factor; Inflation Update for CY 2005” 
(RIN0938-AN20) received on November 5, 2004; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

EC-10009. A communication from the As- 
sistant Legal Adviser for Treaty Affairs, De- 
partment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of the texts and background 
statements of international agreements 
other than treaties; to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

EC-10010. A communication from the As- 
sistant Legal Adviser for Treaty Affairs, De- 
partment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report an agreement between the 
United States and Taiwan; to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

EC-10011. A communication from the As- 
sistant Legal Adviser for Legislative Affairs, 
Department of State, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report relative to the United 
States-Cuba September 1994 “Joint Commu- 
nique”; to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

ЕС-10012. A communication from the As- 
sistant Secretary for Legislative Affairs, De- 
partment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report relative to the participation of 
Taiwan in the World Health Organization; to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

ЕС-10013. A communication from the As- 
sistant Legal Adviser for Treaty Affairs, De- 
partment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of the texts and background 
statements of international agreements 
other than treaties; to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

EC-10014. A communication from the As- 
sistant Secretary for Legislative Affairs, De- 
partment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
the Arms Export Control Act, the certifi- 
cation of a proposed manufacturing license 
agreement for the manufacture of significant 
military equipment abroad; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-10015. A communication from the As- 
sistant Secretary for Legislative Affairs, De- 
partment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
the Arms Export Control Act, the certifi- 
cation of a proposed manufacturing license 
agreement for the manufacture of significant 
military equipment abroad; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-10016. A communication from the As- 
sistant Secretary for Legislative Affairs, De- 
partment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
the Arms Export Control Act, the certifi- 
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cation of a proposed manufacturing license 
agreement for the manufacture of significant 
military equipment abroad and the export of 
defense services in the amount of $100,000,000 
or more to the United Kingdom and Italy; to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

ЕС-10017. A communication from the As- 
sistant Secretary for Legislative Affairs, De- 
partment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
the Arms Export Control Act, the certifi- 
cation of a proposed license for the export of 
defense articles that are firearms to be sold 
commercially under a contract in the 
amount of $1,000,000 or more to Austria, Bel- 
gium, Czech Republic, Denmark, Finland, 
France, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Italy, 
Ireland, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Norway, 
Portugal, Poland, Spain, Sweden, Switzer- 
land, and United Kingdom; to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

ЕС-10018. A communication from the Ав- 
sistant Secretary for Legislative Affairs, De- 
partment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
the Arms Export Control Act, the certifi- 
cation of a proposed license the manufacture 
of major defense equipment and defense arti- 
cles in the amount of $50,000,000 or more to 
France, Russia, Spain, Sweden, and 
Kazhakztan; to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

ЕС-10019. A communication from the As- 
sistant Secretary for Legislative Affairs, De- 
partment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
the Arms Export Control Act, the certifi- 
cation of a proposed license for the export of 
defense articles or defense services sold com- 
mercially under a contract in the amount of 
$50,000,000 to Israel; to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

ЕС-10020. A communication from the As- 
sistant Secretary for Legislative Affairs, De- 
partment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
the Arms Export Control Act, the certifi- 
cation of a proposed license for the export of 
defense articles or defense services sold com- 
mercially under a contract in the amount of 
$50,000,000 to the United Kingdom and 
France; to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

ЕС-10021. A communication from the As- 
sistant Secretary for Legislative Affairs, De- 
partment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
the Arms Export Control Act, the certifi- 
cation of a proposed license for the export of 
major defense equipment valued at $25,000,000 
or more to the Netherlands and Romania; to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

ЕС-10022 A communication from the 
Chairman of the Council of the District of 
Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of D.C. Act 15-563, ‘‘Pedestrian Pro- 
tection Right-of-Way at Crosswalks Amend- 
ment Act of 2004”; to the Committee on Gov- 
ernmental Affairs. 

ЕС-10023 A communication from the 
Chairman of the Council of the District of 
Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of D.C. Act 15-564, ‘‘Miscellaneous Ve- 
hicles Helmet Safety Act of 2004"; to the 
Committee on Governmental Affairs. 

EC-10004. A communication from the 
Chairman of the Council of the District of 
Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of D.C. Act 15-565, ‘‘District of Colum- 
bia Statehood Delegation Fund Commission 
Establishment and Tax Check-Off Amend- 
ment Act of 2004"; to the Committee on Gov- 
ernmental Affairs. 

EC-10025. A communication from the 
Chairman of the Council of the District of 
Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of D.C. Act 15-566, ‘‘Prevention of Pre- 
mature Release of Mentally Incompetent De- 
fendants Amendment Act of 2004”; to the 
Committee on Governmental Affairs. 
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ЕС-10026. A communication from the 
Chairman of the Council of the District of 
Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of D.C. Act 15-567, ‘‘Retail Natural 
Gas Supplier Licensing and Consumer Pro- 
tection Act of 2004"; to the Committee on 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC-10027. А communication from the 
Chairman of the Council of the District of 
Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of D.C. Act 15-568, “Нівбогіс Preserva- 
tion Process for Public Safety Facilities 
Amendment Act of 2004”; to the Committee 
on Governmental Affairs. 

EC-10028. A communication from the 
Chairman of the Council of the District of 
Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of D.C. Act 15-587, “Property Manage- 
ment Reform Amendment Act of 2004"; to 
the Committee on Governmental Affairs. 

ЕС-10029. A communication from the 
Chairman of the Council of the District of 
Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of D.C. Act 15-569, ‘‘Public Assistance 
Confidentiality of Information Temporary 
Amendment Act of 2004"; to the Committee 
on Governmental Affairs. 

EC-10030. A communication from the 
Chairman of the Council of the District of 
Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of D.C. Act 15-570, ‘‘Low-Income Hous- 
ing Tax Credit Fund Temporary Act of 2004’’; 
to the Committee on Governmental Affairs. 

EC-10031. А communication from the 
Chairman of the Council of the District of 
Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of D.C. Act 15-571, ‘‘Contract No. 
DCFJ-2004-B-0081 (Delivery of Electrical 
Power and Ancillary Services) Exemption 
Temporary Amendment Act of 2004’’; to the 
Committee on Governmental Affairs. 

EC-10032. A communication from the 
Chairman of the Council of the District of 
Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of D.C. Act 15-572, ‘‘Distracted Driving 
Safety Revised Temporary Amendment Act 
of 2004"; to the Committee on Governmental 
Affairs. 

EC-10033. А communication from the 
Chairman of the Council of the District of 
Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of D.C. Act 15-573, ‘‘Unclaimed Prop- 
erty Demutualization Proceeds Technical 
Correction Amendment Temporary Act of 
2004"; to the Committee on Governmental 
Affairs. 

EC-10034. A communication from the 
Chairman of the Council of the District of 
Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of D.C. Act 15-574, ‘‘Fiscal Year-End 
State Aid Re-Allocation Temporary Act of 
2004"; to the Committee on Governmental 
Affairs. 

ЕС-10035. A communication from the 
Chairman of the Council of the District of 
Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of D.C. Act 15-575, “Unemployment 
Compensation Funds Appropriation Author- 
ization Temporary Act of 2004"; to the Com- 
mittee on Governmental Affairs. 

ЕС-10036. А communication from the 
Chairman of the Council of the District of 
Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of D.C. Act 15-576, Housing and Com- 
munity Development Reform Advisory Com- 
mission Extension Temporary Amendment 
Act of 2004"; to the Committee on Govern- 
mental Affairs. 

ЕС-10037. A communication from the 
Chairman of the Council of the District of 
Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of D.C. Act 15-577, ‘‘Anesthesiologist 
Assistant Licensure Amendment Act of 
2004"; to the Committee on Governmental 
Affairs. 
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EC-10038. A communication from the Act- 
ing Chief, Publications and Regulations 
Branch, Internal Revenue Service, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled “бесбіоп 846 Discount Factor for 2004” 
(Rev. Proc. 2004-69) received on November 18, 
2004; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC-10039. A communication from the Act- 
ing Chief, Publications and Regulations 
Branch, Internal Revenue Service, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled “бесбіоп 832 Discount Factors for 
2004” (Rev. Proc. 2004-70) received on Novem- 
ber 18, 2004; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC-10040. A communication from the Com- 
mandant, United States Coast Guard, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, a report relative to 
the life cycle costs and benefits of creating a 
Center for Coastal and Maritime Security; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-10041. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of Education, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the Department of Education’s Fiscal 
Year 2004 Performance and Accountability 
Report; to the Committee on Governmental 
Affairs. 

EC-10042. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Director of Communications and Legis- 
lative Affairs, Equal Employment Oppor- 
tunity Commission, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the Commission’s Fiscal Year 2004 
Performance and Accountability Report; to 
the Committee on Governmental Affairs. 

ЕС-10043. A communication from the Di- 
rector, U.S. Trade and Development Agency, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Agency’s 
annual financial audit for Fiscal Year 2004; 
to the Committee on Governmental Affairs. 

EC-10044. A communication from the Exec- 
utive Director, United States-Mexico Border 
Health Commission, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the Commission’s 2004 Annual Re- 
port; to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

EC-10045. A communication from the 
Chairman, Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety 
Board, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
Board's financial statements for Fiscal Year 
2004; to the Committee on Governmental Af- 
fairs. 

EC-10046. A communication from the Act- 
ing Director, Office of General Counsel and 
Legal Policy, Office of Government Ethics, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
а rule entitled ‘‘Revisions to the Certificates 
of Divestiture Regulation" (RIN3209-AA00) 
received on November 16, 2004; to the Com- 
mittee on Governmental Affairs. 

EC-10047. A communication from the 
Chairman, Merit Systems Protection Board, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report enti- 
tled *Identifying Talent Through Automated 
Hiring Systems in Federal Agencies”; to the 
Committee on Governmental Affairs. 

ЕС-10048. A communication from Ше 
Chairman, Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of the Office of Inspector 
General for the six-month period ending Sep- 
tember 30, 2004; to the Committee on Govern- 
mental Affairs. 

EC-10049. A communication from the 
Chairman, Broadcasting Board of Governors, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Board's 
Fiscal Year 2004 Performance and Account- 
ability Report; to the Committee on Govern- 
mental Affairs. 

EC-10050. A communication from the Di- 
rector, Office of Personnel Management, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Office's 
Performance and Accountability Report for 
Fiscal Year 2004; to the Committee on Gov- 
ernmental Affairs. 
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ЕС-10051. A communication from the Di- 
rector, Office of Personnel Management, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Interim Regulations on No- 
tification of Post-Employment Restrictions" 
received on November 3, 2004; to the Com- 
mittee on Governmental Affairs. 

EC-10052. A communication from the Di- 
rector of the Selective Service System, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the System's 
Performance and Accountability Report for 
Fiscal Year 2004; to the Committee on Gov- 
ernmental Affairs. 

EC-10053. A communication from the Coun- 
sel to the Inspector General, General Serv- 
ices Administration, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a nomination for the po- 
sition of Inspector General, General Services 
Administration, received on November 15, 
2004; to the Committee on Governmental Af- 
fairs. 

ЕС-10054 A communication from the 
Chairman, Federal Maritime Commission, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Commis- 
Sion's Revised Final Annual Performance 
Plan for Fiscal Year 2005; to the Committee 
on Governmental Affairs. 


EE 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 


By Mr. MCCAIN, from the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation, 
with amendments: 

S. 2393. А bill to improve aviation security 
(Rept. No. 108-417). 

S. 2641. A bill to reauthorize and restruc- 
ture the National Aeronautics and Space Ad- 
ministration, and for other purposes (Rept. 
No. 108-418). 

By Mr. SPECTER, from the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs, with an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute: 

S. 1153. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to permit medicare-eligible vet- 
erans to receive an out-patient medication 
benefit, to provide that certain veterans who 
receive such benefit are not otherwise eligi- 
ble for medical care and services from the 
Department of Veterans Affairs, and for 
other purposes (Rept. No. 108-419). 

By Mr. McCAIN, from the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation, 
without amendment: 

S. 1380. A bill to distribute universal serv- 
ice support equitably throughout rural 
America, and for other purposes. 

By Mr. McCAIN, from the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation, 
with an amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute: 

S. 1963. A bill to amend the Communica- 
tions Act of 1934 to protect the privacy right 
of subscribers to wireless communication 
services. 

S. 2145. A bill to regulate the unauthorized 
installation of computer software, to require 
clear disclosure to computer users of certain 
computer software features that may pose a 
threat to user privacy, and for other pur- 
poses. 

S. 2281. A bill to provide a clear and unam- 
biguous structure for the jurisdictional and 
regulatory treatment for the offering or pro- 
vision of voice-over-Internet-protocol appli- 
cations, and for other purposes. 

By Mr. McCAIN, from the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation, 
with an amendment: 

S. 2505. A bill to implement the rec- 
ommendations of the Federal Communica- 
tions Commission report to the Congress re- 
garding low power FM service. 
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By Mr. McCAIN, from the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation, 
with an amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute: 

S. 2644. A bill to amend the Communica- 
tions Act of 1934 with respect to the carriage 
of direct broadcast satellite television sig- 
nals by satellite carriers to consumers in 
rural areas, and for other purposes. 

By Mr. McCAIN, from the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation, 
with amendments: 

S. 2820. A bill to ensure the availability of 
certain spectrum for public safety entities 
by amending the Communications Act of 1934 
to establish January 1, 2009, as the date by 
which the transition to digital television 
shall be completed, and for other puropses. 


EE 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF 
COMMITTEES 


The following executive reports of 
committees were submitted: 


By Mr. WARNER for the Committee on 
Armed Services. 


Air Force nomination of Col. Guy K. 
Dahlbeck. 
Air Force nomination of Col. Brent E. 


Winget. 

Army nomination of Maj. Gen. Robert L. 
Van Antwerp, Jr. 

Army nomination of Brig. Gen. Jason K. 
Kamiya. 

Army nomination 
Thurgood. 

Army nomination of Colonel Michael J. 
Lally III. 

By Mr. McCAIN for the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

*Gay Hart Gaines, of Florida, to be a Mem- 
ber of the Board of Directors of the Corpora- 
tion for Public Broadcasting for a term ex- 
piring January 31, 2010. 

*Claudia Puig, of Florida, to be a Member 
of the Board of Directors of the Corporation 
for Public Broadcasting for a term expiring 
January 31, 2008. 

*Ernest J. Wilson ІП, of Maryland, to be a 
Member of the Board of Directors of the Cor- 
poration for Public Broadcasting for a term 
expiring January 31, 2010. 

*James S. Simpson, of New York, to be a 
Member of the Advisory Board of the Saint 
Lawrence Seaway Development Corporation. 
*Harold Jennings Creel, Jr., of South Caro- 
lina, to be a Federal Maritime Commissioner 
for the term expiring June 30, 2009. 
*Jonathan Steven Adelstein, of South Da- 
kota, to be a Member of the Federal Commu- 
nications Commission for a term expiring 
June 30, 2008. 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, for the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation I report favorably the 
following nomination lists which were 
printed in the RECORD on the dates in- 
dicated, and ask unanimous consent to 
save the expense of reprinting on the 
the Executive Calendar that these 
nominations lie at the Secretary’s desk 
for the information of Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Coast Guard nominations beginning Gerard 
P. Achenbach and ending Elizabeth D Young, 
which nominations were received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD on September 23, 2004. 

Coast Guard nominations beginning Joel 
A. Amundson and ending Joseph M. Zwack, 


of Col. Keith L. 
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which nominations were received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD on November 16, 2004. 


*Nomination was reported with rec- 
ommendation that it be confirmed sub- 
ject to the nominees’s commitment to 
respond to requests to appear and tes- 
tify before any duly constituted com- 
mittee of the Senate. 

(Nominations without an asterisk 
were reported with the recommenda- 
tion that they be confirmed.) 


Á 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


The following bills and joint resolu- 
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred as indicated: 


By Mr. GRASSLEY: 

S. 12. A bill to amend the procedures that 
apply to consideration of interstate class ac- 
tions to assure fairer outcomes for class 
members and defendants, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. LINCOLN: 

S. 3008. A bill to direct the Secretary of the 
Interior to study the suitability and feasi- 
bility of designating the Wolf House, located 
in Norfolk, Arkansas, as a unit of the Na- 
tional Park System, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Mr. BOND (for himself, Ms. MIKUL- 
SKI, Mr. BENNETT, and Mr. HARKIN): 

S. 3009. A bill to establish a Division of 
Food and Agricultural Science within the 
National Science Foundation and to author- 
ize funding for the support of fundamental 
agricultural research of the highest quality, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

By Mr. SCHUMER: 

S. 3010. A bill to amend the Federal Fire 
Prevention and Control Act of 1974 to au- 
thorize the Administrator of the United 
States Fire Administration to provide assist- 
ance to firefighting task forces, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

By Mr. DAYTON (for himself and Mr. 
LOTT): 

S. 3011. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to provide payments to 
Medicare ambulance suppliers of the full 
cost or furnishing such services, to provide 
payments to rural ambulance providers, and 
suppliers to account for the cost of serving 
areas with low population density, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

By Mr. DODD (for himself and Mr. 
LIEBERMAN): 

S. 3012. A bill to ensure a balanced survey 
of taxpayers in any system of 
precertification for the earned income tax 
credit; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. SESSIONS (for himself, Mr. 
DURBIN, and Mr. KENNEDY): 

S. 3013. A bill to provide for the establish- 
ment of a controlled substance monitoring 
program in each State; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Ms. SNOWE (for herself, Mr. 
BREAUX, Mr. VOINOVICH, Mr. LEVIN, 
and Mr. DEWINE): 

S. 3014. A bill to reauthorize the Harmful 
Algal Bloorm and Hypoxia Research and 
Control Act of 1998, and for other purposes; 
considered and passed. 
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By Mr. BAYH: 

S. 3015. A bill for the relief of Fatuka 
Kaikumba Flake; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCONNELL (for himself and 
Mr. LUGAR): 

S. 3016. A bill to promote freedom, eco- 
nomic growth, and security in Asia, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: 

S. 3017. A bill to provide for the settlement 
of the claims of Swain County, North Caro- 
lina, against the United States under the 
agreement dated July 30, 1943; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. GRASSLEY: 

5. 3018. A bill to direct the Inspector Gen- 
eral of the Department of Justice to submit 
semi-annual reports regarding settlements 
relating to false claims and fraud against the 
Federal Government; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself and 
Mr. BAUCUS): 

S. 3019. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to make technical correc- 
tions, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

By Mr. DODD: 

S. 3020. A bill to establish protections 
against compelled disclosure of sources, and 
news or information, by persons providing 
services for the news media; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


i—i 


SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 
The following concurrent resolutions 


and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 


By Ms. LANDRIEU (for herself, Mr. 
CRAIG, Mr. BOND, Mr. DEWINE, Mr. 
FITZGERALD, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. 
SANTORUM, Ms. STABENOW, Ms. MUR- 
KOWSKI, Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. 
BROWNBACK, Mr. NICKLES, Mr. 
INHOFE, Mr. JEFFORDS, and Ms. 
SNOWE): 


S. Res. 474. A resolution to express support 
for the goals of National Adoption Month by 
promoting national awareness of adoption, 
celebrating children and families involved in 
adoption, and encouraging Americans to se- 
cure safety, permanency, and well being for 
all children; considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. COLEMAN (for himself, Mr. 
FEINGOLD, Mr. KOHL, and Mr. Day- 
TON): 

S. Res. 475. A resolution to condemn 
human rights abuses in Laos; considered and 
agreed to. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER (for himself and 
Mr. DODD): 

S. Res. 476. A resolution supporting the 
goals, activities, and ideals of National Pre- 
maturity Awareness Month; considered and 
agreed to. 

By Mr. 
REID): 

S. Res. 477. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the Senate in support of a reinvigo- 
rated United States vision of freedom, peace, 
and democracy in the Middle East; consid- 
ered and agreed to. 

By Mr. FRIST: 

S. Res. 478. A resolution relating to dis- 
placed staff members of Senators and Senate 
leaders; considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. SCHUMER (for himself and Mr. 
TALENT): 

S. Con. Res. 150. A concurrent resolution 

expressing the sense of Congress with respect 


FRIST (for himself and Mr. 
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to the murder of Emmett Till; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. DOMENICI: 

S. Con. Res. 151. A concurrent resolution 
recognizing the essential role that the Atom- 
ic Energy Act of 1954 has played in develop- 
ment of peaceful uses of atomic energy; to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 


— EE 


ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 
S. 585 
At the request of Mr. HAGEL, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
585, a bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to repeal the requirement 
for reduction of SBP survivor annuities 
by dependency and indemnity com- 
pensation. 
S. 983 
At the request of Mr. CHAFEE, the 
name of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. TALENT) was added as à cosponsor 
of S. 988, à bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to authorize the Di- 
rector of the National Institute of En- 
vironmental Health Sciences to make 
grants for the development and oper- 
ation of research centers regarding en- 
vironmental factors that may be re- 
lated to the etiology of breast cancer. 
S. 1813 
At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. CORZINE) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1813, a bill to prohibit profiteering 
and fraud relating to military action, 
relief, and reconstruction efforts in 
Iraq, and for other purposes. 
S. 1889 
At the request of Mrs. LINCOLN, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. LAUTENBERG) was added as a со- 
sponsor of S. 1889, a bill to amend titles 
XIX and XXI of the Social Security Act 
to permit States to cover low-income 
youth up to age 23 with an enhanced 
matching rate. 
S. 1968 
At the request of Mr. ENZI, the names 
of the Senator from Washington (Ms. 
CANTWELL) and the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. SANTORUM) were added as 
cosponsors of б. 1968, a bill to amend 
the Higher Education Act of 1965 to en- 
hance literacy in finance and econom- 
ics, and for other purposes. 
8. 2338 
At the request of Mr. HAGEL, his 
name was added as а cosponsor of S. 
2338, à bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to provide for arthritis re- 
Search and public health, and for other 
purposes. 
S. 2382 
At the request of Mr. INOUYE, the 
name of the Senator from Washington 
(Ms. CANTWELL) was added as a cospon- 
Sor of S. 2382, à bill to establish grant 
programs for the development of tele- 
communications capacities in Indian 
country. 
S. 2395 
At the request of Mr. CONRAD, the 
name of the Senator from Wyoming 
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(Mr. THOMAS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2395, a bill to require the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to mint coins in 
commemoration of the centenary of 
the bestowal of the Nobel Peace Prize 
on President Theodore Roosevelt, and 
for other purposes. 
8. 2468 
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the 
name of the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. NELSON) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2468, a bill to reform the postal 
laws of the United States. 
8. 2553 
At the request of Mr. DODD, the name 
of the Senator from New York (Mr. 
SCHUMER) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 2553, a bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to provide for 
coverage of screening ultrasound for 
abdominal aortic aneurysms under part 
B of the medicare program. 
S. 2568 
At the request of Mr. BIDEN, the 
names of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina (Mr. GRAHAM), the Senator from 
Alaska (Ms. MURKOWSKI), the Senator 
from West Virginia (Mr. ROCKEFELLER) 
and the Senator from Wyoming (Mr. 
THOMAS) were added as cosponsors of S. 
2568, a bill to require the Secretary of 
the Treasury to mint coins in com- 
memoration of the tercentenary of the 
birth of Benjamin Franklin, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 2713 
At the request of Mr. DOMENICI, the 
names of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. BINGAMAN) and the Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. JEFFORDS) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 2718, a bill to amend 
the Public Health Service Act to revise 
the amount of minimum allotments 
under the Projects for Assistance in 
Transition from  Homelessness  pro- 
gram. 
S. 2722 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from Maryland 
(Mr. SARBANES) was added as a cospon- 
Sor of S. 2722, a bill to maintain and ex- 
pand the steel import licensing and 
monitoring program. 
S. 2779 
At the request of Mr. DOMENICI, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
DURBIN) was added as à cosponsor of S. 
2779, a bill to improve protections for 
children and to hold States account- 
able for the orderly and timely place- 
ment of children across State lines, 
and for other purposes. 
S. 2873 
At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
names of the Senator from Utah (Mr. 
HATCH), the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. LoTT), the Senator from New York 
(Mr. SCHUMER) and the Senator from 
Texas (Mr. CORNYN) were added as co- 
Sponsors of S. 2873, à bill to extend the 
authority of the United States District 
Court for the Southern District of Iowa 
to hold court in Rock Island, Illinois. 
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 
name of the Senator from Vermont 
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(Mr. LEAHY) was added as à cosponsor 
of S. 2873 , supra. 
S. 2889 

At the request of Mr. ALEXANDER, the 
names of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. DODD), the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. BOND), the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. HAGEL), the Senator from Utah 
(Mr. HATCH), the Senator from North 
Carolina (Mr. EDWARDS), the Senator 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. SPECTER), the 
Senator from Ohio (Mr. DEWINE), the 
Senator from Georgia (Mr. CHAMBLISS), 
the Senator from Missouri (Mr. TAL- 
ENT), the Senator from Wyoming (Mr. 
THOMAS), the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. DAYTON), the Senator from Indi- 
ana (Mr. BAYH), the Senator from New 
Hampshire (Mr. GREGG), the Senator 
from Oregon (Mr. SMITH) and the Sen- 
ator from Texas (Mrs. HUTCHISON) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 2889, a bill to 
require the Secretary of the Treasury 
to mint coins celebrating the recovery 
and restoration of the American bald 
eagle, the national symbol of the 
United States, to America’s lands, wa- 
terways, and skies and the great im- 
portance of the designation of the 
American bald eagle as an endangered 
species under the Endangered Species 
Act of 1973, and for other purposes. 

S. 2966 

At the request of Mr. CRAIG, the 
name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. BURNS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2966, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide for a 
nonrefundable tax credit against in- 
come tax for individuals who purchase 
a residential safe storage device for the 
safe storage of firearms. 

8. 2994 

At the request of Ms. SNOWE, the 
names of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. Baucus), the Senator from Kansas 
(Mr. BROWNBACK) and the Senator from 
South Dakota (Mr. JOHNSON) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 2994, a bill to 
provide that funds received as uni- 
versal service contributions under sec- 
tion 254 of the Communications Act of 
1934 and the universal service support 
programs established pursuant thereto 
are not subject to certain provisions of 
title 31, United States Code, commonly 
known as the Antideficiency Act, for a 
period of time. 

S. 3000 

At the request of Mr. KOHL, his name 
was added as a cosponsor of S. 3000, a 
bill to postpone the extension of nor- 
mal trade relations to the products of 
Laos. 

At the request of Mr. COLEMAN, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. DAYTON) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 3000, supra. 

8. CON. RES. 141 

At the request of Mr. DOMENICI, the 
name of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. LOTT) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. Con. Res. 141, a concurrent resolu- 
tion recognizing the essential role of 
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nuclear power in the national energy 
policy of the United States and sup- 
porting the increased use of nuclear 
power and the construction and devel- 
opment of new and improved nuclear 
power generating plants. 
S. CON. RES. 148 

At the request of Mr. BINGAMAN, the 
names of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. DOMENICI) and the Senator from 
Texas (Mr. CORNYN) were added as co- 
sponsors of б. Con. Res. 148, а concur- 
rent resolution honoring the life and 
contribution of Yogi Bhajan, a leader 
of the Sikhs, and expressing condo- 
lences to the Sikh community on his 
passing. 

S. RES. 436 

At the request of Mr. REID, the name 
of the Senator from Idaho (Mr. CRAIG) 
was added as a cosponsor of S. Res. 436, 
a resolution designating the second 
Sunday in the month of December 2004 
ав “National Children’s Memorial 
Day". 


i—i 


STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


By Mr. BOND (for himself, Ms. 
MIKULSKI, Mr. BENNETT, and 
Mr. HARKIN): 

S. 3009. A bill to establish a Division 
of Food and Agricultural Science with- 
in the National Science Foundation 
and to authorize funding for the sup- 
port of fundamental agricultural re- 
search of the highest quality, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

Mr. BOND. I rise today to introduce 
legislation with Senator MIKULSKI, 
Senator BENNETT, and Senator HARKIN 
to establish a division of food and agri- 
cultural science within the National 
Science Foundation to support funda- 
mental agricultural research of the 
highest quality. I present this to begin 
a critical discussion that I believe we 
must have over the next several 
months and perhaps over the next year 
or so about how we are going to ensure 
we capitalize on the technology to 
maximize the benefits and minimize 
the costs of our agricultural produc- 
tion. 

We remain the world leader in food 
and fiber production. We do it safely 
and through technology and the hard 
work of the American farmer. In the 
past half century, the number of people 
fed by a single U.S. farm has grown 
from 19 to 129. We have a tremendously 
innovative agricultural research pro- 
gram. Our farmers, our farm leaders 
are on the cutting edge of developing 
new technology. And we have seen the 
innovations continue to come down the 
pike. This has made it possible for one 
farmer to feed 129 people. 

In addition, we export $60 billion 
worth of agricultural products, and we 
do so at less cost and at less harm to 
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the environment than any of our com- 
petitors around the world, again, be- 
cause of new practices, diligence on the 
part of farmers, and new technology. 

In a world that has a decreasing 
amount of soil available for cultiva- 
tion, we have a growing population and 
we still have 800 million children who 
are hungry or malnourished through- 
out the world. As some have said: A 
person who is well fed can have many 
problems. A person who is hungry has 
but one problem. Unless we maximize 
technology and new practices, produc- 
tion will continue to overtax the 
world’s natural resources. 

Many people legitimately have raised 
concerns regarding new diseases and 
pests and related food safety issues. 
And they are growing. The leading 
competitiveness of our U.S. producers 
is only as solid as our willingness to in- 
vest in forward-looking investments 
and build upon our historic successes. 

Now, we also know from past experi- 
ence that with new technology the 
doors are being opened to novel new 
uses of renewable agricultural products 
in the fields of energy, medicine, and 
industrial products. In the future, we 
can make our farm fields and farm ani- 
mals factories for everyday products, 
fuels, and medicines in a way that is ef- 
ficient and better preserves our natural 
resources. Advances in the life sciences 
have come about, such as genetics, 
proteomics, and cell and molecular bi- 
ology. They are providing the base for 
new and continuing agricultural inno- 
vations. 

It was only about a dozen years ago 
that farmers in Missouri came to me to 
tell me about the potential that ge- 
netic engineering and plant bio- 
technology had for improving the pro- 
duction of food, and doing so with less 
impact on the environment, providing 
more nutritious food. Since that time, 
I have had a wonderful, continuing edu- 
cation, not in how it works but what it 
can do. 

We know now, for example, that in 
hungry areas of the world as many as 
half a million children go blind from 
vitamin A deficiency, and maybe a mil- 
lion die from vitamin А deficiency. 
Well, through plant biotechnology, the 
International Rice Research Institute 
in the Philippines has developed Gold- 
en Rice, taking a gene from the sun- 
flower, a beta-carotene gene, and they 
enrich the rice. The Golden Rice now 
has that vitamin A, and that is going 
to make a significant difference in 
dealing with malnutrition. 

We also know that in many areas of 
the world, where agricultural produc- 
tion has overtaxed the land, where 
drought has cut the production, where 
virus has plagued production, the way 
we can make farmers self-sufficient, 
where we can restore the farm econ- 
omy in many of these countries, is 
through plant biotechnology. 

But this is just the beginning. This 
legislation I am introducing today is a 
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discussion draft which I hope is going 
to lay the foundation for tremendous 
advances in the future. 

This legislation stems from findings 
and recommendations produced by a 
distinguished group of scientists work- 
ing on the Agricultural Research, Eco- 
nomics and Education Task Force, 
which I was honored to be able to in- 
clude in the 2002 farm bill. The distin- 
guished task force was led by Dr. Wil- 
liam H. Danforth, of St. Louis, the 
brother of our former distinguished 
colleague, Senator Jack Danforth. Dr. 
Bill Danforth has a tremendous reputa- 
tion in science and in education, with a 
commitment to human welfare and is 
known worldwide. He was joined by Dr. 
Nancy Betts, the University of Ne- 
braska; Mr. Michael Bryan, president 
of BBI International; Dr. Richard 
Coombe, the Watershed Agricultural 
Council; Dr. Victor Lechtenbert, Pur- 
due University; Dr. Luis Sequeira, the 
University of Wisconsin; Dr. Robert 
Wideman, the University of Arkansas; 
and Dr. H. Alan Wood, Mississippi 
State University. 

I extend my congratulations and my 
sincere gratitude to Dr. Danforth and 
his team for providing the basis and 
the roadmap to ensure we have the 
mechanisms in place to solve the prob- 
lems and capitalize on the opportuni- 
ties in agricultural research. The full 
report of the task force can be found at 
www.ars.usda.gov/research.htm. 

In summary, that study concludes 
that it is absolutely necessary we rein- 
vigorate and forward focus our tech- 
nology to meet the responsibilities of 
our time. New investment is critical 
for the world’s consumers, the protec- 
tion of our natural resources, the 
standard of living for Americans who 
labor in rural America, and for the 
well-being of the hungry people and the 
needy people throughout the world. 

I look forward to pursuing this vision 
in the 109th Congress. I invite my col- 
leagues who are interested in science 
and research to review this report, to 
look at this measure, to join with me 
and my cosponsors in the next session 
of Congress to talk about moving for- 
ward on what I think will be a tremen- 
dous opportunity to improve agri- 
culture and its benefits to all our popu- 
lations. 

Now, I cannot speak for all agricul- 
tural groups, but I talked to agricul- 
tural leaders of the various commod- 
ities, the farm organizations in my 
State of Missouri. They are very ex- 
cited about it because these are the 
people who have been on the leading 
edge, who have pushed for the new 
technology, who have pushed for the 
new research that has enabled them to 
go from feeding 19 people per farmer a 
half century ago to feeding 129 people 
per farmer. 

Madam President, this, I hope, will 
be the start of something really big. 
So, with that, I send the draft of the 
legislation to the desk. 


November 19, 2004 


Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the bill was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

S. 3009 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION. 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘National 
Food and Agricultural Science Act of 2004". 
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 

(1) CouNCIL.—The term ‘‘Council’? means 
the Standing Council of Advisors established 
under section 4(c). 

(2) DIRECTOR.—Except as otherwise pro- 
vided in this Act, the term “Пігесбог” means 
the Director of Food and Agricultural 
Science. 

(3) DIVISION.— The term ‘‘Division’’ means 
the Division of Food and Agricultural 
Science established under section 4(a). 

(4) FOUNDATION.—The term ‘Foundation’ 
means the National Science Foundation. 

(5) FUNDAMENTAL AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH; 
FUNDAMENTAL SCIENCE.—The terms ‘‘funda- 
mental agricultural research" and ‘‘funda- 
mental science" mean fundamental research 
or science that— 

(A) advances the frontiers of knowledge so 
as to lead to practical results or to further 
scientific discovery; and 

(B) has an effect on agriculture, food, 
human health, or another purpose of this 
Act, as described in section 3(b). 

(6) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Agriculture. 

(7) UNITED STATES.—The term ‘‘United 
States" when used in a geographical sense 
means the States, the District of Columbia, 
the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, and all 
territories and possessions of the United 
States. 

SEC. 3. FINDINGS AND PURPOSES. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The Agricultural Research, 
Economics, and Education Task Force estab- 
lished under section 7404 of the Farm Secu- 
rity and Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 
U.S.C. 3101 note) conducted an exhaustive re- 
view of agricultural research in the United 
States and evaluated the merits of estab- 
lishing 1 or more national institutes focused 
on disciplines important to the progress of 
food and agricultural science. Consistent 
with the findings and recommendations of 
the Agricultural Research, Economics, and 
Education Task Force, Congress finds the 
following: 

(1) Agriculture in the United States faces 
critical challenges, including an impending 
crisis in the food, agricultural, and natural 
resource systems of the United States. Ex- 
otic diseases and pests threaten crops and 
livestock, obesity has reached epidemic pro- 
portions, agriculturally-related environ- 
mental degradation is a serious problem for 
the United States and other parts of the 
world, certain animal diseases threaten 
human health, and United States producers 
of some major crops are no longer the 
world’s lowest cost producers. 

(2) In order to meet these critical chal- 
lenges, it is essential that the Nation ensure 
that the agricultural innovation that has 
been so successful in the past continues in 
the future. Agricultural innovation has re- 
sulted in hybrid and higher yielding varieties 
of basic crops and enhanced the world’s food 
supply by increasing yields on existing acres. 
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Since 1960, the world’s population has tripled 
with no net increase in the amount of land 
under cultivation. Currently, only 1.5 per- 
cent of the population of the United States 
provides the food and fiber to supply the Na- 
tion’s needs. Agriculture and agriculture 
sciences play a major role in maintaining 
the health and welfare of all people of the 
United States and in husbanding our land 
and water, and that role must be expanded. 

(3) Fundamental scientific research that 
leads to understandings of how cells and or- 
ganisms work is critical to continued inno- 
vation in agriculture in the United States. 
Such future innovations are dependent on 
fundamental scientific research, and will be 
enhanced by ideas and technologies from 
other fields of science and research. 

(4) Opportunities to advance fundamental 
knowledge of benefit to agriculture in the 
United States have never been greater. Many 
of these new opportunities are the result of 
amazing progress in the life sciences over re- 
cent decades, attributable in large part to 
the provision made by the Federal Govern- 
ment through the National Institutes of 
Health and the National Science Foundation. 
New technologies and new concepts have 
speeded advances in the fields of genetics, 
cell and molecular biology, and proteomics. 
Much of this scientific knowledge is ready to 
be mined for agriculture and food sciences, 
through a sustained, disciplined research ef- 
fort at an institute dedicated to this re- 
search. 

(5) Publicly sponsored research is essential 
to continued agricultural innovation to miti- 
gate or harmonize the long-term effects of 
agriculture on the environment, to enhance 
the long-term sustainability of agriculture, 
and to improve the public health and wel- 
fare. 

(6) Competitive, peer-reviewed funda- 
mental agricultural research is best suited 
to promoting the fundamental research from 
which breakthrough innovations that agri- 
culture and society require will come. 

(7) It is in the national interest to dedicate 
additional funds on a long-term, ongoing 
basis to an institute dedicated to funding 
competitive peer-reviewed grant programs 
that support and promote the highest caliber 
of fundamental agricultural research. 

(8) The Nation’s capacity to be inter- 
nationally competitive in agriculture is 
threatened by inadequate investment in re- 
search. 

(9) To be successful over the long term, 
grant-receiving institutions must be ade- 
quately reimbursed for their costs if they are 
to pursue the necessary agricultural re- 
search. 

(10) To meet these challenges, address 
these needs, and provide for vitally needed 
agricultural innovation, it is in the national 
interest to provide sufficient Federal funds 
over the long term to fund a significant pro- 
gram of fundamental agricultural research 
through an independent institute. 

(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of the Divi- 
sion established under section 4(a) shall be to 
ensure that the technological superiority of 
agriculture in the United States effectively 
serves the people of the United States in the 
coming decades, and to support and promote 
fundamental agricultural research of the 
highest caliber in order to achieve goals, in- 
cluding the following goals: 

(1) Increase the international competitive- 
ness of United States agriculture. 

(2) Develop foods that improve health and 
combat obesity. 

(3) Create new and more useful food, fiber, 
health, medicinal, energy, environmental, 
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and industrial products from plants and ani- 
mals. 

(4) Improve food safety and food security 
by protecting plants and animals in the 
United States from insects, diseases, and the 
threat of bioterrorism. 

(5) Enhance agricultural sustainability and 
improve the environment. 

(6) Strengthen the economies of the Na- 
tion’s rural communities. 

(7) Decrease United States dependence on 
foreign sources of petroleum by developing 
bio-based fuels and materials from plants. 

(8) Strengthen national security by im- 
proving the agricultural productivity of sub- 
sistence farmers in developing countries to 
combat hunger and the political instability 
that it produces. 

(9) Assist in modernizing and revitalizing 
the Nation’s agricultural research facilities 
at institutions of higher education, inde- 
pendent non-profit research institutions, and 
consortia of such institutions, through cap- 
ital investment. 

(10) Achieve such other goals and meet 
such other needs as determined appropriate 
by the Foundation, the Director, or the Sec- 
retary. 

SEC. 4. ESTABLISHMENT OF DIVISION. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
within the National Science Foundation a 
Division of Food and Agricultural Science. 
The Division shall consist of the Council and 
be administered by a Director of Food and 
Agricultural Science. 

(b) REPORTING AND CONSULTATION.—The Di- 
rector shall coordinate the research agenda 
of the Division with the Secretary. 

(c) STANDING COUNCIL OF ADVISORS.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—There is established in 
the Division a Standing Council of Advisors 
composed of 12 highly qualified scientists 
who are not employed by the Federal Gov- 
ernment and 12 stakeholders. 

(B) SCIENTISTS.— 

(i) APPOINTMENT.—The 12 scientist mem- 
bers of the Council shall be appointed to 4- 
year staggered terms by the Director of the 
National Science Foundation, with the con- 
sent of the Director of Food and Agricultural 
Science. 

(ii) QUALIFICATIONS.—The persons nomi- 
nated for appointment as scientist members 
of the Council shall be— 

(D eminent in the fields of agricultural re- 
search, science, or related appropriate fields; 
and 

(II) selected for appointment solely on the 
basis of established records of distinguished 
service and to provide representation of the 
views of agricultural research and scientific 
leaders in all areas of the Nation. 

(C) STAKEHOLDERS.— 

(i) APPOINTMENT.—The 12 stakeholder 
members of the Council shall be appointed to 
4-year staggered terms by the Secretary, 
with the consent of the Director. 

(ii) QUALIFICATIONS.—The persons nomi- 
nated for appointment as stakeholder mem- 
bers of the Council shall— 

(D include distinguished members of the 
public of the United States, including rep- 
resentatives of farm organizations and indus- 
try, and persons knowledgeable about the en- 
vironment, subsistence agriculture, energy, 
and human health and disease; and 

(II) be selected for appointment so as to 
provide representation of the views of stake- 
holder leaders in all areas of the Nation. 

(2) DUTIES.—The Council shall assist the 
Director in establishing the Division’s re- 
search priorities, and in reviewing, judging, 
and maintaining the relevance of the pro- 
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grams funded by the Division. The Council 
shall review all proposals approved by the 
scientific committees of the Division to en- 
sure that the purposes of this Act and the 
needs of the Nation are being met. 

(3) MEETINGS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Council shall hold 
periodic meetings in order to— 

(i) provide an interface between scientists 
and stakeholders; and 

(ii) ensure that the Division is linking na- 
tional goals with realistic scientific opportu- 
nities. 

(B) TIMING.—The meetings shall be held at 
the call of the Director, or at the call of the 
Secretary, but not less frequently than an- 
nually. 

SEC. 5. FUNCTIONS OF DIVISION. 

(a) COMPETITIVE RESEARCH.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director shall carry 
out the purposes of this Act by awarding 
competitive peer-reviewed grants to support 
and promote the very highest quality of fun- 
damental agricultural research. 

(2) GRANT RECIPIENTS.—The Director shall 
make grants to fund research proposals sub- 
mitted by— 

(A) individual scientists; 

(B) single and multi-institutional research 
centers; and 

(C) entities from the private and public 
sectors, including researchers in the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, the Foundation, or 
other Federal agencies. 

(b) COMPLEMENTARY RESEARCH.—The re- 
search funded by the Division shall— 

(1) supplement and enhance, not supplant, 
the existing research programs of, or funded 
by, the Department of Agriculture, the 
Foundation, and the National Institutes of 
Health; and 

(2) seek to make existing research pro- 
grams more relevant to United States agri- 
culture, consistent with the purposes of this 
Act. 

(c) GRANT-AWARDING ONLY.—The Division’s 
sole duty shall be to award grants. The Divi- 
sion may not conduct fundamental agricul- 
tural research or fundamental science, or op- 
erate any laboratories or pilot plants. 

(d) PROCEDURES.—The Director shall estab- 
lish procedures for the peer review, award- 
ing, and administration of grants under this 
Act, consistent with sound management and 
the findings and purposes described in sec- 
tion 8. 


By Mr. SESSIONS (for himself, 

Mr. DURBIN, and Mr. KENNEDY): 

S. 8013. A bill to provide for the es- 
tablishment of a controlled substance 
monitoring program in each State; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, 

Labor, and Pensions. 

INTRODUCTION OF THE NATIONAL ALL SCHED- 
ULES PRESCRIPTION ELECTRONIC REPORTING 
ACT OF 2004 
Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, it is a 

privilege to join Senator SESSIONS, 

Senator DURBIN and Senator DODD in 

introducing the ‘‘National All Sched- 

ules Prescription Electronic Reporting 

Act." Our goal is to assist States іп es- 

tablishing in electronic databases to 

monitor the administration of prescrip- 
tion drugs and deal more effectively 
with the growing national problem of 
prescription drug abuse. 

Our Health Committee listened care- 
fully to the thoughtful concerns and 
comments of the expert witnesses who 
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testified at our recent hearing on this 
issue, and we have sought to meet 
these concerns in our bill. 

Over 6 million Americans currently 
use prescription drugs for non-medical 
purposes. 31 million adults and adoles- 
cents have reported abusing prescrip- 
tion drugs at least once. Since 1992, the 
number of young adults who abuse pre- 
scription pain relievers and other po- 
tentially addictive drugs has more 
than tripled. Prescription drug abuse 
among youths of age 12 to 17 has in- 
creased tenfold. 

State efforts to monitor the pre- 
scribing of potentially addictive medi- 
cations can help curb this abuse. Cur- 
rently, 19 States have such monitoring 
programs in place, including Massachu- 
setts, and they vary widely in the col- 
lection and storage of data and the 
methods used for protecting privacy, 
while using the information in the 
databases to encourage the non-med- 
ical use of prescription drugs and re- 
duce their diversion for illegal pur- 
poses. 

This bill authorizes the Secretary of 
HHS to award grants to states to estab- 
lish prescription drug monitoring pro- 
grams. For States with existing pro- 
grams, the Secretary can award grants 
to upgrade their systems, standardize 
the data collected, and allow its shar- 
ing among States. The legislation in- 
cludes an important provision allowing 
States with existing programs to re- 
ceive funding, even if it is not feasible 
for the States to meet all the condi- 
tions required for new programs. The 
legislation recognizes that existing 
programs have been designed with the 
specific needs of each state in mind, 
and we should not block funding, even 
if particular programs do not match 
exactly the template in the bill. 

Any such program, however, must in- 
clude strong safeguards for medical 
privacy, and must make certain that 
the database cannot be used to bring 
improper pressure on physicians to 
avoid prescribing essential medication 
for patients in need. The proper treat- 
ment of patients in pain, for example, 
is an enormous medical challenge, and 
this essential medical mission will be 
more difficult if patients fear that the 
privacy of their prescription histories 
will not be protected, or if physicians 
begin to look over their shoulders 
whenever they prescribe needed pain 
medication. The legislation permits 
state programs to release data under 
controlled and limited conditions. It is 
important to note, however, that 
States are free to impose even more 
stringent restrictions on the release of 
data than those required under our leg- 
islation. 

We all share the goal of reaching the 
right balance between the interests of 
patients, physicians, and law enforce- 
ment. Our bill requires that in their 
grant applications, each State must 
propose security standards for the elec- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


tronic databases, including appropriate 
encryption or other information tech- 
nology. In their applications, States 
must also set standards for use of the 
database, including a description of a 
process to certify that requests for in- 
formation are legitimate. The bill also 
requires the Secretary to provide an 
analysis of the privacy protections 
within two years after enactment. 

Prescription drug abuse has been in- 
creasing every year. Physicians want 
to treat pain, and law enforcement offi- 
cials want to stop the flow of prescrip- 
tion drugs from the pharmacies to the 
streets. A national prescription drug 
monitoring program will be a valuable 
resource to achieve both goals. I com- 
mend Senator SESSIONS for his leader- 
ship on this important health issue, 
and I look forward to early action by 
Congress to deal with this serious na- 
tional problem. 


By Mr. MCCONNELL (for himself 
and Mr. LUGAR): 

S. 3016. A bill to promote freedom, 
economic growth, and security in Asia, 
and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, 
today I introduce, along with my good 
friend from Indiana, the ‘‘Asia Free- 
dom Act of 2004’’. 

We offer this bill with the full knowl- 
edge that it will neither be considered 
nor voted upon by the Senate Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations before the 
108th Congress ends. Rather, we intend 
today’s introduction to mark what we 
hope is the start of broader discussion 
between our respective offices and the 
Administration on America’s foreign 
policy toward Asia. 

The Act is based on the Freedom 
Support Act for the Former Soviet 
Union and provides an integrated and 
coherent framework for U.S. policy to- 
ward North and Southeast Asia. It cre- 
ates 10 broad development activities 
for the region—ranging from democ- 
racy to security and the environment— 
and endorses the establishment of a co- 
ordinator of assistance to the region at 
the State Department, and a deputy 
coordinator at USAID. 

The Act defines eligibility require- 
ments for U.S. foreign assistance for 
central governments in the region 
based on their respective commitments 
to, among other things, the advance- 
ment of freedom and justice and efforts 
to crack down on international ter- 
rorism. It requires the State Depart- 
ment to judge central governments of 
countries in the region not by what 
they say, but rather by the concrete 
actions they undertake to further de- 
mocracy, security and stability in the 
region. 

The Act requires a number of annual 
reports, including a description of de- 
mocracy building activities conducted 
by the United States, the European 
Union, the United Nations and other 
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countries and institutions, and a list- 
ing on a country-by-country basis of 
known political prisoners. 

Taking a cue from President Bush’s 
January 12, 2004 proclamation denying 
current and former corrupt public offi- 
cials entry into the United States, the 
Act provides authority for the Sec- 
retary of Homeland Security to deny 
visas to those officials in the region 
whose actions have had an adverse im- 
pact on the advancement of democracy, 
human rights, the rule of law and eco- 
nomic freedom in the region. 

The Act is necessary to ensure that 
appropriate and continuous attention 
is paid by the U.S. Congress and the 
Administration to the march of polit- 
ical and economic freedom across Asia. 
Much ground has been gained over the 
past year, particularly with successful 
presidential and parliamentary elec- 
tions in Indonesia, but more must be 
done, whether in Burma, Cambodia or 
Thailand. 

In short, the Asia Freedom Act guar- 
antees America’s focus, foreign policy 
and foreign assistance are targeted to- 
ward an increasingly important region 
of the world. 

Mr President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the bill was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

S. 3016 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Asia Free- 
dom Act of 2004’’. 

SEC. 2. STATEMENT OF POLICY. 

Liberty is a universal and inalienable 
right, and, in light of the progress of the peo- 
ple of North and South East Asia in achiev- 
ing political, economic, and legal reforms, 
the advancement of democracy, human 
rights, the rule of law, and economic freedom 
in North and South East Asia is and will re- 
main a central objective of United States 
foreign policy. 

SEC. 3. DEFINITION OF NORTH AND SOUTH EAST 
ASIA. 

In this Act, the term ‘‘North and South 
East Asia" means Burma, Cambodia, the 
Democratic Republic of Timor-Leste, Hong 
Kong, Indonesia, Laos, Macau, Malaysia, 
Mongolia, the People's Republic of China, 
the Philippines, the Republic of Korea, 
Singapore, Brunei, Papua New Guinea, the 
Socialist Republic of Vietnam, "Thailand, 
Taiwan, the Republic of the Fiji Islands, the 
Independent State of Samoa, the Solomon Is- 
lands, the Kingdom of Tonga, Tuvalu, the 
Republic of Nauru, the Republic of the Mar- 
Shall Islands, the Federated States of Micro- 
nesia, the Republic of Vanuatu, and Tibet. 
SEC. 4. PURPOSE. 

The purpose of this Act is to promote re- 
gional peace and stability in North and 
South East Asia and enhance the security of 
the United States by— 

(1) fostering improved living conditions 
for, and the economic well-being of, the peo- 
ple of North and South East Asia; 

(2) supporting freedom, human rights, and 
justice in North and South East Asia; 
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(3) countering international terrorism and 
regional narcotics trafficking in North and 
South East Asia; and 

(4) expanding free markets in North and 
South East Asia. 

SEC. 5. ASSISTANCE FOR NORTH AND SOUTH 
EAST ASIA. 

The President is authorized to provide as- 
sistance to North and South East Asia for 
the following purposes: 

(1) HUMANITARIAN NEEDS.—Meeting human- 
itarian needs arising from manmade or nat- 
ural disasters and crises. 

(2) DEMOCRACY, HUMAN RIGHTS, AND THE 
RULE OF LAW.—Establishing and facilitating 
democratic and free societies, including by— 

(A) fostering political, social, and eco- 
nomic pluralism; 

(B) fostering respect for internationally 
recognized human rights and the rule of law, 
including the rights of people with disabil- 
ities; 

(С) encouraging the development of insti- 
tutions of democratic governance, including 
electoral, legislative, and judicial processes; 

(D) fostering the institution and improve- 
ment of public administration at the na- 
tional, intergovernmental, regional, and 
local levels; 

(E) assisting in the development of, and 
providing ongoing support to, grassroots and 
nongovernmental organizations that рго- 
mote democracy, the rule of law, human 
rights, and accountability and transparency 
in the political process; 

(F) encouraging international exchanges, 
other forms of public diplomacy, and the use 
of the Internet to promote greater under- 
standing and appreciation of democracy, the 
rule of law, human rights, the public policy 
process, market institutions, and the role of 
an independent judiciary in democratic soci- 
eties; 

(G) supporting political parties and coali- 
tions that are committed to promoting de- 
mocracy, human rights, the rule of law, and 
economic reforms; 

(H) fostering the growth of civic organiza- 
tions that are committed to promoting and 
defending human rights; 

(I) promoting respect for human rights and 
civil liberties in military апа security 
forces; 

(J) promoting the development of effective 
control by elected civilian officials over, and 
the development of, a nonpolitical officer 
corps in military and security forces; 

(K) fostering strengthened administration 
of justice through programs and activities 
carried out by nongovernmental organiza- 
tions, civic organizations, and political par- 
ties; and 

(L) supporting the development and pro- 
mulgation of laws and regulations that in- 
crease accountability and transparency in 
governance, including asset disclosure for 
senior public officials and candidates for po- 
litical office. 

(3) FREE AND INDEPENDENT MEDIA.—Devel- 
oping free and independent media, includ- 
ing— 

(A) supporting all forms of independent 
media reporting, including print, radio, and 
television; 

(B) providing special support for, and pub- 
lic access to, nongovernmental Internet- 
based sources of information, dissemination, 
and reporting, including the provision of 
technical and other support for web-based 
radio services and the provision of computers 
and other necessary resources and training 
related to the Internet; 

(C) providing training in journalism, in- 
cluding investigative journalism techniques 
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that educate the public on the costs of cor- 
ruption; and 

(D) establishing exchange programs for 
journalists, including journalists affiliated 
with democratic political parties. 

(4) FREE MARKET SYSTEMS.—Creating and 
supporting private enterprise and free mar- 
ket systems based on the principles of pri- 
vate ownership of property, including 
through support for— 

(A) the development of private coopera- 
tives, credit unions, labor unions, and micro- 
finance lending institutions; 

(B) the improvement of the collection and 
analysis of statistical information; 

(C) the reform and restructuring of bank- 
ing and financial systems; 

(D) the protection of intellectual property 
rights; 

(E) the development of protocols and safe- 
guards against money laundering and other 
illicit financial activities, including those 
relating to regional terrorism and the pro- 
duction and trafficking of narcotics; and 

(F) the promotion of trade and investment. 

(5) SECURITY.—Developing professional 
military and police forces capable of coun- 
tering terrorism, narcotics, and other illicit 
activities, and ensuring civilian control and 
oversight of military and police forces. 

(6) SOCIAL PROGRAMS.—Investing in edu- 
cation, health, and other social programs, in- 
cluding for disenfranchised communities. 

(7) ENVIRONMENT.—Promoting the sustain- 
able use of natural resources and protecting 
the environment in both urban and rural 
areas. 

(8) POLITICAL OPPOSITION.—Safeguarding 
and supporting democratic and viable polit- 
ical opposition. 

(9) PARLIAMENTARY EXCHANGES.—Pro- 
moting exchanges between democratic legis- 
lators and reformers in North and South 
East Asia and members of Congress. 

(10) MIGRATION.—Protecting and caring for 
refugees, displaced persons, and other mi- 
grants, addressing the root causes of migra- 
tion, and promoting the development of ap- 
propriate immigration and emigration laws 
and procedures. 

SEC. 6. COORDINATION OF ASSISTANCE. 

(a) COORDINATOR OF ASSISTANCE.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT OF POSITION.—Congress 
strongly urges the President to designate, 
within the Department of State, a coordi- 
nator of assistance, and within the United 
States Agency for International Develop- 
ment, a deputy coordinator of assistance, to 
be responsible for— 

(A) designing an overall strategy to ad- 
vance the mutual interests of the United 
States and North and South East Asia; 

(B) ensuring program and policy coordina- 
tion among agencies of the United States 
government in carrying out assistance ac- 
tivities under this Act; 

(C) pursuing coordination with other coun- 
tries and international organizations with 
respect to assistance to North and South 
East Asia; and 

(D) ensuring that United States assistance 
programs for North and South East Asia are 
established and carried out in a manner con- 
sistent with this Act. 

(2) RANK AND STATUS.—An individual des- 
ignated as coordinator of assistance under 
paragraph (1) shall have the rank and status 
of ambassador. 

(b) COORDINATION OF ACTIVITIES.—The coor- 
dinator of assistance under subsection (a) 
shall carry out activities described in that 
subsection in coordination and consultation 
with officials as follows: 

(1) EXPORT PROMOTION ACTIVITIES.—In the 
case of activities relating to the promotion 
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of exports of United States goods and serv- 
ices to North and South East Asia, the Sec- 
retary of Commerce who, in the role of Chair 
of the Trade Promotion Coordination Com- 
mittee, shall retain primary responsibility 
for the coordination of such activities. 

(2) INTERNATIONAL ECONOMIC ACTIVITIES.—In 
the case of activities relating to United 
States participation in international finan- 
cial institutions, and to organization of mul- 
tilateral efforts aimed at currency stabiliza- 
tion, currency convertibility, debt reduction, 
and comprehensive economic reform pro- 
grams, with respect to North and South East 
Asia, the Secretary of the Treasury who, in 
the role of Chair of the National Advisory 
Council on International Monetary and Fi- 
nancial Policies and as the United States 
governor of international financial institu- 
tions, shall retain primary responsibility for 
the coordination of such activities. 

(3) MILLENNIUM CHALLENGE CORPORATION.— 
In the case of activities relating to the provi- 
sion of United States assistance for North 
and South East Asia through the Millennium 
Challenge Corporation, the Secretary of 
State who, in the role of Chair of the Millen- 
nium Challenge Corporation, shall retain 
primary responsibility for the coordination 
of such activities. 

(4) HIV/AIDS.—In the case of activities re- 
lating to the provision of United States as- 
sistance for HIV/AIDS prevention and re- 
lated activities for North and South East 
Asia, the Coordinator for United States Gov- 
ernment Activities to Combat HIV/AIDS 
Globally who shall retain primary responsi- 
bility for the coordination of such activities. 

(5) TIBET.—In the case of activities relating 
to Tibet, the Special Coordinator for Tibetan 
Issues. 

SEC. 7. ELIGIBILITY FOR ASSISTANCE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out the re- 
Sponsibilities described in section 6, includ- 
ing the providing of assistance, the coordi- 
nator of assistance designated under that 
Section shall take into account the extent to 
which the central governments in North and 
South East Asia are— 

(1) making progress toward, and is com- 
mitted to the comprehensive implementa- 
tion of, a democratic system of government 
based on the rule of law, individual freedoms, 
and representative government determined 
by free and fair elections; 

(2) making progress toward, and is com- 
mitted to the comprehensive implementa- 
tion of, economic reform based on market 
principles, private ownership, and integra- 
tion in the global economy, including the 
implementation of the legal and policy 
frameworks necessary for such reform (in- 
cluding protection of intellectual property 
rights and respect for contracts); 

(3) respecting internationally recognized 
human rights, including the rights of minori- 
ties and the rights of freedom of religion and 
of emigration; 

(4) denying support for acts of inter- 
national terrorism and cooperating with the 
United States to combat international ter- 
rorism; 

(5) respecting international law and obliga- 
tions, refraining from the threat of use of 
force, and demonstrating a commitment to 
settling disputes peacefully; 

(6) cooperating in seeking peaceful resolu- 
tion of ethnic and regional conflicts; 

(7) implementing responsible security poli- 
cies, including— 

(A) reducing military forces and expendi- 
tures to a level consistent with legitimate 
defense requirements; 

(B) working to eliminate the proliferation 
of nuclear, biological, or chemical weapons, 
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and related delivery systems апа tech- 
nologies; and 

(C) restraining conventional arms trans- 
fers; and 

(8) taking constructive actions to protect 
the international environment, prevent sig- 
nificant transnational pollution, and pro- 
mote the sustainable use of natural re- 
sources. 

(b) DETERMINATION OF INELIGIBILITY.— 

(1) RESTRICTIONS.—Except ав described 
under paragraph (2), no funds authorized to 
be appropriated to carry out the provisions 
of this Act may be made available for assist- 
ance for any central government in North 
and South East Asia if the Secretary of 
State determines that such government— 

(A) is engaged in a consistent pattern of 
violations of internationally recognized 
human rights or international law; 

(B) has, on or after the date of the enact- 
ment of this Act, knowingly provided finan- 
cial or other support to terrorist groups, ter- 
rorists, or narcotics traffickers; or 

(C) has, on or after the date of the enact- 
ment of this Act, transferred any material, 
equipment, or technology that the govern- 
ment knew or had reason to know would be 
used by any country or international ter- 
rorist group to manufacture any weapon of 
mass destruction, including nuclear, chem- 
ical, or biological weapons. 

(2) EXCEPTION.—The restrictions described 
under paragraph (1) do not apply to funds 
made available for the promotion of democ- 
racy, human rights, and exchanges. 

(c) OTHER RESTRICTIONS.—None of the 
funds authorized to be appropriated by this 
Act may be made available for assistance for 
any central government in North and South 
East Asia that is otherwise prohibited from 
receiving such assistance. 

(d) SUSPENSION OR TERMINATION OF ASSIST- 
ANCE FOR NATIONAL SECURITY REASONS.—The 
Secretary of State may suspend or terminate 
assistance under this Act in whole or in part 
to a country or entity in North and South 
East Asia if the Secretary determines that 
the country or entity is engaged in activities 
that are contrary to the national security 
interests of the United States. 

SEC. 8. SECURITY ASSISTANCE. 

There are authorized to be appropriated 
such sums as may be necessary to carry out 
the provisions of section 23 of the Arms Ex- 
port Control Act (22 U.S.C. 2763) and section 
541 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 
U.S.C. 2347) to enhance security in Asia, in- 
cluding in Cambodia, Brunei, the Democratic 
Republic of Timor-Leste, Indonesia, Malay- 
sia, Mongolia, the Philippines, Singapore, 
Thailand, and Taiwan. 

SEC. 9. INSTITUTE FOR REFORM IN ASIA. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, there are authorized to be appropriated 
such sums as may be necessary for assist- 
ance for an institute for reform in Asia, 
which shall be located in Hong Kong, for the 
purpose of advancing democracy, human 
rights, and the rule of law in North and 
South East Asia in cooperation with an in- 
digenous organization in that region that is 
committed to the principles of freedom and 
justice. 

SEC. 10. ADDITIONAL AUTHORITIES AND LIMITA- 
TIONS. 

(a) LAW ENFORCEMENT.—Notwithstanding 
section 660 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 
1961 (22 U.S.C. 2420), and except as otherwise 
provided for in this Act, assistance for law 
enforcement forces under this Act may be 
provided for police, counterterrorism, and 
other law enforcement forces in North and 
South East Asia. 
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(b) PROMOTION OF COMPETITIVE ELEC- 
TIONS.— 

(1) ІМ GENERAL.—Assistance may be рго- 
vided under this Act to foreign political par- 
ties or organizations for the purpose of in- 
creasing competition in elections in coun- 
tries in North and South East Asia where a 
nondemocratic, ruling political party con- 
trols or exercises significant influence over 
national or local electoral bodies, print and 
electronic media, the judiciary, or national 
and local security forces, including the po- 
lice and military, to the detriment of a 
democratic opposition. 

(2) LIMITS ON ASSISTANCE.—None of the 
funds provided to a foreign political party or 
organization pursuant to paragraph (1) may 
be used as— 

(A) a cash grant; 

(B) payment for salaries, fees, or honoraria 
to any candidate, political party leader, or 
campaign official during the campaign pe- 
riod; or 

(C) payment to individuals for the purpose 
of influencing votes. 

(c) POLITICAL TRANSITIONS.—The Secretary 
of State shall make available additional as- 
sistance under this Act for countries and en- 
tities in North and South East Asia that suc- 
cessfully complete the transition from an au- 
thoritarian regime or government to a demo- 
cratic government. 

(d) TAIWAN AND THE REPUBLIC OF KOREA.— 
Amounts made available under this Act for 
assistance for Taiwan and the Republic of 
Korea for the purposes of furthering political 
and legal reforms shall only be made avail- 
able to the extent that such amounts are 
matched by funds from sources other than 
the United States Government. 

SEC. 11. ACCOUNTABILITY FOR FUNDS. 

Any agency managing and implementing 
an assistance program for North and South 
East Asia under this Act shall maintain an 
accounting of any funds made available to it 
for such program. 

SEC. 12. ANNUAL REPORTS. 

(a) SUMMARY OF ACTIVITIES.—Not later 
than January 31, 2005, and annually there- 
after, the coordinator of assistance des- 
ignated under section 6 shall submit to the 
appropriate congressional committees a re- 
port containing— 

(1) a list of activities undertaken by the 
Department of State, the United States 
Agency for International Development, and 
the Department of the Treasury to advance 
democracy, human rights, the rule of law, 
and economic freedom in North and South 
East Asia; 

(2) a description of assistance provided by 
international financial institutions and 
countries, including the European Union, the 
United Nations, Japan, Australia, and New 
Zealand, to advance democracy, human 
rights, and the rule of law in North and 
South East Asia; 

(8) an analysis, on a country-by-country 
basis, of obstacles to the advancement of de- 
mocracy, human rights, the rule of law, and 
economic growth and freedom in North and 
South East Asia, including barriers to in- 
creased popular participation in political 
and economic decisionmaking; and 

(4) an analysis of actions undertaken by 
the Government of the People’s Republic of 
China, including the People’s Liberation 
Army, to exert its political and economic in- 
fluence throughout the region. 

(b) POLITICAL PRISONERS.—Not later than 
January 31, 2005, and annually thereafter, 
the Assistant Secretary of State for Democ- 
racy, Human Rights, and Labor shall submit 
to the appropriate congressional committees 
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a report setting forth the names and loca- 
tions of known political prisoners, on a coun- 
try-by-country basis, in North and South 
East Asia. 

(c) CHILD SOLDIERS.—Not later than Janu- 
ary 31, 2005, and annually thereafter, the co- 
ordinator of assistance shall submit to the 
appropriate congressional committees a re- 
port— 

(1) describing the use of child soldiers in 
North and South East Asia; and 

(2) detailing the efforts of the United 
States Government to raise and debate in 
the United Nations Security Council the 
issue of the use of child soldiers. 

SEC. 13. DENIAL OF VISAS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Home- 
land Security may deny visas and entry to 
the following individuals: 

(1) Any public official or former public offi- 
cial, including any military or police offi- 
cial, who has been credibly alleged to have 
solicited or accepted any article of monetary 
value or other benefit in exchange for any 
act or omission in their performance of their 
public functions, which has had a serious ad- 
verse effect on the advancement of democ- 
racy, human rights, the rule of law, and eco- 
nomic freedom in North and South East 
Asia. 

(2) Any person whose provision of, or offer 
to provide, an article of monetary value or 
other benefit to any public official, including 
military and police officials, in exchange for 
any act or omission in the performance of 
such official’s public functions has had a se- 
rious adverse effect on democracy, human 
rights, the rule of law, and economic freedom 
in North and South East Asia. 

(3) Any public official, former public offi- 
cial, or other person who has been credibly 
alleged to have misappropriated funds or 
interfered with the judicial, electoral, or 
other public processes, which has had a seri- 
ous adverse effect on the advancement of de- 
mocracy, human rights, the rule of law, and 
economic freedom in North and South East 
Asia. 

(4) Any spouse, child, or dependent house- 
hold member of a person described in para- 
graph (1), (2), or (3) of this subsection who is 
the direct beneficiary of any article of mone- 
tary value or other benefit obtained by such 
person. 

(b) DATABASE.—The Secretary of State 
shall maintain and regularly update a data- 
base of individuals who may be denied visas 
under subsection (a). 

SEC. 14. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON DEMOCRACY 
FUNDS. 

It is the sense of Congress that any democ- 
racy fund established by the United Nations 
in response to the September 21, 2004, speech 
by President George W. Bush to the United 
Nations General Assembly should be known 
as the “Рам Aung San Suu Kyi Democracy 
Fund". 

SEC. 15. ASSISTANCE AUTHORITIES. 

'There are authorized to be appropriated for 
fiscal year 2005 such sums as may be nec- 
essary to carry out the purposes of this Act. 
SEC. 16. OTHER DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 

(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT- 
TEES.—The term “арргоргіабе congressional 
committees" means the Committees on For- 
eign Relations and Appropriations of the 
Senate and the Committees on International 
Relations and Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives. 

(2 CHILD SOLDIER.—The term *'child sol- 
dier" means a person below the age of 18 
years (unless, under the law applicable to the 
person, majority is attained earlier) that is 
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part of an armed group affiliated with, or the 
armed forces of, a national government. 


By Mr. GRASSLEY: 

S. 3018. A bill to direct the Inspector 
General of the Department of Justice 
to submit semi-annual reports regard- 
ing settlements relating to false claims 
and fraud against the Federal Govern- 
ment; to the Committee on the Judici- 
a 


ry. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, 
today I am introducing a bill directing 
the Inspector General of the Depart- 
ment of Justice to submit semi-annual 
reports regarding settlements relating 
to false claims and fraud against the 
United States. 

The False Claims Act, 31 U.S.C. 3729 
et seq., is the Government’s single 
most effective program for recouping 
money improperly obtained from the 
United States by false claims and 
fraud. Initially passed during the Civil 
War at President Abraham Lincoln’s 
request to suppress fraud against the 
Union Army, the FCA was modernized 
and updated in 1986. Since President 
Ronald Reagan signed the 1986 amend- 
ments into law, settlements and judg- 
ments in FCA cases have exceeded $13 
billion. No other antifraud program of 
the federal government can match this 
result. 

Despite the significance of these re- 
sults, the Congress does not have a way 
to evaluate the performance of the 
FCA program. While the program, 
which is overseen by the Civil Division 
of the Department of Justice, appears 
to be doing well, it is not known at this 
time how the program is performing as 
compared to its potential. What per- 
centage of the various frauds per- 
petrated against the United States is 
recouped in False Claims Act cases? 
How effectively does DoJ capture the 
multiple damages and penalties pro- 
vided for by the act? How quickly does 
DoJ move FCA cases? How effectively 
does DoJ use the tools provided to it by 
the FCA, such as civil investigative de- 
mands? How effectively does DoJ use 
relators and how well does it reward 
them? 

The purpose of this bill is to require 
the submission of the information that 
will allow Congress to evaluate of 
DoJ’s performance in managing FCA 
cases. Thus, under this bill the Depart- 
ment of Justice will be required to de- 
scribe its settlements of FCA cases. 
The report to Congress shall include a 
description of the estimated damages 
suffered by the United States, the 
amount recouped, the multiplier used 
to calculate the settlement amount, 
the criminal fines collected and wheth- 
er the defendants were held liable in 
previous cases. The report will also in- 
form Congress as to whether the de- 
fendants have been required to enter 
into corporate integrity agreements. 

In addition, in order to understand 
how the program is working, the De- 
partment of Justice will be required to 
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inform Congress as to whether civil in- 
vestigative demands were issued. The 
Department will also be required to 
provide certain information about the 
conduct of qui tam cases initiated by 
whistleblowers. For example, Congress 
will receive information about the 
length of time cases are under seal, 
whether whistleblowers (technically 
termed ‘‘relators’’) sought a fairness 
hearing regarding a settlement and 
what share of the settlement they re- 
ceived. The Congress would also re- 
ceive information about whether the 
agency that suffered from the fraud in- 
volved participated in the settlement. 

In regard to cases involving Medicaid 
Fraud, the report will provide Congress 
with the details of how much money 
was returned to each state partici- 
pating in the settlement. In a time 
when many States are struggling with 
their Medicaid budgets, the Congress 
needs to know how effectively DoJ is in 
suppressing Medicaid fraud and return- 
ing money to the States. 


By Mr. DODD: 

S. 3020. A bill to establish protections 
against compelled disclosure of 
sources, and news or information, by 
persons providing services for the news 
media; to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 
Mr. DODD. Mr. President, I am going 
to send a copy of this bill to the desk 
to be printed in the RECORD. It is not 
going to be referred to any committees 
in the waning minutes of this 108th 
Congress, but I will submit it for the 
RECORD. My plans are to reintroduce 
this legislation in January when we re- 
convene for the 109th Congress. 

I thought it might be helpful to have 
this legislation in the RECORD for my 
colleagues to review. It is called the 
Free Speech Protection Act of 2004. 

This bill is designed to ensure that 
the free speech guarantees enshrined in 
the First to the Constitution will be 
strong and effective for many genera- 
tions to come. After all, it is the free 
flow of news and information to the 
public on a wide variety of concerns 
which makes our democracy vibrant 
and alive. 

Indeed, the very design of our demo- 
cratic institutions is premised in large 
part upon an informed citizenry that 
could exercise informed judgments. 

As James Madison once observed: 

Knowledge will forever govern ignorance: 
And apeople who mean to be their own Gov- 
ernor, must arm themselves with the power 
that knowledge gives. 

Madison and the other Founders of 
our great Republic understood full well 
that the best guarantee of a knowl- 
edgeable citizenry is a free press and a 
public free to speak to the press. The 
press must be free to report on the 
human condition, the conduct of public 
officials, matters of business and cor- 
porate governance, as well ав the 
strengths and weaknesses of our soci- 
ety and its institutions. 
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A free press must also be able to ac- 
cess a broad spectrum of views from a 
wide variety of sources. Once individ- 
uals deliberate over such information, 
they are able to make more educated 
decisions. In addition, they can also 
more effectively and intelligently par- 
ticipate in matters of public concern. 
To quote Madison once again: 

Popular government without popular infor- 
mation or the means of acquiring it is but a 
prologue to a farce, or a tragedy, or perhaps 
both. 

In fact, one of the hallmarks of a to- 
talitarian government is that the state 
controls the press and similar sources 
of public information. Such regimes 
are characterized by extreme levels of 
secrecy and a total lack of trans- 
parency. The free flow of information 
to the public is greatly restricted. Crit- 
icism of the government could result in 
imprisonment or even death. 

In recent memory, such regimes ex- 
isted in Nazi Germany, the Soviet 
Union, and Saddam Hussein’s Iraq, 
where the press was often used as a 
tool for propaganda. Unfortunately, 
there are still a number of govern- 
ments around the globe today that 
greatly restrict the flow of news and 
information to their citizens. 

The United States, in its formative 
years, never chose that path. The 
Founding Fathers of this great Nation 
of ours knew the value of à free press 
because they had often been denied it 
by their colonial rulers. Repressive 
measures had long been part of English 
history in this regard, such as the cen- 
sorship of published materials and a li- 
censing system whereby nothing could 
get published without the govern- 
ment's consent. 

Our Founding Fathers recognized 
then that for à society to remain free, 
it must also allow for divergent views 
and opinions to be expressed, and for 
ideas to be openly exchanged. In many 
respects, the rights of free speech and à 
free press protect the government from 
trampling on the other political and 
personal liberties all Americans hold 
SO dear. 

Freedom of speech and freedom of the 
press are like the government watch- 
dog that shines a spotlight when other 
rights are being threatened. Without 
this, the press becomes an extension of 
the government and the people know 
only what the government wants them 
to know. As Jefferson once commented: 

When the press is free and everyone is able 
to read, all is safe. 

Congress cannot afford to stand idly 
by and allow our sacred First Amend- 
ment freedoms to be threatened. Let 
me be clear. The legislation I sub- 
mitted to the desk, the Free Speech 
Protection Act of 2004, is not merely 
about protecting the press. Instead, 
this legislation is about consumer pro- 
tection. It is about openness, debate, 
the free flow of information and delib- 
eration—the very ideals that the Sen- 
ate holds so dear. 
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It is also about ensuring that our 
constituents, the American citizenry, 
have access to the knowledge and in- 
formation they need to make educated 
decisions and fully participate in our 
democracy. 

Yet these freedoms which we hold so 
dear are not as safe as they have been 
in other times in the life of our Nation. 
They have come under attack by the 
heavy hand of Government in a manner 
not seen since the height of the Water- 
gate scandal 30 years ago. 

The press today is frequently being 
subpoenaed to appear in Federal court 
and threatened with fines and/or im- 
prisonment if they refuse to reveal a 
confidential source to the prosecutor 
or attorneys involved in the lawsuit. In 
some instances, the prosecutor or at- 
torneys might also request the report- 
er’s notes, video outtakes, or other un- 
published information. 

In recent months, the press has come 
under intense pressure to reveal the 
identity of their confidential sources, 
threatening the public’s right to know. 

In Providence, RI, WJAR-TV reporter 
Jim Taricani aired an FBI surveillance 
tape in 2001 that showed an aide to 
Mayor Vincent ‘‘Buddy”’ Cianci accept- 
ing a bribe from a local businessman. 
Taricani broke no law in airing the 
tape, but a special prosecutor was sub- 
sequently brought in to investigate 
who leaked the information. He refused 
to identify the source and was con- 
victed of criminal contempt yesterday 
in Federal court. Taricani now faces 6 
months in prison when he is sentenced 
in December. 

Perhaps the most alarming instance 
in recent months of the growing threat 
to the sacred right to freedom of 
speech in America is the case of Judith 
Miller of the New York Times. Last 
month, a Federal judge held Miller in 
contempt of court for refusing to name 
her sources to prosecutors inves- 
tigating the disclosure to syndicated 
columnist Robert Novak and to other 
journalists of Valerie Plame’s identity 
as a covert CIA agent. Plame’s hus- 
band, former Ambassador Joseph Wil- 
son, IV, had in a New York Times edi- 
torial criticized the Bush administra- 
tion for claiming that Iraq had tried to 
buy uranium from Niger. 

Unidentified senior administration 
officials revealed Plame’s identity to 
Robert Novak and other Washington 
area journalists, allegedly as an act of 
revenge for Wilson speaking out 
against President Bush’s rationale for 
invading Iraq. 

Mr. Novak then published Plame’s 
identity in a July 2003 column, which 
prompted an investigation by the Jus- 
tice Department and the subpoenaing 
of several journalists before a Federal 
grand jury, including Judith Miller, 
Tim Russert of NBC's ‘‘Meet the 
Press," Walter Pincus and Glen Kessler 
of the Washington Post, and Time mag- 
azine reporter Matthew Cooper. 
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Some of these reporters have talked 
to the prosecutors after the alleged 
Government sources signed waivers re- 
leasing the journalists from any pledge 
of confidentiality. New York Times re- 
porter Judith Miller, however, has re- 
fused to testify, even under the limited 
terms of the waiver. As a result, she is 
being held in contempt of court and 
could face up to 18 months in jail un- 
less she agrees to testify. 

What is so surprising about this case 
is that Judith Miller never even pub- 
lished an article in the New York 
Times, or any other newspaper or mag- 
azine for that matter, about Valerie 
Plame. The mere fact that Miller con- 
templated writing such an article and 
had conducted interviews for it was 
enough for the judge to hold her in con- 
tempt of court for refusing to name 
sources. 

Currently, 31 States and the District 
of Columbia have enacted protections 
for gatherers and disseminators of 
news and information. They include 
red States, blue States, Alabama, 
North Carolina, and Montana, for ex- 
ample. 

Why then is there a need for a Fed- 
eral statute in this area? A strong and 
uniformed Federal law оп shielding 
would provide uniformity and consist- 
ency to the patchwork of inconsistent 
court decisions and State statutes cur- 
rently in place. 

In many instances, whether the dis- 
closure will be compelled and how 
much information will be disclosed de- 
pends upon the particular State in 
which the journalist is pursuing a story 
when he or she is subpoenaed. The dif- 
ferent potential outcomes affect re- 
porters’ practices, the flow of informa- 
tion, the articles written or not writ- 
ten, in various news media. It ulti- 
mately impacts the public’s ability to 
learn about matters of interest and im- 
portance as well. 

The protections that these laws and 
court rulings provide vary widely in de- 
tail and in scope. For example, some 
States grant nearly complete protec- 
tion for sources and information, while 
others provide little or none. In addi- 
tion, the protections may differ in 
their applicability to criminal and/or 
civil proceedings. 

In the Federal court system, for in- 
stance, most have interpreted 
Branzburg, a 1972 United States Su- 
preme Court decision, to provide at 
least qualified news gathering protec- 
tion—that is, a protection that can be 
overcome in certain circumstances. A 
few Federal courts, however, such as 
the Seventh Circuit, have rejected such 
protection, or have limited it only to 
when the subpoenas are being used to 
harass the press. 

For those reasons, I think it is quite 
clear that a national standard would 
protect gatherers and disseminators of 
information from the varying State 
statutes and their interpretations by 
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State courts. This goal is exactly what 
the Free Speech Protection Act of 2004 
would achieve. 


Under the legislation, the protection 
against compelled disclosure for 
sources would be absolute. The protec- 
tion against compelled disclosure of 
news and information, however, is 
qualified. That is, an individual in- 
volved in gathering news would be re- 
quired to reveal their unpublished ma- 
terial only under certain cir- 
cumstances. The legislation requires 
three criteria to be met before such 
news or information can be disclosed. 


First, the person seeking the news or 
information must prove by clear and 
convincing evidence that the news or 
information is critical or necessary to 
significant legal issues before a judi- 
cial, legislative, or administrative 
body that has the power to issue a sub- 
poena. 


Secondly, the news or information 
could not be obtained by alternative 
means. Finally, there is an overriding 
public interest in the disclosure that 
must exist. 


The legislation I am introducing this 
evening is a work in progress. Obvi- 
ously, in the coming weeks I intend to 
further refine it, and in the 109th Con- 
gress to seek out my colleagues’ advice 
and counsel on how we might proceed. 
I am nevertheless introducing this bill 
in the closing hours of this Congress 
because I believe the Senate discussion 
of this matter is urgent. The public’s 
right to know is under attack. When 
that happens, all Americans suffer 
since they are deprived of knowledge 
and information which affects their 
lives. 


There are countless examples of in- 
formation that we have received be- 
cause there have been confidential 
Sources who have come forward. Cer- 
tainly, we can go back to Watergate, 
Whitewater, ог Iran-Contra, Abu 
Ghirab—the prison scandal in Iraq— 
Enron, WorldCom, corporate govern- 
ance issues, the list is almost endless. 
Had it not been for confidential sources 
coming forward and sharing informa- 
tion with a free press that would then 
share that with the public, if we had to 
rely exclusively on government press 
releases or press conferences, then we 
might never have learned anything 
about some of these issues which have 
been so vitally important to make our 
Government and our Nation stronger. 

I urge my colleagues to take a look 
at this proposal and urge them to con- 
sider it when we return in January. I 
will reintroduce it again and urge them 
to support it. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
text of the bill be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the bill was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD as 
follows: 
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S. 3020 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Free Speech 
Protection Act of 2004”. 

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 

(1) COVERED PERSON.—The term ‘‘covered 
person" means a person who— 

(A) engages in the gathering of news or in- 
formation; and 

(B) has the intent, at the beginning of the 
process of gathering news or information, to 
disseminate the news or information to the 
public. 

(2) NEWS OR INFORMATION.—The term ‘‘news 
or information" means written, oral, pic- 
torial, photographic, or electronically re- 
corded information or communication con- 
cerning local, national, or worldwide events, 
or other matters. 

(3 NEWS MEDIA.—The term 
media" means— 

(A) a newspaper; 

(B) a magazine; 

(C) a journal or other periodical; 

(D) radio; 

(E) television; 

(F) any means of disseminating news or in- 
formation gathered by press associations, 
news agencies, or wire services (including 
dissemination to the news media described 
in subparagraphs (A) through (E)); or 

(G) any printed, photographic, mechanical, 
or electronic means of disseminating news or 
information to the public. 

SEC. 3. COMPELLED DISCLOSURE PROHIBITED. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sec- 
tion 4, no entity of the judicial, legislative, 
or executive branch of the Federal Govern- 
ment with the power to issue a subpoena or 
provide other compulsory process shall com- 
pel any covered person who is providing or 
has provided services for the news media to 
disclose— 

(1) the source of any news or information 
procured by the person, or any information 
that would tend to identify the source, while 
providing services for the news media, 
whether or not the source has been promised 
confidentiality; or 

(2 any news or information procured by 
the person, while providing services for the 
news media, that is not itself communicated 
in the news media, including any— 

(A) notes; 

(B) outtakes; 

(C) photographs or photographic negatives; 

(D) video or sound tapes; 

(E) film; or 

(F) other data, irrespective of its nature, 
that is not itself communicated in the news 
media. 

(b) SUPERVISORS, EMPLOYERS, AND PERSONS 
ASSISTING A COVERED PERSON.—The protec- 
tion from compelled disclosure described in 
subsection (a) shall apply to a supervisor, 
employer, or any person assisting a person 
covered by subsection (a). 

(c) RESULT.—Any news or information ob- 
tained in violation of the provisions of this 
section shall be inadmissible in any action, 
proceeding, or hearing before any entity of 
the judicial, legislative, or executive branch 
of the Federal Government. 

SEC. 4. COMPELLED DISCLOSURE PERMITTED. 

(a) NEWS OR INFORMATION.—A court may 
compel disclosure of news or information de- 
scribed in section 3(a)(2) and protected from 
disclosure under section 3 if the court finds, 
after providing notice and an opportunity to 
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be heard to the person or entity from whom 
the news or information is sought, that the 
party seeking the news or information estab- 
lished by clear and convincing evidence 
that— 

(1) the news or information is critical and 
necessary to the resolution of a significant 
legal issue before an entity of the judicial, 
legislative, or executive branch of the Fed- 
eral Government that has the power to issue 
a subpoena; 

(2) the news or information could not be 
obtained by any alternative means; and 

(8) there is an overriding public interest in 
the disclosure. 

(b) SOURCE.—A court may not compel dis- 
closure of the source of any news or informa- 
tion described in section 3(a)(1) and pro- 
tected from disclosure under section 3. 

SEC. 5. ACTIVITIES NOT CONSTITUTING A WAIV- 
ER. 

The publication by the news media, or the 
dissemination by a person while providing 
services for the news media, of a source of 
news or information, or a portion of the news 
or information, procured in the course of 
pursuing professional activities shall not 
constitute a waiver of the protection from 
compelled disclosure that is described in sec- 
tion 3. 


SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 


SENATE RESOLUTION 474—TO EX- 
PRESS SUPPORT FOR THE 
GOALS OF NATIONAL ADOPTION 
MONTH BY PROMOTING NA- 
TIONAL AWARENESS OF ADOP- 
TION, CELEBRATING CHILDREN 
AND FAMILIES INVOLVED ІМ 
ADOPTION, AND ENCOURAGING 
AMERICANS TO SECURE SAFETY, 
PERMANENCY, AND WELL BEING 
FOR ALL CHILDREN 


Ms. LANDRIEU (for herself, Mr. 
CRAIG, Mr. BOND, Mr. DEWINE, Mr. 
FITZGERALD, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. SANTORUM, 
Ms. STABENOW, Ms. MURKOWSKI, Mr. 
JOHNSON, Mr. BROWNBACK, Mr. NICKLES, 
Mr. INHOFE, Mr. JEFFORDS, and Ms. 
SNOWE) submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed 
to: 

S. REs. 474 


Whereas there are approximately 532,000 
children in the foster care system in the 
United States, approximately 129,000 of 
whom are waiting to be adopted; 

Whereas the average length of time a child 
in foster care remains in foster care is al- 
most 3 years; 

Whereas for many foster children, the wait 
for a loving family in which they are nur- 
tured, comforted, and protected is endless; 

Whereas every year 25,000 children “аре 
out”? of foster care by reaching adulthood 
without being placed in a permanent home; 

Whereas, since 1987, the number of annual 
adoptions has ranged from 118,000 to 127,000; 

Whereas approximately 2,100,000 children 
in the United States live with adoptive par- 
ents; 

Whereas approximately 6 of every 10 Amer- 
icans have been touched personally by adop- 
tion in that they, a family member, or a 
close friend was adopted, has adopted a child, 
or has placed a child for adoption; 

Whereas every day loving and nurturing 
families are formed when committed and 
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dedicated individuals make an important dif- 
ference in the life of a child through adop- 
tion; 

Whereas, on November 20, 2004, commu- 
nities from all 50 States and the District of 
Columbia will celebrate National Adoption 
Day by finalizing the adoption of thousands 
of children by loving families; and 

Whereas on November 4, 2004, the President 
proclaimed November 2004 as National Adop- 
tion Month: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate recognizes No- 
vember 2004 as National Adoption Month. 


SENATE RESOLUTION 475—TO CON- 
DEMN HUMAN RIGHTS ABUSES 
IN LAOS 


Mr. COLEMAN (for himself, Mr. 
FEINGOLD, Mr. KOHL, and Mr. DAYTON) 
submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered and agreed to: 

S. REs. 475 


Whereas the Lao People’s Democratic Re- 
public is an authoritarian, Communist, one- 
party state; 

Whereas the Government of Laos has a 
poor human rights record, particularly with 
regard to its treatment of minorities. 

Whereas the United States Central Intel- 
ligence Agency trained and armed tens of 
thousands of Hmong guerrillas to disrupt 
Viet Cong supply lines and rescue downed pi- 
lots during the Vietnam war; 

Whereas in 1975, the Kingdom of Laos was 
overthrown by the Communist Pathet Lao 
regime, and tens of thousands of Laotians, 
including the Hmong, were killed or died at 
the hands of Communist forces while at- 
tempting to flee the Lao Communist regime, 
and many others perished in reeducation and 
labor camps; 

Whereas tens of thousands of Hmong be- 
came refugees, eventually resettling in the 
United States, where they now reside as 
American citizens and lead constructive 
lives as members of our communities; 

Whereas remnants of former Hmong insur- 
gent groups and their families who once 
fought with the United States and the Royal 
Lao Government still remain in remote 
areas of Laos, including Xaisomboun Special 
Zone and the Luang Prabang Province; 

Whereas in August 2003 the United Nations 
Committee to Eliminate Racial Discrimina- 
tion strongly criticized the Lao People’s 
Democratic Republic for failing to honor its 
obligations, expressed its grave concerns re- 
garding reports of human rights violations, 
including brutalities inflicted on the Hmong, 
and deplored the measures taken by the Lao 
authorities to prevent any reporting of the 
situation of the Hmong; 

Whereas in October 2003, Amnesty Inter- 
national issued a statement detailing its 
concern about the use of starvation by the 
Lao Government as a ‘‘weapon of war against 
civilians" in Laos and the deteriorating situ- 
ation facing thousands of family members of 
ethnic minority groups; 

Whereas the Department of State reported 
in its most recent Country Report on Human 
Rights Practices for Laos that the ‘‘Govern- 
ment's human rights record remained poor," 
and highlighted press reports that one group 
of Hmong in Xaisomboun Special Zone, 
mostly women and children, was being sys- 
tematically hunted down and attacked by 
government air and ground forces and that it 
was at the point of starvation; 

Whereas international organizations, the 
Department of State, and Members of Con- 
gress have received reports of mistreatment 
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over the past 6 months of Hmong in Laos 
emerging from remote areas of Laos, includ- 
ing the Xaisomboun Special Zone, the Luang 
Prabang-Xieng Khouang border area; 

Whereas the Lao Government has not al- 
lowed independent organizations to monitor 
the treatment of the Hmong emerging from 
remote areas of Laos; 

Whereas in September 2004, Amnesty Inter- 
national issued a statement condemning re- 
cent reports that Lao soldiers murdered 5 
Hmong children, raping 4 girls, who were for- 
aging for food close to their camp, and called 
it a war crime; and 

Whereas the Lao People’s Democratic Re- 
public has failed to substantially improve 
the status of human rights for its citizens: 
Now therefore be it 

Resolved, that the Senate— 

(1) Condems the consistent pattern of seri- 
ous human rights abuses in the Lao People’s 
Democratic Republic; 

(2) Urges the Government of Laos to in- 
crease international access to vulnerable 
populations and to respect the basic human 
rights of all Laotians, including ethnic and 
religious minorities; and 

(3) Hopes that the Lao government intensi- 
fies its efforts to make its economy and soci- 
ety move open and transparent in light of 
the congressional grant of normal tragic re- 
lations to the Lao People’s Democratic Re- 
public. 


SENATE RESOLUTION 476—SUP- 
PORTING THE GOALS, ACTIVI- 
TIES, AND IDEALS OF NATIONAL 
PREMATURITY AWARENESS 
MONTH 


Mr. ALEXANDER (for himself and 
Mr. DODD) submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 476 


Whereas preterm birth is a serious and 
growing problem; 

Whereas, between 1982 and 2002, the rate of 
preterm birth increased 27 percent; 

Whereas, in 2002, more than 480,000 babies 
were born prematurely in the United States; 

Whereas 25 percent of all babies that die in 
the first month of life were born preterm; 

Whereas premature infants are 14 times 
more likely to die in the first year of life; 

Whereas premature babies who survive 
may suffer lifelong consequences, including 
cerebral palsy, mental retardation, chronic 
lung disease, and vision and hearing loss; 

Whereas preterm birth and low birthweight 
are a significant financial burden in health 
care; 

Whereas, in 2002, the estimated charges for 
hospital stays for infants with a diagnosis of 
preterm birth or low birthweight were 
$15,500,000,000, a 12 percent increase since 
2001; 

Whereas the average lifetime medical costs 
of a premature baby are conservatively esti- 
mated at $500,000; 

Whereas the cause of approximately half of 
all preterm births is unknown; 

Whereas women who smoke during preg- 
nancy are twice as likely as women who do 
not smoke during pregnancy to give birth to 
a low birthweight baby, and babies born to 
women who smoke during pregnancy weigh, 
on average, 200 grams less than babies born 
to women who do not smoke during preg- 
nancy; and 

Whereas to reduce the rates of preterm 
labor and delivery more research is needed 
on the underlying causes of preterm deliv- 
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ery, prevention of preterm birth so that ba- 
bies are born full-term, and treatments im- 
proving outcomes for infants born pre- 
maturely: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate recognizes dur- 
ing the month of November, 2004, activities 
and programs that promote awareness of and 
solutions to the dangers of preterm birth 
across the United States. 


SENATE RESOLUTION 477—ЕХ- 
PRESSING THE SENSE OF THE 
SENATE IN SUPPORT OF A REIN- 
VIGORATED UNITED STATES VI- 
SION OF FREEDOM, PEACE, AND 
DEMOCRACY IN THE MIDDLE 
EAST 


Mr. FRIST (for himself and Mr. REID) 
submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 477 


Whereas the President articulated to the 
world on November 12, 2004, à vision of free- 
dom, peace, and democracy for the broader 
Middle East; 

Whereas this vision was also shared and ex- 
pressed by Prime Minister Blair of the 
United Kingdom; 

Whereas that vision includes a just and 
peaceful resolution of the Arab-Israeli con- 
flict based on 2 democratic States, Israel and 
Palestine, living side by side in peace and se- 
curity; 

Whereas the President again stated his 
commitment to the security of Israel as a 
Jewish State; 

Whereas the road map, endorsed by the 
United States, the United Kingdom, Israel, 
the Palestinian Authority, the European 
Union, Russia, and the United Nations, re- 
mains a realistic and widely recognized plan 
for making progress toward peace; 

Whereas the international community 
Should support Palestinian efforts to build 
the necessary political, economic, and secu- 
rity infrastructure essential to establishing 
a viable, democratic state; 

Whereas there will be no lasting peace in 
the Middle East without a Palestinian State 
that is democratic, free, and based on the 
rule of law, including free press, free speech, 
an open political process, and religious toler- 
ance; 

Whereas the Palestinian leaders must meet 
their commitments under the road map to 
fight terrorism and dismantle terrorist orga- 
nizations; 

Whereas the Palestinian Authority will 
need a credible and unified security struc- 
ture capable of providing security for the 
Palestinian people and fighting terrorism; 

Whereas Palestinian leaders, with help 
from the international community, must 
also develop effective and transparent finan- 
cial structures that provide for the economic 
and social needs of the Palestinian people; 

Whereas the President stated that now is 
the time to seize the opportunity of new cir- 
cumstances in the region to redouble our ef- 
forts to achieve this goal; 

Whereas achieving the goals of peace, secu- 
rity, and stability will require the United 
States, its international partners, and the 
parties involved to take the following steps 
articulated in a Joint Statement by Presi- 
dent Bush and Prime Minister Blair on No- 
vember 12, 2004: 

(1) recommit to the overarching 2-State vi- 
sion set out by President Bush in his state- 
ment of June 24, 2002 and repeated in the 
road map; 

(2) support the Palestinians as they choose 
a new President within the next 60 days, and 
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as they embark upon an electoral process 
that will lead to lasting democratic institu- 
tions; 

(3) mobilize international support behind a 
plan to ensure that the Palestinians have the 
political, economic, and security infrastruc- 
ture they need to create a free, viable, and 
democratic State, including free press, free 
speech, an open political process, and reli- 
gious tolerance; 

(4) support the disengagement plan of 
Prime Minister Sharon from Gaza and stipu- 
lated parts of the West Bank as part of this 
overall plan; and 

(5) recognize that these steps lay the basis 
for more rapid progress on the road map as 
a reliable guide leading to final status nego- 
tiations; 

Whereas the United States will join with 
others in the international community to 
foster the development of Palestinian demo- 
cratic political institutions, support the new 
leadership of the Palestinians that is com- 
mitted to those institutions, assist in the re- 
construction of civic institutions, promote 
the growth of a free and prosperous econ- 
omy, and endorse the building of capable se- 
curity institutions dedicated to maintaining 
law and order and dismantling terrorist or- 
ganizations; and 

Whereas in order to promote a lasting 
peace, all States in the region must oppose 
violence and terrorism, foster the develop- 
ment of democratic political and civic insti- 
tutions, support the emergence of a peaceful 
and democratic Palestine, and state clearly 
that they will live in peace with Israel: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved that the Senate— 

(1) endorses the Joint Statement made by 
President Bush and Prime Minister Blair on 
November 12, 2004, expressing a shared vision 
of freedom, peace, and democracy in the 
broader Middle East and supports a reinvigo- 
rated and concerted United States-led inter- 
national effort to achieve that vision; 

(2) supports explicitly the steps presented 
by President Bush and Prime Minister Blair 
in that Joint Statement as the basis for 
more rapid progress on the road map as a re- 
liable guide leading to final status negotia- 
tions; 

(3) reaffirms its commitment to a vision of 
2 democratic States, Israel and Palestine, 
living side by side in peace and security as 
the key to peace; and 

(4) expresses its commitment to the road 
map, which was endorsed by the United 
States, Israel, the Palestinian Authority, the 
European Union, Russia, and the United Na- 
tions, as a realistic and widely recognized 
plan for making progress toward peace. 


SENATE RESOLUTION 478—RELAT- 
ING TO DISPLACED STAFF MEM- 
BERS OF SENATORS AND SEN- 
A'TE LEADERS 


Mr. FRIST submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 478 

Resolved, That (a) paragraphs (3) and (4) of 
section 6(a) of Senate Resolution 458, 98th 
Congress, agreed to October 4, 1984 (as 
amended by Senate Resolution 9, 103d Con- 
gress, agreed to January 7, 1993) are amended 
to read as follows: 

“(3) The term ‘eligible staff member’ 
means an individual— 

“(А) who was an employee— 

“(1) of a committee or subcommittee there- 
of or a Senate leadership office described in 
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subsection (b) of the first section of this res- 
olution, or 

**(ii) in an office of a Senator on the expira- 
tion of the term of office of such Senator as 
a Senator, but only if the Senator is not 
serving as a Senator for the next term of of- 
fice and was a candidate in the general elec- 
tion for such next term, 

“(В) whose employment described in sub- 
paragraph (A) was at least 183 days (whether 
or not service was continuous) before the 
date of termination of employment described 
in paragraph (4), and 

“(С) whose pay is disbursed by the Sec- 
retary of the Senate. 


The term ‘eligible staff member’ shall not in- 
clude an employee to whom the first section 
of this resolution applies. 

“(4) The term ‘displaced staff member’ 
means an eligible staff member— 

“(А) whose service ав an employee of the 
Senate is terminated solely and directly as a 
result of— 

**(1) in the case of employment described in 
paragraph (3)(А)(1), a change in the indi- 
vidual occupying the position of Chairman or 
Ranking Minority Member of a committee or 
in the individual occupying the Senate lead- 
ership office, and 

“(ii) in the case of employment described 
in paragraph (3)(A)(ii), the expiration of the 
term of office of the Senator, and 

“(В) who is certified, not later than 60 days 
after the date of the change or expiration of 
term of office, whichever is applicable, as a 
displaced staff member by the Chairman or 
Ranking Minority Member of the committee, 
the Senator occupying the Senate leadership 
office, or the Senator whose term is expiring, 
whichever is applicable, to the Secretary of 
the Senate.". 

(b) Subsection (b) of the first section of 
such Senate Resolution 458 is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘President pro tempore 
emeritus," after ‘‘Deputy President pro tem- 
роге,”; 

(2) by striking “ог 
ала 

(3) by inserting ‘‘the Chairman of the Соп- 
ference of the Majority, the Chairman of the 
Conference of the Minority, the Chairman of 
the Majority Policy Committee, or the 
Chairman of the Minority Policy Com- 
mittee," before ‘‘the employees of such of- 
fice". 


” 


before “Secretary”; 


SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU- 
TION 150—EXPRESSING THE 
SENSE OF CONGRESS WITH RE- 
SPECT TO THE MURDER OF EM- 
METT TILL 


Mr. SCHUMER (for himself and Mr. 
TALENT) submitted the following con- 
current resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

б. Сом. RES. 150 


Whereas Emmett Till was born in Chicago, 
Illinois, at Cook County Hospital, on July 25, 
1941, to Mamie and Louis Till; 

Whereas Emmett Till traveled to Money, 
Mississippi, to spend the summer with his 
uncle, Moses Wright, and his relatives; 

Whereas in August 1955, 14-year-old Em- 
mett Till—with adolescent flamboyance, but 
unfamiliarity of the racial customs of the 
South—allegedly whistled at Carolyn Bry- 
ant, a White woman; 

Whereas on August 28, at about 2:30 a.m., 
Roy Bryant, Carolyn Bryant’s husband, and 
his half brother, J.W. Milam, kidnaped Em- 
mett Till from his uncle Moses Wright’s 
home; 
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Whereas Bryant and Milam brutally beat 
Emmett Till, took him to the edge of the 
Tallahatchie River, shot him in the head, 
fastened a large metal fan used for ginning 
cotton to his neck with barbed wire, and 
pushed the body into the river; 

Whereas 3 days later, Emmett Till’s de- 
composed corpse was pulled from the 
Tallahatchie River; 

Whereas Emmett’s mother, Mamie Till, 
made the extraordinary decision to leave the 
casket open at her son’s funeral in Chicago, 
in order to allow the world to see the bru- 
tality of the crime perpetrated against her 
son; 

Whereas tens of thousands of people viewed 
Emmett Till’s body in a Chicago church for 
4 days; and press from around the world pub- 
lished photographs of Emmett’s maimed 
face; and the sheer brutality of his murder 
became international news that highlighted 
the violent racism of the Jim Crow South; 

Whereas Jet Magazine and the Chicago De- 
fender published photographs of Emmett 
Till’s body outraging  African-Americans 
around the United States; 

Whereas the trial of J.W. Milam and Roy 
Bryant began in September of that year with 
an all-male, all-White jury, because African- 
Americans and women were banned from 
serving; 

Whereas the trial of Milam and Bryant was 
a microcosm of the Jim Crow South: Afri- 
can-Americans were packed in a specific sec- 
tion of the courtroom balcony; the defend- 
ants’ families were seen laughing and joking 
with the prosecution and the jury; and food 
and snacks were passed out to White observ- 
ers; 

Whereas Moses Wright did the unthinkable 
as an African-American and openly accused 
the White defendants in public court of mur- 
dering his nephew; 

Whereas Moses Wright was run out of town 
for his actions in court; 

Whereas J.W. Milam and Roy Bryant were 
acquitted of the murder of Emmett Till, and 
Bryant celebrated his acquittal with his wife 
in front of the cameras; 

Whereas protected from further prosecu- 
tion, Milam and Bryant candidly confessed 
their torture and murder of Emmett Till; 
Milam did so on the record to Look Magazine 
for $4,000; 

Whereas Mamie Till and thousands of oth- 
ers pleaded with the Department of Justice 
and the Federal Bureau of Investigation to 
reopen and investigate the case; 

Whereas the Federal Government did abso- 
lutely nothing, and President Eisenhower 
and FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover refused to 
reopen the case and did not even answer 
Mamie Till's urgent telegraph; 

Whereas 100 days later, Rosa Parks refused 
to give up her bus seat to a White patron and 
the modern civil rights revolution began; 

Whereas many historians regard the mur- 
der of Emmett Till as the true spark of the 
civil rights movement; 

Whereas Mamie Till, who died on January 
6, 2003, moved back to Chicago, taught, and 
continued to talk about her son Emmett's 
murder; and expressed her wishes for a full 
Federal investigation; 

Whereas more than 48 years have passed 
since the murder of Emmett Till; 

Whereas the remaining witnesses to this 
gruesome crime are elderly; 

Whereas House Concurrent Resolution 360 
entitled *'Expressing the sense of Congress 
with respect to the murder of Emmett Till", 
was introduced on February 10, 2004, by Rep- 
resentative Bobby Rush; 
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Whereas the Department of Justice ге- 
opened the investigation into the murder of 
Emmett Till on May 11, 2004; and 

Whereas Congress supports the decision to 
reopen the investigation of the murder of 
Emmett Till: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep- 
resentatives concurring), That Congress— 

(1) calls on all authorities with jurisdic- 
tion, including the Department of Justice 
and the State of Mississippi, to— 

(A) expeditiously bring those responsible 
for the murder of Emmett Till to justice, due 
to the amount of time that has passed since 
the murder and the age of the witnesses; and 

(B) provide all the resources necessary to 
ensure a timely and thorough investigation; 
and 

(2) calls on the Department of Justice to 
fully report the findings of their investiga- 
tion to Congress. 


SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU- 
TION 151—RECOGNIZING THE ES- 
SENTIAL ROLE THAT THE ATOM- 
IC ENERGY ACT OF 1954 HAS 
PLAYED IN DEVELOPMENT OF 
PEACEFUL USES OF ATOMIC EN- 
ERGY 


Mr. DOMENICI submitted the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Envi- 
ronment and Public Works: 

S. Con REs. 151 


Whereas the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 (42 
U.S.C. 2011 et seq.) followed and sought to 
implement the Atoms for Peace speech of 
President Dwight David Eisenhower in De- 
cember 1958, which provided the United 
States and the world with a blueprint for 
commercial development of atomic energy to 
the benefit of humanity; 

Whereas the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 de- 
fined mechanisms for the production, con- 
trol, and use of nuclear materials; 

Whereas the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 
provided the initial framework for regula- 
tion of nuclear material and facilities and 
provided recognition that such control is 
necessary in the national interest to ensure 
the common defense and security and to pro- 
tect the health and safety of the public; 

Whereas the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 
recognized the need for development and use 
of atomic energy under conditions to pro- 
mote the general welfare; 

Whereas the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 
recognized that it was in the national inter- 
est to conduct a comprehensive program of 
research and development to optimize the 
benefits of nuclear technologies for human- 
ity; 

Whereas the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 set 
forth the necessity to control certain types 
of information, material, and facilities for 
security purposes, while ensuring unclassi- 
fied dissemination of appropriate scientific 
and technical information; 

Whereas the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 
provided the initial framework for inter- 
national cooperation in nuclear tech- 
nologies, under suitable controls to ensure 
common defense and security, to provide co- 
operating nations with the benefits of peace- 
ful uses of atomic energy; and 

Whereas the legacy of the Atomic Energy 
Act of 1954, with 103 operating nuclear power 
plants in the United States providing 20 per- 
cent of the electricity supply of the United 
States, is invaluable in providing clean, 
emission-free, reliable power to the United 
States: Now, therefore, be it 
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Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep- 
resentatives concurring), That Congress— 

(1) recognizes that the enactment of the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954 (42 U.S.C. 2011 et 
seq.) was an essential step in the develop- 
ment and use of a range of civilian nuclear 
technologies to the benefit of humanity; 

(2) commends and remembers the authors 
of the original Atomic Energy Act of 1954 for 
their foresight and leadership; and 

(3) commemorates the role played by 
President Dwight David Eisenhower in his 
historic Atoms for Peace speech and the 
leadership he demonstrated in recognizing 50 
years ago that the benefits of nuclear tech- 
nologies would be realized only through a 
careful national and international system of 
control, regulation, and use. 


AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED & 
PROPOSED 


SA 4068. Mr. CRAIG (for Mr. CAMPBELL) 
proposed an amendment to the bill S. 1488, to 
provide for equitable compensation to the 
Spokane Tribe of Indians of the Spokane 
Reservation for the use of tribal land for the 
production of hydropower by the Grand Cou- 
lee Dam, and for other purposes. 

SA 4069. Mr. CRAIG (for Mr. CAMPBELL) 
proposed an amendment to the resolution S. 
Res. 248, expressing the sense of the Senate 
concerning the individual Indian money ac- 
count trust fund lawsuit. 

SA 4070. Mr. CRAIG (for Mr. CAMPBELL) 
proposed an amendment to the resolution S. 
Res. 248, supra. 

SA 4071. Mr. SESSIONS (for Mr. LUGAR) 
proposed an amendment to the bill H.R. 2655, 
to amend and extend the Irish Peace Process 
Cultural and Training Program Act of 1998. 

SA 4072. Mr. SESSIONS (for Mr. LEAHY (for 
himself, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. LOTT, Mr. HATCH, 
and Mr. CORNYN)) proposed an amendment to 
the bill S. 2878, to extend the authority of 
the United States District Court for the 
Southern District of Iowa to hold court in 
Rock Island, Illinois. 

SA 4073. Mr. SESSIONS (for Mr. DORGAN) 
proposed an amendment to the bill S. 2154, to 
establish a National sex offender registration 
database, and for other purposes. 


EE 
TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 


SA 4068. Mr. CRAIG (for Mr. CAMP- 
BELL) proposed an amendment to the 
bill S. 1488, to provide for equitable 
compensation to the Spokane Tribe of 
Indians of the Spokane Reservation for 
the use of tribal land for the produc- 
tion of hydropower by the Grand Cou- 
lee Dam, and for other purposes; as fol- 
lows: 


In section 9(c), redesignate paragraph (3) as 
paragraph (4). 

In section 9(c), after paragraph (2), insert 
the following: 

(3) RETENTION OF NATIONAL PARK SYSTEM 
STATUS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Land transferred under 
this section that, before the date of enact- 
ment of this Act, was included in the Lake 
Roosevelt National Recreation Area shall re- 
main part of the Recreation Area. 

(B) ADMINISTRATION.—Nothing in this sec- 
tion affects the authority or responsibility of 
the National Park Service to administer the 
Lake Roosevelt National Recreation Area 
under the Act of August 25, 1916 (39 Stat. 535, 
chapter 408; 16 U.S.C. 1 et seq.). 

On page 23, Section 6, after line 13 insert 
the following: 
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(c) PAYMENT RECOVERY.—Pursuant to the 
payment schedule in subsection (b), the Ad- 
ministrator shall make commensurate cost 
reductions in expenditures on an annual 
basis to recover each payment to the Tribe. 
The Administrator shall include this specific 
cost reduction plan in the annual budget 
submitted to Congress. 

On page 28, after line 3, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEc. 12. PRECEDENT.—Nothing in this Act 
establishes any precedent or is binding on 
the Southwestern Power Administration, 
Western Area Power Administration, or 
Southeastern Power Administration. 


SA 4069. Mr. CRAIG (for Mr. CAMP- 
BELL) proposed an amendment to the 
resolution S. Res. 248, expressing the 
sense of the Senate concerning the in- 
dividual Indian money account trust 
fund lawsuit; as follows: 


Strike all after the resolving clause and in- 
sert the following: 


SECTION 1. SENSE OF THE SENATE. 


It is the sense of the Senate that— 

(1) the interests of the Indian beneficiaries 
and the United States would best be served 
by a voluntary alternative dispute resolution 
process, not limited to mediation, that will 
lead to a full, fair, and final resolution of po- 
tential individual Indian money account 
claims; and 

(2) Federal legislation may be necessary to 
ensure a full, fair, and final resolution of the 
class action litigation. 


SA 4070. Mr. CRAIG (for Mr. CAMP- 
BELL) proposed an amendment to the 
resolution S. Res. 248, expressing the 
sense of the Senate concerning the in- 
dividual Indian money account trust 
fund lawsuit; as follows: 


Strike the preamble and insert the fol- 
lowing: 

Whereas, since the 19th century, the 
United States has held Indian funds and re- 
sources in trust for the benefit of Indians, 
and in its capacity as trustee, is obligated to 
protect those funds and resources; 

Whereas the Senate reaffirms that in con- 
tinuing to hold and manage Indian funds and 
resources for the benefit of the Indians, the 
United States must act in accordance with 
all applicable standards and duties of care; 

Whereas, in 1996, a class action was 
brought against the United States seeking 
an accounting of balances of individual In- 
dian money accounts and rehabilitation of 
the trust system; 

Whereas after 8 years of litigation and the 
expenditure of tens of millions of dollars in 
Federal funds, the Senate believes that there 
is a demonstrated need to assist and encour- 
age the parties in reaching a full, fair, and 
final resolution to the class action litiga- 
tion; and 

Whereas the resolution of the class action 
litigation may be achieved through alter- 
native dispute resolution processes, includ- 
ing mediation: Now, therefore, be it 


SA 4071. Mr. SESSIONS (for Mr. 
LUGAR) proposed an amendment to the 
bill H.R. 2655, to amend and extend the 
Irish Peace Process Cultural and Train- 
ing Program Act of 1998; as follows: 

Strike all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert the following: 
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SECTION 1. AMENDMENT AND EXTENSION OF 
IRISH PEACE PROCESS CULTURAL 
AND TRAINING PROGRAM. 

(a) IRISH PEACE PROCESS CULTURAL AND 
TRAINING PROGRAM ACT.— 

(1) PROGRAM PARTICIPANT REQUIREMENTS.— 
Section 2(a) of the Irish Peace Process Cul- 
tural and Training Program Act of 1998 (8 
U.S.C. 1101 note) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘(5) PROGRAM PARTICIPANT REQUIRE- 
MENTS.—An alien entering the United States 
as a participant in the program shall satisfy 
the following requirements: 

“(А) The alien shall be a citizen of the 
United Kingdom or the Republic of Ireland. 

“(В) The alien shall be between 21 and 35 
years of age on the date of departure for the 
United States. 

(С) The alien shall have resided continu- 
ously in a designated county for not less 
than 18 months before such date. 

*"(D) The alien shall have been 
ously unemployed for not less 
months before such date. 

“(Е) The alien may not have a degree from 
an institution of higher education.’’. 

(2) EXTENSION OF PROGRAM.—Section 2 of 
the Irish Peace Process Cultural and Train- 
ing Program Act of 1998 (8 U.S.C. 1101 note) 
is amended— 

(A) in subsection (a)3), by striking ‘‘the 
third program year and for the 4 subsequent 
years," and inserting ‘‘each program year,”’; 
and 

(B) by amending subsection (d) to read as 
follows: 

**(d) SUNSET.— 

*(1) Effective October 1, 2008, the Irish 
Peace Process Cultural and Training Pro- 
gram Act of 1998 is repealed. 

*(2) Effective October 1, 2008, section 
101(a)(15)(Q) of the Immigration and Nation- 
ality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(15)(Q)) is amend- 
ed— 

“(А) by striking ‘or’ at the end of clause 
(i); 
(В) by striking ‘(i)’ after ‘(Q)’; and 

**(O) by striking clause (ii).". 

(3) CosT-SHARING.—Section 2 of the Irish 
Peace Process Cultural and Training Pro- 
gram Act of 1998 (8 U.S.C. 1101 note), as 
amended by paragraph (2), is further amend- 
ed— 

(A) by redesignating subsections (c) and (d) 
as subsections (d) and (e), respectively; and 

(B) by inserting after subsection (b), the 
following new subsection: 

“(с) COST-SHARING.— The Secretary of 
State shall verify that the United Kingdom 
and the Republic of Ireland continue to pay 
a reasonable share of the costs of the admin- 
istration of the cultural and training pro- 
grams carried out pursuant to this Асђ.". 

(4) TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS.—The Irish 
Peace Process Cultural and Training Pro- 
gram Act of 1998 (8 U.S.C. 1101 note) is 
amended— 

(А) by striking *Attorney General" each 
place such term appears and inserting ‘‘Sec- 
retary of Homeland Security"; and 

(B) by striking "Immigration and Natu- 
ralization Service" each place such term ap- 
pears and inserting ‘‘Department of Home- 
land Security". 

(b) IMMIGRATION AND NATIONALITY ACT.— 

(1) REQUIREMENTS FOR NONIMMIGRANT STA- 
TUS.—Section 101(a)(15)(Q) of the Immigra- 
tion and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1101(a)(15)(Q)) is amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘Attorney General’’ each 
place such term appears and inserting ‘‘Sec- 
retary of Homeland Security"; and 

(B) in clause (11)(1)— 
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(i) by striking ‘35 years of age or younger 
having a residence" and inserting “сеп of 
the United Kingdom or the Republic of Ire- 
land, 21 to 35 years of age, unemployed for 
not less than 12 months, and having a resi- 
dence for not less than 18 months’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘86 months)’’ and inserting 
24 months)”. 

(2) FOREIGN RESIDENCE REQUIREMENT.—Sec- 
tion 212 of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act (8 U.S.C. 1182) is amended— 

(A) by redesignating the subsection (p) as 
added by section 1505(f) of Public Law 106-886 
(114 Stat. 1526) as subsection (s); and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

*(t)(1) Except as provided in paragraph (2), 
no person admitted under section 
101(а)(15)(9)(11)(1), or acquiring such status 
after admission, shall be eligible to apply for 
nonimmigrant status, an immigrant visa, or 
permanent residence under this Act until it 
is established that such person has resided 
and been physically present in the person’s 
country of nationality or last residence for 
an aggregate of at least 2 years following de- 
parture from the United States. 

“(2) The Secretary of Homeland Security 
may waive the requirement of such 2-year 
foreign residence abroad if the Secretary de- 
termines that— 

“(А) departure from the United States 
would impose exceptional hardship upon the 
alien's spouse or child (if such spouse or 
child is à citizen of the United States or an 
alien lawfully admitted for permanent resi- 
dence); or 

“(В) the admission of the alien is in the 
public interest or the national interest of the 
United States.’’. 


SA 4072. Mr. SESSIONS ( for Mr. 
LEAHY (for himself, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. 
LoTT, Mr. HATCH, and Mr. CORNYN)) 
proposed an amendment to the bill S. 
2873, to extend the authority of the 
United States District Court for the 
Southern District of Iowa to hold court 
in Rock Island, Illinois; as follows: 

At the end of the bill add the following: 
SEC. 2. HOLDING OF COURT AT CLEVELAND, MIS- 

SISSIPPI. 

Section 104(a)(3) of title 28, United States 
Code, is amended in the second sentence by 
inserting “апа Cleveland" after ‘‘Clarks- 
dale’’. 

SEC. 3. PLACE OF HOLDING COURT IN TEX- 
ARKANA, TEXAS, AND TEXARKANA, 
ARKANSAS. 

Sections 83(b)(1) and 124(c)(5) of title 28, 
United States Code, are each amended by in- 
serting after ‘held at Texarkana” the fol- 
lowing: ‘‘, and may be held anywhere within 
the Federal courthouse in Texarkana that is 
located astride the State line between Texas 
and Arkansas’’. 

SEC. 4. PLACE OF HOLDING COURT IN THE 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK. 

Section 112(a) of title 28, United States 
Code, is amended by striking “апа Water- 
town" and inserting ‘‘Watertown, and 
Plattsburgh’’. 

SEC. 5. PLACE OF HOLDING COURT IN THE DIS- 
TRICT OF COLORADO. 

Section 85 of title 28, United States Code, 
is amended by inserting ‘‘Colorado Springs,”’ 
after ‘‘Boulder,’’. 


SA 4073. Mr. SESSIONS (for Mr. DoR- 
GAN) proposed an amendment to the 
bill S. 2154, to establish a National sex 
offender registration database, and for 
other purposes; as follows: 
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SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the “Огои Sjodin 
National Sex Offender Public Database Act 
of 2004" or *Dru's Law". 

SEC. 2. DEFINITION. 

In this Act: 

(1) CRIMINAL OFFENSE AGAINST A VICTIM WHO 
IS А MINOR.—The term criminal offense 
against a victim who is à minor" has the 
same meaning as in section 170101(a)(3) of the 
Jacob Wetterling Crimes Against Children 
and Sexually Violent Offender Registration 
Act (42 U.S.C. 14071(a)(3)). 

(2) MINIMALLY SUFFICIENT SEXUAL OF- 
FENDER REGISTRATION PROGRAM.—The term 
“minimally sufficient sexual offender reg- 
istration program" has the same meaning ав 
in section 170102(a) of the Jacob Wetterling 
Crimes Against Children and Sexually Vio- 
lent Offender Registration Act (42 U.S.C. 
14072(a)). 

(3) SEXUALLY VIOLENT OFFENSE.—The term 
“sexually violent offense" has the same 
meaning as in section 170101(a)(3) of the 
Jacob Wetterling Crimes Against Children 
and Sexually Violent Offender Registration 
Act (42 U.S.C. 14071(a)(3)). 

(4) SEXUALLY VIOLENT PREDATOR.—The 
term “sexually violent predator" has the 
same meaning as in section 170102(a) of the 
Jacob Wetterling Crimes Against Children 
and Sexually Violent Offender Registration 
Act (42 U.S.C. 14072(a)). 

SEC. 3. AVAILABILITY OF THE NSOR DATABASE 
TO THE PUBLIC. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Attorney General 
shall— 

(1) make publicly available in a registry 
(in this Act referred to as the ‘“‘public reg- 
istry") from information contained in the 
the National Sex Offender Registry, via the 
Internet, all information described in sub- 
section (b); and 

(2) allow for users of the public registry to 
determine which registered sex offenders are 
currently residing within a radius, as speci- 
fied by the user of the public registry, of the 
location indicated by the user of the public 
registry. 

(b) INFORMATION AVAILABLE IN PUBLIC REG- 
ISTRY.—With respect to any person convicted 
of a criminal offense against a victim who is 
a minor or a sexually violent offense, or any 
sexually violent predator, required to reg- 
ister with à minimally sufficient sexual of- 
fender registration program within a State, 
including à program established under sec- 
tion 170101 of the Jacob Wetterling Crimes 
Against Children and Sexually Violent Of- 
fender Registration Act (42 U.S.C. 14017(b)), 
the public registry shall provide, to the ex- 
tent available in the National Sex Offender 
Registry— 

(1) the name and any known aliases of the 
person; 

(2) the date of birth of the person; 

(3) the current address of the person and 
any subsequent changes of that address; 

(4) a physical description and current pho- 
tograph of the person; 

(5) the nature of and date of commission of 
the offense by the person; 

(6) the date on which the person is released 
from prison, or placed on parole, supervised 
release, or probation; and 

(7) any other information the Attorney 
General considers appropriate. 

SEC. 4. RELEASE OF HIGH RISK INMATES. 

(a) CIVIL COMMITMENT PROCEEDINGS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Any State that provides 
for a civil commitment proceeding, or any 
equivalent proceeding, shall issue timely no- 
tice to the attorney general of that State of 
the impending release of any person incar- 
cerated by the State who— 
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(A) is a sexually violent predator; or 

(B) has been deemed by the State to be at 
high-risk for recommitting any sexually vio- 
lent offense or criminal offense against a vic- 
tim who is a minor. 

(2) REVIEW.—Upon receiving notice under 
paragraph (1), the State attorney general 
shall consider whether or not to institute a 
civil commitment proceeding, or any equiva- 
lent proceeding required under State law. 

(b) MONITORING OF RELEASED PERSONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Each State shall inten- 
sively monitor, for not less than 1 year, any 
person described under paragraph (2) who— 

(A) has been unconditionally released from 
incarceration by the State; and 

(B) has not been civilly committed pursu- 
ant to a civil commitment proceeding, or 
any equivalent proceeding under State law. 

(2) APPLICABILITY.—Paragraph (1) shall 
apply to— 

(A) any sexually violent predator; or 

(B) any person who has been deemed by the 
State to be at high-risk for recommitting 
any sexually violent offense or criminal of- 
fense against a victim who is a minor. 

(с) COMPLIANCE.— 

(1) COMPLIANCE DATE.—Each State shall 
have not more than 3 years from the date of 
enactment of this Act in which to implement 
the requirements of this section. 

(2) INELIGIBILITY FOR FUNDS.—A State that 
fails to implement the requirements of this 
section, shall not receive 25 percent of the 
funds that would otherwise be allocated to 
the State under section 20106(b) of the Vio- 
lent Crime Control and Law Enforcement 
Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 13706(b)). 

(3) REALLOCATION OF FUNDS.—Any funds 
that are not allocated for failure to comply 
with this section shall be reallocated to 
States that comply with this section. 


— € 


60TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
BATTLE OF THE BULGE 


Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the immediate consider- 
ation of H.J. Res. 110, which has been 
received from the House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A resolution (H.J. Res. 110) recognizing the 
60th anniversary of the Battle of the Bulge 
during World War II. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. SESSIONS. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the joint resolution be read 
the third time and passed, the pre- 
amble be agreed to, the motion to re- 
consider be laid upon the table, and 
any statement related to the joint res- 
olution be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The joint resolution (H.J. Res. 110) 
was read the third time and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


ee 
PREMATURITY AWARENESS 
MONTH 


Mr. SESSIONS. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Senate proceed to the im- 
mediate consideration of S. Res. 476, 
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introduced earlier today by Senator 
ALEXANDER. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 476) supporting the 
goals, activities and ideals of National Pre- 
maturity Awareness Month. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

PREMATURITY AWARENESS MONTH 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I 
rise today to discuss the increasing 
number of babies born too early. The 
March of Dimes has designated Novem- 
ber as Prematurity Awareness Month 
to draw attention to the growing, cost- 
ly and serious public health problem of 
preterm birth. My colleague, Senator 
DODD, and I have introduced a resolu- 
tion supporting this effort and look 
forward to swift approval in the Sen- 
ate. 

Nationwide, over 480,0000 babies were 
born prematurely in 2002. In my own 
State of Tennessee, one of every seven 
babies born in 2002 was born preterm, 
and the rate of preterm births in Ten- 
nessee has risen more than 9 percent 
since 1992. 

Earlier this year, the Subcommittee 
on Children and Families, which I 
chair, held a hearing to learn about the 
devastating effects of preterm birth 
and what our government agencies and 
private organizations are doing to com- 
bat this crisis. We heard the inspira- 
tional story of Kelley Bolton Jordan 
and her daughter, Whitney, from Mem- 
phis, Tennessee. Whitney was born 314 
months early and weighed just 1 10. 10 
oz. Imagine a leg so small it could fit 
through a wedding ring. 

Whitney spent 3 grueling months in 
intensive care. She is now a healthy, 
happy 3 year-old and has no repercus- 
sions from her early birth—other ba- 
bies are not as lucky. Preterm birth 
takes a severe toll on America’s fami- 
lies and strains our health care system. 
Each year, 100,000 children develop 
health problems because of their early 
births, including cerebral palsy and vi- 
sion and hearing loss. And preterm 
birth is the leading cause of death in 
the first month of life. 

With over half the causes of preterm 
birth unknown, more research is des- 
perately needed. That’s why I plan to 
re-introduce ‘‘the PREEMIE Act" and 
hope that the Senate can pass this leg- 
islation in the 109th Congress. 

I commend the March of Dimes for 
its dedication in working toward a day 
when babies and their families no 
longer have to face the devastating 
consequences of premature birth. If we 
work together to focus public and pri- 
vate resources on this problem, we can 
decrease the number of premature 
births in every state. 

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, I draw at- 
tention to the growing problem of pre- 
mature birth. As a sponsor of the 
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PREEMIE Act, with my colleague Sen- 
ator ALEXANDER, I have heard the sto- 
ries about the strain a premature birth 
places on families, as well as the life- 
long health problems many preterm 
children face. 

Nationwide, 1 out of every 8 babies is 
born too early. In my own State of 
Connecticut, 1 of every 10 babies born 
in 2002 was preterm and the rate of 
preterm births in Connecticut has risen 
more than 11% since 1992. 

Senator ALEXANDER and I are intro- 
ducing a resolution to raise awareness 
of this public health crisis. As part of 
their 5-year campaign designed to use 
the combined power of awareness, edu- 
cation, and research to significantly 
decrease the number of premature 
births in the United States, the March 
of Dimes has designated November as 
Prematurity Awareness Month. I am 
pleased to be supporting this campaign. 

I urge my colleagues to find out 
about the toll of premature births in 
their states and to work together to 
solve this problem. I hope we can move 
the PREEMIE Act quickly in the 109th 
Congress in order to expand the Gov- 
ernment’s efforts to reduce the rates of 
preterm birth. 

Mr. SESSIONS. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the resolution be agreed to, 
the preamble be agreed to, the motion 
to reconsider be laid upon the table and 
any statements relating to this matter 
be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

The resolution, with its preamble, 
reads as follows: 

S. REs. 476 

Whereas preterm birth is a serious and 
growing problem; 

Whereas, between 1982 and 2002, the rate of 
preterm birth increased 27 percent; 

Whereas, in 2002, more than 480,000 babies 
were born prematurely in the United States; 

Whereas 25 percent of all babies that die in 
the first month of life were born preterm; 

Whereas premature infants are 14 times 
more likely to die in the first year of life; 

Whereas premature babies who survive 
may suffer lifelong consequences, including 
cerebral palsy, mental retardation, chronic 
lung disease, and vision and hearing loss; 

Whereas preterm birth and low birthweight 
are a significant financial burden in health 
care; 

Whereas, in 2002, the estimated charges for 
hospital stays for infants with a diagnosis of 
preterm birth or low birthweight were 
$15,500,000,000, a 12 percent increase since 
2001; 

Whereas the average lifetime medical costs 
of a premature baby are conservatively esti- 
mated at $500,000; 

Whereas the cause of approximately half of 
all preterm births is unknown; 

Whereas women who smoke during preg- 
nancy are twice as likely as women who do 
not smoke during pregnancy to give birth to 
a low birthweight baby, and babies born to 
women who smoke during pregnancy weigh, 
on average, 200 grams less than babies born 
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to women who do not smoke during preg- 
nancy; and 

Whereas to reduce the rates of preterm 
labor and delivery more research is needed 
on the underlying causes of preterm deliv- 
ery, prevention of preterm birth so that ba- 
bies are born full-term, and treatments im- 
proving outcomes for infants born pre- 
maturely: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate recognizes dur- 
ing the month of November, 2004, activities 
and programs that promote awareness of and 
solutions to the dangers of preterm birth 
across the United States. 


————É CÓ ск 


IMPROVING EDUCATION RESULTS 
FOR CHILDREN WITH DISABIL- 
ITIES ACT OF 2004—CONFERENCE 
REPORT 


Mr. SESSIONS. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Senate proceed to the 
conference report to accompany H.R. 
1350, the IDEA bill, that the conference 
report be agreed to, the motion to re- 
consider be laid upon the table, and 
any statements be printed in the 
RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, I am 
pleased that we are now considering 
the conference report on the Individ- 
uals with Disabilities Education Im- 
provement Act. This bill reauthorizes 
IDEA, our Federal law governing spe- 
cial education services for children 
with disabilities. 

As we close in on the 30-year anniver- 
sary of the Federal role in special edu- 
cation, I think it important to high- 
light where we were, where we are and 
where we are going to ensure that chil- 
dren with disabilities are provided a 
high-quality education that prepares 
them for life outside the classroom. 

Almost 30 years ago, the Education 
for All Handicapped Children Act 
opened schoolhouse doors for children 
with disabilities. Prior to that land- 
mark legislation, most students with 
disabilities did not attend public 
school. Indeed, many States had laws 
excluding certain children with disabil- 
ities from their schools, including the 
blind, deaf, emotionally disturbed or 
children with mental retardation. 

Today, special education programs 
have been established in virtually 
every school district in America. The 
overwhelming majority of children 
with disabilities—about 96 percent— 
learn in regular schools with other 
children, not in state institutions or 
separate facilities. In fact, half of stu- 
dents with disabilities spend 80 percent 
or more of their day in regular class- 
rooms. Those students are increasingly 
gaining access to higher education, 
too. College enrollment rates among 
students with disabilities have more 
than tripled. 

Clearly, we have come a long way 
from the time when our students with 
disabilities were excluded from public 
schools. Still, we know that there is 
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much to be done to ensure that chil- 
dren with disabilities get a better edu- 
cation and that we make it easier for 
schools to provide that education to 
these students. 

With this understanding, we have 
worked for more than two years to im- 
prove IDEA, keeping the needs of chil- 
dren with disabilities, whom we have a 
duty to serve, foremost in our 
thoughts, while balancing concerns of 
equity and fairness. 

With significant input from parents, 
educators and disability groups, as well 
as the recommendations of the Presi- 
dent’s Commission on Excellence in 
Special Education, both the House and 
Senate passed bills that would have 
done much to improve IDEA and to en- 
sure that children with disabilities re- 
ceive a quality results-based education. 
But important differences remained. 

After weeks of sometimes intense ne- 
gotiations, our conference committee 
ironed out those differences and 
reached agreement yesterday on a final 
report, bringing us one step closer to 
enacting important reforms that will 
benefit the more than 6.5 million chil- 
dren served by IDEA, as well as their 
parents, teachers, and schools. 

The conference report before us fo- 
cuses on improved academic results for 
children with disabilities; frees special 
education teachers from bureaucratic 
requirements, and offers them impor- 
tant flexibility; helps parents and 
schools work together better; creates 
the safest possible classroom environ- 
ment for all students; and strikes an 
appropriate balance between pro- 
tecting the educational rights of chil- 
dren with disabilities, while making 
IDEA less litigious. 

This report does five very important 
things. 

First, it reinforces the most basic 
goal under IDEA: making sure students 
are learning. The report shifts focus 
away from compliance with burden- 
some and confusing rules, and places a 
renewed emphasis on our most funda- 
mental concern making sure that chil- 
dren with disabilities receive a quality 
education. 

Specifically, the report: ensures 
States focus on improved academic re- 
sults and functional performance for 
students with disabilities; clarifies 
methods for measuring student 
progress by replacing arbitrary bench- 
marks and short-term objectives with 
academic assessments under NCLB, in- 
cluding alternate assessments; provides 
for a national study of valid and reli- 
able alternate assessment systems and 
how alternate assessments align with 
State content standards; and allows for 
the development of new approaches to 
determine whether students have spe- 
cific learning disabilities by clarifying 
that schools are not limited to using 
the IQ-achievement discrepancy model 
that relies on a ‘‘wait to fail" ap- 
proach. 
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Second, it enables teachers to better 
serve their students by: clarifying what 
it means to be a highly qualified spe- 
cial education teacher, and offering 
flexibility to new teachers who teach 
multiple subjects, and to teachers 
teaching children with severe cognitive 
disabilities; making it easier for spe- 
cial education teachers to both enter 
into and remain in the field of special 
education; focusing more resources and 
attention on professional development 
for both general and special education 
teachers serving children with disabil- 
ities; creating a paperwork reduction 
demonstration program to increase the 
time teachers spend on instruction and 
decrease the time they spend com- 
plying with cumbersome, bureaucratic 
requirements; and eliminating paper- 
work by eliminating short-term objec- 
tives for most students and reducing 
the number of times per year that pro- 
cedural safeguards notices must be 
sent to parents. 

Third, it facilitates a better relation- 
ship between parents and schools, and 
improves parental involvement and op- 
tions by: providing parents with in- 
creased information and access to re- 
sources to support them though dis- 
pute resolution and due process; en- 
couraging early mediation and prompt 
resolution of disputes; providing new 
opportunities for parents and schools 
to meet in order to resolve problems 
before going to a due process hearing; 
allowing parents and schools to agree 
to make changes to an IEP during the 
year without having to convene a for- 
mal IEP meeting; and increasing pa- 
rental involvement in IEP meetings by 
allowing use of teleconferencing, video 
conferencing, and other means of par- 
ticipation. 

Fourth, this report ensures safety 
and improves discipline for all children 
by: making the discipline provisions in 
current law easier to understand and 
implement and more fair and equi- 
table; ensuring that positive behavioral 
interventions and supports remain an 
option on the IEP; and empowering 
schools to discipline children whose be- 
havior is not the direct result of their 
disability. 

Fifth, it provides fiscal relief to 
school districts by: including a 7-year 
discretionary glide path to full funding 
through the discretionary appropria- 
tions process; providing new resources 
to assist school districts in delivering a 
free appropriate public education to 
high-need children who may require ex- 
pensive services; simplifying funding 
for grants, making future years’ fund- 
ing levels and amounts more predict- 
able; and giving districts flexibility to 
shift some local funding for certain 
programs to other ESEA priorities as 
federal IDEA funding increases. 

I thank all members of the con- 
ference committee and their dedicated 
staff for their hard work on this report 
and their cooperative spirit in working 
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toward this day. It is certainly an en- 
deavor of which we can all be proud. 

I can think of no finer way to bring 
my tenure as chairman of the Senate 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen- 
sions Committee to a close than by 
completing action on this legislation. 

In particular, I would like to thank: 
Senator KENNEDY, and his staff, Connie 
Garner and Roberto Rodriguez; Senator 
BINGAMAN and his staff, Michael Yudin; 
Senator SESSIONS and his staff, John 
Little and Prim Formby; Senator AL- 
EXANDER and his staff, Kristin 
Bannerman; Congressman  BOEHNER, 
and his staff, David Cleary, Melanie 
Looney, Krisann Pearce, and Sally 
Lovejoy; Congressman MILLER, and his 
Staff, Alex Nock; Legislative Counsel 
attorneys Mark Foster and Mark 
Synnes, without whose assistance we 
could not have conferenced this bill in 
6 weeks; and Department of Education 
staff Karen Quarles, Christy Wolfe, Su- 
zanne Sheridan, Paul Riddle, Carol 
Cichowski, Bill Knudsen and Michele 
Rovins for their superb technical as- 
sistance. 

Finally, I thank members of my own 
staff. Both Annie White and Denzel 
McGuire spent countless hours shep- 
herding this legislation, and meeting 
with parents, educators, school groups 
and disability groups, while working to 
improve policy and reach compromises 
on the many difficult issues herein. 
Without their tireless efforts and pas- 
sion for helping students with disabil- 
ities to achieve their fullest potential, 
we most certainly would not be here 
today. I would also like to recognize 
the efforts of Bill Lucia, Courtney 
Brown, and Kelly Scott. 

I am hopeful that we will quickly ap- 
prove this conference report, so that 
the President can sign this important 
legislation into law. 

ATTORNEY’S FEES 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I 
would like to take a moment to clarify 
an oversight with Senator GREGG that 
is important for the record. 

Senator GREGG, a sentence in the 
Statement of Managers’ language of 
the conference report that provided the 
explanation for the attorney’s fees lan- 
guage was inadvertently left out. By 
adding at Note 231 sections detailing 
the limited circumstances in which 
local educational agencies and State 
educational agencies can recover attor- 
ney’s fees, specifically Sections 
615(1)(3)(В)(1)(П) and (ІП), the conferees 
intend to codify the standards set forth 
in Christiansburg Garment Co. v. 
EEOC, 434 U.S. 412 (1978). According to 
Christiansburg, attorney’s fees may 
only be awarded to defendants in civil 
rights cases where the plaintiffs claims 
are frivolous, without foundation or 
brought in bad faith. Is that your un- 
derstanding as well? 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts is correct and 
that is my understanding as well. 
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Mr. REED. Mr. President, today the 
Senate will pass H.R. 1350, the Individ- 
uals with Disabilities Education Im- 
provement Асб of 2004, legislation 
which has my support. 

This important legislation, which re- 
authorizes the Individuals with Dis- 
abilities Education Act, is a com- 
promise that protects the civil rights 
of children with disabilities, while en- 
suring that teachers, principals, and 
administrators have the essential tools 
to improve these children’s academic 
or functional skills and knowledge. It 
is the culmination of months of hard- 
fought bipartisan and bicameral nego- 
tiations in an attempt to strike the 
balance between these competing in- 
terests and overall. This bill improves 
upon current law. 

As an original cosponsor of the Sen- 
ate version of this bill and the sponsor 
of an earlier bill on personnel prepara- 
tion and development, I am pleased 
that most of the provisions I authored 
on the recruitment, preparation, sup- 
port, and professional development of 
special education teachers, general 
education teachers, principals, admin- 
istrators, related services personnel, 
and others working with children with 
disabilities have been included in the 
final version of the bill before us today. 
First, the bill requires states, through 
the renamed State Personnel Develop- 
ment Grants, to target 100% of the 
funding under this competitive grant 
for professional development activi- 
ties—an increase of 25% from current 
law. These grants will help achieve our 
goal of ensuring that there is a highly 
qualified teacher in every classroom in 
America. Furthermore, the bill sends 
funding to states via a formula once 
funding reaches $100 million, ensuring 
that teachers in every state benefit. 
Additionally, as a condition of receiv- 
ing a State Personnel Development 
Grant, a state educational agency must 
submit a comprehensive plan that iden- 
tifies and addresses the state's per- 
sonnel needs. This and other new re- 
quirements will ensure that the state 
educational agency has the necessary 
expertise and strategies in place to 
boost the skills of teachers and in turn 
improve the education of children with 
disabilities. 

Retaining special education teachers 
new to the profession is à particular 
area of concern in our States. Accord- 
ing to data from the National Clearing- 
house for Professions in Special Edu- 
cation, the turnover rate of special 
education teachers in their first 3 years 
of teaching is exceptionally high— 
much higher than the comparative rate 
for general education teachers. Annual 
attrition rates for special education 
teachers are 6 percent for those who 
leave the field entirely and an addi- 
tional 7.4 percent who transfer to gen- 
eral education. High turnover is costly 
both for school districts, which must 
repeatedly fill the same positions, and 
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for students, who lose the advantage of 
being taught by experienced special 
education teachers. As such, I am 
pleased that the bill establishes a new 
grant program for institutions of high- 
er education to help beginning special 
educators. Funding is authorized for 
incorporating an extended, such as a 
fifth year, clinical learning oppor- 
tunity to existing special education 
preparation programs or for the cre- 
ation or support of teacher-faculty 
partnerships, such as professional de- 
velopment schools, that provide high- 
quality and ongoing mentoring to new 
Special education teachers so that they 
will remain in the field. 

The legislation also enhances exist- 
ing IDEA personnel preparation pro- 
grams to ensure that all teachers and 
other personnel have the skills, knowl- 
edge, and leadership training to im- 
prove results for students with disabil- 
ities, including working collabo- 
ratively in regular classroom settings, 
addressing the needs of limited English 
proficient students with disabilities, 
preventing the  misidentification of 
children with disabilities, working 
with parents to improve the education 
of their children, and utilizing positive 
behavioral interventions to address the 
conduct of children with disabilities 
that impedes their learning or that of 
others in the classroom. 

There are other highlights as well. 
This bill aligns the Individuals with 
Disabilities Education Act with the No 
Child Left Behind Act by requiring 
states to ensure that all special edu- 
cation teachers are highly qualified by 
the 2005-2006 school year, including al- 
lowing teachers to meet the standard 
through the high objective uniform 
state standard of evaluation or 
HOUSSE; requires the uniformity of 
electronic versions of instructional 
materials and provides for the estab- 
lishment of a National Instructional 
Materials Access Center to give schools 
a one-stop shop for textbooks and other 
educational materials for students who 
are blind or possess another disability 
which necessitates alternate formats; 
expands the current definition of re- 
lated services to include school nurse 
services; strengthens early interven- 
tion and preschool programs for in- 
fants, toddlers, and preschoolers with 
disabilities, including permitting 
states to create a system that gives 
parents the choice to have their child 
continue early intervention services 
until the age of five; establishes a new 
program aimed at developing and en- 
hancing behavioral supports in schools 
while improving the quality of interim 
educational settings; enhances plan- 
ning and transition services for chil- 
dren with disabilities; advances the 
monitoring and enforcement of IDEA; 
and improves services for homeless and 
foster care students with disabilities. 

Teachers, principals, and administra- 
tors are also given flexibility to more 
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effectively provide an education to all 
students. There are new approaches to 
resolving complaints to head off litiga- 
tion and to reducing paperwork, along 
with a clearer framework for the dis- 
cipline of children with disabilities. 

I thank my colleagues, Senators KEN- 
NEDY and GREGG, and their staffs, for 
their excellent work on this important 
bipartisan legislation. One staff mem- 
ber, Connie Garner, deserves special 
recognition for her tireless efforts to 
make this law work for students, par- 
ents, teachers, and schools. 

This is significant legislation for the 
people of Rhode Island and across the 
nation, and I am pleased to support it. 
I will also continue to press for full 
funding of IDEA to provide 40% of the 
excess cost of providing special edu- 
cation services—a promise Congress 
made in 1975 when IDEA was first en- 
acted. Funding for IDEA services has 
only recently reached nearly 19 per- 
cent—just under halfway to fulfilling 
that promise. While we have taken a 
number of positive steps with this bill 
to ensure a high quality, free appro- 
priate public education for children 
with disabilities, we must bridge the 
funding gap so these children receive 
the educational assistance and support 
they need and deserve. 

TEACHERS 

Mr. President, I am pleased that our 
bill now requires special education 
teachers to be fully certified by the 
state. Prohibiting temporary or emer- 
gency certification is an important 
step forward and one that brings IDEA 
in line with NCLB. It is important that 
teachers who are fully certified in spe- 
cial education have the unique knowl- 
edge and skills needed to effectively 
teach students with disabilities. Par- 
ents should know that the label of 
“fully certified special education 
teacher" means that the teacher has 
demonstrated both knowledge and skill 
in special education practices. Senator 
KENNEDY, is it your understanding that 
full state certification in special edu- 
cation includes a demonstration of 
such knowledge and skill? 

Mr. KENNEDY. Yes, Senator REED, 
that is my understanding. Well-pre- 
pared special education teachers are 
critical to our goal of providing a qual- 
ity education for all children with dis- 
abilities. Such teachers need to be pre- 
pared with the skills and expertise 
needed to teach children with disabil- 
ities. Those skills may include the 
teaching of à standards-based reform 
curriculum to students with disabil- 
ities, helping students access tech- 
nology-based learning tools, or adapt- 
ing materials and learning environ- 
ments for students with disabilities. 

In addition to traditional special edu- 
cation preparation programs at our 
colleges and universities, some alter- 
native routes to certification offer im- 
portant and useful options to address- 
ing the special education teacher 
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shortage—especially in rural and urban 
School systems with  hard-to-staff 
schools. Some of our alternative routes 
have produced special education teach- 
ers with great skill and knowledge. 

Mr. REED. I thank Senator KENNEDY 
for that clarification. 

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, I support a 
bipartisan, bicameral reauthorization 
of the Individual with Disabilities Edu- 
cation Act, IDEA. I want to start by 
thanking my fellow conferees and their 
staff for all of their hard work in put- 
ting together the bipartisan, bicameral 
legislation we are considering today. 
While we may still have some disagree- 
ments about the substance of the bill, 
getting to this point in a bipartisan 
way is no small achievement, and I 
know we are all better for it. 

Nothing pleases me more than to 
move forward with a reauthorization 
that the education, the disability, and 
the parent and student community 
have been eagerly waiting for: a bill 
that will ensure that students with dis- 
abilities get the services they are enti- 
tled to while providing school systems 
with a greater degree of flexibility in 
implementing the law. 

The Individuals with Disabilities 
Education Improvement Act of 2004 
emphasizes accountability and im- 
proved results, improves monitoring 
and enforcement of the law, and works 
to reduce litigation by providing new 
opportunities for parents and schools 
to address concerns and disputes. 

The bill reduces paperwork by 
streamlining State and local paper- 
work requirements, provides earlier ac- 
cess to services and supports for in- 
fants, toddlers and preschoolers with 
disabilities, and properly puts added 
emphasis on transition services so that 
special education students leave the 
system ready to be full productive citi- 
zens, whether they choose to go on to 
college or a job. Like No Child Left Be- 
hind, this bill also increases and im- 
proves opportunities for parental in- 
volvement and supports special edu- 
cation teachers in becoming ‘‘highly 
qualified" to do their jobs. 

I am particularly pleased that the 
IDEA conference agreement contains 
provisions that I, along with Senators 
COCHRAN, HARKIN and BUNNING, origi- 
nally introduced as the Instructional 
Materials Accessibility Act, IMAA. 
These important provisions will great- 
ly aid blind and print-disabled students 
by ensuring that they receive their 
textbooks and other instructional ma- 
terials in the formats that they re- 
quire, such as Braille, at the same time 
as their sighted peers. 

Far too often, blind, visually-im- 
paired and print-disabled students wait 
months for their State or local school 
districts to convert their textbooks 
into Braille or another alternative for- 
mat. At the same time, school districts 
face exorbitant costs for these conver- 
sions. The Instructional Material Ac- 
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cessibility Act provisions included in 
this reauthorization will mandate the 
adoption of one uniform electronic file 
format that will greatly ease the proc- 
ess of converting learning materials 
into alternative formats, such as 
Braille. 

Secondly, the IMAA provisions will 
create a repository for these formats so 
that they can be disseminated to local 
school districts quickly and cost effec- 
tively. 

We often hear today the pledge that 
we will leave no child behind. May I 
suggest that we also make every effort 
to ensure that we leave no blind child 
behind. The adoption of these impor- 
tant provisions will go a long way to- 
ward ensuring that blind, visually-im- 
paired and print-disabled students are 
not left behind in the classroom. 

And while I am disappointed that the 
bill does not contain a provision to pro- 
vide mandatory full-funding of IDEA, I 
believe that the monetary targets that 
have been provided, are at least point- 
ing us in the right direction. Still, I 
think it is important to remind every- 
one, yet again, that thirty years ago 
when we passed IDEA, we made a com- 
mitment to, over time, cover 40 percent 
of the State cost of servicing students 
with special needs. 

We have yet to make good on this 
commitment. Today the Federal Gov- 
ernment supports less than 20 percent 
of the cost of the program. That is not 
even half of the 40 percent we promised 
29 years ago. States and municipalities 
are bearing more than their share of 
responsibility for meeting disabled stu- 
dents’ needs. States and municipalities 
need our help. As I have said before, I 
cannot accept the argument that be- 
cause our economy is faltering, or we 
are a Nation at war, we cannot provide 
our children and their families with 
the critical educational resources they 
need. Investment in education is no 
less important in a weak economy or 
while our Nation is at war. 

Almost 30 years ago, Congress passed 
the Individuals with Disabilities Edu- 
cation Act to help States provide all 
children with disabilities with a free, 
appropriate public education in the 
least restrictive environment possible. 
Since that time, this law has made an 
incredible difference in the lives of mil- 
lions of American children and their 
families. 

Fundamentally, this is a good bill— 
one that will help guarantee the full 
potential of all our children while as- 
sisting school districts in their efforts 
to deliver special education services in 
an efficient manner. That is why I will 
support it. 

Mr. JEFFORDS. Mr. President, as 
the 108th Congress comes to a close, 
the House and the Senate are consid- 
ering a significant legislative initia- 
tive, the Individuals with Disabilities 
Education, UDEA, Improvement Act. 
The purpose of the IDEA Improvement 
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Act is to reauthorize the law that was 
enacted 29 years ago, the Education for 
All Handicapped Children Act. That 
law, now known as IDEA, was based 
upon a series of court decisions in the 
early 1970s that found that children 
with disabilities were no different than 
other children and were, and still are, 
entitled to a free and appropriate edu- 
cation. 

I was one of the original authors of 
the 1975 law. A key provision of that 
law was the inclusion of language that 
committed the federal government to 
pay 40 percent of the national average 
per pupil expenditure for each disabled 
child's education. Unfortunately, this 
is à commitment that has yet to be 
met. 'This year, my own state of 
Vermont had to spend $22 million in 
State funds to make up the shortfall 
from the Federal Government. 

Ido not believe the bill before us, the 
IDEA Improvement Act of 2004, will 
provide the Federal funding to suffi- 
ciently accommodate all children with 
disabilities. As we approach the 30th 
anniversary of the original IDEA law, 
it is unconscionable that we, the Con- 
gress, will have once again failed to 
fulfill our commitment to pay the 40 
percent share we promised almost 
three decades ago. In fact, as of today, 
we are not even halfway there. 

I voted against the Senate version of 
this bill earlier this year, primarily be- 
cause of the funding issue, and I am op- 
posed to the passage of the House-Sen- 
ate IDEA Improvement Act conference 
report. 

In addition to the funding problem, I 
have serious concerns about two other 
provisions. The IDEA Improvement Act 
aligns itself with the No Child Left Be- 
hind standard for teacher quality. Un- 
fortunately, the definition here is as 
flawed as it is in the NCLB Act. I had 
hoped the bill would recognize the bal- 
ance between providing children with 
quality instruction and the difficulties 
in recruiting and retaining quality 
teachers. In Vermont today, more than 
one-fifth of special educator positions 
are not filled by qualified personnel. I 
believe that this bill will make that 
statistic worse, not better. 

Another issue that is troubling to me 
is the diversion of IDEA funds to other 
education programs. This bill allows 
school districts to reduce local spend- 
ing equal to 50 percent of all new fed- 
eral IDEA funds, from fiscal year 2005 
forward, and use them for other edu- 
cational purposes. This flexibility is 
available if school districts are in com- 
pliance with IDEA. This means that in 
a few years, the vast majority of school 
districts in the country will be able to 
shift billions of dollars that had been 
spent on special education to other 
areas. I have been fighting for years to 
increase the amount of money avail- 
able for special education, and this pro- 
vision risks derailing the progress that 
we have made. I am gravely concerned 
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about this provision and its impact. 
School districts that are underfunded 
by No Child Left Behind will be tempt- 
ed to fix that problem by cutting cor- 
ners in IDEA and using that money for 
other programs. This sets a terrible ex- 
ample for future education legislation. 

Although I oppose the final passage 
of this bill, several provisions improve 
upon current law. Most importantly, 
the bill maintains the constitutionally 
guaranteed rights of children with dis- 
abilities. 

The bill greatly improves the moni- 
toring and enforcement procedures for 
compliance with the law. Previously, 
states not in compliance were not nec- 
essarily sanctioned. In fact, in many 
situations, the only mechanism for en- 
forcing the law was moving forward 
with a lawsuit. This new legislation 
calls for increased federal oversight 
and provides more enforcement tools at 
the state level. 

Although I am opposing the passage 
of the IDEA Improvement Act, I would 
like to especially thank Senator KEN- 
NEDY and his staff for their efforts dur- 
ing this process, especially Connie Gar- 
ner, whose hard work is greatly appre- 
ciated. 

It is my hope that we will not wait 
until the next authorization to con- 
tinue to work together to improve the 
IDEA program and the funding that is 
so desperately needed for all children 
with disabilities. Next year will mark 
30 years of federal underfunding. When 
will we recognize that our children 
have waited long enough? 

Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, I thank 
Chairman GREGG and Senator KEN- 
NEDY, Chairman BOEHNER and Rep- 
resentative MILLER for their leadership 
on this important issue. I also thank 
my colleagues and fellow conferees 
from both the House and Senate for 
their hard work on an issue that is 
vital to our children’s education and 
their future, as well as ours. 

When Congress passed the Individuals 
with Disabilities Education Act into 
law 30 years ago, it represented the 
strength of the Federal commitment to 
ensuring that all students would re- 
ceive the support they need to reach 
their full potential. Congress made its 
position clear: all disabled students 
would be guaranteed a free and appro- 
priate public education. 

This legislation advances that con- 
cept that has been preserved in spirit 
and refined to make it more effective 
over time. It does so while staying true 
to the original intent of Congress. I am 
pleased to be able to support this legis- 
lation, and I would like to speak brief- 
ly on a few issues that are of great con- 
cern to me and the people of Wyoming 
that I represent. 

As а rural State, Wyoming has many 
small schools where teachers are re- 
Sponsible for multiple subjects. Our 
special education teachers are in this 
position more often than other teach- 
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ers in our State, simply because we do 
not have a lot of students and our spe- 
cial education classrooms are often 
very small and include several grade 
levels. My home county, Campbell 
County, currently has around 7,000 stu- 
dents. That is an entire county. I am 
aware that some States have more stu- 
dents enrolled in a single high school 
than we have in that entire county, 
which at 5,000 square miles, is bigger 
than the State of Delaware. 

This legislation makes an important 
clarification to the Highly Qualified 
Teacher standard established by the No 
Child Left Behind Act. It defines highly 
qualified in a way that is consistent 
with No Child Left Behind, but it also 
provides flexibility for States, like Wy- 
oming, that have a large number of 
Special education teachers responsible 
for more than one subject. This change 
will ensure that disabled children will 
be taught by a highly qualified teacher 
and it also recognizes the reality of 
rural States and the challenges we 
have in recruiting and retaining teach- 
ers. 

This bill also provides flexibility for 
States and school districts who are re- 
sponsible for the largest portion of spe- 
cial education funding. An important 
change is the flexibility for States to 
use the same flexibility provided to 
districts if they provide 100 percent of 
the State's non-Federal education 
spending. Many of our districts in Wyo- 
ming and the State as a whole will ben- 
efit from this flexibility. They will be 
better able to support education pro- 
grams serving our students’ best inter- 
ests, rather than having their hands 
tied by Federal law. 

I am also pleased that we were able 
to reach consensus on the need to im- 
prove the due process and discipline 
sections under the current IDEA legis- 
lation. The amount of unnecessary liti- 
gation surrounding the provision of 
services for students with disabilities 
has become a burden for many dis- 
tricts, and it has been a problem that 
disproportionately affects small, rural 
districts. By adding mediation and 
other forms of alternative dispute reso- 
lution, we have given parents and 
Schools the tools they need to resolve 
complaints outside of the courtroom. 
These changes represent a common 
sense approach to what has become a 
serious problem. I believe the revised 
due process and discipline sections ad- 
dress concerns we've heard from par- 
ents of students with disabilities and 
teachers, principals and administra- 
tors. 'They encourage parents and 
School leaders to work cooperatively to 
meet the needs of disabled children, 
which is in everyone's best interest. 

I am pleased that we have been able 
to finish work on this important legis- 
lation before the close of the 108th Con- 
gress so these important improvements 
can be enacted. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I will 
applaud passage of the Individuals with 
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Disabilities Education Act. IDEA is 
based on the American principle of 
equal opportunity. IDEA recognizes 
that students have a civil right to a 
free, appropriate public education, 
even if they have special needs that re- 
quire additional resources. 

We still have à long way to go to 
meet the Federal Government's prom- 
ise to fund 40 percent of special edu- 
cation, and we are working on that 
challenge. However, this bill that 
meets my highest priority—protecting 
the right of children with disabilities 
to a free, appropriate public education. 
In addition, this bill takes critical 
Steps towards improving monitoring, 
enforcement, and public reporting. Our 
laws are only meaningful if we are will- 
ing to enforce them, and the provisions 
in this bill will help us do just that. I 
am pleased that this bill contains pro- 
visions that I fought for to provide the 
additional funding that school dis- 
tricts—especially small, rural districts 
or districts with major medical facili- 
ties—really need to provide FAPE for 
children whose disabilities result in ex- 
tremely high costs. The bill also con- 
tains important improvements to early 
intervention services for infants and 
toddlers with disabilities. 

I am particularly pleased that we 
were able to improve services for 
homeless and foster children with dis- 
abilities and children with disabilities 
in military families in this bill. I would 
like to thank my colleague, Senator 
DEWINE, and his staff, Mary Beth Luna, 
for working with me on these impor- 
tant provisions. These provisions are à 
major victory for America's most vul- 
nerable disabled students. The bill en- 
sures that à high quality education 
will follow them whenever they have to 
move to another school. The bill im- 
proves special education services and 
coordination of services for children 
with disabilities who transfer school 
districts; clarifies which appropriate 
adults can advocate for children with 
regard to their special education serv- 
ices, including when the parents can- 
not be located or are uninvolved with 
the child; improves coordination be- 
tween McKinney-Vento and IDEA and 
overall representation of homeless and 
foster children in IDEA, and strength- 
ens and expands early intervention 
Services for infants and toddlers with 
disabilities who are homeless, in foster 
care, or in military families. 

While I do believe that this bill takes 
critical steps to improve special edu- 
cation in this country, I am dis- 
appointed that the Federal Govern- 
ment continues to fail to meet the 
funding promises under IDEA. Nearly 
30 years ago, the Federal Government 
made a commitment of equal oppor- 
tunity to the Nation's children with 
disabilities. With that commitment, we 
promised that the Federal Government 
would uphold its end of the bargain and 
pay 40 percent of the average per stu- 
dent cost for every special education 
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student. Today, however, the Federal 
Government is paying about half of 
that cost. 

Over the past few years, IDEA has re- 
ceived significant increases. However, 
according to the Congressional Re- 
search Service, at increases of $1 bil- 
lion each year, the Federal Govern- 
ment will never fulfill the promise of 
funding at 40 percent. Further, even if 
annual increases were $1 billion plus 
inflation, we will not reach the prom- 
ised level of 40 percent until 2085—more 
than 30 years from now. 

Local schools are already struggling 
with the requirements of the No Child 
Left Behind Act, the lack of promised 
federal funding, and the dismal fiscal 
picture facing our state and local gov- 
ernments. I know we can do better for 
America's disabled students. Let's not 
make them wait another 30 years to 
fully-fund this law. I look forward to 
working with my colleagues to ensure 
that the Federal Government fulfills 
the promises of IDEA next year. 

I want to thank Senator KENNEDY, 
Chairman GREGG, Chairman BOEHNER, 
and Congressman MILLER for their 
leadership on this bill. I also want to 
thank their staffs, Connie Garner, 
Denzel McGuire, Bill Lucia, Sally 
Lovejoy, David Cleary, Melanie Loo- 
ney, Alex Nock, and Alice Cain for all 
of their hard work on this bill. The 
time and effort that they and their 
staff have put into this bill really show 
in the quality of the final product, 
which I am pleased to support. 

Ms. MIKULSKI. Mr. President, I am 
pleased that we are finally reauthor- 
izing this important legislation, the In- 
dividuals with Disabilities Education 
Act. I thank Senator KENNEDY, Senator 
GREGG, Congressman BOEHNER, and 
Congressman MILLER. I know how hard 
you worked on this bill. You tackled 
complicated issues and found common 
ground. I appreciate your efforts. 

Overall, I think this is a good bill. 
It’s not perfect. I know there are Mary- 
landers who will be disappointed. I’ve 
heard from parents who are concerned 
that this bill rolls back the guarantee 
of a quality education for their chil- 
dren. And I’ve heard from teachers, 
principals, and school superintendents 
who want to know where the resources 
wil come from, because this bill 
doesn’t fully fund IDEA. But I’m going 
to vote for it because we can’t let the 
perfect be the enemy of the good. 

This bill takes important steps to- 
wards improving special education for 
students, families, and schools. It sets 
a clear path for fully funding IDEA. It 
protects the rights of students. It sim- 
plifies complicated rules and makes it 
easier for schools and parents to navi- 
gate—not litigate. And it allows 
schools to help students who need spe- 
cial attention, but not necessarily spe- 
cial education. 

I’ve talked to Marylanders about 
this, like the women of Delta Sigma 
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Theta Sorority. They see their children 
being racially sidelined—pushed into 
special education when what they real- 
ly need is special attention. I’m so 
pleased that we are doing something in 
this bill to stop racial sidelining. 

My top priority in this reauthoriza- 
tion was full funding. I think it’s a 
shame that the bill doesn’t fully fund 
IDEA. But I’m pleased it takes the first 
step towards full funding by author- 
izing specific funding levels for each 
year, until we get to full funding in 
2008. 

Why is this important? The Federal 
Government is supposed to pay 40 per- 
cent of the cost of educating children 
with disabilities, yet it has never paid 
more than 18 percent. That means local 
districts must make up the difference 
by skimping on special ed, cutting 
from other education programs, or 
raising taxes. I don’t want to force 
States and local school districts to for- 
age for funds, cut back on teacher 
training, or delay school repairs be- 
cause the Federal Government has 
failed to live up to its commitment to 
special education. As a member of the 
Appropriations Committee I will fight 
to put this money in the Federal 
checkbook so special education is not a 
hollow promise. 

Parents today are under a lot of 
stress, sometimes working two jobs 
just to make ends meet. They’re trying 
to find day care for their kids and elder 
care for their own parents. The Federal 
Government shouldn't add to their 
worries by not living up to its obliga- 
tions. With the Federal Government 
not paying its share of special ed these 
parents have a real question in their 
minds: Will my child will have a good 
teacher? Will the classes have up-to- 
date textbooks? Will they be learning 
what they need to know? 

Parents of disabled children face such 
a tough burden already. Caring for a 
disabled child can be exhausting. 
School should not be one of the many 
things they worry about, particularly 
when the laws are already on the books 
to guarantee their child a public school 
education. 

Special education has made such a 
huge difference in the lives of students 
with disabilities. It gives disabled chil- 
dren a chance to succeed in school and 
in life. I want to do what's best for 
families and schools. Parents and stu- 
dents need to be able to count on a 
quality education. That's why I'm vot- 
ing for this legislation. But know that 
I will continue to fight for full funding 
of IDEA, because I don't want special 
education to be a hollow promise. 

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I am 
So pleased to be here today to talk 
about the Individuals with Disabilities 
Education Improvement Act of 2004. 
This legislation represents a signifi- 
cant step forward in advancing the aca- 
demic achievement of millions of chil- 
dren with disabilities. The purpose of 
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this bill is to improve the educational 
and functional outcomes for students 
with disabilities. 

І believe this legislation accom- 
plishes this goal by: aligning IDEA to 
the requirements of No Child Left Be- 
hind; protecting the civil rights of chil- 
dren with disabilities; providing new 
opportunities for schools and parents 
to resolve disputes equitably; simpli- 
fying the discipline provisions and 
makes it easier for schools to admin- 
ister the law; reducing unnecessary pa- 
perwork burdens; providing quality 
services and instruction for children 
from early childhood through gradua- 
tion; providing resources to support 
teachers, principals, and other school 
personnel; providing local school dis- 
tricts with significant flexibility in the 
use of Federal IDEA dollars; and hold- 
ing States and local school districts ac- 
countable for implementation of the 
law. 

This legislation represents a truly bi- 
partisan effort. This process did not 
happen overnight, however. The Senate 
began working on this bill in the fall of 
2002, and after years of work and nego- 
tiation, passed it earlier this spring by 
an overwhelming vote of 95 to 3. The 
House passed its own version of the bill 
in 2003, but it passed largely along par- 
tisan lines. The House-passed bill and 
the Senate version were very different 
bills. But in the end, I am pleased to 
say, both parties in both Houses of 
Congress worked diligently, and in 
good faith, to pass the best bill pos- 
sible. Earlier this week, Senate and 
House Conferees approved the legisla- 
tion by a decided vote of 29 to 1. I 
would like to thank the Chairman and 
the Ranking Member of the HELP 
Committee for their commitment to 
passing this legislation. Their staffs, 
Denzel McGuire and Connie Garner, 
have worked tirelessly on behalf of our 
Nation’s students with disabilities, and 
deserve recognition. 

IDEA is sometimes seen as a con- 
troversial piece of legislation. It is a 
unique blend of civil rights law and 
state grant program, and as a result, 
often pits the constitutional rights of 
children with disabilities to a free ap- 
propriate public education against the 
flexibility teachers need %о teach. 
While this bill is certainly not perfect, 
I believe it strikes a good, fair balance. 

Earlier this year, this country cele- 
brated 50 years of public school deseg- 
regation. In the landmark decision of 
Brown v. Board of Education, Chief 
Justice Warren wrote that ‘‘in the field 
of public education, the doctrine of 
‘separate but equal’ has no place." This 
decision literally opened the doors of 
our public schools to all children, re- 
gardless of race. 

But, the doors to a public education 
did not open quite so quickly for chil- 
dren with disabilities. Prior to enact- 
ment of IDEA in 1975, children with 
disabilities were still being segregated. 
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More than one million students were 
excluded from public schools, and an- 
other 3.5 million did not receive appro- 
priate services. Many States had laws 
excluding certain students, including 
those who were blind, deaf, or labeled 
“emotionally disturbed" or ‘‘mentally 
retarded." The likelihood of exclusion 
was significantly greater for children 
with disabilities living in low-income, 


ethnic and racial minority, or rural 
communities. 
Parents, however, began asserting 


their children's rights to attend public 
Schools, using the same equal protec- 
tion arguments used on behalf of the 
African American children in Brown; 
the 14th Amendment of the U.S. Con- 
stitution guarantees their children 
equal protection under the law. Recog- 
nizing the Constitution's guarantee of 
equal protection under the law, Con- 
gress enacted the law now known as 
IDEA, creating the statutory right to à 
free appropriate public education in 
the least restrictive environment. 

We have come a long way since that 
law was first enacted. In 2001, we 
passed the No Child Left Behind Act. In 
that legislation, we recognized that 
every child has the capacity to learn, 
and we required our States to improve 
the academic achievement of all chil- 
dren. For the first time, we held 
Schools accountable for the academic 
achievement of students with disabil- 
ities. 

By all accounts, this challenge is 
great. States and schools try their best 
with both inadequate resources and in- 
adequate technical assistance from the 
Department of Education. But, we can- 
not allow ‘‘a pass" for these children. 
We cannot turn our back on the six 
million children with disabilities and 
their families. It is our obligation to 
ensure that students with disabilities 
count too. 

This legislation ensures that local 
School districts measure the perform- 
ance of students with disabilities on 
State or district-wide assessments, in- 
cluding alternate assessments aligned 
to the State's academic content stand- 
ards or alternative standards. The leg- 
islation also ensures that students 
with disabilities are taught by highly 
qualified teachers, and sets forth rig- 
orous yet flexible criteria for States to 
meet. The legislation requires special 
education teachers to be certified in 
Special education, have at least a bach- 
elor degree, and demonstrate appro- 
priate subject knowledge. The bill, 
however, gives states significant flexi- 
bility in determining how a teacher 
meets those standards. 

It is essential that children with dis- 
abilities have access to, and succeed in, 
the general education curriculum. The 
due process and procedural safeguard 
provisions are the most important 
means of protecting the constitutional 
rights of children with disabilities to à 
free appropriate public education. This 
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legislation maintains these vital civil 
rights protections. 

Yet, we also recognize that IDEA is 
Sometimes seen as too litigious and 
confrontational. Accordingly, we have 
created new opportunities for parents 
and schools to address concerns before 
the need for a due process hearing, and 
encourage parents and schools to re- 
solve differences by clarifying that me- 
diation is available at any time. 

Further, this bill addresses the prob- 
lems associated with discipline, which 
is often viewed as complex and difficult 
to administer. The bill simplifies the 
framework for schools to administer 
the law, while ensuring the rights and 
the safety of all children. It requires 
Schools to determine if à child's behav- 
ior was the result of his or her dis- 
ability or poor implementation of their 
Individualized Education Program, 
IEP, when considering a disciplinary 
action. It requires that schools conduct 
functional behavioral assessments and 
give behavioral interventions to stu- 
dents who are disciplined beyond 10 
days, in order to prevent future behav- 
ior problems. And, the bill provides re- 
sources to help develop and enhance be- 
havioral supports in schools while im- 
proving the quality of interim alter- 
native education settings. 

We also recognize that too many 
teachers get bogged down in burden- 
some paperwork chores. According to 
the Department of Education, 53 per- 
cent of special education teachers re- 
ported that paperwork and other rou- 
tine duties interfered with their job of 
teaching students to a great extent. 
Clearly, the amount of paperwork in- 
volved in a special education teacher’s 
job is a problem. I am pleased that this 
bill takes significant steps to reduce 
the paperwork burden. 

For example, under this legislation: 
teachers will have increased access to 
technology; teachers and other staff 
will conduct fewer evaluations; IEPs 
and IEP meetings will be simplified; 
procedural safeguards notices will not 
be provided multiple times in a year, 
unless there are special circumstances; 
the Department of Education will cre- 
ate model forms to show States and 
districts how to meet the requirements 
of IDEA while reducing paperwork; and 
up to 15 States will be allowed to par- 
ticipate іп a ‘‘Paperwork Reduction 


Demonstration." This demo would 
allow states to waive burdensome stat- 
utory and regulatory requirements 


that interfere with a teacher’s ability 
to teach, while at the same time ensur- 
ing that a State does not impinge upon 
the constitutional rights of children 
with disabilities to a free appropriate 
public education. 

The bill also expands services to stu- 
dents with disabilities in many ways. 
The legislation ensures educational 
services for homeless and foster stu- 
dents with disabilities, as well as for 
other students who frequently transfer 
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from one school to another. The bill 
improves access to instructional mate- 
rials for students who are blind or for 
students with other visual disabilities. 
It also provides extensive early inter- 
vention services for children ages zero 
through 5, increasing the focus on 
school readiness activities. The bill im- 
proves the IEP process, making it easi- 
er for parents and teachers to more 
meaningfully develop a student’s edu- 
cation plan. And, the bill significantly 
improves transition services to ensure 
that students with disabilities are pre- 
pared for postsecondary education or 
employment. 

This legislation recognizes that ap- 
proximately % of the students with dis- 
abilities in this country spend a major- 
ity of the school day in general edu- 
cation classrooms, and accordingly 
provides local school districts with sig- 
nificant flexibility in the use of its 
Federal IDEA dollars. For example, a 
local school district may use up to 15 
percent of its IDEA funds to develop an 
educational support system to help 
students who have not been identified 
as needing special education, but who 
require additional academic and behav- 
ioral supports to succeed in the general 
education curriculum. Or, a school dis- 
trict may reduce its maintenance of ef- 
fort by up to 50 percent of its increases 
in Federal funds to support other edu- 
cational activities. 

One of the most critical features of 
this bill is the level of support provided 
to teachers, principals, and other 
school personnel. We all know the dif- 
ference a well-prepared, highly quali- 
fied teacher can make in the life of a 
student. This legislation provides per- 
sonnel development grants to States to 
help recruit, prepare, and retain highly 
qualified special educators. It also pro- 
vides grants to institutions of higher 
education to focus exclusively on train- 
ing for beginning special educators 
through extended clinical experience or 
teacher-faculty partnerships. 

Finally, and perhaps most impor- 
tantly, this legislation holds States 
and school districts accountable for the 
academic and functional achievement 
of students with disabilities. It pro- 
vides the Secretary of Education and 
the States with the authority and the 
tools to implement, monitor, and en- 
force the law. 

We recognize the potential burden 
these provisions might place on State 
departments of education, and accord- 
ingly have increased the amount of 
funds States may reserve for statewide 
activities to carry out these provisions. 
In addition, we have authorized the 
Secretary to set-aside a portion of its 
funds to provide technical assistance to 
States to help implement these provi- 
sions. 

In order to ensure the constitutional 
right to a free appropriate public edu- 
cation for children with disabilities, 
the Department of Education must 
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have the tools necessary to enforce 
compliance with IDEA. The Depart- 
ment of Education has found wide- 
spread noncompliance with the law and 
regulations, with more than half of the 
violations directly related to the provi- 
sion of student services. 

Іп 2008, New Mexico served nearly 
64,000 students under IDEA. I strongly 
believe these provisions are absolutely 
necessary to ensuring that these stu- 
dents receive the special education and 
related services they are entitled to. 

This legislation takes a significant 
step forward in providing the millions 
of students with disabilities the ac- 
countability, tools, and resources nec- 
essary to access, and succeed in, the 
general education curriculum. While I 
am certainly disappointed that we have 
not provided full funding, and we have 
not addressed all of the issues to the 
complete satisfaction of parents, 
teachers, and schools, I am confident 
that this bill will help students with 
disabilities achieve to their highest po- 
tential. 

Mr. CORZINE. Mr. President, I am 
pleased that Congress is in the final 
stage of reauthorization of the Individ- 
uals with Disabilities Education Act, 
IDEA. While I am glad that the bill 
emerged in a bipartisan way, I am still 
frustrated that Congress has yet again 
failed to fulfill its promise to fully 
fund IDEA. With IDEA still drastically 
underfunded, schools are left without 
the necessary resources to provide the 
best services to children with disabil- 
ities, and our communities are bur- 
dened with an unfulfilled federal prom- 
ise. 

In my home State of New Jersey, 
school budgets are capped by law at 3 
percent annual growth. Therefore, dis- 
tricts often have to cut other programs 
to accommodate mandated and rising 
special-education costs. Or—local prop- 
erty taxpayers, who already are over- 
burdened—have to pay increased taxes 
to cover expenses that the Federal 
Government should be sharing. 

I have received many letters, phone 
calls, and emails from concerned con- 
stituents urging Congress to fulfill the 
promise of full funding for the services 
mandated under IDEA. I have sup- 
ported efforts to require full funding of 
IDEA and intend to continue the fight 
so that every child receives the free 
and appropriate public education the 
law guarantees and we can ease the 
burden on our local communities. 

In addition, I would like to highlight 
one specific issue related to IDEA that 
has not only affected the children of 
New Jersey, but children across this 
nation. That is the staggering increase 
in the number of children diagnosed 
with autism spectrum disorder, ASD. 
Recent epidemiology studies have 
shown that autism spectrum disorders 
are ten times more prevalent than they 
were just 10 years ago, making ASD 
the second most common develop- 
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mental disability. While there is cur- 
rently much debate and still no conclu- 
sive evidence as to the cause of this 
alarming trend, it is clear that this 
trend will continue. Equally clear is 
the critical need for Congress to ad- 
dress the issue of early intervention 
and effective treatment for children di- 
agnosed with ASD. 

Scientific evidence has proven that 
early intervention is a key to success 
when treating ASD. Over the last 20 
years, experts have developed effective 
strategies for the correction of autism 
disorder, and research shows that with 
the early application of an effective 
therapy, substantial gains can be ac- 
complished toward the remediation of 
autistic disorder in many children. 
With autism diagnoses escalating, ex- 
panding access to treatment, especially 
at an early age, is vital to improving 
the outcomes for children affected by 
ASD. That is why I introduced the 
Teacher Education for Autistic Chil- 
dren Act or TEACH Act. I worked 
closely with New Jersey Center for 
Outreach and Community Services for 
the Autism Community, NJCOSAC, 
Autism Coalition for Research and 
Education, and Parents of Autistic 
Children to create this legislation that 
addresses the needs of autistic children 
by bringing more qualified teachers 
into the classroom, helping families re- 
ceive the support and services they 
need for their children, and ensuring 
quality vocational programs to assist 
people with autism transition from 
school to work. 

I am happy to report that some crit- 
ical provisions of the TEACH Act have 
been included in the IDEA conference 
report currently being considered by 
the Senate. These provisions will make 
Federal funds available to develop and 
improve programs for children with au- 
tism, using research grounded in 
science. The grants will help ensure 
quality professional development for 
special education teachers by providing 
in-service training to schools and per- 
sonnel who teach children with ASD. 
With the demand for services grossly 
outpacing the supply of qualified 
teachers and therapists, these provi- 
sions are critical to increasing the 
number of special education teachers 
trained to teach children diagnosed 
with ASD and help them reach their 
full potential. 

I would like to extend my heartfelt 
thanks to the entire HELP Committee 
for their tireless efforts in working 
with me to get this essential language 
included in the bill. In particular, I 
would like to single out Connie Garner 
for her dedication and diligent work on 
behalf of children with special needs. I 
look forward to continuing to work on 
this important issue with my col- 
leagues in Congress and with the au- 
tism community to ensure that all 
children with ASD have access to qual- 
ity teachers trained in providing cut- 
ting-edge treatments. 


24281 


The conference report was agreed to. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I will 
note that is a significant piece of legis- 
lation that just passed. I serve on that 
committee. We spent several years 
working on it. We have improved some 
of the discipline problems. We have re- 
duced some of the paperwork. I believe 
maybe there is more we can still do, 
but that is a big deal for hundreds of 
thousands of teachers and students all 
over our country. 


ee 


MAKING CERTAIN CORRECTIONS 
TO THE ENROLLMENT OF H.R. 1350 


Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the immediate consider- 
ation of H. Con. Res 524, which was re- 
ceived from the House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the concurrent resolu- 
tion by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 524) 
directing the Clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to make certain corrections to 
the enrollment of H.R. 1350. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the concurrent 
resolution. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the concur- 
rent resolution be agreed to, the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table, and that any statements relating 
to the concurrent resolution be printed 
in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The concurrent resolution (H. Con. 
Res. 524) was agreed to. 


EE 


EXPRESSING THE SENSE OF THE 
SENATE IN SUPPORT OF А REIN- 
VIGORATED UNITED STATES VI- 
SION OF FREEDOM, PEACH, AND 
DEMOCRACY IN THE MIDDLE 
EAST 


Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the immediate consider- 
ation of S. Res. 477, which was sub- 
mitted earlier today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 477) expressing the 
sense of the Senate in support of a reinvigo- 
rated United States vision of freedom, peace, 
and democracy in the Middle East. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the resolution 
be agreed to, the preamble be agreed 
to, the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table, and that any state- 
ments relating to the matter be print- 
ed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 
agreed to. 


477) was 


24282 


The preamble was agreed to. 
The resolution, with its preamble, 
reads as follows: 
S. RES. 477 


Whereas the President articulated to the 
world on November 12, 2004, à vision of free- 
dom, peace, and democracy for the broader 
Middle East; 

Whereas this vision was also shared and ex- 
pressed by Prime Minister Blair of the 
United Kingdom; 

Whereas that vision includes à just and 
peaceful resolution of the Arab-Israeli con- 
flict based on 2 democratic States, Israel and 
Palestine, living side by side in peace and se- 
curity; 

Whereas the President again stated his 
commitment to the security of Israel as a 
Jewish State; 

Whereas the road map, endorsed by the 
United States, the United Kingdom, Israel, 
the Palestinian Authority, the European 
Union, Russia, and the United Nations, re- 
mains a realistic and widely recognized plan 
for making progress toward peace; 

Whereas the international community 
Should support Palestinian efforts to build 
the necessary political, economic, and secu- 
rity infrastructure essential to establishing 
a viable, democratic state; 

Whereas there will be no lasting peace in 
the Middle East without a Palestinian State 
that is democratic, free, and based on the 
rule of law, including free press, free speech, 
an open political process, and religious toler- 
ance; 

Whereas the Palestinian leaders must meet 
their commitments under the road map to 
fight terrorism and dismantle terrorist orga- 
nizations; 

Whereas the Palestinian Authority will 
need a credible and unified security struc- 
ture capable of providing security for the 
Palestinian people and fighting terrorism; 

Whereas Palestinian leaders, with help 
from the international community, must 
also develop effective and transparent finan- 
cial structures that provide for the economic 
and social needs of the Palestinian people; 

Whereas the President stated that now is 
the time to seize the opportunity of new cir- 
cumstances in the region to redouble our ef- 
forts to achieve this goal; 

Whereas achieving the goals of peace, secu- 
rity, and stability will require the United 
States, its international partners, and the 
parties involved to take the following steps 
articulated in a Joint Statement by Presi- 
dent Bush and Prime Minister Blair on No- 
vember 12, 2004: 

(1) recommit to the overarching 2-State vi- 
sion set out by President Bush in his state- 
ment of June 24, 2002 and repeated in the 
road map; 

(2) support the Palestinians as they choose 
a new President within the next 60 days, and 
as they embark upon an electoral process 
that will lead to lasting democratic institu- 
tions; 

(3) mobilize international support behind a 
plan to ensure that the Palestinians have the 
political, economic, and security infrastruc- 
ture they need to create a free, viable, and 
democratic State, including free press, free 
speech, an open political process, and reli- 
gious tolerance; 

(4) support the disengagement plan of 
Prime Minister Sharon from Gaza and stipu- 
lated parts of the West Bank as part of this 
overall plan; and 

(5) recognize that these steps lay the basis 
for more rapid progress on the road map as 
a reliable guide leading to final status nego- 
tiations; 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


Whereas the United States will join with 
others in the international community to 
foster the development of Palestinian demo- 
cratic political institutions, support the new 
leadership of the Palestinians that is com- 
mitted to those institutions, assist in the re- 
construction of civic institutions, promote 
the growth of a free and prosperous econ- 
omy, and endorse the building of capable se- 
curity institutions dedicated to maintaining 
law and order and dismantling terrorist or- 
ganizations; and 

Whereas in order to promote a lasting 
peace, all States in the region must oppose 
violence and terrorism, foster the develop- 
ment of democratic political and civic insti- 
tutions, support the emergence of a peaceful 
and democratic Palestine, and state clearly 
that they will live in peace with Israel: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved that the Senate— 

(1) endorses the Joint Statement made by 
President Bush and Prime Minister Blair on 
November 12, 2004, expressing a shared vision 
of freedom, peace, and democracy in the 
broader Middle East and supports a reinvigo- 
rated and concerted United States-led inter- 
national effort to achieve that vision; 

(2) supports explicitly the steps presented 
by President Bush and Prime Minister Blair 
in that Joint Statement as the basis for 
more rapid progress on the road map as a re- 
liable guide leading to final status negotia- 
tions; 

(8) reaffirms its commitment to a vision of 
2 democratic States, Israel and Palestine, 
living side by side in peace and security as 
the key to peace; and 

(4) expresses its commitment to the road 
map, which was endorsed by the United 
States, Israel, the Palestinian Authority, the 
European Union, Russia, and the United Na- 
tions, as a realistic and widely recognized 
plan for making progress toward peace. 


ea 


TO AMEND AND EXTEND THE 
IRISH PEACE PROCESS CUL- 
TURAL AND TRAINING PROGRAM 
ACT OF 1998 


Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Foreign 
Relations Committee be discharged 
from further consideration of H.R. 2655, 
and the Senate proceed to its imme- 
diate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. The clerk 
will report the bill by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 2655) to amend and extend the 
Irish Peace Process Cultural and Training 
Program Act of 1998. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Lugar sub- 
stitute at the desk be agreed to, the 
bill, as amended, be read a third time 
and passed, the motions to reconsider 
be laid upon the table en bloc, and that 
any statements relating to the bill be 
printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment (No. 4071) was agreed 
to, as follows: 

AMENDMENT ХО. 4071 
(Purpose: In the nature of a substitute) 

Strike all after the enacting clause and in- 

sert the following: 
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SECTION 1. AMENDMENT AND EXTENSION OF 
IRISH PEACE PROCESS CULTURAL 
AND TRAINING PROGRAM. 

(a) IRISH PEACE PROCESS CULTURAL AND 
TRAINING PROGRAM ACT.— 

(1) PROGRAM PARTICIPANT REQUIREMENTS.— 
Section 2(a) of the Irish Peace Process Cul- 
tural and Training Program Act of 1998 (8 
U.S.C. 1101 note) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘(5) | PROGRAM PARTICIPANT REQUIRE- 
MENTS.—An alien entering the United States 
as a participant in the program shall satisfy 
the following requirements: 

“(А) The alien shall be a citizen of the 
United Kingdom or the Republic of Ireland. 

“(В) The alien shall be between 21 and 35 
years of age on the date of departure for the 
United States. 

“(С) The alien shall have resided continu- 
ously in a designated county for not less 
than 18 months before such date. 

“(D) The alien shall have been 
ously unemployed for not less 
months before such date. 

“(Е) The alien may not have a degree from 
an institution of higher education.’’. 

(2) EXTENSION OF PROGRAM.—Section 2 of 
the Irish Peace Process Cultural and Train- 
ing Program Act of 1998 (8 U.S.C. 1101 note) 
is amended— 

(A) in subsection (a)3), by striking ‘‘the 
third program year and for the 4 subsequent 
years," and inserting ‘‘each program уеаг,”; 
and 

(B) by amending subsection (d) to read as 
follows: 

“(4) SUNSET.— 

*(1) Effective October 1, 2008, the Irish 
Peace Process Cultural and Training Pro- 
gram Act of 1998 is repealed. 

*(2) Effective October 1, 2008, section 
101(a)(15)(Q) of the Immigration and Nation- 
ality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(15)(Q)) is amend- 
ed— 

“(А) by striking ‘or’ at the end of clause 
(i); 
(В) by striking ‘(i)’ after ‘(Q)’; and 

**(O) by striking clause (ii).’’. 

(3) COST-SHARING.—Section 2 of the Irish 
Peace Process Cultural and Training Pro- 
gram Act of 1998 (8 U.S.C. 1101 note), as 
amended by paragraph (2), is further amend- 
ed— 

(A) by redesignating subsections (c) and (d) 
as subsections (d) and (e), respectively; and 

(B) by inserting after subsection (b), the 
following new subsection: 

“(с) COST-SHARING.—The Secretary of 
State shall verify that the United Kingdom 
and the Republic of Ireland continue to pay 
a reasonable share of the costs of the admin- 
istration of the cultural and training pro- 
grams carried out pursuant to this Асђ.". 

(4) TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS.—The Irish 
Peace Process Cultural and Training Pro- 
gram Act of 1998 (8 U.S.C. 1101 note) is 
amended— 

(A) by striking *Attorney General" each 
place such term appears and inserting ‘‘Sec- 
retary of Homeland Security"; and 

(B) by striking "Immigration and Natu- 
ralization Service" each place such term ap- 
pears and inserting ‘‘Department of Home- 
land Security". 

(b) IMMIGRATION AND NATIONALITY ACT.— 

(1) REQUIREMENTS FOR NONIMMIGRANT STA- 
TUS.—Section 101(a)(15)(Q) of the Immigra- 
tion and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1101(a)(15)(Q)) is amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘Attorney General" each 
place such term appears and inserting ‘‘Sec- 
retary of Homeland Security"; and 

(B) in clause (11)(1)— 


continu- 
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(i) by striking ‘35 years of age or younger 
having a residence" and inserting ‘‘citizen of 
the United Kingdom or the Republic of Ire- 
land, 21 to 35 years of age, unemployed for 
not less than 12 months, and having a resi- 
dence for not less than 18 months’’; and 

(11) by striking ‘‘86 months)" and inserting 
24 months)”. 

(2) FOREIGN RESIDENCE REQUIREMENT.— Sec- 
tion 212 of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act (8 U.S.C. 1182) is amended— 

(A) by redesignating the subsection (p) as 
added by section 1505(f) of Public Law 106-386 
(114 Stat. 1526) as subsection (s); and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

*(t)(1) Except as provided in paragraph (2), 
no person admitted under section 
101(а)(15)(9)(11)(1), or acquiring such status 
after admission, shall be eligible to apply for 
nonimmigrant status, an immigrant visa, or 
permanent residence under this Act until it 
is established that such person has resided 
and been physically present in the person’s 
country of nationality or last residence for 
an aggregate of at least 2 years following de- 
parture from the United States. 

“(2) The Secretary of Homeland Security 
may waive the requirement of such 2-year 
foreign residence abroad if the Secretary de- 
termines that— 

“(А) departure from the United States 
would impose exceptional hardship upon the 
alien's spouse or child (if such spouse or 
child is à citizen of the United States or an 
alien lawfully admitted for permanent resi- 
dence); or 

“(В) the admission of the alien is in the 
public interest or the national interest of the 
United States.’’. 


The bill (H.R. 2655), as amended, was 
read the third time and passed. 


и 


AUTHORITY OF THE U.S. DISTRICT 
COURT TO HOLD COURT IN ROCK 
ISLAND, IL 


Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Judiciary 
Committee be discharged from further 
consideration of S. 2873, and the Senate 
proceed to its immediate consider- 
ation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. The clerk 
will state the bill by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 2873) to extend the authority of 
the U.S. District Court for the Southern Dis- 
trict of Iowa to hold court in Rock Island, П- 
linois. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4072 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I send 
an amendment to the desk on behalf of 
Mr. LEAHY. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. SESSIONS], 
for Mr. LEAHY, proposes an amendment num- 
bered 4072. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: to provide for additional places of 
holding court, and for other purposes) 

At the end of the bill add the following: 


SEC. 2. HOLDING OF COURT AT CLEVELAND, MIS- 
SISSIPPI. 


Section 104(a)(3) of title 28, United States 
Code, is amended in the second sentence by 
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inserting “апа Cleveland" after ‘‘Clarks- 

dale". 

SEC. 3. PLACE OF HOLDING COURT IN TEX- 
ARKANA, TEXAS, AND TEXARKANA, 
ARKANSAS. 

Sections 83(b)(1) and 124(c)(5) of title 28, 
United States Code, are each amended by in- 
serting after “held at Texarkana’’ the fol- 
lowing: “, and may be held anywhere within 
the Federal courthouse in Texarkana that is 
located astride the State line between Texas 
and Arkansas". 

SEC. 4. PLACE OF HOLDING COURT IN THE 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK. 

Section 112(a) of title 28, United States 
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘and Water- 
town" and inserting Watertown, and 
Plattsburgh”. 

SEC. 5. PLACE OF HOLDING COURT IN THE DIS- 
TRICT OF COLORADO. 

Section 85 of title 28, United States Code, 
is amended by inserting ‘‘Colorado Springs,” 
after ‘‘Boulder,’’. 


Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Leahy 
amendment at the desk be agreed to, 
the bill, as amended, be read the third 
time and passed, the motions to recon- 
sider be laid upon the table with no in- 
tervening action or debate, and that 
any statements relating to the bill be 
printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment (No. 4072) was agreed 
to. 

The bill (S. 2873), as amended, was 
read the third time and passed, as fol- 
lows: 

б. 2873 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. HOLDING OF COURT FOR THE 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF IOWA. 

Section 11029 of the 21st Century Depart- 
ment of Justice Appropriations Authoriza- 
tion Act (28 U.S.C. 95 note; Public Law 107- 
278; 116 Stat. 1836) is amended by striking 
“July 1, 2005" and inserting ‘‘July 1, 2006”. 
SEC. 2. HOLDING OF COURT AT CLEVELAND, MIS- 

SISSIPPI. 

Section 104(a)(3) of title 28, United States 
Code, is amended in the second sentence by 
inserting “апа Cleveland" after ‘‘Clarks- 
dale". 

SEC. 3. PLACE OF HOLDING COURT IN TEX- 
ARKANA, TEXAS, AND TEXARKANA, 
ARKANSAS. 

Sections 83(0)(1) and 124(c)(5) of title 28, 
United States Code, are each amended by in- 
serting after “held at Texarkana" the fol- 
lowing: *, and may be held anywhere within 
the Federal courthouse in Texarkana that is 
located astride the State line between Texas 
and Arkansas". 

SEC. 4. PLACE OF HOLDING COURT IN THE 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK. 

Section 112(a) of title 28, United States 
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘and Water- 
town" and inserting "Watertown, and 
Plattsburgh”. 

SEC. 5. PLACE OF HOLDING COURT IN THE DIS- 
TRICT OF COLORADO. 

Section 85 of title 28, United States Code, 
is amended by inserting ‘‘Colorado Springs,” 
after ‘‘Boulder,’’. 


EE 
NATIONAL SEX OFFENDER 
REGISTRY ACT OF 2004 


Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Judiciary 
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Committee be discharged from further 
consideration of б. 2154, and the Senate 
proceed to its immediate consider- 
ation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. The clerk 
will state the bill by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 2154) to establish a National sex 
offender registration database, and for other 
purposes. 


There being no objection, the Senate 

proceeded to consider the bill. 
AMENDMENT NO. 4073 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I send 
to the desk an amendment on behalf of 
Mr. DORGAN. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 


The Senator from Alabama [Mr. SESSIONS], 
for Mr. DORGAN, proposes an amendment 
numbered 4073. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: to establish a national sex offender 

database available to the public, and for 

other purposes) 

Strike all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert: 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the “Dru Sjodin 
National Sex Offender Public Database Act 
of 2004" or *'Dru's Law". 

SEC. 2. DEFINITION. 

In this Act: 

(1) CRIMINAL OFFENSE AGAINST A VICTIM WHO 
IS А MINOR.—The term criminal offense 
against a victim who is à minor" has the 
same meaning as in section 170101(a)(3) of the 
Jacob Wetterling Crimes Against Children 
and Sexually Violent Offender Registration 
Act (42 U.S.C. 14071(а)(3)). 

(2) MINIMALLY SUFFICIENT SEXUAL OF- 
FENDER REGISTRATION PROGRAM.—The term 
“minimally sufficient sexual offender reg- 
istration program" has the same meaning as 
in section 170102(a) of the Jacob Wetterling 
Crimes Against Children and Sexually Vio- 
lent Offender Registration Act (42 U.S.C. 
14072(a)). 

(3) SEXUALLY VIOLENT OFFENSE.—The term 
“sexually violent offense" has the same 
meaning as in section 170101(a)(8) of the 
Jacob Wetterling Crimes Against Children 
and Sexually Violent Offender Registration 
Act (42 U.S.C. 14071(a)(8)). 

(4 SEXUALLY VIOLENT PREDATOR.—The 
term ‘sexually violent predator" has the 
same meaning as in section 170102(a) of the 
Jacob Wetterling Crimes Against Children 
and Sexually Violent Offender Registration 
Act (42 U.S.C. 14072(a)). 

SEC. 3. AVAILABILITY OF THE NSOR DATABASE 
TO THE PUBLIC. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Attorney General 
shall— 

(1) make publicly available in a registry 
(in this Act referred to as the ‘‘public reg- 
istry") from information contained in the 
the National Sex Offender Registry, via the 
Internet, all information described in sub- 
section (b); and 

(2) allow for users of the public registry to 
determine which registered sex offenders are 
currently residing within a radius, as speci- 
fied by the user of the public registry, of the 
location indicated by the user of the public 
registry. 

(b) INFORMATION AVAILABLE IN PUBLIC REG- 
ISTRY.—With respect to any person convicted 


24284 


of a criminal offense against a victim who is 
a minor or a sexually violent offense, or any 
sexually violent predator, required to reg- 
ister with a minimally sufficient sexual of- 
fender registration program within a State, 
including a program established under sec- 
tion 170101 of the Jacob Wetterling Crimes 
Against Children and Sexually Violent Of- 
fender Registration Act (42 U.S.C. 14017(b)), 
the public registry shall provide, to the ex- 
tent available in the National Sex Offender 
Registry— 

(1) the name and any known aliases of the 
person; 

(2) the date of birth of the person; 

(3) the current address of the person and 
any subsequent changes of that address; 

(4) a physical description and current pho- 
tograph of the person; 

(5) the nature of and date of commission of 
the offense by the person; 

(6) the date on which the person is released 
from prison, or placed on parole, supervised 
release, or probation; and 

(7) any other information the Attorney 
General considers appropriate. 

SEC. 4. RELEASE OF HIGH RISK INMATES. 

(a) CIVIL COMMITMENT PROCEEDINGS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Any State that provides 
for a civil commitment proceeding, or any 
equivalent proceeding, shall issue timely no- 
tice to the attorney general of that State of 
the impending release of any person incar- 
cerated by the State who— 

(A) is a sexually violent predator; or 

(B) has been deemed by the State to be at 
high-risk for recommitting any sexually vio- 
lent offense or criminal offense against a vic- 
tim who is a minor. 

(2) REVIEW.—Upon receiving notice under 
paragraph (1), the State attorney general 
shall consider whether or not to institute a 
civil commitment proceeding, or any equiva- 
lent proceeding required under State law. 

(b) MONITORING OF RELEASED PERSONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Each State shall inten- 
sively monitor, for not less than 1 year, any 
person described under paragraph (2) who— 

(A) has been unconditionally released from 
incarceration by the State; and 

(B) has not been civilly committed pursu- 
ant to a civil commitment proceeding, or 
any equivalent proceeding under State law. 

(2) APPLICABILITY.—Paragraph (1) shall 
apply to— 

(A) any sexually violent predator; or 

(B) any person who has been deemed by the 
State to be at high-risk for recommitting 
any sexually violent offense or criminal of- 
fense against a victim who is a minor. 

(c) COMPLIANCE.— 

(1) COMPLIANCE DATE.—Each State shall 
have not more than 3 years from the date of 
enactment of this Act in which to implement 
the requirements of this section. 

(2) INELIGIBILITY FOR FUNDS.—A State that 
fails to implement the requirements of this 
section, shall not receive 25 percent of the 
funds that would otherwise be allocated to 
the State under section 20106(b) of the Vio- 
lent Crime Control and Law Enforcement 
Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 13706(b)). 

(3 REALLOCATION OF FUNDS.—Any funds 
that are not allocated for failure to comply 
with this section shall be reallocated to 
States that comply with this section. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Dorgan 
amendment be agreed to, the bill, as 
amended, be read the third time and 
passed, the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table, with no inter- 
vening action or debate, and that any 
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Statements relating to the bill be 
printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment (No. 4073) was agreed 
to. 

The bill (S. 2154), as amended, was 
read the third time and passed. 


EE 


DISPLACED STAFF MEMBERS OF 
SENATORS AND SENATE LEADERS 


Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the immediate consider- 
ation of S. Res. 478, introduced earlier 
today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will state the resolution by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 478) relating to dis- 
placed staff members of the Senators and 
Senate leaders. 


There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the resolution 
be agreed to, the preamble be agreed 
to, the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table, and that any state- 
ments relating to this matter be print- 
ed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

The resolution, with its preamble, 
reads as follows: 

S. REs. 478 

Resolved, That (a) paragraphs (8) and (4) of 
section 6(a) of Senate Resolution 458, 98th 
Congress, agreed to October 4, 1984 (as 
amended by Senate Resolution 9, 103d Con- 
gress, agreed to January 7, 1998) are amended 
to read as follows: 

“(8) The term ‘eligible staff member’ 
means an individual— 

“(А) who was an employee— 

**(1) of a committee or subcommittee there- 
of or a Senate leadership office described in 
subsection (b) of the first section of this res- 
olution, or 

(11) in an office of a Senator on the expira- 
tion of the term of office of such Senator as 
a Senator, but only if the Senator is not 
serving as a Senator for the next term of of- 
fice and was a candidate in the general elec- 
tion for such next term, 

“(В) whose employment described in sub- 
paragraph (A) was at least 183 days (whether 
or not service was continuous) before the 
date of termination of employment described 
in paragraph (4), and 

*"(C) whose pay is disbursed by the Sec- 
retary of the Senate. 

The term 'eligible staff member' shall not in- 
clude an employee to whom the first section 
of this resolution applies. 

“(4) The term ‘displaced staff member’ 
means an eligible staff member— 

“(А) whose service as an employee of the 
Senate is terminated solely and directly as a 
result of— 

**(1) in the case of employment described іп 
paragraph (3)(А)(1), a change in the indi- 
vidual occupying the position of Chairman or 
Ranking Minority Member of a committee or 
in the individual occupying the Senate lead- 
ership office, and 
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*(ii) in the case of employment described 
in paragraph (3)(A)(ii), the expiration of the 
term of office of the Senator, and 

“(В) who is certified, not later than 60 days 
after the date of the change or expiration of 
term of office, whichever is applicable, as a 
displaced staff member by the Chairman or 
Ranking Minority Member of the committee, 
the Senator occupying the Senate leadership 
office, or the Senator whose term is expiring, 
whichever is applicable, to the Secretary of 
the Senate.". 

(b) Subsection (b) of the first section of 
such Senate Resolution 458 is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘President pro tempore 
emeritus," after ‘‘Deputy President pro tem- 
pore," 

(2) by striking ‘‘or’ 
and 

(3) by inserting ‘‘the Chairman of the Con- 
ference of the Majority, the Chairman of the 
Conference of the Minority, the Chairman of 
the Majority Policy Committee, or the 
Chairman of the Minority Policy Com- 
mittee,” before “ће employees of such of- 
fice". 


, 


before “Secretary”; 
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APPOINTING DAY FOR CONVENING 
OF 109TH CONGRESS 


Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that H.J. Res. 111, 
which is at the desk, be read a third 
time and passed, and the motion to re- 
consider be laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The joint resolution (H.J. Res. 111) 
was read the third time and passed. 


-e 


NOMINATIONS DISCHARGED AND 
PLACED ON THE CALENDAR 


Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, as in 
executive session, I ask unanimous 
consent that the Foreign Relations 
Committee be discharged from further 
consideration of the two lists of nomi- 
nations that are at the desk, and that 
the nominations be placed on the cal- 
endar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


—— еке с 


ORDERS FOR SATURDAY, 
NOVEMBER 20, 2004 


Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, on be- 
half of the majority leader, Dr. BILL 
FRIST, I ask unanimous consent that 
when the Senate completes its business 
today, it adjourn until 11 a.m. on Sat- 
urday, November 20. I further ask that 
following the prayer and pledge, the 
morning hour be deemed expired, the 
Journal of proceedings be approved to 
date, the time for the two leaders be 
reserved, and there then be a period for 
the transaction of morning business, 
with Senators permitted to speak for 
up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
PROGRAM 


Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, to- 
morrow the Senate will reconvene to 


November 19, 2004 


consider the Omnibus appropriations 
conference report. It is expected that 
the conference report will be filed to- 
night and that the House will begin 
consideration of that measure Satur- 
day morning. We will then return to 
business at 11 a.m. with the hope that 
the conference report will be available 
shortly thereafter. 


In addition, the Senate will consider 
the intelligence reform conference re- 
port if that is available. Senators 
should expect votes tomorrow, and we 
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will notify Members as to when the 
first vote is expected. 


EE 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 11 A.M. 
TOMORROW 


Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, if 
there is no further business to come be- 
fore the Senate, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Senate stand in adjourn- 
ment under the previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 8:24 p.m., adjourned until Saturday, 
November 20, 2004, at 11 a.m. 
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DISCHARGED NOMINATIONS 


The Senate Committee on Foreign 
Relations was discharged from further 
consideration of the following nomina- 
tions and the nominations were placed 
on the Executive Calendar: 


FOREIGN SERVICE NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH 
RALPH L. BOYCE, JR. AND ENDING WITH ROBERT J. 
WHIGHAM, WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY 
THE SENATE AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD ON OCTOBER 7, 2004. 

FOREIGN SERVICE NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH 
ROBERT M. CLAY AND ENDING WITH MARCIA L. NORMAN, 
WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE 
AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON OC- 
TOBER 7, 2004. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Friday, 


The House met at 9 a.m. 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P. 
Coughlin, offered the following prayer: 

Eternal Father, strong to save, be- 
cause You have revealed even in our 
days, the faith of our brothers and sis- 
ters, we give You thanks. Here in the 
House of Representatives, You have 
gathered those who have a unique love 
of Your people and a genuine care for 
their future. Your Divine Providence 
has brought them here. So now guide 
them as they complete the work of the 
108th Congress. 

May the deeper unity of this Nation 
arise above partisanship and the inner 
strength of America’s goodness and 
gratitude emerge from its lament and 
self-centered nature to find authentic 
expression of heartfelt prayer on our 
national feast of Thanksgiving. 

All of us, Lord, are truly grateful for 
the many blessings You bestow upon us 
as families and as a Nation. 

We thank You, now and forever. 
Amen. 


a 


THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam- 
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro- 
ceedings and announces to the House 
his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 


Ыы 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS) come for- 
ward and lead the House in the Pledge 
of Allegiance. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida led the 
Pledge of Allegiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


= 


ANNOUNCEMENT ВУ THE SPEAKER 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter- 
tain up to five 1-minute speeches on 
each side. 


Á 


ROGER BACON WINS DIVISION II 
STATE VOLLEYBALL CHAMPION- 
SHIP 


(Mr. CHABOT asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, today I 
would like to take a moment to recog- 
nize the achievements of an excep- 
tional high school volleyball team 


from my district, St. Bernard in Cin- 
cinnati, the Roger Bacon Lady Spar- 
tans. 

On November 13, Roger Bacon de- 
feated Millersburg West Holmes to cap- 
ture Ohio’s Division II State volley ball 
championship. The Lady Spartans 
dominated the final match by winning 
three straight games, while also cap- 
ping off the season with an impressive 
27-game winning streak. This is an ex- 
traordinary accomplishment because 
Cincinnati has some tremendous high 
school girls volley ball teams, Mother 
Mercy and St. Ursula and Seton and 
Mt. Notre Dame and McCauley, just to 
name a few. 

It is a great honor for me to recog- 
nize the success and achievements of 
these outstanding young women and 
their coach, Caryl Schawe, and the en- 
tire staff. Their hard work and dedica- 
tion have made our entire community 


proud. Congratulations to Roger 
Bacon. 
—————À En € 
IN HONOR OF THOMAS M. 
FOGLIETTA 


(Ms. PELOSI asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, it is with 
great sadness that I rise to pay tribute 
to a former Member of this body, Tom 
Foglietta, who passed away so sud- 
denly this week. Tommy was a gen- 
tleman, a diplomat, and a lovely and 
gracious man. We will miss him ter- 
ribly. 

At age 26 Tom Foglietta, as a Repub- 
lican, Mr. Speaker, became the young- 
est person in the history of Philadel- 
phia to be elected to the city council. 
He served there for nearly 20 years, de- 
voted to the city he loved. In 1980, as a 
Democrat, Tom was elected to the Con- 
gress. I saw firsthand his values and his 
effectiveness as a member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations where we de- 
veloped a strong working relationship 
and a close friendship and took pride in 
our mutual respect for our Italian 
American heritage. 

Tommy headed the Congressional 
Urban Caucus, promoted mass transit, 
and fought valiantly for the needs of 
Philadelphia, including the preserva- 
tion of the Philadelphia Navy Yard. 
The entire country is in his debt for his 
relentless dedication to preserve and 
protect Philadelphia’s Independence 
Hall, one of our Nation’s sacred public 
places. In 1997 President Bill Clinton 
appointed Tom Foglietta to be the U.S. 
Ambassador to Italy, fulfilling a life- 
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time dream of his to serve his beloved 
America in his family’s ancestoral 
home. Many of us heard him say over 
and over again that his grandparents 
came down the hill on a donkey in 
Italy to leave to go to America and he 
returned just two generations later as 
a U.S. Ambassador to Italy. It was in 
that role, in one simple act, that the 
world came to love and appreciate 
Tommy as we do. 

Shortly after he arrived, a U.S. Ma- 
rine fighter plane flying off course 
struck a cable car wire and killed 20 
Italian skiers. There was great grief 
and outrage over this tragic event. The 
next day Tommy visited the site, knelt 
in the cold snow, and said a quiet 
heartfelt prayer for those who had lost 
their lives. That photograph of his 
prayer appeared in newspapers around 
the world presenting a human face of 
compassion for the United States. His 
act helped to difuse the public anger 
over the deaths and to convey the sin- 
cere apology of our country. Tommy 
did that spontaneously because he was 
aman of faith. 

We expected no less of our Tommy. 
Quite simply, he was a good man we all 
loved to be around. 

Tom Foglietta began his political ca- 
reer as a city councilman as a Repub- 
lican, as I mentioned. He later ran for 
Congress and won as an Independent 
and then became a Democrat and re- 
mained so for the rest of his life. 

But Tommy remained close to the 
people from all across the political 
spectrum, a testament to his appealing 
personality, his open mind, and his re- 
spect to each and every person in this 
body. 

Mr. Speaker, I know that I speak for 
many here when I extend the condo- 
lences to Tommy’s family and to the 
Pennsylvania delegation for this loss. 


— 


DR. CONDOLEEZZA RICE 


(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to applaud the 
nomination by President Bush of Dr. 
Condoleezza Rice to be the 66th United 
States Secretary of State. 

Dr. Rice is an extraordinary Amer- 
ican leader who has served our Nation 
admirably during a time of war. She 
fully understands the true nature of 
the terrorist threat against our Nation 
and has shown the strength and dignity 
that will be needed to work with our 
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coalition partners in the global war on 
terrorism. 

Dr. Rice, born in Birmingham, Ala- 
bama, has lived a remarkable life. A 
former professor and provost of Stan- 
ford University, she is a foreign affairs 
expert who served in President George 
H. W. Bush’s administration. As the 
current national security adviser, she 
is also a respected author and re- 
nowned classical pianist. As President 
Bush announced, the Secretary of 
State is America’s face to the world; 
and in Dr. Rice the world will see the 
strength, the grace, and the decency of 
our country. 

In conclusion, may God bless our 
troops and we will never forget Sep- 
tember 11. 


EEE 
SAVING THE ANAHEIM ANGELS 


(Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali- 
fornia asked and was given permission 
to address the House for 1 minute and 
to revise and extend her remarks.) 

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali- 
fornia. Mr. Speaker, in 1965 my siblings 
and I used to play in the construction 
site of Anaheim Stadium. In 1966 the 
Angels played their first season in Ana- 
heim, California. It took us from 1966 
to 2 years ago to win a World Series, 
and boy were we proud of our Anaheim 
Angels. 

Today I rise in strong support of the 
city of Anaheim in its quest to save the 
Anaheim Angels. The new owner wants 
to change the name to the Los Angeles 
Angels. The city of Anaheim does not 
want that. The fans of the Anaheim 
Angels do not want that. Even the City 
of Los Angeles does not want them 
named Los Angeles Angels. See, Ana- 
heim is not Los Angeles. 

So today I hope that Artie Moreno, 
the new owner, will realize that they 
are champions and they are the Ana- 
heim Angels and they should remain 
the Anaheim Angels. 


— MER 


THE OIL-FOR-FOOD PROGRAM 


(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, the amount 
of money Saddam Hussein socked away 
by subverting the U.N. Oil-for-Food 
program was $21.3 billion. Much of it is 
being used by terrorists in Iraq to this 
very day. After the Gulf War, the inter- 
national community set about to make 
sure that the international community 
did not add to the suffering of the Iraqi 
people who already endured under Hus- 
Sein. Unfortunately, officials at the 
U.N. and corporate executives con- 
Spired with the Iraqi dictator to create 
a complex web of patronage and brib- 
ery. 

Mr. Speaker, we all know that Sad- 
dam Hussein was an evil dictator who 
encouraged terror and violence. How- 
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ever, the U.N.'s inability to enforce its 
own sanctions, 17 of them since 1991, 
has today been highlighted by its com- 
plicity in the suffering of the Iraqi peo- 
ple. There is no excuse. The U.N. must 
be reformed. Those responsible must be 
punished. The Oil-for-Food program is 
a symptom of a much larger problem, a 
lack of accountability and an absence 
of resolve. 


EE 
OVERTIME 


(Mr. EMANUEL asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, in to- 
days New York Times we learned 
about Trudy LeBlue, an employee of à 
hair salon outside of New Orleans. Ms. 
LeBlue's story is like that of many 
hard-working Americans. While she 
struggles to make ends meet, her em- 
ployer forces her to work off the clock 
just to avoid paying overtime. 

Across this country American fami- 
lies are working toward a better life, 
yet find their climb getting tougher. 
Just this week we learned wholesale in- 
flation is up 1.7 percent last month 
alone, the sharpest monthly increase in 
15 years. Since 2001 health care costs 
are up by a third, college tuition costs 
up by 32 percent, personal bankruptcies 
up by 38 percent. 

But what is the Congress doing to re- 
duce the burdens on American fami- 
lies? A tax policy that has shifted the 
burden onto working families off of 
wealth, failed to pass a higher edu- 
cation legislation, failed to pass legis- 
lation on comprehensive health care or 
on energy policy. And just last night 
alone we voted to increase our Nation's 
debt to $8 trillion, a 40 percent increase 
in the past 4 years. This vote was a fit- 
ting end to this Congress's record on 
the economy and what it has done for 
working families. Rather than making 
the right choices, we pass the buck. 

Mr. Speaker, the American people 
look to the Congress to solve their 
problems, not add to them. Yet more 
than often than not, the 108th Congress 
has chosen to pass our responsibilities 
on to future generations. Mr. Speaker, 
passing the buck is not leadership. It is 
a Ponzi scheme. 


EEE 
ACCUTANE 


(Mr. STUPAK asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. STUPAK. Mr. Speaker, Dr. 
Graham, medical review officer of the 
FDA, told the Senate that there are a 
number of drugs that should be pulled 
from the market. One of the drugs that 
should be pulled from the market is the 
drug Accutane. This devastating drug 
has crippled America for some time 
and its youth. Not only has Dr. 
Graham called for the pulling of 
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Accutane, but Dr. Huene, one of the 
first medical review officers to look at 
Accutane when it first came on the 
market, found serious problems with 
Accutane and asked for help and was 
ignored by the FDA. Dr. O’Connell, who 
suggested severe restrictions of the use 
of the drug Accutane, again was іс- 
nored by the FDA management. Dr. 
Graham has now come out against this 
drug, again being ignored by FDA man- 
agement. 

Not only are these three medical re- 
view officers in the FDA calling for se- 
vere restrictions or pulling the drug 
from the market, but also the CDC 
backed in 1990 because of birth defects 
said this drug should be pulled from 
the market. The March of Dimes has 
said this drug should be severely re- 
stricted when used because of birth de- 
fects. Two FDA panels have come out 
and told the FDA, their own advisery 
panels, to severely restrict the use and 
distribution of this drug. Again they 
were ignored. 

It is time we pulled this 
Accutane from the market. 


EE 
HONORING TOM FOGLIETTA 


(Ms. DELAURO asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re- 
marks.) 

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
honor a former Member of this body 
and friend who passed away this week, 
someone who left a profound mark on 
his community, his Nation, and this in- 
stitution. Whether it was his dedica- 
tion to our friends in the international 
community or the working people in 
his own community, Tom Foglietta 
was special, a man with a common 
touch and high ideals. With Tom we al- 
ways knew he was someone who would 
fight, who was with us to the end re- 
gardless of the odds or the politics of 
the matter. His fight to keep the Phila- 
delphia Navy Yard open is legendary. 

As I reflect on his time in the Con- 
gress, I remember a man who under- 
stood what it meant to bring the val- 
ues of his constituents to Washington. 
A fellow Italian American, Tom and I 
often discussed how it was our parents’ 
example serving on respective city 
councils, his in Philadelphia, mine in 
New Haven, that inspired us to enter a 
life of politics and give back to the 
communities that had given us so 
much. 

Living out his lifelong dream as an 
ambassador to Italy, I will never forget 
how he knelt down in prayer for the 
victims in the Cavalese cable car trag- 
edy, sending à powerful message to the 
world that America weeps for the sons 
and daughters of its allies as if they 
were our very own. In turn, the Italian 
people loved him as he loved them. 

Throughout his career, whether it 
was his work in Italy, to secure the 
peace in Haiti, to forge a democracy in 
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South Korea, Tom Foglietta under- 
stood that America’s role in the world 
was rooted in moral leadership, in com- 
mon values, humility and humanity. 

I will miss so many things about our 
friendship, dinners with the gang, eat- 
ing pasta with gravy, his cooking in 
my kitchen. 

I will miss his friendship, his moral 
leadership. We all will. Grazi, Don 
Tomaso. His passion for people knew 
no bounds. For that he will forever be 
in our hearts. 


— т Á 


TAX RELIEF AND FISCAL DIS- 
CIPLINE ARE COMPLEMENTARY, 
NOT CONFLICTING, OBJECTIVES 


(Ms. HARRIS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re- 
marks.) 

Ms. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, as we 
enter a new Congress with the Amer- 
ican people’s mandate to extend tax re- 
lief and reduce the deficit, I wish to re- 
mind my colleagues of the following 
wisdom: “Опг true choice is not be- 
tween tax reduction on the one hand 
and the avoidance of large Federal defi- 
cits on the other ... It is а paradox- 
ical truth that tax rates are far too 
high today and tax revenues are too 
low and the soundest way to raise the 
revenues in the long run is to cut rates 
now." 
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Who articulated this simple but pow- 
erful case for the economic policies of 
this President and this Congress? Not 
George W. Bush. Not even Ronald 
Reagan. President John F. Kennedy 
made these remarks just a month and 
a half following the hottest moment of 
the Cold War, the Cuban Missile Crisis. 

Kennedy and Reagan launched two of 
the longest economic boons in Amer- 
ican history by cutting taxes. They 
also increased Federal revenues, more 
than double during the decade of Presi- 
dent Kennedy’s across-the-board tax 
cuts, and more than 75 percent over the 
10 years following President Reagan’s 
Economic Recovery Tax Act of 1981. 

But from 1981 to 1991, Federal spend- 
ing increased a whopping 95 percent. 
Thus, the deficit quadrupled because of 
runaway government spending, not be- 
cause the American people got to keep 
more of their hard-earned money. 

Once again, we have arrived at the 
moment of truth. This time, we cannot 
make excuses for the failure to restrain 
spending. This time, our philosophy of 
low taxes and limited government is on 
the line. This time, let us show the 
American people that tax relief and fis- 
cal discipline are complementary, not 
conflicting objectives. 

a 
PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF MOTIONS TO SUSPEND THE 
RULES 


Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, by di- 
rection of the Committee on Rules, I 
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call up House Resolution 859 and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

H. RES. 859 

Resolved, That it shall be in order at any 
time on the legislative day of Friday, No- 
vember 19, 2004, for the Speaker to entertain 
motions that the House suspend the rules. 
The Speaker or his designee shall consult 
with the Minority Leader or her designee on 
the designation of any matter for consider- 
ation pursuant to this resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
LAHOOD). The gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. SESSIONS) is recognized for 1 hour. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, for the 
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus- 
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS), pending 
which I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. During consideration of 
this resolution, all time yielded is for 
the purpose of debate only. 

This rule provides that suspensions 
will be in order at any time on the leg- 
islative day of Friday, November 19, 
2004. It also provides that the Speaker 
or his designee will consult with the 
Minority Leader or her designee on any 
suspension considered under the rule. 

Mr. Speaker, the Republican leader- 
Ship of this House has sent out a posi- 
tive legislative plan for this week and 
the balance of the 108th Congress on 
behalf of the American people. The 
goal of this plan is to clean up this 
Congress's legislative calendar by pass- 
ing à number of bills before we adjourn 
that will improve America's economic 
and national security. 

Over the past year, Congress has 
passed a number of important new edu- 
cation, trade, tax, and national secu- 
rity bills that will keep Americans 
Safer, create new jobs, and improve our 
economy. Later today, and for the rest 
of the week, we will consider legisla- 
tion to improve the Individuals with 
Disabilities Education Act and provide 
for consideration of outstanding spend- 
ing measures to ensure that Congress 
can complete its work before we ad- 
journ. 

I understand that Members on either 
side of our aisle may have different 
views about how to address these 
issues, and we have had and will con- 
tinue to have the opportunity to hear à 
great deal of debate from both sides 
not only on these issues but also on 
other issues that are important to this 
Nation. 

However, some of this legislation 
that the Republican House leadership 
has also scheduled for consideration on 
behalf of America has broad support 
from Members of both the majority and 
the minority. And, in an attempt to 
make sure that this important work is 
finished by the end of the 108th Con- 
gress, we are here today to pass this 
rule to provide for consideration of 
these bills under rules that will require 
them to pass by a two-thirds majority. 
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This balanced rule provides the mi- 
nority with the ability to consult with 
the Speaker on any suspension that is 
offered, ensuring that their input and 
views are duly considered before any 
legislation is considered under this rule 
brought to the floor today. 

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col- 
leagues on both sides of the aisle to 
support this uncontroversial and bal- 
anced rule. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. SESSIONS) for yielding me 
this time, and I yield myself such time 
as I тау consume. 

Mr. Speaker, as has already been ex- 
plained, under Rule 15 of the House 
rules, bills may be considered under 
suspension of the rules only on Mon- 
days and Tuesdays. The 108th Congress 
has approved the consideration of legis- 
lation under suspension of the rules on 
Wednesdays. Therefore, this resolution 
is required in order for the House to 
consider any bill under suspension of 
the rules today. 

Let me be clear from the onset, Mr. 
Speaker. The first day of the session or 
last day of the session, it does not real- 
ly matter. I and so many others in this 
body on both sides of the aisle have 
grave concerns about handling bills 
outside the normal parameters of the 
way the House should conduct its busi- 
ness. When the House does operate this 
way, it effectively curtails our rights 
and responsibilities as serious legisla- 
tors. Frankly, Members should be very 
wary of allowing the leadership to 
usurp our rights. 

I understand the circumstances and 
the  end-of-the-session deadline of 
which the majority speaks, but their 
plan is for us to leave today or tomor- 
row without passing 11 of the 13 bare 
essential appropriations bills that each 
Congress is constitutionally mandated 
to pass into law. Shame on us. 

We are planning on leaving today or 
tomorrow without passing a highway 
reauthorization bill, the only legisla- 
tion this Congress would have consid- 
ered that actually had the potential to 
create jobs. Shame on us. 

We are planning on leaving today or 
tomorrow without passing comprehen- 
sive energy legislation. We are plan- 
ning on leaving tomorrow or today 
without extending the child care tax 
credit to all working families. Shame 
on us. 

We are planning on leaving today or 
tomorrow without increasing the min- 
imum wage. Shame on us. 

We are planning on leaving today 
while 44 million or more Americans re- 
main uninsured. Shame on us. 

We are planning on leaving today or 
tomorrow without extending unem- 
ployment benefits for 1.9 million Amer- 
icans who lost their jobs during Presi- 
dent Bush’s first term in office. Shame 
on us. 
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We are planning on leaving tomorrow 
or today without doing anything to ex- 
tend the solvency of Social Security. 
Shame on us. 

Just yesterday, my friends in the ma- 
jority voted to again raise the debt 
limit. They added billions and possibly 
trillions more to our national debt, 
leaving our children and grandchildren 
to pick up the tab for generations to 
come, and they call themselves the 
party of fiscal responsibility. Shame on 
them. 

Footnote right there: Something 
that is not discussed in this body very 
much, nor was it discussed in the na- 
tional debate that just concluded with 
President Bush and Senator KERRY, is 
the fact that the dollar around the 
world is troubled, to say the least, and 
that can have implications for the 
globe. Somewhere in all of this deficit- 
building, some of us are going to have 
to begin to do more than green-eye- 
shade talk in explaining to the Amer- 
ican public the implications of the defi- 
cits that we are running on the cur- 
rency that is the currency of the realm 
of the world. 

For the last 2 years, the majority has 
been so busy trying to keep its job that 
it has not done its job. Shame on them. 

The Republican leadership has also 
assured us that the Minority Leader 
will receive no less than 2 hours notice 
of any bill before it comes to the House 
floor. We expect that this assurance 
will be honored by the majority as well 
as previous agreements that have been 
reached between both sides of the aisle 
on the practices of considering legisla- 
tion as a suspension. This includes the 
unwritten rule of not bringing con- 
troversial legislation to the floor under 
suspension of the rules. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, the American people 
understood exactly what the parties 
stood for, the accomplishments of 
those parties, and that is what the 
election was about. I am pleased today 
to be back in the United States Con- 
gress on the floor of the House of Rep- 
resentatives touting not the things 
that the gentleman from Florida 
talked about that did not get done but 
rather the things that did get done, ac- 
complishments that occurred during 
this year. 

I am very proud of the leadership of 
the gentleman from [Illinois (Mr. 
HASTERT) our Speaker, and the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. DELAY), and 
the gentlewoman from Ohio (Ms. 
PRYCE), and the gentleman from Mis- 
souri (Mr. BLUNT) who have provided 
this body with the leadership to ensure 
that the things that were done in the 
108th Congress got done. 

Mr. Speaker, I hold up 15 pages worth 
of bills, of accomplishments that this 
body was a part of. Mr. Speaker, this 
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body was a part of making sure that we 
would answer the question about how 
Medicare would address the needs of 
senior citizens and low-income seniors, 
and we understood and we understand 
today that 95 percent of all of the 
money that is spent in Medicare is 
spent on major, critical, life-threat- 
ening issues that people have. We have 
changed that now to, instead of dealing 
with a person once they are sick, we 
are going to change that to preventa- 
tive type of spending. That is what we 
believe Medicare should be doing. That 
is not something that we should be 
ashamed of. That is something we 
should be proud of. 

We are proud that we will have in 
place this next year again, once again, 
for low-income seniors, the ability for 
this government to help them not have 
to make a decision in buying and re- 
ceiving their prescription drugs. That 
is something I am proud of. 

I am proud to know that we, once 
again, had a tax bill, a tax bill that 
would make sure that we become com- 
petitive with this marketplace. Mr. 
Speaker, when we cut taxes, business 
gets that money, and they do a bunch 
of things that are great for this coun- 
try. They buy more equipment, they 
employ more people, and we become 
competitive with the world. 

I would say that Republicans have a 
different philosophy than Democrats. 
We believe that we should do a few 
things and do them well, and that is 
what this Republican Congress has 
done this year. We have not just rushed 
out and tried to tackle every single 
issue. We have done the things that 
will make a huge difference for the 
American public. 

I believe that that is what this elec- 
tion was about, and I believe that this 
President stood before the American 
people and talked about what his poli- 
cies had been and will be. I think they 
are accomplishments that I am proud 
of, I think that this body is proud of 
them, and I darn sure know that the 
American people turned out in record 
numbers to say thank you so much for 
the service to this great Nation. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

I rise only to engage my colleague in 
a colloquy. The gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. SESSIONS) says the words ‘‘Amer- 
ican people.’’ Well, there are 55 million 
American people that probably have 
some differences with some of the 
things that the gentleman has dis- 
cussed. Let me join my good friend in 
saying to him unequivocally that all of 
the things that he says that passed this 
body doubtless are good things from 
his point of view. But there are some 
that are not good things from other 
people's points of view. 

Now, I would ask the gentleman a 
question: Did the President of the 
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United States sign all 18 appropriations 
bills as is mandated in the United 
States Constitution to be done by this 
body by October 1 of each fiscal year? 
Did the President sign 18 appropria- 
tions measures? And answer the next 
question: How many did he sign? 


0930 


Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I yield to 
the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I appre- 
ciate the gentleman from Florida en- 
gaging in this wonderful discussion. I 
have been here for 8 years. During 
those 8 years as a Member of Congress, 
I believe 5 of those years I have been 
here at Christmas time, the week of 
Christmas, doing the job that needed to 
be done. 

I do understand that we do have 
these 18 spending bills that need to be 
done. I also recognize we have a proc- 
ess. The gentleman and I sit up late at 
night in the Committee on Rules at- 
tempting to work through those proc- 
esses to make sure the President does 
get the needed legislation before him. 
But we have the underpinnings of the 
Constitution where we have two bodies, 
the Senate and the House. If we do our 
work, it does not mean they have to do 
their work. Likewise, if they do their 
work, it does not mean we have to. So 
we have to come to an agreement and 
those agreements sometimes take a lit- 
tle longer, but what we have avoided is 
shutting down the government. 

The government has done its busi- 
ness. We have been very successful to 
make sure that we address those 
issues. So I would say that, well, yes, 
the President is supposed to sign those 
bills, but at least we have not gone 
home before he will get a chance to do 
that. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, reclaiming my time, I might 
comment that I thought perhaps my 
friend was on a talk show where one of 
the hosts asked him a question, and as 
is typical of us, we give nice long an- 
swers without specifically answering 
the question. 

I just put out again for my friend 
that the President has signed two of 
the appropriation measures. We have 
been here, you and I, late into the year 
doing our work, and there have been 
other times when this has not been 
done pursuant to the Constitution. 
That does not make it right. Basically, 
what we have done, we have borrowed 
money from foreign investors in order 
that we might go about giving tax 
cuts, which ultimately will allow that 
we will pay greater interest on the def- 
icit over a period of time, and your 
children and mine, and their children, 
are going to pay this debt. 

Now, my colleague can name it any- 
thing he wants to, but we have a re- 
sponsibility here in this body to pass 
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those 13 appropriation measures. And 
the real reason we cannot pass them is 
because we have decided that we want 
to give tax cuts, and we cannot do the 
things that are necessary for highway 
transportation and child tax care; and 
I could go on and on. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume, 
and I thank the gentleman for his ob- 
servations about our not being able to 
do the things that need to be done be- 
cause of tax cuts. Mr. Speaker, there is 
a difference between our parties. One of 
the differences is taxing and spending. 
We, as Republicans, believe that if we 
give the American people back more of 
their own money that they earned that 
we will create a circumstance, an envi- 
ronment, an economy in this country 
that grows to where people become em- 
ployed, we become competitive with 
the world, and we do the things ulti- 
mately to give people, the American 
public, more of their own money so 
they can live their own dreams and 
make their own dreams happen. 

I do recognize we have a difference in 
our opinions. I do recognize that one 
party wants to tax and spend. I do un- 
derstand that one party wants to give 
tax cuts and grow the economy. But at 
some point we also have to get our 
work done, and that is what we are try- 
ing to do today by saying that this rule 
is about allowing that necessary busi- 
ness when the minority leader, when 
the majority leader, and Speaker agree 
on legislation that can come to this 
floor. 

We are waiting here for other busi- 
ness to be finished and done, but it 
does not mean we should shut off de- 
bate or for other very important legis- 
lation if there is complete bipartisan 
agreement about moving forward. So I 
am proud today once again to stand 
here before the American public and to 
say we are ready to do business here in 
the House of Representatives, and in a 
few minutes we will have more work 
that needs to be done. 

We will handle legislation dealing 
with what is called IDEA, the Individ- 
uals With Disabilities Act, that deals 
with important education changes that 
have also been worked on and have bi- 
partisan agreement that the gentleman 
and I heard about last night in the 
Committee on Rules. 

So for us to say we are not doing our 
work, that we are a failure is simply 
not, I do not believe, a correct enun- 
ciation of what this House of Rep- 
resentatives has stood for these last 
few years or stands for today. We are 
ready, capable, and able to work and 
reach out across the aisle to bring leg- 
islation that is important to the Amer- 
ican people and for it to be sound legis- 
lation, for it to make a difference to 
the American people, but more impor- 
tantly that it be done in a proper, cau- 
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tious fashion that creates health and 
opportunity for the American economy 
and for the American family. 

That is what this United States Con- 
gress should be all about, producing a 
product that are accomplishments that 
we can be proud of. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
LAHOOD). Without objection, the pre- 
vious question is ordered on the resolu- 
tion. 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EE 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate by Mr. 
Monahan, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate has passed without 
amendment concurrent resolution of 
the House of the following title: 

H. Con. Res. 464. Concurrent resolution 
honoring the 10 communities selected to re- 
ceive the 2004 All-America City Award. 

The message also announced that Mr. 
COCHRAN be added as a conferee in Lieu 
of Mr. SPECTER, on the part of the Sen- 
ate, on the bill (H.R. 4818) “Ап Act 
making appropriations for foreign op- 
erations, export financing, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2005, and for other pur- 
ровев.”. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate has passed a bill and concurrent 
resolutions of the following titles in 
which the concurrence of the House is 
requested: 

S. 1217. An act to direct the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services to intensify pro- 
grams with respect to research and related 
activities concerning falls among older 
adults. 

S. Con. Res. 123. Concurrent resolution rec- 
ognizing and honoring the life and legacy of 
Alexander Hamilton on the bicentennial of 
his death because of his standing as one of 
the most influential Founding Fathers of the 
United States. 

S. Con. Res. 149. Concurrent resolution 
commending the National Oceanic and At- 
mospheric Administration and its employees 
for its dedication and hard work during Hur- 
ricanes Charley, Frances, Ivan, and Jeanne. 

The message also announced that the 
Secretary of the Senate be directed to 
request the House to return to the Sen- 
ate the papers with respect to (S. 2283) 
“Ап Act to extend Federal funding for 
operation of State high risk health in- 
surance pools.’’. 


EE 


CONFERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 1350, 
INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES 
EDUCATION IMPROVEMENT ACT 
OF 2004 


Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, by the 
direction of the Committee on Rules, I 
call up House Resolution 858 and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 
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H. RES. 858 

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso- 
lution it shall be in order to consider the 
conference report to accompany the bill 
(H.R. 1350) to reauthorize the Individuals 
with Disabilities Education Act, and for 
other purposes. All points of order against 
the conference report and against its consid- 
eration are waived. The conference report 
shall be considered as read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. SESSIONS) is 
recognized for 1 hour. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, for pur- 
poses of debate only, I yield the cus- 
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN), 
pending which I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. During consider- 
ation of this resolution, all time yield- 
ed is for the purpose of debate only. 

This rule waives all points of order 
against the conference report for H.R. 
1350 and against its consideration, and 
provides that the conference report 
shall be considered as read. 

Mr. Speaker, shortly after my second 
son, Alex, was born in 1994, my father 
gave me some healthy words of advice 
when he said that Alex Sessions would 
be the greatest thing that would ever 
happen to our family. He knew and un- 
derstood that in fact Alex was a very 
special baby. He was born with Downs 
Syndrome. The past 10 years have re- 
affirmed my father’s words to me, and 
Alex has become one of the greatest 
parts of our family’s life. 

Ten years later, Alex is a very happy 
third grader at Lakewood Elementary 
in Dallas, Texas; and Alex has the sup- 
port of numerous teachers, students, 
and parents who provide him with re- 
markable educational lessons and in- 
valuable friendships. For each of the 
last 2 years, Alex has been rewarded 
with the school’s highest citizenship 
honor, to be a Lakewood Super Stal- 
lion. 

In the last 3 weeks, Alex has success- 
fully written for the first time his first 
and last name. While these are great 
personal achievements for Alex and our 
entire family, stories like these are 
being told all across the country be- 
cause of the extra efforts of those dedi- 
cated educators who are working dili- 
gently with these wonderful children 
under landmark Federal legislation 
known as IDEA, or Individuals with 
Disabilities Education Act. 

Several decades ago, Congress passed 
this legislation to guarantee children 
with disabilities full access to a ful- 
filling and appropriate public edu- 
cation. And while I have talked today 
about the many successes and achieve- 
ments of this important program, there 
are also areas within the law that 
could and can use improvement and ad- 
justment. I am proud to support the bi- 
partisan legislation that is before us 
today to reauthorize and improve this 
most important education program to 
ensure that the true promise and in- 
tent of this act is carried out to the 
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fullest extent of our abilities as Con- 
gressmen. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1850 creates an 
educational atmosphere focusing on 
the future of our most vulnerable chil- 
dren. It builds on the existing 
strengths of IDEA, while modernizing 
and improving the program to guar- 
antee that children with disabilities 
have the most appropriate tools to 
fully utilize their gifts. The changes 
that we are making in IDEA will give 
children measurable goals to ensure 
they reach their postsecondary living 
and employment goals. 

H.R. 1350 directly addresses perhaps 
the greatest problem facing IDEA, the 
effective monitoring and enforcement 
of the act. Effective July 1, 2005, it will 
give the Secretary of Education clear 
authority to enforce standards to mon- 
itor and enforce whether or not schools 
are in compliance with IDEA, author- 
ity that has been lacking since the in- 
ception of this education initiative. 
States will be empowered to create an 
acceptable set of standards; and if they 
are not met, the Secretary of Edu- 
cation will now have the tools nec- 
essary to take appropriate and reason- 
able action to work with State and 
local educators to remedy the situa- 
tion. 

This conference report provides Con- 
gress with a 6-year glidepath to fully 
fund IDEA by 2011. Under President 
Bush’s leadership, funding for all edu- 
cation programs, in particular IDEA, 
have been a high priority. In his first 
term, President Bush increased IDEA 
funding to States by $4.8 billion, or 
what we would know as a 76 percent in- 
crease. This Republican-controlled 
Congress, which I am proud to be a 
part of, has increased the Federal share 
of IDEA funding to 19 percent in 10 
years, whereas our predecessors in the 
Democrat-controlled Congresses only 
allowed the Federal share of IDEA 
costs to reach 7 percent. 

H.R. 1350 also restores trust and con- 
structive dialogue to the relationship 
between parents and school personnel 
promoting an earlier resolution to 
problems before they end up in court. 
This legislation creates the oppor- 
tunity for a resolution session within 
30 days of a complaint being filed to 
quickly resolve the problem. The con- 
stant threat of litigation creates an at- 
mosphere of distrust between parents 
and schools, an environment that 
harms everyone involved. 

Today’s legislation also solves an- 
other problem that has plagued IDEA 
for too long. Today, many children 
with reading problems are misiden- 
tified as learning disabled and wrongly 
placed in special education classes, a 
costly mistake which siphons away 
valuable funding from students who 
truly need IDEA services. To address 
this issue, H.R. 1350 requires districts 
with significant over-identifying of 
students to operate early intervention 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


programs to reduce over-identification, 
eliminating the outdated IQ discrep- 
ancy, a model that relies on a wait-to- 
fail approach, and introduces a re- 
sponse to intervention model that iden- 
tifies specific learning disabilities be- 
fore the students are at a failing grade 
level. 

I am proud of this new IDEA legisla- 
tion. Because of the important re- 
sources that H.R. 1350 provides to our 
schools, it may one day help my son 
Alex to further meet his goals of learn- 
ing to read. 

I am pleased to note that the House 
version of this legislation successfully 
passed through the Committee on Edu- 
cation and the Workforce, and then 
through the House in April of 2003. To- 
day’s conference report enjoys the 
overwhelming bipartisan support of its 
conferees, and I am confident that this 
report will enjoy wide bipartisan mar- 
gins in both Houses before it is signed 
by President Bush. 

I would ask that all my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle demonstrate 
their commitment to the special edu- 
cation needs of our country’s disabled 
children by supporting this conference 
report. I would like to thank the House 
sponsor of this legislation, the gen- 
tleman from Delaware (Mr. CASTLE), 
and the chairman of the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce, the gen- 
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER), for 
their dedicated hard work in producing 
the conference report. 

I would also like to take a minute to 
commend the conferees from both bod- 
ies that have labored to produce this 
fine product, including the gentleman 
from California (Mr. GEORGE MILLER), 
Senator EDWARD KENNEDY, and Senator 
JUDD GREGG. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
join me in supporting this rule and the 
underlying legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 


0945 


Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I thank the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. SESSIONS) for yielding me the cus- 
tomary 30 minutes, and I would like to 
express my appreciation to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio (Chairman BOEHNER) 
and the gentleman from California (Mr. 
GEORGE MILLER), the ranking member, 
for returning to this House a bipar- 
tisan-supported conference report on 
the Individuals with Disabilities Edu- 
cation Act. 

Last year, when the House first con- 
sidered H.R. 1850 which reauthorized 
the IDEA, I felt compelled to oppose 
that bill. It undermined, in my opinion, 
the basic rights of children in need of 
special education to quality education. 
It undermined the rights of these stu- 
dents’ families, and it failed our States 
and local school districts to effectively 
provide special education services for 
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these students. Worse yet, the Repub- 
lican leadership refused to allow any 
amendment addressing the need to pro- 
vide full funding for the Federal share 
of special education to even be debated 
in this body. It was the House at its 
very worst. 

Today is a very different day. We 
have before us a bipartisan-supported 
bill. We have a bill that maintains the 
basic civil rights of children with dis- 
abilities. We have a conference report 
that addresses long-standing problems 
with IDEA monitoring and enforce- 
ment by the U.S. Department of Edu- 
cation. 

We have a bill that has added protec- 
tions for children with special needs 
who have fallen between the cracks for 
too long; in particular, the 1.3 million 
children who experience homelessness 
each year and the 500,000 children in 
foster care. These children, who are 
moved around and change schools fre- 
quently, disproportionately suffer from 
learning and physical disabilities than 
children from stable homes, but they 
have greater difficulty accessing spe- 
cial education services. This bill now 
ensures that their individual education 
plans can travel with them so they are 
not denied services or regress further 
when moving from school to school. 

From the bottom of my heart, I 
thank the conferees for remembering 
these children and addressing this 
problem in this bill. 

This bill also helps schools resolve 
conflicts over providing special edu- 
cation services and reduce litigation. It 
should result in reducing the over-iden- 
tification and misidentification of non- 
disabled children, especially among mi- 
norities and other disadvantaged com- 
munities. It reduces paperwork re- 
quirements, improves transition serv- 
ices, and strengthens methods for 
measuring student progress, all of 
which should improve the academic 
achievement of special education stu- 
dents. 

This bill, however, is not perfect. For 
example, I believe we still have a long 
way to go toward ensuring a seamless 
system for infants, toddlers, and pre- 
schoolers with disabilities, let alone 
successfully preparing апа transi- 
tioning these children into K-12 special 
education programs. 

And, most importantly, this bill still 
does not guarantee mandatory funding 
for the Federal share of IDEA State 
grants. This year alone, special edu- 
cation funding is $2.5 billion short of 
what Republicans promised in their 
budget and only half of what has been 
authorized under the IDEA. This leaves 
already cash-strapped schools without 
the support needed to ensure that all 
students, no matter their disabilities, 
receive the same education opportuni- 
ties. 

Mr. Speaker, I remain deeply con- 
cerned that Congress will continue to 
break its promise to our States, our 
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local schools and our special needs 
children and families to provide the 40 
percent Federal share of funding for 
federally mandated special education 
programs and services. For 30 years we 
have failed to keep our word to fully 
fund this law, and I see nothing in this 
bill to reassure me that Congress will 
meet even the more modest funding 
targets set in this bill. We seem per- 
fectly able to ignore, back away from, 
or reduce our commitment. 

I believe it is well past time for Con- 
gress to step up to the plate and fulfill 
its promise to fully fund the Federal 
share of special education programs. 
Until we do so, local and State edu- 
cation budgets will have to continue to 
rob from other education programs in 
order to pay for mandatory special edu- 
cation services, breeding unnecessary 
resentment towards the children and 
families who require these programs 
and placing increased stress on scarce 
education dollars. 

I promise my colleagues, I promise 
the children and families and schools 
in the Third Congressional District of 
Massachusetts that I will continue to 
fight for full mandatory funding of the 
Federal share of IDEA. I hope Presi- 
dent Bush will finally make this fund- 
ing a priority in his budget next year. 

Mr. Speaker, even with these con- 
cerns, I believe this conference report 
is an important step forward for our 
special education programs and serv- 
ices, and I urge my colleagues to sup- 
port this rule and to support the con- 
ference report on H.R. 1350. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, last night, late in the 
Committee on Rules, the ranking mem- 
ber of the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce, the gentleman from 
California (Mr. GEORGE MILLER), came 
before our committee and talked with 
great confidence and exuberance about 
the hard work that had been produced 
by not only the conferees but also that 
proud committee. Today, I am very 
pleased to have that chairman, the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER), 
who has worked diligently for the past 
few years not only with me as a parent 
with a child who falls under IDEA but 
also with all Members who bring 
thoughts and ideas about encouraging 
our teachers and our parents and our 
children to achieve greater things. I 
would like to publicly say that not 
only the gentleman from California 
(Mr. GEORGE MILLER) but also what the 
gentleman from Ohio (Chairman 
BOEHNER) has done has been of great 
service to our country, and I would like 
to thank him for that. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio (Chairman 
BOEHNER). 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me this 
time. 
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Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong 
support of this rule. The conference re- 
port on the reauthorization of IDEA 
represents the culmination of 3 years 
of effort to strengthen and renew spe- 
cial education. I want to thank the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. SESSIONS), 
who I have worked closely with over 
these last 3 years on all of his efforts to 
help us strengthen and renew this pro- 
gram. I know it is an issue he feels 
very strongly about, and I want to 
thank him for his leadership. 

I also thank the gentleman from 
Delaware (Mr. CASTLE), who is the sub- 
committee chairman on the Sub- 
committee on Education Reform, the 
author of this bill. He worked this bill 
through the committee and through 
the House and through this conference, 
and without his strong leadership we 
would not be here today. 

I think the bill that we will have be- 
fore us soon is a tremendous achieve- 
ment of compromise, vision, deter- 
mination, and bipartisanship. 

I want to thank my partner in this 
process over the last 4 years, the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. GEORGE 
MILLER), the ranking member on our 
committee. While we have had dis- 
agreements on many occasions, in the 
end I think what the gentleman from 
California (Mr. GEORGE MILLER) and I 
both believe is we have a responsibility 
to legislate on education and workforce 
matters and at the end of the day we 


were able to come together and 
produce this bipartisan conference re- 
port. 


In crafting this bill, we listened to 
parents, teachers, students, and advo- 
cates. We listened to the President’s 
Commission on Excellence in Special 
Education, and the principles around 
the creation of this bill are very simi- 
lar to the principles that the Commis- 
sion on Excellence in Special Edu- 
cation came forward with as well. 

We listened to schools, the people on 
the front lines of educating children 
with special needs. We began this proc- 
ess with the principles of No Child Left 
Behind firmly embedded in our minds. 
In No Child Left Behind, we put a sys- 
tem in place to ensure that students 
with disabilities, along with all stu- 
dents, are getting access to the edu- 
cation that they deserve. In this bill, 
we are making sure that the rules help 
special education teachers and parents 
get the most out of that system, in- 
stead of making it harder for them. 

This bill is an across-the-board win 
for parents, teachers and students with 
disabilities. I urge my colleagues to 
support the rule today. 

I will have more to say when we get 
into the bill itself about the changes 
made in this bill that truly will help 
students with special needs, their par- 
ents, and the teachers and school ad- 
ministrators who often in the past 
have been at serious conflict. We at- 
tempt to reduce that conflict in this 
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bill to make it easier for these students 
to get an education and make it easier 
for school administrators and special 
ed teachers to be able to provide these 
services to the most special of our chil- 
dren. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. WOOLSEY), the ranking 
member on the Subcommittee on Edu- 
cation Reform. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I did 
not support this bill, H.R. 1350, when it 
first came out of our subcommittee and 
then our full committee and then 
passed the House. But, since then, 
there has been a lot of bipartisan ef- 
fort, and now I believe we can achieve 
what we were aiming for. 

We can have and will continue to set 
aside our political differences so that 
we work together in our children’s best 
interests. For that I thank our con- 
ference chairman, the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER); our ranking mem- 
ber, the gentleman from California 
(Mr. GEORGE MILLER); the chairman of 
my subcommittee, the gentleman from 
Delaware (Mr. CASTLE); and the con- 
ferees from both the House and the 
Senate. 

I believe that this process, if we fol- 
low it, can and must be the standard 
for the new Congress. Imagine a Con- 
gress that puts children before politics. 
That would be something in and of 
itself. Today, we are setting an exam- 
ple. We have raised the bar. We have 
set a standard that together, both sides 
of the aisle, both the House and the 
Senate have said, oh, my, let us put 
children first. 

Let us support the rule, support the 
bill and support the countless students 
and parents and teachers and school 
administrators who advocate for chil- 
dren with disabilities who have come 
to us to make certain that we under- 
stand how IDEA works for them and 
where it does not work. In this bill 
today we are making a difference in 
the lives of people who are affected day 
in and day out by what we will be vot- 
ing for. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Today we are having a discussion 
about some of America's greatest gifts, 
and that is our children with disabil- 
ities. An observation I would make is 
the kind words on both sides have come 
as a result of a lot of hard work, a lot 
of hard work not only within this body 
but also with the Senate. It also came 
as a result of a lot of hard work where 
members of that committee and sub- 
committee had to go out all across 
America and listen to parents and lis- 
ten to educators and to listen to peo- 
ple. Certainly the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia (Mr. GEORGE MILLER) was a huge 
part of this success. 

Mr. Speaker, at this time, however, I 
would like to suggest that the gen- 
tleman from Delaware (Mr. CASTLE) 
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was a great leader in this process. He 
made sure of the strength of his argu- 
ment so this law would make a dif- 
ference. So I, like the gentleman from 
Ohio (Chairman BOEHNER), stand here 
to say that the gentleman from Dela- 
ware (Chairman CASTLE) has done a 
great job on behalf of so many stu- 
dents. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the 
gentleman from Delaware (Mr. CAs- 
TLE), the chairman of the Sub- 
committee on Education Reform. 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. SES- 
SIONS) for not just managing this rule 
today but for his own personal interest 
in this legislation. He and I have had 
several discussions about this. His 
input was extremely helpful. For that, 
І am certainly personally appreciative. 
The gentleman’s interest is typical of a 
number of Members who spoke to me 
and others about their concerns about 
this particular legislation. 

The gentleman is correct. This legis- 
lation, ав much as anything we deal 
with in the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce, really embraces a 
wide scope of all of America in terms of 
the interest which is there. Virtually 
all school districts, many parents, and 
many interest groups deal with the 
issues of children with disabilities. I 
am delighted that we were able to work 
this legislation out in conference with 
the Senate. 


1000 


Obviously I do rise in support of H. 
Res. 858; and as the sponsor of the un- 
derlying bill, H.R. 1350, I also support 
all aspects of the bill which is before 
us. 

I think it is important maybe to un- 
derstand how all this came about, be- 
cause it was not easy. It took a long 
time to do it. In preparation for this, 
our committee had seven different 
hearings. We launched a Web-based 
project a couple of years ago called 
Great IDEAs which was designed to so- 
licit input from stakeholders in special 
education across the Nation. We re- 
ceived literally thousands of responses 
from teachers, school administrators, 
parents of children with special needs, 
and others familiar with the unique 
needs of children with disabilities. 
Many of those are incorporated in H.R. 
1350. 

The process in terms of the bill itself 
began 19 months ago in the House of 
Representatives; and that bill, which 
was called the Improving Education 
Results For Children With Disabilities 
Act, aimed to improve current law by 
focusing on improved education re- 
sults, reducing the paperwork burden 
for special education teachers, and ad- 
dressing the problem of overidentifica- 
tion of minority students as disabled. 
In addition, the bill sought to reduce 
litigation and reform special education 
finance and funding. I am pleased to 
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say the conference report includes all 
these important reforms. 

It is very interesting, Mr. Speaker, to 
sit here and say all that in a couple of 
sentences when in reality each of those 
different policies took many, many 
hours and even days and months of ne- 
gotiation in order to work out all the 
differences that existed amongst the 
groups and blend it together into some- 
thing that is supported by everybody 
today. 

Obviously, we have worked with the 
Senate. I say ‘‘we.’’ I give tremendous 
credit to the staff on both sides of the 
aisle here and in the Senate staff as 
well for their great work in the past 6 
weeks in very, very serious negotia- 
tions to get all of this worked out. And 
so the resulting conference report 
which we have before us today will 
make tremendous strides in helping to 
achieve a quality education and serv- 
ices for children with special needs. 

For that reason, Mr. Speaker, I urge 
swift approval of the rule and hope- 
fully, following that, swift approval of 
the underlying bill. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
4 minutes to the gentleman from Wis- 
consin (Mr. KIND) who is a member of 
the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce. 

Mr. KIND. Mr. Speaker, I thank my 
friend from Massachusetts for yielding 
me this time. I want to commend the 
leadership of the Committee on Edu- 
cation and the Workforce, from Chair- 
man BOEHNER and Ranking Member 
GEORGE MILLER to Subcommittee 
Chairman CASTLE and Ranking Mem- 
ber WOOLSEY, all the members of the 
Committee on Education and the 
Workforce, the work that was done in 
the conference committee for trying to 
produce this bipartisan bill. That is 
why today I am proud to stand in sup- 
port of the rule and also in support of 
the reauthorization of IDEA. 

Mr. Speaker, this is an incredibly im- 
portant program that was created in 
the mid-1970s. It was created under the 
premise that every child in America 
should have access to a quality edu- 
cation, including children with special 
needs. Since that time, the schools 
throughout the Nation have brought 
these kids in, have embraced them, 
have dealt with issues in regards to the 
authorization language, in regards to 
funding issues; but fundamentally it is 
a program that works and is working 
for our children with special needs. 

This legislation, I think, goes to 
clean up a lot of the problems that 
were inherent in IDEA. The gentleman 
from Delaware just referenced some of 
the paperwork burden that our special 
education teachers have been straddled 
with for so many years. There has been 
the issue of disciplinary problems in 
the classroom that I think we have 
reached a good compromise on now. It 
was the goal in this reauthorization 
bill to improve the quality of the 
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teachers in the classroom dealing with 
these children with special needs, the 
second most important determinant on 
how well our kids are going to perform 
just behind parental involvement. It 
does strive to increase student рег- 
formance and educational achieve- 
ment. Overall, this is a very good bi- 
partisan bill, and I would recommend 
my colleagues today to support this re- 
authorization bill. 

But there are also some things in the 
future that we have to stay focused on 
and continue to work on and that is 
the impact of No Child Left Behind and 
the new standards and the testings and 
the impact it is going to have on these 
children with special needs and the fact 
that under No Child Left Behind, every 
child is supposed to be 100 percent in 
conformance of the rules that were 
written by the Department of Edu- 
cation by 2014. We just know now that 
there are some children that are not 
going to be able to obtain that high 
standard. Unless we are willing to start 
telling the schools that by 2014 every 
one of them is going to be failing, I 
think we need to be a little bit more 
realistic in our approach to these chil- 
dren and what is going to be required, 
but without leaving any child behind. 

But I think another big problem that 
we are going to have to continue to 
slug out here starting with this omni- 
bus coming up but also in future years 
is the funding of IDEA. The Congress 
has never lived up to the full cost share 
promise that was made, the 40 percent 
cost share for IDEA funding. This 
means the financial burden has been 
left at the local level. It is affecting 
property taxes back in the State of 
Wisconsin, which are going up way too 
much; and it is starting to pit students 
against students in the classroom over 
the allocation of the limited resources 
that we are allotting for IDEA and also 
now for No Child Left Behind. 

I am disheartened to hear some of 
the figures coming out of the omnibus 
discussions where the President was re- 
questing a $1 billion plus-up for IDEA. 
It looks like we are only going to get 
about $600 million. That is far short be- 
cause this last fiscal year we were only 
funding it at 19 percent of the 40 per- 
cent full cost share. We can do better. 
For $10 billion, we could fully fund 
IDEA and get up to that 40 percent cost 
share and alleviate the financial bur- 
den that is straddling so many of our 
school districts throughout the Nation. 
It is just a question of priority, a pri- 
ority of what we are going to place 
first as an investment in our budget, 
whether it is going to be the children 
and the future of our Nation or wheth- 
er it is going to be other priorities that 
we are going to see in this omnibus. 

Let us face it, Mr. Speaker. By the 
end of this year, we will have allocated 
close to $200 billion for what is taking 
place right now in Iraq. We are hearing 
rumors now that the administration is 
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going to come back early next year re- 
questing another 70 to $75 billion in 
Iraq. With just a fraction of that 
amount, we could fully fund IDEA, 
fully fund No Child Left Behind, give 
the schools, give the teachers, give the 
parents the resources they need to 
make sure that every child has the op- 
portunity that they need to succeed in 
this country and in this world. That is 
what is at stake. 

While we have got a good bill to sup- 
port today, I think there is more work 
that we have to stay focused on and try 
to work in a bipartisan fashion to ad- 
dress the implications of No Child Left 
Behind with IDEA students and the 
element of full funding for this pro- 
gram. Hopefully, we will have the same 
type of bipartisan spirit as we move 
forward in the future. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Wis- 
consin (Mr. PETRI). 

Mr. PETRI. I thank my colleague for 
yielding me this time. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the 
rule. Initially, I would like to thank 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
BOEHNER), the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia (Mr. GEORGE MILLER), the gen- 
tleman from Delaware (Mr. CASTLE), 
and the gentlewoman from California 
(Ms. WOOLSEY) for over 2 years of work 
on the important legislation that the 
rule makes in order. 

I am pleased that this conference 
agreement includes a new provision 
that is similar to bipartisan legislation 
I sponsored with the gentleman from 
California (Mr. GEORGE MILLER) to help 
provide specialized textbooks to stu- 
dents with visual disabilities. The law 
we are reauthorizing today, the Indi- 
viduals with Disabilities Education 
Act, requires that all disabled students 
be provided with educational opportu- 
nities. For students with visual disabil- 
ities, this includes access to specialized 
instructional materials, such as 
braille, large print and audio text- 
books. Translating a textbook into 
these successful formats, however, is a 
cumbersome, time-consuming, and ex- 
pensive process for States and school 
districts. As a result, visually impaired 
students oftentimes receive their text- 
books long after school has started and 
can be needlessly left behind their 
sighted peers. 

The legislation before us today will 
help solve this problem. It creates a 
centralized clearinghouse that States 
and local school districts can use to ob- 
tain electronic copies of textbooks to 
be translated into the appropriate for- 
mat for visually impaired students. 
That is a simple solution that will 
make a big difference in the quality of 
education provided to visually im- 
paired students. I commend my col- 
leagues for the work they have done to 
include this provision in this legisla- 
tion and urge support of the rule. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 
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Mr. Speaker, as speaker after speaker 
on our side has already said, this is a 
much improved conference report from 
the bill that we originally saw before 
this House a few months ago. It is sup- 
ported. It deserves bipartisan support. I 
hope my colleagues will support the 
rule. I hope they will support the final 
passage of this conference report. 

Mr. Speaker, this may very well be 
the last rule that I manage for our side 
in the 108th Congress. So I wanted to 
take this opportunity to pay tribute to 
the ranking Democrat on the com- 
mittee, my friend MARTIN FROST. He is 
one of the smartest Members to serve 
in this body. He became an expert in 
the rules of the House, and he fought 
the good fight every single day for peo- 
ple and for causes that oftentime get 
overlooked in this body. I think our 
Nation is better because of his service, 
and I think we will miss him. 

The gentleman from Texas (Mr. SES- 
SIONS) offered a resolution in the Rules 
Committee last night, and we got to 
pay our tributes to the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. FROST) then; but I wanted 
to take this opportunity just to express 
publicly my appreciation for his serv- 
ice not only to this Congress but to the 
people of this country. 

I also want to say that we are going 
to miss our colleagues SUE MYRICK and 
ToM REYNOLDS who are leaving the 
Rules Committee to take on other 
committee assignments. Both of them 
have been good and strong members of 
the committee, and I have enjoyed 
working with them. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I want to take 
this opportunity to thank the majority 
and the minority Rules staff. These 
men and women work incredibly hard, 
probably harder than most people 
could possibly appreciate. Іп  par- 
ticular, let me thank Mr. FROST’s staff 
who have served this House to the best 
of their abilities. They have done a 
wonderful job under difficult cir- 
cumstances, and they deserve to be 
thanked for their service. As à former 
staffer myself, I have a special appre- 
ciation for the work that members of 
the staff do. 

Specifically, I want to recognize 
Kristi Walseth, who is the staff direc- 
tor; Askia Suruma; Sophie Hayford, 
who also served with my old boss and 
former Rules Committee chairman, Joe 
Moakley; John Williams; Shannon 
Meissner; Jane Hamilton; and Jeff 
Rosenthal for their work and their 
dedication in this House and to the 
causes that they believe in during the 
108th Congress. 

I also want to thank the associate 
staff on our side: Fred Turner who has 
served with great distinction for ALCEE 
HASTINGS; Rosaline Cohen who has 
worked very hard for LOUISE SLAUGH- 
TER; and Keith Stern who has served 
me incredibly well and worked incred- 
ibly hard on behalf of this Congress for 
all their work as well. 
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Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

I, too, would join with the gentleman 
from Massachusetts in enunciating our 
support of not only the staff members 
of the Rules Committee and for the 
hard work that they put in day in and 
day out and night in and night out but 
also would join in support of what the 
gentleman from Massachusetts said 
when he talked about our colleague 
MARTIN FROST. The gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. FROST) has served for 26 
years as a distinguished Member of not 
only the House of Representatives but 
also in his service to the people of the 
24th Congressional District of Texas. 
During that period of time the gen- 
tleman from Texas has distinguished 
himself as a person who would articu- 
late not only the position of the Demo- 
crat Party but also a position that was 
very successful in support of veterans 
all across this country and in many 
other issues that he so deeply believed 
in, including a major piece of legisla- 
tion which was known as the Amber 
Alert system for children who had been 
taken from their parents. 

Mr. Speaker, I include for printing in 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD a resolu- 
tion that was passed by the Rules Com- 
mittee last night, November 18, 2004: 

RESOLUTION OF THE HOUSE COMMITTEE ON 

RULES, NOVEMBER 18, 2004 

Whereas, Martin Frost has served the 
United States House of Representatives and 
the citizens of the United States with excel- 
lence since first elected to this body in 1978; 

Whereas, Martin Frost began developing 
his extensive political and legislative exper- 
tise as a reporter for Congressional Quar- 
terly, and then as a practicing attorney in 
the Dallas area, while honorably serving the 
country as a member of the United States 
Army Reserves; 

Whereas, Martin Frost has represented the 
constituents of the 24th district of Texas, 
serving the citizens of the Dallas and Fort 
Worth areas for 26 years in the House of Rep- 
resentatives with outstanding diligence and 
passion. He has taken on issues of impor- 
tance to the diverse population of his dis- 
trict, such as the active- and reserve-duty 
military, and Medicare, and has been an in- 
tegral figure in the creation of the nation- 
wide AMBER Alert system for missing chil- 
dren; 

Whereas, Martin Frost has utilized his sta- 
tus as the highest ranking Southern Demo- 
crat in the House, and as a senior member of 
the Texas delegation, to address concerns 
vital to his region, such as transportation 
issues, veterans affairs and youth violence; 

Whereas, Martin Frost has exemplified 
himself as a model of leadership of the 
Democratic Party in the House, serving in 
the capacity of chairman of the Democratic 
Congressional Campaign Committee, as well 
as chairman of the House Democratic Caucus 
during his career in Washington, proving 
himself to be an astute policy and political 
strategist; 

Whereas, the Committee on Rules has ben- 
efitted greatly by the service of Martin Frost 
since his appointment to the committee as a 
freshman in 1978, most recently through his 
leadership as Ranking Minority Member of 
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the Committee, acting as a sounding board 
for the Democratic delegation in advocating 
legislative priorities and providing his exten- 
sive knowledge of the House rules and prac- 
tices garnered from his 26 year service to the 
Committee to ensure success in fulfilling its 
jurisdictional duties; 

Whereas, the tenure of Martin Frost in this 
United States Congress has been character- 
ized by honesty, integrity, and a general 
willingness to work together with col- 
leagues, on a variety of important issues: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Committee on Rules, That its 
Members express their deep appreciation for 
the service Martin Frost has selflessly given 
to the country, our citizens, the House Rules 
Committee, and the United States House of 
Representatives, and wish him the best of 
luck and godspeed on all future endeavors. 
Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SESSIONS. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to thank the gentleman for his resolu- 
tion last night and for his words today. 
Mr. SESSIONS. I thank the gen- 
tleman for his comments, also, about 
our colleague from Texas (Mr. FROST). 
Mr. Speaker, we have also earlier 
thanked a number of people, the Mem- 
bers of Congress who were a part of 
making this bill, IDEA, successful. Cer- 
tainly we will have in a few minutes 
the opportunity to hear from Chairman 
BOEHNER once again and his colleague, 
the ranking member, GEORGE MILLER, 
from California. Both of these gen- 
tleman spent an incredible number of 
hours working together. We have heard 
obviously from the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. WOOLSEY). We will also 
hear from the gentleman from Dela- 
ware (Mr. CASTLE). 

But I think it is important that we 
also say that there have been a number 
of people who have worked behind the 
scenes to make this bill successful and 
they really come from both sides of 
this great hall, the Senate and the 
House. I would like to personally thank 
Connie Garner from the office of Sen- 
ator KENNEDY; David Cleary from the 
office of Chairman BOEHNER. David has 
worked tirelessly not only on behalf of 
these children but also doing town hall 
meetings to make sure that we got this 
right. Melanie Looney, who is also 
from Chairman BOEHNER’s office; Alex 
Nock, who is from Mr. MILLER’s office; 
Denzel McGuire from the office of Sen- 
ator JUDD GREGG. 

I would also like to thank from my 
staff Bobby Hillert and from the White 
House Elan Liang for their hard work 
to make sure that this document not 
only enunciated a better policy but 
also took in all the feedback from edu- 
cators, parents and students from 
across this country who wake up every 
day to make IDEA better. 

I do, too, encourage all my colleagues 
to support this bipartisan piece of leg- 
islation. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time, and I 
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move the previous question on the res- 
olution. 
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The previous question was ordered. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, pursu- 
ant to House Resolution 858, I call up 
the conference report on the bill (H.R. 
1850) to reauthorize the Individuals 
with Disabilities Education Act, and 
for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
LAHOOD). Pursuant to House Resolu- 
tion 858, the conference report is con- 
sidered as having been read. 

(For conference report and state- 
ment, see proceedings of the House of 
November 17, 2004, at page H9895.) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER) and 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
GEORGE MILLER) each will control 30 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER). 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re- 
marks on H.R. 1350. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio? 

'There was no objection. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong 
support of the H.R. 1350 conference re- 
port. Three years ago we began a proc- 
ess to strengthen and improve special 
education for the 6% million American 
students participating under the Indi- 
viduals with Disability Education Act. 
Today we have a final reform bill that 
will help us achieve that goal. The gen- 
tleman from Delaware (Mr. CASTLE), 
the chairman of the Subcommittee on 
Education Reform of my committee 
was the author of this bill that we 
passed in the House in April of 2003. I 
think he deserves great credit for his 
leadership throughout this process. He 
wrote a good bill and worked to ensure 
that these important reforms will be 
enacted in a bipartisan manner. The 
final bill we produced is closely aligned 
with the findings of President Bush's 
Commission on Excellence in Special 
Education, and with the bill that we 
passed in the House again in April of 
2003. 

We set out with one fundamental 
goal in mind, and that was to improve 
the educational results for students 
with disabilities. And I believe that we 
have accomplished that goal with the 
bill that we have before us today. 

We included important provisions to 
give parents more choices and greater 
control when it comes to their child's 
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education. We increased the focus on 
academic results and more closely 
aligned special education with the No 
Child Left Behind Act. The No Child 
Left Behind Act was the most sweeping 
Federal education reform in decades 
for students with disabilities. For the 
first time we ensured that States 
would include children with disabilities 
in their accountability systems. We 
made it clear that all children, and I 
mean all children, including those with 
disabilities, deserve a high-quality edu- 
cation. 

The bill before us today will build on 
No Child Left Behind. We are making 
sure the rules under IDEA helps special 
education teachers, parents, and stu- 
dents get the most out of that system 
instead of making it harder for them. 
To support teachers and schools, we in- 
cluded steps to reduce the crushing pa- 
perwork burden that is keeping teach- 
ers out of the classroom and in many 
cases driving teachers out of the pro- 
fession altogether. We also restore 
common sense to school discipline to 
keep schools safe for all students and 
hold students accountable for their ac- 
tions. Students will have the same pun- 
ishment for the same infraction unless 
the disciplinary problem is the direct 
result of à child's disability. 

We also give States and schools the 
clarity they have been seeking on what 
it means to be a highly qualified spe- 
cial education teacher. In No Child 
Left Behind we said that every child 
Shall learn from a highly qualified 
teacher and children in special ed are 
no exception. We added flexibility, 
though, for States and teachers to 
meet the highly qualified definition 
when it comes to special ed teachers, 
but we did not do anything to slow 
down the progress States are making 
in reaching that goal. We are going to 
cut down on costly and unnecessary 
litigation in special education, and we 
are going to hold attorneys liable for 
frivolous lawsuits. That is important 
because we need to restore a sense of 
trust between parents and schools. We 
want to encourage cooperation to do 
what is best for students and to get 
there we need to cut down on damaging 
lawsuits. 

Our bill also puts the Federal Gov- 
ernment on a 6-year glide path to 
reaching our original goal of funding 
up to 40 percent of the excess cost of 
educating students with special needs. 
And as we get closer to that goal, we 
are also going to give local commu- 
nities more control over how they 
Spend their own local dollars. And we 
are keeping special education funded 
through the discretionary appropria- 
tions process. 

I just want to take a moment to 
thank a number of people. As I men- 
tioned before, I want to thank the gen- 
tleman from Delaware (Mr. CASTLE) for 
his hard work. But we would not be 
here without the help of several other 
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people. The gentleman from California 
(Mr. GEORGE MILLER), while we had dis- 
agreements on the House-passed bill, 
we came together at this late hour of 
this session to do what our job is to do, 
and that is to reauthorize this law and 
to do it in such a way to bring a bipar- 
tisan product to the floor of the House 
today. 

But it would not have been possible 
without the help of the other body, and 
I have to thank the chairman of the 
Senate Committee on Health, Edu- 
cation, Labor & Pensions committee 
JUDD GREGG for his willingness to work 
with us and the ranking member of 
that committee, Senator TED KENNEDY. 
We had a small window of opportunity, 
and the gentleman from California (Mr. 
GEORGE MILLER) and I sat down with 
Senator GREGG and Senator KENNEDY 
and looked them in the eye and said we 
are going to be fair, we are going to do 
this right, and if we work together, we 
can in fact produce a strong bill, which 
we have. And we would not be here 
without the help of all of those people 
involved. 

I also want to thank some of my staff 
and others who have worked on this. 
David Cleary, without whose help we 
would not be here at all, period. He did 
a great job in guiding this process. 
Melanie Looney on my staff, and also I 
want to thank Sally Lovejoy, who 
heads up our education section; 
Krisann Pearce, who I referred to as 
the adult the other day. I should prob- 
ably refer to her as the calming, steady 
influence over some of my more hyper- 
active staff. And I want to thank Brad 
Thomas, who joined us just a couple of 
months ago and got thrown in into this 
process at the end. 

From the gentleman from Delaware’s 
(Mr. CASTLE) office, Sarah Rittling and 
from the gentleman from California’s 
(Mr. GEORGE MILLER) office I want to 
thank Alex Nock for his great work as 
well. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill is the next step 
in our effort to reform education in 
America, and I think it is going to 
make a real difference in the lives of 
millions of American students who are 
participating in special education. And 
as most of my colleagues know, I have 
gotten rather passionate about this. I 
am beginning to sound more like the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
GEORGE MILLER) than the gentleman 
from California (Mr. GEORGE MILLER) 
himself. But I do believe that all kids 
deserve a chance at a good education 
regardless of their color, regardless of 
where they grew up, or regardless if 
they may have a disability. And I 
think the bill that we have today does 
in fact move us in a direction to help 
more kids, especially special ed kids, 
to get a chance at good education. 

Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong support of the 
H.R. 1350 conference report. Three years ago 
we began a process to strengthen and im- 
prove special education for the six and a half 
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million American students participating under 
the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act. 
Today, we have a final reform bill that will help 
us achieve that goal. 

Representative CASTLE was the author of 
the bill we passed in the House in April of 
2003, and he deserves great credit for his 
leadership throughout the process. He wrote a 
good bill, and he worked to ensure these im- 
portant reforms will be enacted in a bipartisan 
manner. 

The final bill we produced is closely aligned 
with the findings of President Bush’s Commis- 
sion on Excellence in Special Education, and 
with the bill we passed in the House in April 
of 2003. We set out with one fundamental 
goal in mind: to improve educational results 
for students with disabilities. | believe this bill 
will accomplish that goal. 

We included important provisions to give 
parents more choices and greater control 
when it comes to their children’s education. 
We increased the focus on academic results, 
and more closely aligned special education 
with the No Child Left Behind Act. 

The No Child Left Behind Act was the most 
sweeping Federal education reform in dec- 
ades for students with disabilities. For the first 
time, we ensured States would include chil- 
dren with disabilities in their accountability sys- 
tems. We made it clear that all children, in- 
cluding children with disabilities, deserve a 
high quality education. 

The bill before us today will build on NCLB. 
We’re making sure the rules under IDEA help 
special education teachers and parents get 
the most out of that system, instead of making 
it harder for them. 

To support teachers and schools, we іп- 
cluded steps to reduce the crushing paper- 
work burden that is keeping teachers out of 
the classroom. We also restored common 
sense to school discipline to keep schools 
safe for all students, and hold students ac- 
countable for their actions. Students will have 
the same punishment for the same infraction, 
unless the discipline problem is the direct re- 
sult of a child’s disability. 

We also give States and schools the clarity 
they have been seeking on what it means to 
be a highly qualified special education teach- 
er. In No Child Left Behind, we said every 
child should learn from а highly qualified 
teacher. Children in special education are no 
exception. We added flexibility for States and 
teachers to meet the highly qualified definition, 
but we didn’t do anything to slow down the 
progress States are making to reach that goal. 

Мете going to cut down on costly and un- 
necessary litigation in special education, and 
we’re going to hold attorneys liable for frivo- 
lous lawsuits. That's important, because we 
need to restore a sense of trust between par- 
ents and schools. We want to encourage co- 
operation to do what is best for students. To 
get there, we need to cut down on damaging 
lawsuits. 

| also want to point out one oversight. A 
sentence in the Statement of Managers’ lan- 
guage of the Conference Report that provided 
the explanation for the attorneys’ fees lan- 
guage was inadvertently left out. By adding at 
Note 231 sections detailing the limited cir- 
cumstances in which LEAs and SEAs can re- 
cover attorneys' fees, specifically Sections 
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615(1(3)(В)(1)(11) and (111), the Conferees in- 
tend to codify the standards set forth in 
Christiansburg Garment Co. v. EEOC, 434 
U.S. 412 (1978). According to Christiansburg, 
attorneys' fees may only be awarded to de- 
fendants in civil rights cases where the plain- 
tiffs claims are frivolous, without foundation or 
brought in bad faith. 

Our bill also puts the Federal government 
on a 6-year glide path to reaching our original 
funding goal of up to 40 percent of the excess 
cost of educating students with disabilities. As 
we get closer to that goal, we're also going to 
give local communities more control over how 
they spend their own, local dollars. And we're 
keeping special education funded through the 
discretionary appropriations process. 

l'd like to take a moment to thank members 
of the staff who have been so instrumental in 
producing this great bill. With my staff, I’d like 
to thank David Cleary and Melanie Looney, 
who did a remarkable job crafting this bill and 
negotiating the final conference report. Га also 
like to thank Sally Lovejoy, Krisann Pearce, 
and Brad Thomas. From Representative CAs- 
TLE's office Га like to thank Sarah Rittling, and 
from Representative MILLER's office Га like to 
thank Alex Nock. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill is the next step in our 
effort to reform education in America. It will 
make a real difference in the lives of millions 
of American students participating in special 
education. | urge my colleagues to join me in 
supporting this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, with the No Child Left Behind 
Act, we made a commitment to America's stu- 
dents, parents, and schools. We said that 
every child in America deserves a high quality 
education, and no child should be left behind. 

| think that commitment was particularly im- 
portant to students with disabilities. For too 
many years, these students have been al- 
lowed to fall between the cracks. Many States 
excluded them from accountability systems, 
wrongly assuming these children can't learn. 

They can learn, and they should. They de- 
serve the same high quality education as the 
rest of this Nation's students. They deserve 
the same high quality teachers, and the same 
focus on their academic results. 

H.R. 1350 fulfills that vision. It says that 
special education is important. It makes clear 
that we must focus on breaking down bu- 
reaucracy and building up results. This is an 
important bill for students participating in spe- 
cial education, and | urge my colleagues to 
support it. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to begin my re- 
marks by also thanking people because 
Ithink many people are surprised, my- 
Self included, that we are here today. 

This has been a rather toxic season 
in the political arena and in this Con- 
gress. There is not a lot of evidence 
that there is a lot of bipartisan action 
taking place in the Congress of the 
United States. But in this committee 
on this subject we were able to work 
through all of those environmental 
concerns about the atmosphere and ar- 
rive at legislation that is going to be 
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very good for those children with spe- 
cial needs. 

And I want to thank the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER), our chair- 
man, for all of his time, his effort, his 
political skill within his caucus and I 
think within my caucus, too, to get us 
to this point. And to the gentleman 
from Delaware (Mr. CASTLE), who, as 
we all know, is absolutely committed 
to getting good legislation on the 
books, to write good law, and to do it 
on behalf of our Nation’s school chil- 
dren to see that they get a good oppor- 
tunity at the education that should be 
offered to them. 

I want to thank Senator TED KEN- 
NEDY and Senator JUDD GREGG for their 
cooperation in deciding even before the 
election that we would take a shot at 
getting this passed before this session 
closed down, and we were able to do it. 
I also want to thank the gentlewoman 
from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) on our 
side, who managed this legislation for 
the minority, who took it from the 
early days when it was clearly very 
confrontational, to smoothing out 
some of the rough spots and finally 
helping us arrive at the compromised 
positions that maintain the integrity 
of IDEA, to also improve IDEA and 
make sure that our commitment to 
these young children and their edu- 
cational opportunities are clear as a 
matter of Federal law. 

I want to thank the staff on our side, 
Alex Nock and Alice Cain, Ruth Fried- 
man and Lloyd Hoowich, for all of their 
help. This was long hours by the staff. 
And on the Republican side, David 
Cleary, Sally Lovejoy, Melanie Looney, 
Krisann Pearce for all of their help in 
working with people on the Democratic 
side. And on the Senate Republican 
side, Denzel McGuire, Bill Lucia; Sen- 
ate Democrats Connie Garner, Roberto 
Rodriguez, and Michael Yudin for their 
help. 

This would not have been done had 
these people not been able to come to- 
gether and work their way through 
bills that were different in many ways. 
But the fact of the matter was it did 
happen, and I think the children with 
special needs who need this law are 
going to be well served, as are their 
parents, as are their schools, and as are 
their teachers. 

I have a special connection to this 
law because I was in Congress and 
served as one of the original authors of 
this law when it was first passed in 
1974. And in 1974 when we surveyed the 
Nation’s schools and the State systems 
of school, we found that children were, 
on an ordinary basis, on a regular 
basis, excluded from the classrooms of 
this Nation. They were put into base- 
ments. They were put into segregated 
schools. They were put into separate 
classrooms. They were not allowed to 
come into classrooms if they were in a 
wheelchair, if they needed assistance 
for their physical disabilities; and a 
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dramatic percentage of minority stu- 
dents, were labeled as retarded, were 
labeled as having an inability to take 
advantage of an education in numbers 
that defied any statistical under- 
standing that any population would be 
labeled in that fashion. 

Hundreds of thousands of children 
mislabeled and therefore not allowed 
to go to the schools of this Nation. And 
at that time we passed the Education 
for all Handicapped Children, as it was 
called in those days. And from that 
time forward, this law has become one 
of the basic civil rights laws of this Na- 
tion for those children with special 
needs, for their families, and for those 
schools, recognizing the commitment 
that this Congress made to these chil- 
dren and their families, that they 
would get a free and appropriate edu- 
cation in the least restrictive environ- 
ment to make sure that, where pos- 
sible, these children would be in the 
mainstream classrooms of our Nation’s 
schools. They would be able to partici- 
pate with their peers on a regular 
basis. They would be able to enjoy the 
benefits of that educational oppor- 
tunity, that no longer by simple reason 
of their special needs would they be 
segregated, no longer by reason of their 
special needs would they be discrimi- 
nated against. 

This has not been a smooth road to 
make sure that these children would 
have educational opportunity and have 
access to that free and appropriate edu- 
cation in the least restrictive environ- 
ment. It has been a struggle. It has 
been a struggle for our school districts. 
It has been a struggle for our tax- 
payers. It has been a struggle for the 
families of these children. 

But each and every time we have 
made progress, and we do so again with 
this legislation. We make sure that 
they will, in fact, have qualified teach- 
ers. But we make sure that we do not 
drive the teachers from the teaching 
field by the law that we have passed 
here. We have provided that kind of 
flexibility so we can have the best of 
both worlds. 
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We can have qualified teachers, and 
we can make it workable for those 
teachers and for the school districts. 
We make sure that those children who 
might act out in class, who might be a 
discipline problem can be separated 
from the general population if they are 
a danger, but we also make sure that 
we do not discontinue their edu- 
cational opportunities in that separate 
setting, however restrictive it might 
be. And there is à process for doing 
that, both to protect that child, to pro- 
tect their educational opportunity, and 
to protect the general school popu- 
lation, a very important change. 

We make sure that, while trying to 
enforce this law, that we make every 
effort to make sure that the child has 
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access to a workable, individualized 
education plan. But we also want to 
make sure that, in the enforcement of 
those efforts, we do not engage in frivo- 
lous lawsuits, we do not engage in try- 
ing to extort the school district into 
positions. So we make sure that you 
can have access to those programs, but 
you do not get to take advantage of the 
taxpayers and the efforts that are 
being made. 

From 1974 onward, I have had hun- 
dreds and hundreds of parents who 
have come to me and said, or written 
to me from all over the country, that, 
but for this law, my child would not 
have gotten an education; but for this 
law, my child would not have been able 
to be in the public schools. Some of 
those were long letters of the detailed 
effort by parents, taking months and 
thousands of dollars, to challenge the 
right of their child to be in an edu- 
cational setting, along with the rest of 
the schoolchildren in this Nation. 

But it is this law that made it pos- 
sible, and it is law that we extend with 
this reauthorization. It is this law that 
we extend the civil rights protections 
of our Constitution to the Nation’s 
schoolchildren, to those children with 
special needs, and it is this law that 
gives their parents a voice and a say in 
the direction of their education. It is 
this law that makes sure that the edu- 
cational establishments of this country 
respond to those needs. And it is this 
law that tries to provide the means to 
work that out by offering alternative 
dispute resolution, by offering medi- 
ation, by offering a means by which 
parents and teachers and school per- 
sonnel can sit down together and, at 
the end of that day, that child will 
have a chance at that educational op- 
portunity, and the district will be in a 
position to provide it. 

But there is something that is still 
lacking in this law, and that is the 
funding of this legislation. This is the 
funding of this legislation. Back in 
1974, we said we would pick up 40 per- 
cent of the excess cost of the education 
of these children, and we have not done 
it. We have not done it as Democrats. 
We have not done it as Republicans. In 
the last few years, we have made a 
rather substantial march on that ef- 
fort, but we still never get there under 
the budget. 

Yet we have Members of Congress 
voting for full funding and mandatory 
funding of special education. We have 
Members signing letters to the Presi- 
dent asking for full funding of special 
education. We have votes in the Sen- 
ate, a majority, bipartisan votes de- 
manding full funding for special edu- 
cation. But somehow we can never get 
there. And even in this legislation, I 
am glad to see that we have laid out a 
roadmap for over the next 7 years, I be- 
lieve it is, we will arrive at full fund- 
ing. 

But I am worried that later tonight, 
as we pass an omnibus appropriations 
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bill, we will not even meet the target 
in this legislation before the ink is dry 
or even before the President has signed 
it. 

The President said he has not fully 
funded No Child Left Behind because he 
did not read the bill. I want the Presi- 
dent to read this bill, because the com- 
pact with these parents and with this 
Congress is that we are going to reach 
full funding in 7 years. And if we do 
not, if we do not, the full educational 
opportunity for these students and for 
the other students is not going to be 
realized because the funding is not fol- 
lowing this legislation. It is very im- 
portant that that happen and that we 
start to keep our commitments on spe- 
cial education, that we start to keep 
our commitments on No Child Left Be- 
hind. 

It is not enough, and we cannot con- 
tinue the practice. We did it when we 
were in control. It is not enough to put 
figures into authorizations and tell 
people that is the law, that is what we 
have done, and then look behind and 
say we never intended to do that. We 
should say what we mean, and we 
should mean what we say. If we cannot 
do it in 7 years, then tell the public 
when we are going to do it. But this is 
the statement of the Congress that we 
will reach full funding in those 7 years, 
and I think that is most important. 

Mr. Speaker, I include for the 
RECORD an editorial from this morn- 
ing’s Washington Post. 

[From the Washington Post, Nov. 19, 2004] 

MAKING PROGRESS 

It is a rare piece of legislation nowadays 
that makes it through the House and the 
Senate, let alone a House-Senate conference, 
without ill will, partisan shouting and layers 
of added pork. For that reason alone, the In- 
dividuals With Disabilities Education Im- 
provement Act, now heading toward the 
House and Senate floors, deserve a moment’s 
attention. From the beginning, Republicans, 
Democrats and advocates were all part of the 
debate about this law, which reauthorizes 
the federal rules and funding for special edu- 
cation. Staffers for Sen. Judd Gregg (R- 
N.H.), chairman of the Senate education 
committee, as well as those working for Sen. 
Edward M. Kennedy (Mass.) the ranking 
Democratic member, also solicited the opin- 
ions of outsiders who were not part or orga- 
nized groups, to better understand the real 
problems faced by students, parents and 
teachers. Congressional offices on the House 
side, notably those of Reps. John A. Boehner 
(R-Ohio) and George Miller (D-Calif.), did 
the same. 

The result is a law that doesn't address 
every problem with special education but 
that does grapple with some of the tougher 
ones. Unlike most education bills, this one 
involves civil rights issues, namely the right 
of disabled students to receive appropriate, 
free education, just like other children. 
While reinforcing this principle, the law also 
addresses, for example, the contentious ques- 
tion of whether schools can discipline or 
expel unruly students with disabilities: they 
can, but only after an appropriate process 
and only if they ensure that the special serv- 
ices the child was receiving are not discon- 
tinued. 
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While attitudes cannot be legislated, the 
law also tries to reduce some of the adver- 
sarial tension that has built up between 
schools and parents in recent years by reduc- 
ing paperwork, by providing alternatives to 
litigation and by eliminating some of the 
more trivial bureaucratic requirements. The 
law also brings special education in line with 
the requirements of the No Child Left Behind 
Act, establishing the qualifications required 
for special education teachers, providing 
funding for teachers to get those qualifica- 
tions if they don't have them already and 
taking some steps toward establishing alter- 
natives to assess the progress of disabled 
children. 

Ultimately, the test for Congress is not 
whether this bill finally becomes law, which 
seems likely, but whether the goodwill sur- 
rounding it continues. The special education 
debate is not over, nor should it be. It is le- 
gitimate to ask about the costs of this law, 
both in terms of time and money; equally, it 
is legitimate to ask whether schools comply 
with it because they genuinely believe that 
special education is worthwhile or because 
they have to. The answers to both questions 
will affect the quality of the education all 
children receive. As different lessons are 
learned about what works best, for disabled 
children and for schools, legislators will need 
to keep the law flexible, and their naturally 
partisan tempers under control. 

Mr. Speaker, | want to thank my colleagues 
on the committee—the gentleman from Dela- 
ware, the gentlewoman from California, and 
the gentleman from Ohio—for all of their hard 
work on this legislation and their genuine ef- 
forts to make this a bipartisan bill. 

IDEA is a program that is very important to 
me personally. | was one of the original au- 
thors of the legislation in 1975 that made an 
historic commitment to the special needs chil- 
dren of the country—and their parents—to as- 
sure them the opportunity for a public edu- 
cation that would allow them to take full ad- 
vantage of their gifts and have a full oppor- 
tunity to participate in American society. 

In opposed the IDEA bill passed by the 
House last year because | believed it under- 
mined that bond between Congress and the 
special needs community. For me and for mil- 
lions of American families, IDEA is more than 
an education law; it is a pact that never again 
will we abandon special needs children and 
cut them off from the educational services 
they need and deserve. 

While | voted against the House version of 
the bill, | am pleased that the conference com- 
mittee reversed many of the House positions 
opposed by longtime supporters of IDEA. 

As a result, | support the conference report 
before us today because it maintains the basic 
civil rights of children with disabilities and their 
families. | am hopeful that our changes will im- 
prove their quality and access to a free and 
appropriate education. 

One of the most important decisions we had 
to make in conference was whether or not 
children could be, in effect, punished because 
of their disability. | am very pleased that we 
took the necessary steps to ensure that chil- 
dren cannot be unfairly punished. 

We had the good sense to include one of 
the most important provisions in current law: 
The manifestation determination requirement 
that school districts consider whether a child's 
behavior was the result of their disability when 
considering disciplinary action. 
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It is only fair to consider whether the child 
could control their behavior and whether they 
could understand the consequences of their 
behavior. These questions are clearly relevant 
and | am pleased that they will continue to be 
treated as relevant. 

Our agreement also ensures that children 
who are subject to discipline cannot be put in 
alternative placements for unlimited periods of 
time and that, if suspended, they will continue 
to receive educational services. These meas- 
ures will help these children continue on the 
path toward graduation rather than dropping 
out—and provide for the safety of other chil- 
dren and school personnel. 

Let me also mention two improvements to 
current law that | believe are particularly bene- 
ficial. First, | am pleased that the conference 
report addresses long-standing problems with 
IDEA monitoring and enforcement. The De- 
partment of Education is required to monitor 
key IDEA issues. 

These issues include making sure States 
educate children in the least restrictive envi- 
ronment and take steps to prevent minority 
students, from being disproportionately identi- 
fied, as is too often the case. Once identified, 
these children are more likely to be placed in 
lower quality, substantially segregated environ- 
ments and are more likely to be suspended or 
expelled. 

When a State is out of compliance for two 
years, our agreement requires the Secretary 
to take an enforcement action. 

These changes give the Department of Edu- 
cation the means to both identify problems 
and the authority and tools necessary to help 
solve them through a range of options, includ- 
ing advice, technical assistance, and support. 

Second, | support the improved outreach 
and services for children who—through no 
fault of their own—move and change schools 
frequently. It is only right that we take steps 
that protect the 500,000 children in foster care 
and the 1.3 million children who experience 
homelessness each year. 

Children who are homeless suffer from dis- 
abilities nearly four times more than children 
who are from stable homes, but they have 
great difficulty accessing special education 
services. Even when they have Individualized 
Education Plans, their IEPs often have not 
moved with them and the process must start 
over. 

After months without adequate services, a 
child may regress so far that she or he can 
lost a whole school year. Our agreement im- 
proves coordination between schools and en- 
sures that the child's IEP must transfer with 
them and be used until the new school district 
and parent can develop a new IEP. 

Despite these important improvements, a 
fundamental problem continues to jeopardize 
all of our best efforts. Congress continues to 
ignore our 30-year old pledge to fully fund this 
law. 

When we originally passed it in 1975, we 
made a simple promise: The Federal govern- 
ment would provide states with 40 percent of 
the total costs of special education—not 100 
percent—just 40 percent. But we have never 
fulfilled our promise. As of today, we are pro- 
viding nearly 20 percent of special education 
costs—less than half of what we promised 
three decades ago. 
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Our conference report tries to help. I’m 
pleased that it recommits Congress to pro- 
viding States with the full 40 percent by laying 
our authorization levels each year that would 
allow us to meet the goal by the year 2011. 

Obviously, this is not as soon as | would like 
or our children need, but at least it is a blue- 
print for getting us there. But the blueprint in- 
volves substantial increases each year, includ- 
ing this year—and | am dismayed that this 
year’s increase may already be in jeopardy. 

We must mean what we say and say what 
we mean—it’s time to put our money where 
our mouth is and appropriate these funds 
once and for all. 

| urge all of my colleagues, especially those 
on the appropriations committee, to make this 
a top priority. What could possibly be a better 
investment in our country than helping our 
children develop and grow to their full poten- 
tial? 

We have just gone through the experience 
of No Child Left Behind where the President 
and Congress promised to fund the new law 
at levels that were necessary to ensure 
schools would be able to meet the new goals. 
And before the ink was dry on that law the 
president broke his promise on funding. Now 
we are $27 billion in the red on our commit- 
ment to No Child Left Behind and America’s 
public schools. 

As Members vote to approve this con- 
ference report, and | hope they do, we must 
be prepared to stand by the commitment this 
bill makes to properly fund special education. 

The bottom line for me is to ensure that all 
children—including all children with disabil- 
ities—have access to public education that 
propels them toward participation in American 
society to the fullest extent possible. | believe 
that this conference agreement moves us in 
that direction, and | am pleased to support it. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 5 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Delaware (Mr. CASTLE), 
the chairman of the Subcommittee on 
Education Reform and the author of 
the bill that we have before us who has 
done a great job. 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me this 
time. 

Let me just say, Mr. Speaker, that I 
think without the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER'S) patience and will 
to continue to deal with what was a 
tough issue and tough politics perhaps 
in the beginning, we probably would 
not be here today. I would just like to 
thank him for that. I think he has just 
done an incredible job. 

I stood at à press conference after we 
did the conference a couple days ago, 
and I looked at the cast of people who 
were there, including the gentleman 
from California (Mr. GEORGE MILLER) 
who just spoke, and Senator KENNEDY 
and Senator GREGG and the gentleman 
from Ohio (Chairman BOEHNER), and I 
realized that it was an unlikely group 
to come together in terms of being 
very liberal, very strong, and very con- 
servative and very strong. But I also 
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realized that every single one of those 
individuals had the interests of chil- 
dren at heart, which is hopefully what 
we have done in this legislation and 
hopefully what we have captured in 
this legislation. 

I would just like to thank everybody 
that had anything to do with that: 
Members of Congress, a lot of whom 
were personally involved with this; all 
of the staff people who worked on this 
on both sides and in both Chambers 
who did à wonderful job, particularly 
in my case Sarah Rittling on my staff 
did an extraordinary job. The gentle- 
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
was opposed to this initially, and we 
were able to resolve those differences. 
She and I have had some good fortune 
this year, the nutrition bill and this, 
and some other things, and I think we 
are both proud of our achievements, 
even though we have our differences 
from time to time. I cannot thank ev- 
erybody enough. 

Obviously, I rise in support of this 
legislation. We have been waiting a 
long time to get to this point, and 
today marks an important day for the 
millions of children with disabilities. 
As a sponsor of H.R. 1850, I have been 
deeply involved over the past 3 years in 
working to find à balanced approach to 
ensure children with disabilities re- 
ceive the services they deserve to help 
them reach their potential and succeed 
in school. All of us have listened to 
thousands of parents and educators 
about what we can do to make the sys- 
tem better for the children. The result- 
ing bill represents delicately crafted, 
bipartisan language that will ensure 
children with special needs receive the 
high-quality education they deserve. 

For too many years, children with 
disabilities were simply denied access 
to public education. However, with the 
passage of the Education of All Handi- 
capped Children Act in 1975, the doors 
of educational opportunity were 
opened. Today, more than ever, stu- 
dents with disabilities have an oppor- 
tunity to accomplish their goals. 

According to the Department of Edu- 
cation, about 6.6 million students cur- 
rently participate in these programs in 
Schools across the Nation. Of those, al- 
most 50 percent of students with dis- 
abilities spend 80 percent or more of 
their day in regular education class- 
rooms. 

Tremendous strides have been made, 
and today we will be giving students, 
parents, and educators the tools to do 
even more, as I always believe we can 
do better. Now, more than ever, in the 
spirit of No Child Left Behind, we must 
make sure that children with disabil- 
ities are given access to an education 
that maximizes their unique abilities 
and gives them the tools to be success- 
ful, productive members of our commu- 
nities. 

The Improving Education Results for 
Children With Disabilities Act aims to 
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improve current law by focusing on im- 
proved education results, reducing the 
paperwork burden for special education 
teachers, reducing litigation, and re- 
storing trust between parents and 
school districts, and focusing on moni- 
toring and enforcement of the law. I 
know my colleagues in the Senate 
share many of these goals, and our 
final conference agreement surely re- 
flects our shared desire to strengthen 
special education through these com- 
mon sense approaches. 

Today I would like to pay particular 
attention to reforms іп H.R. 1350 that 
will focus on academic progress and ef- 
forts to reduce over-identification. One 
of the great benefits of the No Child 
Left Behind Act is that we have raised 
expectations that will hold school dis- 
tricts accountable for the annual 
progress of all of their students, includ- 
ing students with disabilities. 

Although we have made great 
progress in including students with dis- 
abilities in the regular classroom, we 
now must make equally great progress 
in ensuring that they receive a quality 
education in the regular classroom. We 
have therefore carefully aligned IDEA 
with No Child Left Behind to ensure 
students with disabilities are included 
in the accountability system of States 
and school districts. 

Furthermore, H.R. 1350 includes re- 
forms that would reduce the number of 
students that are misidentified or over- 
represented in special education pro- 
grams. Minorities are often signifi- 
cantly overrepresented in special edu- 
cation programs. In fact, African 
Americans are nearly three times more 
likely to be labeled as mentally re- 
tarded and almost twice as likely to be 
labeled emotionally disturbed. Current 
methods of identifying children with 
disabilities lack validity or reliability. 
As a result, thousands of children are 
inappropriately identified every year, 
while many others are not identified 
early enough or at all. We have, there- 
fore, reformed the manner in which 
children are identified. 

As recommended by the President’s 
Commission on Excellence in Special 
Education, H.R. 1850 provides local 
school districts flexibility to use funds 
for early intervention services for stu- 
dents before they are identified as 
needing special education. Currently, 
too many children with reading prob- 
lems are identified as learning disabled 
and placed in special education classes. 

Today is an exciting day for the spe- 
cial needs of our children, and I would 
urge all of us to support H.R. 1350. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to control the time 
of the gentleman from California (Mr. 
MILLER). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
LAHOOD). Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the gentlewoman from Cali- 
fornia? 

There was no objection. 
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Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the 
conference report on H.R. 1350, the In- 
dividuals with Disabilities Education 
Improvement Act of 2004. I did not sup- 
port this bill when it first passed out of 
the committee, and I did not support it 
when it passed out of the House. But 
now I believe it is an example of what 
we can achieve when we set aside our 
political differences and work together 
in our children’s best interests. 

For that, I thank my conference 
chairman, the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. BOEHNER); our ranking member, 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
MILLER); the chairman of my sub- 
committee, the gentleman from Dela- 
ware (Mr. CASTLE); and the conferees 
from both Houses. I echo the thanks of 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
MILLER) to every one of our staff who 
have worked so hard. There is not one 
of us who does not know and believe 
that, without them, we would not be 
here today. 

But I would also like to thank an- 
other group, and that is my Sub- 
committee on Education Reform deal- 
ing with special education. Because my 
Democratic members of the sub- 
committee, the gentlewoman from 
California (Mrs. DAVIS), the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. DANNY DAVIS), the 
gentleman from Hawaii (Mr. CASE), the 
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
GRIJALVA), the gentleman from Wis- 
consin (Mr. KIND), the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH), the gentleman 
from Maryland (Mr. VAN HOLLEN), and 
the gentlewoman from Georgia (Ms. 
MAJETTE), they were my backbone. 
They came to every single hearing. 
They participated. They were at every 
markup. They had their additions and 
their changes, and they were always 
keeping me and the subcommittee and 
the committee in general aware that 
children are our number one interest, 
not politics. 

I believe that the process we followed 
here in the House and then with the 
conference can become and must be- 
come the standard for the next Con- 
gress. Imagine: A Congress that puts 
children before politics. 

I also want to thank the countless 
Students, parents, teachers, school ad- 
ministrators, and others who advocate 
for children with disabilities, because 
that is the group that makes sure that 
we understood how IDEA works for 
them, the people who are affected day 
in and day out by what we are doing 
today. 

In this bill, we have protected the 
right of a child with a disability not to 
be punished for conduct she cannot 
control because of her disability. That 
does not mean that we are going to 
give kids with disabilities a free pass to 
misbehave. What it means is that we 
are going to make sure they get the 
support they need so that they can be 
fully engaged in learning. 
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We have also protected the rights of 
parents to play an active and effective 
role in their children's education. Now, 
some people might think that those 
particular provisions pit kids with dis- 
abilities and their parents against 
Schools and teachers. I do not. I know 
that schools and teachers are com- 
mitted to educating all children and 
that they believe this bill will help 
them do just that. I believe it will do 
just that, also. 

For example, we have provided flexi- 
bility to ensure that children with dis- 
abilities will be taught by highly-quali- 
fied teachers. We have provided new 
opportunities for parents and schools 
to work out their concerns without 
having to file complaints. We have pro- 
vided greater flexibility for parents 
and schools to change a child's individ- 
ualized education program without 
every member of the child's IDP team 
having to meet and to meet by tele- 
phone or other alternative means, if 
the parent and the school agree. 
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And I am especially pleased that 
there is another way this bill will help 
Schools and that is because we have in- 
cluded bipartisan language that I de- 
veloped along with my colleague, the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
MCKEON). The language makes it clear 
that Federal funds for IDEA go to 
Schools to use for special education, 
not for States to use to get out of pay- 
ing for their required funding or not for 
States to use to solve their general 
budget problems. That is something 
that my home State of California has 
been doing, and according to the Amer- 
ican Association of School Administra- 
tors, this practice cost California and 
their schools $120 million in the year 
2008 alone. I am going to keep working 
to see that Congress's intent to stop it 
is enforced. 

I am also going to keep working to 
see that Congress keeps its promise to 
fully fund our commitments to IDEA. I 
am disappointed again that this bill 
does not require full funding of IDEA 
now. I know it does over 7 years. I want 
it now, even though virtually every 
single member of Congress routinely 
says that they support full funding. 
But I am pleased to support this report 
because I think it is good for parents, 
teachers, schools, but most impor- 
tantly because it will help students 
with disabilities and special needs 
reach their potential. 

I look forward to continuing to work 
with my colleagues to improve edu- 
cational opportunities for all of our 
children and to ensure that the funding 
required to achieve these goals will be 
eventually and immediately put into 
place. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Florida 
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(Mr. KELLER), one of our conferees 
working this bill out between the 
House and Senate and someone who 
has worked on this since he came to 
Congress. 

Mr. KELLER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me time. 
Mr. Speaker, I support this legisla- 
tion because special education funding, 
teacher quality, and school safety will 
all go up while unnecessary paperwork 
requirements and frivolous lawsuits 
will go down. This is a good bill, and it 
deserves our support. 

Mr. Speaker, as the only Member of 
Congress from Florida who serves on 
the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce and as one of only five 
House Republicans to serve on the 
IDEA Conference Committee, I wanted 
to learn firsthand about the key issues 
impacting our special education stu- 
dents. So I helped teach an elementary 
school education class in Orlando, 
Florida. I also met with high school 
special education teachers. And I in- 
vited the leading special education ex- 
pert from my hometown, Orange Coun- 
ty Public School System, Harriet 
Brown, to come and testify before Con- 
gress. 

From this experience I learned three 
important things. First, I learned that 
special education teachers are forced 
to spend up to 2 hours a day com- 
pleting paperwork instead of teaching. 

Second, I learned that much of this 
paperwork is defensive in nature be- 
cause of the fear and threat of frivolous 
lawsuits. 

Third, I learned that there was a stu- 
dent who jeopardized the safety of a 
middle school in Orlando by bringing a 
gun to school, yet he could not be ex- 
pelled for 1 year, which is the normal 
penalty, because he was an “ехсер- 
tional education’’ student even though 
his disability had nothing to do with 
bringing the firearm to school. 

I am pleased to say that all three of 
these problems have been fixed in this 
legislation. First, the paperwork reduc- 
tion legislation I authored is specifi- 
cally included in this bill. As a result, 
the Secretary of Education will now 
develop model forms which will 
streamline and reduce the paperwork 
volume, and 15 States will be free of 
various paperwork requirements under 
a new pilot program. 

Second, to reduce lawsuits, attor- 
neys’ fees will now be awarded to the 
prevailing party, and if a lawsuit is de- 
termined to be frivolous, the lawyer 
that filed that suit will personally be 
responsible for paying the other side’s 
costs. There will be a 2-year statute of 
limitations. 

Third, a student who brings a gun to 
school can now be expelled for up to 1 
year under the Gun Free Schools Act if 
his behavior was not directly caused by 
the disability. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, our investment 
in special education is now at the high- 
est level in the history of the United 


November 19, 2004 


States. From 1995 until today, Congress 
has increased special education funding 
from $2.3 billion to $11.1 billion. That is 
an increase of $8.8 billion, or 383 per- 
cent. 

Mr. Speaker, this legislation will 
dramatically improve the lives of dis- 
abled children in Orlando, Florida, and 
all across this Nation. I urge my col- 
leagues to vote “уез.” 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. KILDEE) 
who was head of this subcommittee 
when we first started talking about re- 
authorizing IDEA. 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentlewoman for yielding me time. 
I also thank her for her excellent and 
her tireless work on this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the 
conference report. This legislation is a 
remarkable improvement over the 
House bill and deserves the support of 
us today. The bill represents à good 
compromise reflecting the views of 
Schools, disability advocates and, most 
importantly, parents. 

The bill protects the civil rights of 
children with disabilities in critical 
areas. The bill ensures compliance with 
IDEA’s key provisions through a strong 
monitoring and enforcement system. 

This system will lead States to fix 
problems before children with disabil- 
ities fail to receive a free appropriate 
public education. 

This bill also makes IDEA work for 
all stakeholders: students, parents, 
teachers, school administrators, and 
School districts. First, the legislation 
provides new opportunities for parents 
and schools to address concerns before 
the need to file à lawsuit arises. 

Second, the bill increases parental 
involvement in IEP meetings by allow- 
ing the use of teleconferencing, video 
conferencing, and other alternative 
means of participation. 

Third, the legislation requires initial 
evaluations to occur within 60 days of 
referral, ensuring that children get the 
help they need. The conference report 
also provides fiscal relief for school dis- 
tricts. The bill allows school districts 
which are in compliance with IDEA to 
replace a portion of their local expendi- 
tures with Federal funding. 

This will allow school districts to 
begin to realize the promise we made 30 
years ago to provide the Federal share 
of special education costs. Most impor- 
tantly, Mr. Speaker, the bill also im- 
proves discipline and ensures the safety 
of disabled and nondisabled children 
alike. 

The bill requires schools to deter- 
mine if a child’s behavior was the re- 
sult of their disability or poor imple- 
mentation of their ТЕР when consid- 
ering a disciplinary action. In addition, 
the bill prevents schools from placing 
children with disabilities in alternative 
placements for unlimited periods of 
time. 
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Despite its positive aspects, Mr. 
Speaker, the main failure of this legis- 
lation is that it does not immediately 
meet the promise of full funding of 
IDEA. We made this promise nearly 30 
years ago and have consistently failed 
to meet it. 

Soon we will have an appropriations 
bill on this floor, hopefully today, that 
will not even meet the levels we have 
authorized in this bill. While I support 
this conference report, we need to do a 
better job of living up to our promises. 
This bill puts us on that path; and I 
therefore urge that we pass it. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Michi- 
gan (Mr. EHLERS), a member of the 
committee, a conferee, and one who 
feels passionately about this issue. 

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me time. I 
rise today in strong support of the In- 
dividuals With Disabilities Education 
Improvement Act conference report. 

This excellent bipartisan agreement 
is a win for parents, teachers, schools 
and, most importantly, students with 
disabilities. I was pleased to be a part 
of the conference committee and would 
like to thank the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. BOEHNER); the subcommittee 
chairman, the gentleman from Dela- 
ware (Mr. CASTLE); and the ranking 
member, the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia (Mr. GEORGE MILLER), for their 
dedicated work in producing this bipar- 
tisan conference report. I particularly 
congratulate the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. BOEHNER) for his excellent work 
on No Child Left Behind and also on 
this bill. 

This bill sets in motion important re- 
forms that will help schools, parents, 
and teachers ensure that all students 
with disabilities receive a quality edu- 
cation. First, the conference report 
gives local schools more flexibility and 
greater financial control over special 
education funding. Although Congress 
has increased funding for special edu- 
cation by almost 400 percent in the 
past 10 years, bringing annual funding 
to $11.1 billion, the Federal Govern- 
ment is not yet meeting its goal of 
paying 40 percent of special education 
costs. 

I am pleased that this bill puts us on 
the track to do that. Taxpayers within 
my district and throughout the Nation 
have had to make up the cost dif- 
ference. Last year, voters in my dis- 
trict approved a special milage to raise 
millions in additional special edu- 
cation funding. I am very proud of my 
community for their willingness to 
provide extra funding for special edu- 
cation. 

This new bill will help such commu- 
nities as the Federal share of special 
education costs continues to increase. 
Communities will be allowed more 
flexibility in the way educational re- 
sources are spent by enabling schools 
to redirect a share of their own local 
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resources for other educational pur- 
poses. 

Next, while everyone involved in a 
child’s education plays an important 
role, I would like to particularly com- 
mend the parents of students with dis- 
abilities. Throughout my career as an 
educator and as a Member of Congress, 
I have been struck by the dedication 
and active participation many of these 
parents have towards ensuring their 
children’s success. I truly believe that 
children, and especially children with 
special needs, learn best when they 
have at least one parent who is ac- 
tively involved in their education. 

This conference report supports all 
parents by giving more opportunity for 
them to be active participants in their 
children’s educational experience by 
expanding parental rights and options. 
For example, the conference report en- 
ables parents and school districts to 
agree to change the student’s Individ- 
ualized Education Plan, known as the 
IEP, without holding formal meetings 
as is required under current law. The 
bill also requires parents to select sup- 
plemental educational services for 
their children when they attend a 
school that is in need of improvement 
because students with disabilities are 
not making adequate yearly progress. 
Both of these are marked improve- 
ments over current law. 

Finally, the conference report builds 
upon the sweeping education reforms of 
the No Child Left Behind Act and em- 
phasizes academic results for children 
with special needs. For too many 
years, students with disabilities were 
allowed to fall between the cracks as 
they were left out of accountability 
systems. 

This bill solves that problem, and I 
strongly encourage my colleagues to 
join me in voting for this bill. 

Finally, the conference report builds upon 
the sweeping education reforms of the No 
Child Left Behind Act and emphasizes aca- 
demic results for children with special needs. 
For too many years, students with disabilities 
were allowed to fall between the cracks as 
they were left out of accountability systems. 
Now, States and schools are being held ac- 
countable for ensuring that students with dis- 
abilities are indeed learning. The conference 
report strikes an important balance between 
accountability and flexibility by maintaining the 
No Child Left Behind requirement that all chil- 
dren be taught by highly qualified teachers, 
while providing some key flexibility for special 
education teachers who teach multiple sub- 
jects or teach only children with severe mental 
impairments. 

| strongly support this excellent conference 
report and urge my colleagues to vote in favor 
of it. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts (Mr. TIERNEY), a member of 
the full committee. 

Mr. TIERNEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
WOOLSEY) for yielding me time and 
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also for the excellent work she did on 
this bill. I also want to add my con- 
gratulations to the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER), the gentleman 
from California (Mr. GEORGE MILLER), 
the gentleman from Delaware (Mr. 
CASTLE), as well as the gentlewoman 
from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) who did 
do a good job and who went to con- 
ference and brought back a bill that I 
believe is going to get great support in 
this House. 

While the final proposed version of 
IDEA does not meet 100 percent of the 
things that I and my constituents 
might have wanted if left to our own 
drafting devices, it does reach a reason- 
able compromise; and for that reason I 
support it. 

Back in April of 2003, I spoke against 
this bill in the House version of H.R. 
1350. Subsequently, I urged adoption of 
the bill that was a lot closer to the 
Senate version and, in fact, in com- 
mittee I joined a number of colleagues 
on various proposed amendments that 
would have moved the House bill in 
that direction if they had passed. They 
did not. Those amendments were close 
votes and, sadly, they were along party 
lines; but I am glad to say that the 
conference report essentially incor- 
porates the provisions that we sought 
in committee with at least one notable 
exception and that is the funding. 

The heart of IDEA lies in the protec- 
tion of children with disabilities and 
the individualization of their education 
to account for those disabilities. There- 
fore, the conferees were, I believe, wise 
to retain language requiring a deter- 
mination of whether misbehavior was a 
manifestation of a child’s disability or 
not. That ensures that no child is un- 
fairly punished for their disabilities. 

In addition to improving the House’s 
version of discipline provisions, the 
conference report improves the moni- 
toring and enforcement aspects to en- 
sure the States actually comply with 
the law. It worked a fair compromise 
on early intervention. It does a much 
better job than existing law in address- 
ing transition services for older stu- 
dents, a task I believe that we are 
going to have to pick up in the Work- 
force Investment Act as we reauthorize 
it in 2005, and I understand that the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER) 
has expressed a similar desire. 

It sets standards for highly qualified 
teachers and focuses the resources on 
their professional development and 
preparing them for this specialized 
field. While it does not satisfy every- 
one, it does work out a compromise on 
these families апа students’ civil 
rights. That is a significant improve- 
ment over the House version of this 
bill. 
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So the major issue still remaining, of 
course, is the funding. We did take the 
gentleman from Ohio’s (Mr. 
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LATOURETTE) bill and my bill, which 
would close a loophole. The Spending 
Integrity Act would close that loophole 
that otherwise would have let districts 
use up to 20 percent of additional fund- 
ing for noneducational purposes, and 
this is important to close that, but we 
are still falling short in that manda- 
tory full funding is not provided. 

We have a commitment to reach that 
goal by 2011, and I hope that everybody 
who is involved in making that com- 
mitment will be just as vigorous in 
making sure that it becomes an actu- 
ality. But given last night’s vote on 
once again raising the debt ceiling of 
this Nation another $800 billion and re- 
alizing that the budgets that have been 
proposed by this administration con- 
tinually fall short, there is no assur- 
ance that that is going to be met. We 
have a lot of work to do to make sure 
we move in that direction. 

We authorize and appropriate too lit- 
tle this year and presumably in future 
years. It is a serious problem that mars 
an otherwise reasonable compromise, 
but, Mr. Speaker, with that reservation 
in mind, I will vote for this conference 
report. 

Again, I want to thank all of the con- 
stituents that worked on this bill with 
us, aS well as all the people in the com- 
mittee and the leaders in conference. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen- 
tlewoman from Illinois (Mrs. BIGGERT), 
а member of our committee. 

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me time. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of the IDEA conference report. I want 
to thank the conferees and our chair- 
man, the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
BOEHNER), for their hard work through- 
out this process. 

I am also pleased that my report lan- 
guage to make IDEA consistent with 
McKinney-Vento provisions was in- 
cluded. This will go a long way in en- 
suring that homeless children with spe- 
cial needs get the services they need to 
succeed. 

In order to create a more cooperative 
environment for special needs students, 
the conference report contains a num- 
ber of badly needed reforms, all of 
which will help parents and teachers 
trust each other. When that happens, 
they can create the most positive envi- 
ronment for the children. 

I would like to address the fears that 
some of my constituents had about the 
discipline provision. Many in the dis- 
ability community were very con- 
cerned that children could be shut out 
of the educational process. We all agree 
that a child should not be punished for 
behavior that is the result of a dis- 
ability, and the conference report re- 
quires schools to determine if this is 
the case. If a student is misbehaving 
and it is not due to his or her dis- 
ability, school officials can discipline 
that child in the same manner they 
would any other child. 


November 19, 2004 


Schools are given the resources to 
deal with the most severe case of weap- 
ons possession, illegal drugs or severe 
bodily harm, but the legislation speci- 
fies that the students cannot be denied 
services. If a behavior is attributable 
to a student’s disability, the student 
will get the support he needs so that 
his behavior does not become an im- 
pediment to his own learning or that of 
other classmates. 

Special needs students have the right 
to the services they need, but other 
students have the right to learn in a 
safe environment. 

The IDEA compromise is a common- 
sense approach to improving special 
education. The reforms will shift the 
focus onto students and their needs in- 
stead of on the legal process. At the 
same time, it protects the right of stu- 
dent and their families. 

I am proud to support this legislation 
and urge my colleagues to do so as 
well. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentlewoman from Geor- 
gia (Ms. MAJETTE), who is leaving the 
committee and who will be missed. 

Ms. MAJETTE. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentlewoman for yielding me time 
and for her leadership. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the 
conference report on H.R. 1350, and I 
also rise to thank my colleagues and 
the leadership on both sides of the 
aisle, the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
BOEHNER), the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia (Mr. GEORGE MILLER), the gen- 
tlewoman from California (Ms. Моог- 
SEY) and the gentleman from Delaware 
(Mr. CASTLE) for their leadership. 

I would like to thank the staff of the 
Committee on Education and the 
Workforce and for their hard work, as 
well as my staff, especially Dr. Michael 
Goodman, Ms. Michaeleen Crowell and 
Mr. Will Thomas. 

It has been my honor and privilege to 
serve on the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce, and I am very 
pleased to support this conference re- 
port, the result of more than 2 years of 
hard work and one of the first items 
that came up on the agenda when I be- 
came a Member of this august body. 

I would also like to thank the hard- 
working Members of the Georgia dele- 
gation from the committee, Mr. NOR- 
WOOD, Mr. GINGREY, Mr. BURNS and Mr. 
ISAKSON, who I know will continue to 
serve the interests of the great State of 
Georgia and children across the coun- 
try. 

I know that each and every one of us 
has been working as hard as we can in 
this endeavor, and it has been my 
honor and privilege to serve. I will miss 
all of my colleagues, and I urge all of 
them to continue to move towards full 
funding of IDEA. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, how 
much time do we have remaining on 
both sides? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SHIMKUS). The gentleman from Ohio 
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(Mr. BOEHNER) has 9% minutes remain- 
ing. The gentlewoman from California 
(Ms. WOOLSEY) has 6 minutes remain- 
ing. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska (Mr. OSBORNE), 
a member of our committee, the coach. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, it is a 
privilege to have a chance to speak in 
support of H.R. 1350. I am pleased that 
this bill has evolved into what appears 
to be a very bipartisan bill. I would 
like to thank the gentleman from Ohio 
(Chairman BOEHNER) and the gen- 
tleman from Delaware (Mr. CASTLE), 
chairman of the Subcommittee on Edu- 
cation Reform, and Members on the 
other side for all of their work. 

There are three or four points that I 
would like to make that I think are 
particularly noteworthy regarding this 
bill. 

First of all, it provides clear aca- 
demic achievement goals for children 
with disabilities. In the past, once a 
child was identified as having a learn- 
ing disability, oftentimes they were as- 
signed to mediocrity, and there was no 
attempt to improve that child's learn- 
ing situation. 

Secondly, and maybe most impor- 
tantly, it provides early intervention 
Strategies to prevent children from 
being identified or misidentified as 
children with disabilities. If we get to 
children early enough with remedial 
help, many times children who would 
be labeled as disabled are simply not 
labeled as such and are able to be 
mainstreamed. Fifteen percent of the 
funds for IDEA are being used for this 
early intervention strategy, and I 
think that is critical. 

Also, as the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. KELLER) pointed out earlier, and I 
think this also is à very important 
point, the current legislation reduces 
paperwork related to IDEA which is 
particularly burdensome to teachers. 

Also, this legislation clarifies what 
the term "highly qualified teacher" 
means. So often in Federal legislation 
we throw out a term and we do not 
Specify what it is, and here we have a 
clear identification of what the term 
means. 

Then, of course, lastly, I would men- 
tion the issue that comes up all the 
time when we talk to educators. That 
is, simply a lack of funding. People 
have locked onto the idea that 40 per- 
cent of the funding for IDEA was sup- 
posed to be Federal. It was authorized, 
and, of course, we have fallen far short 
of that. In 1995, IDEA was funded 6 per- 
cent federally. Today, it is 20 percent. 
So that is a remarkable increase, and 
we are on a 6-year path to meet the 40 
percent funding. 

So I urge support. It is à good bill, 
and I would like to thank those in- 
volved with authoring the bill. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentlewoman from San 
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Diego, California (Mrs. DAVIS) and 
want to recognize her as one of the 
most informed members of our sub- 
committee. 

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak- 
er, I want to thank my colleagues for 
all their fine work on this reauthoriza- 
tion, and I rise in support of the Indi- 
viduals with Disabilities Education Act 
of 2004 because I believe it will clarify 
and improve the support for students 
who have special needs. 

Many of us, as my colleagues heard, 
are disappointed that this reauthoriza- 
tion does not respond to the congres- 
sional promises of 1975 by making fund- 
ing for IDEA an entitlement. While the 
authorization language suggests that 
full funding will be met by 2011, the 
Labor-HHS bill, the appropriations bill 
for 2005, does not match this commit- 
ment. So we have to ask ourselves, will 
starting with a baby step get us to the 
finish line on time? 

There were a number of aspects of 
the Senate bill that were incorporated 
in this, and I certainly support those, 
but I do want to point out that it does 
not include so many improvements 
which we had offered in the House bill 
that professionals who worked with 
Special education students offered 
would clarify and streamline services, 
and I remain committed to providing 
the flexibility and common sense while 
assuring that a student’s reasonable 
needs are met in a timely fashion with 
full participation and information for 
parents. 

I was particularly concerned that re- 
sponsibility for States to provide re- 
lated services such as mental health 
for special needs children be clear. 
IDEA part B funds should be used for 
educational purposes, not to supplant 
State responsibilities. This is enor- 
mously important to my district and 
to California, and I appreciate the ef- 
forts of the gentleman from Ohio 
(Chairman BOEHNER) to work with me 
on this issue and of the Senate Mem- 
bers to provide the language. 

I believe that this is, on balance, a 
bill with significant improvements, 
and I am certainly committed to moni- 
toring its implementation so that we 
can continue to look for ways to see 
that our neediest students are served 
with dignity and meet with success. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Michigan (Mr. UPTON), a 
member of our committee. 

Mr. UPTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for the time, and I com- 
mend him for his excellent work on 
getting things done on this vital issue. 

Being one of the last speakers, I 
know a lot of things have been said 
about this bill. I do not want to take 
too much time to reiterate some of 
them, but let me tell my colleagues 
what this bipartisan agreement does. 

It improves communications between 
parents and appropriate school per- 
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sonnel related to the development of 
the individual education plan. 

It reduces the number of reevalua- 
tions required for students whose dis- 
ability does not change as they age and 
progress through school. 

They ensure that the Federal dollars 
for IDEA flow to the local districts and 
cannot be diverted for other State pur- 
poses. Very important. 

Continues to send the majority of 
Federal funds to local school districts 
where children are served. 

It protects parents from being forced 
to medicate their children. 

The NCLB ensures, of course, that all 
children will be taught by highly quali- 
fied teachers. All children need to be 
taught by highly qualified teachers, 
and special education teachers are par- 
ticularly in demand. To meet that 
goal, the NCLB is providing dramatic 
funding increases for teacher quality 
grants, and funds can be used for train- 
ing and professional development spe- 
cifically for special education teachers. 

Two other things about this bill 
today that have not been said. The 
first is that it takes a major issue off 
the front burner as this committee 
works to help our kids in the next Con- 
gress so that we can focus on higher 
education and Head Start. This issue 
now is behind us, and to do it in the 
waning hour is a terrific accomplish- 
ment not only for the committee but 
for every Member, particularly my 
chairman. 

For the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
BOEHNER), my chairman, this is always 
a very tough weekend for him. It is the 
weekend that the Wolverines beat the 
Ohio State Buckeyes, and he is usually 
in a very foul mood about four o’clock 
tomorrow afternoon. He will be very 
happy today with this passage, and I 
am sorry that he will be so unhappy to- 
morrow with the score put up on the 
board. 

God bless the Wolverines. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. HOLT), a member of the full 
committee. 

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentlewoman for the time, and I am 
pleased that the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. WOOLSEY), the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. GEORGE 
MILLER), the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
BOEHNER), the gentleman from Dela- 
ware (Mr. CASTLE) and the other con- 
ferees have succeeded in providing leg- 
islation that will help ensure the basic 
rights of children with disabilities to 
see that they get a free, excellent and 
appropriate education. 

I still believe that we must work to- 
ward mandatory funding of IDEA. It 
appears this year in our appropriations 
we are going to slip farther away from 
our goal of providing 40 percent of the 
additional cost of educating these stu- 
dents. We need to work to provide a 
full Federal share of funding to educate 
these students. 


24304 


I am pleased that the conference re- 
port removed a cap on the number of 
students that schools may identify as 
having a disability. The Federal Gov- 
ernment should fulfill its obligation to 
provide for the education of every dis- 
abled child, not according to some ar- 
bitrary ceiling. 

We all recognize the need for teach- 
ers to maintain discipline, but I am 
pleased to see that this legislation will 
continue to regard as relevant whether 
a child’s disability is the cause of spe- 
cific behavior before the discipline is 
brought to the child. 

I strongly support the added protec- 
tions for children who, through no 
fault of their own, move and change 
schools frequently so that their IEPs 
will transfer with them and be based 
and be used at the new school so that 
the parent and the new school can then 
work to develop a new IEP as appro- 
priate. 

I am pleased to see that the bill in- 
cludes а provision related to edu- 
cational media services which ensures 
visually impaired апа print-disabled 
students will continue to have access 
to recorded education materials. IDEA 
funding received by organizations like 
Recording for the Blind and Dyslexic 
are critical to providing textbooks and 
reading material to students around 
the Nation. 

I hope that in the future we will be 
able to work in a bipartisan manner on 
properly funding this legislation, but, 
while we work on that, I think this au- 
thorization bill provides a useful basis. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 1 minute to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio (Mr. REGULA), the 
dean of the Ohio delegation and the 
chairman of the Subcommittee on 
Labor, Health and Human Services, 
Education and Related Agencies, my 
good friend. 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me time, 
and I certainly want to compliment the 
gentleman from Ohio (Chairman 
BOEHNER) and the gentleman from 
Delaware (Mr. CASTLE) for producing a 
good bill. 

In our committee, we hear a lot of 
testimony from parents and educators 
about the importance of this legisla- 
tion, of these programs, and we have 
done everything possible to increase 
the funding each year to ensure that 
every student that has a need gets a 
quality experience in the IDEA pro- 
gram. 

One of the things that this bill 
strengthens is those features along 
with giving greater choice and control 
to parents and local school districts, 
and, therefore, it will ensure that we 
do meet the goal of recognizing the 
need of every student and respond to 
the educators and parents that testify 
in my committee about the importance 
of this to their child and to their 
school. 
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I compliment them again, all the 
Members that participated in the con- 
ference committee, for producing a 
good bill that we can all take pride in. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER) has 
4% minutes remaining. The gentle- 
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
has 1% minutes remaining. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, could 
you tell me how much time we have re- 
maining on this side? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tlewoman from California (Ms. WOOL- 
SEY) has 1% minutes remaining. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. DAVIS), the voice of our sub- 
committee, who represents Illinois. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
want to commend, first of all, the gen- 
tleman from Ohio (Chairman BOEHNER) 
and the gentleman from California 
(Ranking Member GEORGE MILLER), as 
well as the gentleman from Delaware 
(Chairman CASTLE) and the gentle- 
woman from California (Ranking Mem- 
ber WOOLSEY), for the tremendous lead- 
ership they have displayed in bringing 
us to this point. 

There are many good features of this 
legislation, and one that I am most 
pleased with is the fact that the con- 
ference report deals seriously with the 
whole question of the fact that in 
many places there are disproportionate 
numbers of certain population groups 
who are being placed in special edu- 
cation, especially African American 
males. The conference report deals in a 
serious way with the issue. It allows 
and suggests that school districts deal 
with it and permits them to use some 
of the resources. This is à hotbed issue 
in many communities throughout the 
country. 

I want to commend the conferees for 
dealing seriously with it. It is à good 
piece of legislation. It is a good bill, 
and I am proud to support it. 
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Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
15 minute to the gentleman from Rhode 
Island (Mr. LANGEVIN). 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
15 minute to the gentleman from Rhode 
Island (Mr. LANGEVIN). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SHIMKUS). The gentleman from Rhode 
Island (Mr. LANGEVIN) is recognized for 
1 minute. 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
BOEHNER) and the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. WOOLSEY) for yielding 
me this time, and I rise today in strong 
support of conference report H.R. 1350. 

Mr. Speaker, I just want to take a 
moment to commend most especially 
the chairman of the committee, the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER), 
and the ranking member, the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. GEORGE 
MILLER), ав well as the members of the 
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committee, for their leadership in 
bringing us to where we are today. 
Time and time again both the ranking 
member and the chairman have shown 
an extraordinary commitment to peo- 
ple with disabilities, most especially 
children with disabilities; and it is be- 
cause of their strong leadership and the 
hard work of the committee that we 
are where we are today. 

And how appropriate it is that on the 
30th anniversary of the passage of the 
Individuals with Disabilities and Edu- 
cation Act that we are where we start- 
ed in the sense that it was passed with 
bipartisan support when it was first 
passed, and we are again here today 
celebrating the 30th anniversary with 
bipartisan support once again. 

Children with disabilities will benefit 
a great deal from the reauthorization 
of this act. They are faced with so 
many disadvantages in so many ways, 
but IDEA truly helps level the playing 
field for them and helps them truly 
reach for their goals and dreams. My 
congratulations to all those who 
worked so hard to bring us to this 
point. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, over the last 4 years 
that I have had the pleasure of chairing 
the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce, I think we have come an 
awful long way in terms of trans- 
forming the Federal role in education 
and trying to help all of our kids in our 
country get a chance at a good edu- 
cation. And I think we have been fortu- 
nate to be able to do almost all of this 
in a broad bipartisan way. 

The bill before us today is the result 
of a lot of commitment and hard work 
on the part of Members on both sides of 
the aisle. And while we have heard an 
awful lot of talk about IDEA and how 
we are transforming it, I think there is 
one important point that continues to 
be lost on many people. When we 
passed No Child Left Behind, we cre- 
ated a new paradigm for how we are 
going to judge the education of our spe- 
cial-needs students. 

By disaggregating data in four sub- 
groups in each school, including those 
with special needs, what we have done 
is we have asked schools to focus on re- 
sults for our special education students 
as opposed to being burdened with a lot 
of paperwork, dotting I’s, crossing T’s 
and worrying about lawsuits. Now 
schools are judged on the results that 
they produce for these children. 

There was some resistance to this, of 
course, because we still have people in 
America who think that students with 
special needs cannot learn. But that is 
nonsense, and I think all of us under- 
stand that have worked on this that 
these children can learn, and should 
learn, and society and our country owe 
them an opportunity to learn. 

So schools now are having to produce 
results. And as a result the Individuals 
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With Disabilities and Education Act 
itself had to be more integrated with 
No Child Left Behind, which we have 
done in this conference report; and we 
needed to take the shackles off of our 
local school administrators and teach- 
ers so that they could focus on pro- 
ducing results as opposed to dotting 
more I’s and crossing more T’s and 
having the burdens of paperwork and 
lawsuits coming at them. 

So I am proud of the bill that we 
have before us. It is not exactly what I 
would do, certainly not exactly what 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
GEORGE MILLER) or the gentlewoman 
from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) would 
want. But that brings me to my last 
point. 

The Congress, over the last few 
years, the last several sessions, let us 
call it 5 years, 6 years, 8 years, has 
been gripped in an awful lot of partisan 
strife. And what we have shown on No 
Child Left Behind, what we have shown 
on the Child Nutrition Act reauthoriza- 
tion we had earlier this year, the Vote 
Rehabilitation Act, and again today on 
IDEA reauthorization is that we can in 
fact work together. 

I really do want to thank my col- 
league, the gentleman from California 
(Mr. GEORGE MILLER), the ranking 
Democrat. He referred to us last night 
in the Committee on Rules as the polit- 
ical odd couple, and we are. I would de- 
scribe myself as a mainstream conserv- 
ative Republican, the gentleman from 
California I would describe as a liberal 
Democrat. Neither one of us is shy 
about our opinions. But there is an 
issue here that I think can help not 
only the progress in our own com- 
mittee but the progress in this House, 
and that is to learn to trust one an- 
other. 

The gentleman from California and I 
began this process, this journey, 4 
years ago by developing a trust with 
each other. And while we may disagree 
on many issues every day, he and I 
both know that we can trust each other 
and trust our word. I went to the gen- 
tleman from California and I went to 
Senators TED KENNEDY and JUDD 
GREGG back in September. And as high- 
ly partisan as things were leading up to 
the election, I looked them in this eye 
and said we can do this. We can do this 
if we trust each other, all work to- 
gether, and there is a small opening 
that we may actually be able to finish 
this bill this year. 

The reason we are here today is be- 
cause we did in fact trust one another. 
We worked together. And I think once 
again we have produced an example of 
what can occur in this House each and 
every day if we are willing to put our 
partisan differences aside once in a 
while and think about why we are here 
and the trust and responsibilities that 
the American people have given us in 
order to do their work and not ours. 

I thank all my colleagues. 
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Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, I’m pleased to 
rise today in support of the conference report 
on H.R. 1350, the Improving Education Re- 
sults for Children with Disabilities Act. While 
the bill before us is not perfect, it is a vast im- 
provement from the bill the House passed 
over 19 months ago and represents a bipar- 
tisan effort to improve the Individuals with Dis- 
abilities Education Act (IDEA). 

There does remain a glaring problem that 
has yet to be resolved with respect to IDEA. 
Congress has yet to fully fund IDEA at the 40- 
percent level that was the original promise 
Congress made almost 30 years ago. Without 
this funding, we will continue to overburden 
local school districts with costs of Federal 
mandates relative to special education pro- 
grams. This is unfair. 

Too often we fund education on the 
cheap—shortchanging title 1, the No Child Left 
Behind Act, Pell Grants, the list goes on and 
on. We need to set an example by staying 
true to our word. Until Congress agrees to ful- 
fill its 30-year promise to fund IDEA, we really 
can't say we're leaving no child behind. 

In closing, | reiterate my support for the bill 
before us and remain hopeful that in the 109th 
Congress we will finally fully fund this impor- 
tant act. 

Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise in sup- 
port of this conference report for the Individual 
on the reauthorization of the Individuals with 
Disabilities Education Act, IDEA. 

When the IDEA reauthorization passed the 
House in April, | voted against this bill be- 
cause | was concerned that the House bill did 
not provide the assistance students with dis- 
abilities deserve and | had real concerns with 
the way the House bill sought to discipline dis- 
abled students. 

Thankfully, the Conference Committee 
worked in a bipartisan manner and worked for 
what was best for our children with disabilities. 
| am pleased that this bill seeks to finally meet 
out funding goals by increasing authorization 
levels for grants to States. These new levels 
are set to fulfill our commitment of providing 
40 percent of the national average of edu- 
cating a child. 

Even though | am pleased with a lot of what 
is contained in this conference report, | still 
have concerns about some of the provisions. 

| don’t want this bill to be the next “No Child 
Left Behind Act"—a bill that has great prom- 
ise, but a bill that Congress and the President 
fails to fully fund. The gains in this reauthor- 
ization will be for naught unless this Congress 
backs up this bill with the appropriations nec- 
essary. 

While changes have been made to the origi- 
nal House bill, we need to make sure that the 
Department of Education does the enforce- 
ment necessary to make sure students are not 
punished for behavior that is caused by their 
disability. | think we should all agree that 
under no circumstance should a child be pun- 
ished for the behavior that has been caused 
by their disability. 

This bill goes a long way to ensuring all stu- 
dents the education opportunities they de- 
serve. | expect that this conference report will 
pass by a wide margin. | ask my colleagues 
to remember your vote today when it comes to 
actually appropriating funding for this bill. 
Today we make a commitment to disabled 
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students across this country, let's not forget 
them during future votes on educational fund- 
ing. 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
congratulate my colleagues on the bipartisan 
agreement on special education and in sup- 
port of the conference report on H.R. 1350. 
This agreement is an example of what we can 
achieve when we place the interests of our 
Nation's children, parents, and teachers before 
politics. In particular, | want to note the leader- 
ship of Chairman BOEHNER and Ranking Mem- 
ber MILLER on this issue. On this bill, and sev- 
eral other pieces of legislation this year, they 
have been devoted advocates for children with 
disabilities. 

The Individuals with Disabilities Education 
Act—known as IDEA—is a civil rights law. It 
establishes that every child has a right to a 
free and appropriate public education. As a 
nation, we have long held sacred the belief 
that education is a path to success, a way for 
any individual to rise above challenging cir- 
cumstances and achieve his or her dreams. | 
can personally attest to the fact that this rings 
true in a special way for children with disabil- 
ities. Education is essential to leveling the 
playing field for children who face obstacles in 
life at an early age. By recognizing that they 
have contributions to make and dreams to ful- 
fill, IDEA offers these children the hope and 
promise that they can become fully productive 
members of society. 

For these reasons, it has been my top pri- 
ority to preserve the philosophy behind IDEA 
and ensure that teachers and administrators 
are given the appropriate resources to carry 
out this law. | did not support the bill that 
came before the House of Representatives in 
the spring of 2003, because it failed to pre- 
serve safeguards for students with disabilities 
in instances where behavior problems may be 
a manifestation of their disability. | also felt 
strongly that clear standards for special edu- 
cation teachers must be established and en- 
forced; as they have been for other teachers 
under No Child Left Behind. | felt that we 
could do better for our children with disabil- 
ities. 

| am delighted that negotiations between the 
House and the Senate have resulted in a final 
product that does better. The conference re- 
port that we are voting on today represents 
compromises by both Republicans and Demo- 
crats; as such, it represents a clear willingness 
to work together toward a future where all chil- 
dren receive a high quality education in our 
Nation’s public schools. This legislation main- 
tains the protections for children with disabil- 
ities in the discipline process, reaffirms their 
right to due process, and recognizes that high- 
ly trained professionals make all the difference 
in providing an appropriate education for any 
student. 

In the upcoming Congress, we will celebrate 
the 30th anniversary of IDEA. How appropriate 
that a law which began as a bipartisan agree- 
ment to commit federal resources to the edu- 
cational needs of students with disabilities is 
being reauthorized today in such an atmos- 
phere of cooperation between both parties. 

We have made much progress in these last 
30 years—the majority of children with disabil- 
ities are now being educated in their neighbor- 
hood schools in regular classrooms with their 
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nondisabled peers, and college enrollments 
among individuals receiving IDEA services 
have sharply increased. We must continue to 
work to level the playing field for all students. 
It is my sincere hope that this collaborative 
Spirit and commitment to children with disabil- 
ities is reflected in the appropriations process 
and future legislation that offers the promise of 
the American dream to our more vulnerable 
citizens. Let us take this reauthorization proc- 
ess to pave the way to ensuring the full fund- 
ing of IDEA, giving schools and teachers the 
resources they need to meet the goals for 
each and every child in their classrooms. 

| urge all my colleagues to support the con- 
ference report to H.R. 1350. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today in support of this conference 
report to reauthorize the Individuals 
with Disabilities Education Act. 

Let me at the outset thank Chairman 
BOEHNER, Subcommittee Chairman 
CASTLE, our ranking member, Mr. MIL- 
LER, and our subcommittee ranking 
member, Ms. WooLSEY—along with our 
Senate colleagues, the rest of the con- 
ferees and their staff—for all of the 
hard work and long hours that went 
into producing this agreement today. 

This is not a perfect bill. But it is a 
significant improvement over the 
House IDEA bill that I and most of my 
colleagues on this side of the aisle felt 
compelled to oppose in April 2008, and I 
believe it represents the best outcome 
that could reasonably have been ex- 
pected in our current legislative envi- 
ronment. 

In particular, I am pleased to see 
that this legislation restores some of 
the protections afforded to children 
with disabilities that the House-passed 
IDEA bil would have taken away. 
Moreover, I fully support the stepped- 
up monitoring and enforcement au- 
thority granted the Secretary of Edu- 
cation under this bill. And I believe the 
compromise reached with respect to 
certifying highly qualified special edu- 
cation teachers is a good one. 

However, while the conference report 
adopts the Senate's 7-year authoriza- 
tion path to full funding, I remain con- 
cerned that the FY 2005 Omnibus Ap- 
propriations bill we will soon be con- 
sidering will once again fall short of 
the $12.3 billion authorized to fund this 
critical law. This is the 30th year in à 
row we have failed to meet our IDEA 
funding obligations—a record I con- 
Sider to be an enduring disgrace. For 
that reason, I believe more than ever 
that we should make IDEA funding 
mandatory and place it on a near term, 
certain path to completion. 

Toward that end, the very first bill I 
introduced in the 108th Congress—the 
Keep Our Promises To America’s Chil- 
dren and Teachers (PACT) Act—would 
have fully funded IDEA as well as the 
No Child Left Behind law. In the 109th 
Congress, I intend to make the Keep 
Our PACT Act the very first bill I in- 
troduce again, and I invite all of my 
colleagues to join with me in that ef- 
fort. 
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Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, the Reau- 
thorization of Individuals with Disabilities Edu- 
cation Act conference report is an improve- 
ment on the current program. | have been 
committed to fulfilling the Federal Govern- 
ment's promise of funding at least 40 percent 
of the IDEA program like it was intended dur- 
ing its enactment in 1975. Even though this 
bill does not immediately do that, it will by 
2011. | am glad Congress was able to work in 
a bipartisan manner for our children’s future. | 
hope we all keep faith with the spirit of this 
legislation. 

This legislation contains new opportunities 
to make the program work better for students, 
parents, teachers, and schools. It provides op- 
portunities for parents and schools to address 
concerns before the need for due process 
hearings and fosters parental involvement in 
an Individual Education Plan. The conference 
report also provides quality service and in- 
struction at all stages, from early childhood 
through high school. 

Now it is up to the future Congresses to live 
up to the promises of this legislation and pro- 
vide the funding to fulfill these programs. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. Mr. 
Speaker, | also want to point out one over- 
sight. A sentence in the Statement of Man- 
agers' language of the Conference Report that 
provided the explanation for the attorneys' 
fees language was inadvertently left out. By 
adding at Note 231 sections detailing the lim- 
ited circumstances in which LEAs and SEAs 
can recover attorneys' fees, specifically Sec- 
tions 615(i)(3)(B)(i)(II) and (1), the Conferees 
intend to codify the standards set forth in 
Christiansburg Garment Co. v. EEOC, 434 
U.S. 412 (1978). According to Christiansburg, 
attorneys' fees may only be awarded to de- 
fendants in civil rights cases where the plain- 
tiffs claims are frivolous, without foundation or 
brought in bad faith. 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today in support H.R. 1350, the reauthor- 
ization of the Individuals with Disabilities Edu- 
cation Act. IDEA is a fundamental civil rights 
program that provides funds to states for the 
education of children with disabilities. As the 
world of education faces the challenge of leav- 
ing no child behind, this program takes on 
extra importance. Children with disabilities 
should have as much opportunity as any child 
to reach and even exceed their potential. 
However, since 1975, Congress has placed 
yet another unfunded mandate on local com- 
munities. Since IDEA became law, Congress 
has authorized spending of up to forty percent 
of the cost of the average per pupil expendi- 
ture on special education. We in Congress 
have failed to meet that commitment time after 
time. Fiscal Year 2004 meets 18.6 percent of 
that commitment, not even half of what we 
have promised. And this represents the high- 
est percentage since the law was passed. 

As a former teacher, member of a school 
board, State Senator, and now Congressman, 
| have heard for years from numerous local of- 
ficials, school administrators, and teachers 
about the burden IDEA has placed on their 
budgets and their classrooms. Our commu- 
nities are dedicated to meeting their moral ob- 
ligation to provide an appropriate public edu- 
cation for children with disabilities, but they 
must face the difficult decisions of cutting non- 
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essential school programs like arts, music, 
and sports or raising property taxes. They 
would not be faced with these decisions if the 
federal government lived up to its promises 
and obligations. 

At the beginning of this Congress, | intro- 
duced legislation, H.R. 823, to fully fund IDEA 
now because we have abdicated our responsi- 
bility to fund this mandate for three decades. 
While | feel strongly that we should reach full 
funding sooner rather than later, | am pleased 
that H.R. 1350 provides a timeline towards full 
funding by 2011. However, | worry that the 
omnibus appropriations bill that we will be vot- 
ing on later today will fail to meet the figure 
authorized for Fiscal year 2005 in the legisla- 
tion we now debate. | hope the positive legis- 
lating that we partake in now will be remem- 
bered later today and in the coming years 
when IDEA funding is debated. 

While we may focus on the financial impact 
of this legislation, it has many important edu- 
cational and moral implications. It aims to im- 
prove the collaboration between parents, ad- 
ministrators, educators, and students to pro- 
vide the best possible education. This legisla- 
tion will help schools better identify students 
with disabilities and get help to them sooner. 
It reduces unnecessary paperwork for teach- 
ers so they can spend more time teaching and 
aims to cut down on litigation between parents 
and school districts with early, effective dis- 
pute resolution. The conferees wisely removed 
controversial discipline provisions from the 
House bill while still achieving the goal of im- 
proved and streamlined disciplinary proce- 
dures. 

Yet, despite all the good provisions in this 
bill, the fact remains that Congress and the 
President have a moral obligation to live up to 
what has been promised and neglected for so 
long. Yet, once again, Congress and the 
President are neglecting their moral obligation 
to live up to their words. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, | hope this bill 
achieves its goal of improving special edu- 
cation and truly leaving no child behind. How- 
ever, | am cynical that the goal of full funding 
will be reached in the timeline provided by this 
bill. You can be assured that IDEA will be on 
my mind later today when voting on the omni- 
bus appropriations bill for Fiscal Year 2005 
and that | will continue to be a strong advo- 
cate and a active voice for children with dis- 
abilities. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, | rise in sup- 
port of the final version of this bill to renew the 
Individuals with Disabilities Education Act 
(IDEA). 

As the only former State schools chief serv- 
ing in Congress. | know firsthand the tremen- 
dous challenges facing our schools, teachers, 
parents and students when it comes to edu- 
cating disabled children. This legislation in- 
cludes a number of positive provisions that will 
help students with disabilities and the edu- 
cators who serve them. Specifically, | am 
pleased that this final version of the bill will 
enhance the focus on professional develop- 
ment, early intervention, and paperwork reduc- 
tion. 

| commend my colleagues for working in a 
bipartisan manner, an all-too-infrequent-occur- 
rence in this Congress, to achieve а соп- 
sensus bill. No legislation is perfect, and this 


November 19, 2004 


bill is no exception. Specifically, this falls short 
on making good on the promise of the Federal 
Government to fund 40 percent of the costs of 
educating disabled children. | will continue to 
make this effort a high priority in the next Con- 
gress. 

Last year, | voted against the House version 
of H.R. 1350 because of its failure to improve 
current law regarding the education of dis- 
abled children. | again commend the соп- 
ferees on this legislation for producing a final 
product worthy of support. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or- 
dered on the conference report. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the conference report. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 397, nays 3, 
not voting 32, as follows: 

[Roll No. 5971 


YEAS—397 

Abercrombie Cantor Emanuel 
Ackerman Capito Emerson 
Aderholt Capps Engel 
Akin Capuano English 
Alexander Cardin Eshoo 
Allen Cardoza Etheridge 
Andrews Carson (IN) Evans 
Baca Carson (OK) Everett 
Bachus Carter Farr 
Baird Case Fattah 
Baker Castle Ferguson 
Baldwin Chabot Filner 
Ballenger Chandler Foley 
Barrett (SC) Chocola Forbes 
Bartlett (MD) Clay Ford 
Barton (TX) Clyburn Fossella 
Bass Coble Frank (MA) 
Beauprez Cole Franks (AZ) 
Becerra Cooper Frelinghuysen 
Bell Costello Gallegly 
Berkley Cox Gerlach 
Berman Cramer Gibbons 
Biggert Crane Gilchrest 
Bilirakis Crenshaw Gillmor 
Bishop (GA) Crowley Gingrey 
Bishop (NY) Cubin Gonzalez 
Bishop (UT) Culberson Goode 
Blackburn Cummings Goodlatte 
Blumenauer Davis (AL) Gordon 
Blunt Davis (CA) Granger 
Boehlert Davis (FL) Graves 
Boehner Davis (IL) Green (TX) 
Bonilla Davis (TN) Green (WI) 
Bonner Davis, Jo Ann Greenwood 
Bono Davis, Tom Grijalva 
Boozman Deal (GA) Gutierrez 
Boswell DeFazio Gutknecht 
Boucher DeGette Hall 
Boyd Delahunt Harman 
Bradley (NH) DeLauro Harris 
Brady (PA) DeLay Hart 
Brady (TX) DeMint Hastings (FL) 
Brown (OH) Deutsch Hastings (WA) 
Brown (SC) Diaz-Balart, L. Hayes 
Brown, Corrine Diaz-Balart, M. Hayworth 
Brown-Waite, Dicks Hefley 

Ginny Dingell Hensarling 
Burgess Doggett Herger 
Burns Dooley (CA) Herseth 
Burr Doolittle Hill 
Burton (IN) Doyle Hinchey 
Butterfield Dreier Hinojosa 
Buyer Duncan Hobson 
Calvert Edwards Hoekstra 
Camp Ehlers Holden 
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Hooley (OR) 
Hostettler 
Houghton 
Hoyer 
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Hunter 
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Inslee 
Isakson 
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Issa 
Istook 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 
(TX) 
Jefferson 
Jenkins 
John 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
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Keller 
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Kennedy (MN) 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
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King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
Kucinich 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren 
Lowey 
Lucas (KY) 
Lucas (OK) 
Lynch 
Majette 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McInnis 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 


Flake 


Berry 
Cannon 
Collins 
Conyers 
Cunningham 
Dunn 
Feeney 
Frost 
Gephardt 
Hoeffel 
Johnson, Sam 


Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nethercutt 
Neugebauer 
Ney 
Northup 
Nunes 
Nussle 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Osborne 
Ose 
Otter 
Owens 
Oxley 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pombo 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Portman 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Sabo 
Sánchez, Linda 
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Sandlin 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrock 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
hadegg 
haw 

hays 
herman 
herwood 
himkus 
huster 
immons 
impson 
kelton 
aughter 
Smith (MI) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stenholm 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Tauzin 
Taylor (MS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner (OH) 
Turner (TX) 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 

Van Hollen 
Visclosky 
Vitter 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Weldon (FL) 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 

Wu 

Wynn 


со 0 0 0 0 0 0 00 Ф 0 0 


Sanchez, Loretta Young (FL) 


NAYS—3 
Garrett (NJ) 


Paul 


NOT VOTING—32 


Kaptur 
Kleczka 
Lipinski 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McDermott 
Meehan 
Millender- 
McDonald 
Murtha 
Musgrave 


Norwood 
Quinn 
Rahall 
Rothman 
Sanders 
Saxton 
Toomey 
Velazquez 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Young (AK) 
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SHIMKUS) (during the vote). Members 
are advised that 2 minutes remain in 
this vote. 
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So the conference report was agreed 
to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated for: 

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, | was ип- 
avoidably detained and was not present for 
rollcall vote 537, on agreeing to the Con- 
ference Report for H.R. 1350 to reauthorize 
the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act. 
Had | been present, | would have voted “yes.” 

Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. Mr. Speak- 
er, on November 19, 2004, | missed rollcall 
vote No. 537 due to surgery. Rollcall vote 537 
was on final passage of the conference report 
on H.R. 1350, the Individuals with Disabilities 
Education (IDEA) Improvement Act. Had | 
been present | would have voted "yes" on roll- 
call vote 537. 

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall 537, 
adoption of the Conference Report on H.R. 
1350, to authorize the Individuals with Disabil- 
ities Education Act, | was not present. | was 
attending the funeral of a fallen soldier. Had | 
been present, | would have voted "aye." 


EE 


CORRECTING ENROLLMENT OF 
H.R. 1350, INDIVIDUALS WITH DIS- 
ABILITIES EDUCATION IMPROVE- 
MENT ACT OF 2004 


Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 
concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 524) 
directing the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives to make certain cor- 
rections to the enrollment of H.R. 1350, 
and ask unanimous consent for its im- 
mediate consideration in the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the con- 
current resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio? 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, reserv- 
ing the right to object, although I do 
not intend to object, I yield to the gen- 
tleman for an explanation of his re- 
quest. 

Mr. BOEHNER. I thank my colleague 
for yielding. This concurrent resolu- 
tion allows the Enrolling Clerk to 
make a technical correction to the 
conference report on H.R. 1350. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for his explanation. 

Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reserva- 
tion of objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the concurrent reso- 
lution, as follows: 

H. Con. REs. 524 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 

Senate concurring), That, in the enrollment of 
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the bill (H.R. 1850) to reauthorize the Indi- 
viduals with Disabilities Education Act, and 
for other purposes, the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives shall make the following 
corrections: 

(1) Modify section 674(c)(1)(D) of the Indi- 
viduals with Disabilities Education Act, as 
amended by section 101 of the Individuals 
with Disabilities Education Improvement 
Act of 2004, by striking ‘‘and secondary 
schools" and inserting ‘‘, secondary schools, 
postsecondary schools, and graduate 
Schools". 

(2) Modify section 612(a)(14) of the Individ- 
uals with Disabilities Education Act, as 
amended by section 101 of the Individuals 
with Disabilities Education Improvement 
Act of 2004, by— 

(A) redesignating subparagraphs (C) and 
(D) as subparagraphs (D) and (E), respec- 
tively; and 

(B) by inserting after subparagraph (B) the 
following: 

*(C) QUALIFICATIONS FOR SPECIAL EDU- 
CATION TEACHERS.— The qualifications de- 
Scribed in subparagraph (A) shall ensure that 
each person employed as a special education 
teacher in the State who teaches elementary 
school, middle school, or secondary school is 
highly qualified by the deadline established 
in section 1119(a)(2) of the Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act of 1965. 


The concurrent resolution was agreed 
to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


—— E Ó— À 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
wil  postpone further proceedings 
today on motions to suspend the rules 
on which a recorded vote or the yeas 
and nays are ordered, or on which the 
vote is objected to under clause 6 of 
rule XX. 

Record votes on postponed questions 
will be taken later today. 


MORE 


AMERICAN HISTORY AND CIVICS 
EDUCATION ACT OF 2004 


Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 5360) to authorize grants to estab- 
lish academies for teachers and stu- 
dents of American history and civics, 
and for other purposes, as amended. 

'The Clerk read as follows: 

H.R. 5360 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the American 
History and Civics Education Act of 2004’’. 
SEC. 2. PRESIDENTIAL ACADEMIES FOR TEACH- 

ING OF AMERICAN HISTORY AND 
CIVICS; CONGRESSIONAL ACAD- 
EMIES FOR STUDENTS OF AMER- 
ICAN HISTORY AND CIVICS. 

(а) ESTABLISHMENT.— The Secretary of Edu- 
cation (referred to in this Act as the ‘‘Sec- 
гебагу”) may award not more than 12 grants, 
on à competitive basis— 

(1) to entities to establish Presidential 
Academies for Teaching of American History 
and Civics that may offer workshops for both 
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veteran and new teachers of American his- 
tory and civics; and 

(2) to entities to establish Congressional 
Academies for Students of American History 
and Civics. 

(b) APPLICATION.—An entity that desires to 
receive a grant under subsection (a) shall 
submit an application to the Secretary at 
such time, in such manner, and containing 
such information as the Secretary may re- 
quire. 

(c) DEMONSTRATED EXPERTISE.—The Sec- 
retary shall require that each entity, to be 
eligible to receive a grant under this section, 
demonstrate expertise in historical method- 
ology or the teaching of history. 

(d) AVAILABLE FUNDS.—To carry out this 
section, the Secretary may use any funds ap- 
propriated for fiscal year 2005 or any subse- 
quent fiscal year to carry out part D of title 
V of the Elementary and Secondary Edu- 
cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 7241 et seq.). 

SEC. 3. NATIONAL HISTORY DAY PROGRAM. 

The Secretary may award grants to the 
National History Day Program for the pur- 
pose of continuing and expanding its activi- 
ties to promote the study of history and im- 
prove instruction. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Delaware (Mr. CASTLE) and the gentle- 
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Delaware (Mr. CASTLE). 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in- 
clude extraneous material on H.R. 5360. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Delaware? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Today the House will consider H.R. 
5360, the American History and Civics 
Education Act of 2004. This bill, which 
was introduced by my colleague from 
Mississippi (Mr. WICKER), is intended to 
support programs that will help raise 
student academic achievement by im- 
proving the knowledge, understanding 
and appreciation of American history 
and civics education for our Nation’s 
teachers and students. 

According to the 2001 National As- 
sessment of Educational Progress as- 
sessment in United States history, 33 
percent of students in grades 4 scored 
below basic, 36 percent of students in 
grade 8 scored below basic, and 57 per- 
cent of students in grade 12 scored 
below basic. 

In addition, the data from the assess- 
ment revealed that 92 percent of stu- 
dents in grade 12 could not explain the 
most important cause of the Great De- 
pression, 91 percent of students in 
grade 8 could not list two issues that 
were important in causing the Civil 
War, and 73 percent of the students in 
grade 4 could not identify the Constitu- 
tion from among four choices as the 
document that contains the basic rules 
used to run the United States Govern- 
ment. 
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Accordingly, H.R. 5360 is designed to 
improve student academic achievement 
in American history and civics edu- 
cation by authorizing the Secretary of 
Education to use existing funds to 
award grants to entities to establish 
Presidential Academies for Teaching of 
American History and Civics to help 
strengthen the teaching skills and 
knowledge of teachers in American his- 
tory and civics. H.R. 5360 also author- 
izes the use of existing funds at the De- 
partment of Education for Congres- 
sional Academies for Students of 
American History and Civics to help 
broaden secondary students’ knowledge 
of American history and civics. 

Finally, this legislation authorizes 
the Secretary to use existing funds to 
award grants to the National History 
Day program to promote the study of 
history and improve instruction. The 
purpose of H.R. 5360 is to help our Na- 
tion’s students and teachers develop a 
deeper understanding and appreciation 
of American history and civics edu- 
cation. I urge my colleagues to support 
the legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I support this bill. Just 
as an aside, I would like to say, as a 
Member of Congress, if there is any 
subject I wish I had paid more atten- 
tion to, it would have been American 
history. I support this bill, which im- 
proves history and civics education, 
primarily by funding workshops for 
history teachers. It recognizes the im- 
portance of teaching our children his- 
tory and allows for Federal support for 
an effective and widely respected pro- 
gram, National History Day. 

This bill creates both Presidential 
Academies for Teaching of American 
History and Civics and Congressional 
Academies for Students of American 
History and Civics. I am pleased that it 
will ensure that these are quality pro- 
grams by ensuring that grants are 
awarded only to those who have dem- 
onstrated expertise in historical meth- 
odology or the teaching of history. 

A very important feature of this leg- 
islation authorizes the Secretary of 
Education to award grants to the Na- 
tional History Day program, a highly 
successful, year-long national program 
that trains teachers and sponsors a na- 
tional competition among junior high 
and high school students. They produce 
dramatic performances, imaginative 
exhibits, multimedia documentaries 
and research papers based on research 
related to an annual theme. 

The National History Day program, 
which reaches 2 million people annu- 
ally from nearly every State, teaches 
students important literacy skills and 
engages them in the use and under- 
standing of museum and library re- 
sources. It inspires students to study 
local history and challenges them to 
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expand their thinking and apply 
knowledge of local events to national 
and, at times, international issues. The 
program also teaches students to be- 
come technologically literate through 
the use of computer and Internet re- 
search methods and the use of techno- 
logically advanced applications in 
their presentations. 

For more than 25 years, National His- 
tory Day has used history to help stu- 
dents develop research, thinking and 
communication skills. I am pleased 
that this bill would help continue and 
expand its important activities. 

All Americans benefit from a better 
understanding of history, and this bill 
is a positive step toward ensuring that 
future generations have the back- 
ground and tools for appreciating his- 
tory and applying those lessons to our 
daily lives. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Mississippi (Mr. WICKER), 
sponsor of this legislation in the House 
of Representatives, himself one who 
cares deeply about history. 

Mr. WICKER. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
thank my friend from Delaware as well 
as my friend from California for their 
remarks so far in this debate. I also 
want to thank the chairman of the full 
committee, the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. BOEHNER), who, Mr. Speaker, has 
been enormously patient and helpful to 
me during this year-long effort to pro- 
mote better knowledge of American 
history and civics. Thanks also goes to 
the ranking member of the full com- 
mittee as well as the entire House lead- 
ership. Iam very appreciative. 

Mr. Speaker, we meet today in a 
Chamber that exhibits a magnificent 
portrait of George Washington just to 
my left. We meet at a location actually 
selected by George Washington, the fa- 
ther of our country. Just above the 
Speaker’s podium is a profound quote 
from another of our distinguished pa- 
triots, Daniel Webster. We are gov- 
erned today by rules promulgated in 
part by Thomas Jefferson, the author 
of the Declaration of Independence and 
another of our great founders. 

In that atmosphere, Mr. Speaker, it 
is perhaps hard for us to imagine that 
not everyone in our country shares our 
appreciation for this great system of 
government and this wonderful tradi- 
tion and history of freedom and inde- 
pendence that we have in America or 
has even a rudimentary knowledge of 
that great system of government. Yet, 
sadly, as I talk to my colleagues about 
this issue, they have observed the same 
thing as they travel around the coun- 
try that I have: an appalling, even 
shocking, lack of knowledge about 
American history and our American 
system. This is particularly true 
among our young people. 

Just a few facts, Mr. Speaker. Sixty- 
two percent of Americans today cannot 
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name the three branches of the Federal 
Government. An examination was 
given to seniors in 55 of our Nation’s 
top colleges and universities, including 
Brown, Harvard and Princeton. The 
exam contained 34 questions, multiple 
choice, testing a high school level of 
proficiency on American history. Some 
81 percent of the seniors in these col- 
leges received either a D or an F on 
these examinations. Seventy-five per- 
cent of our high school seniors are not 
proficient in American history and 
civics, and one-third lack even a basic 
knowledge of this subject matter. 

Part of the reason for this, Mr. 
Speaker, is that the curriculum at 
these same 55 elite universities does 
not require an American history course 
for graduation and 78 percent require 
no history credit at all to graduate 
from the best colleges and universities 
in our land. As a result of this fact, 
over one-half of our high school history 
teachers received their college degrees 
in subjects other than history. 
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This is not their fault, Mr. Speaker. 
This is simply a fact which we are try- 
ing to address today. 

Simply put, what this bill does, as 
my friend from Delaware stated, is to 
authorize the Secretary of Education 
to award competitive grants from ex- 
isting funds for summer academies 
that would promote civics and history 
education. The grants would be avail- 
able to colleges and universities, to 
museums, libraries, nonprofit organiza- 
tions, some of which are already en- 
gaged in this type of activity, and 
other entities that can demonstrate 
the capability to enhance the subject 
matter. 

The sessions for teachers would focus 
on new ideas and more creative ways to 
communicate the history and civics 
curriculum to students. It would not 
dictate a curriculum. Separate acad- 
emies for students would provide a 
unique and more comprehensive look 
at the important subjects of civics and 
education. 

I would say to the Members in clos- 
ing, Mr. Speaker, that this legislation 
has the support of a wide spectrum of 
Americans, from Paul Weyrich and Bill 
Bennett on the right, to Senator TED 
KENNEDY at the other end of the polit- 
ical spectrum. I think it simply dem- 
onstrates this: that knowledge and un- 
derstanding of America and Ameri- 
canism really has no ideology. 

I again express my thanks to the 
leadership of the committee and of 
House of Representatives, and I urge a 
“уев” vote on the bill. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I have 
no further requests for time, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, I urge 
support of the legislation, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SHIMKUS). The question is on the mo- 
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tion offered by the gentleman from 
Delaware (Mr. CASTLE) that the House 
suspend the rules and pass the bill, 
H.R. 5360, as amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the bill, 
as amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


== 


DIRECTING SECRETARY OF SEN- 
ATE TO CORRECT ENROLLMENT 
OF 8. 150 


Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak- 
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
concur in the Senate concurrent reso- 
lution (S. Con. Res. 146) to direct the 
Secretary of the Senate to make cor- 
rections in the enrollment of the bill, 
S. 150. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

б. Сом. RES. 146 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep- 
resentatives concurring), That, in the enroll- 
ment of the bill (S. 150) to extend the mora- 
torium on taxes on Internet access and mul- 
tiple and discriminatory taxes on electronic 
commerce imposed by the Internet Tax Free- 
dom Act, the Secretary of the Senate shall 
make the following corrections: 

(1) Amend subsection (a) of section 1104 of 
the Internet Tax Freedom Act (47 U.S.C. 151 
note), ав added by section 3 of the bill, to 
read as follows: 

“(а) PRE-OCTOBER 1998 TAXES.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 1101(a) does not 
apply to a tax on Internet access that was 
generally imposed and actually enforced 
prior to October 1, 1998, if, before that date— 

(А) the tax was authorized by statute; and 

“(В) either— 

“(і) a provider of Internet access services 
had a reasonable opportunity to know, by 
virtue of a rule or other public proclamation 
made by the appropriate administrative 
agency of the State or political subdivision 
thereof, that such agency has interpreted 
and applied such tax to Internet access serv- 
ices; or 

**(ii) a State or political subdivision there- 
of generally collected such tax on charges for 
Internet access. 

**(2) TERMINATION.— 

“(А) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), this subsection shall not 
apply after November 1, 2007. 

“(В) STATE TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICE 
TAX.— 

"(i DATE FOR TERMINATION.—This sub- 
section shall not apply after November 1, 
2006, with respect to a State telecommuni- 
cations service tax described in clause (ii). 

“(11) DESCRIPTION OF TAX.—A State tele- 
communications service tax referred to in 
subclause (i) is a State tax— 

“(I) enacted by State law on or after Octo- 
ber 1, 1991, and imposing a tax on tele- 
communications service; and 

“(П) applied to Internet access through ad- 
ministrative code or regulation issued on or 
after December 1, 2002.". 

(2) Insert after section 6 of the bill the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. 6A. EXCEPTION FOR TEXAS MUNICIPAL AC- 
CESS LINE FEE. 

The Internet Tax Freedom Act (47 U.S.C. 
151 note), as amended by section 6, is amend- 
ed by adding at the end the following: 
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“SEC. 1109. EXCEPTION FOR TEXAS MUNICIPAL 
ACCESS LINE FEE. 


“Nothing in this Act shall prohibit Texas 
or a political subdivision thereof from im- 
posing or collecting the Texas municipal ac- 
cess line fee pursuant to Texas Local Govt. 
Code Ann. ch. 283 (Vernon 2005) and the defi- 
nition of access line as determined by the 
Public Utility Commission of Texas in its 
‘Order Adopting Amendments to Section 
26.465 As Approved At The February 13, 2003 
Public Hearing’, issued March 5, 2008, іп 
Project No. 26412.”, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) and 
the gentleman from North Carolina 
(Mr. WATT) each will control 20 min- 
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER). 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members may have 5 legislative days 
within which to revise and extend their 
remarks and include extraneous mate- 
rial on б. Con. Res. 146 currently under 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, the enrolling resolution 
before us from the other body makes 
some modest, but important, changes 
to S. 150, a bill to extend the morato- 
rium on Internet access taxes and mul- 
tiple and discriminatory Internet 
taxes, which we will consider in a few 
minutes. When we move to that bill, I 
will describe the underlying legisla- 
tion. For now I will just state that the 
changes made by this enrolling resolu- 
tion are necessary in order for me to 
support passage of S. 150. 

The most important change to S. 150 
contained in the enrolling resolution is 
that it will apply the same moratorium 
on Internet access taxes to my home 
State of Wisconsin that applies to at 
least 40 other States. Beginning in No- 
vember of 2006, the special grand- 
fathered status enjoyed by Wisconsin 
since 1998 that allows the State to con- 
tinue to tax Internet users will end, 
and my State like most every other 
State will have to abide by the Inter- 
net tax moratorium and stop taxing 
Wisconsinites’ Internet service. 

The House passed legislation re- 
ported by the Committee on the Judici- 
ary, H.R. 49, that would have ended the 
special grandfathered status of all the 
1998 States effective immediately. 

The section of language added to S. 
150 by this enrolling resolution affect- 
ing grandfathered taxation is intended 
to apply to all States that have im- 
posed Internet access taxes via an ad- 
ministrative ruling made well after the 
1998 moratorium was enacted that 
taxes Internet access as а tele- 
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communications service. I find this 
type of ex post facto attempt to cir- 
cumvent the general moratorium with- 
out new State legislative action to be 
offensive. However, out of the 1998 
grandfathered States, I believe only 
Wisconsin’s actions today meet the 
requisite objective criteria in this pro- 
vision. Therefore, only Wisconsin will 
find its 1998 grandfather status revoked 
by this language. 

The other change contained in the 
resolution adds a new section to the 
bill that would clarify that certain 
taxes and fees imposed by Texas mu- 
nicipalities are not included within the 
scope of the moratorium on Internet 
access and that such Texas municipali- 
ties could continue to collect fran- 
chising and right-of-way fees when 
telecommunications companies build 
infrastructure and use public rights of 
way. We believe that this provision 
clearly only applies to Texas. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge Members to ex- 
tend the Internet tax freedom once 
again to most of our citizens and join 
me in supporting this concurrent reso- 
lution and the underlying bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. 
SENSENBRENNER) that the House sus- 
pend the rules and concur in the Sen- 
ate concurrent resolution, S. Con. Res. 
146. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the Sen- 
ate concurrent resolution was соп- 
curred in. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


— Re — 


INTERNET TAX 
NONDISCRIMINATION ACT 


Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak- 
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the Senate bill (S. 150) to make 
permanent the moratorium on taxes on 
Internet access and multiple and dis- 
criminatory taxes on electronic com- 
merce imposed by the Internet Tax 
Freedom Act. 

'The Clerk read as follows: 

S. 150 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the Internet Tax 
Nondiscrimination Act". 

SEC. 2. FOUR-YEAR EXTENSION 
TAX MORATORIUM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (a) of section 
1101 of the Internet Tax Freedom Act (47 
U.S.C. 151 note) is amended to read as fol- 
lows: 

“(а) MORATORIUM.—No State or political 
subdivision thereof may impose any of the 
following taxes during the period beginning 
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November 1, 2003, and ending November 1, 
2007: 

“(1) Taxes on Internet access. 

*(2) Multiple or discriminatory taxes on 
electronic commerce." 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—(1) Section 
1101 of the Internet Tax Freedom Act (47 
U.S.C. 151 note) is amended by striking sub- 
section (d) and redesignating subsections (e) 
and (f) as subsections (d) and (e), respec- 
tively. 

(2) Section 1104(10) of the Internet Tax 
Freedom Act (47 U.S.C. 151 note) is amended 
to read as follows: 

**(10) TAX ON INTERNET ACCESS.— 

“(А) ІМ GENERAL.—The term ‘tax on Inter- 
net access’ means a tax on Internet access, 
regardless of whether such tax is imposed on 
a provider of Internet access or a buyer of 
Internet access and regardless of the termi- 
nology used to describe the tax. 

“(В) GENERAL EXCEPTION.—The term ‘tax 
on Internet access’ does not include a tax 
levied upon or measured by net income, cap- 
ital stock, net worth, or property value.’’. 

(3) Section 1104(2)(B)(i) of the Internet Tax 
Freedom Act (47 U.S.C. 151 note) is amended 
by striking ‘‘except with respect to a tax (on 
Internet access) that was generally imposed 
and actually enforced prior to October 1, 
1998,”. 

(с) INTERNET ACCESS SERVICE; INTERNET 
ACCESS.— 

(1) INTERNET ACCESS SERVICE.—Paragraph 
(300) of section 1101(d) (as redesignated by 
subsection (b)(1) of this section) of the Inter- 
net Tax Freedom Act (47 U.S.C. 151 note) is 
amended by striking the second sentence and 
inserting ‘‘The term ‘Internet access service’ 
does not include telecommunications serv- 
ices, except to the extent such services are 
purchased, used, or sold by a provider of 
Internet access to provide Internet ассевв.”. 

(2) INTERNET ACCESS.—Section 1104(5) of 
that Act is amended by striking the second 
sentence and inserting ‘‘The term ‘Internet 
access’ does not include telecommunications 
services, except to the extent such services 
are purchased, used, or sold by a provider of 
Internet access to provide Internet ассевв.”. 
SEC. 3. GRANDFATHERING OF STATES THAT TAX 

INTERNET ACCESS. 

The Internet Tax Freedom Act (47 U.S.C. 
151 note) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating section 1104 as section 
1105; and 

(2) by inserting after section 1103 the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 1104. GRANDFATHERING OF STATES THAT 
TAX INTERNET ACCESS. 

“(а) PRE-OCTOBER 1998 TAXES.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 1101(a) does not 
apply to a tax on Internet access that was 
generally imposed and actually enforced 
prior to October 1, 1998, if, before that date, 
the tax was authorized by statute and ei- 
ther— 

“(A) a provider of Internet access services 
had a reasonable opportunity to know, by 
virtue of a rule or other public proclamation 
made by the appropriate administrative 
agency of the State or political subdivision 
thereof, that such agency has interpreted 
and applied such tax to Internet access serv- 
ices; or 

“(В) a State or political subdivision there- 
of generally collected such tax on charges for 
Internet access. 

“(2) TERMINATION.—This subsection shall 
not apply after November 1, 2007. 

‘*(b) PRE-NOVEMBER 2003 TAXES.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 1101(а) does not 
apply to a tax on Internet access that was 
generally imposed and actually enforced as 
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of November 1, 2003, if, as of that date, the 
tax was authorized by statute and— 

“(A) а provider of Internet access services 
had a reasonable opportunity to know by vir- 
tue of a public rule or other public proclama- 
tion made by the appropriate administrative 
agency of the State or political subdivision 
thereof, that such agency has interpreted 
and applied such tax to Internet access serv- 
ices; and 

(В) a State or political subdivision there- 
of generally collected such tax on charges for 
Internet access. 

“(2) TERMINATION.—This subsection shall 
not apply after November 1, 2005.” 

SEC. 4. ACCOUNTING RULE. 

The Internet Tax Freedom Act (47 U.S.C. 
151 note) is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

“SEC. 1106. ACCOUNTING RULE. 

“(а) IN GENERAL.—If charges for Internet 
access are aggregated with and not sepa- 
rately stated from charges for telecommuni- 
cations services or other charges that are 
subject to taxation, then the charges for 
Internet access may be subject to taxation 
unless the Internet access provider can rea- 
sonably identify the charges for Internet ac- 
cess from its books and records kept in the 
regular course of business. 

**(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) CHARGES FOR INTERNET ACCESS.—The 
term ‘charges for Internet access’ means all 
charges for Internet access as defined in sec- 
tion 1105(5). 

“(2) CHARGES FOR TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
SERVICES.—The term ‘charges for tele- 
communications services’ means all charges 
for telecommunications services, except to 
the extent such services are purchased, used, 
or sold by a provider of Internet access to 
provide Internet access.’’. 

SEC. 5. EFFECT ON OTHER LAWS. 

The Internet Tax Freedom Act (47 U.S.C. 
151 note), as amended by section 4, is amend- 
ed by adding at the end the following: 

“SEC. 1107. EFFECT ON OTHER LAWS. 

“(а) UNIVERSAL SERVICE.—Nothing in this 
Act shall prevent the imposition or collec- 
tion of any fees or charges used to preserve 
and advance Federal universal service or 
similar State programs— 

“(1) authorized by section 254 of the Com- 
munications Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 254); or 

**(2) in effect on February 8, 1996. 

‘(b) 911 AND E-911 SERVICES.—Nothing in 
this Act shall prevent the imposition or col- 
lection, on a service used for access to 911 or 
E-911 services, of any fee or charge specifi- 
cally designated or presented as dedicated by 
a State or political subdivision thereof for 
the support of 911 or E-911 services if no por- 
tion of the revenue derived from such fee or 
charge is obligated or expended for any pur- 
pose other than support of 911 or Е-911 serv- 
ices. 

*(c) NON-TAX REGULATORY PROCEEDINGS.— 
Nothing in this Act shall be construed to af- 
fect any Federal or State regulatory pro- 
ceeding that is not related to taxation.". 
SEC. 6. EXCEPTION FOR VOICE AND OTHER SERV- 

ICES OVER THE INTERNET. 

The Internet Tax Freedom Act (47 U.S.C. 
151 note), as amended by section 5, is amend- 
ed by adding at the end the following: 

“SEC. 1108. EXCEPTION FOR VOICE SERVICES 
OVER THE INTERNET. 

“Nothing in this Act shall be construed to 
affect the imposition of tax on a charge for 
voice or similar service utilizing Internet 
Protocol or any successor protocol. This sec- 
tion shall not apply to any services that are 
incidental to Internet access, such as voice- 
capable e-mail or instant messaging.". 
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SEC. 7. GAO STUDY OF EFFECTS OF INTERNET 
TAX MORATORIUM ON STATE AND 
LOCAL GOVERNMENTS AND ON 
BROADBAND DEPLOYMENT. 


The Comptroller General shall conduct a 
study of the impact of the Internet tax mor- 
atorium, including its effects on the reve- 
nues of State and local governments and on 
the deployment and adoption of broadband 
technologies for Internet access throughout 
the United States, including the impact of 
the Internet Tax Freedom Act (47 U.S.C. 151 
note) on build-out of broadband technology 
resources in rural under served areas of the 
country. The study shall compare deploy- 
ment and adoption rates in States that tax 
broadband Internet access service with 
States that do not tax such service, and take 
into account other factors to determine 
whether the Internet Tax Freedom Act has 
had an impact on the deployment or adop- 
tion of broadband Internet access services. 
The Comptroller General shall report the 
findings, conclusions, and any recommenda- 
tions from the study to the Senate Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation and the House of Representatives 
Committee on Energy and Commerce no 
later than November 1, 2005. 

SEC. 8. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

The amendments made by this Act take ef- 
fect on November 1, 2003. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) and 
the gentleman from North Carolina 
(Mr. WATT) each will control 20 min- 
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER). 

GENERAL LEAVE 


Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members may have 5 legislative days 
within which to revise and extend their 
remarks and include extraneous mate- 
rial on S. 150, the Senate bill currently 
under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of S. 150, the Internet Tax Non- 
discrimination Act. 

In 1998, Congress passed the Internet 
Tax Freedom Act to protect the Inter- 
net from crippling taxation and piece- 
meal regulation. The act prohibited 
States from imposing multiple and dis- 
criminatory taxes on electronic com- 
merce and shielded consumers from 
new Internet access taxes. However, 
some States that had already begun 
taxing on Internet access by 1998 were 
allowed to continue such taxation tem- 
porarily. 

During the 107th Congress, we ex- 
tended the moratorium until November 
1, 2003. On July 24, 2003, well before the 
November expiration deadline, the 
House Committee on the Judiciary re- 
ported H.R. 49, the Internet Tax Non- 
discrimination Act. Introduced by the 
gentleman from California (Mr. Cox), 
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H.R. 49 made permanent the ban on 
taxes that targeted the Internet for 
discriminatory treatment and imme- 
diately ended all taxes on Internet ac- 
cess by all States and localities. 

Unlike the Senate bill, H.R. 49 also 
eliminated the so-called grandfather 
clause for States that taxed Internet 
access prior to October 1, 1998; and 
through a bipartisan amendment of- 
fered in subcommittee by the gen- 
tleman from Utah (Mr. CANNON) and 
the gentleman from North Carolina 
(Mr. WATT), the House bill preserved 
the original intent of the law by not 
punishing broadband users, then pro- 
viding tax freedom for all forms of 
Internet access, whether by dial-up, 
cable, or DSL line. H.R. 49 passed the 
House by voice vote on September 17, 
2003. Unfortunately, the other body was 
unable to pass legislation extending 
the moratorium until April 29, 2004, 6 
months after the moratorium expires. 

The Senate bill differs from H.R. 49 
in several ways. First, rather than a 
permanent moratorium, it creates a 
temporary 4-year moratorium on Inter- 
net access taxes running retroactively 
from November 1, 2003, until November 
1, 2007. Secondly, it extends the 1998 
grandfather clause for the life of the 
moratorium so that all those States 
currently taxing Internet access will 
continue to do so with the one notable 
exception of Wisconsin, which I already 
addressed fully when we considered the 
related enrolling resolution. 
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Third, it creates a new, 2-year grand- 
father clause for States that tax Inter- 
net access after the expiration of the 
moratorium. 

Despite these weaknesses which I be- 
lieve to be substantial, passing the 
Senate bill extending the Internet tax 
moratorium is still a big win for the 
vast majority of American Internet 
users. Without any action by this Con- 
gress, Internet commerce would still be 
subject to State and local taxes in 
thousands of jurisdictions. The digital 
economy and its participants are more 
vulnerable if we do not act, even if we 
must act on a weaker bill. 

For those reasons I support passage 
of S. 150, which will extend the benefits 
of the moratorium until 2007. 

At this time, let me put everyone on 
notice that in the next Congress, even 
though the moratorium does not expire 
during the life of the 109th Congress, I 
will attempt, once again, to make this 
moratorium permanent so that no 
State, when it puts together its budget 
in January of 2007, will fall into the 
trap of counting Internet access taxes 
as revenue. 

The bill, together with the enrolling 
resolution just passed, will at least 
temporarily protect against those 
States and localities taxing our e-mail 
and taxing Web service. The extension 
of the moratorium will help vitalize 
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the Internet economy, provide tax re- 
lief to consumers no matter how they 
get their Internet access, and will 
stimulate equal access to this increas- 
ingly important medium. I will con- 
tinue to assess future avenues that will 
promote greater Internet access at 
higher speeds and at less cost for all 
Americans. Let everybody be on notice 
that that is going to happen sooner 
rather than later. 

For now, I urge my colleagues to join 
me in supporting S. 150 and making the 
Internet a less taxing and more produc- 
tive experience. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. WAT'T. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
Self such time as I may consume, which 
will be à very short amount of time, 
just to make two points. 

Number one, the chairman of my 
committee and I have served so long 
together that he did not even flinch 
when I was debating a bill that I 
thought was all part of one big parcel, 
because he has seen me many times de- 
bate something that we were not dis- 
cussing in committee, so it did not 
come as any surprise to him at all. He 
did not even flinch. 

So I think on that what I will do is 
roll the statement that I read on S. 150 
into this debate. That was the discus- 
sion on the last bill. I thought we were 
doing this, all this part and parcel of 
one big bill here, rather than in two 
stages. So I hope I can just roll that 
last statement on to this debate and 
save myself from having to read it 
again. 

Second, I would just say to the gen- 
tleman on his *do not surprise us in 
the next Congress" that I think there 
has been a long-term agreement and 
commitment to making the Internet 
exempt from taxation a permanent 
moratorium. The thing that has held 
that up is that, at the same time, 
States and local governments have 
wanted to work out a national uniform 
system for taxing remote sales that 
take place over the Internet so that 
they do not lose substantial revenues 
from that source. So I think if we could 
come up with a system to put into 
place some uniform standards for tax- 
ation of remote sales over the Internet, 
making the moratorium on Internet 
access would be a no-brainer and a very 
noncontroversial step. 

So I would hope that I would be able 
to join the chairman of the full com- 
mittee in supporting a permanent mor- 
atorium on Internet access taxes, but I 
would be able to do that only if we can 
work out this other deal having to do 
with putting in place a taxation sys- 
tem for taxation of remote sales that 
are taking place over the Internet. 

Because what is happening now is 
that brick and mortar retailers in all 
of our communities are collecting sales 
taxes on sales that are taking place in 
those brick and mortar stores and, at 
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the same time, people are able to buy 
over the Internet the same product and 
be exempt from paying taxes on it be- 
cause there is no uniform way for col- 
lecting those taxes at remote loca- 
tions. That is costing local govern- 
ments and State governments in some 
cases enormous amounts of tax reve- 
nues, because most of them are sup- 
ported by sales taxes or local property 
taxes, and this is eroding a primary 
base of tax income for local commu- 
nities and State communities. 

So if we can get that part of this 
equation worked out, I think the chair- 
man would see a virtual landslide of 
support for making the moratorium on 
Internet access a permanent morato- 
rium, and I would be right in the lead 
of the march with my chairman, and I 
hope he will join us in trying to make 
that happen in the next term of Con- 
gress. 

Mr. WATT. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of S. 
150, the Internet Tax Nondiscrimina- 
tion Act, and urge my colleagues to 
support its passage. It has been a long 
journey to get here, but I believe that 
the compromise forged in the Senate 
preserves the goals we sought here in 
the House both at the subcommittee 
and full committee levels. 

Specifically, S. 150 extends the exist- 
ing moratorium against taxes on Inter- 
net access by all State and local gov- 
ernments, including those that were 
previously grandfathered by the Inter- 
net Tax Freedom Act, and there is a 
new grandfather for States that im- 
posed taxes on access to the Internet 
until November 1, 2005. Although this 
bill will necessarily result in the po- 
tential loss of some revenue to some 
States, it will promote the continued 
development, emergence, and  wide- 
Spread access to the Internet; and it 
will do so in a fair and technologically 
neutral manner. 

During the proceedings on this bill in 
the House, I, together with the gen- 
tleman from Utah (Mr. CANNON), the 
chairman of the Subcommittee on 
Commercial and Administrative Law, 
on which I am the ranking member, of- 
fered an amendment to help clarify the 
meaning of Internet access and to put 
an end to the current confusion that 
has led to discriminatory and incon- 
sistent State taxation on Internet ac- 
cess. 'The bill before us today rep- 
resents a compromise on that amend- 
ment which is supported by the rel- 
evant stakeholders, including the in- 
dustry and the State and local govern- 
ment representatives. 

The principle I pursued in offering 
the amendment was simple: If we are 
to prohibit taxes on Internet access, we 
must do so regardless of how that ac- 
cess is provided. Otherwise, we would 
give à competitive advantage to those 
providers covered by the moratorium 
over those providers that remain sub- 
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ject to taxation. This would limit the 
choices of consumers and raise the cost 
of alternative means of accessing the 
Internet such as DSL. By making the 
moratorium applicable to all Internet 
Service providers, we have created a 
level playing field for the consumer. In 
the process, we have had no intention 
to otherwise undermine State and local 
telecommunications tax bases. 

With this issue now behind us if we 
pass this bill, this Congress must turn 
to the issue of State sales and use 
taxes. I, along with the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. DELAHUNT) 
and other colleagues on our sub- 
committee, have insisted throughout 
our deliberations to ban Internet ac- 
cess taxes that we remain mindful of 
the fiscal crisis currently confronting 
many of our States. Toward that end, 
the States' attempt to establish a uni- 
fied tax system that would enable them 
to impose and collect sales taxes on 
transactions over the Internet in a 
manner that is fair and manageable 
has progressed; and I believe that dur- 
ing the next term of Congress we will 
be able to work toward a sensible solu- 
tion to solve the remote sales tax issue 
when remote sales are taking place 
over the Internet. 

In closing, I believe that S. 150 will 
ensure that the ban on Internet access 
taxes is neutral as to technology, 
Speed, and provider. I urge my col- 
leagues to vote in favor of this bill. 

I thank the gentleman for his hard 
work on this and certainly thank the 
gentleman from Utah (Mr. CANNON), 
my subcommittee Chair, in his ab- 
sence, for the tremendous amount of 
work he has put into this issue. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re- 
quests for time either on S. Con. Res. 
146, which I thought I was debating the 
last time, or on S. 150, which I under- 
Stand we are debating now, so I will be 
happy, unless the chairman wants to 
promise me he is going to work with 
me on this remote sales tax issue and 
wants to have a dialogue about that, I 
am happy to yield back the balance of 
my time, or yield to the chairman if he 
wants to comment on it. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield myself 15 seconds to say that 
access taxes and remote sales tax col- 
lections are two separate issues. It is 
like apples and oranges, and when you 
mix apple juice and orange juice in the 
same concoction, frequently it is not 
very tasty. But we will deal with both 
of those issues and consider them in 
the next Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. Cox), the author of H.R. 
49. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman from Wisconsin (Chairman 
SENSENBRENNER) and thanks also to 
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the gentleman from Michigan (Rank- 
ing Member CONYERS) for the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary’s staunch lead- 
ership on this issue. Special thanks 
also to the chairman of the Sub- 
committee on Commercial and Admin- 
istrative Law of the Committee on the 
Judiciary, the gentleman from Utah 
(Mr. CANNON), and, of course, to the 
Ranking Member, the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. WATT), the author 
of a critical amendment to this bill 
which makes it explicit that the Inter- 
net tax moratorium provides con- 
sumers with tax freedom from all 
forms of Internet access, regardless of 
the technology, wired or wireless, 
broadband or dial-up, or any pathway 
yet to be invented. 

While I am proud to be the author of 
the Internet Tax Freedom Act, which 
created the Internet tax moratorium in 
1998, and the Internet Tax Non- 
discrimination Act, which passed this 
Congress unanimously last year, this is 
the work of a great bipartisan team led 
on the Senate side by GEORGE ALLEN of 
Virginia and my original moratorium 
coauthor, who was then a member of 
the House, RON WYDEN of Oregon, and 
by President Bush who urged this Con- 
gress to extend this most valuable of 
consumer protections from taxation. 

Republicans and Democrats have 
come together to say that, no matter 
how we might choose to fund govern- 
ment services, we all agree that the 
worst way to do it would be to create 
new taxes on the Internet. That would 
be harmful to consumers, destructive 
to technological innovation, and bad 
for our economy. 

The case for allowing Internet access 
to remain tax-free has never been 
stronger. With 200 million Americans 
now online, a new tax on access would 
be a tax on working families. Our citi- 
zens recognize the danger. Eighty-eight 
percent of Americans oppose new Inter- 
net access taxes. So one might say that 
this legislation, the Internet Tax Free- 
dom Act and the Internet Non- 
discrimination Act, this moratorium, 
are the most popular tax issues in 
America. 

New Internet taxes would also be 
highly destructive to the American 
economy. Studies from the Brookings 
Institution, the University of Cali- 
fornia, Harvard, Stanford, MIT, the 
Congressional Budget Office, the De- 
partment of Commerce, and the Fed- 
eral Reserve all confirm the positive 
role of the Internet in making Ameri- 
cans more productive. New taxes can 
only slow this valuable and powerful 
engine of our economy and job growth, 
productivity and prosperity in Amer- 
ica. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, the United 
States of America needs to regain 
world leadership in encouraging other 
countries around the world to keep 
taxes off of the World Wide Web. The 
Internet is truly global commerce. The 
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original Internet Tax Freedom Act in- 
structed the executive branch to nego- 
tiate bilateral understandings with 
other countries, and our executive 
branch has done so. During the period 
of time when this moratorium was ex- 
pired, America could hardly lead when 
our own policy was not clear that we 
forbid taxation of the Internet. Now we 
are back where we belong in our role of 
world leadership, and the Bush admin- 
istration can once again resume with 
confidence negotiations with other 
countries to make sure that when we 
go online it is not just other foreign 
states that will not be taxing you, your 
Internet activities will not be prey to 
predatory tax policies from other coun- 
tries as well. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all Members to 
vote yes on this excellent legislation, 
б. 150, and yes on the enrolling resolu- 
tion. I thank the chairman for this 
great success for consumers. 

Mr. WATT. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I would just like to as- 
sure the gentleman from California 
(Mr. Cox) that he did not really say 
anything that I disagree with. Neither 
did the chairman say anything that I 
disagree with. 

I agree that taxation of Internet ac- 
cess and taxation of remote sales are 
like apples and oranges. But both of 
them have economic impact on State 
and local communities, and just be- 
cause they are apples and oranges does 
not mean that they do not have an eco- 
nomic impact. So what has been Кеер- 
ing this from moving forward is that if 
you take away the Internet access 
issue and you do not resolve the re- 
mote sales issue, then local and State 
communities are being doubly im- 
pacted in some cases, and they would 
like us to resolve both of those issues. 
They do not necessarily want us to mix 
orange juice and apple juice together, 
but they do want us to be able to drink 
apple juice at one point and drink or- 
ange juice at the other point, and they 
are not mutually exclusive, and they 
have a similar impact in local commu- 
nities. 

So I am in full agreement that we 
ought to make this moratorium perma- 
nent on Internet access. I am sup- 
porting both of these bills, and I do not 
think there is any controversy about 
that. 

My only point is we also need to now 
roll up our sleeves in this next term of 
Congress and resolve the remote sales 
tax issue so that we can put all of this 
to rest, and then we can drink both 
apple juice and orange juice and enjoy 
both of them in due course. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no other speak- 
ers, and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. PICKERING. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
for two reasons: First, to support S. 150, "The 
Internet Tax Nondiscrimination Act," and, sec- 
ond, to clarify a mischaracterization of a provi- 
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sion of S. 150 that has appeared in the media 
and perhaps in the minds of some of my col- 
leagues concerning the affect of S. 150 on 
Voice over Internet Protocol or VoIP. 

First, | support passage of S. 150 and com- 
mend my colleagues in both the House and 
the Senate for working vigorously to forge a 
compromise that addresses, albeit in a tem- 
porary fashion, the most important issue we 
face today concerning what's been termed the 
"digital divide"—bridging the gap between 
those who have Internet access and those 
who do not by protecting such access for all 
Americans from overburdensome taxation by a 
multiplicity of State and local governments that 
would directly and substantially inhibit the 
growth and expansion of this still relatively 
young technology. This bill extends until No- 
vember 2007 the current moratorium that pro- 
hibits States, or their political subdivisions, 
from taxing Internet access or imposing mul- 
tiple or discriminatory taxes on electronic com- 
merce. Both houses of Congress also com- 
promised on the treatment of States who had 
been taxing Internet access even before 1998 
when Congress passed the Internet Tax Free- 
dom Act. The grandfathered status of those 
States to continue taxation of Internet access 
will be extended for 3 more years under S. 
150. While | support the compromise we are 
voting on today because it accomplishes our 
intent to prohibit State and local taxation of 
Internet access in the interim, | still firmly be- 
lieve that we should permanently prohibit 
State taxation of Internet access in the future. 
However, | do look forward to working with our 
State, county, and city leaders in the future to 
address the broader issue of taxation of goods 
and services over the Internet. Everyone rec- 
ognizes that the Internet knows no borders, 
domestically or globally, and we should treat it 
as such by permanently prohibiting an esti- 
mated 30,000 different jurisdictions nationwide 
from imposing taxes on Internet access and 
stifling this innovative technology that has be- 
come not only a useful informational, edu- 
cational, and recreational technology for most 
Americans but also an economical necessity 
for our business community. 

Second, and more importantly for my pur- 
poses as the lead sponsor in the House of 
H.R. 4129, the "VoIP Regulatory Freedom Act 
of 2004," S. 150 as passed by the Senate 
contains a provision specifying that Voice- 
over-Internet-Protocol (“VolP”) services аге 
not covered by the moratorium. That provision 
states: 


SEC. 1108. EXCEPTION FOR VOICE SERVICES 
OVER THE INTERNET. 


Nothing in this Act shall be construed to 
affect the imposition of tax on a charge for 
voice or similar service utilizing Internet 
Protocol or any successor protocol. This sec- 
tion shall not apply to any services that are 
incidental to Internet access, such as voice- 
capable e-mail or instant messaging. 

While it has been misreported in the media 
and possibly misconstrued by others that this 
provision somehow specifically authorizes or 
requires the taxation of VoIP by States, noth- 
ing could be farther from the truth. This excep- 
tion merely provides that the moratorium 
makes no inference as to the tax treatment of 
voice services provided over the Internet. 
Even Senator PATRICK LEAHY, Ranking Mem- 
ber of the Senate Judiciary Committee, has 
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acknowledged the same when he stated dur- 
ing debate of S. 150 on the Senate floor on 
April 29, 2004, that “the McCain amendment 
[5. 150] . . . does not affect the emerging 
technology of Voice over Internet Protocol, 
VoIP.” This provision does not authorize State 
and local governments to impose a tax on 
customers or require the collection of the tax 
by vendors. Nor does it provide that state and 
local taxes currently apply to VoIP services. 
Whether these services meet the definition of 
taxable telecommunications or other services 
under state and local statutes is a question of 
law and will be determined at a future date by 
Congress. 

VoIP services as transactions in electronic 
commerce should not be burdened by the 
multiple and discriminatory taxes that States 
and localities currently apply to telecommuni- 
cations services. The Federal Communications 
Commission (FCC) has recently ruled that 
VoIP is inextricably interstate by its very na- 
ture and therefore States are specifically pre- 
vented from regulating the type of VoIP pro- 
vided by Vonage Holdings Corporation. How- 
ever, the FCC specifically expressed no opin- 
ion on the applicability of State general laws 
governing entities conducting business within 
the State, such as laws concerning taxation, to 
VoIP providers. The FCC’s decision, however, 
has ensured an environment in which VoIP 
can develop, prosper and grow to provide 
more choices for consumers and a more com- 
petitive communications industry. The FCC’s 
decision also has ensured a greater degree of 
market certainty, will encourage investment, 
will create jobs and will prevent a misguided 
approach to regulating VoIP. The drafters of 
S. 150 had the same intent and goals in mind. 
In the House, 61 members joined me in send- 
ing a letter to the FCC on October 5, 2004, 
calling on the Commission to rule that VoIP is 
an interstate application and thus subject to 
FCC jurisdiction. The letter, signed by a bipar- 
tisan majority of the House Energy and Com- 
merce Committee, urged a ruling that VoIP is 
interstate in nature and subject to the Com- 
mission’s exclusive jurisdiction. 

| mention all this to make the point that, be- 
cause S. 150 does not determine the taxable 
treatment of VoIP, the issue will be dealt with 
in the near future in Congress where | believe, 
based upon the facts and goals espoused 
above, that a majority of both houses will 
agree that taxation and regulation of VoIP, if 
any, should be left to the Federal Government. 
To avoid any confusion for the future, our ap- 
proval of S. 150 today does not in any way 
imply any support for taxation of VoIP by the 
States or the Federal Government. The provi- 
sion was merely inserted to clarify that the 
moratorium does not make a decision con- 
cerning the taxability of VoIP. 

Again, thanks to all those involved in this 
great legislative accomplishment and | look 
forward to working with my colleagues here in 
Congress to address the issues of VoIP and 
taxation in the near future. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, | support 
S. 150, the Internet Tax and Nondiscrimination 
Act. 

This legislation would reinstate the morato- 
rium on Internet access taxation and multiple 
or discriminatory taxes on electronic com- 
merce for three years. 
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Internet commerce is still relatively new and 
has yet to reach its full potential. The imposi- 
tion of taxes would threaten the future growth 
of e-commerce and would discourage compa- 
nies from using the Internet to conduct busi- 
ness. Internet taxation would create regional 
and international barriers to global trade. 

The Internet is also a major source of infor- 
mation and resources for many individuals and 
families. Taxes could make Internet access 
unaffordable for some Americans. Our goal 
should be to encourage and promote Internet 
access. 

Americans should be able to access the 
Internet without being subject to state and 
local taxes. 


1230 


Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SHIMKUS). The question is on the mo- 
tion offered by the gentleman from 
Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) that 
the House suspend the rules and pass 
the Senate bill, S. 150. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the Sen- 
ate bill was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


Ea 


RECOGNIZING THE BOY SCOUTS OF 
AMERICA FOR PUBLIC SERVICES 
PERFORMED ACROSS THE 
UNITED STATES 


Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak- 
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
agree to the resolution (H. Res. 853) 
recognizing the Boy Scouts of America 
for the public service the organization 
performs for neighborhoods and com- 
munities across the United States. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


H. REs. 853 


Whereas the Boy Scouts of America is one 
of the leading volunteer youth movements in 
the United States, serving more than 
4,700,000 young people with the support of 
1,200,000 volunteer adult leaders; 

Whereas the Boy Scouts of America was in- 
corporated on February 8, 1910, and recog- 
nized by Federal charter on June 15, 1916, to 
provide an educational program for youth to 
build character, train in the responsibilities 
of participatory citizenship, and develop per- 
sonal fitness; 

Whereas the Boy Scouts of America teach- 
es the core values of duty to God and coun- 
try, personal honor, respect for the beliefs of 
others, volunteerism, and the value of serv- 
ice and doing a “гоод turn" daily, principles 
which are conducive to good character, citi- 
zenship, and health; and 

Whereas during the 95-year history of the 
Boy Scouts of America, the organization has 
partnered with the Salvation Army, Habitat 
for Humanity International, the American 
Red Cross, and thousands of other commu- 
nity and civic organizations to address crit- 
ical issues facing communities in the United 
States, including the problems of hunger, in- 
adequate housing, and poor health and youth 
obesity: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa- 
tives— 
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(1) recognizes the Boy Scouts of America 
for the public service the organization per- 
forms for neighborhoods and communities 
across the United States; and 

(2) commends the Boy Scouts of America 
for the Good Turn for America program and 
the work the organization has accomplished 
while partnering with the Salvation Army, 
Habitat for Humanity International, the 
American Red Cross, and thousands of other 
community and civic organizations across 
the United States to address critical issues 
facing communities in the United States. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) and 
the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. 
JACKSON-LEE) each will control 20 min- 
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER). 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members may have 5 legislative days 
within which to revise and extend their 
remarks and include extraneous mate- 
rial on H. Res. 853. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of House Resolution 853, recognizing 
the Boy Scouts of America for the pub- 
lic service the organization performs 
for neighborhoods and communities 
across the United States. 

Despite the widespread respect the 
Boy Scouts of America have earned 
over their long history, the Boy Scouts 
have been and continue to be the tar- 
gets of strident legal attacks simply 
because religious faith is part of the 
scouting program. 

The purpose of the Boy Scouts of 
America, incorporated on February 8, 
1910, and chartered by this Congress in 
1916, is to provide an educational pro- 
gram for boys and young adults to 
build character, to train in the respon- 
sibilities of citizenship, and to develop 
personal fitness. The community-based 
organizations receive national charters 
they use to integrate the Scouting pro- 
gram into their own youth work. 

These groups, which have goals com- 
patible with those of the Boy Scouts of 
America, include religious, edu- 
cational, civil, fraternal, business and 
labor organizations; governmental bod- 
ies; corporations; professional associa- 
tions; and citizens’ groups. 

Several Presidents of the United 
States, including John F. Kennedy and 
Gerald R. Ford, have been ex-Scouts. 
Of the 108th Congress, 264 Members, 
nearly half the entire congressional 
membership, participated in Scouting. 
Membership in the Scouts since 1910 to- 
tals more than 110 million. As of De- 
cember 31, 2003, the Boy Scouts of 
America included 3.2 million youth 
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members and 1.2 million adult mem- 
bers. 

The Scout Law sets forth 12 guiding 
principles, providing that a Scout is 
“trustworthy, loyal, helpful, friendly, 
courteous, kind, obedient, cheerful, 
thrifty, brave, clean, and reverent." 
With regard to the final principle, the 
Scout Law says, ‘‘A Scout is reverent. 
A Scout is reverent toward God. He is 
faithful in his religious duties. He re- 
Spects the beliefs of others." All Boy 
Scouts must know and subscribe to the 
Scout Oath and Law, which embodies 
not only the ideals of Scouting but also 
those of our great Nation. 

While many religious organizations 
charter Scouting units, Boy Scouts of 
America prohibits them from requiring 
boys who belong to other denomina- 
tions or faith to take part in or observe 
their religious ceremonies. Rather, the 
Boy Scouts of America encourages its 
youth members to practice their reli- 
gious beliefs as directed by their par- 
ents and their spiritual advisors. 

In Boy Scouts of America vs. Dale, 
the Supreme Court held that ‘‘during 
the time spent with the youth mem- 
bers, the scoutmasters and assistant 
scoutmasters inculcate them with the 
Boy Scouts’ values, both expressly and 
by example. It seems indisputable that 
an association that seeks to transmit 
such a system of values engages in ex- 
pressive activity." 

Whenever the Boy Scouts are singled 
out for unfavorable treatment because 
of their viewpoint, very serious con- 
stitutional issues are raised. And this 
Congress will do everything in its 
power to uphold the Boy Scouts’ con- 
stitutional rights. 

Despite affirmation of the Scouts’ 
first amendment right of expressive as- 
sociation by the Supreme Court in the 
Dale case, the Boy Scouts have been 
attacked on a variety of legal fronts. 

In 1999 the American Civil Liberties 
Union filed suit against the United 
States Department of Defense, the 
United States Department of Housing 
and Urban Development, and the Chi- 
cago School Reform Board of Trustees 
claiming that governmental support of 
the Boy Scouts violates the establish- 
ments clause because the Boy Scouts 
require a belief in God as a condition of 
membership. This lawsuit seeks to re- 
move virtually all government support 
of the Boy Scouts of America. 

Additionally, though the Supreme 
Court affirmed the Scouts’ freedom of 
expressive association in the context of 
setting membership standards, the 
Scouts have been excluded from par- 
ticipating in Connecticut’s charitable 
giving program for choosing to express 
this right. 

The Scouts are also under attack in 
the city of San Diego. For decades the 
Scouts have used San Diego park prop- 
erty pursuant to a lease agreement 
with the city. However, the use of this 
property is currently in jeopardy due 
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to claims by activist groups that the 
Scouts’ use of the property violates the 
establishment clause. 

The Scouts have also had to fight for 
equal access to school facilities for 
after-hour use. Shortly after the Su- 
preme Court’s decision in Dale, the 
Broward County School Board in Flor- 
ida unanimously voted to exclude the 
Boy Scouts of America from utilizing 
school facilities for after-school use 
simply because of the Boy Scouts’ reli- 
gious principles, even though, for many 
years prior to this, the local arm of the 
Scouts had enjoyed the after-hours use 
of many Broward school facilities and 
numerous other organizations contin- 
ued to use the school facilities. 

Throughout the history of the Boy 
Scouts of America, the Boy Scouts 
have provided services to others, gath- 
ering food and clothing for needy 
neighbors, building playgrounds, re- 
pairing parks and public buildings, as- 
sisting fire and police departments, and 
aiding disaster victims. In the days fol- 
lowing September 11, Boy Scouts 
across the country collected food and 
other necessities for the victims’ fam- 
ily and rescue workers and helped to 
rally the patriotism of the country by 
handing out flags and holding candle- 
light vigils. 

Practically every Member of this 
body, Mr. Speaker, has been invited 
and participated in Eagle Scout cere- 
monies. I have been at a number of 
them, and it is a recognition of the 
good kids in our society that in my 
opinion do not get enough recognition. 
But in order to become an Eagle, every 
Scout has to do some type of commu- 
nity service project. And if the Scout 
does not do that, the Scout does not at- 
tain the highest rank, which is Eagle 
status. And it would be a shame if the 
Boy Scouts ended up being sued to 
death and, thus, the communities that 
benefit from all of these Eagle projects, 
as well as the projects that Scouts of 
lower rank participate in, would not be 
available. 

We need the Boy Scouts now more 
than ever. And this Congress will do 
whatever it takes to make sure their 
vital spirit continues to inspire and 
strengthen America and its youth. I 
rise today in support of House Resolu- 
tion 853, and I will rise in support of fu- 
ture efforts to protect the Boy Scouts 
whenever they or any other organiza- 
tion face unfair discrimination. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise as a Silver Beaver 
recipient and a member of the board of 
directors of the Houston-Galveston Boy 
Scouts of America. I also am a member 
of this body and recognize that there is 
diversity of opinion and thought and 
process and also in many instances the 
interpretation of the Constitution. But 
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I rise today to recognize that we have 
the kind of embracing support for H. 
Res. 853 and recognizing the young men 
that engage in Boy Scout programs 
throughout America. 

Let me first say that we in this coun- 
try should be very proud that we have 
the kind of young people who are will- 
ing in their very young age to become 
a part of a civic organization that pro- 
vides service. And so this resolution 
recognizes that service. 

I would just offer to my colleagues 
the list of service activities, probably 
so many of them in your community 
that we see Boy Scouts engaged in. For 
example, ‘‘Habitat Fills in the Missing 
Pieces on Dallas Street," and this arti- 
cle shows Boy Scout Troop 1077 going 
about their activities and helping to 
rebuild communities, young men, if 
you will, that are not even voting age 
at this time. 

Then when we have looked at the 
question of homeland security, we see 
another article suggesting something 
that Iam very committed to, prepared- 
ness in our neighborhoods. Boy Scouts 
of America helped launch a national 
preparedness month, and they are here 
with Secretary of Homeland Security 
Tom Ridge because it is the Boy Scouts 
who understand preparedness and un- 
derstand first aid and understand orga- 
nizational skills that are very key and 
can be very key in helping us to secure 
our neighborhoods. 

Of course, all of us have heard about 
aiding hurricane victims, and we have 
another release that talks about 200 
Boy Scouts aiding Hurricane Charley 
victims. So we know that this is an op- 
portunity for young people to learn not 
only their civic duty but to participate 
in it. 

Let me share with you a personal 
story on the Boy Scouts. I think it isa 
program that has now taken some na- 
tional wings, and that is what we call 
Urban Scouting. Some years ago in 
Houston we started this program with 
T-shirts and having youngsters from 
the inner city come and do Boy Scouts 
programs in the parks. That was the 
only place that they had; and unlike 
other units that had parents and 
maybe other kinds of facilities, we 
used paid Scouters, professionals, to 
help us with the Urban Scouting pro- 
gram. I am very proud to say that 
today it has in our community hun- 
dreds of members, maybe up to thou- 
sands of members, now with their uni- 
forms; our programs are in our schools. 

I would venture to say that we under- 
stand that there is a balance in ex- 
pressing your constitutional right to 
be free from various church and State 
issues, but we also know that we must 
have a balance. So this resolution 
charges this Congress with having a 
balance. I would say that this program, 
the Good Turn for America program, is 
a key element of the work that we do 
with the Boy Scouts. Through the Good 
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Turn for America program, thousands 
of young people have worked with or- 
ganizations such as Habitat for Hu- 
manity, have worked to aid victims of 
Hurricane Charley, have volunteered to 
feed the poor, and have worked to be- 
come good citizens by serving their 
communities. 

So it is appropriate, Mr. Speaker, 
that we join with our colleagues in rec- 
ognizing the fact that the Boy Scouts 
do good work for us. 

I will say that I welcome the Boy 
Scouts to Washington, D.C., or the re- 
gion, and I welcome them for their an- 
nual jamboree. The reason why I say 
that is because sometimes we do take 
personal privilege and I want to ac- 
knowledge Wheeler Avenue Boy Scouts 
Troop in Houston, Texas, and thank 
them for allowing and helping my 
young man, Jason Lee, become the 
Eagle Scout that he is today. I thank 
them for allowing him to participate in 
the jamboree, and for those insiders, 
Philmont Camp in New Mexico. 

This is a training process for the 
leaders of today and also for tomorrow. 
So I think it is important for us to join 
in this resolution and to commend the 
ideals of the Boy Scouts and of course 
the results of the Boy Scouts. I join 
with my neighbors and friends and my 
colleagues in commending the public 
spirited work of these young people 
throughout the Nation. There is no 
higher ideal than serving your commu- 
nity. By helping their neighbors they 
are making themselves better citizens. 
These young people deserve to be com- 
mended for their work. 

Mr. Speaker, this resolution commends the 
Boy Scouts for their work in our communities 
through the “Good Turn for America” program. 

Through the Good Turn for America pro- 
gram thousands of young people have worked 
with organizations such as Habitat for Human- 
ity, have worked to aid victims of Hurricane 
Charley, have volunteered to feed the poor, 
and have worked to become good citizens by 
serving their communities. 

| want to join my colleagues in commending 
the public spirited work of these young people 
throughout the Nation. There is no higher ideal 
than serving your community. By helping their 
neighbors, they are making themselves better 
citizens. These young people deserve to be 
commended for the good work. 

200 Boy SCOUTS AID CHARLEY VICTIMS 

On Saturday morning, August 21st, at 5 
a.m. over 200 Boy Scouts in Palm Beach 
County departed from Boca Raton's Town 
Center Mall for Florida's devastated west to 
provide disaster relief services for the vic- 
tims of Hurricane Charley. Boys and adults 
from nine troops drove 16 vehicles, including 
five trucks loaded with food and supplies to 
Arcadia to serve three meals to those left 
homeless by the storm. 

The Boy Scout relief effort, organized by 
Tom Ehrbar II, a Boca Raton businessman 
and longtime Scouting supporter, carried 
contributions of food from Wholesum Bread, 
Johnsonville Bratwurst, Cheney Bros. Foods, 
and other local vendors to the Arcadia dis- 
aster area. The Boy Scouts served 1,000 
breakfasts, 1,500 lunches, and over 1,500 din- 
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ners to the beleaguered residents of Arcadia. 
The Scouts also carried personal care items 
for distribution. 

Once in Arcadia, the Boy Scouts assisted 
the local disaster relief personnel in what- 
ever tasks needed attention: assisting in con- 
struction of temporary housing, providing 
logistical support, or communications, 
states Eagle Scout Thomas Ehrbar III, son of 
the project organizer. Weyerhouser has do- 
nated lumber supplies for that effort. 

The Scouts kicked off Good Turn for Amer- 
ica, a nationwide program of community 
service provided by the Boy Scouts for the 
communities they serve. Hurricane Charley 
arrived in Florida on the eve of that program 
kickoff. 


[September 9, 2004] 


Boy SCOUTS OF AMERICA HELP LAUNCH 
NATIONAL PREPAREDNESS MONTH 


When the Department of Homeland Secu- 
rity wanted to send a message about the im- 
portance of ‘‘being prepared" at the launch 
of National Preparedness Month in Wash- 
ington, DC, they turned to the Boy Scouts of 
America. 

Eagle Scout Tucker Barbour of Troop 500, 
chartered to the Capitol Hill Scouts in Wash- 
ington, DC, introduced Secretary of Home- 
land Security Tom Ridge at the kickoff 
event on the grounds of the United States 
Capitol. 

Barbour was joined on stage by Scouts and 
leaders from the National Capital Area 
Council and representatives of the Girl 
Scouts. 

The Boy Scouts of America is part of a co- 
alition of organizations assembled by the De- 
partment of Homeland Security to promote 
September as National Preparedness Month. 
The emphasis is intended to provide Ameri- 
cans with a variety of opportunities to learn 
more about ways they can prepare for an 
emergency, get an emergency supply kit, es- 
tablish a family communications plan, and 
become better aware of threats that may im- 
pact communities. 

The event was attended by honorary Na- 
tional Preparedness Month co-chairs Sen- 
ators Susan Collins (R-ME) and Joseph 
Lieberman  (D-CT) and Representatives 
Christopher Cox (R-CA) and Jane Harman 
(D-CA), as well as American Red Cross Presi- 
dent and CEO Marsha Evans and leaders of 
more than 80 other organizations to an- 
nounce hundreds of events focused on pre- 
paredness across the country. Following the 
event, the Scouts distributed emergency pre- 
paredness kits to members of Congress. 

To support National Preparedness Month, 
the Boy Scouts of America is encouraging 
Scouts and volunteers to focus on earning 
the Emergency Preparedness BSA Award. 
The award was developed at the request of 
the Department of Homeland Security and 
introduced in 2003. 

HABITAT FILLS IN THE MISSING PIECES ON 

DALLAS STREET—VOLUNTEERS BUILD HOMES 

THAT DEVELOPER WAS UNABLE ТО FINISH 


(By Kim Homer) 


The residents of Pinebrook Drive just 
watched their neighborhood go through a 
makeover. 

And it took only nine days. 

On Saturday, Habitat for Humanity volun- 
teers finished building 22 new three-bedroom 
homes there on the short street near Bonnie 
View and Simpson Stuart roads on lots that 
had stood vacant for years. 

Hundreds of volunteers planted flowers, in- 
stalled mailboxes and put the last bricks on 
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the attractive homes with front porches Sat- 
urday. 

A developer ran out of money to finish 
building homes on Pinebrook Drive a few 
years ago. That left gaps of missing houses. 
Toney Lemons, who has lived on the street 
since 1974, said he didn't mind all the con- 
struction work and traffic—which police 
came to direct at times—since it was for a 
good cause. 

“Everybody needs somewhere to stay," Mr. 
Lemons said, adding that he'll be happy as 
long as his new neighbors take care of their 
properties like he does. 

Nora Hernandez, who will move in down 
the street, was so excited about her new 
place she couldn't eat the lunch provided for 
volunteers on Saturday. 

"It's perfect," she said of the home. “It’s 
beautiful." 

The 31-year-old single mother will move 
her three young children from a cramped 
one-bedroom Arlington apartment to her 
new three-bedroom home in July. 

Ms. Hernandez, who works as a packer in à 
Grand Prairie plastics factory, said she's 
thrilled to become à homeowner. She has 
looked into buying a house before but found 
She could not afford one. 

"It's à big opportunity for families like 
mine," she said. Ms. Hernandez said her 
mortgage will be slightly less than her rent 
of $485 a month. Her children, ages 8, 7 and 2, 
will be able to have separate bedrooms for 
the first time, she said. 

Ms. Hernandez said she learned about the 
program from her friend and co-worker, Jua- 
nita Acosta. Ms. Hernandez told Ms. Acosta 
that she was hosting a birthday party at her 
house for one of her children. 

"I said, ‘Where?’’’? said Ms. Acosta, who 
couldn't imagine her friend had enough room 
to host the celebration. 

Now that Ms. Hernandez knows about 
Habitat for Humanity, she said she wants to 
return the favor by spreading the word about 
the program to others who may not realize 
they can apply. 

Ms. Acosta, who lives in a Pleasant Grove 
house built by Habitat for Humanity, took a 
week's vacation to help build her friend's 
home. The two friends have been putting up 
walls, painting and sweeping as part of the 
“sweat equity" homeowners must contribute 
in exchange for no-interest, $60,000 mort- 
gages. 

In all, about 3,500 volunteers pitched in 
during the building blitz. They came from 20 
churches, 11 businesses and other organiza- 
tions, including 300 AmeriCorps volunteers 
who traveled from throughout the nation. 

Ronald Denham of Victoria, Texas, was 
one of the workers from AmeriCorps, which 
gives participants a small living allowance 
in exchange for community service. 

“I believe there's a need and Га wanted to 
do this for years," said Mr. Denham, 67, a re- 
tired court reporter. 

Volunteers from Dallas-based Home Inte- 
riors and Gifts put a finishing touch of a 
wreath on each house on Saturday. The com- 
pany sponsored one of five homes built by 
all-women crews as part of Habitat for Hu- 
manity’s Women Building program. 

“The home is а haven," said Carol 
Hichinger, the company’s director of commu- 
nications, who worked on the house. “But 
first you have to have a house to decorate." 

Filling in 22 empty lots with new houses 
turned Pinebrook Drive into a whole new 
place for current and incoming residents, 
said Fred Hoster, director of development for 
Dallas Area Habitat for Humanity. Habitat 
built 19 homes on the street more than two 
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years ago, so now the nonprofit organization 
has built a majority of the homes there. 

Mr. Hoster said he expects private for-prof- 
it homebuilders will expand on what Habitat 
started in that area. Then, he said, he hopes 
new stores and restaurants will follow in the 
neighborhood that lacks many retail busi- 
nesses. Mr. Hoster said he’s confident the 
surrounding area will have a new look in a 
few years. 

“We build neighborhoods," he said. “АП 
the neighbors already know each other be- 


cause they've worked on each others’ 
houses.”’ 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 


Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield such time as he may con- 
sume to the gentleman from California 
(Mr. ISSA), the author of this resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
chairman for bringing this important 
resolution to the floor in a timely fash- 
ion, and I say “timely” because an or- 
ganization that on a bipartisan basis 
enjoys so much support to be under at- 
tack on a daily basis as we speak is an 
organization that needs our attention. 

In 1916 when the Congress chartered 
the Boy Scouts, it did so in recognition 
of their contribution in their early 
days. But as we hear today that nearly 
or actually over half of the male Mem- 
bers of Congress are here today in no 
small part because of their participa- 
tion in Boy Scouts, what we see is a 
ratio of success that comes from the 
Boy Scouts, that comes from the kind 
of training they provide to both urban 
and rural America. That is what we are 
here to defend today. 

This resolution is, as the chairman so 
aptly said, one step in a dedication 
that we have on a bipartisan basis to 
defend the Boy Scouts’ ability to con- 
tinue the fine work they have done for 
nearly a century. 

As a San Diegoan I am acutely aware 
of just how easily outside organiza- 
tions objecting to what the Boy Scouts 
stand for could lead to the end of 
Scouting as we know it. 
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So I want to, once again, thank the 
chairman for bringing this important 
resolution to the floor in this Congress. 
I have no doubt that we will take up 
these issues and more in the next Con- 
gress, but as a former Boy Scout, some- 
body who, if I owe anyone the ‘‘thank 
you for being here бойау,” it was, in 
fact, for a Christian Arab young man 
to be in a Jewish Boy Scout troop, to 
be around the kind of openness and 
thinking that was available to me as a 
Scout, coming every week to an ortho- 
dox temple to understand the values of 
the world, not the values of Christi- 
anity, not the value of Judaism but the 
values of the world and the people of 
the world. 

So, once again, Mr. Speaker, I urge 
the unanimous support of this resolu- 
tion, and I ask all my colleagues to 
vote with the chairman, with myself, 
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with the ranking member in favor of H. 
Res. 853. 

Mr. Speaker, | rise today in support of 
House Resolution 853 which honors the Boy 
Scouts of America, for the public service the 
organization performs for neighborhoods and 
communities across the United States. 

| would like to thank Chairman SENSEN- 
BRENNER, the Judiciary Committee staff, the 
Majority Leader and his staff for their hard 
work to bring this measure to the floor. 

For 95 years, the Boy Scouts of America 
have made outstanding contributions to citi- 
zenship, service, and leadership. 

The stated purpose of the Boy Scouts of 
America, incorporated on February 8, 1910, 
and chartered by Congress in 1916 is to pro- 
vide an educational program for boys and 
young adults to build character, to train in the 
responsibilities of citizenship, and to develop 
personal fitness. 

More than 50 percent of congressional 
members participated in Scouting either as a 
Scout or a scout leader. 

As | stand here today, the City of San Diego 
is facing litigation that would force the city to 
stop supporting the activities of the Boy 
Scouts and void a long-standing lease under 
which the Boy Scouts operate their head- 
quarters in city-owned Balboa Park. 

The Boy Scouts of America was founded on 
the premise of teaching boys moral and eth- 
ical values through an outdoor program that 
challenges them and teaches them respect for 
one another and themselves. 

Scouting has always represented the best in 
community, leadership, and service. 

The Boy Scouts of America relies on dedi- 
cated volunteers to promote its mission of pre- 
paring young people to make moral and eth- 
ical choice over their lifetime by instilling the 
values of the Scout Oath. 

Mr. Speaker, this resolution is an expression 
of Congress' appreciation for Scouts, volun- 
teer leaders, and employees of the Boy 
Scouts of America. 

| ask my colleagues to join me in supporting 
this resolution. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, it is my great pleasure to 
yield 2 minutes to the distinguished 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS), 
someone who understands the impor- 
tance of opportunities for young men 
and has been a leader on these issues. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
am pleased to join with the gentleman 
from Wisconsin (Chairman  SENSEN- 
BRENNER); with the gentlewoman from 
Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE), the ranking 
member of the subcommittee; with the 
gentleman from California (Mr. ISSA), 
the sponsor of this legislation; and all 
of the others who have come to provide 
recognition of the public service that is 
performed by the Boy Scouts of Amer- 
ica. 

I can agree that there can be dis- 
agreements and there can be examina- 
tion of practices, but the Boy Scouts of 
America have been one of the most pro- 
lific organizations in the development 
of boys into men that I know about in 
this country. 

As one who served for 12 years as the 
Scouting commissioner in my commu- 
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nity, there was no sight one would 
rather see than 2- or 300 young boys at 
a blue and gold dinner or to see the 500 
Scouts who used to participate in pa- 
rades and other activities that we 
would put on. 

So, in addition to the community 
service that they provide, I commend 
the Scouts for developing boys into 
men, and I am pleased to join in sup- 
port of this resolution. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. HAYWORTH). 

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank my colleague, the chairman of 
the Committee on the Judiciary, for 
yielding me the time. 

As an Eagle Scout, I rise in strong 
support of this resolution and am 
heartened by the bipartisan outpouring 
of support for the Boy Scouts of Amer- 
ica, as mentioned earlier, a movement 
that was chartered federally by this 
very Congress early in the 20th cen- 
tury. While we today reiterate our sup- 
port for the scouting movement, as my 
colleague from California, the sponsor 
of this resolution, noted, scouting is 
under attack. 

The American Civil Liberties Union 
filed a nuisance lawsuit against the 
Pentagon saying that somehow spon- 
sorship of Scout troops on military 
bases violates the doctrine of separa- 
tion of church and State. Mr. Speaker, 
that is a nuisance lawsuit, and I am 
sorry the Defense Department attor- 
neys decided to surrender to the ACLU. 

Mr. Speaker, I have written Sec- 
retary Rumsfeld asking him to coun- 
termand the decision of the Pentagon 
lawyers. Scouting values, military val- 
ues, citizenship values, a respect and 
reverence for our Creator is not a vio- 
lation of the doctrine of separation of 
church and State. So I hope those who 
join us in support of this resolution 
will likewise join us to say to the Pen- 
tagon attorneys, take down the white 
flag of surrender, do not give up on 
scouting, and we remain poised to take 
further measures to ensure that our 
government institutions follow the will 
of the people and the sentiment of the 
Congress. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. STEARNS). 

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of this resolution and 
support, of course, of the Boy Scouts of 
America. 

As mentioned, they have had 90 years 
of history here helping young men, 
young boys build character and train 
them in the responsibility of partici- 
pating in citizenship. The Boy Scouts 
teach these boys and young men that 
there is a higher good, something out- 
side of themselves within each of them 
they should strive to achieve. 

We have heard, for example, from the 
chairman of millions of American boys 
and young men who participate in the 


24318 


Boy Scouts, including Gerald Ford, 
Hank Aaron, Ross Perot, Jimmy Stew- 
art, Neil Armstrong. They all have ben- 
efited tremendously from belonging to 
and participating in the Boy Scouts. 

As such, it is altogether fitting that 
we recognize the Scouts for all the pub- 
lic service and all the charitable work 
they have done over the years. 

But Congress also has а responsi- 
bility to defend the Boy Scouts from 
the relentless attacks on it from var- 
ious government entities and interest 
groups. For example, the ACLU is 
suing to challenge the Federal Govern- 
ment’s longstanding support for the 
Boy Scouts. Do my colleagues realize 
also the ACLU also currently sued for 
the right of a nudist camp for children 
to open? 

Recently, the Department of Defense 
has agreed to no longer officially spon- 
sor the Scouts on military bases. Why? 
Because the Scouts’ oath mentions 
God. This is not the first time the Boy 
Scouts have come under attack for 
their oath or their membership poli- 
cies, even though the Supreme Court 
and the American people are on the 
side of the Boy Scouts. 

The ACLU has led the charge against 
the Scouts in States like Connecticut 
and cities like San Diego to defund this 
important organization, take away 
their campsites and treat them as 
though they are hate groups. This cam- 
paign against the Scouts is truly 
wrong. It is about time we do some- 
thing about it. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this resolution and any other 
efforts to protect the Boy Scouts of 
America. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

I believe I have no further speakers, 
Mr. Speaker, and I would just simply 
say, let me add my appreciation and 
applause to the sponsor of this legisla- 
tion, the gentleman from California 
(Mr. ISSA), but also to all of the volun- 
teers and parents and community citi- 
zens, businesses that contribute to the 
Boy Scouts of America across the Na- 
tion. 

As well, let me thank the Houston- 
Galveston Council on Boy Scouts in 
our community and as well maintain 
the fact of the valuable asset that Boy 
Scouts and their programs represent in 
the United States of America. 

I ask for support. 

Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Speaker, H. Res. 853 
may be the most self-evident resolution this 
body has considered in the 108th Congress. It 
is a bill to recognize the good service of the 
Boy Scouts of America. One would think we 
might as well consider a resolution recognizing 
the good service of motherhood and apple pie. 

But, Mr. Speaker, as we near the end of 
2004 we have to come to understand that 
some Americans do not believe in the good 
works of the Boy Scouts of America. In fact, 
there are those who believe that the very ex- 
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istence of the Boy Scouts of America does not 
deserve recognition by the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

Although such a disposition may appear to 
be shocking at first, it is the mind-bending log- 
ical conclusion of an effort that seeks to iso- 
late groups like the Boy Scouts. The American 
Civil Liberties Union, ACLU, released the de- 
tails of a legal settlement with the U.S. Depart- 
ment of Defense, DoD, this Tuesday, Novem- 
ber 16, 2004. In this ongoing case, the ACLU 
has sued DOD and U.S. Department of Hous- 
ing and Urban Development, HUD, for spon- 
soring the Boy Scouts of America, thus, in the 
opinion of the ACLU, breaching the Constitu- 
tion’s separation of church and state. While 
the settlement reached by the ACLU with 
DOC seems benign, the attack upon our coun- 
try’s cultural institutions cannot be ignored. 

While purporting to defend Liberty, the 
ACLU and its allies promote an agenda that 
discriminates against religion and blocks the 
People from helping those who help others. 
You see, the Boy Scouts of America have the 
word “God” in their oath. While the Scout 
Oath also contains words like honor, moral, 
and country, the ACLU is concerned that reli- 
gion is intruding upon the rights of the Amer- 
ican people because Department of Defense 
employees have long worked with the Boy 
Scouts of America for community events. 

Mr. Speaker, | serve as the chairman of the 
Criminal Justice, Drug Policy and Human Re- 
sources Subcommittee of the Committee on 
Government Reform. Through ту sub- 
committee, the ranking member, ELIJAH 
CUMMINGS, and | have held eight hearings in 
the last 2 years on the provision of services by 
faith-based and community groups. In a field 
hearing we held on January 23, 2004, in Los 
Angeles, CA, the subcommittee heard from a 
witness who explained the simple yet weighty 
impact the use of government property would 
be for groups like his. Keith Phillips is the 
founder and president of World Impact, a non- 
profit, faith-based organization “designed to 
transform the lives of the urban poor.” For 
groups like Mr. Phillips’, the use of buses for 
weekend trips can be the difference in helping 
the children of the urban poor. He suggested 
at our hearing that the Federal Government 
allow groups like his to use their buses on the 
weekend. He explained that government can 
help World Impact help other Americans, 
“Give us facilities where we can run clinics, 
thrift stores, recreational activities. Help us 
provide better transportation for the urban 
poor to camps, conferences and schools by 
giving us the use of government vehicles like 
buses on weekends.” 

Mr. Speaker, our Department of Defense, 
not to speak of other federal departments, op- 
erate hundreds, probably thousands of buses. 
The first legal step has been taken to prevent 
these buses from ever being used by the Boy 
Scouts or by groups like World Impact. | hope 
this House takes leaps toward helping groups 
like these. | hope this House takes steps to 
help DOD and other branches of the Federal 
Government help these people help their fel- 
low Americans. | hope we stand up for the re- 
ligious liberty of Americans against those who 
would discriminate against religiously oriented 
Americans. 

І rise with my colleagues of the House іп 
recognizing the good service of the Boy 
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Scouts of America. Though H. Res. 853 would 
appear to be a simple resolution for this body 
to consider, | believe we are forced to defend 
the Boy Scouts and all other service organiza- 
tions that would be falsely challenged in their 
service of other Americans. Let us unani- 
mously pass H. Res. 853, and honor the 
ideals of the Scout Oath: 

On my honor I will do my best 

To do my duty to God and my country 
and to obey the Scout Law; 

To help other people at all times; 

To keep myself physically strong, 
mentally awake, and morally straight. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. 
Speaker, I yield back my time. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SHIMKUS). The question is on the mo- 
tion offered by the gentleman from 
Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) that 
the House suspend the rules and agree 
to the resolution, H. Res. 853. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of 
those present have voted in the affirm- 
ative. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak- 
er, on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 


Mr. 
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THRIFT SAVINGS PLAN OPEN 
ELECTIONS ACT OF 2004 


Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H.R. 4824) to amend 
title 5, United States Code, to elimi- 
nate the provisions limiting certain 
election opportunities available to in- 
dividuals participating in the Thrift 
Savings Plan, and for other purposes, 
as amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

H.R. 4324 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. ELECTIONS FOR THRIFT 
PLAN CONTRIBUTIONS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the “Thrift Savings Plan Open Elections Act 
042004”. 

(b) ІМ GENERAL.—Section 8432(0)(1)(А) of 
title 5, United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in the first sentence— 

(A) by inserting “(1)” before “Тһе Execu- 
tive Director’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘shall be afforded a reason- 
able period every 6 months to elect to" and 
inserting “тау”; 

(2) by striking the second sentence; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

“(11) An election to make contributions 
under this paragraph— 

“(І) may be made at any time; 

*(ID shall take effect on the earliest date 
after the election that is administratively 
feasible; and 

*(TID shall remain in effect until modified 
or terminated.’’. 


SAVINGS 
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(c) CONTINUATION OF NOT MAKING IMME- 
DIATE AGENCY CONTRIBUTIONS.—Section 
8432(b)(4)(C) of title 5, United States Code, is 
amended— 

(1) by inserting “(1)” after ‘‘(C)’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

011) Notwithstanding subparagraph (А) or 
(B), contributions under paragraphs (1) and 
(2) of subsection (c) shall not begin to be 
made with respect to an employee or Mem- 
ber described under paragraph (2)(A) or (B) 
until the date that such contributions would 
have begun to be made in accordance with 
this paragraph as administered on the date 
preceding the date of enactment of the 
Thrift Savings Plan Open Elections Act of 
2004.’’. 

(d) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND- 
MENTS.— 

(1) CIVIL SERVICE RETIREMENT SYSTEM PAR- 
TICIPATION.—Section 8351(а)(29) of title 5, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 
“only during а period” and inserting “ав”. 

(2) CONTRIBUTIONS BY PREVIOUSLY INELI- 
GIBLE EMPLOYEES.—Section 8432(b)(2) of title 
5, United States Code, is amended— 

(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘sec- 
ond period" and inserting ‘‘date’’; 

(B) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘sec- 
ond period" and inserting ‘‘date’’; and 

(C) in subparagraph (D) by striking ‘‘other 
than during a period afforded" and inserting 
“ав provided’’. 

(3) PROVISION OF INFORMATION.—Section 
8439(с)(2) of title 5, United States Code, is 
amended by striking ‘‘at least 30 calendar 
days before the beginning of each election 
period under section 8432(0)(1)(А) of this 
title" and inserting “оп a regular basis”. 

(4) JUSTICES AND JUDGES.—Section 
8440a(a)(2) of title 5, United States Code, is 
amended by striking ‘‘only during a period" 
and inserting ‘‘as’’. 

(5) BANKRUPTCY JUDGES AND MAGISTRATE 
JUDGES.—Section 8440b(a)(2) of title 5, United 
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘only 
during a period" and inserting “ав”. 

(6) COURT OF FEDERAL CLAIMS JUDGES.—Sec- 
tion 8440c(a)(2) of title 5, United States Code, 
is amended by striking ‘‘only during a pe- 
riod" and inserting ‘‘as’’. 

(T) JUDGES OF THE UNITED STATES COURT OF 
APPEALS FOR VETERANS CLAIMS.—Section 
8440d(a)(2) of title 5, United States Code, is 
amended by striking ‘‘only during a period" 
and inserting ‘‘as’’. 

(8) MEMBERS OF THE UNIFORMED SERVICES.— 
Section 8440e(b)(2)(A) of title 5, United 
States Code, is amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘only during a period" and 
inserting ‘‘as’’; and 

(B) by striking all after section ‘‘8482(b)’’ 
and inserting a period. 

SEC. 2. ENHANCING FINANCIAL LITERACY. 

(а) IN GENERAL.— The Federal Retirement 
Thrift Investment Board (in this section re- 
ferred to as the “Воага”) shall periodically 
evaluate whether the tools available to par- 
ticipants provide the information needed to 
understand, evaluate, and compare financial 
products, services, and opportunities offered 
through the Thrift Savings Plan. The Board 
shall use these evaluations to improve its ex- 
isting education program for Thrift Savings 
Plan participants. 

(b) REPORT ON FINANCIAL LITERACY ЕЕ- 
FORTS.—The Board shall annually report to 
the Committee on Governmental Affairs of 
the Senate and the Committee on Govern- 
ment Reform of the House of Representa- 
tives on its Thrift Savings Plan education ef- 
forts on behalf of plan participants. 

(c) STRATEGY.—As part of the retirement 
training offered by Office of Personnel Man- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


agement under section 8350 of title 5, United 
States Code, the Office, in consultation with 
the Board, shall— 

(1) not later than 6 months after the date 
of enactment of this Act, develop and imple- 
ment a retirement financial literacy and 
education strategy for Federal employees 
that— 

(A) shall educate Federal employees on the 
need for retirement savings and investment; 
and 

(B) provide information related to how 
Federal employees can receive additional in- 
formation on how to plan for retirement and 
calculate what their retirement investment 
Should be in order to meet their retirement 
goals; and 

(2) submit à report to the Committee on 
Governmental Affairs of the Senate and the 
Committee on Government Reform of the 
House of Representatives on the strategy de- 
Scribed under paragraph (1). 

SEC. 3. TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS. 

Subchapter III of chapter 84 of title 5, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in section 8433(4)(1), by striking “рага- 
graph (3)" and inserting paragraph (2)"; and 

(2) in section 8440b(b)— 

(A) in paragraph (2) by striking ‘‘bank- 
ruptcy judge's ог magistrate's" and inserting 
“bankruptcy judge’s or magistrate judge's" 
and 

(B) in paragraphs (4)(B) and (8), by striking 
"bankruptcy judge or magistrate" each 
place it appears and inserting ‘‘bankruptcy 
judge or magistrate judge”. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. ToM DAVIS) and the gen- 
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. Том DAVIS). 

GENERAL LEAVE 


Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days within which to revise and extend 
their remarks and include extraneous 
material on H.R. 4324. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Irise today in support of H.R. 4824, à 
bill that eliminates the open season for 
employee contributions to the 'Thrift 
Savings Plan. This legislation was re- 
ported from the Committee on Govern- 
ment Reform by a voice vote on July 
31, and I am pleased to see it consid- 
ered by the whole House today. 

Mr. Speaker, as my colleagues know, 
the TSP offers Federal employees the 
same retirement savings opportunities 
that private companies afford their 
employees under traditional  401(k) 
plans. 

The TSP is the largest defined con- 
tribution retirement plan in the world, 
with nearly three and a half million 
participants and over $143 billion in as- 
Sets. 

This legislation will allow TSP par- 
ticipants to make or modify their sal- 
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ary contributions at any time. Cur- 
rently, Federal employees and mem- 
bers of the uniformed services who par- 
ticipate in the TSP are only provided 
two biannual periods to begin, adjust 
or end their contributions. This bill 
will give much-needed flexibility to 
participants of the Federal Govern- 
ment’s retirement plan. 

Every day, Federal employees across 
the Nation and around the globe per- 
form critical duties to keep this Nation 
running smoothly. 

Away from work, they experience all 
of life’s events, births and deaths in the 
family, new homes, new jobs, salary ad- 
justments and so on. With enactment 
of H.R. 4824, TSP participants can 
adopt their retirement savings to meet 
their changing circumstances. 

Next year, I intend to offer addi- 
tional legislation that will abolish the 
TSP open seasons entirely, but today, 
during the second open season after be- 
ginning Federal service, participants 
can earn matching funds up to 5 per- 
cent of their salary from their employ- 
ing agencies. I believe allowing partici- 
pants to secure these matching funds 
immediately is an important and de- 
served incentive for Federal employees 
to save. The Federal Retirement Thrift 
Investment Board, which administers 
the TSP, supports that change, and the 
Board supports H.R. 4324 as well. 

The Committee on Government Re- 
form, the committee of jurisdiction for 
Federal employee issues, was limited 
by budget constraints this Congress 
from moving a bill that would totally 
eliminate open seasons. Nevertheless, I 
am pleased to see H.R. 4324 advancing 
today. 

I want to recognize the efforts of my 
distinguished counterpart in the other 
body, the gentlewoman from Maine, 
chairman of the Governmental Affairs 
Committee. She has worked very close- 
ly with me on today’s bill to ensure 
that Federal employees will have the 
same retirement savings flexibilities 
enjoyed by many in the private sector. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 
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DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
myself such time as I may con- 


Mr. 
yield 
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, the Thrift Savings 
Plan, TSP, is a retirement savings and 
investment plan for Federal employees 
that is governed by the Federal Retire- 
ment Thrift Investment Board. The 
TSP has approximately 3 million par- 
ticipants. It is the largest retirement 
savings and investment program in the 
Nation. 

H.R. 4824 would make two significant 
changes to the rules that govern par- 
ticipation in the TSP. First, it would 
allow Federal employees to alter their 
TSP contributions at any time instead 
of limiting such changes to biannual 
open-season periods. 
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Secondly, the bill would require the 
Federal Retirement Thrift Investment 
Board, the agency that administers the 
TSP, to evaluate and report on efforts 
to increase education programs for 
TSP participants. 

Overall, H.R. 4324 would allow TSP 
enrollees to have more control over 
their investments and financial future. 
With better education initiatives, par- 
ticipants would be better informed 
when changing contributions to their 
TSP. 

With these changes designed to be 
helpful to those who would participate, 
I am pleased to join the chairman, the 
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Том 
DAVIS), and the gentlewoman from Vir- 
ginia (Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS) in sup- 
porting this legislation and urge its 
passage. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I urge my colleagues to sup- 
port this important legislation, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SHIMKUS). The question is on the mo- 
tion offered by the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. TOM DAVIS) that the 
House suspend the rules and pass the 
bill, H.R. 4824, as amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the bill, 
as amended, was passed. 

The title of the bill was amended so 
as to read: “А bill to amend chapter 84 
of title 5, United States Code, to pro- 
vide for Federal employees to make 
elections to make, modify, and termi- 
nate contributions to the Thrift Sav- 
ings Fund at any time, and for other 
purposes.". 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 
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COMPREHENSIVE PEACE IN SUDAN 
ACT OF 2004 


Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the Sen- 
ate bill (S. 2781) to express the sense of 
Congress regarding the conflict in 
Darfur, Sudan, to provide assistance 
for the crisis in Darfur and for com- 
prehensive peace in Sudan, and for 
other purposes, as amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


S. 2781 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Comprehen- 
Sive Peace in Sudan Act of 2004”. 

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 

(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT- 
TEES.—The term *'appropriate congressional 
committees" means the Committee on For- 
eign Relations of the Senate and the Com- 
mittee on International Relations of the 
House of Representatives. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


(2) GOVERNMENT OF SUDAN.—The term 
“Government of Sudan" means the National 
Congress Party, formerly known as the Na- 
tional Islamic Front, government in Khar- 
toum, Sudan, or any successor government 
formed on or after the date of the enactment 
of this Act (other than the coalition govern- 
ment agreed upon in the Nairobi Declaration 
on the Final Phase of Peace in the Sudan 
signed on June 5, 2004). 

(3) JEM.—The term “JEM” means the Jus- 
tice and Equality Movement. 

(4) SLA.—The term “SLA” 
Sudan Liberation Army. 

(5 SPLM.—The term “SPLM” means the 
Sudan People's Liberation Movement. 

SEC. 3. FINDINGS. 

Congress makes the following findings: 

(1) A comprehensive peace agreement for 
Sudan, as envisioned in the Sudan Peace Act 
(50 U.S.C. 1701 note) and the Machakos Pro- 
tocol of 2002, could be in jeopardy if the par- 
ties do not implement and honor the agree- 
ments they have signed. 

(2) Since seizing power through a military 
coup in 1989, the Government of Sudan re- 
peatedly has attacked and dislocated civilian 
populations in southern Sudan in a coordi- 
nated policy of ethnic cleansing and geno- 
cide that has cost the lives of more than 
2,000,000 people and displaced more than 
4,000,000 people. 

(3) In response to two decades of civil con- 
flict in Sudan, the United States has helped 
to establish an internationally supported 
peace process to promote a negotiated settle- 
ment to the war that has resulted in a 
framework peace agreement, the Nairobi 
Declaration on the Final Phase of Peace in 
the Sudan, signed on June 5, 2004. 

(4) At the same time that the Government 
of Sudan was negotiating for a comprehen- 
sive and all inclusive peace agreement, enu- 
merated in the Nairobi Declaration on the 
Final Phase of Peace in the Sudan, it refused 
to engage in any meaningful discussion with 
regard to its ongoing campaign of ethnic 
cleansing and genocide in the Darfur region 
of western Sudan. 

(5) The Government of Sudan reluctantly 
agreed to attend talks to bring peace to the 
Darfur region only after considerable inter- 
national pressure and outrage was expressed 
through high level visits by Secretary of 
State Colin Powell and others, and through 
United Nations Security Council Resolution 
1556 (July 30, 2004). 

(6) The Government of the United States, 
in both the executive branch and Congress, 
has concluded that genocide has been com- 
mitted and may still be occurring in the 
Darfur region, and that the Government of 
Sudan and militias supported by the Govern- 
ment of Sudan, known as the Janjaweed, 
bear responsibility for the genocide. 

(7) Evidence collected by international ob- 
servers in the Darfur region between Feb- 
ruary 2008 and November 2004 indicate a co- 
ordinated effort to target African Sudanese 
civilians in a scorched earth policy, similar 
to that which was employed in southern 
Sudan, that has destroyed African Sudanese 
villages, killing and driving away their peo- 
ple, while Arab Sudanese villages have been 
left unscathed. 

(8) As a result of this genocidal policy in 
the Darfur region, an estimated 70,000 people 
have died, more than 1,600,000 people have 
been internally displaced, and more than 
200,000 people have been forced to flee to 
neighboring Chad. 

(9) Reports further indicate the systematic 
rape of thousands of women and girls, the ab- 
duction of women and children, and the de- 
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struction of hundreds of ethnically African 
villages, including the poisoning of their 
wells and the plunder of their crops and cat- 
tle upon which the people of such villages 
sustain themselves. 

(10) Despite the threat of international ac- 
tion expressed through United Nations Secu- 
rity Council Resolutions 1556 (July 30, 2004) 
and 1564 (September 18, 2004), the Govern- 
ment of Sudan continues to obstruct and 
prevent efforts to reverse the catastrophic 
consequences that loom over the Darfur re- 
gion. 

(11) In addition to the thousands of violent 
deaths directly caused by ongoing Sudanese 
military and government-sponsored 
Janjaweed attacks in the Darfur region, the 
Government of Sudan has restricted access 
by humanitarian and human rights workers 
to the Darfur area through intimidation by 
military and security forces, and through bu- 
reaucratic and administrative obstruction, 
in an attempt to inflict the most devastating 
harm on those individuals displaced from 
their villages and homes without any means 
of sustenance or shelter. 

(12) The Government of Sudan’s continued 
support for the Janjaweed and their obstruc- 
tion of the delivery of food, shelter, and med- 
ical care to the Darfur region is estimated by 
the World Health Organization to be causing 
up to 10,000 deaths per month and, should 
current conditions persist, is projected to es- 
calate to thousands of deaths each day by 
December 2004. 

(13) The Government of Chad served an im- 
portant role in facilitating the humanitarian 
cease-fire (the N’Djamena Agreement dated 
April 8, 2004) for the Darfur region between 
the Government of Sudan and the two oppo- 
sition rebel groups in the Darfur region (the 
JEM and the SLA), although both sides have 
violated the cease-fire agreement repeatedly. 

(14) The people of Chad have responded 
courageously to the plight of over 200,000 
Darfur refugees by providing assistance to 
them even though such assistance has ad- 
versely affected their own means of liveli- 
hood. 

(15) On September 9, 2004, Secretary of 
State Colin Powell stated before the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations of the Senate: 
‘When we reviewed the evidence compiled by 
our team, along with other information 
available to the State Department, we con- 
cluded that genocide has been committed in 
Darfur and that the Government of Sudan 
and the [Janjaweed] bear responsibility—and 
genocide may still be occurring.’’. 

(16) The African Union has demonstrated 
renewed vigor in regional affairs through its 
willingness to respond to the crisis in the 
Darfur region, by convening talks between 
the parties and deploying several hundred 
monitors and security forces to the region, 
as well as by recognizing the need for a far 
larger force with a broader mandate. 

(17) The Government of Sudan’s complicity 
in the atrocities and genocide in the Darfur 
region raises fundamental questions about 
the Government of Sudan’s commitment to 
peace and stability in Sudan. 

SEC. 4. SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING THE 
CONFLICT IN DARFUR, SUDAN. 

(a) SUDAN PEACE AcT.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the Sudan Peace Act (50 U.S.C. 
1701 note) remains relevant and should be ex- 
tended to include the Darfur region of 
Sudan. 

(b) ACTIONS TO ADDRESS THE CONFLICT.—It 
is the sense of Congress that— 

(1) a legitimate countrywide peace in 
Sudan will only be possible if those prin- 
ciples enumerated in the 1948 Universal Dec- 
laration of Human Rights, that are affirmed 
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in the Machakos Protocol of 2002 and the 
Nairobi Declaration on the Final Phase of 
Peace in the Sudan signed on June 5, 2004, 
are applied to all of Sudan, including the 
Darfur region; 

(2) the parties to the N’Djamena Agree- 
ment (the Government of Sudan, the JEM, 
and the SLA) must meet their obligations 
under that Agreement to allow safe and im- 
mediate delivery of all humanitarian assist- 
ance throughout the Darfur region and must 
expedite the conclusion of a political agree- 
ment to end the genocide and conflict in the 
Darfur region; 

(3) the United States should continue to 
provide humanitarian assistance to the areas 
of Sudan to which the United States has ac- 
cess and, at the same time, implement a plan 
to provide assistance to the areas of Sudan 
to which access has been obstructed or de- 
nied; 

(4) the international community, including 
African, Arab, and Muslim nations, should 
immediately provide resources necessary to 
save the lives of hundreds of thousands of in- 
dividuals at risk as a result of the crisis in 
the Darfur region; 

(5) the United States and the international 
community should— 

(A) provide all necessary assistance to de- 
ploy and sustain an African Union Force to 
the Darfur region; and 

(B) work to increase the authorized level 
and expand the mandate of such forces com- 
mensurate with the gravity and scope of the 
problem in a region the size of France; 

(6) the President, acting through the Sec- 
retary of State and the Permanent Rep- 
resentative of the United States to the 
United Nations, should— 

(A) condemn any failure on the part of the 
Government of Sudan to fulfill its obliga- 
tions under United Nations Security Council 
Resolutions 1556 (July 30, 2004) and 1564 (Sep- 
tember 18, 2004), and press the United Na- 
tions Security Council to respond to such 
failure by immediately imposing the pen- 
alties suggested in paragraph (14) of United 
Nations Security Council Resolution 1564; 

(B) press the United Nations Security 
Council to pursue accountability for those 
individuals who are found responsible for or- 
chestrating and carrying out the atrocities 
in the Darfur region, consistent with rel- 
evant United Nations Security Council Reso- 
lutions; and 

(C) encourage member states of the United 
Nations to— 

(i) cease to import Sudanese oil; and 

(ii) take the following actions against Su- 
danese Government and military officials 
and other individuals, who are planning, car- 
rying out, or otherwise involved in the pol- 
icy of genocide in the Darfur region, as well 
as their families, and businesses controlled 
by the Government of Sudan and the Na- 
tional Congress Party: 

(D freeze the assets held by such individ- 
uals or businesses in each such member 
state; and 

(ID restrict the entry or transit of such of- 
ficials through each such member state; 

(7) the President should impose targeted 
sanctions, including a ban on travel and the 
freezing of assets, on those officials of the 
Government of Sudan, including military of- 
ficials, and other individuals who have 
planned or carried out, or otherwise been in- 
volved in the policy of genocide in the Darfur 
region, and should also freeze the assets of 
businesses controlled by the Government of 
Sudan or the National Congress Party; 

(8) the Government of the United States 
should not normalize relations with Sudan, 
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including through the lifting of any sanc- 
tions, until the Government of Sudan agrees 
to, and takes demonstrable steps to imple- 
ment, peace agreements for all areas of 
Sudan, including the Darfur region; 

(9) those individuals found to be involved 
in the planning or carrying out of genocide, 
war crimes, or crimes against humanity 
Should not hold leadership positions in the 
Government of Sudan or the coalition gov- 
ernment established pursuant to the agree- 
ments reached in the Nairobi Declaration on 
the Final Phase of Peace in the Sudan; and 

(10) the Government of Sudan has a pri- 
mary responsibility to guarantee the safety 
and welfare of its citizens, which includes al- 
lowing them access to humanitarian assist- 
ance and providing them protection from vi- 
olence. 

SEC. 5. AMENDMENTS TO THE SUDAN PEACE ACT. 

(a) ASSISTANCE FOR THE CRISIS IN DARFUR 
AND FOR COMPREHENSIVE PEACE IN SUDAN.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.— The Sudan Peace Act (50 
U.S.C. 1701 note) is amended by adding at the 
end the following new section: 

*SEC. 12. ASSISTANCE FOR THE CRISIS IN 
DARFUR AND FOR COMPREHENSIVE 
PEACE IN SUDAN. 

“(а) ASSISTANCE.— 

“(1)  AuTHORITY.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the President is au- 
thorized to provide assistance for Sudan as 
authorized in paragraph (5) of this section— 

*"(A) subject to the requirements of this 
section, to support the implementation of à 
comprehensive peace agreement that applies 
to all regions of Sudan, including the Darfur 
region; and 

“(В) to address the humanitarian and 
human rights crisis in the Darfur region and 
eastern Chad, including to support the Afri- 
can Union mission in the Darfur region, pro- 
vided that no assistance may be made avail- 
able to the Government of Sudan. 

**(2) CERTIFICATION FOR THE GOVERNMENT OF 
SUDAN.—Assistance authorized under para- 
graph (1)(A) may be provided to the Govern- 
ment of Sudan only if the President certifies 
to the appropriate congressional committees 
that the Government of Sudan has taken de- 
monstrable steps to— 

(А) ensure that the armed forces of Sudan 
and any associated militias are not commit- 
ting atrocities or obstructing human rights 
monitors or the provision of humanitarian 
assistance; 

“(В) demobilize and disarm militias sup- 
ported or created by the Government of 
Sudan; 

“(C) allow full and unfettered humani- 
tarian assistance to all regions of Sudan, in- 
cluding the Darfur region; 

*(D) allow an international commission of 
inquiry to conduct an investigation of atroc- 
ities in the Darfur region, in a manner con- 
sistent with United Nations Security Council 
Resolution 1564 (September 18, 2004), to in- 
vestigate reports of violations of inter- 
national humanitarian law and human rights 
law in the Darfur region by all parties, to de- 
termine also whether or not acts of genocide 
have occurred and to identify the perpetra- 
tors of such violations with a view to ensur- 
ing that those responsible are held account- 
able; 

“(Е) cooperate fully with the African 
Union, the United Nations, and all other ob- 
server, monitoring, and protection missions 
mandated to operate in Sudan; 

“(F) permit the safe and voluntary return 
of displaced persons and refugees to their 
homes and rebuild the communities de- 
stroyed in the violence; and 

“(G) implement the final agreements 
reached in the Naivasha peace process and 
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install a new coalition government based on 
the Nairobi Declaration on the Final Phase 
of Peace in the Sudan signed on June 5, 2004. 

(3) CERTIFICATION WITH REGARD TO SPLM’S 
COMPLIANCE WITH A PEACE AGREEMENT.—If the 
President determines and certifies in writing 
to the appropriate congressional committees 
that the SPLM has not engaged in good faith 
negotiations, or has failed to honor the 
agreements signed, the President shall sus- 
pend assistance authorized in this section for 
the SPLM, except for health care, education, 
and humanitarian assistance. 

(4) SUSPENSION OF ASSISTANCE.—If, on a 
date after the President transmits the cer- 
tification described in paragraph (2), the 
President determines that the Government 
of Sudan has ceased taking the actions de- 
scribed in such paragraph, the President 
shall immediately suspend the provision of 
any assistance to such Government under 
this section until the date on which the 
President transmits to the appropriate con- 
gressional committees a further certification 
that the Government of Sudan has resumed 
taking such actions. 

**(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

“(А) IN GENERAL.—In addition to any other 
funds otherwise available for such purposes, 
there are authorized to be appropriated to 
the President— 

(01) $100,000,000 for fiscal year 2005, and 
such sums as may be necessary for each of 
the fiscal years 2006 and 2007, unless other- 
wise authorized, to carry out paragraph 
(1)(A); and 

“(11) $200,000,000 for fiscal year 2005 to carry 
out paragraph (1)(B), provided that по 
amounts appropriated under this authoriza- 
tion may be made available for the Govern- 
ment of Sudan. 

“(В) AVAILABILITY.—Amounts appropriated 
pursuant to the authorization of appropria- 
tions under subparagraph (A) are authorized 
to remain available until expended. 

“(р) GOVERNMENT OF SUDAN DEFINED.—In 
this section, the term ‘Government of Sudan’ 
means the National Congress Party, for- 
merly known as the National Islamic Front, 
government in Khartoum, Sudan, or any suc- 
cessor government formed on or after the 
date of the enactment of the Comprehensive 
Peace in Sudan Act (other than the coalition 
government agreed upon in the Nairobi Dec- 
laration on the Final Phase of Peace in the 
Sudan signed on June 5, 2004).”. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— Section 3 of 
such Act (50 U.S.C. 1701 note) is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘The’’ and 
inserting “Ехсерб as provided in section 12, 
the"; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

*(4) SPLM.—The term ‘SPLM’ means the 
Sudan People's Liberation Movement.". 

(b) REPORTING AMENDMENT.—The Sudan 
Peace Act (50 U.S.C. 1701 note) is amended by 
striking section 8 and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 8. REPORTING REQUIREMENTS. 

“(а) REPORT ON COMMERCIAL ACTIVITY.— 
Not later than 30 days after the date of the 
enactment of the Comprehensive Peace in 
Sudan Act of 2004, and annually thereafter 
until the completion of the interim period 
outlined in the Machakos Protocol of 2002, 
the Secretary of State, in consultation with 
relevant United States Government depart- 
ments and agencies, shall submit to the ap- 
propriate congressional committees a report 
regarding commercial activity in Sudan that 
includes— 

“(1) a description of the sources and cur- 
rent status of Sudan’s financing and con- 
struction of infrastructure and pipelines for 
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oil exploitation, the effects of such financing 
and construction on the inhabitants of the 
regions in which the oil fields are located 
and the ability of the Government of Sudan 
to finance the war in Sudan with the pro- 
ceeds of the oil exploitation; 

(2) a description of the extent to which 
that financing was secured in the United 
States or with the involvement of United 
States citizens; and 

“(8) a description of the relationships be- 
tween Sudan's arms industry and major for- 
eign business enterprises and their subsidi- 
aries, including government-controlled enti- 
ties. 

**(b) REPORT ON THE CONFLICT IN SUDAN, IN- 
CLUDING THE DARFUR REGION.—Not later than 
30 days after the date of the enactment of 
the Comprehensive Peace in Sudan Act of 
2004, and annually thereafter until the com- 
pletion of the interim period outlined in the 
Machakos Protocol of 2002, the Secretary of 
State shall prepare and submit to the appro- 
priate congressional committees a report re- 
garding the conflict in Sudan, including the 
conflict in the Darfur region. Such report 
Shall include— 

“(1) the best estimates of the extent of aer- 
ial bombardment of civilian centers in Sudan 
by the Government of Sudan, including tar- 
gets, frequency, and best estimates of dam- 
age; and 

“(2) a description of the extent to which 
humanitarian relief in Sudan has been ob- 
structed or manipulated by the Government 
of Sudan or other forces, and a contingency 
plan to distribute assistance should the Gov- 
ernment of Sudan continue to obstruct or 
delay the international humanitarian re- 
Sponse to the crisis in Darfur. 

*(c) DISCLOSURE TO THE PUBLIC.— The Sec- 
retary of State shall publish or otherwise 
make available to the public each unclassi- 
fied report, or portion of a report that is un- 
classified, submitted under subsection (a) or 
(b).". 

SEC. 6. SANCTIONS IN SUPPORT OF PEACE IN 
DARFUR. 

(a) SANCTIONS.— Beginning on the date that 
is 30 days after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the President shall, notwithstanding 
paragraph (1) of section 6(b) of the Sudan 
Peace Act (50 U.S.C. 1701 note), implement 
the measures set forth in subparagraphs (A) 
through (D) of paragraph (2) of such section. 

(b) BLOCKING OF ASSETS.—Beginning on the 
date that is 30 days after the date of enact- 
ment of this Act, the President shall, con- 
sistent with the authorities granted in the 
International Emergency Economic Powers 
Act (50 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.), block the assets 
of appropriate senior officials of the Govern- 
ment of Sudan. 

(c) WAIVER.—The President may waive the 
application of subsection (a) or (b) if the 
President determines and certifies to the ap- 
propriate congressional committees that 
Such a waiver is in the national interest of 
the United States. 

(d) CONTINUATION OF RESTRICTIONS.—Re- 
strictions against the Government of Sudan 
that were imposed pursuant to title III and 
sections 508, 512, and 527 of the Foreign Oper- 
ations, Export Financing, and Related Pro- 
grams Act, 2004 (division D of Public Law 
108-199; 118 Stat. 143), or any other similar 
provision of law, shall remain in effect 
against the Government of Sudan and may 
not be lifted pursuant to such provisions of 
law unless the President transmits a certifi- 
cation to the appropriate congressional com- 
mittees in accordance with paragraph (2) of 
section 12(a) of the Sudan Peace Act (as 
added by section 5(a)(1) of this Act). 
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(е) DETERMINATION.—Notwithstanding sub- 
section (a) of this section, the President 
shall continue to transmit the determination 
required under section 6(b)(1)(A) of the 
Sudan Peace Act (50 U.S.C. 1701 note). 

SEC. 7. ADDITIONAL AUTHORITIES. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, the President is authorized to provide 
assistance, other than military assistance, 
to areas that were outside of the control of 
the Government of Sudan on April 8, 2004, in- 
cluding to provide assistance for emergency 
relief, development and governance, or to 
implement any program in support of any 
viable peace agreement at the local, re- 
gional, or national level in Sudan. 

SEC. 8. TECHNICAL CORRECTION. 

Section 12 of the International Organiza- 
tions Immunities Act (22 U.S.C. 288f-2) is 
amended by striking ‘‘Organization of Afri- 
can Unity" and inserting ‘‘African Union”. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BASS). Pursuant to the rule, the gen- 
tleman from Colorado (Mr. TANCREDO) 
and the gentleman from California (Mr. 
LANTOS) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. TANCREDO). 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks on 5. 
2781, as amended, the Senate bill now 
under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Colorado? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, S. 2781, as amended, im- 
poses some punitive measures listed in 
the Sudan Peace Act after a 30-day pe- 
riod. The bill also imposes an asset 
freeze on senior Sudanese officials and 
calls upon the President to impose a 
travel ban on senior Sudanese officials, 
including those responsible for plan- 
ning and carrying out the genocide in 
Darfur. 

To guarantee a wider international 
response to the genocide in Darfur, S. 
2781, as amended, includes instructions 
for the U.S. Permanent Representative 
to the United Nations to urge the Secu- 
rity Council and member states to pur- 
sue accountability for those complicit 
in the genocide in Darfur and to impose 
targeted sanctions, including the freez- 
ing of assets on senior members of the 
Government of Sudan, and to cease im- 
porting Sudanese oil. 

The bill also provides humanitarian 
assistance to Darfur and Eastern Chad, 
funding to support the African Union 
mission in Darfur, and assistance in 
preparing the population for peace. 
This will give material indication to 
the Sudanese civilians that they can 
find meaning and purpose in rebuilding 
their country after decades of war. 

Mr. Speaker, we are beyond the point 
of threatening the Government of 
Sudan with punitive measures. Time 
and again certainly I have been on this 
floor and many other Members have 
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been on this floor expressing our con- 
cern over the situation in Sudan and 
the intransigence of the Sudanese gov- 
ernment to operate in good faith and to 
bring an end to the human tragedy on 
a scale that is almost unimaginable 
and for which they are greatly respon- 
sible. Time and again our efforts have 
been rebuffed. Time and again we have 
been forced to go to the next step in 
order to get the Sudanese government 
to respond. 

Genocide has been and is being com- 
mitted, we know. We have said it. We 
now need to show that there are con- 
sequences for directing and/or partici- 
pating in a campaign to destroy human 
life on such a massive scale. Every 
evening on the news, every day in the 
papers of this country we see the pic- 
ture of this horrible, horrible situation 
in Sudan and the faces of the people 
who are suffering. How long can this go 
on? How long can this go on without 
this government paying even closer at- 
tention than it has? How long can this 
go on without the world paying closer 
attention than it has? 

To the credit of this administration 
and to this government, we have done 
more than any other country to try 
and focus world attention on the prob- 
lems in Sudan, but we need the world 
to cooperate. We need the United Na- 
tions, we need the Security Council to 
do far more than they have done. We 
need the European Union to do more. 
We have a moral responsibility to re- 
spond to genocide. 

What we do at this juncture has im- 
plications for every conflict we will ad- 
dress in the future. Everyone is watch- 
ing to see how we respond. Secretary 
Powell and the U.S. administration 
have taken a courageous stand, as I 
say, but this is just the beginning. If 
we fail to act forcefully now, it will be 
open season for genocide. If we make 
empty threats, it will have serious con- 
sequences for the future of inter- 
national peace and security. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume, 
and I rise in strong support of this bill. 

First, I would like to thank my col- 
leagues, the gentleman from Colorado 
(Mr. TANCREDO) and the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. PAYNE), for keep- 
ing this House focused on the grave 
atrocities in Darfur. 

Mr. Speaker, we are facing an ongo- 
ing genocide in Darfur. This House has 
said it; following our example the Sen- 
ate has said it; the administration has 
come to the same conclusion; and the 
United Nations agrees: genocide is tak- 
ing place in Darfur. 

What is keeping the international 
community from intervening in the 
Darfur crisis? I hesitate to ask because 
I hate to think that the answer is the 
same double standard that stayed our 
hand in Rwanda in the 1990s. 
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Mr. Speaker, each of us has re- 
counted the numbers in connection 
with the crisis in Darfur: an estimated 
300,000 dead because of murder, starva- 
tion and disease, and 2 million refugees 
forced to flee their homes, most of 
whom are internally displaced, while 
others are forced out of the country. 

The humanitarian needs in Darfur 
are staggering. After a year of inter- 
national pressure, there are now about 
60 international humanitarian organi- 
zations registered to operate in Darfur, 
and I strongly support more such aid to 
ease the suffering. But while these 
NGOs set up their operations to reach 
some of those in need, thousands are 
still without any relief due to the on- 
going conflict. 

The Sudanese military forces and its 
armed Arab militia, who I remind my 
colleagues are behind this tragedy in 
the first place, continue to commit 
some of the most heinous human rights 
abuses imaginable, and the number of 
those affected by this conflict con- 
tinues to grow every day. 

Mr. Speaker, recently the African 
Union has stepped forward with mon- 
itors and 3,500 troops to end the perse- 
cution in Darfur, and Sudan has agreed 
to an increase in African Union deploy- 
ment. But now it is being reported that 
Khartoum has repeatedly refused to 
give fuel to the African Union monitors 
while the government’s attack heli- 
copters are in the air assaulting civil- 
ians on the ground. 

While the African Union is com- 
mitted to fulfilling its obligation to 
monitor and to report on human rights 
violations, it is hampered by all sides 
to the conflict not wishing to be impli- 
cated in the abuse. According to re- 
ports, the morale among African Union 
troops is very low because they are 
blocked at every turn by the ongoing 
violence and their inability to inter- 
vene. 

In response to calls for international 
civilian protection forces, Khartoum’s 
leaders have threatened to open, and I 
quote, ‘‘the five gates of hell," against 
such protection. And in a cynical at- 
tempt to pretend it is taking action to 
protect civilians, Khartoum has recy- 
cled Arab militia killers into the Suda- 
nese police force and has assigned them 
to guard camps for the displaced. 

Iam а strong supporter of African so- 
lutions for Africa’s problems, and the 
deployment of African Union monitors 
and the protection force in Darfur is an 
opening sign that in the face of geno- 
cide, civilian protection should trump 
national sovereignty. But I am very 
much concerned that the African 
Union does not have the experience, 
the manpower, or the resources needed 
to provide civilian protection to end 
the genocide in Darfur. Their numbers 
are small compared to the task, and 
their resources are minimal. 

Mr. Speaker, it troubles me that in 
the face of genocide we do not take the 
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best asset we have available, NATO, 
the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza- 
tion, long experienced in civilian pro- 
tection, to deploy its forces in Darfur 
in support of the African Union mis- 
sion. In the face of genocide, I think it 
is imperative that our NATO ambas- 
sador move at the North Atlantic 
Council demanding that NATO get in- 
volved in Darfur to protect civilians 
from genocide. 

While I recognize this is a tall order, 
when we were confronted with the cri- 
sis in Kosovo, NATO acted. We should 
expect nothing less for the African vic- 
tims of genocide in Darfur. If we in the 
international community have the de- 
termination to end this genocide, that 
is what we must do. Otherwise, we have 
cause to wonder what exactly we har- 
bor in our hearts toward the people of 
Darfur. 

In closing, I urge all of my colleagues 
to support S. 2781. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 
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Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. WOLF) 
who has been laboring in this vineyard 
longer than I, longer than most, and 
who adds an aspect of both compassion 
and articulation that is desperately 
needed on this issue. 

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. 
TANCREDO) and his staff for this bill. I 
also thank the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. PAYNE) for his efforts, the 
gentleman from California (Mr. LAN- 
TOS), the gentleman from California 
(Mr. ROYCE), Senator BROWNBACK, and 
many others that have been involved in 
this. Also, all of the NGOs, Andrew 
Natsios, Roger Winter, and all of the 
people who have been involved and 
very caring with regard to this issue. 

As we pass this bill today, we have to 
remember the 2.1 million people that 
have died in the war north-south, 
mostly Christian but a large number of 
Muslim and a large number of animists 
who have paid a tremendous price. 

Also, we have to remember that 
Osama bin Laden lived in Sudan from 
1991 to 1996, so these people in the 
south have been on the front line in 
fighting the war against terrorism 
more than most people realize. 

By passing this bill, we send hope to 
the men, women and children in Darfur 
who have been pushed out of African 
villages which have been burned, hus- 
bands who have been killed, women 
who have been raped and children who 
have been abducted. As we pass this 
bill today, we honor and recognize and 
send some hope to those in the IVP 
camps today that the United States 
Congress cares. 

I am going to leave it to other Mem- 
bers to explain what this bill does and 
just say that, without this bill passing 
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today, there would be no hope for 
women in the camps, no sense or sign 
to the people in the Khartoum govern- 
ment for all of the bad and evil things 
that they have done but for the efforts 
of the gentleman from Colorado (Mr. 
TANCREDO), who has been involved in 
this for so long, and the gentleman 
from California (Mr. ROYCE). 

Secretary Powell also deserves to 
take some credit for this, as does Presi- 
dent Bush. I thank both sides of the 
aisle for the great work they have 
done. 

By passing this, it gives hope if there 
is an agreement signed and something 
positive comes out of Nairobi, Kenya, 
there is some lasting push behind it so 
there can be peace someday for the 
people in the north, in the area of 
Khartoum, and in the south, and also 
for the men, women and children in the 
Darfur region. 

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
RoycE), the chairman of the Sub- 
committee on Africa, who has been 
enormously helpful in bringing this bill 
to the floor today. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman for yielding me this time. 

I just want to indicate the sheer 
magnitude of the horror of what is un- 
folding in Sudan as we speak. Because 
what is occurring there is a scorched- 
earth policy that has killed in excess of 
70,000 people, that has displaced more 
than a million of people within Sudan, 
and forced hundreds of thousands of 
people over the border into Chad. 

When we think of the magnitude of 
the several hundreds villages burnt to 
the ground, the irrigation systems that 
have been systematically destroyed, 
that the government-backed militias, 
referred to as Janjaweed, are commit- 
ting wide-spread rapes and atrocities, 
that the very people in the NGO com- 
munities, the very charitable organiza- 
tions that are attempting to get in on 
the ground and to assist in this region 
are prevented access to those starving, 
I think when we reflect on what we 
know we can only imagine as to the ex- 
tent of the horror in those villages in 
which we have no access, and to have 
had the United States, to have this 
Congress and the administration ex- 
plain that this is genocide is only a 
first step. 

The question has been how do we get 
the international community to take 
action, a concerted action, in order to 
effectively apply pressure on the gov- 
ernment in Khartoum to reverse its ac- 
tions in supporting the Janjaweed. We 
have made it clear that we are going to 
support international criminal courts, 
we are going to support bringing to jus- 
tice those that have been found to be 
involved in this process. But, in the 
meantime, there is the question of how 
we negotiate with a United Nations in 
which that body and the Security 


24324 


Council is not willing to take the steps 
that the United States has taken to 
call this genocide, nor to put the types 
of embargoes that the United States 
has placed on Sudan. They are not will- 
ing to go as far. 

In addition to speaking in favor of 
this resolution, I wanted to speak for 
just a moment about some of my con- 
cerns about the United Nations Secu- 
rity Council resolutions on Sudan. 
That draft resolution is dated Novem- 
ber 18. This resolution is expected to be 
offered in Nairobi, Kenya. It addresses 
the issue of the ongoing negotiation, of 
an attempt to achieve peace in a sepa- 
rate conflict in southern Sudan. 

Again, this Congress went on record 
declaring the killing in Darfur as geno- 
cide. This was a historic determination 
not to be taken lightly. It was a fitting 
response to the atrocities committed 
by the Sudanese government and their 
proxy forces. 

For those of us on the floor today, we 
believe that genocide requires excep- 
tional responses by the United States 
and the international community. We 
also believe that these responses 
should be taken with or without the 
concurrence by the government of 
Sudan. So when we look at the draft 
resolution that the United Nations is 
working on, we see that they urge bi- 
lateral and multilateral donors ‘‘to 
continue their efforts to prepare for 
the rapid delivery of an assistance 
package for the reconstruction and 
economic development of Sudan, in- 
cluding official development  assist- 
ance, possible debt relief and trade ac- 
cess to be implemented once a com- 
prehensive peace agreement has been 
signed and its implementation begins." 
This document expresses hope that this 
implementation will occur by the end 
of next month. 

Let me just say, as chairman of the 
Subcommittee on Africa, we should not 
support such a so-called peace dividend 
which benefits the government of 
Sudan merely for signing a peace 
agreement. We should not be doing 
that while killing rages in Darfur. 

Numerous agreements, including 
memorandums of intent to sign future 
agreements, already have been signed, 
and countless deadlines have long since 
passed. Rewarding the government of 
Sudan for just the act of signing an- 
other agreement without setting con- 
crete and verifiable benchmarks for 
implementation would be both fool- 
hardy and unacceptable. 

I realize that the administration is 
operating within the constraints of the 
Security Council and that the United 
States has been the leading and most 
aggressive country in trying to resolve 
the crisis in Sudan, and I understand 
that any Security Council resolution is 
a consensus document. But, neverthe- 
less, those of us involved in policy on 
the Sudan ask the U.N. to reconsider, 
to reconsider whether the price of con- 
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sensus is in this instance too high, and 
we ask the United Nations Security 
Council to redouble its efforts to put 
pressure on the government in Khar- 
toum to end the killing in Darfur and 
to bring whatever powers we can to 
that end. 

I am heartened by the offer by the 
African Union, by the Nigerian and the 
Rwandan troops, to go in on the ground 
to try to defend the people of Darfur. I 
would suggest that we ask the Security 
Council and the African Union to ex- 
pand that mission and allow them to 
more aggressively pursue that defense 
and at the same time we continue our 
efforts with the heavy-lift capability 
and our efforts to get that force in 
place to defend these victims of geno- 
cide. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank again the au- 
thor of this resolution. 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 54% 
minutes to the gentleman from Oregon 
(Mr. BLUMENAUER), my good friend, a 
distinguished member of the Com- 
mittee on International Relations and 
a tireless fighter for human rights. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, I 
appreciate the gentleman yielding me 
this time, and I applaud the sponsors, 
the gentleman from Colorado (Mr. 
TANCREDO), the distinguished chairman 
of the Subcommittee on Africa, the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
ROYCE), and the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. PAYNE) for bringing this 
forward. 

In a sense, it is bittersweet that we 
have to do this because of the con- 
tinuing crisis in Sudan, but the fact is 
that this Congress has been moving 
forward and shining the spotlight. This 
is another step towards making a dif- 
ference, helping provide safe haven for 
hundreds of thousands of innocent peo- 
ple. As the world proceeds with words 
of concern, the people of Darfur con- 
tinue to suffer at the hands of the Su- 
danese government and their militia 
allies because good words are not a suf- 
ficient substitute for appropriate ac- 
tion. 

I appreciate the commitment we 
have here in Congress to do something, 
to take action. I view this resolution as 
the next step in moving us along that 
path. 

It authorizes desperately needed hu- 
manitarian aid for over 1.5 million peo- 
ple forced from their homes. It includes 
both a carrot and a stick. It gives aide 
to Sudan if the government finishes 
the north-south peace process, begins 
to protect civilians and disarm the mi- 
litia, and provides for sanction against 
senior government officials if they do 
not. Time will tell whether or not we 
have hit the right balance. 

I appreciate the gentleman from 
California (Mr. ROYCE) talking about 
the role of the United Nations and the 
work we need to do there. It is an im- 
portant issue for us as Members of Con- 
gress, because this is one of the areas, 
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frankly, that I felt even in the fall 
when there was a lot of partisan pas- 
sions, there were legitimate disagree- 
ments on areas of policy from Mem- 
bers, but this is an area where our 
Shared values as Americans were more 
important than any partisan  dif- 
ferences. 


I remember the evening of our last 
resolution where Members came to- 
gether in this Chamber, and it made 
me feel that maybe we would be able to 
take that step forward. I appreciate 
this resolution as being a part of the 
process, but I would offer the question 
for my colleagues if maybe we might 
take another small step. I have been in 
consultation with some of my col- 
leagues like the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. PAYNE) the gentleman 
from California (Mr. ROYCE) and oth- 
ers, about whether or not we might re- 
Solve as a Congress that in the next 
Session we would make a priority to 
take one small step, that each Member 
in the 109th Congress be able to visit 
the Sudan, to be able to spend a night 
on the ground in Darfur, and as we 
leave that country to stop off in Khar- 
toum and let the government of Sudan 
know that their behavior is reprehen- 
sible and the spotlight of the world is 
trained upon them. 
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If we as Members go to our leadership 
in the spirit of bipartisan cooperation 
that this resolution has been authored, 
with the leadership of our Inter- 
national Relations Committee, and ask 
that the leadership, the Speaker, the 
minority leader, the majority leader, 
join with us in making sure that there 
are a series of CODELs over the next 2 
years, I would respectfully suggest that 
there is no man or woman that serves 
in this Chamber that cannot find 4 
days out of their lives in the next 2 
years that could result in the saving of 
tens of thousands of lives. 


I have received feedback from people 
in the NGO community that are doing 
outstanding work; they say if every 
Member of Congress would go to the 
Sudan over the next 2 years, that it 
would have a transformational effect, 
even if we had only 50 or 60 of our col- 
leagues. So by all means, approve this 
resolution, stand, speak out, move for- 
ward; but I would ask that my col- 
leagues join me in making a visit on 
the ground to be a priority for us all. 
This small gesture can save tens of 
thousands of lives. 

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, I sub- 
mit for printing in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD an exchange of letters between 
Chairman HYDE and Chairman THOMAS. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS, 
Washington, DC, November 18, 2004. 

Hon. HENRY J. HYDE, 

Chairman, Committee on International Rela- 
tions, Rayburn House Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN HYDE: I am writing con- 
cerning S. 2781, the Comprehensive Peace in 
Sudan Act. 

As you know, the Committee on Ways and 
Means has jurisdiction over revenue matters, 
including any legislation relating to im- 
ports. There are two provisions within the 
bill that may relate to imports and thus fall 
within the jurisdiction of the Committee on 
Ways and Means. Section 4(b)(8) expresses 
the Sense of Congress that ‘‘the Government 
of the United States should not normalize re- 
lations with Sudan, including through the 
lifting of any sanctions, until the Govern- 
ment of Sudan agrees to, and takes demon- 
strable steps to implement, peace agree- 
ments for all areas of Sudan." Section 6(a) 
requires the President to impose certain 
Sanctions outlined in the Sudan Peace Act 
(P.L. 107-245), including the requirement to 
“take all necessary and appropriate steps, 
including through multilateral efforts, to 
deny the Government of Sudan access to oil 
revenues," which could be interpreted to di- 
rect the President to impose an import ban 
on oil. 

However, in order to expedite this legisla- 
tion for floor consideration, the Committee 
will forego action on this bill. This is being 
done with the understanding that it does not 
in any way prejudice the Committee with re- 
Spect to exercising its jurisdictional preroga- 
tives on this or similar legislation. 

I would appreciate your response to this 
letter, confirming this understanding with 
respect to S. 2781, and would ask that a copy 
of our exchange of letters on this matter be 
included in the Congressional Record during 
floor consideration. 

Best regards, 
BILL THOMAS, 
Chairman. 
COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL RE- 
LATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTA- 
TIVES, 
Washington, DC, November 18, 2004. 

Hon. WILLIAM M. THOMAS, 

Chairman, Committee on Ways and Means, 
Longworth House Office Building, Wash- 
ington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your 
letter concerning S. 2781, the Comprehensive 
Peace in Sudan Act. 

Clearly, under House Rule X, the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means has jurisdiction 
over revenue matters, including any legisla- 
tion relating to imports. I concur with your 
assessment of the matters in S. 2781 which 
fall within the jurisdiction of the Committee 
on Ways and Means. Section 4(b)(8) expresses 
the Senate of Congress that ‘‘the Govern- 
ment of the United States should not nor- 
malize relations with Sudan, including 
through the lifting of any sanctions, until 
the Government of Sudan agrees to, and 
takes demonstrable steps to, implement 
peace agreements for all areas of Sudan." 
Section 6(a) requires the President to impose 
certain sanctions outlined in the Sudan 
Peace Act (P.L. 107-245), including the re- 
quirement to “баке all necessary and appro- 
priate steps, including through multilateral 
efforts, to deny the Government of Sudan ac- 
cess to oil revenues," which could be inter- 
preted to direct the President to impose an 
import ban on oil. 
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I appreciate your willingness to permit 
this important bill to proceed to the floor 
without the necessity of your Committee 
formally considering it. I understand that it 
does not in any way prejudice the Committee 
with respect to exercising its jurisdictional 
prerogatives on this or similar legislation. 

As you have requested, I will ensure that a 
copy of our exchange of letters on this mat- 
ter be included in the Congressional Record 
during floor consideration. 

Sincerely, 
HENRY J. HYDE, 
Chairman. 
Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, I re- 
serve the balance of my time. 
Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I am de- 
lighted to yield 2 minutes to my good 
friend, the gentleman from Maine (Mr. 
ALLEN). 
Mr. ALLEN. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding me this time. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the 
Comprehensive Peace in Sudan Act. 
Despite the increase in world attention 
toward Sudan in the past months, the 
genocide in Darfur has continued with- 
out any serious attempt by the Suda- 
nese government to do what govern- 
ments primarily exist to do, protect 
their citizens. Instead, Khartoum has 
been complicit in propagating the bru- 
tal acts of violence committed by the 
Janjaweed, has failed to disarm these 
Arab militias, and has hindered the de- 
livery of humanitarian aid to 
Darfurians in dire need. 

Congress has spoken out and acted 
Several times to address this crisis, and 
I commend this body for its aggressive- 
ness on this issue and for contributing 
more funds for humanitarian assist- 
ance than any other country. However, 
we have a moral obligation to do more. 
As the gentleman from California (Mr. 
LANTOS) has said, we must continue to 
set an example for the rest of the 
world. The punitive measures con- 
tained in this bill need the cooperation 
of the world in order to truly succeed 
in putting pressure on the Sudanese 
government. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bill. I note that the genocide in Darfur 
cannot be addressed without seeing it 
in the context of Sudan's other tragic 
conflicts: the 21-year North-South civil 
war, and Sudan's support for LRA 
bases on Sudan's border with northern 
Uganda. We should remain careful to 
address all of these conflicts com- 
prehensively, for none of them persists 
in a vacuum. 

I also support the gentleman from 
California’s call for NATO to get in- 
volved in addressing this most serious 
humanitarian crisis. The Khartoum re- 
gime will do what it must to survive. 
In 1995, sanctions led Sudan to cut its 
ties with terrorists and expel Osama 
bin Laden. The international commu- 
nity should take the same forceful ac- 
tion now to save hundreds of thousands 
of lives. If the world has learned any- 
thing from the horrific tragedy of 
Rwanda and all previous genocides, we 
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must not commit the same mistake 
again. 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I am de- 
lighted to yield the balance of my time 
to the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
PAYNE) the distinguished ranking 
member of the Subcommittee on Africa 
of the Committee on International Re- 
lations who has been our leader on all 
matters relating to that important 
continent. 

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
2 additional minutes to the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. PAYNE). 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in strong support of б. 2781, the 
Comprehensive Peace in Sudan Act. 
The bill is a result of weeks of negotia- 
tions between House and Senate co- 
sponsors. First of all, this would have 
been impossible without the coopera- 
tion of the leadership of both the House 
and the Senate, and I would certainly 
like to commend the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. HYDE), the chairman of 
the committee, who has not said no to 
any request that we have made as re- 
lates to Sudan. There could not have 
been any more cooperation from a 
chairman of a committee in such a bi- 
partisan manner than we have seen 
from the gentleman from Illinois. I 
would certainly like to commend him 
at this time. 

Of course, the driving interest and 
support from the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia (Mr. LANTOS) who saw the ef- 
fects of genocide decades ago when the 
Holocaust was going on and the world 
looked the other way. His passion for 
issues that are right certainly shows 
clearly in his overwhelming support for 
action against the Government of 
Sudan and alleviating the situation of 
the people of Sudan. 

Let me thank Senator BIDEN and, of 
course, our chair of the Subcommittee 
on Africa whose tireless effort has also 
been extraordinary in bipartisanship. I 
think that if the Congress could put a 
prototype of the Subcommittee on Af- 
rica and then see if it could spread to- 
wards the total Congress, much more 
positive legislation would be passed. 
And so I commend the gentleman from 
Orange County, the chairman of our 
subcommittee, and also the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. TANCREDO) who has 
been a real asset to our work. His first 
CODEL was a trip to southern Sudan. 
And so the gentleman from California 
(Mr. ROYCE), the gentleman from Colo- 
rado (Mr. TANCREDO), and the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. ROYCE) 
who even before any of us came was 
fighting the fight and he continues to 
fight the good fight. 

The world has witnessed genocide be- 
fore but never as we have seen it again 
here before in Darfur, but the dif- 
ference is we have declared genocide 
and that is something that the world 
has not done before. The world usually 
watched, said it is terrible, that sort of 
something should be done, and after it 
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has been done, maybe a decade or two 
later, will do a study. And after the 
study is concluded, they will say in- 
deed genocide occurred. The fact that 
in 1948 the world body said that there 
should be a law, there should be a re- 
sponsibility to step in to prevent geno- 
cide, but it has not happened 10 years 
after Rwanda. 

A film is coming out now that I wish 
everyone would be able to see about a 
person who saved 1,200 lives at the 
Mille Collines Hotel, where he simply 
kept 1,200 people, Tutsis and moderate 
Hutus, alive. And so as we see what has 
happened before, it is so important 
that we have stepped up, but to declare 
it is not enough. We see the brutal 
killings and unnecessary deaths due to 
cholera, diarrhea, and starvation. 

We know the facts. Over 70,000 inno- 
cent men, women and children have 
been killed in this genocide conceived, 
sponsored, and carried out by the Gov- 
ernment of Sudan. Government troops 
and the Janjaweed militias they have 
recruited and armed have internally 
displaced close to 1.6 million people 
and forced 200,000 people into Chad. 
They have raped countless women and 
children. What kind of world are we 
living in today in the new millennium 
where this can occur while the inter- 
national community still looks on and 
debates the issue? 

S. 2781 is our response to genocide, 
and it contains asset freezes on govern- 
ment officials as well as travel bans. It 
provides $200 million in fiscal year 2005 
to the Darfur humanitarian relief and 
the African Union mission as well as 
$100 million to development in the 
southern Sudan. It says to the Govern- 
ment of Sudan that the United States 
is watching and will punish them for 
this genocide, despite any agreement 
that they may reach with the SPLM. 

Let us not get ourselves confused. 
For 40 years the North and South have 
been at war and finally the Sudanese 
government has agreed to now another 
30 or 45 days. They were supposed to 
sign it with the Security Council being 
in Nairobi, Kenya, but they said, well, 
give us until December 31. But let us 
not make any mistake about the fact 
that if the North-South agreement 
goes on, that we cannot turn a blind 
eye and give concessions to the Gov- 
ernment of Sudan as they continue 
genocide in the West. We will not stand 
for that. It is unacceptable. 

It is unconscionable that a govern- 
ment attacks its own people, yet the 
Government of Sudan has a history of 
doing this. In southern Sudan for years 
they practiced a scorched-Earth cam- 
paign of aerial bombardment that has 
killed over 2 million people and dis- 
placed another 5 million over the 
course of the last 3 decades. 

Today in Nairobi, Kenya, the Secu- 
rity Council is meeting to discuss the 
North-South peace process, as I indi- 
cated earlier. It is key that we do not 
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forget Darfur while we are pushing for 
peace in the North and the South. 

I also urge my colleagues in the Con- 
gress to condemn the apparent shift of 
policy by the administration to reward 
the genocidaire Government of Sudan 
with debt relief and reconstruction if 
they sign an agreement by the end of 
the year instead of punishing them. 

Ithink that this is a very key point. 
For decades and decades and decades 
the Government of Sudan has done the 
wrong thing. They allowed Osama bin 
Laden to live in Sudan. In those 4 or 5 
years, Osama bin Laden, who had not 
developed an international organiza- 
tion, did not have the comfort to de- 
velop and strategize because he was 
even expelled from Saudi Arabia, the 
Government of Sudan, the same people 
who are in power, the same ministers, 
the same directors of programs, the 
same police officers, the same generals 
allowed Osama bin Laden to plan and 
to strengthen his organization, to de- 
velop a worldwide network in the 
United States, throughout Asia, 
throughout Africa, throughout the 
Middle East, and plan the bombings in 
Dar es Salaam and in Nairobi, which 
killed hundreds of Americans and Tan- 
zanians and Kenyans. 

And finally, after tremendous pres- 
sure, Sudan allowed him to leave, but 
the damage was done. Had that govern- 
ment not allowed Osama bin Laden to 
Stay under their protection, the gov- 
ernment issued visas to people who car- 
ried the bombs into those countries 
and we have reports of that. They sup- 
plied the ammunition needed to set off 
the bombs, this same government, who 
now have attacked the West. We say 
that it will be wrong. The North-South 
agreement is something that should 
not even have had to be signed because 
there should not have been the North 
atrocities on the South for the last 20 
or 30 years. 

That is good that there is finally be- 
coming an agreement. But let us not 
allow that to blind us in saying that 
the government is doing the right 
thing. They are doing something that 
they should not have done before and 
let us have Darfur to make sure that 
the genocide ends there. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BASS). The time of the gentleman from 
California (Mr. LANTOS) has expired. 

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

The gentleman from New Jersey ref- 
erenced a trip that we took to the 
Sudan, he and I, now over 5 years ago, 
5% years ago. It was certainly as a re- 
sult of that trip that I have committed 
as much of my time and energy to this 
issue, and it is a result of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey’s leadership in 
this area that I stay connected to it. 

Let me just tell you one thing that 
happened on that trip that I remember 
to this day and will remember it for 
the rest of my life. We were in a little 
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town called Yai. As we walked through 
the town, a group of children sur- 
rounded us so that it was almost im- 
possible to move. They kept yelling 
something. They were pointing up. 
They kept saying something, and of 
course I could not understand. We were 
trying to move by. I asked somebody, 
what are they saying? 
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And the interpreter said they are 
fearful of bombs because, of course, the 
town had been bombed just prior to our 
getting there. The Antanov bombers 
had come by, and they were saying 
that they thought that because we 
were from the United States, because 
we were Congressmen, that they would 
not be hit by these bombs if they 
stayed close to us. And, of course, I 
could not promise that that could not 
happen. But I still remember their 
eyes, the eyes of these children looking 
up to us, looking for safety around us. 
And I will never forget that as long as 
I live. I will take that picture to my 
grave. And I committed myself at that 
time to do everything I could possibly 
do as a Member of Congress and as a 
human being, as a person with a soul, 
to do everything I could possibly do to 
provide them the shelter that they 
were looking for, them and all of the 
other children in Sudan and all of the 
other people that have suffered so 
mightily in this war-torn, ravaged 
country. 

There are places all over the world I 
know that have experienced horrible 
events, and it happens daily. We come 
here ourselves and we say what can we 
do individually. We have to carve out 
something that we are going to focus 
on and spend time and energy on until 
it is accomplished or we are taken 
away, one way or the other, from this 
place. 

So as I say, it has been certainly a 
pleasure to work with as many wonder- 
ful people as we have over the time. 
Father Dan, my colleague remembers, 
that we met there, who I always refer 
to as the individual in Sudan that any- 
body would go to if they want to know 
what was really happening, and he 
himself has saved thousands of people, 
thousands. We went to a church the 
last day we were there. Thousands of 
people came, and they had themselves 
experienced the most horrible things. 

Almost 7,000 died on the way to this 
refugee camp that Father Dan had set 
up for them. And yet they came sing- 
ing the praises of Jesus Christ and 
their thankfulness to be saved. I mean, 
it was the most incredible experience 
in my life, really. It was amazing. So I 
must say that the gentleman’s kind 
words to me are certainly appreciated, 
but they are undeserved especially in 
terms of what he has done and others, 
my colleagues here. 

We are pulled to this not for any po- 
litical reason whatsoever. There are no 


November 19, 2004 


votes. I mean, it is one of the few kinds 
of things we do on this floor that has 
absolutely no political advantage to 
anybody. We are pulled to this because 
we are human beings with souls and 
our souls are what tell us we must do, 
what we are doing here today. 

So I thank the gentleman. I want to 
thank Molly Miller on my staff, who 
has spent so many countless hours and 
sleepless nights both probably in the 
office and also in her home worrying 
and thinking about this and trying to 
help us get to the floor tonight. Molly 
has been wonderful. 

I just wish that this were the end of 
it. I wish that once we pass this, we 
could all walk away and think it is 
done, we have accomplished it, there is 
peace in Sudan. It is not the case. We 
know that is not the case. But it is 
what we are required to do today. And 
if there is more required to do tomor- 
row, I commit myself and I know my 
colleagues to the same. I commit my- 
self to that task for as long as it takes. 

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, by now we are 
all aware of the ongoing crisis in Darfur, 
Sudan. The United Nations and U.S. officials 
have both asserted that the situation there is 
currently the worst humanitarian and human 
rights crisis in the world. To date, 1.4 million 
people have been internally displaced, 
200,000 have been forced into exile, and an 
estimated 70,000 civilians have been killed. 
Some figures put the number of lives lost at 
nearly 300,000. 

In light of this incomprehensible tragedy, ! 
am extremely pleased to support the passage 
of the Comprehensive Peace in Sudan Act of 
2004, S. 2781. The bill represents a non-par- 
tisan effort to provide adequate humanitarian 
and peacekeeping assistance to the Darfur re- 
gion, as well as, hold accountable the per- 
petrators of the atrocities. 

The bill seeks to appropriate $200 million for 
Darfur humanitarian relief, as well as assist- 
ance to the African Union's peacekeeping ef- 
forts in the region. through the application of 
economic sanctions, the bill will also seek to 
take punitive action against the Government of 
Sudan if it continues its brutal transgressions 
against the Darfurian people. In addition, the 
bill will appropriate $100 million in FY 05, 06, 
and 07 for reconstruction efforts in Southern 
Sudan. 

The passage of S. 2781 will send a clear 
message that the people of Darfur are not 
alone in their struggle, and that the acts being 
perpetrated by the Sudanese government will 
not be tolerated. As a co-sponsor of H.R. 
5061, the companion bill to S. 2781, | urge my 
fellow colleagues to lend their support to this 
critical measure, as it now lie son the cusp of 
passage. 

| cannot stress enough its importance. Its 
success will no doubt aid in the cessation of 
genocide in Darfur, and the ability of its people 
to rebuild their lives and reclaim their liberty. 
As a nation that values freedom, we must 
make certain that it endures, not only for our- 
selves but for all our human brethren. S. 2781 
is but one step in that eternal endeavor. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
| rise in support of S. 2781 regarding the con- 
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flict in the Darfur region of Sudan. | fully sup- 
ported H.R. 5061, which sought to provide the 
assistance that is necessary to begin to ad- 
dress the crisis in the Darfur region of Sudan 
and begin to usher in stability throughout the 
region and is related. The legislation before us 
today, S. 2781 does the following: 

Sets forth the Comprehensive Peace in 
Sudan Act of 2004 which contains the sense 
of Congress regarding: (1) The Sudan Peace 
Act and its extension to the Darfur region of 
Sudan; and (2) actions to address the conflict 
in Sudan; 

Amends the Sudan Peace Act to authorize 
additional FY 2005 appropriations to address 
the humanitarian and human rights crisis in 
the Darfur region and its impact on eastern 
Chad; 

Authorizes additional FY 2005 appropria- 
tions for Sudan upon the conclusion of a 
peace agreement between the Government of 
Sudan and the Sudan People's Liberation 
Movement (SPLM) if the President certifies to 
the appropriate congressional committees that: 
(1) The Government of Sudan has taken steps 
to stop attacking civilians, disarm militias, co- 
operate fully with observer missions, and allow 
humanitarian access to all areas of Sudan, in- 
cluding Darfur; and (2) the SPLM is complying 
with the peace agreement; 

Requires suspension of assistance to either 
party for its failure to adhere to certification re- 
quirements; 

Requires: (1) Blocking of senior government 
officials’ assets if such certification is not sub- 
mitted within 120 days of enactment of this 
Act; and (2) continuation of existing restric- 
tions until such certification; 

Requires the President to report within 60 
days of enactment of this Act on the planned 
U.S. response to a peace agreement for 
Sudan; and 

Amends the International Organizations Im- 
munities Act to replace a reference to “Organi- 
zation of African Unity" with "African Union." 

І congratulate our Senate colleague from In- 
diana for his hard work in crafting this legisla- 
tion. However, some of its provisions may re- 
quire additional urgent action to supplement its 
legal effect. For example, the 30-day delay re- 
quired before sanctions can be placed by our 
government represents a significant conces- 
sion. 

Nevertheless, | feel that the authorization of 
$200 million in FY 2005 for Darfur humani- 
tarian relief, as well as $100 million for FY 
2005, 2006, and 2007 for the development of 
Southern Sudan will provide major relief in the 
near future. 

H.R. 5061 called for sanctions against the 
Government of Sudan and that would allow 
the United States President to freeze the as- 
sets of senior Sudanese officials. These sanc- 
tions will enable the U.S. Government to facili- 
tate the weakening of the Sudanese groups 
that threaten the lives of so many innocent 
people and the effectiveness of the 
N'Djamena Agreement (which is between the 
Government of Sudan, the Justice Equality 
Movement, and the Sudan Liberation Army) 
and other peace negotiations. 

H.R. 5061 further aimed to include instruc- 
tions for the U.S. Permanent Representative 
of the U.N. to urge the Security Council and 
member states to pursue accountability for 
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those that are facilitating the genocide in 
Darfur. The provisions of that bill also sought 
to end the importation of Sudanese oil and to 
impose an arms embargo on the government 
of Sudan, the Janjaweed and the Peoples 
Democratic Front. 

We know why this legislation and the bill be- 
fore us are important. We have read in our 
newspapers and magazines апа һауе 
watched our televisions to learn more about 
the lawlessness that is afflicting Darfur. Mem- 
bers of this Congress have traveled to Sudan 
and reported back the bad news. It continues 
to be a bloodbath situation in Sudan and this 
Congress must support this bill and take a 
stand against the murderous actors and to 
show out support for the millions of refugees 
whom have fled to neighboring countries. This 
bill will provide aid to the millions of refugees 
in eastern Chad and Darfur, who seek only to 
feed their children and seek solace from 
Janjaweed militias. 

The situation in Darfur is dire. We must do 
more than simply label this horrendous act as 
genocide; we must take action to stop it. The 
people of Darfur continue to be raped and pil- 
laged by militia forces. These militiamen ride 
into towns, villages, and even refugee camps 
on horseback carrying AK—47s and drive fami- 
lies from their farms, destroy their homes, 
rape their women, and in many cases murder 
them. Because of the overcrowding in the ref- 
ugee camps and the inability of foreign aid 
workers to reach the camps due to instability, 
disease has become rampant. Right now in 
Darfur, thousands are succumbing to these 
diseases. 

Mr. Speaker, the situation in Darfur is a dis- 
aster that has been brought upon the people 
of Darfur by the systematic efforts of the 
Janjaweed, which is strongly supported by the 
Sudanese Government in Khartoum. They 
have been orchestrating efforts to exterminate 
the ethnic African culture in Darfur, which this 
Congress, and most recently the president of 
these United States, labeled genocide. 

Therefore this Congress must act now and 
support S. 2781. In addition to thanking Sen- 
ator LUGAR for his hard work, | would like to 
thank Congressman THOMAS TANCREDO and 
Congressman DONALD PAYNE for their tireless 
efforts to raise awareness on this horrific act. 
| want to commend them for working to 
produce this bill and | can only pray that Con- 
gress will pass this legislation on behalf of 
those who are hoping for better days іп 
Sudan. 

Imagine a world where bands of armed mili- 
tia raid and burn villages, kill men, rape 
women, and abduct children, and force entire 
families off their lands. These are not scenes 
from a war movie; these are slices of every- 
day life for ethnic African people living in the 
Darfur region of western Sudan. 

Relief workers and U.S. officials have re- 
ported seeing thousands children whose round 
bellies and sunken eyes reveal a famine so 
severe that even the most well fed of the land 
would still be considered malnourished. And 
they are a stone’s throw from fertile ground. 
The problem is that Janjaweed militiamen 
riding on horseback and carrying AK-47s, 
have driven families from their farms, de- 
stroyed their homes, cut them off from re- 
sources, and refused to let them prepare for 
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the upcoming rainy reason. The monsoons will 
likely overwhelm leaky huts and inadequate 
sewage systems and increase the risks of 
cholera, diarrhea, meningitis, measles, and 
possibly typhoid fever and polio. But this is not 
a natural disaster. It is a wholly unnatural, 
man-made disaster, brought about through the 
systematic efforts of the Janjaweed, and sup- 
ported by the Sudanese Govenment in Khar- 
toum. It is an effort to exterminate the ethnic 
African culture in Darfur—an international 
crime. 

For the past year and a half, the Govern- 
ment of Sudan has supported and enlarged 
the interests of the Janjaweed militia. In the 
melee, more than 30,000 people have died 
and 300,000 more may die by year's end even 
if we contribute our best humanitarian effort. 
Now, in the twelfth hour, world leaders in 
Washington, at the U.N., and around the world 
are finally beginning to heed the cries of the 
people in Darfur. International aid and human 
rights organizations are stepping in to assess 
and meet the needs for humanitarian aid in 
both the Sudan and Chad where many dis- 
placed people of Darfur are seeking refuge. 

Visits by Senator SAM BROWNBACK, Rep- 
resentative FRANK WOLF and, most recently, 
United States Secretary of State Colin Powell 
and United Nations Secretary-General Kofi 
Annan have done much to bring this issue to 
the forefront of world politics. 

The world’s attention апа international 
media coverage are essential but insufficient 
to restore peace. To end this crisis, we must 
first acknowledge the scope of this crisis. 
What is happening in Darfur is genocide. In 
historic fashion, the House of Representatives, 
in an almost unprecedented show of biparti- 
sanship passed legislation from my colleague 
in the Congressional Black Caucus DONALD 
PAYNE, H. Con. Res. 467—a formal declara- 
tion of genocide in Darfur, Sudan. 

Today, | met with Secretary of State Colin 
Powell, and leaders from the Congressional 
Black Caucus, to discuss possibilities for fu- 
ture action in Sudan. Secretary Powell’s pas- 
sion and commitment to the cause of peace 
and justice for the Darfurians was obvious. But 
it is now time for similar dedication at the high- 
est levels of govenment. | have written a letter 
to the President, co-signed by 30 other Mem- 
bers of Congress, both Republicans and 
Democrats, requesting a meeting as soon as 
practicable. United Nations Secretary-General 
Kofi Annan and President Bush must work in 
concert with us in the Congress to pressure 
the Sudanese to disarm the Janjaweed militias 
and end their reign of terror on ethnic-African 
peoples. If disarmament does not occur and if 
proper security measures are not taken to en- 
sure that humanitarian workers will be able to 
do their jobs on the ground, we need to ex- 
plore other more aggressive options, with our 
partners at the U.N., especially those nations 
in the African Union. 

Today, U.S. lawmakers and U.N. officials 
know too much about the horrors taking place 
іп Darfur for this administration апа 
govenment to repeat the fate of Rwanda in 
1994. We now have the momentum to move 
forward and prevent thousands and, possibly, 
millions from dying. With such a narrow win- 
dow of opportunity to avert tragedy and with 
the urgent warnings issued this week by the 
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9/11 commission, | believe Congress should 
cut our recess short, and come back to Wash- 
ington, to immediately address the issues that 
face this Nation and our friends in the world. 
It is our moral duty to put an end to what has 
already become a human rights catastrophe. 
We must stop the suffering and the commis- 
sion of blatant crimes against humanity. 

Mr. Speaker, | support this legislation and 
ask that this body unite for its passage. 

Mr. MEEKS. Mr. Speaker, | would first like 
to commend my colleagues, DONALD PAYNE 
and TOM TANCREDO for working with the Sen- 
ate to draft a bill that will hopefully be the be- 
ginning of the end of genocide in the Sudan. 

Since February 2003, Sudanese govern- 
ment troops and their allied militia, the 
Janjaweed, have raped, tortured, maimed, and 
burned entire villages to cleanse the Darfur 
areas of African Muslims. 

Seventy thousand have died. Over 200,000 
have fled across the border into Chad and 1.6 
million have been forced from their homes and 
into camps, where they remain vulnerable to 
attacks and lack basic services. 

While the Sudanese government has done 
little to protect its people, the African Union 
has shown tremendous leadership in trying to 
stop the atrocities. 

The African Union has led peace talks since 
August and sent hundreds of monitors and se- 
curity forces to assist in stopping the atroc- 
ities. 

It is my hope that the bulk of the assistance 
included in this bill will go to ensure that the 
African Union is successful in its mission to fi- 
nally end the genocide in Darfur! 

Additionally, we must continue to insist that 
the Sudanese government cease support for 
and disarm the Janjaweed militias by imme- 
diately utilizing sanctions against the govern- 
ment officials responsible for stopping the 
atrocities. 

Darfur has waited long enough. We must 
act now. 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong op- 
position to this ill-conceived, counter-produc- 
tive legislation. This represents exactly the 
kind of unconstitutional interventionism the 
Founding Fathers warned us about. It is arro- 
gant and dangerous for us to believe that we 
can go around the world inserting ourselves 
into civil wars that have nothing to do with us 
without having to face the unintended con- 
sequences that always arise. Our steadily-in- 
creasing involvement in the civil war in Sudan 
may well delay the resolution of the conflict 
that appears to be proceeding without our in- 
volvement. Just today, in talks with the UN the 
two sides pledged to end the fighting. 

The fact is we do not know and cannot un- 
derstand the complexities of the civil war in 
Sudan, which has lasted for 39 of that coun- 
try’s 48 years of existence. Supporters of our 
intervention in Sudan argue that this is a 
clear-cut case of Sudan’s Christian minority 
being oppressed and massacred by the Arab 
majority in the Darfur region. It is interesting 
that the CIA’s World Factbook states that Su- 
dan’s Christians, who make up five percent of 
the population, are concentrated in the south 
of the country. Darfur is a region in the mid- 
western part of Sudan. So | wonder about this 
very simplistic characterization of the conflict. 

It seems as if this has been all reduced to 
a few slogans, tossed around without much 
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thought or care about real meaning or implica- 
tion. We unfortunately see this often with calls 
for intervention. One thing we do know, how- 
ever, is that Sudan is floating on a sea of oil. 
Why does it always seem that when we hear 
urgent clamor for the United States to inter- 
vene, oil or some other valuable commodity 
just happens to be present? | find it interesting 
that so much attention is being paid to oil-rich 
Sudan while right next door in Congo the 
death toll from its civil war is estimated to two 
to three million—several times the estimated 
toll in Sudan. 

At a time when we have just raised the 
debt-ceiling to allow more massive debt accu- 
mulation, this legislation will unconstitutionally 
commit the United States to ship some 300 
million taxpayer dollars to Sudan. It will also 
freeze the U.S. assets of certain Sudanese 
until the government of Sudan pursues peace 
in a time-frame and manner that the U.S. de- 
termines. 

Inserting ourselves into this civil war іп 
Sudan will do little to solve the crisis. In fact, 
the promise of U.S. support for one side in the 
struggle may discourage the progress that has 
been made recently. What incentive is there to 
Seek a peaceful resolution of the conflict when 
the U.S. government promises massive assist- 
ance to one side? | strongly urge my col- 
leagues to rethink our current dangerous 
course toward further intervention in Sudan. 
We may end up hurting most those we are in- 
tending to help. 

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BASS). The question is on the motion 
offered by the gentleman from Colo- 
rado (Mr. TANCREDO) that the House 
suspend the rules and pass the Senate 
bill, S. 2781, as amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the Sen- 
ate bill, as amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


— a — 


TREATING | CERTAIN ARRANGE- 
MENTS BY YMCA RETIREMENT 
FUND AS CHURCH PLANS 


Mr. ENGLISH. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 5365) to treat certain arrange- 
ments maintained by the YMCA Re- 
tirement Fund as church plans for the 
purposes of certain provisions of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986, and for 
other purposes. 

'The Clerk read as follows: 


H.R. 5365 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. CERTAIN ARRANGEMENTS MAIN- 
TAINED BY THE YMCA RETIREMENT 
FUND TREATED AS CHURCH PLANS. 

(a) RETIREMENT PLANS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of sections 
401(а) and 403(b) of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986, any retirement plan maintained 
by the YMCA Retirement Fund as of Janu- 
ary 1, 2003, shall be treated as a church plan 
(within the meaning of section 414(e) of such 
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Code) which is maintained by an organiza- 
tion described in section 414(e)(3)(A) of such 
Code. 

(2) TAX-DEFERRED RETIREMENT PLAN.—In 
the case of a retirement plan described in 
paragraph (1) which allows contributions to 
be made under a salary reduction agree- 
ment— 

(A) such treatment shall not apply for pur- 
poses of section 415(c)(7) of such Code, and 

(B) any account maintained for a partici- 
pant or beneficiary of such plan shall be 
treated for purposes of such Code as a retire- 
ment income account described in section 
403(b)(9) of such Code, except that such ac- 
count shall not, for purposes of section 
403(b)(12) of such Code, be treated as a con- 
tract purchased by a church for purposes of 
section 403(b)(1)(D) of such Code. 

(3) MONEY PURCHASE PENSION PLAN.—In the 
case of a retirement plan described in para- 
graph (1) which is subject to the require- 
ments of section 401(a) of such Code— 

(A) such plan (but not any reserves held by 
the YMCA Retirement Fund)— 

(i) shall be treated for purposes of such 
Code as a defined contribution plan which is 
a money purchase pension plan, and 

(ii) shall be treated as having made an 
election under section 410(d) of such Code for 
plan years beginning after December 31, 2005, 
except that notwithstanding the election— 

(D) nothing in the Employee Retirement In- 
come Security Act of 1974 or such Code shall 
prohibit the YMCA Retirement Fund from 
commingling for investment purposes the as- 
sets of the electing plan with the assets of 
such Fund and with the assets of any em- 
ployee benefit plan maintained by such 
Fund, and 

(ID nothing in this section shall be con- 
Strued as subjecting any assets described in 
subclause (D, other than the assets of the 
electing plan, to any provision of such Act, 

(B) notwithstanding section 401(a)(11) or 
417 of such Code or section 205 of such Act, 
such plan may offer a lump-sum distribution 
option to participants who have not attained 
age 55 without offering such participants an 
annuity option, and 

(C) any account maintained for a partici- 
pant or beneficiary of such plan shall, for 
purposes of section 401(a)(9) of such Code, be 
treated as a retirement income account de- 
scribed in section 403(b)(9) of such Code. 

(4) SELF-FUNDED DEATH BENEFIT PLAN.—For 
purposes of section 7702(j) of such Code, a re- 
tirement plan described in paragraph (1) 
shall be treated as an arrangement described 
in section 7702(j)(2). 

(b YMCA RETIREMENT FUND.—For pur- 
poses of this section, the term “YMCA Re- 
tirement Fund" means the Young Men's 
Christian Association Retirement Fund, a 
corporation created by an Act of the State of 
New York which became law on April 30, 
1921. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall 
apply to plan years beginning after Decem- 
ber 31, 2003. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. ENGLISH) and the 
gentleman from North Dakota (Mr. 
POMEROY) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. ENGLISH). 

Mr. ENGLISH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to support 
H.R. 5365, legislation that I had the 
privilege to introduce along with the 
gentleman from North Dakota (Mr. 
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POMEROY). The gentleman from North 
Dakota and I have been working to- 
gether for a number of years to make 
this important clarification, and I ap- 
preciate his dedication and leadership 
on this issue. I also want to thank the 
gentleman from California (Chairman 
THOMAS) and the Committee on Ways 
and Means for their invaluable assist- 
ance in bringing this bill to the floor 
today. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill is designed to 
ensure that thousands of pension plan 
participants and retirees from the 
YMCA can continue to count on their 
benefits. It addresses a concern about 
the technical status of the YMCA pen- 
sion plan as a church plan, a type of 
pension plan offered by churches or as- 
sociations of churches which brings 
with it a special set of rules and regu- 
lations under the Tax Code. While the 
Y pension plan was founded as and his- 
torically has been treated as a church 
plan, the IRS has on occasion puck- 
ishly called its status into question. 
This bill ensures that its status re- 
mains a church plan and that the plan 
may continue to operate as has been 
for over 80 years with clear congres- 
sional intent. 

The YMCA pension plan is a signifi- 
cant and important component of the 
compensation package offered all 
YMCA employees, most of whom are 
paid modestly. Every full-time em- 
ployee of local YMCAs is required to 
participate to help ensure better retire- 
ment security for all of these employ- 
ees. The YMCA pension plan is impor- 
tant to the YMCA employees and retir- 
ees in my district in Pennsylvania, as 
it is to those plan participants in most 
likely each and every congressional 
district across the country. 

This legislation has a vital impact on 
more than 3,000 families in Pennsyl- 
vania and over 80,000 participants na- 
tionwide because it offers them finan- 
cial and retirement security for their 
long service on behalf of our Nation’s 
YMCAs, one of our most important or- 
ganizations operating within commu- 
nities throughout this country. I am 
pleased that we are moving forward 
with this bill today to preserve the sta- 
tus quo, and I encourage all of my col- 
leagues to actively support this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. POMEROY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I am very pleased to join the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
ENGLISH) in the sponsoring of this bill. 
I want to also express my gratitude to 
the gentleman from California (Chair- 
man THOMAS) for allowing the bill to 
come forward and to the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. RANGEL), ranking 
member, for his interest and support of 
this legislation. 

The YMCA puts Christian principles 
into the communities by programs that 
advance healthy minds and strong bod- 
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ies. They serve 18 million Americans 
every year and operate throughout its 
90-year existence a pension plan for the 
modestly paid individuals that make 
these facilities what they are to those 
enjoying their services. 

The YMCA retirement plan requires 
each and every employee to partici- 
pate, provides retirees with annuities 
that guarantee monthly income for 
life. In fact, 98 percent of retirees 
choose a lifetime income over that 
lump sum payment option. 

As we look at this whole retirement 
savings, retirement income conun- 
drum, and we are certainly going to be 
deeply involved in that this coming 
congressional session, I hope we can 
agree that we are going to try to keep 
in the marketplace what works. And 
certainly when it comes to the YMCAs 
pension program, this is a plan that 
works. 

It has been placed in some question 
because of the IRS’s evaluating wheth- 
er or not it appropriately qualifies 
under the church-sponsored plan, as 
was mentioned by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. ENGLISH). It is im- 
portant to legislatively take that, shed 
that cloud off of this pension program. 
I appreciate the IRS for forbearing 
while Congress has been allowed 
through this legislation to straighten 
out and clarify that we do not want 
any changes to the YMCA pension 
plan. This is a plan that is working and 
serving its people well. We want it to 
continue as it has done, and that is the 
effect of this legislation. 

In North Dakota we have 820 YMCA 
employees and retirees whose fate is 
linked in some respect to this legisla- 
tion. Nationally 88,000 have a stake in 
this legislation. 

I hope that as we pass this legislation 
today, we can take this as a precedent. 
These pension issues deserve bipartisan 
approach, like the bill before us, and 
we need to build on the concept, keep 
what works, move to address the other 
areas as these solutions present them- 
selves. 

So I am very pleased to advance H.R. 
5365 and urge its adoption. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I will submit the exchange of letters 
between the gentleman from California 
(Chairman THOMAS) and the gentleman 
from Ohio (Chairman BOEHNER) relat- 
ing to the jurisdiction of this bill for 
the RECORD. 

COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND THE 
WORKFORCE, HOUSE ОЕ  REP- 
RESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, November 19, 2004. 
Hon. WILLIAM M. THOMAS, 
Chairman, Committee on Ways and Means, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN THOMAS: I am writing to 
confirm our mutual understanding with re- 
spect to consideration of H.R. 5365, to treat 
certain arrangements maintained by the 
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YMCA Retirement Fund as church plans for 
the purposes of certain provisions of the In- 
ternal Revenue Code of 1986, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means 
and in addition the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. The bill would impact 
the Employee Retirement Income Security 
Act (ERISA) as it applies to certain pension 
plans within the jurisdiction of the Com- 
mittee on Education and the Workforce. 

I do not intend to delay consideration of 
H.R. 5865, nor will I object to the scheduling 
of this bill for consideration in the House of 
Representatives. However, I do so only with 
the understanding that this procedural route 
should not be construed to prejudice the 
Committee on Education and the 
Workforce’s jurisdictional interest and pre- 
rogatives on these provisions or any other 
similar legislation and will not be considered 
as precedent for consideration of matters of 
jurisdictional interest to my Committee in 
the future. Furthermore, should these or 
similar provisions be considered in a con- 
ference with the Senate, I would expect 
Members of the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce be appointed to the con- 
ference committee on those provisions. 

Finally, I would ask that you include a 
copy of our exchange of letters in the Con- 
gressional Record on this bill. If you have 
questions regarding this matter, please do 
not hesitate to call me. I thank you for your 
consideration. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Chairman. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS, 
Washington, DC, November 19, 2004. 
Hon. JOHN BOEHNER, 
Chairman, Committee on Education and the 
Workforce, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN BOEHNER: Thank you for 
your letter regarding H.R. 5365, a bill that 
would treat the YMCA Retirement Fund as a 
church plan for certain provisions of the In- 
ternal Revenue Code of 1986. 

I appreciate your agreement to expedite 
the passage of this legislation although it 
contains provisions relating to the Employee 
Retirement Income Security Act of 1974 that 
are within your Committee’s jurisdiction. I 
acknowledge your decision to forego further 
action on the bill is based on the under- 
standing that it will not prejudice the Com- 
mittee on Education and the Workforce with 
respect to its jurisdictional prerogatives or 
the appointment of conferees on this or simi- 
lar legislation. 

I appreciate your helping us to move this 
legislation quickly to the floor. Since the 
Committee will not report his bill, I will in- 
stead include in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
as copy of our exchange of letters on this 
matter. Thank you for your assistance and 
cooperation. We look forward to working 
with you in the future. 

Best regards, 
BILL THOMAS, 
Chairman. 


Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. POMEROY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 30 seconds. 

I believe each and every one of us in 
this Chamber appreciates the work of 
the YMCA and recognizes that the 
YMCA is more than wonderful facili- 
ties. It is the people there. It is the 
people there that make these such a 
special part of our communities. If we 
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want to do something that shows our 
appreciation to these dear people in the 
YMCA, let us move this legislation. 
This removes any shadow of a doubt 
that their pension plan can continue to 
function as it has functioned for vir- 
tually the entire life of the YMCA asso- 
ciations. This is a good thing to do. 

I am pleased to work with the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
ENGLISH), my friend, in moving this 
legislation forward. Let this be a place 
where the true spirit of bipartisanship 
can break out on a worthy goal. Let us 
support this legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

I also want to salute the gentleman 
from North Dakota, who is a valuable 
ally particularly in dealing with an 
issue like this that is in a sense rel- 
atively straightforward, but deals with 
the technicalities of the tax law. He 
has been a great resource to us and to 
the committee, and it is a privilege for 
me to be co-sponsoring this legislation 
with him. 

Mr. Speaker, I think that if we look 
at the history of the YMCA in Amer- 
ica, we see the premier faith-based or- 
ganization that has been providing 
services to people throughout our com- 
munities and providing services that 
have had an enormous cumulative so- 
cial impact on America. 

One of the essential components to 
the YMCA and how it operates is its 
ability to offer this pension program to 
its employees. The YMCA does not op- 
erate on a broad profit margin. So to 
be able to offer this program with its 
tax status is critical to the Y’s ability 
to attract the kind of people who are 
willing to dedicate themselves to the 
community. And this I believe is a very 
important piece of legislation to main- 
tain the status quo, to allow the Y to 
continue to offer not only an excellent 
pension to its participants and to all of 
its hard-working employees but also to 
continue to be able to offer the quality 
of services in communities throughout 
America. 
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Mr. Speaker, it is a privilege for me 
to urge my colleagues to gather to- 
gether on a bipartisan basis to approve 
this bill. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, | rise in sup- 
port of the YMCA Retirement Fund Act, a bill 
sponsored by Mr. ENGLISH. Strengthening em- 
ployee pension plans has been a longstanding 
priority of mine, and lm pleased to support 
this common sense reform that will strengthen 
pension benefits provided through the YMCA 
Retirement Fund. 

This bill will ensure the Young Men’s Chris- 
tian Association’s pension plans are treated as 
church plans under the Internal Revenue 
Code, and its employees are provided many 
of the important protections under the Em- 
ployee Retirement Income Security Act 
(“ERISA”). 
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The YMCA Retirement Fund has been in 
existence for more than eighty years, and pro- 
vides meaningful pension benefits to more 
than 80,000 participants across the nation. 
Employees of local YMCA’s participate іп 
these pension plans and enjoy a vesting pe- 
riod of either two or three years. These em- 
ployees obtain a non-forfeitable right to their 
pension benefits faster than employees under 
traditional qualified plans. 

I’m pleased today to support this bill to en- 
sure the YMCA Retirement Fund may con- 
tinue providing these important pension bene- 
fits to its employees, many of whom will now 
also benefit from the important protections 
provided under ERISA. 

Under the bill, the pension plans in the Fund 
may commingle assets for investment pur- 
poses. While there may be certain restrictions 
on this practice under the Internal Revenue 
Code, it is important to note that it is not a per 
se violation to commingle assets under 
ERISA, provided that the plan and its fidu- 
ciaries maintain appropriate records. There- 
fore, the language should not suggest that 
other qualified pension plans under ERISA 
cannot engage in this widely accepted prac- 
tice. 

If the YMCA Retirement Fund's status as a 
church plan under the Internal Revenue Code 
is not clarified for this narrow purpose, the 
Fund may not have the ability to continue to 
provide the same generous pension benefits 
to its participants, most of whom are modestly 

aid. 

г Finally, Mr. Speaker, | would note that while 
this legislation will solve a problem for the 
more than 80,000 Americans involved with the 
YMCA pension plan, the laws that govern all 
American worker pensions will remain оші- 
dated and in desperate need of reform and re- 
pair. The failure to update these laws has re- 
sulted in a very real threat that taxpayers will 
be forced to pay for a multi-billion bailout of 
the Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation, 
which protects workers’ retirement benefits 
when their companies fail. It's absolutely crit- 
ical that we act in a bipartisan manner in the 
weeks and months ahead to enact com- 
prehensive, broad-based reforms that will 
modernize our nation’s pension laws and re- 
store security for workers and taxpayers. This 
is a top priority for me and the members of 
our committee, and | know it is for Chairman 
THOMAS and the members of the Ways and 
Means Committee as well. 

| want to thank Chairman THOMAS and the 
bill's sponsor, Mr. ENGLISH, for their coopera- 
tion in bringing this bill to the House floor 
today. I’m hopeful that we can build on this 
important legislation, and continue our efforts 
to craft a solution that will protect the retire- 
ment security of all our nation’s workers in the 
same serious and thoughtful manner that pro- 
duced the bill we’re considering today. 

І urge my colleagues to support this bill. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BASS). The question is on the motion 
offered by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. ENGLISH) that the House 
suspend the rules and pass the bill, 
H.R. 5365. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
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the rules were suspended and the bill 
was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


a ———— 


GENERAL LEAVE 


Mr. ENGLISH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re- 
marks and include extraneous material 
on H.R. 5365, the bill just passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 


u 


COMMERCIAL SPACE LAUNCH 
AMENDMENTS ACT OF 2004 


Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 5382) to promote the develop- 
ment of the emerging commercial 
human space flight industry, and for 
other purposes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

H.R. 5382 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Commercial 
Space Launch Amendments Act of 2004’’. 

SEC. 2. AMENDMENTS. 

(a) FINDINGS AND PURPOSES.—Section 70101 
of title 49, United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(3), by inserting 
“human space flight," after ‘‘microgravity 
гезеагсћ,''; 

(2) in subsection (a)(4)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘satellite’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘services now available 
from" and inserting ‘‘capabilities of”; 

(3) in subsection (a)(8), by striking “ала” 
at the end; 

(4) in subsection (a)(9), by striking the pe- 
riod and inserting a semicolon; 

(5) by adding at the end of subsection (a) 
the following new paragraphs: 

“(10) the goal of safely opening space to 
the American people and their private com- 
mercial, scientific, and cultural enterprises 
should guide Federal space investments, 
policies, and regulations; 

“(11) private industry has begun to develop 
commercial launch vehicles capable of car- 
rying human beings into space and greater 
private investment in these efforts will stim- 
ulate the Nation’s commercial space trans- 
portation industry as a whole; 

“(12) space transportation is inherently 
risky, and the future of the commercial 
human space flight industry will depend on 
its ability to continually improve its safety 
performance; 

*(13) a critical area of responsibility for 
the Department of Transportation is to regu- 
late the operations and safety of the emerg- 
ing commercial human space flight industry; 

“(14) the public interest is served by cre- 
ating a clear legal, regulatory, and safety re- 
gime for commercial human space flight; and 

“(15) the regulatory standards governing 
human space flight must evolve as the indus- 
try matures so that regulations neither sti- 
fle technology development nor expose crew 
or space flight participants to avoidable 
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risks as the public comes to expect greater 
safety for crew and space flight participants 
from the industry.’’; 

(6) in subsection (b)(2)— 

(A) by striking “апа” at the end of sub- 
paragraph (A); 

(B) by inserting ‘‘and’’ after the semicolon 
in subparagraph (B); and 

(C) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

“(С) promoting the continuous improve- 
ment of the safety of launch vehicles de- 
signed to carry humans, including through 
the issuance of regulations, to the extent 
permitted by this chapter;’’; and 

(7) in subsection (b)(8), by striking ‘‘issue 
and transfer" and inserting ‘‘issue permits 
and commercial licenses and transfer". 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—Section 70102 of title 49, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (2) through 
(17) as paragraphs (3), (4), (5), (6), (7), (8), (9), 
(10), (12), (13), (14), (15), (16), (18), (21), and (22), 
respectively; 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol- 
lowing new paragraph: 

*(2) ‘crew’ means any employee of a li- 
censee or transferee, or of a contractor or 
subcontractor of a licensee or transferee, 
who performs activities in the course of that 
employment directly relating to the launch, 
reentry, or other operation of or in a launch 
vehicle or reentry vehicle that carries 
human beings.’’; 

(3) in paragraph (4), as so redesignated by 
paragraph (1) of this subsection, by inserting 
“, crew, or space flight participant" after 
“any payload”; 

(4) in paragraph (6)(A), as so redesignated 
by paragraph (1) of this subsection, by strik- 
ing ‘‘and payload’’ and inserting ‘‘, payload, 
crew (including crew training), or space 
flight participant’’; 

(5) in paragraph (8)(A), as so redesignated 
by paragraph (1) of this subsection, by in- 
serting “ог human beings" after “расе a 
payload’; 

(6) by inserting after paragraph (10), as so 
redesignated by paragraph (1) of this sub- 
section, the following new paragraph: 

“(11) except in section 70104(c), ‘permit’ 
means an experimental permit issued under 
section 70105а.”; 

(7) in paragraph (13), as so redesignated by 
paragraph (1) of this subsection, by inserting 
“crew, or space flight participants," after 
“and its payload,”’; 

(8) in paragraph (14)(A), as so redesignated 
by paragraph (1) of this subsection, by strik- 
ing ‘‘and its payload’’ inserting ‘‘and pay- 
load, crew (including crew training), or space 
flight participant’’; 

(9) by inserting after paragraph (16), as so 
redesignated by paragraph (1) of this sub- 
section, the following new paragraph: 

**(17) ‘space flight participant’ means an іп- 
dividual, who is not crew, carried within a 
launch vehicle or reentry vehicle."; 

(10) by inserting after paragraph (18), as so 
redesignated by paragraph (1) of this sub- 
Section, the following new paragraphs: 

“(19) unless and until regulations take ef- 
fect under section 70120(c)(2), ‘suborbital 
rocket' means a vehicle, rocket-propelled in 
whole or in part, intended for flight on a sub- 
orbital trajectory, and the thrust of which is 
greater than its lift for the majority of the 
rocket-powered portion of its ascent. 

“(20) ‘suborbital trajectory’ means the in- 
tentional flight path of a launch vehicle, re- 
entry vehicle, or any portion thereof, whose 
vacuum instantaneous impact point does not 
leave the surface of the Earth." ; and 

(11) in paragraph (21), as so redesignated by 
paragraph (1) of this subsection— 
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(A) by striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of subpara- 
graph (C); 

(B) by striking the period at the end of 
subparagraph (D) and inserting ‘‘; ог”; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

“(Е) crew or space flight participants.". 

(с) COMMERCIAL HUMAN SPACE FLIGHT.—(1) 
Section 70103(b)(1) of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended by inserting ‘‘, including 
those involving space flight participants" 
after ‘‘private sector”. 

(2) Section 70108 of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended by redesignating sub- 
section (c) as subsection (d), and by inserting 
after subsection (b) the following new sub- 
Section: 

“(с) SAFETY.—In carrying out the respon- 
sibilities under subsection (b), the Secretary 
shall encourage, facilitate, and promote the 
continuous improvement of the safety of 
launch vehicles designed to carry humans, 
and the Secretary may, consistent with this 
chapter, promulgate regulations to carry out 
this subsection.". 

(3) Section 70104(а) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘License Requirement.—A 
license issued or transferred under this chap- 
ter" and inserting ‘‘Requirement.—A license 
issued or transferred under this chapter, or a 
permit,’’; and 

(B) by inserting after paragraph (4) the fol- 
lowing: ‘‘Notwithstanding this subsection, a 
permit shall not authorize a person to oper- 
ate a launch site or reentry site.’’. 

(4) Section 70104(b) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended by inserting ‘‘or 
permit" after ‘‘holder of a license”. 

(5) Section 70104 of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the 
following new subsection: 

*(d) SINGLE LICENSE OR PERMIT.— The Sec- 
retary of Transportation shall ensure that 
only 1 license or permit is required from the 
Department of Transportation to conduct ac- 
tivities involving crew or space flight par- 
ticipants, including launch and reentry, for 
which a license or permit is required under 
this chapter. The Secretary shall ensure that 
all Department of Transportation regula- 
tions relevant to the licensed or permitted 
activity are satisfied.’’. 

(6) Section 70105(a) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘a license 
is not issued" and inserting ‘‘the Secretary 
has not taken action on a license applica- 
tion"; and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘(includ- 
ing approval procedures for the purpose of 
protecting the health and safety of crews and 
Space flight participants, to the extent per- 
mitted by subsections (b) and (с))” after “ог 
personnel”. 

(7) Section 70105(b)(1) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended by inserting ‘‘or 
permit" after ‘‘for a license”. 

(8) Section 70105(b)(2)(B) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘an ad- 
ditional requirement necessary to protect" 
and inserting “апу additional requirement 
necessary to protect”. 

(9) Section 70105(b)(2)(C) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended— 

(A) by inserting “ог permit” after “Гог a li- 
сепве”; and 

(B) by striking “апа” at the end thereof. 

(10) Section 70105(b)(2) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended by redesignating 
subparagraph (D) as subparagraph (E) and in- 
serting after subparagraph (C) the following 
new subparagraph: 

*(D) additional license requirements, for a 
launch vehicle carrying a human being for 
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compensation or hire, necessary to protect 
the health and safety of crew or space flight 
participants, only if such requirements are 
imposed pursuant to final regulations issued 
in accordance with subsection (c); and’’. 

(11) Section 70105(b)(2)(E) of title 49, United 
States Code, as so redesignated by paragraph 
(11) of this subsection, is amended by insert- 
ing “ог permit" after ‘‘for a license”. 

(12) Section 70105(b)(3) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the following: ‘‘The Secretary may not grant 
a waiver under this paragraph that would 
permit the launch or reentry of à launch ve- 
hicle or à reentry vehicle without a license 
or permit if à human being will be on 
board.". 

(13) Section 70105(b) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the following new paragraphs: 

“(4) The holder of a license or a permit 
under this chapter may launch or reenter 
crew only if— 

“(А) the crew has received training and has 
satisfied medical or other standards specified 
in the license or permit in accordance with 
regulations promulgated by the Secretary; 

“(В) the holder of the license or permit has 
informed any individual serving as crew in 
writing, prior to executing any contract or 
other arrangement to employ that individual 
(or, in the case of an individual already em- 
ployed as of the date of enactment of the 
Commercial Space Launch Amendments Act 
of 2004, as early as possible, but in any event 
prior to any launch in which the individual 
will participate as crew), that the United 
States Government has not certified the 
launch vehicle as safe for carrying crew or 
Space flight participants; and 

(С) the holder of the license or permit and 
crew have complied with all requirements of 
the laws of the United States that apply to 
crew. 

“(5) The holder of a license or a permit 
under this chapter may launch or reenter a 
Space flight participant only if— 

(А) in accordance with regulations pro- 
mulgated by the Secretary, the holder of the 
license or permit has informed the space 
flight participant in writing about the risks 
of the launch and reentry, including the safe- 
ty record of the launch or reentry vehicle 
type, and the Secretary has informed the 
Space flight participant in writing of any rel- 
evant information related to risk or probable 
loss during each phase of flight gathered by 
the Secretary in making the determination 
required by section 70112(a)(2) and (с); 

“(В) the holder of the license or permit has 
informed any space flight participant in 
writing, prior to receiving any compensation 
from that space flight participant or (in the 
case of a space flight participant not pro- 
viding compensation) otherwise concluding 
any agreement to fly that space flight par- 
ticipant, that the United States Government 
has not certified the launch vehicle as safe 
for carrying crew or space flight partici- 
pants; 

(С) in accordance with regulations pro- 
mulgated by the Secretary, the space flight 
participant has provided written informed 
consent to participate in the launch and re- 
entry and written certification of compli- 
ance with any regulations promulgated 
under paragraph (6)(A); and 

**(D) the holder of the license or permit has 
complied with any regulations promulgated 
by the Secretary pursuant to paragraph (6). 

“(6)(А) The Secretary may issue regula- 
tions requiring space flight participants to 
undergo an appropriate physical examina- 
tion prior to à launch or reentry under this 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


chapter. This subparagraph shall cease to be 
in effect three years after the date of enact- 
ment of the Commercial Space Launch 
Amendments Act of 2004. 

“(В) The Secretary may issue additional 
regulations setting reasonable requirements 
for space flight participants, including med- 
ical and training requirements. Such regula- 
tions shall not be effective before the expira- 
tion of 3 years after the date of enactment of 
the Commercial Space Launch Amendments 
Act of 2004.’’. 

(14) Section 70105 of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended by redesignating sub- 
section (c) as subsection (d), and by adding 
after subsection (b) the following new sub- 
section: 

“(с) SAFETY REGULATIONS.—(1) The Sec- 
retary may issue regulations governing the 
design or operation of a launch vehicle to 
protect the health and safety of crew and 
space flight participants. 

*(2) Regulations issued under this sub- 
section shall— 

“(А) describe how such regulations would 
be applied when the Secretary is deter- 
mining whether to issue a license under this 
chapter; 

“(В) apply only to launches in which a ve- 
hicle will be carrying a human being for 
compensation or hire; 

“(С) be limited to restricting or prohib- 
iting design features or operating practices 
that— 

“(1) have resulted in a serious or fatal in- 
jury (as defined in 49 CFR 830, as in effect on 
November 10, 2004) to crew or space flight 
participants during a licensed or permitted 
commercial human space flight; or 

(11) contributed to an unplanned event or 
series of events during a licensed or per- 
mitted commercial human space flight that 
posed a high risk of causing a serious or fatal 
injury (as defined in 49 CFR 880, as in effect 
on November 10, 2004) to crew or space flight 
participants; and 

**(D) be issued with a description of the in- 
stance or instances when the design feature 
or operating practice being restricted or pro- 
hibited contributed to a result or event de- 
scribed in subparagraph (C). 

*(8) Beginning 8 years after the date of en- 
actment of the Commercial Space Launch 
Amendments Act of 2004, the Secretary may 
propose regulations under this subsection 
without regard to paragraph (2)(C) and (D). 
Any such regulations shall take into consid- 
eration the evolving standards of safety in 
the commercial space flight industry. 

*(4) Nothing in this subsection shall be 
construed to limit the authority of the Sec- 
retary to issue requirements or regulations 
to protect the public health and safety, safe- 
ty of property, national security interests, 
and foreign policy interests of the United 
States.". 

(15) Section 70105(d) of title 49, United 
States Code, as so redesignated by paragraph 
(15) of this subsection, is amended by insert- 
ing “ог permit” after ‘‘of a license”. 

(16) Chapter 701 of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended by inserting after section 
70105 the following new section: 

“$ 70105a. Experimental permits 

“(а) A person may apply to the Secretary 
of Transportation for an experimental per- 
mit under this section in the form and man- 
ner the Secretary prescribes. Consistent with 
the protection of the public health and safe- 
ty, safety of property, and national security 
and foreign policy interests of the United 
States, the Secretary, not later than 120 days 
after receiving an application pursuant to 
this section, shall issue a permit if the Sec- 
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retary decides in writing that the applicant 
complies, and will continue to comply, with 
this chapter and regulations prescribed 
under this chapter. The Secretary shall in- 
form the applicant of any pending issue and 
action required to resolve the issue if the 
Secretary has not made a decision not later 
than 90 days after receiving an application. 
The Secretary shall transmit to the Com- 
mittee on Science of the House of Represent- 
atives and Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation of the Senate a 
written notice not later than 15 days after 
any occurrence when the Secretary has 
failed to act on a permit within the deadline 
established by this section. 

*(b) In carrying out subsection (a), the 
Secretary may establish procedures for safe- 
ty approvals of launch vehicles, reentry vehi- 
cles, safety systems, processes, services, or 
personnel that may be used in conducting 
commercial space launch or reentry activi- 
ties pursuant to a permit. 

**(c) In order to encourage the development 
of a commercial space flight industry, the 
Secretary may when issuing permits use the 
authority granted under section 
70105(b)(2)(C). 

“(4) The Secretary may issue a permit 
only for reusable suborbital rockets that will 
be launched or reentered solely for— 

“(1) research and development to test new 
design concepts, new equipment, or new op- 
erating techniques; 

*(2 showing compliance with require- 
ments as part of the process for obtaining a 
license under this chapter; or 

“(8) crew training prior to obtaining a li- 
cense for a launch or reentry using the de- 
sign of the rocket for which the permit 
would be issued. 

“(е) Permits 
shall— 

“(1) authorize an unlimited number of 
launches and reentries for a particular sub- 
orbital rocket design for the uses described 
in subsection (d); and 

**(2) specify the type of modifications that 
may be made to the suborbital rocket with- 
out changing the design to an extent that 
would invalidate the permit. 

“(f) Permits shall not be transferable. 

“(в) A permit may not be issued for, and a 
permit that has already been issued shall 
cease to be valid for, a particular design for 
a reusable suborbital rocket after a license 
has been issued for the launch or reentry of 
a rocket of that design. 

**(h) No person may operate a reusable sub- 
orbital rocket under a permit for carrying 
any property or human being for compensa- 
tion or hire. 

“(і) For the purposes of sections 70106, 
70107, 70108, 70109, 70110, 70112, 70115, 70116, 
70117, and 70121 of this chapter— 

“(1) a permit shall be considered a license; 

**(2) the holder of a permit shall be consid- 
ered a licensee; 

(3) a vehicle operating under a permit 
shall be considered to be licensed; and 

“(4) the issuance of a permit shall be con- 
sidered licensing. 


This subsection shall not be construed to 
allow the transfer of a permit.’’. 

(17) Section 70106(a) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘at a site used for crew or 
space flight participant training," after ‘‘as- 
semble a launch vehicle or reentry vehicle,”’’; 
and 

(B) by striking ‘‘section 70104(c)" and in- 
serting ‘‘sections 70104(c), 70105, апа 70105a’’. 

(18) Section 70107(b) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended— 
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(A) by inserting “(1)” before “Оп the ini- 
tiative"; and 

(B) by adding the following new paragraph 
at the end: 

*(2) The Secretary shall modify a license 
issued or transferred under this chapter 
whenever a modification is needed for the li- 
cense to be in conformity with a regulation 
that was issued pursuant to section 70105(c) 
after the issuance of the license. This para- 
graph shall not apply to permits.’’. 

(19) Section 70107 of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended by redesignating sub- 
sections (d) and (e) as subsections (e) and (1), 
respectively, and by inserting after sub- 
section (c) the following new subsection: 

‘(d) ADDITIONAL SUSPENSIONS.—(1) The 
Secretary may suspend a license when a pre- 
vious launch or reentry under the license has 
resulted in a serious or fatal injury (as de- 
fined in 49 CFR 830, as in effect on November 
10, 2004) to crew or space flight participants 
and the Secretary has determined that con- 
tinued operations under the license are like- 
ly to cause additional serious or fatal injury 
(as defined in 49 CFR 830, as in effect on No- 
vember 10, 2004) to crew or space flight par- 
ticipants. 

“(2) Any suspension imposed under this 
subsection shall be for as brief a period as 
possible and, in any event, shall cease when 
the Secretary— 

“(А) has determined that the licensee has 
taken sufficient steps to reduce the likeli- 
hood of a recurrence of the serious or fatal 
injury; or 

“(В) has modified the license pursuant to 
subsection (b) to sufficiently reduce the like- 
lihood of a recurrence of the serious or fatal 
injury. 

**(8) This subsection shall not apply to per- 
mits.". 

(20) Section 70110(a)(1) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended by inserting ‘‘or 
70105a”’ after “70105(а)”. 

(21) Section 70112(b)(2) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘crew, space flight partici- 
pants," after ‘‘transferee, contractors, sub- 
contractors,’’; and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘or by space flight partici- 
pants," after “158 own employees”. 

(22) Section 70118(a)(1) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended by inserting ‘‘but 
not against a space flight participant," after 
“subcontractor of a customer,” . 

(23) Section 70113(f) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended by inserting at the 
end the following: ‘‘This section does not 
apply to permits.’’. 

(24) Section 70115(0)(1)(0)(1) of title 49, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
“crew or space flight participant training 
Site," after ‘‘site of a launch vehicle or re- 
entry vehicle,’’. 

(25) Section 70120 of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the 
following new subsections: 

(с) AMENDMENTS.—(1) Not later than 12 
months after the date of enactment of the 
Commercial Space Launch Amendments Act 
of 2004, the Secretary shall publish proposed 
regulations to carry out that Act, including 
regulations relating to crew, space flight 
participants, and permits for launch or re- 
entry of reusable suborbital rockets. Not 
later than 18 months after such date of en- 
actment, the Secretary shall issue final reg- 
ulations. 

“(2)(А) Starting 3 years after the date of 
enactment of the Commercial Space Launch 
Amendments Act of 2004, the Secretary may 
issue final regulations changing the defini- 
tion of suborbital rocket under this chapter. 
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No such regulation may take effect until 180 
days after the Secretary has submitted the 
regulation to the Congress. 

“(В) The Secretary may issue regulations 
under this paragraph only if the Secretary 
has determined that the definition in section 
70102 does not describe, or will not continue 
to describe, all appropriate vehicles and only 
those vehicles. In making that determina- 
tion, the Secretary shall take into account 
the evolving nature of the commercial space 
launch industry. 

*(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—(1) Licenses for the 
launch or reentry of launch vehicles or re- 
entry vehicles with human beings on board 
and permits may be issued by the Secretary 
prior to the issuance of the regulations de- 
scribed in subsection (c). 

**(2) As soon as practicable after the date of 
enactment of the Commercial Space Launch 
Amendments Act of 2004, the Secretary shall 
issue guidelines or advisory circulars to 
guide the implementation of that Act until 
regulations are issued. 

(3) Notwithstanding paragraphs (1) and 
(2), no licenses for the launch or reentry of 
launch vehicles or reentry vehicles with 
human beings on board or permits may be 
issued starting three years after the date of 
enactment of the Commercial Space Launch 
Amendments Act of 2004 unless the final reg- 
ulations described in subsection (c) have 
been issued.". 

(26) The table of sections for chapter 701 of 
title 49, United States Code, is amended by 
inserting after the item relating to 70105 the 
following new item: 

“70105a. Experimental permits.". 
SEC. 3. STUDIES. 

(a) RISK SHARING.—Not later than 60 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Transportation shall enter into 
an arrangement with a nonprofit entity for 
the conduct of an independent comprehen- 
sive study of the liability risk sharing re- 
gime in the United States for commercial 
Space transportation under section 70118 of 
title 49, United States Code. To ensure that 
Congress has a full analysis of the liability 
risk sharing regime, the study shall assess 
methods by which the current system could 
be eliminated, including an estimate of the 
time required to implement each of the 
methods assessed. The study shall assess 
whether any alternative steps would be need- 
ed to maintain a viable and competitive 
United States space transportation industry 
if the current regime were eliminated. In 
conducting the assessment under this sub- 
section, input from commercial space trans- 
portation insurance experts shall be sought. 
The study also shall examine liability risk 
sharing in other nations with commercial 
launch capability and evaluate the direct 
and indirect impact that ending this regime 
would have on the competitiveness of the 
United States commercial space launch in- 
dustry in relation to foreign commercial 
launch providers and on United States as- 
sured access to space. 

(b) SAFETY.—The Secretary of Transpor- 
tation, in consultation with the Adminis- 
trator of the National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration, shall enter into an arrange- 
ment with a nonprofit entity for a report 
analyzing safety issues related to launching 
human beings into space. In designing the 
study, the Secretary should take into ac- 
count any recommendations from the Com- 
mercial Space Transportation Advisory 
Committee and the National Aeronautics 
and Space Administration’s Aerospace Safe- 
ty Advisory Panel. The report shall be sub- 
mitted to the Senate Committee on Com- 
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merce, Science, and Transportation and the 
House of Representatives Committee on 
Science within 4 years of the date of enact- 
ment of this Act. The report shall analyze 
and make recommendations about— 

(1) the standards of safety and concepts of 
operation that should guide the regulation of 
human space flight and whether the standard 
of safety should vary by class or type of ve- 
hicle, the purpose of flight, or other consid- 
erations; 

(2) the effectiveness of the commercial li- 
censing and permitting regime under chapter 
701 of title 49, United States Code, particu- 
larly in ensuring the safety of the public and 
of crew and space flight participants during 
launch, in-space transit, orbit, and reentry, 
and whether any changes are needed to that 
chapter; 

(3) whether there is a need for commercial 
ground operations for commercial space 
flight, including provision of launch support, 
launch and reentry control, mission control, 
range operations, and communications and 
telemetry operations through all phases of 
flight, and if such operations developed, 
whether and how they should be regulated; 
(4) whether expendable and reusable launch 
and reentry vehicles should be regulated dif- 
ferently from each other, and whether either 
of those vehicles should be regulated dif- 
ferently when carrying human beings; 

(5) whether the Federal Government should 
separate the promotion of human space 
flight from the regulation of such activity; 

(6) how third parties could be used to 
evaluate the qualification and acceptance of 
new human space flight vehicles prior to 
their operation; 

(7) how nongovernment experts could par- 
ticipate more fully in setting standards and 
developing regulations concerning human 
space flight safety; and 

(8) whether the Federal Government should 
regulate the extent of foreign ownership or 
control of human space flight companies op- 
erating or incorporated in the United States. 
SEC. 4. TECHNICAL AMENDMENT. 

Section 102(c) of the Commercial Space Act 
of 1998 is repealed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
KLINE). Pursuant to the rule, the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. ROHR- 
ABACHER) and the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. LAMPSON) each will control 
20 minutes. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to inquire of the gentleman 
from Texas if he is opposed to the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. LAMPSON) 
opposed to the bill? 

Mr. LAMPSON. I will support the 
bill, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
to claim the time in opposition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. OBERSTAR) 
will control 20 minutes in opposition to 
the bill. 


GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem- 
bers may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re- 
marks and include extraneous material 
on the bill now under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from California? 
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There was no objection. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, first of all, let me con- 
gratulate someone who is spending his 
last day on the floor as an activist for 
America’s space program. The gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. LAMPSON) has 
been a tremendous asset in our Sub- 
committee on Space and Aeronautics. 
He exemplifies the spirit of activism 
and the support team for our astro- 
nauts and what they have needed in 
order to be successful. I appreciate his 
support of this amendment today, 
knowing that we both have worked on 
this, along with the gentleman from 
Tennessee (Mr. GORDON), and it has 
been purely a bipartisan effort. We 
have had many, many hearings on this 
bill, and today is a culmination of his 
career and, I might add, it is a cul- 
mination of my career as chairman of 
the Subcommittee on Space and Aero- 
nautics, as this is one of my last ac- 
tions as chairman to be here before us 
today. 

The bill we speak about, H.R. 5382, 
the Commercial Space Launch Amend- 
ments Act of 2004, represents a long 
and thorough process and also a solid 
bipartisan effort to make commercial 
human space flight a reality. Earlier 
this year, H.R. 3752 passed this House 
by a vote of 402 to 1. Thus, there is 
nothing to any charge to suggest that 
there has been anything but pure, that 
this bill has been operating purely in 
the open and with open discussion and 
with the input from both sides of the 
aisle. 

That bills central premise that 
passed by 402 to 1 was that, after being 
informed of the risks, that people can 
and should be able to decide to buy a 
ticket and achieve their lifelong dream 
of flying into space, even though they 
know that it is à risky proposition. 

The House Committee on Science has 
worked diligently with the Senate 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation to craft an even more 
balanced, compromised bill which is 
being considered today, a bill that ac- 
tually has more controls and more, one 
might say, safety in it than the first 
bill did, even though the central 
premise still is that people have a right 
and, especially in a developing indus- 
try, it is important to have that type 
of citizen input which would give them 
the right to waive certain safety re- 
quirements they would not waive in 
time when we are dealing with ad- 
vanced technology and technology that 
has already been commercialized. 

We thank the distinguished Senator 
from South Carolina, Mr. HOLLINGS, for 
helping craft this legislation in the 
Senate that will ensure that this new 
industry grows and matures, rather 
than is strangled in its crib by over- 
regulation. As chairman of the Sub- 
committee on Space and Aeronautics, I 
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can think of no better way to end my 
tenure than to see H.R. 5382 become 
law. 

During my 8 years as chairman, I had 
the privilege to peer into the future to 
see dynamic citizen astronauts return- 
ing to and from the heavens which we 
can expect in the future. American en- 
trepreneur Dennis Tito ignored the 
screaming agony of our own space bu- 
reaucracy to show the world that space 
will not be restricted simply to a cho- 
sen few. Burt Rutan’s tremendous ac- 
complishment last month caught the 
attention of the world and underscores 
the innovative and creative potential 
of space entrepreneurs. 

It is my sincere hope that H.R. 5382 
will encourage a new breed of private 
sector astronauts to continue leading 
the way in pushing the boundaries of 
technology and safety by building and 
testing earth-to-space vehicles. This 
fine piece of legislation carries forward 
my goal of eliminating and reducing 
the possibility of some arbitrary redi- 
rection or restructuring or abandon- 
ment of promising new space endeavors 
for lack of an enabling regulatory re- 
gime or a bureaucracy that wants to 
protect industry’s rights until they are 
dead and can no longer function. 

H.R. 5382 promotes development of an 
emerging commercial human space 
flight industry by putting in place a 
clear and balanced regulatory regime. 

Let me add, my colleagues are going 
to hear today that there is not enough 
regulation in here to protect the con- 
sumer, but if this bill goes down, there 
will be no regulation to protect the 
consumer. A vote of no is a vote in 
favor of eliminating all of the regu- 
latory safety precautions that were put 
in during negotiations with the Senate. 

This bill is drafted as an amendment 
to the existing Space Commercial 
Launch Act to minimize disruption and 
confusion. The bill assigns the Sec- 
retary of Transportation jurisdiction 
over commercial human space flight 
and requires the Secretary to stream- 
line the certification process for exper- 
imental  suborbital reusable space 
launch vehicles. This approach will 
make it easier to develop new types of 
Space launch vehicles. 

The bill also addresses qualifications 
for crew and space flight participants. 

I would like to thank the gentleman 
from New York (Chairman BOEHLERT), 
the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. 
GORDON) and, as I say, the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. LAMPSON) for this tre- 
mendous bipartisan effort that we have 
had, a purely open effort that has been 
open to any type of input all along. 
Until now, we have not had any objec- 
tions except here at the last minute. 

I also want to thank the FAA, the 
House and Senate staff for helping de- 
velop H.R. 52382. Their hard work and 
dedication stands as a shining example 
of America’s cooperative, can-do spirit. 
Because of the tremendous efforts of 
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all of those involved, H.R. 5382 ensures 
that regulatory barriers will not hinder 
the growth of this emerging industry, 
will not force this industry to go over- 
seas, rather than provide the jobs here 
and the development of technology 
here. 

This is a very worthwhile piece of 
legislation. To vote against it is a vote 
to strangle this baby іп its crib. It is а 
vote to make sure that industry devel- 
ops overseas instead of here. It is a 
vote for no regulation instead of rea- 
sonable regulation. 

I ask my colleagues on both sides of 
the aisle to join me in supporting this 
bill, H.R. 5382. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 3 minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, we are engaged in a 
most extraordinary process here. The 
chairman of the subcommittee just 
now said, at the last minute, now we 
are confronted with proposals for regu- 
lation. Well, at the last minute, we 
have this bill before us. If the gen- 
tleman were concerned, Mr. Speaker, 
about including those who are con- 
cerned about safety in flight, the Mem- 
bers on this side of the aisle would 
have been included much earlier on in 
this process. The bill was not even in- 
troduced until yesterday. We did not 
have a copy of an introduced bill to 
look at until yesterday afternoon or 
evening. That is not the way we work 
on our Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure. We at least include 
both parties in discussions. 

Now, I want my colleagues to under- 
stand the language of this bill. On page 
13, line 17: “Safety regulations. The 
Secretary may issue regulations gov- 
erning the design or operation of a 
launch vehicle to protect the health 
and safety of crew and space flight par- 
ticipants.” But, “Regulations issued 
under this subsection shall be limited 
to restricting or prohibiting design fea- 
tures or operating practices that have 
resulted in a serious or fatal injury to 
crew or space flight participants." 

Is the gentleman going to include on 
the space flight ticket the disclaimer 
there has been no safety provided until 
after you are dead? 

Our committee colleague of some 
years ago, Mr. Molinari of New York, 
the ranking Republican on the Sub- 
committee on Investigations and Over- 
sight at the time when I was chairing 
hearings and we looked into FAA safe- 
ty practices, he described FAA's proce- 
dure at the time as a tombstone men- 
tality. They act only after there is a 
fatality. 

I do not want to see people dead from 
a Space experiment and then the Fed- 
eral Government comes in to regulate. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from California. 
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Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, in 
the legislation, the gentleman asks 
whether or not someone should be able 
to sign off, and the legislation clearly 
states that someone will have to sign 
off, knowing that, the risk that he is 
taking. 

I might also ask, the gentleman just 
read a section of the bill talking about 
when regulation would be justified. But 
on line 12 of the very same page that 
the gentleman was reading from, it 
suggests that they may come in even if 
there is a risk. There does not have to 
be a fatality. There just has to be a 
risk. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I re- 
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself 1 minute. 

This has been going on for 2 years. 
This has been a bill that we have 
worked on, and the people on the Com- 
mittee on Science and the Sub- 
committee on Space and Aeronautics 
on both sides of the aisle have strug- 
gled with this for 2 years. During that 
entire time, we were always open to 
any type of discussion. We were in con- 
tact with the Committee on Transpor- 
tation. 

Also, let me add, talking about it not 
being last minute, this bill passed the 
House in March of 2004, months and 
months ago, by 402 to 1. At that time, 
if there were any problems with the 
bill, we would have been more than 
happy, in fact, we were more than 
happy to try to renegotiate the bill, 
which we did in the Senate, and Sen- 
ator HOLLINGS raised some of the objec- 
tions of my good friend, the gentleman 
from Minnesota (Mr. OBERSTAR). 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. I yield to the 
gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I 
would respectfully say to the chair- 
man, our side was never included, 
never advised, and when the bill passed 
the House in March of this year, it did 
not have any reference of this nature 
to safety. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself 30 seconds. 

This part of the bill, actually, the 
House voted on a bill that did not con- 
tain as much safety regulation as this 
bill does, and no one on that side of the 
aisle opposed it then. Now, after we 
have included safety provisions by Mr. 
HOLLINGS’ consideration, now it is ob- 
jected to. 

Let me note, if this bill goes down, 
there will be no safety regulations. So 
a vote no is a vote for no safety regula- 
tions. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to the 
chairman of the full Committee on 
Science, the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. BOEHLERT). 

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding me 
this time. 
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I rise in strong support of this bill, 
which is the result of laborious and 
painstaking bipartisan negotiations be- 
tween our committee and the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation in the other body. 

This bill tries to strike a delicate 
balance between the need to give a new 
industry a chance to develop brand-new 
technology and the desire to provide 
enough regulation to protect the indus- 
try’s customers. 
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We think we have struck that bal- 
ance and here is why. First, the bill 
gives the Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion clear authority for the first time 
to regulate the commercial human 
space flight industry. 

Second, the bill gives the FAA unlim- 
ited authority to regulate the industry 
and its rockets to make sure they do 
no harm to third parties, that is, peo- 
ple on the ground or in the air who are 
in no way involved with the flight. 

Third, the bill sets a clear timetable 
for when FAA will have unlimited au- 
thority to regulate the industry and its 
rockets to make sure they do no harm 
to the people on board. 

But here is what the bill does not do. 
It does not allow the FAA right now to 
guess whether some new untested rock- 
et technology will do harm to the peo- 
ple onboard. Why? Because this indus- 
try is at the stage when it is the pre- 
serve of visionaries and daredevils and 
adventurers. These are people who will 
fly at their own risk to try out new 
technologies. These are people who do 
not expect and should not expect to be 
protected by the government. Such 
protection would only stifle innova- 
tion. 

So instead of allowing FAA guess- 
work for the next several years, the 
bill requires that anyone participating 
in launch, whether it is crew or pas- 
senger, must be notified of all risk of 
flight and must be told explicitly that 
the government has not certified the 
vehicle as safe for crew or passengers. 
And the FAA can come in and prohibit 
rocket designs and operational proce- 
dures that have already been shown to 
fail. 

Now, obviously, this Wild West or 
barnstorming or infant industry state 
of affairs cannot obtain forever, if the 
commercial space flight industry is to 
become more than an expensive and 
risky novelty. Safety must increase, 
and gradually the industry will start to 
look more like a common carrier. And 
that is why the bill allows FAA after 8 
years to regulate commercial space 
flight in pretty much the same way it 
regulates the airline industry. But it 
seems to me kind of silly to regulate 
Burt Rutan’s vehicle, which has flown 
three times, as if it was a Boeing 747. If 
we regulate it that way, then his craft 
will never evolve into the equivalent of 
a 747. 
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So we have a balanced bill that will 
enable the commercial space flight in- 
dustry to experiment, and that will en- 
courage the industry to constantly im- 
prove its record of safety, so that with- 
in a relatively short time, its tech- 
nology will mature and customer base 
will grow to the point that more regu- 
lation is warranted. 

I want to thank our outgoing sub- 
committee chairman, the gentleman 
from California (Mr. ROHRABACHER), for 
keeping after all of us on this bill. He 
has been tenacious. I also want to sa- 
lute the distinguished gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. LAMPSON) for his leadership 
and perseverance. I want to thank also 
the chairman of our other committee, 
the gentleman from Alaska (Mr. 
YOUNG) of the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure, for dis- 
charging this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col- 
leagues to support this sensible, bal- 
anced bill which will facilitate the de- 
velopment of a new industry that will 
expand the horizons of all Americans. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM- 
MITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND 
INFRASTRUCTURE, 

Washington, DC, November 18, 2004. 
Hon. SHERWOOD L. BOEHLERT, 
Chairman, Committee on Science, 

Building, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: I am writing to you 
concerning the jurisdictional interest of the 
Transportation and Infrastructure Com- 
mittee in matters being considered in H.R. 
5382, the Commercial Space Launch Amend- 
ments Act of 2004. 

Our Committee recognizes the importance 
of H.R. 5882 and the need for the legislation 
to move expeditiously. Therefore, while we 
have a valid claim to jurisdiction over cer- 
tain provisions of the bill, I will agree not to 
request a sequential referral. This, of course, 
is conditional on our mutual understanding 
that nothing in this legislation or my deci- 
sion to forego a sequential referral waives, 
reduces or otherwise affects the jurisdiction 
of the Transportation and Infrastructure 
Committee, and that a copy of this letter 
and of your response acknowledging our 
valid jurisdictional interest will be included 
in the Congressional Record. 

Thank you for your cooperation in this 
matter. 

Sincerely, 


Rayburn 


DON YOUNG, 
Chairman. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE, 
Washington, DC, November 18, 2004. 

Hon. DON YOUNG, 

Chairman, Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: I appreciate your de- 
cision to support H.R. 5382, the Commercial 
Space Launch Amendments Act of 2004. Your 
Committee has valid jurisdictional interests 
in the bill as drafted. 

I recognize that by forgoing a referral in 
this instance, your Committee does not 
waive any rights involving provisions within 
your Committee’s jurisdiction. Per your re- 
quest, I will include copies of this exchange 
of letters in the Congressional Record during 
debate on the House Floor. 
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I will continue to work with you to define 
the respective jurisdiction of our Commit- 
tees over this bill. 

Thank you for your consideration regard- 
ing this matter. 

Sincerely, 
SHERWOOD L. BOEHLERT, 
Chairman. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Or- 
egon (Mr. DEFAZIO), our ranking mem- 
ber on the Subcommittee on Aviation. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me time. 
We all salute the innovation and the 
achievement that we have recently 
seen in the early days of private space 
flight, and we certainly do want to en- 
courage that. But we go a little bit too 
far in this legislation. 

I do not understand why the com- 
mittee has inserted the references to 
paying passengers and that we would 
not regulate until after the serious in- 
jury or death of paying passengers. It 
took me a decade here in Congress to 
strip the FAA of its requirement to 
promote the industry. That was some- 
thing adopted in the very early days. It 
seems to be similar to what is going on 
here, to say that in the early days the 
Civil Aeronautics Board would have a 
charge of promoting the industry and 
later regulation became more para- 
mount. But up and to and through the 
90s until a tragic accident with then 
Air Tran, the industry was both regu- 
lated and promoted by the same agen- 
cy. I promoted it out for years as a 
conflict. And it was only after that in- 
cident that we finally changed the lan- 
guage and said, no, it would be para- 
mount that they would regulate in the 
interest of public health and safety. 

But here we are again trying to cod- 
ify the old so-called ‘‘tombstone men- 
tality" of the FAA by including paying 
passengers. It is one thing to say, here 
is someone who invented something or 
built something and they are going to 
try and fly it at their own risk here or 
here is a professional person who is 
going to try to fly something that was 
built by this person, fully knowing the 
risk; but it is another thing to begin to 
say paying passengers will fall under 
the same aegis in this bill. 

This was not considered by the Sub- 
committee on Aviation in any form 
over the last 2 years. It was never ref- 
erenced to the Subcommittee on Avia- 
tion over the last 2 years. There may 
have been some communication some- 
where with some member of the staff 
or between some member of that com- 
mittee and some member of our com- 
mittee, but not the Subcommittee on 
Aviation who has jurisdiction over 
these matters. 

So I would suggest that there is not 
an immediate crisis. There is no reason 
that this bill must be rushed through 
today in this form. It could well be 
passed next year. The liability provi- 
sions exist elsewhere and would be con- 
tinued elsewhere, and then we could 
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have a more thorough discussion of 
when it would be appropriate to begin 
to regulate for the health and safety of 
passengers on these space crafts, that 
is, I think something that is not wise 
to codify today because it took us from 
1932 or 1933 until 1996 to remove that 
provision in regards to the FAA, 64 
years or so that that carried over. 

Even though it was long after the 
time when the industry needed pro- 
motion or the FAA should be con- 
flicting itself with promoting the in- 
dustry, they were still doing that. And 
people died because of that. And it may 
not be in the next year or two, but 8 
years is a pretty long time to say we 
are going to go 8 years before there 
could be any regulation regarding pay- 
ing passengers. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DEFAZIO. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from California. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. I believe that 
the same level of that same criteria 
that the gentleman is talking about 
was in place when airplanes themselves 
were developing; but we would have 
had that same level of progress in the 
development of aviation. Does the gen- 
tleman not believe if we had the same 
level of regulation then that we have 
now would have just stifled all sorts of 
creativity at a time when people knew 
they were taking risks? 

My father, I remember when he told 
me he got in on a plane that flew in on 
a dirt road and they charged $5 to get 
on this plane. It was an old World War 
I SPAD or something. It excited him so 
much about being able to participate, 
and because of that we had a whole new 
industry created because of that. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Reclaiming my time, 
here we would be looking at presum- 
ably much wealthier people paying 
gigabucks to have the experience. But 
still I think the point is that it is not 
necessary to attract entrepreneurs. 
There are already entrepreneurs out 
there experimenting. There are profes- 
sional pilots out there willing to fly 
these crafts. But to take the next step 
and say to paying passengers who may 
or may not be a very knowledgeable 
and wealthy person or someone of less- 
er means would be subjected to those 
risks without any regulation. It just 
does not seem necessary to promote 
this industry at this point in time. 

It is already moving forward. The 11- 
ability exemption I believe is the key. 
But to say that if they are going to go 
to paying passengers, they could not be 
regulated, I think that is kind of a 
bright line where we could draw a line 
and agree. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself 30 seconds. 

People who are spending $200,000 or 
$100,000 to go into space, they are re- 
sponsible enough to make a decision as 
to whether or not to take the risk, 
rather than having the government 
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trying to say there will be no such peo- 
ple, and thus that contribution, that 
amount of money that would be avail- 
able to developing new craft will no 
longer be available. 

The rich people around the world 
would like to spend $100,000 or $200,000. 
That could help us develop new types 
of space craft rather than relying on 
the government and the taxpayer to 
come up with all the loot in developing 
new crafts. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. LAMPSON), 
a real activist on our committee and 
who will be sorely missed, who, I might 
add, has championed a space agenda 
much of which was incorporated into 
the President’s own space agenda later 
on. He will be sorely missed. 

Mr. LAMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
ROHRABACHER). It has been a pleasure 
working with him and the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. BOEHLERT) and on 
the Committee on Science and on the 
Subcommittee on Space and Aero- 
nautics. Actually, it has been a tre- 
mendous pleasure working with the 
gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. OBER- 
STAR) on the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure as well. 

These things, hopefully, will be able, 
these concerns, will be able to be ad- 
dressed if this makes it back into the 
next session of Congress. 

I do want to speak in support of H.R. 
5382, a bill to promote the development 
of the emerging commercial human 
space flight industry. 

I was an original co-sponsor of an 
earlier version of this bill, H.R. 3752, 
which passed earlier this year and we 
have already heard spoken about. 

While the idea of a commercial 
human space flight industry might 
have seemed like science fiction, like a 
science fiction dream even a few years 
ago, the recent successful flights of 
Burt Rutan’s Spaceship One show that 
the dream may be truly moving toward 
reality. 

So the basic purpose of H.R. 5382 is to 
establish a framework for regulating 
the emerging commercial human space 
flight industry. The Committee on 
Science has heard ample testimony 
that such a framework is needed if the 
companies are to make their plans and 
attract needed investment capital. At 
the same time, Congress needs to en- 
sure that safety is protected as this 
new industry emerges. 

One of the challenges in developing 
this legislation has been in striking an 
appropriate balance between encour- 
aging innovation and providing suffi- 
cient safety regulation of this emerg- 
ing industry. In that regard, our dis- 
cussions with the Senate have led to 
language that clarifies that we care 
about both the growth of new industry 
and the protection of the crews and the 
passengers of these new vehicles. 

Mr. Speaker, when we debated the 
original version of this bill on the floor 
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earlier this year, I agreed with those 
who believed that there were still some 
areas that could be improved on. While 
there are always further improvements 
that can be made, I think that our sub- 
sequent discussions with the Senate 
have led to a solid piece of legislation. 

I think that the legislation before us 
represents the most feasible com- 
promise possible in this session of Con- 
gress. If it makes it into the next ses- 
sion of Congress for discussion again, I 
hope that we will work in as bipartisan 
a manner as we possibly can so we can 
address all of the concerns of all of our 
Members so it will be moved forward to 
provide à good framework for regula- 
tion. 

I want to commend, again, my friend, 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
ROHRABACHER), for his persistence and 
initiative on this issue. I urge my col- 
leagues to support H.R. 5382. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, how 
much time is left on each side? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
KLINE). The gentleman from Minnesota 
(Mr. OBERSTAR) has 12 minutes remain- 
ing. The gentleman from California 
(Mr. ROHRABACHER) has 5 minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 8 minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, I, too, greatly regret 
the departure from this body of the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. LAMPSON) 
who has been a great Member of this 
people's body and who among many 
other issues in which he has distin- 
guished himself has led the cause of 
missing and exploited children, a cause 
that reaches throughout this great 
land and is à great tribute to his very 
noble personal character, a genuine 
concern for those who have been taken 
against their will, children exploited, 
tortured and killed. 

The gentleman will have a legacy 
from this body that will not be sur- 
passed in that arena. I thank the gen- 
tleman for his great contribution. 

Ilistened with great interest to the 
concern of the gentleman, chairman of 
the subcommittee, ‘‘that this industry 
will be strangled in its crib by over- 
regulation," to the chair of the full 
committee who said, ‘‘Protection 
would stifle innovation," who said, ‘“‘It 
would be silly to regulate Burt Rutan’s 
vehicle." I do not think safety regula- 
tion is ever silly. 
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I do not think we have ever overregu- 
lated safety. 

For the record, I just want to state 
the language that had we been given 
the opportunity to present we would 
have submitted, which is very simply, 
on page 14 of the bill before us delete 
lines 4 to page 15, line 7, replace with 
the following: Prescribe minimum 
standards necessary for safety of de- 
sign featuers and operation of a 
launched vehicle, taking into account 
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the inherently risky nature of human 
space flight. 

That is not a straitjacket. That is 
not strangling in its crib. That is not 
language that I would, in any way, as- 
sociate myself with for commercial 
aviation. But in this era of uncertain 
exploration of space for commercial 
purposes and carrying passengers, not 
scientists and astronauts, I think we 
could put that language in, taking into 
account the inherently risky nature of 
space flight. It gives a great deal of 
latitude in the early regulatory period 
of this commercial space launch activ- 
ity. That is not protecting, as the gen- 
tleman called it, the Chairman, pro- 
tecting industry until they are dead. 

On the contrary, I propose to put in 
place a regulatory framework of at 
least a minimal stature to protect peo- 
ple before they are dead. That is the 
issue. 

I had a discussion pursuant to the re- 
quest of the chairman of the full com- 
mittee and chairman of the sub- 
committee with the advocates for this 
technology, the representative of Xcor 
company and their attorney rep- 
resenting the company here in Wash- 
ington, and their concern was FAA 
might not have the technology skills 
to deal with new materials, new en- 
gines, new power plants, a new class of 
vehicle. They would be groping around 
with this new class of vehicle and 
would not think creatively. 

Oh, my goodness. After all, the FAA 
is under the jurisdiction of this admin- 
istration, and if they are not thinking 
creatively, I think we would have some 
ability to encourage them to do so. 

Secondly, the FAA, with a regulatory 
safety framework in place, approved 
the entry into service and development 
of the new jet aircraft in 1958, within a 
regulatory framework. Jet aviation did 
not stifle, was not strangled in its crib 
by overregulation. 

When technology brought new mate- 
rials, composites to be used in tail sec- 
tions and wing sections, FAA did not 
strangle that new technology in its 
crib but nurtured it along in a safe 
manner so that it could be safely de- 
ployed. 

When a general aviation aircraft 
manufacturer who is located in Min- 
nesota proposed an all-composite gen- 
eral aviation aircraft that had never 
been attempted before, this regulatory 
framework of safety worked with this 
company, and in 5-years that aircraft 
was certificated, built, flying, and Cir- 
rus Aviation is now the largest general 
aviation aircraft manufacturer in the 
world. They were not strangled in their 
crib. They were not suffocated, and no 
passenger has died because of a safety 
framework put in place. 

We do not propose to strangle indus- 
try but rather to protect the public. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Oregon. 
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Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

I would like to reflect on the com- 
promise language he talked about, and, 
again, since we have not gone through 
a regular legislative process here, since 
our committee had no opportunity to 
review this and it is not amendable on 
the floor and they would not accept 
that in good faith, let me point to an 
unintended effect here. 

The way the bill is written, they are 
granting a blanket exemption to the 
industry, including paying passengers, 
until such a point as there is a serious 
injury or death, and then the full scope 
of the FAA’s current regulations would 
come to bear. 

What the gentleman is proposing 
here would essentially sanction the ex- 
perimentation with lighter touch regu- 
lation at the outset, and I think that 
that might actually get us further 
down this road than what is being pro- 
posed here. But the unwillingness of 
the other side to even consider the im- 
plications of extending this to pas- 
sengers and then whether or not that 
ever gets sunset or it takes some Mem- 
ber of Congress half a century from 
now to get that stripped from law, be- 
cause you know it is 8 years in this 
bill, but then I can see it being ex- 
tended and extended and extended and 
becoming a mature industry, just as 
the aviation industry did, with that 
provision still in place, until there is à 
horrible tragedy. 

So I think having this light touch 
regulation for public interest and safe- 
ty at the outset, given the expertise of 
the FAA, would be preferable to all 
concerned, and it would not stifle or 
strangle the industry in its nature. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from California. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, 
my colleagues have been suggesting 
over and over again that the FAA will 
be restricted from any regulation un- 
less someone has died, and I believe 
that is an inaccurate reading of this 
bill. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, re- 
claiming my time, the language of the 
bill is limited to restricting or prohib- 
iting design features or operating prac- 
tices that have resulted in serious or 
fatal injury. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, if 
the gentleman will yield, in the para- 
graph right after that says “ог” at the 
end of the paragraph the gentleman is 
reading, or contributed to an un- 
planned event or series of events after 
licensed or permitted commercial 
human space flight that posed a high 
risk concerning a serious fatality. 

What that means is that if there is a 
chance, if there is something to indi- 
cate 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
KLINE). The gentleman will suspend. 
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The gentleman from Minnesota’s (Mr. 
OBERSTAR) time has expired. There are 
4 minutes remaining for the gentleman 
from Minnesota (Mr. OBERSTAR), and 
there are 5 minutes remaining for the 
gentleman from California (Mr. ROHR- 
ABACHER). 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself 1 minute to finish this 
point. 

Obviously, the gentleman is reading 
one paragraph, but the very next para- 
graph negates the criticism of the bill, 
and that is the very next paragraph un- 
derneath the one he is reading suggests 
that if there is a reason for the FAA to 
be concerned, if there is a flaw that can 
be pointed out, then it may step in to 
prevent a fatality or à serious accident. 

The question is whether the FAA and 
the bureaucracy should be able to con- 
trol the design of à new space launch 
vehicle before there are any problems. 
Should then the space launch bureau- 
crats, the people who are in govern- 
ment, who are in public service over- 
ride the entrepreneur, overside the sci- 
entist, override the experts and should 
they be in the pilot seat even if there 
is no indication that there is any prob- 
lem with the design? 

Now I think that would strangle the 
baby in the crib. In fact, it would de- 
stroy this fledgling industry and send 
it overseas. 

What we are talking about is an aero- 
Space industry that needs all the help 
it can get being limited from anybody 
paying for a flight and then sending 
their job overseas. That makes no 
sense at all. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 2 minutes. 

Let us read further. After the lan- 
guage in the bill that says regulation 
shall be limited to restricting or pro- 
hibiting design features or operating 
practices that have resulted in serious 
or fatal injury to crew or space flight 
participants, it goes on to say, or con- 
tributed to an unplanned event or se- 
ries of events. There is a whole series 
of conditions after this, but it is still 
subject to the first language that says 
you have got to die first, serious fatal 
accident, and I do not agree with what 
the gentleman is saying, that this is 
going to strangle. 

First of all, we have time to come 
back next year in due course, in care- 
ful, thoughtful deliberation, in public 
hearings to expose this issue, have a 
discussion of it and report a bill back 
to the House with the appropriate safe- 
guards and appropriately designate it 
the Rohrabacher space commercial 
space amendments bill so that the gen- 
tleman’s parentage will be protected, 
but we should not have that parentage 
associated with fatalities. 

Why would the gentleman object? 
Why would the gentleman not have dis- 
cussed with us the safety issues when it 
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is the jurisdiction of this committee, 
and we do have some experience and 
expertise with it, give us appropriate 
time during this very rushed period? 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from California. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, 
the bill was referred to the Committee 
on Science and referred to the Sub- 
committee on Space and Aeronautics. 
We have spent 2 years of hard work on 
this. It was common knowledge in this 
body that this bill was in this com- 
mittee. It was referred to us officially. 
It even came for a vote on the floor so 
that between that time we could have 
negotiated. 

But let me note, before the bill 
passed on the floor there were two pub- 
lic hearings, à policy roundtable with 
the experts from all over the country 
and 6 months to negotiate. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I re- 
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself 17$ minutes. Let us take a 
look at what this bill will do and what 
is going to happen if it is voted down. 

If this bill is voted down, we are told 
to vote this bill down because there is 
not enough regulation in the bill, regu- 
latory power given to the FAA in the 
bill to protect the public. Well, there is 
protection in the bill, and there would 
be no protection, zero protection, if 
this bill goes down. 

Voting against this bill will also ex- 
pose the Federal Government to liabil- 
ity for licensed launches. All of a sud- 
den, we have a situation where it is not 
a question of whether or not we are 
going to have something a year or 2 
from now, after some magical time pe- 
riod, after working on this 2 years, if it 
is just brought back next year, after a 
Short period of time, the problems will 
be solved. We are going to go through 
a time period when we basically have 
zero protection, and the Federal Gov- 
ernment will be totally exposed to li- 
ability claims. 

This bill will basically convince peo- 
ple who want to create this new indus- 
try, the space launch industry, that 
they should not do it in the United 
States of America. They will go over- 
seas. This will strangle the industry in 
the cradle, as I said over and over 
again, and it will force these people to 
launch their rockets and build them 
overseas. 

I would say that this bill actually 
prevents the government from regu- 
lating passenger safety, and this bill 
will go, yes, maybe not all the way we 
want, but we can come back in the 
next few years and add what we want. 
But, right now, to kill this bill would 
be totally going in the wrong direction. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. ROHR- 
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ABACHER) has 24% minutes remaining. 
The gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. 
OBERSTAR) has 2 minutes remaining. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
1 minute to the gentleman from Oregon 
(Mr. DEFAZIO). 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me time. 

Again, we could move forward with 
the liability exemptions absent this 
language, and the gentleman says that 
that would then mean that there would 
be à more dangerous situation pre- 
vailing, or is he perhaps saying we 
would not do the liability at all? Is 
that what he is saying, we would do 
nothing? Why not just move forward 
the liabilities, absent these provisions 
and these exclusions in the current leg- 
islation? 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DEFAZIO. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from California. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, if 
I might add, because it puts the gov- 
ernment and it puts the bureaucracy in 
the control of the project, rather than 
the designer, the entrepreneur and the 
Scientist. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, how did 
we get to this point? If the government 
is so in control, how did they have this 
first flight if the government is over- 
regulating and overcontrolling them? 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. If the gen- 
tleman would further yield, that is 
what happens when we give the govern- 
ment the right to say yes or no to peo- 
ple who are making new designs on 
technology. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, reclaim- 
ing my time, if we just extended the 
existing liability exemptions and we 
were silent on these other issues, how 
would that be different than the cir- 
cumstances which led to these first 
flights? 
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Mr. ROHRABACHER. How much 
time remains, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
KLINE). The gentleman from California 
(Mr. ROHRABACHER) has 215 minutes re- 
maining, and the gentleman from Min- 
nesota (Mr. OBERSTAR) has 1 minute re- 
maining. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. BOEHLERT), the chair- 
man of the full Committee on Science. 

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Speaker, let me 
remind my colleagues that the House 
passed earlier this year, by a vote of 
402 to 1, an earlier version of this bill 
that gave the FAA less regulatory au- 
thority over commercial human space 
flight than does the bill before us 
today. Without this bill, the FAA will 
continue to license private space 
flights without adequate authority to 
protect either the safety of the public 
or the finances of the government. 
Please support H.R. 5382, just as you 
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voted for the initial version back in 
March. 

Today’s bill is the equivalent of a 
conference report, as it reflects bipar- 
tisan negotiations within this body and 
with the other body. This is good legis- 
lation; let us move it forward. Let us 
not stifle it. Let us not take the posi- 
tion of the equivalent of not letting the 
Wright Brothers test their ideas with- 
out first convincing Federal officials 
that nothing could go wrong. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time in rec- 
ognition that the other side has the 
right to close. 

Yes, this bill was considered by the 
House earlier this year, but without 
this language; without any reference to 
safety and without any consideration. 

And I disagree that there is no pro- 
tection if this language were stricken. 
Under current law, and I am familiar 
with the commercial space flight ac- 
tivities of DOT and FAA, under current 
law, the DOT must issue a license to 
launch; and in the process of issuing 
that license to launch can insist on 
safety regulations if it takes an asser- 
tive stance and is concerned about 
safety of flight for experimental per- 
sonnel and for commercial passengers. 

But, again, I come back to our very 
modest proposal of language that, had 
we been included in the discussions 
that have been going on between the 
Committee on Science in the other 
body, if our side would have been in- 
cluded, we would have proposed lan- 
guage to prescribe minimum standards 
necessary for safety of design features 
and operation of a launch vehicle, tak- 
ing into account the inherently risky 
nature of human space flight. 

We can defeat this bill and come 
back later tonight with an amended 
version and fix it, or come back in the 
next Congress and do it right. Let us 
not do tombstone safety. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself the balance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe the opposition 
to this bill is coming from a funda- 
mental misunderstanding of what the 
bill actually is all about, and there is 
some argument to say that Members, 
that the gentleman’s committee was 
not engaged in this bill and, thus, he is 
upset about that and such and, thus, 
you do not understand it. 

The fact is this bill is very clear. The 
staff of the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure was always 
available to look at what we were 
doing. This was an open process. We 
have had negotiations on both sides of 
the aisle. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee (Mr. GORDON) and the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. LAMPSON) played im- 
portant roles in developing this, as 
have all the Democrats on our com- 
mittee. This has been a totally bipar- 
tisan effort. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is a misread 
that we are hearing today. We are 
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hearing that the opposition comes from 
the fact that, well, the FAA can al- 
ready regulate. That is а total 
misreading of what their FAA regula- 
tions are. The FAA can only regulate 
in terms of the safety of people who are 
not on that craft, meaning the safety 
of the people on the ground. They can- 
not regulate based on the safety of peo- 
ple on the craft. That is what this is all 
about. 

We want to develop spacecraft that 
people can ride on. And if we have the 
bureaucrats being able to control that, 
it will put a stranglehold on those peo- 
ple trying to develop these craft. It is 
fundamentally different than what the 
FAA has now with airplanes. 

And, also, we have heard a total 
misreading of the bill again and again 
that there is no right in here for there 
to be regulation unless there has al- 
ready been a fatality. That is not the 
case. 

I urge Members to vote for this legis- 
lation. Do not strangle this industry 
and drive these entrepreneurs offshore. 
Create the jobs here. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
ROHRABACHER) that the House suspend 
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5382. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of 
those present have voted in the affirm- 
ative. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 


on 


EROR 


REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 1078 


Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to have my 
name removed as a cosponsor of H.R. 
1078, the American History and Civics 
Education Act of 2008. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Utah? 

There was no objection. 

_ и 
RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess subject to 
the call of the Chair. 

Accordingly (at 2 o'clock and 49 min- 
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess 
subject to the call of the Chair. 


EE 
1928 
AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
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tempore (Mr. SIMPSON) at 7 o’clock and 
28 minutes p.m. 


Ee 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
wil postpone further proceedings 
today on the remaining motion to sus- 
pend the rules on which a recorded vote 
or the yeas and nays are ordered or on 
which a vote is objected to under 
clause 6 of rule XX. 

Any record vote on the postponed 
question will be taken tomorrow. 


SE 


EXTENSION OF MEDICARE COST- 
SHARING FOR THE MEDICARE 
PART B PREMIUM FOR QUALI- 
FYING INDIVIDUALS THROUGH 
SEPTEMBER 2005 


Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I move to suspend the rules and pass 
the Senate bill (S. 2618) to amend title 
XIX of the Social Security Act to ex- 
tend medicare cost-sharing for the 
medicare part B premium for quali- 
fying individuals through September 
2005. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


S. 2618 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. EXTENSION OF MEDICARE COST- 
SHARING FOR THE MEDICARE PART 
B PREMIUM FOR QUALIFYING INDI- 
VIDUALS. 

(a) ІМ GENERAL.—Section 1902(a)(10)(E)(iv) 
of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 
1396а(а)(10)(Е)(1у)) is amended by striking 
*:2004" and inserting “2005”. 

(b) TOTAL AMOUNT AVAILABLE FOR ALLOCA- 
TION.—Section 1933(g) of the Social Security 
Act (42 U.S.C. 1896u-3(g)) is amended to read 
as follows: 

(6) SPECIAL RULES.— 

“(1) ІМ GENERAL.—With respect to each pe- 
riod described in paragraph (2), a State shall 
select qualifying individuals, subject to 
paragraph (3), and provide such individuals 
with assistance, in accordance with the pro- 
visions of this section as in effect with re- 
Spect to calendar year 2008, except that for 
such purpose— 

“(А) references in the preceding sub- 
sections of this section to a year, whether 
fiscal or calendar, shall be deemed to be ref- 
erences to such period; and 

“(В) the total allocation amount under 
subsection (c) for such period shall be the 
amount described in paragraph (2) for that 
period. 

“(2) PERIODS AND TOTAL ALLOCATION 
AMOUNTS DESCRIBED.—For purposes of this 
subsection— 

“(А) for the period that begins on January 
1, 2004, and ends on September 30, 2004, the 
total allocation amount is $300,000,000; 

“(В) for the period that begins on October 
1, 2004, and ends on December 31, 2004, the 
total allocation amount is $100,000,000; and 

(С) for the period that begins on January 
1, 2005, and ends on September 30, 2005, the 
total allocation amount is $300,000,000. 

*(8) RULES FOR PERIODS THAT BEGIN AFTER 
JANUARY 1.—For any specific period described 
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in subparagraph (B) of paragraph (2), the fol- 
lowing applies: 

“(А) The specific period shall be treated as 
a continuation of the immediately preceding 
period in that calendar year for purposes of 
applying subsection (b)(2) and qualifying in- 
dividuals who received assistance in the last 
month of such immediately preceding period 
shall be deemed to be selected for the spe- 
cific period (without the need to complete an 
application for assistance for such period). 

“(В) The limit to be applied under sub- 
section (b)(3) for the specific period shall be 
the same as the limit applied under such sub- 
section for the immediately preceding pe- 
riod. 

(С) The ratio to be applied under sub- 
section (c)(2) for the specific period shall be 
the same as the ratio applied under such sub- 
section for the immediately preceding pe- 
riod.". 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. BARTON) and the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. OLVER) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. BARTON). 

GENERAL LEAVE 


Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem- 
bers may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re- 
marks and include extraneous material 
on this legislation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to, first of all, 
commend the gentleman from Michi- 
gan (Mr. DINGELL) and the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) for helping to 
expedite this piece of legislation. They 
could not be on the floor, so we have 
the distinguished gentleman from Mas- 
Sachusetts who is going to control 
their floor time, and I want to thank 
him for his help. 

I am reluctantly doing this this 
evening, not because of the merits of 
the bill. I support the merits of the 
bill, but I do not support the procedure 
under which we are doing this and the 
reluctance of the other body to find a 
way to help pay for what we are about 
to do. 


1930 


This Congress should be taking seri- 
ous steps to address our budget prob- 
lems and our growing Federal debt. 
The President who just won reelection, 
52 percent of the vote, has told Amer- 
ica that deficit reduction will be one of 
his highest priorities, and I would like 
to have the other body begin to join 
this body and the President of the 
United States in making that a reality. 

Senate 2618 is a good bill. It will ex- 
tend for one year additional funding for 
the Medicare Qualified Individual Pro- 
gram, better known as the QI program. 
This program will allow approximately 
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160,000 low-income beneficiaries en- 
rolled in the program to continue to re- 
ceive assistance to pay for their Medi- 
care part B premium which is optional. 
That is fair and appropriate. 

We began to help subsidize those pre- 
mium payments back in 1997, so we 
have been doing it now for the last 7 
years. I support that. I think it is ap- 
propriate to help our low-income sen- 
iors help pay for their Medicare option 
part B coverage, but I also think we 
ought to have a way to help pay for 
that subsidy. This bill does not do that. 

I think we need to begin to address 
the problem of mandatory automatic 
entitlement growth, and to extend a 
program like this where we could have 
an offset to pay for it, in my opinion, is 
inexcusable. 

It has been said that nobody notices 
a deficit until its weight finally col- 
lapses the government. I do not intend 
to ever let that happen, and we could 
be taking a small step to lessen that 
load today. Regrettably we are not. 

Let me state what we have done in 
the last 2 weeks. Again, the underlying 
bill that we are passing is a good piece 
of legislation, and I support that. The 
Speaker of the House supports it. The 
majority leader supports it. The rank- 
ing member on the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce, the ranking mem- 
ber on the subcommittee, the sub- 
committee chairman, the full com- 
mittee chairman, we all support it; but 
we found a way to pay for this bill. We 
found out that under existing law peo- 
ple that receive prescription drug bene- 
fits that are paid for by Medicare, the 
person that actually provides a pre- 
scription can file paperwork to get an 
automatic rebate from the drug manu- 
facturer. It is in the law. We do not 
force the person who is providing the 
prescription to actually apply for the 
rebate. So we have some providers of 
prescriptions who for whatever reason 
do not fill out the necessary paperwork 
to get the automatic rebate that has 
already been negotiated. 

The offset that we came out with in 
the House was to simply say that if 
there was a drug rebate that had al- 
ready been negotiated, you had to file 
for it and receive it so you could give 
that rebate to the State and the Fed- 
eral Government. That would save ap- 
proximately $140 million over the life 
of the extension. The White House sup- 
ported it. CNS supported it. The House 
supported it, but the other body did not 
support it. They wanted to extend the 
program but not provide an offset to 
help pay for the extension. 

Now, I offered this afternoon to pull 
this bill back and try to work out 
something that when we first got back 
in the next Congress we could do the 
offset. The Speaker and the majority 
leader felt like we needed to go ahead 
and pass this bill this evening, and I 
am going to go ahead and do that. It is 
a good bill. It needs to be passed. We 
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need to provide this additional supple- 
mental assistance for low-income sen- 
iors to pay for their part B prescription 
drug benefit. But this is the last time 
as chairman of the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce that I am going to 
extend an entitlement program with- 
out some sort of an offset. 

So for tonight we can say that this is 
the beginning of the Barton doctrine. I 
hope in the next year or so it becomes 
the  Bush-Hastert-Frist, even Ше 
Pelosi, redoctrine, that we can work on 
a bipartisan basis, bicameral with the 
administration, that as we extend the 
existing entitlement programs and cre- 
ate new ones, we come up with a way 
to pay for them. But for this evening I 
rise to support the passage of this bill. 

It will provide much needed assist- 
ance for 160,000 low-income seniors for 
the next year. In the next year, I am 
going to work with interested parties 
in the administration, the other body 
and this body to come up with reforms 
that continue these necessary benefits 
but also come up with a way to pay for 
them. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to confirm what 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. BAR- 
TON) has already indicated, that the 
ranking member of the Committee on 
Commerce is in full support of this bill. 

The chairman has also indicated that 
the ranking member of the sub- 
committee, the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. BROWN), is in full support of the 
legislation, and I think that indicates 
that the Committee on Commerce 
members on our side of the aisle are in 
support of the legislation, and I think 
our whole caucus would be very sup- 
portive of that legislation. 

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, | rise in support 
of this legislation to reauthorize the Qualified 
Individual program, or QI. This program helps 
low-income Medicare beneficiaries, who earn 
just a little too much to qualify for Medicaid as- 
sistance, but are still struggling with living and 
health care costs. The QI program pays the 
cost of the Medicare Part B premium for sen- 
iors with incomes of approximately $11,000 to 
$12,500 a year. This is a good program that 
helps thousands of low-income seniors each 
year. 

The initial program was a block grant en- 
acted in 1997. Because it expired in 2002, 
Congress has had to reauthorize this program 
a number of times since then. However, the 
uncertainty surrounding funding for this рго- 
gram has had a dampening effect on enroll- 
ment. States are hesitant to reach out to eligi- 
ble individuals, resulting in artificially low en- 
rollment figures. | hope that my colleagues 
across the aisle will join me in fixing this prob- 
lem in the future—but, | am pleased that we 
are at least extending this program an addi- 
tional year, through September 2005. 

| thank Senators GRASSLEY, BAUCUS, BINGA- 
MAN, LAUTENBERG, and SMITH for their work in 
the Senate, and thank Chairman BARTON, 


November 19, 2004 


Chairman BILIRAKIS, and Ranking Member 
BROWN for their work in the House. 

Mr. ISRAEL. Mr. Speaker, this past Sep- 
tember | was contacted by officials in the two 
counties that | represent urging me to do ev- 
erything | could to extend the Qualifying Indi- 
vidual-1, QI-1, program. This important pro- 
gram gives Federal money to State Medicaid 
programs to pay for the Part B premium for 
low-income seniors. They stressed extending 
the program is particularly important this year 
as the Medicare Part B premiums are increas- 
ing over 17 percent from $66.60 to $78.20. 

Medicare Part B is theoretically voluntary, 
but in reality is necessary for any senior who 
does not have some form supplemental insur- 
ance. Medicare Part B covers outpatient serv- 
ices, doctor visits, and other health care serv- 
ices not covered by the Hospital Insurance 
component of Medicare Part A. 

Unfortunately, seniors must pay a premium 
for Medicare Part B. Low-income seniors live 
on very tight budgets. If Congress allowed this 
program to expire, there would be a number of 
low-income seniors who would have to decide 
if the monthly $78.20 would be better spent on 
food rather than on their health care premium. 

| responded to local officials by introducing 
legislation that would extend this program for 
another year. My legislation is identical to the 
Senate bill that we are voting on today. It ex- 
tends this vital program for another year, and 
| am proud to have sponsored it in the House. 

| was not the only Member to respond to 
this cal. Representative JiM SAXTON and 1 
both introduced this bill. Two Members of 
Congress in different parties introducing the 
same bill shows the universal support for this 
bill. 

The QI-1 program has been to the brink of 
expiring before. It was enacted as part of the 
Balanced Budget Agreement of 1997 and was 
originally scheduled to expire in December of 
2002. Since the program has proved to be 
vital for low-income seniors, it has been ex- 
tended a number of times through continuing 
resolutions, TANF reauthorization, and it was 
last extended in the Medicare Modernization 
Act. The last extension expired on September 
30, 2004; however, it was extended through a 
continuing resolution through November 20, 
2004. 

| am very happy and relieved that QI-1 pro- 
gram will be extended for another year. It is 
my hope that next year, Congress will enact 
legislation that permanently extends this pro- 
gram. Our low-income seniors and their advo- 
cates should not be made to deal with the 
emotional roller coaster each year, while this 
program comes so close to ending. 

| urge my colleagues to pass this legislation 
and | look forward to working with them to 
enact legislation that makes this program per- 
manent. 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I have no further requests for time, and 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SIMPSON). The question is on the mo- 
tion offered by the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. BARTON) that the House sus- 
pend the rules and pass the Senate bill, 
S. 2618. 
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The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the Sen- 
ate bill was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


Ee 


PETRIFIED FOREST NATIONAL 
PARK EXPANSION ACT OF 2004 


Mr. RENZI. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to take from the Speak- 
er’s table the bill (H.R. 1630) to revise 
the boundary of the Petrified Forest 
National Park in the State of Arizona, 
and for other purposes, with a Senate 
amendment thereto, and concur in the 
Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read the Senate amend- 
ment, as follows: 

Senate amendment: 

On page 2, line 9, strike ‘‘June’’ and insert 
“Лиу”. 

Мг. RENZI (during the reading). Мг. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Senate amendment be considered 
as read and printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Arizona? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the original request of the 
gentleman from Arizona? 

There was no objection. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


eS 


NATIONAL VISITING NURSE 
ASSOCIATION УУЕЕК 


Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the Senate concurrent 
resolution (S. Con. Res. 8) expressing 
the sense of Congress that there should 
be established a National Visiting 
Nurse Association Week, and ask for 
its immediate consideration in the 
House. 

The Clerk read the title of the Senate 
concurrent resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the consideration of the 
concurrent resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the Senate concur- 
rent resolution, as follows: 

S. Con. RES. 8 

Whereas visiting nurse associations 
(^VNAs") are nonprofit home health agen- 
cies that, for more than 120 years, have been 
united in their mission to provide cost-effec- 
tive and compassionate home and commu- 
nity-based health care to individuals, regard- 
less of the individuals’ condition or ability 
to pay for services; 

Whereas there are approximately 500 vis- 
iting nurse associations, which employ more 
than 90,000 clinicians, provide health care to 
more than 4,000,000 people each year, and 
provide a critical safety net in communities 
by developing a network of community sup- 
port services that enable individuals to live 
independently at home; 
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Whereas visiting nurse associations have 
historically served as primary public health 
care providers in their communities, and are 
today one of the largest providers of mass 
immunizations in the medicare program (de- 
livering more than 2,500,000 influenza immu- 
nizations annually); 

Whereas visiting nurse associations are 
often the home health providers of last re- 
sort, serving the most chronic of conditions 
(such as congestive heart failure, chronic ob- 
structive pulmonary disease, AIDS, and 
quadriplegia) and individuals with the least 
ability to pay for services (more than 50 per- 
cent of all medicaid home health admissions 
are by visiting nurse associations); 

Whereas any visiting nurse association 
budget surplus is reinvested in supporting 
the association’s mission through services, 
including charity care, adult day care cen- 
ters, wellness clinics, Meals-on-Wheels, and 
immunization programs; 

Whereas visiting nurse associations and 
other nonprofit home health agencies care 
for the highest percentage of terminally ill 
and bedridden patients; 

Whereas thousands of visiting nurse asso- 
ciation volunteers across the Nation devote 
time serving as individual agency board 
members, raising funds, visiting patients in 
their homes, assisting in wellness clinics, 
and delivering meals to patients; 

Whereas the establishment of a National 
Visiting Nurse Association Week would in- 
crease public awareness of the charity-based 
missions of visiting nurse associations and of 
their ability to meet the needs of chronically 
ill and disabled individuals who prefer to live 
at home rather than in a nursing home, and 
would spotlight preventive health clinics, 
adult day care programs, and other cus- 
tomized wellness programs that meet local 
community needs; and 

Whereas the second week of May 2005 is an 
appropriate week to establish as National 
Visiting Nurse Association Week: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep- 
resentatives concurring), That it is the sense 
of Congress that there should be established 
a National Visiting Nurse Association Week. 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, | rise in support 
of S. Con. Res. 8, a resolution to establish an 
annual National Visiting Nurse Associations 
Week in honor of these health care heroes 
who are dedicated to service in the ultimate 
caring profession. 

The Visiting Nurse Associations, VNAs, of 
today are founded on the principle that people 
who are sick, disabled and elderly benefit 
most from health care when it is offered in 
their own homes. 

Home care is an increasingly important part 
of our health care system today. 

The kinds of highly skilled—and often tech- 
nically complex—services that the VNAs pro- 
vide have enabled millions of our most frail 
and vulnerable patients to avoid hospitals and 
nursing homes and stay just where they want 
to be—in the comfort and security of their own 
homes. 

They made a critical difference when they 
started in the late 19th century, and are mak- 
ing a critical difference now as we embark 
upon the 21st. 

There currently are approximately 500 VNAs 
nationwide. 

Through these exceptional organizations, 
90,000 clinicians dedicate their lives to bring- 
ing health care into the homes of an estimated 
3 million Americans every year. 
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VNAs are truly the heart of home care in 
this country today, and it is time for Congress 
to recognize the vital services that visiting 
nurses provide to their patients and their fami- 
lies. 

| urge my colleagues to support this resolu- 
tion establishing an annual National Visiting 
Nurse Associations’ Week. 

The Senate concurrent 
was concurred in. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


resolution 


— Ae 


DONALD G. BROTZMAN POST 
OFFICE BUILDING 


Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Government Reform be dis- 
charged from further consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 5370) to designate the fa- 
cility of the United States Postal Serv- 
ice located at 4985 Moorhead Avenue in 
Boulder, Colorado, as the ‘‘Donald С. 
Brotzman Post Office Building," and 
ask for its immediate consideration in 
the House. 

'The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

'The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

H.R. 5370 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 


SECTION 1. DONALD С. BROTZMAN POST OFFICE 
BUILDING. 


(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 4985 
Moorhead Avenue in Boulder, Colorado, shall 
be known and designated as the ‘‘Donald G. 
Brotzman Post Office Building". 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the facility re- 
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be a reference to the Donald G. Brotzman 
Post Office Building. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed, and a motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table. 


EEE 
GENERAL LEAVE 


Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re- 
marks and include extraneous material 
on S. Con. Res. 8 and H.R. 5370. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 


— —_ ни 


HONORING THE LIFE OF ASTRO- 
NAUT LEROY GORDON COOPER, 
JR. 

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Science be discharged from 
further consideration of the resolution 
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(H. Res. 847) honoring the life of astro- 
naut Leroy Gordon Cooper, Jr., and ask 
for its immediate consideration in the 
House. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

H. RES. 847 


Whereas Leroy Gordon Cooper, Jr., was 
born on March 6, 1927, in Shawnee, Okla- 
homa; 

Whereas Gordon Cooper served as a colonel 
in the United States Air Force and was se- 
lected as one of the original Project Mercury 
astronauts in April of 1959; 

Whereas, when Gordon Cooper piloted the 
Faith 7 spacecraft on the final operational 
mission of Project Mercury from May 15 to 
May 16, 1963, he traveled a total of 546,167 
statute miles and became the first astronaut 
from the United States to spend more than a 
day in space; 

Whereas, when Gordon Cooper served as 
command pilot on the 8-day 120-orbit Gemini 
5 mission that began on August 21, 1965, he 
and pilot Charles Conrad established a new 
space endurance record by traveling a dis- 
tance of 3,312,993 miles in an elapsed time of 
190 hours and 56 minutes; 

Whereas Gordon Cooper was the first man 
to go into space for a second time; 

Whereas Gordon Cooper served as backup 
command pilot for the Gemini 12 mission and 
as backup commander for the Apollo 10 
flight; 

Whereas Gordon Cooper logged 222 hours in 
space and retired from the Air Force and the 
National Aeronautics and Space Administra- 
tion in 1970; 

Whereas the special honors Gordon Cooper 
received during his lifetime included the Air 
Force Distinguished Flying Cross, the Na- 
tional Aeronautics and Space Administra- 
tion Distinguished Service Medal, and the 
John F. Kennedy Trophy; and 

Whereas Gordon Cooper passed away at his 
home in Ventura, California, on October 4, 
2004, at the age of 77: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa- 
tives honors the life of astronaut Leroy Gor- 
don Cooper, Jr. 

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, during this 
Congress, the President has laid out a bold 
plan to return men to the moon and then go 
on to Mars as we begin to explore the won- 
ders of our solar system, a vision that would 
not be possible were it not for a group of ex- 
ceptional men who stepped forward to accept 
our Nation’s Manifest Destiny of the 20th cen- 
tury. In those very early days some 45 years 
ago, we were behind in the race into space. 
The Russians had put the first satellite into 
orbit, sent the first living creature into space, 
and were the first to send an object to the 
Moon. American prestige was suffering around 
the world, and President Eisenhower and the 
Congress realized that things had to change. 

In response to that challenge, they created 
NASA and along with it, Project Mercury, the 
initial step that got us to the moon first. But 
those were difficult days. Our scientists and 
engineers were struggling to build rockets that 
were capable of lifting the heavy payloads 
needed to get us there, and those rockets 


November 19, 2004 


would explode in gigantic fireballs almost as 
often as they didn’t. Being strapped inside a 
flying bomb and hurled into space at 17,000 
miles an hour was hazardous duty of the high- 
est order, but in April 1959, the Nation chose 
seven courageous men who were willing to 
put the interests of the Nation ahead of their 
own. 

One of these was Leroy Gordon Cooper, 
Jr., a native of Shawnee, OK, a colonel in the 
U.S. Air Force and a test pilot who logged 
more than 7,000 hours flying time—4,000 of 
which were in jet aircraft. They called him 
“Gordo”, and in May 1963, he became the 
first American to orbit the earth for more than 
a day. Two years later along with astronaut 
Peter Conrad, Gordon Cooper set a new 
space endurance record by traveling more 
than 3 million miles as the command pilot of 
the Gemini 5 mission and demonstrated for 
the first time that men could live and work in 
space long enough to make the trip to the 
Moon and back. 

He continued to support our national goal of 
landing a man on the Moon by serving as the 
backup command pilot for the Gemini 12 mis- 
sion in 1966 and as backup commander for 
the Apollo 10 trip to the moon in 1969, logging 
a total of 222 hours in space and receiving a 
number of special honors along the way be- 
fore he retired in 1970. 

Mr. Speaker, | remain convinced that the 
exploration of space in many ways holds the 
key to our future here on earth. Just as it was 
when Gordon Cooper first went into space 
more than 40 years ago, space travel remains 
a dangerous business. We have experienced 
some setbacks along the way, and yet it re- 
mains our destiny. In future years as we ex- 
plore the moon and beyond, the successes 
that we will enjoy and the wonders that we will 
find on the other side will have been made 
possible by the courage and devotion to coun- 
try of men like Gordon Cooper, and it is with 
great pleasure that | rise today in support of 
House Resolution 847 to honor his gifts to our 
Nation. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


GENERAL LEAVE 


Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re- 
marks and include extraneous material 
on H. Res. 847. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina? 

There was no objection. 


Ee 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will recognize Members for Spe- 
cial Order speeches without prejudice 
to the possible resumption of the legis- 
lative business. 
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SPECIAL ORDERS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan- 
uary 7, 2003, and under a previous order 
of the House, the following Members 
will be recognized for 5 minutes each. 


EE 
OCEAN POLICY 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen- 
tleman from Maryland (Mr. GILCHREST) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GILCHREST. Mr. Speaker, the 
Republicans have been in the majority 
for basically 10 years, and we have done 
a number of very positive things. What 
I would like to speak to this august 
body about tonight is an issue of 
oceans. 

In 1994, when the Republican major- 
ity took over, they began to reorganize 
the committee process. At that time, 
they wanted to make it more applica- 
ble to the Members to represent their 
districts, to represent their regions and 
to be more efficiently organized, to 
spend the taxpayers dollars wisely. 

What we did, however, was to con- 
sider that we will continue to reorga- 
nize the process as the years went by to 
ensure that Members had an оррог- 
tunity to serve on the committee that 
not only represented their districts, 
but that also represented their desire 
to be à visionary Member of this Con- 
gress. 


1945 


One of the committees that was 
eliminated was the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries Committee that dealt 
with oceans issues, fisheries issues, the 
Great Lakes and things of that nature. 

The reason that one single standing 
committee was important was because 
there are billions and billions and bil- 
lions of dollars that are generated in 
the U.S. economy as a result of the 
world's, and especially the jurisdiction 
of the oceans, that fall in the United 
States, of the oceans, whether that is 
trade, whether that is commercial fish- 
eries, recreational fisheries, marine 
habitat, the weather, the climate, the 
rain that sustains the country. All of 
these issues are dealt with because of 
ocean and Great Lakes issues. 

The committee, however, was re- 
duced to a subcommittee and put under 
the jurisdiction of the Interior Com- 
mittee which was renamed the Com- 
mittee on Resources. 

There is still a great deal of effort to 
put forth à good ocean policy by the 
Federal Government. However, since 
the full committee was reduced to a 
Subcommittee, much of the jurisdic- 
tion was taken away. On the House 
Side, there are 19 full and subcommit- 
tees that deal with a myriad of ocean 
issues; and, as a result of that, even 
though committees work well together 
in their area of jurisdiction, the issues 
dealing with oceans are relegated to a 
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very small piece of any one single com- 
mittee, even the Committee on Re- 
sources, where that full standing com- 
mittee became a subcommittee. 

Because the issues are so fragmented, 
there is no one particular center of 
gravity to develop policy, in my judg- 
ment, for the U.S. ocean policy. 

What I am suggesting that we do in 
the next Congress is that we create a 
standing committee that has full juris- 
diction over the oceans, that takes 
that $120 billion annual economy that 
is generated by oceans, that deals with 
the commercial fishing activity from 
Alaska to Hawaii, to the Pacific, to the 
Gulf of Mexico, to the Atlantic Ocean, 
an area whose jurisdiction is larger 
than the 50 States combined. We take 
all of those issues and we combine it 
into one full committee, and that one 
full committee will have jurisdiction 
over the issues that are dealt with as 
far as the oceans are concerned. 

Let us just take commercial fishing 
activity, for example. Everybody has 
gone into a store and purchased fish. 
Everybody has gone into a restaurant 
and ordered fish. That generates bil- 
lions upon billions of economic activ- 
ity. But 75 percent of the commercial 
fish caught in U.S. waters spawn in 
tidal estuaries, and one of the problems 
with tidal estuaries is they are being 
polluted. They are being fragmented. 
They are being dammed. They are 
being degraded in a whole host of ways. 
And there is not really one single enti- 
ty in the Federal Government that can 
work with the State government, the 
private sector and various groups to 
take a look at the loss, which is as 
much as 20,000 acres on an annual 
basis. 

So just on the perspective of an eco- 
nomic agenda I feel confident that an 
oceans committee, which would be the 
center for the perspective on devel- 
oping coordinated U.S. policy on 
oceans issues, is vital in the next Con- 
gress. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I would urge my 
colleagues, when this comes up for an 
issue, to vote favorably in this direc- 
tion. 


EE 


ASKING ADMINISTRATION TO 
URGE A U.S. VOTE AGAINST 
AZERBAIJAN'S U.N. RESOLUTION 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SIMPSON). Under a previous order of the 
House, the gentleman from New Jersey 
(Mr. PALLONE) is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
this evening to bring to our attention 
Azerbaijan’s recent introduction of an 
ill-advised United Nations General As- 
sembly resolution regarding what Azer- 
baijan erroneously refers to as “һе sit- 
uation in the occupied territories of 
Azerbaijan." 

This intentionally disruptive resolu- 
tion directly and significantly threat- 
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ens efforts towards a peaceful settle- 
ment over the Nagorno-Karabagh con- 
flict. Furthermore, it jeopardizes the 
principles and procedures of the Orga- 
nization for Security and Cooperation 
in Europe and specifically the Minsk 
Group mediation effort, co-chaired by 
the United States, France and Russia, 
to resolve the Karabagh conflict. 

Azerbaijan’s proposal represents a 
hostile declaration against the entire 
peace process, aimed only at fostering 
increased divisiveness. Its consider- 
ation can only set back the cause of 
peace. 

Mr. Speaker, it is disturbing to note 
that this resolution was recently ap- 
proved to be included on the U.N. Gen- 
eral Assembly’s agenda. Even more 
alarming is the fact that the United 
States has thus far failed to compel- 
lingly address the resolution, choosing 
to instead abstain from every vote in 
which they had an opportunity to halt 
the advancement of this destructive 
measure. This failure by the adminis- 
tration now has the potential to under- 
mine U.S. interests and American val- 


ues in the strategically important 
Caucasus region. 
Mr. Speaker, the vital role the 


United States plays as an honest 
broker in the Nagorno-Karabagh peace 
process is gravely threatened by the 
administration's continued lack of de- 
cisive action. Given our commitment 
to keeping the parties talking and 
moving forward, it is necessary for the 
U.S. to act forcefully against desta- 
bilizing steps that will unravel the 
peace process. Our interests are best 
Served by the continuation of dialogue 
on the outstanding issues related to 
Nagorno-Karabagh within the OSCE 
framework and not by the fragmenta- 
tion of this orderly process. 

Since the beginning of the Nagorno- 
Karabagh conflict, Armenia has been 
committed to finding a peaceful solu- 
tion. Moreover, I cannot stress enough 
the crucial role that the U.S. plays in 
the negotiations over Nagorno- 
Karabagh to help the people of this re- 
gion find a lasting and equitable peace. 
These actions by Azerbaijan subvert 
these efforts and seriously complicate 
our diplomacy in the Caucasus region. 
A failure on our part to forcefully and 
publicly confront the Azerbaijani gov- 
ernment over these destabilizing ma- 
neuvers would send extremely dan- 
gerous signals to Azerbaijan. 

Mr. Speaker, the U.S. must take ac- 
tion to condemn Azerbaijan’s desperate 
acts of destructive venue shopping, and 
we here in this Chamber must do ev- 
erything that we can to ensure that all 
parties involved in this conflict make a 
genuine commitment towards peace 
and stability. Action on the part of the 
U.S. must go further than the OSCE 
joint statement that was released in 
which the members of the Minsk Group 
expressed their concern and opposition 
towards the Azeri resolution. Beyond 
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merely releasing a statement, the U.S. 
must demonstrate its views by taking 
a stance and voting against this meas- 
ure. 

I urge the U.S. to forcefully renounce 
this proposal, secure its retraction and 
impress upon the Azerbaijani govern- 
ment that it should drop such counter- 
productive tactics in favor of serious 
and lasting commitment to the OSCE 
Minsk Group process. 

The OSCE Minsk Group process can- 
not survive Azerbaijan’s destabilizing 
tactics. Continued tampering with this 
process will inevitably produce a chain 
reaction resulting in its demise. We 
cannot afford to allow Azerbaijan to 
continue to disrupt the work of the 
OSCE, which, as my colleagues know, 
has been recognized by the U.N. itself 
as the lead arbiter in this conflict. 

Finally, it is time for the U.S. to be 
more forceful with Azerbaijan and to 
make clear that their tactics are not 
helpful to a peaceful and just resolu- 
tion of the Nagorno-Karabagh conflict. 
Once again, it is imperative, Mr. 
Speaker, for the U.S. to vote against 
this U.N. resolution, thereby clearly 
demonstrating that there are serious 
consequences to actions that disturb 
the regional Caucasus peace, security 
and prosperity. 


-r 


THANKING MARY HOWARD FOR A 
LIFETIME OF PUBLIC SERVICE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. WIL- 
SON) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to thank one of 
South Carolina’s finest ladies, Mary 
Talbert Howard, for her lifetime of 
public service. 

Mary will conclude her full-time 
service to the people of South Carolina 
when she retires at the end of this 
year. Active in the Lexington, South 
Carolina, community since 1973, Mary 
served with my predecessor and men- 
tor, the late Congressman Floyd D. 
Spence. In 2001, she graciously agreed 
to stay on as the District Director for 
the Second Congressional District of 
South Carolina. 

A native of Hartsville in Darlington 
County, South Carolina, Mary attended 
the Hartsville schools, Limestone Col- 
lege and graduated from the University 
of South Carolina with a BA in edu- 
cation. She began her employment 
with the late Congressman Floyd 
Spence in 1981, after successfully serv- 
ing as Spence for Congress campaign 
office manager, and she became Dis- 
trict Director in 1992. Her responsibil- 
ities included representing the Con- 
gressman at all events throughout the 
Second Congressional District, han- 
dling of all constituent concerns, meet- 
ing with the local and State govern- 
ment officials and attending all local 
and State civic group meetings. 
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Mary has been active in the Lex- 
ington Women’s Club since 1973 and 
served in many of the officer positions, 
including president. She also served as 
district and State legislative chairman 
for the State Federation of Women’s 
Clubs. 

Mary has also served as president of 
the Riverbanks Zoo Society, as an ac- 
tive member of the Lexington Medical 
Center Board, as Corresponding Sec- 
retary of Friends of the Lexington 
County Museum, and as a board mem- 
ber of the Lexington Arts Association. 

She has been a delegate to the State 
and county Republican convention 
since 1980. 

Mary is a member of St. Peter’s Lu- 
theran Church, where she served on the 
Worship and Music Committee and is a 
former Sunday school teacher. 

Mary is married to Jerry Howard, 
and they have three children: G.G. 
Howard Culpepper, Melissa Howard 
Henshaw and Amy Talbert Howard. 
She also has two grandchildren, Cate 
and Jerrod. 

In all the years that I have worked 
with Mary, she has always served with 
grace and dignity, and I have been ex- 
tremely honored to have her represent 
me these last 3 years. She will always 
be a close, personal friend of the Wilson 
family, and Roxanne and I wish her and 
her husband Jerry all the best in their 
future. 

I ask all of my colleagues to join me 
in thanking Mary Howard for her com- 
mitment to serving her community 
with excellence. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops; 
and we will never forget September 11. 


EE 
GENERAL LEAVE 


Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re- 
marks and include extraneous material 
on the subject of my Special Order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
PENCE). Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 


EE 


HONORING CONGRESSMAN AMO 
HOUGHTON AND CONGRESSMAN 
JACK QUINN 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. WALSH) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, in the rush 
of events at the end of this session, the 
New York delegation has attempted to 
set aside some time to recognize the 
distinguished careers of two of our col- 
leagues who are retiring at the end of 
this session. What I intend to do is 
make a brief statement and then reach 
out to my colleagues, both sides of the 
aisle, to give them the opportunity to 
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provide remarks to acknowledge the 
great service of these two men. 

First, our colleague from Corning, 
New York, AMO HOUGHTON. AMORY 
HOUGHTON came to the Congress in 
1986, was appointed to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, has served as a 
subcommittee chairman and has done 
great work not only on tax policy and 
health care policy but, also, he has 
been a dedicated global citizen. He has 
been involved in Africa and in other 
troubled places around the world where 
his gentle, thoughtful approach to 
problem solving has been respected and 
has brought great credit to not only to 
him but to our country. 

He has been a great adviser, coun- 
selor to me; and his service to our 
State has been no less than remark- 
able. We will miss him very, very 
much. He will leave a tremendous void 
in our delegation, and we wish him all 
good health, and a long and enjoyable 
retirement with his beloved wife Pris- 
cilla. 

Our other colleague who is com- 
pleting his career at the end of this ses- 
sion is my good friend JACK QUINN, who 
represented Buffalo, New York. His 
home is in Hamburg, New York, where 
he served as supervisor. He came to the 
Congress in, I believe, 1992, was ap- 
pointed to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation, served as the subcommittee 
chairman on railroads for an extended 
period of time and set very important 
policy regarding our rail lines around 
the country. 
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JACK, as all of us know, has a very 
personable, delightful personality. He 
is a hard-working, dedicated family 
man who always brought joy and 
laughter wherever he traveled. He is a 
close personal friend, someone that we 
all respect, and someone we will all 
dearly miss as he proceeds into his 
next iteration, whatever that may be. 
We all know he will be successful at 
whatever he does, and we wish him all 
the best. 

To both my colleagues, the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. HOUGHTON) 
and the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
QUINN), we bid them adieu. We know 
you are not going far away. We hope to 
see you on a regular basis. 

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, the House of 
Representatives is losing an extraordinary 
man in Congressman AMO HOUGHTON. He has 
been my colleague in the House, in the New 
York Delegation and the Committee on Ways 
& Means. | have been privileged in every way 
to be his colleague, as there is no one who 
more exemplifies public service. 

AMO HOUGHTON is of a distinguished and af- 
fluent family, yet he is interested in neither 
wealth nor leisure, forging a career dedicated 
to serving his fellow man. Throughout his sig- 
nificant career, Mr. HOUGHTON represented 
one of the more economically depressed dis- 
tricts in New York State, a fact that never de- 
terred him from trying to improve the economy 
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of the New York Southern Tier. He was a suc- 
cessful businessman before becoming a politi- 
cian, and it has been said that he would surely 
have become a missionary, had he not been 
elected. 

AMO HOUGHTON quickly became one of the 
most beloved Members from either side of the 
aisle, most likely because of his unifying na- 
ture; Mr. HOUGHTON was not one to participate 
in partisan sniping, always calling for under- 
standing and compromise. Never neglecting 
any of New York’s citizens, he pledged his 
complete attention and support to those in 
New York City, the suburbs and many smaller 
cities and rural communities, like those in his 
district. 

The House will find itself at a loss without 
the talents and graces of this remarkable man. 
It will miss his civility and his wisdom, his spirit 
and determination, but it will be his optimism 
for our Republic and his respect for the beauty 
of human life that will be missed most of all. 

Mr. Speaker, | rise to honor the career of 
Representative JACK QUINN, one of the most 
optimistic Members | have met. | have had the 
pleasure of serving with JACK since 1993; he 
is a man who signified the old values of the 
Republican Party in New York. Mr. QUINN’s re- 
spect for the working class, fiscal responsibility 
and civil rights are lasting testaments to his 
impressive legacy. 

It could not have been an easy task in rep- 
resenting the City of Buffalo, which has suf- 
fered so тапу devastating economic 
downturns over the past few decades, yet Mr. 
QUINN was constantly re-elected in a district 
overwhelmingly comprised of registered 
Democrats. This fact is a tribute to his keen 
understanding of the needs of his constituents 
even where they may contradict with the lead- 
ership in the House of Representatives. 

JACK QUINN is one of those Members for 
whom no one has a bad word and with whom 
no one has had a bad experience. He has the 
range to be comfortable with factory workers 
to business leaders to Democrats and Repub- 
licans alike. His independent nature and poli- 
cies are deserving of the highest mark of 
honor; a man of JACK QUINN's poise and posi- 
tive energy will be sorely missed in the halls 
of Congress. 


EE 
HONORING DEPARTING TEXANS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
PENCE). Under a previous order of the 
House, the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
HINOJOSA) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker, it is 
with a sad heart that I rise to say good- 
bye to six of my colleagues from Texas 
who will not be returning to this body 
next year. All of these men have been 
dedicated patriots who have served the 
State of Texas and this country with 
honor and distinction. 

The gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
FROST) has faced the challenges of 
serving as the dean of the Texas Demo- 
crats for years and has fought to en- 
sure that the rules of this House are 
fairly enforced. 

This Nation’s farmers and ranchers 
have had no better friend or advocate 
than the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
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STENHOLM). He has been our conscience 
on fiscal responsibility, and I hope that 
we will take his remarks last night to 
heart ав we begin the budget debate 
next year. 

After the tragic events of 9/11, we cre- 
ated the Select Committee on Home- 
land Security. As the committee’s first 
ranking member, the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. TURNER), has fought to in- 
crease funding for critical infrastruc- 
ture protection and has brought na- 
tional attention to the serious man- 
power and infrastructure shortages 
along our southern border. 

The Texas border region is losing my 
colleague and good friend, the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. RODRIGUEZ), 
who has worked tirelessly to address 
the health care crisis that is facing the 
southern border communities. As the 
chairman of the Congressional His- 
panic Caucus this past year, CIRO 
RODRIGUEZ has continued to focus na- 
tional attention on issues important to 
the Hispanic community. 

The gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
LAMPSON) has protected our children 
through his national leadership on the 
issue of missing and exploited children. 

The gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
SANDLIN) has been a strong member of 
the Blue Dog Caucus and was instru- 
mental іп securing our airways 
through his work on the Aviation Se- 
curity Act. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I was proud to 
serve on the Committee on Financial 
Services with one of my newer mem- 
bers of the Texas delegation, the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. BELL). He and 
I worked on legislation which focused 
on the financial literacy of all people. 
I appreciate his strong support of my 
efforts to improve math and science 
education in this country. 

Mr. Speaker, all of these Members 
from Texas have given invaluable serv- 
ice to this Nation, and the 109th Con- 
gress will be poorer for their absence. I 
wish them all the best. 


— ERR Á— 


MEDICAL MALPRACTICE 
INSURANCE REFORM 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker's announced policy of Jan- 
uary "7, 2003, the gentleman from Geor- 
gia (Mr. GINGREY) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the major- 
ity leader. 

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, we just 
finished our elections, and we hear a 
lot of browbeating and weeping and 
gnashing of teeth from the other side 
of the aisle concerning what went 
wrong. Goodness gracious, what in the 
world went wrong? We thought we ran 
a good campaign. We were ready to 
elect a President, we were ready to 
take over the House, we were ready to 
get the majority in the House and the 
Senate, and none of those things hap- 
pened. 

Of course the pundits are on tele- 
vision every day, 24 hours a day it 
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Seems, talking about exactly what 
went wrong. And there is a lot of talk, 
of course, about the issue of moral val- 
ues, traditional family values, and 
Christianity. I am sure that that had 
something to do with it. But I will 
stand here today, Mr. Speaker, and say 
to my colleagues that I ran a race in 
which I won with 57.4 percent against 
an opponent on the other side of the 
aisle who I think was a very strong 
Christian man, à good man, and one 
who had great values. But he was run- 
ning on a party platform that did not 
embrace those traditional values that 
mean so much to I think middle Amer- 
ica and those of us where I come from 
in Georgia. 

But I think it goes beyond that. I 
think it goes far beyond that. And I 
would suggest to my friends on the 
other side of the aisle, as they try to 
play Monday morning quarterback and 
figure out what went wrong, to think 
about issues like medical liability re- 
form and the fact that the Nation, 75 
percent or more, the American people 
in every poll that has ever been done, 
are very much in favor of medical li- 
ability reform. And yet an issue like 
that, which really should not be a par- 
tisan issue, because there is absolutely 
no reason why access to health care 
and fixing a broken system should 
come down along party lines, certainly 
did become partisan. It did in this 
body, and it did in the other body. 

In March of 2003, the HEALTH Act 
was passed in this House Chamber, as 
my colleagues know, and there were 
Members of the Democratic minority 
who voted for the bill, but only a few, 
only à handful, and practically none in 
the other body. So today, as we stand 
here going into the 109th Congress and 
President Bush's second term, we once 
again have a chance, an even better 
chance, I think, to get medical liabil- 
ity reform passed because we have in- 
creased our margins in the other body. 

So there are a lot of reasons you can 
look back and try to figure out why 
you lost, but that is one, I think, that 
my Democrat colleagues need to take à 
close look at. When this issue comes 
before us in the 109th, if you want to do 
something positive, if you want to re- 
Spond to the will of the American peo- 
ple, this is certainly a great first step. 
I would encourage my friends on the 
other side of the aisle and my fellow 
Republicans in the House and the Mem- 
bers in the other body that it is time. 
The American people want this. They 
need it. 

Access to health care is hugely im- 
portant. We are seeing more and more 
physicians, and I will get to some spe- 
cific numbers a little later regarding 
doctors in high-risk specialties, like 
neurosurgery, emergency room physi- 
cians, and OB-GYN, which is my spe- 
cialty. I think all my colleagues know 
that in my prior life I practiced medi- 
cine for almost 30 years, and as a pro- 
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life OB-GYN physician, delivering 
those 5,200 babies. Many of my col- 
leagues in that specialty are dropping 
out at the very peak of their practice 
productivity, in their late 40s, early 
50s. They are literally trading their 
stethoscopes for a fishing rod or a set 
of golf clubs. They do not want to do 
that, but they have been forced to. 

I have a number of posters here, Mr. 
Speaker, that I want my colleagues to 
pay attention to, which really give 
testimonials to the statistics. Maybe 
my colleagues know some of these indi- 
viduals, or individuals just like them, 
or families who have suffered because, 
when they went to the emergency 
room, there was no emergency-room 
physician to take care of their injured 
child or their loved one who had had a 
stroke and needed immediate care from 
a neurosurgeon. 

Just look at some of these posters. 
This is talking about women’s health 
care in particular. Women’s Health in 
Jeopardy: A pregnant Texas woman 
was forced to drive 80 miles to a San 
Antonio hospital because her family 
doctor in her rural hometown had 
stopped delivering babies because of 
malpractice insurance concern. This 
was in the Fort Worth Star Telegram 
January of 2003. 

Nationwide, doctors are leaving and 
patients are suffering. Look at these 
people. Look at these physicians. I do 
not know if my colleagues can see 
some of these posters, but they are not 
saying ‘‘Vote for George W. Bush, or 
Reelect Bush, or Vote For Kerry and 
Edwards, or I am a Democrat, I am a 
Republican." They are saying ‘‘tort re- 
form now." 

Insurance rates are driving doctors 
out of business. What good is insur- 
ance, health insurance, if you cannot 
find à doctor to provide the care, and 
on and on and on? Look at some of 
these headlines, Mr. Speaker: ‘‘Doctors 
Protesting Skyrocketing Malpractice 
Premiums." Springfield State Journal 
Register, February 2008. ‘‘Malpractice 
Insurance Prices Send Physicians to 
the Streets." USA Today, February 
2008. ‘‘Caps on Noneconomic Damages 
Most Common Solution Considered by 
States in Crisis." 

There are twelve States in crisis, and 
30 more near crisis. If my colleagues do 
a little quick math, that is 42 out of 50 
that are either in crisis or near crisis 
today. USA article, February 2003. 
*Medical Malpractice Premiums Jump 
50 Percent, Average Cost Tops $1.4 Mil- 
lion Per Hospital." PR news wire, Jan- 
uary of 2003. 

It is not just the physicians; it is the 
hospitals that are suffering as well, 
many of whom are self-insured up to 
probably $10 million, $15 million, or $20 
million; and it is literally driving the 
small rural hospitals out of business. 
And in so many instances, the hos- 
pitals and the school system might be 
the only two employers in a whole 
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county, or the two major employers in 
a whole county. When you shut them 
down, you are talking about job loss. 

So this is really an economic issue. It 
is a health issue, no question about 
that. Lack of access to health care is a 
real tragedy and a real crisis, but we 
have heard for the last 2 years, as we 
led up to this Presidential election 
year, the other side of the aisle talking 
about President Bush being the only 
President since Harry S Truman who 
actually lost jobs on his 4-year watch. 
Three million of those happened to 
occur after the dot-com bubble burst 
and the recession that started during 
the Clinton administration. The rest of 
it occurred shortly after 9/11, which 
cost the economy of this country al- 
most $3 trillion. 

The other side kind of changed their 
tactic, Mr. Speaker, as we began to 
grow jobs as those tax cuts for all 
Americans with their special emphasis 
on small business men and women 
began to put people back to work. All 
of a sudden, when we gained 1.7, 1.9 
million jobs back, then they had to 
change their tactics at the last minute. 

But make no mistake about it, this 
medical malpractice crisis and lack of 
access to care, and the fact that physi- 
cians are shutting their offices, it is a 
job issue as well because it is not sim- 
ply one physician but in many cases it 
is 15 to 25 people who are actually em- 
ployed in that office and all of them 
are without a job. Talk about 
outsourcing of jobs. 

We could have done a lot to prevent 
that right here in our own country 
with some meaningful leveling of the 
playing field with fair and balanced 
tort reform in regard to medical liabil- 
ity. 

Continuing with some of the posters, 
these are real-life situations that I 
want to bring to the attention of my 
colleagues. 
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Michelle, a breast surgeon, serving 
more than 5,000 patients a year, experi- 
enced a 760 percent increase in mal- 
practice insurance over an 8-year pe- 
riod of time. That is an average 76 per- 
cent increase per year. This was a tes- 
timonial on 60 Minutes in March, 2003. 

Doctors in rural Mississippi can ex- 
pect to pay over $70,000 in malpractice 
premiums. Their average salary in 
rural Mississippi, certainly not an af- 
fluent State, about $72,000 a year. They 
are literally almost as much, not more, 
but almost as much in malpractice pre- 
miums as they are making in income 
and probably working 70 hours a week. 

Lehigh Valley, Pennsylvania, lost 
one-third of its neurosurgeons due to 
unrelenting problems with medical 
malpractice insurance. That is in Le- 
high Valley, Pennsylvania. 

Listen to some of these numbers. 
Talk about bullet points. This really 
cuts right to the chase. Let me give my 
colleagues a few numbers to ponder. 
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America’s medical liability crisis, we 
all pay for a broken system. The num- 
ber 19, as I said at the outset of the 
hour, the number of States in a full- 
blown medical liability crisis in which 
the cost of frivolous lawsuit settle- 
ments and jury awards cost physicians’ 
medical liability premiums to sky- 
rocket. As a result, patients lose access 
to care when physicians are forced to 
give up parts of their practice, such as 
delivering babies or performing high- 
risk surgery. 

Mr. Speaker, 72 percent of Americans 
favor a law that guarantees full pay- 
ment of lost wages and medical ex- 
penses but limits noneconomic dam- 
ages. That is the point that my col- 
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
seem to miss. We spend all this money 
on polling. We poll and run TV ads, and 
then we send out mailers depending on 
what the public perception is of an 
issue. And 72 percent, talk about a plu- 
rality, a supermajority of Americans 
understood this issue, and clearly 
today understand that we are a coun- 
try in crisis in regard to our health 
care delivery system. They want 
change, they want fairness, and yet my 
colleagues who have a lot of heartburn 
over this recent election are still try- 
ing to figure out what went wrong. Cer- 
tainly they were wrong on that issue. 

The figure of $70 billion to $126 bil- 
lion a year, the cost of defensive medi- 
cine which could be significantly re- 
duced by medical liability reforms. 
Now we just passed yesterday an in- 
crease in the debt ceiling of $800 bil- 
lion. There was a lot of rhetoric from 
the other side and a lot of complaining 
about the runaway deficits and the 
growing, burgeoning debt. 

With medical liability reform, it is 
estimated that we would save the gov- 
ernment close to $40 billion a year. 
Keep in mind that the Federal Govern- 
ment really pays about two-thirds of 
all of the health care in this country 
with four programs: Medicare, Med- 
icaid, Tricare for our military рег- 
Sonnel and their dependents, and our 
VA health care system. If we put all of 
those programs together, we are talk- 
ing about two-thirds of the health care 
costs in this country the Federal Gov- 
ernment pays. If we had some meaning- 
ful tort reform and doctors did not 
have to do all this defensive medicine 
and add all of these additional tests 
which we know and the hospitals know 
are totally unnecessary in many in- 
stances, but doctors are just trying to 
protect themselves from a lawsuit, if 
we could get all of that out of the sys- 
tem and go back to just practicing 
common-sense medicine, this is the 
amount of savings we would incur. 
Then we would not have to increase 
that debt limit. 

I am very pleased tonight, Mr. 
Speaker, to be joined by one of my col- 
leagues on my side of the aisle and a 
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fellow physician, not only a fellow phy- 
sician but also a fellow OB-GYN physi- 
cian. He has not practiced quite as long 
as I have nor delivered quite as many 
babies as I have, but he is one fine doc- 
tor and a fine Congressman. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. BURGESS). 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Georgia (Dr. PHIL 
GINGREY) or Dr. PHIL, as we say here in 
Congress. I need to point out that Iam 
just a simple country doctor, and while 
the gentleman from Georgia will spend 
a lot of money on polling, my oper- 
ation in Texas is far too small for that. 
But I do talk to a lot of my constitu- 
ents, and the doctor is right that this 
is an issue understood by average, ev- 
eryday Americans. They understand it 
very well. They understand it is lim- 
iting their access to medical care, and 
they want this situation fixed. 

The Subcommittee on Health Policy 
met this summer and had a hearing on 
medical liability reform. We wanted to 
bring the spotlight to what are some of 
the successes we can point to in this 
country in this arena, not just simply 
rehash and recover old territory but 
what are some of the solutions. We 
were fortunate to be joined by a doctor 
from California who was actually prac- 
ticing medicine in California 1975 when 
the California Medical Injury Com- 
pensation Reform Act of 1975 was 
passed. 

Of course, he talked about the night- 
and-day difference that it made in his 
State as far as being able to practice 
medicine with the noneconomic dam- 
ages capped at $250,000 and how that 
held down premiums and allowed doc- 
tors to continue in practice and not 
leave the State because they were in a 
crisis in 1975. 

Let us remember the governor who 
signed this bill into law from the Cali- 
fornia legislature was none other than 
Jerry Brown, not known for his con- 
servative thoughts or principles. It was 
truly landmark legislation when it was 
passed in California now some 28 or 29 
years ago. 

In Texas, we passed legislation this 
past legislative session that also lim- 
ited noneconomic damages, put a cap 
on noneconomic damages. It was a lit- 
tle bit different. We might say it was a 
218% century variation of capping non- 
economic damages. There is a cap of 
$250,000 for the physician’s component, 
a cap of $250,000 for the hospital compo- 
nent, and another $250,000 if a nursing 
home is involved. But altogether, the 
noneconomic damages in a case would 
be capped at $750,000. This has had an 
enormously positive impact on the 
State of Texas as far as liability reform 
is concerned. 

Consider this: When I was practicing 
medicine in the late 1990s, there were 
17 insurers who would write a liability 
policy for doctors in the State of 
Texas. As the medical liability crisis 
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mounted in my State, the number of 
insurers dropped out and left the State 
to the point that, by 2002, there were 
two remaining insurers writing med- 
ical policies in Texas. 

What did this mean for the average 
medical practitioner and their pa- 
tients? When I was campaigning in 
2002, when I would do speaking events, 
I remember a young woman came up to 
me. She was probably in her early 40s. 
She said, ‘‘I am a radiologist who stud- 
ied at State schools and I did my resi- 
dency at a State-supported institution. 
My insurance carrier left the State 3 
months ago, and now I cannot buy li- 
ability coverage at any price, and I 
cannot afford to jeopardize my future, 
my husband’s future, and my children’s 
future by continuing to practice medi- 
cine without a liability policy, so I am 
a stay-at-home тот.” 

That is an admirable thing for some- 
one to do, but the State of Texas had 
made a significant investment in her 
college and medical education. In addi- 
tion, she did her residency at a publicly 
funded hospital. Again, a good invest- 
ment made in this bright individual to 
practice her craft of radiology, a lot of 
investment was made by the State of 
Texas, by the people of Texas, in her 
medical career, and she was unable to 
practice her profession because of the 
unavailability of liability insurance at 
any cost, let alone liability insurance 
that might have been quite costly. 

One of the people we heard from at 
that hearing was Texas Insurance Com- 
missioner Jose Montemayor. This hear- 
ing was in June. Commissioner 
Montemayor talked about some of the 
improvements that had come to Texas 
as a result of this law that was passed 
by the Texas State legislature. We had 
gone down to two liability insurers. We 
were now up to 13. Of those that had 
come back into the State in 8 months 
time, they had done so without an in- 
crease in their rates, contrasting with 
the neighboring States of Oklahoma 
and Louisiana where those insurers 
were able to show and justify an in- 
creased rate of 50 percent in Oklahoma 
and 80 percent in Louisiana. So this is 
a big difference this law has made in 
Texas. 

In addition, Cristus, a Catholic not- 
for-profit health care system in south 
Texas that self-insures, has been able 
to, by June of this year, 6 months into 
this fiscal year, had posted a $20 mil- 
lion savings in their insurance pre- 
miums that they were then able to di- 
rectly invest in hiring nurses, direct 
patient care, and capital improvements 
in their hospitals there. 

So this is a tremendous gift or tre- 
mendous savings for the people in the 
State of Texas, and one of the things 
that we were able to showcase in that 
hearing is one of the proven successes 
in the country for medical liability re- 
form. 

We also heard from an individual, 
and I apologize. I am blocking on his 
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name. He was the administrator of the 
hospital in Uniontown, Pennsylvania, 
and there the story has not been as be- 
nevolent. Pennsylvania has not man- 
aged to pass medical liability reform in 
their last legislature. Because of the 
peculiarities of their State system, 
they will have to pass that legislation 
two times in the form of a constitu- 
tional amendment. So 2007 or 2008 is 
the soonest time they can expect any 
type of relief from their medical liabil- 
ity crisis. 

The administrator at Uniontown 
Hospital told us he is down to one ear, 
nose and throat doctor who is now re- 
sponsible for about 140,000 patients in 
that area. I did some quick math, that 
is about 300,000 ears for one doctor. 
That is a lot of work for one ENT doc- 
tor, and they cannot bring in another 
doctor to help him because of the cost 
of their liability insurance. 

About a year and a half ago, we were 
at a field hearing up at ANWR, and we 
came back home through Nome, Alas- 
ka. When a group of congressmen come 
through Nome, Alaska, it is a big deal, 
and a lot of people turn out for that. 
They heard that one of the congres- 
sional representatives was a physician 
representative, and the entire medical 
Staff of their hospital came out to 
lunch with us. 

Over lunch, they asked questions. 
What it was like to serve? And one said 
we hope Congress gets that medical li- 
ability law passed because we cannot 
afford an anesthesiologist for our hos- 
pital here in Nome. 

I asked what kind of medicine he 
practiced. He said I am an OB-GYN, 
just like you. 

Mr. Speaker, what a deal. Practicing 
OB-GYN in your hospital without an 
anesthesiologist in Nome, forget pain 
relief during childbirth. We are talking 
what do you do if you have to do a c- 
section. He said, well, we get that pa- 
tient on an air ambulance as soon as 
possible and get her to Anchorage for 
her c-section. Well, Anchorage is an 
hour and a half à way, and I am given 
to understand there is poor weather 
sometimes in Nome, Alaska. 

I cannot understand how we feel that 
we are furthering the cause of patient 
safety by allowing this system to con- 
tinue. 

People do ask me back in Texas, they 
say, we have done a good job here in 
Texas. Why are you worried about med- 
ical liability insurance anymore? It is 
not an issue for us here in Texas. But 
as Dr. GINGREY has pointed out so 
clearly, it costs our country billions of 
dollars every year. 
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In the Medicare system alone, the 
cost of defensive medicine from a 1996 
Stanford University study was esti- 
mated to be between $30 and $50 billion 
a year in the cost of defensive medi- 
cine. Do the math on that. What is the 
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average of $30 to $50 billion? It is $40 
billion a year. Dr. GINGREY is quite 
right. We were criticized last night 
about increasing the debt limit. We 
were criticized a year ago for passing a 
Medicare bill that costs $40 billion a 
year for prescription drug coverage. We 
basically would save that amount of 
money if we would only pass meaning- 
ful medical liability reform. That is 
why it is a national issue, because we 
are all paying for that. Every taxpayer 
in the country is paying that freight 
for this medical liability system. $230 
billion à year in direct costs for med- 
ical liability and about 20 percent of 
that actually goes to injured patients. 

Do not tell me that by capping non- 
economic damages that we are keeping 
money out of the hands of patients. 
The system is keeping money out of 
the hands of patients today under the 
present system and the only parties 
that are enriched by today's system 
are the trial lawyers. 

With that, I see my time is about up. 
I appreciate so much the doctor orga- 
nizing this Special Order this evening. 
It is of critical importance that we get 
this done. We did not manage to do it 
this year. There has been a little bit of 
a change across the Capitol rotunda, 
and I am very optimistic that as we 
start into the 109th Congress, this will 
continue to be an issue of pressing con- 
cern for it, and we will get this job 
done for the American people. 

Mr. GINGREY. I thank my colleague 
from Texas for joining us this evening 
for this discussion, and I appreciate his 
very accurate remarks. I know one 
thing he was talking about, physician 
access and which specialties doctors 
choose today based on this liability cri- 
Sis. 

I want my colleagues to listen very 
carefully to this number: 48 percent, 
the proportion of American medical 
students in their third or fourth year of 
medical school who indicated that the 
liability crisis was a factor in their 
choice of specialty, threatening pa- 
tients’ future access to critical serv- 
ices. I am sure that Dr. BURGESS would 
agree with me that when we were in 
medical school a few years ago, ОВ- 
GYN was one of the most popular spe- 
cialties. It was the one that everybody 
wanted to go in. It was the compas- 
sionate, the feel-good specialty, deliv- 
ering babies, being with a family, at 
what usually is the happiest day, the 
happiest moment of their lives, the 
birth of a child. 

Yet today because of this crisis, as he 
well knows, we are having fewer and 
fewer, not only fewer and fewer of our 
best and brightest students from col- 
lege wanting to get into medical school 
and go into the practice of medicine in 
any specialty but particularly ОВ-СҮМ 
and general surgery and neurosurgery 
and some of these higher risk special- 
ties. 

Mr. BURGESS. If the gentleman will 
yield, about a year ago I was having a 
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discussion with a woman who was in 
charge of the residency program at a 
northeast hospital. I trained at Park- 
land Hospital, arguably the best resi- 
dency program in the country, but this 
one in the northeast has a good reputa- 
tion as well, and she said that they 
were at the point now where they were 
taking people into their OB-GYN resi- 
dency program that 5 years ago they 
would not even have asked in for an 
interview, such has been the dropoff in 
the quality and caliber of, as you put 
it, the best and the brightest not going 
into the specialty. These are children’s 
doctors. These are the doctors that are 
going to be there for the next genera- 
tion of Americans. Again, I fail to see 
how allowing this system to continue 
is furthering the cause of patient safe- 
ty or excellent patient care. 

Mr. GINGREY. The gentleman is ab- 
solutely right. I am pleased to have an- 
other physician Member with us to- 
night in my colleague from Florida, Dr. 
DAVID WELDON. Dr. WELDON is an inter- 
nal medicine specialist. I think I am 
recalling correctly that he is about to 
begin his sixth term in this august 
body and has certainly been a great 
mentor to both Dr. BURGESS and my- 
self as we came in 2 years ago as fresh- 
men and really needed to get up to 
speed on the Medicare law and all the 
nuances of that. It is certainly a dis- 
tinct honor and a pleasure to have Dr. 
WELDON join us this evening. 

Mr. WELDON of Florida. I thank Dr. 
GINGREY for his kind words. I must 
confess that he did not need a lot of 
mentoring. All his years in the State 
senate prepared him quite well for the 
busy work that we are about here. I 
just want to amplify a little bit on 
what our good friend, Dr. BURGESS, the 
gentleman from Texas, was talking 
about, specifically the high cost of de- 
fensive medicine. As you mentioned, I 
was a full-time practicing internal 
medicine doctor. Actually, I still see 
patients about once a month in the 
veterans clinic on a voluntary basis in 
my district. 

As an internist, internal medicine 
specialist, I did a lot of diagnostic 
tests. A lot of people come in the office 
saying I hurt here, I hurt there, I can’t 
breathe when I walk. You do a physical 
examination, and you typically send 
people off for studies and tests. I regu- 
larly on a daily basis practiced defen- 
sive medicine. I would do my history 
and physical, and I would come to a 
conclusion as to what I thought that 
patient most likely had and then there 
was always that little voice in the back 
of my mind, what if you are wrong? 
What if you miss something? What if 
you get sued? What will happen to you 
if you get sued? Will it hurt your prac- 
tice? Will you lose patients? Will you 
lose your house? These are the kinds of 
things that go through your mind. 

What you do is you order extra tests. 
We had a special name for doing that. 
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But I was one doctor in one town, and 
there are hundreds of thousands of doc- 
tors every day in America spending 
hundreds and thousands of dollars 
each. I was so glad Dr. BURGESS men- 
tioned that study out of Stanford Uni- 
versity. That was the first study that 
conclusively showed that defensive 
medicine was real and it was very, very 
costly and that was that famous, a fa- 
mous study now, that came out of 
Stanford University. They looked at 
expenses before medical malpractice 
and after medical malpractice for just 
two diagnostic codes, two different 
conditions, and showed a significant re- 
duction in Medicare charges, and what 
is most important in this, no increase 
in what we call morbidity and mor- 
tality. In other words, the patients did 
fine, but the charges went down. They 
said at the end of that article, this is 
the first really good scientific study 
that shows that defensive medicine is 
real. 

And how much does it cost? Ladies 
and gentlemen, we are struggling in 
this body to figure out how are we 
going to keep Social Security solvent 
in the future and how are we going to 
keep Medicare solvent in the years 
ahead. 

Actually, Social Security gets talked 
about much more in the press, but the 
real problem is Medicare. Social Secu- 
rity will be solvent for a long time to 
come. Medicare could start going broke 
before the end of this decade. The crisis 
in Medicare is much more serious. 
What did that study show? It showed 
that defensive medicine costs us tens of 
billions, maybe as much as $50 billion, 
$75 billion a year just in the Medicare 
plan. 

How much money could we save over 
the next 5, 10 years if we on a national 
level can institute some kind of caps 
on all of this medical malpractice? Let 
me just say as well, the problem that 
we have in the State of Florida is very 
severe. I know there are many other 
States that are very severely affected, 
but I just want to share some statistics 
here. In 1975, in the State of Florida, 
there were 380 lawsuits for medical 
negligence allegations. Those 380 law- 
suits resulted in $10.8 million of settle- 
ments. It cost $1.5 million for the in- 
surers to defend. In the year 2000, the 
next year that we have good statistics 
on this, it went up to 880 lawsuits re- 
sulting in awards totaling $219 million. 

So we have a serious problem. This is 
not just a Florida problem. This is not 
just a Georgia problem. It is not just a 
Texas problem. This is a national prob- 
lem. This body, the Congress of the 
United States, we are the fiduciaries of 
the Medicare plan, and we can save the 
Medicare plan by putting some reason- 
able caps on medical malpractice set- 
tlements. Every year that I have been 
here, and I have been here 10 years, 
going into my sixth term, we have 
passed some form of medical mal- 
practice reform. Typically, we have 
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passed this $250,000 cap on what we call 
pain and suffering claims, or non- 
economic damages. The important 
thing there is that if people cannot 
work, they can be compensated for 
that. If they have medical bills, they 
can be compensated for that. And if 
they have pain and suffering, they can 
get $250,000. But gone are the days of 
these multimillion-dollar settlements 
for pain and suffering. And why do we 
have to do that? Because we all pay for 
it. 

I just want to share one other thing 
that is critically important. Most of 
the job creation in my congressional 
district over the last 10 years has been 
in the small business sector. When I 
meet small business men and women in 
my congressional district and I ask 
them, what are the problems that you 
are struggling with now, what can I 
help you with, invariably the first 
words that come out of their mouths is 
the high cost of health insurance for 
their employees and that many of them 
cannot afford to insure their employees 
anymore. 

What can we do to help them? Actu- 
ally, one of the best things we can do is 
pass medical malpractice reform. I 
spoke earlier, Dr. BURGESS spoke ear- 
lier, Dr. GINGREY spoke earlier about 
the high cost of defensive medicine. 
That drives up health insurance pre- 
miums. If you are a small business and 
you employ 10 people and it is costing 
you $600 a month per employee to in- 
sure all those employees, you can lower 
that premium if we can get reasonable 
and sensible caps on medical mal- 
practice. 

What is going to happen there? It is 
going to make those businesses more 
competitive. It is going to make those 
businesses better able to hire more peo- 
ple. The other thing is there are a lot 
of small businesses that just have de- 
cided they cannot afford health insur- 
ance anymore. These are the people 
that I am most worried about, the 
working uninsured. These are people 
who end up using our emergency rooms 
for their health care services. How can 
we get some of these uninsured people 
insured? One of the things we can do is 
pass medical malpractice reform. 

This is not just a doctor issue. As a 
matter of fact, the doctors complain 
about it all the time, but they just pass 
the costs on to their patients. This is 
really a competitiveness issue for our 
Nation. This is about how do we deal 
with the uninsured. This is about how 
do we keep Medicare solvent. And it is 
a national crisis. I want to thank Dr. 
GINGREY for taking the lead on this 
issue. It is a critically important issue. 
If we can finally get something done in 
the next Congress, it will be good for 
the uninsured, it will be good for Amer- 
ica, it will be good for OB-GYNSs, one of 
the most aggressively assaulted spe- 
cialties in the Nation, constantly being 
sued, many OB-GYNs getting out of 
the business of delivering babies. 
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In many regions in the country, com- 
munities, they do not even have a doc- 
tor that delivers babies. They have to 
get in ambulances and drive or fly in 
helicopters to a town where there is a 
doctor who is willing to deliver babies. 
That is a sad state of affairs. It has 
been precipitated by the failure of the 
other body to really take this issue up 
and deal with it. We have passed it 
every year that I have been here. We 
need to do something about it in the 
109th Congress. I thank the gentleman 
so much for his leadership on this. I 
really appreciate it. 

Mr. GINGREY. I thank the gen- 
tleman from Florida so much. We ap- 
preciate him being with us tonight and 
sharing those thoughts. It is so impor- 
tant that he pointed out to our col- 
leagues that this really is not just 
about doctors and their practice, Dr. 
WELDON’s practice, Dr. BURGESS, Dr. 
GINGREY, or an individual like this Dr. 
Leon Smith, Jr. 

I happen to know Dr. Leon Smith, Jr. 
He practices medicine in Athens, Geor- 
gia. I went to medical school with him. 
I knew him very well. Both he and his 
brother are OB-GYN physicians. His 
group, I think six or eight of them, re- 
cently stopped practicing, had to stop 
obstetrics and curtail their practice 
drastically because of this crisis. Dr. 
Smith was actually interviewed on ‘‘60 
Minutes" on March 9, 2008. Here is 
what Leon said, Dr. Leon Smith, Jr.: 

We're giving up something I have always 
wanted to do because of the malpractice cri- 
sis after insurance premiums broke a million 
dollars. 

This is real life. This really puts a 
face on this problem. But as Dr. 
WELDON points out so vividly, it is à 
jobs issue because it is not just Dr. 
Smith and colleagues like him that 
have to give up their practices. It is 
the fact that small business men and 
women over the last 5, 6, 8 years are 
seeing double-digit increases in the 
amount that they have to pay for 
health insurance to provide to their 
employees. And they cannot do it. It is 
becoming the highest cost of them 
doing business. And a lot of small busi- 
nesses fail. This is one of the main rea- 
sons that they fail. 

And so we are not just talking about 
doctors not being available to help pa- 
tients. We are also talking about small 
businesses closing and people being out 
of work. І think it is so important that 
we keep that in mind as we try to ad- 
dress this crisis and try to do it in a bi- 
partisan fashion. 
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Mr. Speaker, I want to show this last 
poster before I go on with some addi- 
tional remarks, but this is pretty tell- 
ing and the title of this poster is 
“Show Me the Money." ‘‘Show Me the 
Money." And I have heard, I am not 
sure who it was, maybe some wise, eru- 
dite talk show host recently say, If you 
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want to know what the problem is, just 
follow the dollar. Follow the dollar. 

І сап remember during the Medicare 
Modernization, Improvement, and Pre- 
Scription Drug Act debate that we had 
on the floor of this House last year, 
this Medicare modernization, which we 
had not done in 38 years, and this pre- 
scription drug benefit, which seniors 
have been begging for, pleading for, 
been promised by previous Presidents 
and previous Congresses and nobody 
ever delivered, we finally delivered on 
that promise. 

And the criticism we received from 
the other side of the aisle was well, it 
was just a giveaway from the pharma- 
ceutical industry. That is all it is. All 
these Republicans getting all this 
money from the big drug companies. 
And in fact, it was said, Mr. Speaker, 
by so many of my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle that the pharma- 
ceutical industry wrote the bill. I guess 
they think the doctors and hospitals 
wrote the original Medicare bill that 
was passed in 1965, but I do not think 
the doctors and the hospitals have done 
too well, but it has been a boon to sen- 
iors. Medicare has worked well. It is 
going to work even better. But while 
they were criticizing us purportedly for 
accepting money from pharmaceutical 
industry lobbyists, look at what is hap- 
pening on this Show Me the Money" 
poster. 

Why do Democrats put trial lawyers 
before patients? That is my question. 
That is the question I want my col- 
leagues to answer for me. Seventy-four 
percent of the campaign contributions 
made by lawyers and law firms during 
the 2002 election cycle went to Demo- 
crats. I am not sure what the number is 
in 2004, but I imagine it is probably a 
little higher than that with a couple of 
lawyers on the Democratic ticket, one 
a trial lawyer who made his living 
suing doctors like me and my col- 
leagues. Seventy-four percent of the 
campaign contributions made by law- 
yers and law firms during the 2002 elec- 
tion cycle went to Democrats. Over $87 
million to Democratic candidates dur- 
ing that cycle. Seventy-four percent 
came to over $87 million. In fact, the 
average contribution to a House Demo- 
crat totaled $57,281. 

Ilike to think that we cannot be in- 
fluenced by money, and I think that 
that statement is, in fact, true. I think 
most of my colleagues on the both 
Sides of the aisle would agree with 
that. Men and women of honor and in- 
tegrity. But these figures certainly 
have to be frightening, and maybe it is 
some of the explanation why, which 
has no reason to be partisan. A high- 
risk mom who desperately needs ob- 
Stetrical care, she is not worrying 
about whether that white coat has an 
Rora D on its shoulders. She is look- 
ing for an M.D., of course, and this 
Should not be a partisan issue. We need 
to get beyond that. It is too important. 
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It is hugely important. Just as Medi- 
care modernization, Social Security, 
these other issues, education, none of 
that should be partisan. So I hope that 
as we go forward in the 109th that we 
will all join together and finally get 
this job done. 

I was giving some numbers a little 
bit earlier, and I would like to give a 
few more. The number 29. Mr. Speaker, 
29 is the number of years that Califor- 
nia’s comprehensive medical liability 
reforms have protected the State of 
California and their patients, physi- 
cians, and taxpayers. 1975 was when 
MICRA, Medical Injury Reform Com- 
pensation Act, was passed; 1975, 29 
years ago. Since then premiums in the 
United States, the rest of the 49 States, 
have grown by 750 percent. In Cali- 
fornia premiums have increased only 
245 percent. Another very telling sta- 
tistic. 

Listen to this one. And I want my 
colleagues to listen carefully to this: 
$778,334, that is the amount a patient 
would receive for a $1 million jury 
award, an injured patient, a patient 
that deserves compensation, and we all 
are aware of that in many instances, 
$778,334, the amount a patient would re- 
ceive for $1 million jury award by re- 
forming the current contingency fee 
system. Now without any reform, a 
trial lawyer typically takes $400,000 or 
more of that settlement. That is not 
right. Mr. Speaker, that is not right. 

The people who are injured, the mom, 
the dad, the parent, the child, in cases 
that are not frivolous, somebody has 
practiced below the standard of care. 
Maybe it is one of my physician col- 
leagues. Maybe it is a hospital. Maybe 
something happened in the emergency 
room. That patient has been injured 
and suffered and has significant eco- 
nomic losses, and they deserve fair and 
just compensation. But they are not 
getting it because of this contingency 
fee system which causes a lottery men- 
tality among a lot of trial attorneys. 
Not all of them. Certainly not all of 
them. Most, in fact, I think are men 
and women of high integrity and pro- 
vide a good service to their clients as 
they practice this subspecialty of per- 
sonal injury. 

Mr. Speaker, 3.9 million, and let me 
repeat that, 3.9 million, the increase in 
the number of Americans with health 
insurance if Congress were to pass com- 
monsense reform. Almost 4 million 
more people would be able to afford 
health insurance. We have been talking 
about that issue ever since I have been 
here in this Congress about the 40 mil- 
lion or so mostly working Americans 
who cannot afford to have health insur- 
ance. Hither they cannot pay their part 
of the premium or their employer can- 
not provide it for them. It is estimated 
with meaningful leveling of the playing 
field, not taking away anybody’s 
rights, that an additional 4 million 
people would be covered by health in- 
surance. 
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I could go on and on with these num- 
bers and statistics, but let me just talk 
a little bit in some of the time that we 
have remaining. Mr. Speaker, there are 
a number of provisions in the bill that 
we passed, the Health Act in 2003. That 
bill primarily puts a cap on non- 
economic, so-called pain and suffering. 
But what it does not do is it absolutely 
does not limit recovery for injuries, 
economic losses; and in many cases 
those awards are in the several mil- 
lions of dollars. But there is no way 
that one can put any estimate on pain 
and suffering or noneconomic losses. 
And that is the hallmark really of 
MICRA, the law that was passed in 
California, and it is a model that we 
know works. And as I said before, if 
this bill is passed, and I feel that we 
will pass it in the 109th Congress, any 
injured patient would be well com- 
pensated for the economic losses and 
any medical care that is needed as they 
go forward in the rest of their lives. 

Another provision in this bill is 
something that is called joint and sev- 
eral liability. I want my colleagues to 
understand this concept: joint and sev- 
eral liability. That is what exists 
today. That means that if 10 doctors 
are named in a lawsuit, it does not 
matter who is the major culprit or the 
one who practiced the least close to the 
standard of care. One of those physi- 
cians who had very little to do with the 
case could end up paying the whole 
judgment or the whole settlement just 
simply because they have the deepest 
pockets. In this law that we passed, the 
Health Act of 2008, it would be propor- 
tioned depending upon their degree of 
responsibility, as well it should be. 

Another provision is called collateral 
source disclosure. Collateral source 
disclosure simply means that a jury 
needs to know if an injured patient has 
health insurance, has disability in- 
come, because their injury has been el- 
igible and is now receiving Social Secu- 
rity Disability benefits and by virtue of 
that is now eligible for Medicare. 
Under current law in most States, the 
jury is not permitted to know that as 
they calculate what a just and fair set- 
tlement or award should be. And, Mr. 
Speaker, that is what I would call dou- 
ble-dipping, and that is wrong. 

Another provision of course in the 
bill that I talked about a little earlier 
was contingency lawyer fees, and I 
think they ought to get paid and they 
will get paid and they will do very well. 
I do not believe there is a shortage of 
attorneys in the State of California. I 
do not see any of them coming to Geor- 
gia, thank goodness. I think they are 
doing well out on the west coast and 
will continue to do well. But if we are 
going to have a shortage, I think most 
of the Members of this body, my col- 
leagues, would agree it is probably a 
lot better to have a shortage of lawyers 
than a shortage of doctors because we 
need access to health care. And that is 
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what this is all about, that and job cre- 
ation and to take some relief off the 
men and women who are trying des- 
perately to provide health care to their 
employees. 

Mr. Speaker, it has been an honor, 
really, and a pleasure to come here to- 
night and talk about something that is 
very near and dear to me as a physi- 
cian Member of this body. And in clos- 
ing, my plea to my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle and my fellow 
Republicans and those Members of the 
other body is to think about that sta- 
tistic that I gave them a little bit ear- 
lier. Seventy-five percent of the Amer- 
ican people want this, and they are not 
going to wait any longer. And if they 
do not get it, they are going to hold 
them responsible in 2006 just as they 
obviously did in 2004. 


——— e 


COMMEMORATING THE 
MAGNIFICENT SEVEN 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
PENCE). Under the  Speaker's an- 
nounced policy of January 7, 2003, the 
gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACK- 
SON-LEE) is recognized for 60 minutes 
as the designee of the minority leader. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise this evening for what I 
think is a celebratory occasion. It is a 
time of recognition and celebration of 
the service of a number of the Members 
of this body. And I thought it was ap- 
propriate for myself and my colleagues 
from Texas to stand before this body 
and to be able to acknowledge a time, 
an era, a collegiality, a time in space, 
a time in the history of this body. 

As I listened to my colleagues who 
preceded me, it makes it even more im- 
portant that we come to the floor 
today, particularly as I listened to a 
litany of complaints and issues that 
were being raised and as I recollected 
of the debate we had yesterday where 
our friends on the other side raised the 
debt limit to its highest in the history 
of this Nation, and it makes it even 
more important that we acknowledge 
not only the legacy of these colleagues 
who will finish their term in the 108th 
Congress but to note the fact that 
these are Democrats, proud to be 
Democrats, diverse and different. 
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Certainly we are proud that they are 
Texans and proud to be Americans, and 
frankly, we are equally proud of their 
service. 

What they brought to this body, all 
of them with different regional back- 
grounds, although coming from the 
State of Texas and different ideological 
philosophies in the political wheel of 
fortune, if you will, they brought a 
sense and a desire to serve not only 
their constituents but the American 
people. They also brought a sense of 
reaching out and working on both sides 
of the aisle. 
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In fact, Iam reminded of less than 24 
hours ago when the Ranking Member 
of the Committee on Agriculture, the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. STENHOLM), 
went to the floor of the House to try 
and strike a reasonable response to 
this escalating deficit, this out-of-con- 
trol budget and, frankly, seemingly no 
end to tax cuts and, if you will, a lack 
of a plan to be able to serve the Amer- 
ican people. 

So we come this evening, and my col- 
leagues have come, and I am going to 
call the names of those who we seek to 
pay tribute to tonight, and then take 
time to yield to my friends, my fellow 
colleagues of the Texas delegation, and 
then I will join in with them to speak 
about great Members of the House. 

Texas itself has had a very great his- 
tory. I think of some of the names like 
Congressman Pickle and Congressman 
Brooks and Congresswoman Barbara 
Jordan, and I think of a number of 
those who no are no longer living who 
have been great servants of this body. 
Sam Rayburn, I think certainly of his 
leadership as the Speaker of the House. 
Certainly I think, and he is strong in 
North Texas, our good friend Jim 
Wright and the service that he gave. So 
many names that have gone down in 
the annals of history for their service, 
and Texans are proud certainly of 
those who have been able to serve. So 
I will call their names, and then I will 
yield to my colleagues. 

As I call their names, though, let me 
just clarify, because it is exciting to 
pay tribute to them, but I just do a 
slight clarification. Because whenever 
we do these things, we obviously think 
of someone retiring or we think maybe 
of someone who decided that they 
wanted to choose another aspect in 
their life. But I want my colleagues to 
know that these Members of the House 
love this body, they love the service in 
this body, they love serving the Amer- 
ican people. The reason why this is a 
very special Special Order is because 
these individuals, most of them decided 
to stand and fight in what we found to 
be a very unbalanced redrawing and re- 
districting of the lines that saw them, 
in essence, redrawn out of their seats. 
So this was not a race, and they lost it. 
This was a race that they ran and cer- 
tainly would have won if the cards had 
not been stacked against them. 

As I have said, we are celebrating 
their service tonight, but we want our 
colleagues to know that these are indi- 
viduals who stood up and stood tall and 
through a unique set of circumstances, 
not of any doing of themselves, we now 
will lose their very great service. 

We will pay tribute tonight to MAR- 
TIN FROST, CHARLIE STENHOLM, CIRO 
RODRIGUEZ, NICK LAMPSON, МАХ 
SANDLIN, JIM TURNER, and CHRIS BELL. 

With that, it gives me great pleasure 
to yield to one of our distinguished 
members of the Texas delegation who 
likewise ran a very tough, tough race 
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and was faced with the same set of 
redrawn lines but is here tonight to 
pay tribute to our colleagues and to re- 
flect upon the celebratory aspects of 
the time that we have spent together 
in this body. I yield to the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. EDWARDS). 

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to thank the gentlewoman from Hous- 
ton, Texas, for hosting this tribute to 
seven extraordinary Texans, seven 
dedicated public servants. Whether 
Americans knew them by name, knew 
them personally or not, Texas will be 
the lesser for their loss of service, and 
our Nation will be the less because of 
their no longer being in this great 
body. But the good news is, Texas is a 
better place today and America is a 
better place today because of the dedi- 
cated service of these seven Texans. 

Congressman MARTIN FROST of Dal- 
las, a longtime friend of mine, a true 
leader of the Texas Democratic delega- 
tion, the dean of our delegation. I have 
never known a more dedicated public 
servant in my life than Congressman 
MARTIN FROST, а protege of Jim 
Wright, the Ranking Member of the 
Committee on Rules, a vital committee 
in this House. He is someone who 
fought for a strong national defense, 
for jobs and opportunity for his beloved 
constituents in Dallas and Fort Worth, 
someone who always was a voice for 
equal opportunity for citizens of all 
races in this country. We will miss 
MARTIN FROST. 

Congressman CHARLIE STENHOLM, one 
of the most decent human beings I 
have ever known in my lifetime. Some- 
one respected by Democrats and Re- 
publicans alike for always being one to 
put the interests of our State of Texas 
and our country above partisanship. An 
eloquent, passionate voice for the value 
and values of our family farmers and 
ranchers. All who respect our rural val- 
ues and the importance of our agri- 
culture producers will miss the voice of 
CHARLIE STENHOLM in Congress. 

Congressman JIM TURNER, a col- 
league who is living proof that a good 
person can do well in life. Someone 
who always treated his fellow col- 
leagues, his citizens, and neighbors 
with respect and decency. He com- 
mitted his adult life to public service 
as a State representative, as a State 
Senator in Texas and then as a United 
States Congressman, rising to the ter- 
ribly important position of senior Dem- 
ocrat on the Committee on Homeland 
Security, a person who, for the past 2 
years, has helped lead the fight to pro- 
tect all of our families from the threat 
of terrorism. 

JIM TURNER is someone who did not 
just preach family values but who lived 
them every day of his life. 

Noting that the commonality be- 
tween Mr. FROST, Mr. STENHOLM, and 
Mr. TURNER, and something they would 
all be proud of, saying themselves that 
each one of them married above them- 
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selves. And often unheralded heroes 
and heroines of this public process in 
Congress are the spouses of our elected 
officials. I want to express my thanks 
to Kathy Frost, a general of the United 
States Army, and to Cindy Stenholm 
and to Ginny Turner for their public 
service. While they might not have had 
a voting card on the floor of this 
House, they have been every much a 
part, in every way a part of public serv- 
ice through this House of Representa- 
tives. 

То МАХ SANDLIN, who rose to the 
high position of Chief Democratic Dep- 
uty Whip, one of the finest legal minds 
I have ever known, a personal friend 
who always was fighting to see that the 
words that end our Pledge of Alle- 
giance, ‘‘with justice for all,’’ were not 
just words in a rote pledge but deeply 
meaningful words behind that pledge, 
“with justice for all." That was always 
MAX SANDLIN’s cause in Congress. 

To CIRO RODRIGUEZ, who rose to be 
chairman of the House Hispanic Caucus 
and a national leader on Hispanic 
issues, someone who I will always re- 
member as a voice for those who could 
not afford to hire a $1 million lobbyist, 
for the working families of his district 
and people all across this country. 
Someone who is a national leader on 
civil rights and veterans affairs, never 
forgetting the sacrifice of those who 
wore our Nation’s uniform. 

To CHRIS BELL, who served Houston 
and our State of Texas and our Nation 
with great distinction and integrity. 
Someone who, along with these others, 
lost a seat as a result of not a loss of 
confidence of his own constituents but 
because of the partisan redrawing of 
congressional lines in an off year in the 
State of Texas. He accepted political 
defeat with graciousness in a way that 
helped bring people together in his be- 
loved City of Houston and throughout 
our State. 

And to МІСК LAMPSON, our friend 
from Beaumont, someone who accom- 
plished much in Congress on many 
issues, but someone who will always be 
remembered as the father of the fight 
to find missing children. And as a fa- 
ther of a 7-year-old son and an 8-year- 
old son, I think I speak for all parents 
in America when I say thank you to 
our colleague Nick Lampson for watch- 
ing out for all of the children of Amer- 
ica. 

To each of these seven Members, they 
made a difference, and I can think of 
no greater compliment to pass on to 
anyone. They made a positive dif- 
ference in the lives of their citizens, 
their constituents, and the people of 
this country. And to Susan, Susan 
Lampson, again, NICK would join his 
fellow colleagues in saying proudly 
that he married above himself. Thank 
you to her for her sacrifices through- 
out this career of public service. 

Again, none of these lost because 
they lost the confidence of their con- 
stituents that they serve today. They 
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lost or had to retire because of a highly 
unusual, unprecedented redistricting 
process in a year when redistricting 
was not supposed to be the case in 
Texas. But these are good people, de- 
cent people, great Americans who not 
only have made a difference in the past 
in our State and country, but I know in 
the years ahead will continue to make 
a difference for the American people. 

I thank the gentlewoman from Hous- 
ton for yielding me this time and for 
hosting this tribute to seven great Tex- 
ans, seven extraordinary Americans 
and public servants. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the distinguished gen- 
tleman, first of all, for his compassion 
and his spirit, and to be able to add to 
the stories of these American leaders, 
which we will have the opportunity to 
read about in the years to come. And 
might I, before I yield to the distin- 
guished gentleman from El Paso, 
Texas, just thank you for thanking the 
families, the wives, the children, be- 
cause we all know, those of us in public 
life, that we just bring our families 
along. How they come along is a ques- 
tion, but they are there with us, and I 
thank the gentleman for bringing at- 
tention to the families of these very 
fine individuals. 

Let me now yield to my good friend 
from El Paso, Texas (Mr. REYES). 

Mr. REYES. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentlewoman from Houston for yield- 
ing me this time tonight because, in a 
sense, tonight is a special night for us, 
because we say goodbye to good friends 
and colleagues but, in my mind, great 
Texans who have given their full meas- 
ure so that those that have no voice 
will have a voice in this, the People’s 
House. 

In Texas, we are a long ways from 
Texas here in this House, but in Texas, 
we like to live by the standard that we 
simply say ‘‘don’t mess with Texas." 
And, regrettably, Texas has been 
messed with in the worst way possible 
and, unfortunately, messed with by 
Texans. And while that is lamentable 
and regrettable, we have to understand 
that it is not so much the individual 
but the actions of that individual. 

As I sit here tonight and think about 
the many battles, the many debates, 
the many struggles that we have had, 
and I am relatively new to service in 
this Congress, I am finishing out my 
fourth term, which is 8 years, and I 
look at the number of years that are 
represented here that in one fell swoop 
that experience, that institutional 
knowledge, all of that hard work that 
these great Texans have done, I like to 
think of them as the magnificent 
seven. I know their representation will 
be missed. I know them to be men of 
real character, strong character, will- 
ing to stand up and fight when even the 
odds are stacked heavily against them 
and against us, but fighting the good 
fight nonetheless. Willing to get into 
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that arena and willing to give their 
last full measure so that those issues 
and those programs that are so impor- 
tant to Texas working families receive 
full and complete consideration here in 
the People’s House. 
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So, yes, we are losing seven Texans, 
and Texas I think will be the lesser for 
it. But I also think that it is important 
not having been an individual that 
grew up in a political system; I came to 
politics after a long career in Federal 
law enforcement. In fact, most people 
know that being here as a Member of 
Congress is probably an accident for 
me. But I relied heavily on the advice 
and expertise of the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. FROST), the ranking mem- 
ber of the Committee on Rules; the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. STENHOLM), 
the ranking member on the Committee 
on Agriculture. I came here with the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. TURNER) 
who was our ranking member on the 
Select Committee on Homeland Secu- 
rity. 

I became friends with the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. SANDLIN) and the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. LAMPSON), also 
we came to Congress together. The 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. RODRIGUEZ) 
followed us by a few months. And then 
the rookie, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. BELL), who has been phenomenal 
in the short period of time that he has 
been here. 

I think that is the real legacy that 
we are so proud of being Texans. We 
are all different. We come from dif- 
ferent backgrounds. We focus on dif- 
ferent priorities. We bring different ex- 
pertise. But in the whole scheme of 
things, we make this country greater. 
And no one stands taller tonight in my 
eyes than these seven Texans, the Mag- 
nificent Seven, each one with a support 
system. My good friend and colleague, 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. ED- 
WARDS), who himself I think walks 
around with a target on his back, and 
we are so proud of the job that he did 
and of the support system that he 
counts on. 

When we mention Kathy and Cindy 
and Ginny and Susan and Carolina, we 
mention the heart and soul of why we 
serve. We serve so that our children 
and their children can have a better fu- 
ture. We serve so that we can hopefully 
set an example of what this country 
can be and what it should be. And 
while we may have differences of opin- 
ion with those on the other side of the 
aisle, it is never personal in my mind, 
and it should never be personal. 

The last thing I want to say before I 
yield back my time so that my good 
friend from San Antonio can speak as 
well, is that nobody from Texas walks 
away or runs away from a good fight or 
a good game. There are certain things 
that we expect. We expect to know 
what the rules of that game were. We 
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expect that those rules will not be 
changed once the game starts. And 
most of all, we expect that win or lose, 
we can be proud and we can be friends 
because we are Texans. 

In this case it was not fair. The rules 
were changed. And I have to say that 
once this story is told, we are not 
going to be proud of how this was done. 
But the one thing that we will be proud 
of is the work, the dedication, the pro- 
fessionalism of these magnificent Tex- 
ans that unfortunately, through no 
fault of their own, because of changing 
the rules after the game was started, 
will not be able to continue their work 
on behalf of Texans, on behalf of Amer- 
icans, and on behalf of a world that 
today needs great role models more 
than anything else. And with that, I 
appreciate the opportunity to pay trib- 
ute to good friends, great Texans; and 
they will never be forgotten by this 
Texan. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. I thank 
the distinguished gentleman. I think 
the power of the words this evening 
really define our colleagues and let ev- 
erybody know that it was their will 
and determination that caused them to 
persist in the battle field of politics. 

In the scheme of things, when the 
numbers were recorded on Tuesday 
night and the analysts and pundits 
were suggesting the numbers that the 
Democrats lost and our numbers went 
down, it is important to note on the 
floor tonight that the orchestration of 
the defeat of these colleagues again 
was not because the voters were dissat- 
isfied with their work and perform- 
ance, because a very unique and obvi- 
ously unfair tool was utilized. 

So we are here tonight putting aside 
that loss and really commemorating 
the great service that has been given to 
this body. 

We thank the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. REYES) for now giving them a new 
name. The Magnificent Seven has now 
been recorded in the annals of the CON- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, and I think that 
will be quite unique. 

Let me say I am proud to yield to my 
good friend from San Antonio, Texas. 
He comes from his own skill and schol- 
arship, a former judge, but he also will 
not mind us saying that we all stand on 
the shoulders of his predecessor and 
our good friend. He will have a unique 
story to tell us about why it is so im- 
portant to pay tribute to his colleagues 
tonight, because I know he has been 
told by his dad how these things work. 

Mr. GONZALEZ. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank my good friend and colleague 
from Houston. 

Mr. Speaker, it is with a heavy heart 
that all of us from the Texas delega- 
tion on the Democratic side come to 
address the people’s House. 

We did not want to make this dinner 
that we had tonight earlier a wake or 
anything that was sad; but the truth 
was that there was a great amount of 
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sadness. And at the end, I think we all 
learned a great deal about the true 
strength and character of our Members 
that will not be joining us in swearing- 
in ceremonies next January 4. I will re- 
peat their names again because I think 
it is appropriate that they be repeated 
often so that we all are reminded what 
public service is about. The gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. SANDLIN), First Con- 
gressional District; the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. TURNER), Second Con- 
gressional District of Texas; the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. LAMPSON), the 
Ninth Congressional District; the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. STENHOLM), 
the 17th Congressional District; the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. FROST), the 
24th Congressional District; the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. BELL), the 25th 
Congressional District; my good friend, 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
RODRIGUEZ), the 28th Congressional 
District. These were true public serv- 
ants. 

Tomorrow they will be casting their 
last vote. And of course they will have 
their Member’s card and they will put 
it in the slot and they will be casting 
their vote. And all of those votes may 
not be the same because we are quite 
different, as my dear friend, the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. REYES), was 
saying. We have different opinions. We 
come from different regions of this 
great State of Texas. But what moti- 
vates us all would be the cardinal rule 
of how we vote. What do we base it on? 
People sometimes do ask that. 

I think this is a great lesson I 
learned from my father who served for 
37 years in this august body, as well as 
from the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
GEPHARDT). The gentleman from Mis- 
souri (Mr. GEPHARDT) when I arrived 
here in 1999 was our minority leader. 
He said, if you really want to do the 
right thing, if you want to enjoy serv- 
ice in the House of Representatives, 
every vote that you take, it is a real 
simple formula. First you vote your 
conscience because those are your prin- 
ciples and your values and you must 
face yourself every morning and do the 
right thing. 

Secondly, vote your district because 
no one else represents your district. 
And lastly, vote your party. And the 
gentleman told me that that makes his 
job really hard as your leader because 
he is trying to keep us together. But 
thank God that that was our cardinal 
rule and that is what has guided us. 

The seven Members that are depart- 
ing followed that rule day in and day 
out. It was their social conscience. It 
was their moral principles that guided 
them here every day, not as Demo- 
crats, not as Republicans, because like 
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. GEP- 
HARDT) said, that is the last factor, 
that is the last element that you take 
into consideration. But what were 
these individuals when they were serv- 
ing here for so many years? 
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They were public servants. And the 
way they looked at it was that every 
citizen, every citizen in their district 
was their boss, whether a Democrat or 
a Republican, whether they were reg- 
istered to vote or not, whether they 
were old enough to vote or not, you 
represented the district. And that is 
what was important. And you always 
voted the best interests of your dis- 
trict. And it was a simple formula. 

But they also knew it was a higher 
calling. And that is what we lose here 
as an institution, men of high char- 
acter and moral principles. 

I am going to quote now Senator JOE 
LIEBERMAN in his book ‘‘In Praise of 
Public Life’’: 

Although public figures may face the same 
everyday pressures as the people we rep- 
resent, we are not and should not be judged 
by the same standards. More should be ex- 
pected of us. We are public officials, not pri- 
vate citizens. Everything we do can become 
public and, therefore, has serious con- 
sequences for the community. We are, 
whether we like it or not, role models. We 
have voluntarily entered a contract with the 
voters that is based on trust. If we violate 
that trust, our government, our democracy 
suffers. So the first question a public figure 
must always ask himself when making a de- 
cision about his personal behavior or actions 
or votes, about whether to take an oppor- 
tunity is not just is it legal, but rather, is it 
right. 

These are shining examples of indi- 
viduals that made hard choices, dif- 
ficult choices, but really in the final 
analysis were quite simple because 
they did the right thing. 

So everyone that is listening to us 
tonight must wonder, well, if they were 
so great, why are they not coming 
back? Why were they not reelected? 
And I have my own theory, my own 
analysis of it. Not one of these gentle- 
men lost on the merits. Why they lost 
was really about form over substance. 

Someone said it earlier, the rules 
were changed in the middle of the 
game, unfairly and in a perverse fash- 
ion. None of these gentlemen lost be- 
cause they were not the very best that 
we had out there. They lost because of 
manipulation. They lost because people 
thought they could appeal to the most 
base instincts of human nature, which 
many times is about unfairness and in- 
justice and fear and insecurity by 
Members of this House. This is re- 
peated every day, day in and day out in 
this country. It is just that at this 
point in time it was concentrated in 
the State of Texas. And we see the re- 
sult of seven dedicated public officials 
that had so much to give and did give. 
And we are the losers for it. 

They did not lose. This Chamber lost; 
this country lost. They were casualties 
of a dangerous time. Of all things, I 
found a quote the other day and it is 
from a comedian. But it is not about 
comedy. And it was not about humor 
that he was writing about. He had time 
to reflect because he had a very serious 
thing that happened in his life, and 
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that was that his wife had passed away. 
And he reflected on life and where soci- 
ety was today, and this is what George 
Carlin said: 

The paradox of our time in history is that 
we have taller buildings but shorter tempers, 
wider freeways but narrower viewpoints. We 
spend more but have less. We buy more but 
enjoy less. We have bigger houses and small- 
er families, more conveniences but less time. 
We have more degrees but less sense, more 
knowledge but less judgment, more experts 
yet more problems, more medicine but less 
wellness. We have multiplied our possessions 
but reduced our values. We talk too much, 
love too seldom, and hate too often. We have 
learned how to make a living but not a life. 
We have added years to life not life to years. 

His observation is so applicable to 
what is happening in the political proc- 
ess in this country today. Again, I will 
say these seven men did not lose these 
elections, but rather truly were casual- 
ties of what is transpiring, what is en- 
couraged and promoted by seven indi- 
viduals in this country. This is not love 
of country. This is not patriotism. This 
is not citizenship. This is not respon- 
sible behavior. 

So the truth is, what should we do 
about it? Well, let us go back to the 
way things used to be where we are 
going to go ahead and we are going to 
have our good-faith disagreements. The 
truth really lies somewhere in the mid- 
dle. Righteousness. The best answers 
do not reside on that side of the aisle, 
and they do not reside over here. They 
actually reside right here in the middle 
of the aisle, right here. 
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The problem is we never go and talk 
right there in that aisle. That sepa- 
rates us. That is the greatest gulf in 
this great country, wider than the 
Grand Canyon because we have made it 
wider than the Grand Canyon. 

When winning is everything, it does 
not matter how you do it. What is hap- 
pening? We are models. It is what JOE 
LIEBERMAN was talking about. We are 
models to all citizens in this country, 
and do we let our citizens down and our 
country down? Of course we do. 

Let us stop defining ourselves by our 
differences. Let us come to the middle. 
Let us have a dialogue and a discourse. 
Let us not corrupt a political process, 
a legislative process, for political gain, 
be it Democrat or Republican. Because 
what happens here, great public serv- 
ants, the very best this country has to 
offer will be the casualties and the vic- 
tim of political greed and avarice. That 
is what we have tonight. 

It is a sad moment, way beyond the 
seven Texans that we lose. Sad mo- 
ment for this body, sad moment for 
this country. 

I want to end my statements with my 
profound gratitude and appreciation 
for having known these seven individ- 
uals. I will continue to know them, and 
I have a sense that we will be sharing 
a swearing-in ceremony sometime in 
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the future because things will right 
themselves. That is all part of human 
nature. We only let things get to a cer- 
tain point of excess before we know 
that it is truly wrong. 

These are wonderful individuals, and 
on a personal side, the absolutely per- 
sonal side, these are my friends. It is 
never, never a happy moment when we 
say good-bye to friends, and this is 
what we say here tonight and tomor- 
row after the final vote. There will be 
great sadness, but something tells me 
they will overcome the adversity of 
what transpired and will rise to greater 
heights because they are totally capa- 
ble of doing it but for a better reason. 
Our country needs them. 

So to MAX and to JIM and to NICK and 
CHARLIE and MARTIN and CHRIS and 
CIRO, we need you and we know that 
you will continue making your great 
contribution and making this country 
a greater one even better than the one 
that we live in today. Thank you for 
your service and all I can say is I look 
forward to your return. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the distinguished gen- 
tleman for his remarks. It is worth 
hearing each of my colleagues charac- 
terize what will really be in the annals 
of the history pages of this body, and I 
think all of us came to the floor to- 
night just to make sure that the story 
was not misinterpreted, because after 
every election there are defeats. There 
are winners and losers and most of the 
articles are written in the first week 
and then nothing else is said, and oh, 
those guys lost. 

I thought it was very important that 
the Texas delegation come tonight to 
be able to say that those guys did not 
lose. If anybody lost, this body lost, 
America lost and Texas lost, and I will 
take just a moment myself to add just 
a few points into the record, as all my 
colleagues have indicated in calling 
each of their names. 

So I just simply want to say to MAR- 
TIN FROST, thank him for being the po- 
litical moderate but having the bal- 
ance, along with his great influence on 
the Committee on Rules, and I might 
say that any Member in this body that 
has ever had an opportunity to go to 
the Committee on Rules, the powerful 
Committee on Rules, knows the value 
of MARTIN FROST’s insight and encour- 
agement and questioning to make a 
bill better or to be able to see the rea- 
son in what you offered so that the oth- 
ers who are in the room might be able 
to join in his reason and vote for good 
amendments to make bills better. 

We thank him for that. We thank 
him for coming as our leader in the del- 
egation week after week, leading us 
and guiding us around very important 
issues, and might I say, for those of us 
who came in the last decade, I believe 
that we were dealing with the redis- 
tricting issue for at least 8, 10 years as 
it relates to the constituents. 
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Everybody says the Member, but it 
was the constituents, and those of my 
colleagues who are here tonight recall 
the hearings that were held around the 
State of Texas. Thousands upon thou- 
sands of witnesses came forward and 
said they did not want any changes. 

So it is not that we are speaking here 
tonight for these colleagues. Their con- 
stituents, voters, who are our bosses, 
told them that they wanted no 
changes, but one manipulated the sys- 
tem, refused to listen to the people. 

I remember a witness coming up and 
saying, is anybody going to listen to 
us? Does anybody want to do what we 
said or asked them to do? This is just 
a voter, a witness, that waited hours in 
the hearing room to testify before the 
State Senate, hours into the night. I 
think it was 1:00 a.m. Is anybody going 
to listen to us? 

So, MARTIN, we thank you for under- 
standing that representation belongs 
to the people, and when you engaged in 
redistricting, you realized it was to 
make the people whole and to make 
them large. 

Thank you, also, MARTIN, for taking 
this very terrible crisis that we had of 
violence in schools and helping to orga- 
nize the Bipartisan Youth Task Force 
Against Violence that I sat on. Thank 
you for doing that and making a dif- 
ference. 

CHARLIE STENHOLM, 26 years of serv- 
ice in the House and to Texas and to 
the Nation. I have just got to say one 
thing. It is this House, the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. REYES) said it. He 
called it the People’s House. We like to 
say that in debate. I believe it is 
known in that manner through history 
and through the concept of the Found- 
ing Fathers. They wanted people to be 
different in this body. 

CHARLIE STENHOLM is a farmer. I 
mean, he grows cotton. He understands 
farming and ranching, and he under- 
stands a large portion of this Nation 
that really believes they have been left 
out, the farmers of America, the ranch- 
ers of America, people that maybe 
some of us only know about because of 
what we consume. 

It is important to note that this is an 
$80 billion industry in Texas, and look 
what happened? Because of reckless 
disregard for the people of Texas and 
even for this House, an ill-conceived 
plan now found a man that had been 
elected in what was really a very con- 
servative district, some might say a 
Republican district, had been elected 
over and over again because those peo- 
ple understood that he was their serv- 
ant. Now we have lost that expertise, 
and as I indicated, just 24 hours ago we 
were on this floor listening to his rea- 
son about how can we raise the debt 
again, how can we allow the numbers 
to go up even higher. Of course, we will 
lose that voice. 

Thank you, CHARLIE, for, aS was said 
by colleagues, having a pure sense of 
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what is right and never wavering from 
it. 

Let me also thank NICK LAMPSON. As 
many of my colleagues know, he is my 
neighbor in Houston, and I was there. 
We were all sort of caught up in the 
tragedy of the loss of this precious lit- 
tle 12 year old as NICK was just coming 
to Congress, and I do not know what 
struck him. I remember the specifics of 
it. He left Congress and went and 
joined the search for this very dear, lit- 
tle girl, something like the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. EDWARDS) said, none 
of us can even mouth the words of los- 
ing a child. 

So he joined the search, and I guess 
out of that came the inspiration of put- 
ting forward the Missing and Exploited 
Children’s Caucus. He has been in con- 
ferences. He has spoken. He has put it 
on the map. He has been about the 
business of organizing communities 
around the idea of being against child 
abduction, and the caucus has over 130 
members. It really has made a mark in 
its effort to fight against child pornog- 
raphy and many, many other issues. So 
we thank him for that. 

He introduced the Bring Our Children 
Home Act with a 103 original cospon- 
sors, and he really made this some- 
thing that is clearly a mark that will 
not be forgotten on this Congress. We 
thank him for that. 

We all know that CIRO RODRIGUEZ is 
called the nice guy, but he is a nice 
guy, but he is a tough guy on the issues 
that are, in fact, close to his heart. 
Here is a guy that I would see on the 
floor of the House night after night 
after night, chairman of the Hispanic 
Caucus, but he was on the floor talking 
about health care, not only for His- 
panics but for Americans, and he was 
always talking about it for children. 
He chaired the Congressional Hispanic 
Caucus Health Task Force, but he took 
it very seriously. 

I traveled with him. I saw him trav- 
eling around the country, going to 
summits on the question of health care 
and recognizing that we have 44 million 
Americans without health coverage, 
and he got up all the time and said how 
can we do this. Thank you, CIRO. 

He fought to raise the attention on 
diabetes and HIV/AIDS and substance 
abuse and mental health, and he led 
the fight in Washington for Hispanic 
health awareness, and so we cannot 
thank him enough. He is a guy with a 
big heart. I guess it is that social work 
degree that he has, and we simply 
thank you, CIRO, and your wife for 
working to make the NIH better, help- 
ing to get more moneys to the NIH and 
certainly helping to put the focus of 
health care improvement in Hispanic 
Americans clearly on the map. We 
thank you so very much. 

He has been called many things, but 
he was awarded the Community 
Superhero Award, and that speaks to 
CIRO in the words that he has done and 
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what he has done on this floor as it re- 
lates to health care. 

МАХ SANDLIN, someone said, is the 
lawyer’s lawyer. I remember it is a 
shame that we do not do what the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. GONZALEZ) said 
and just meet right here in the middle 
because MAX was a former judge, and 
the only thing that he wanted us to do 
was to be pure in our debate. If we had 
some issues about the law or legal pro- 
cedures, he did not want us to politi- 
cize it, scapegoat lawyer, scapegoat in- 
jured individuals who have no other 
way of addressing their grievances, 
people who have been damaged by the 
Food and Drug Administration, poor 
quality drugs or someone’s child has 
been on a playground and fallen down 
because the equipment does not work 
properly or some other product liabil- 
ity issue. He wants to get to the core 
element, debate the merits, and he 
brought forth some of the most crafted, 
thoughtful legislation dealing with bal- 
ancing the rights of consumers and 
others that may be concerned about 
the costs of litigation. 

He was always here, not to be car- 
rying forth the message of the single 
thought of trial lawyers, our friends, of 
course, who helped protect many 
Americans, but he was prepared to 
craft very intelligent legal arguments. 
It is a shame that we could not meet 
right here in the middle of the floor for 
MAX SANDLIN's very, very articulate, 
and well-thought-out legislative initia- 
tives could not be heard. 

He spoke very clearly that as a judge 
he understood what justice was all 
about, and I will always admire and re- 
Spect him for his leadership, his work 
with the Democratic Children and 
Health Task Forces, again his very de- 
fined work on the Committee on Ways 
and Means, a new Member that he was, 
but still a Member that was prepared 
to tackle those hard issues on Medicare 
and the legal liability issue of Medi- 
care. 

You could always count on Congress- 
man МАХ SANDLIN to explain to you 
and get the legal liability issue out and 
make the bill better to serve all of us, 
and I thank him for that. 

Let me thank JIM TURNER. I had the 
pleasure of serving with JIM TURNER, 
and I met JIM TURNER in Crockett, 
Texas. He was the mayor of Crockett. I 
knew him has a long-standing public 
servant. They loved him in Crockett, 
Texas, he and his family, his wife. He 
loved them, and 1o and behold he comes 
to be à senator out of the Senate in 
Texas, and then he comes here to the 
United States Congress. 

He did not come here to think that 
he was going to be the ranking member 
on the Select Committee on Homeland 
Security. He did not come here know- 
ing what would happen on 9/11, but I 
tell my colleagues what happened when 
he got to get that position, as he, even 
in the knowledge of having to retire be- 
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cause there was no district for him, he 
did not sit down. 

Chairman of the Blue Dog Coalition, 
many who may not know the Blue 
Dogs, the Yellow Dogs, the Blue Dogs 
had a different perspective. He never 
carried around on his shoulder in a way 
that would be offensive. He was a team 
player, but he had his values. 

But on this Select Committee on 
Homeland Security he took the bull by 
the horns, if you will, and constructed 
documents, not to poison the waters 
but to make our Nation safer. We Mem- 
bers are better informed because we 
have document after document after 
document about the lack of cargo in- 
Spection, the need for more border pa- 
trol agents and detention spaces, the 
need for a better bioterrorism plan, the 
need for a better transportation plan. 

JIM TURNER, as the ranking member 
on this Select Committee on Homeland 
Security, did just that, and we are very 
grateful for him in and his knowledge 
and his sensitivity. 
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Let me also say that the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. TURNER), as was the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
RODRIGUEZ), à big supporter, as is the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. EDWARDS), 
of the military and the veterans. We 
could always, in this time when Demo- 
crats were sort of facing an uphill bat- 
tle, sometimes because of the smearing 
that went about, about our patriotism, 
we were always glad that we had Tex- 
ans in the room because we provided, I 
guess, the firewall. We could always 
get our colleagues, and I am pointing 
to the ones I am speaking about, really 
to be able to know that this is a di- 
verse caucus and there is no divide on 
the support of this caucus for veterans 
and the military. 

As we all know, our colleague, the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. REYES), 
along with the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. RODRIGUEZ) and the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. TURNER), all served on 
the Committee on Armed Services. So I 
guess we had our share of Members on 
the Committee on Armed Services. And 
I know the work the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. EDWARDS) has done on the 
Committee on Appropriations. And 
then, of course, the Committee on Vet- 
erans’ Affairs, which CIRO RODRIGUEZ 
was on. We set the standard that there 
is no challenge that you can make 
against us in terms of our support for 
our troops. 

In fact, let me just make a personal 
mention that I have got a physician in 
my community that is reaching beyond 
50 years of age, and I know he will not 
mind me saying it. He has just been 
called up to Germany to take care of 
those injured persons who are coming 
in, and he is a Texan serving out of 
Fort Hood who is in the reserve and is 
now being called out of his practice and 
is going. And I pay tribute to Dr. Daley 
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tonight. And I am only saying that I 
am glad he had our colleagues, Dr. 
Warren Daley. I am glad he had our 
colleagues to be able to protect him 
and to be able to stand up for him. 

The gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
BELL), whom I traveled with, has been 
an excellent member of the Committee 
on International Relations and the 
Committee on Financial Services. He 
had the medical center in his district, 
and of course his predecessor was Mike 
Andrews. A number of others from the 
district, Mike Andrews, of course, most 
recently, and Ken Bentson. But I can 
assure he did not lose any time in get- 
ting to know the medical center’s 
issues. After the terrible hurricane 
that we had, and following up with Ken 
Bentson, he got right in there and 
worked very, very meticulously on the 
needs of the medical center. 

He was someone who had background 
in local government, the Houston City 
Council, and he brought a sense of un- 
derstanding about respecting and re- 
sponding to local government needs, 
and so we worked together on the 
needs of metro. He was unabashedly for 
light rail and was shocked that he 
would come to this body and find some- 
one who is from Texas, our own col- 
league, would be standing up against 
the people of Houston getting the right 
kind of transportation system. So he 
was not afraid to stand up for transpor- 
tation issues, work with the financial 
community in Houston, and as well he 
was a leader by being named senior 
whip and being part of the whip sys- 
tem. And I think that he was clearly 
someone who was having a great time 
but also was a great servant of the peo- 
ple. 

So tonight we have the opportunity 
to call their names and as well to pay 
tribute. I wanted to just mention, and 
I see my colleague standing, but I 
wanted to just mention again names 
like Lyndon Baines Johnson because I 
had the opportunity to be with former 
President Johnson’s two daughters just 
the other day at the Clinton Library. I 
thanked them again for their father 
and their mother. And I know that the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. EDWARDS) 
talked about his predecessors, whom he 
named and talked about in 1970, with 
so many years of experience that Tex- 
ans have brought to this body. They 
have been here in a collegiate manner. 
We have shared with our colleagues 
that are here. We are not selfish, we 
are not arrogant, but we are proud of 
our legacy and our history, and clearly 
we believe that we come from good 
stock. 

Let me just say this, that Booker T. 
Washington said, (Character, not cir- 
cumstances, makes the man." I might 
paraphrase and say ‘‘makes the per- 
Son." We can be assured that we have 
got some fellow Texans who will be 
leaving tomorrow that have certainly 
been made by the character that they 
possess. 
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Mr. Speaker, I yield now to the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. EDWARDS). 

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentlewoman from Houston, as I 
finish with a couple of comments on 
my part, Mr. Speaker. 

As we celebrate the extraordinary 
public service of seven great Texans, I 
must also say as a Texan there is a lot 
that we will miss. Ав a Texan and as 
Texans we will miss 80 years of senior- 
ity in this body, the House of Rep- 
resentatives, where seniority means a 
lot in terms of effectiveness for our 
States. 

Texas and I will miss having the 
ranking member, the senior Democrat 
on the Committee on Rules, one of the 
most important committees anywhere 
in Congress. We will miss having the 
ranking member of the Committee on 
Agriculture, and we will miss having 
the ranking member of Homeland Se- 
curity. Perhaps this is Texas’s gift to 
the States of New York, Minnesota, 
and Mississippi, who will now have 
those ranking positions. 

We will miss having the chairman of 
the House Congressional Hispanic Cau- 
cus, an important voice for Hispanics 
throughout Texas and our country. We 
will miss having the chief deputy whip 
on the Democratic side and a member 
of the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and we will miss a true national leader 
on the issue of missing children. 

I think our greatest loss, as impor- 
tant as it is and as sad as it is for our 
State to have lost 80 years of seniority 
in the ranking positions of key com- 
mittees, our greatest loss is that we 
will lose people of great integrity who 
were truly dedicated to the principle of 
unselfish public service. 

I do not grieve for these Magnificent 
Seven. They are bright, talented, hard- 
working, capable people with good fam- 
ilies. They will do well. I do grieve for 
the 4.2 million Texas citizens who were 
denied the right to vote for the reelec- 
tion of their present Member of Con- 
gress as a result of redistricting. 

And personally I will miss the daily 
friendship and interactions with these 
good people, people who will be our 
friends for a lifetime. We will miss that 
daily interaction of these good, decent 
people. 

I have nothing but best wishes and 
wish Godspeed to MARTIN FROST, CHAR- 
LIE STENHOLM, NICK LAMPSON, CIRO 
RODRIGUEZ, CHRIS BELL, JIM TURNER, 
MAX SANDLIN, and their families. 

And I would finish my comments, be- 
fore yielding back to the gentlewoman 
from Houston, with the words of Win- 
ston Churchill who once reminded us 
that “че make a living by what we get, 
but we make a life by what we give." 
By that very high standard, these great 
Seven Texans have lived a rich life, and 
I know they will continue to give to 
their communities, their State, and 
their country; and we wish them all 
the best in the years ahead. 
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Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for his 
kind words. Mr. Speaker, I yield now to 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. REYES). 

Mr. REYES. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentlewoman for yielding to me, and I 
will be brief because I know that, or at 
least I hope our colleagues are watch- 
ing this evening. But we do thank them 
for their public service and we do rec- 
ognize, as the great poet once said, 
that the true measure of an individual 
who is successful in life is the fact that 
when that life is done he or she will 
have left not only a mark but will have 
left à legacy of leaving the world a bet- 
ter place. 

Our colleagues, of course, are going 
on to bigger and better things, and per- 
haps we will see them back here in the 
very near future. So to them, not only 
do we salute them tonight but we 
thank them for their service and their 
willingness to share of themselves with 
the rest of us here in the people's 
House. We wish them well. I know they 
are blessed, because they have left 
their mark in this House. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank my colleagues for 
being here this evening, and before I 
close I want to make mention of the 
dean of our State who will serve us in 
the 109th Congress, and that is the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. ORTIZ), who 
helped to convene us for a very warm 
occasion this evening. We were very 
grateful for that. 

We know that we will move on in the 
109th Congress. We will pull together 
and we will work together. But for any 
of those who are wondering why we 
stand on the floor tonight, it is because 
we did not want this session to end 
without the appropriate knowledge and 
respect for these colleagues who 
served, and who fought, but did not 
prevail. They did not lose. And I think 
that is the point we want to make to- 
night, that these are people defeated, 
but these are people who have not lost. 


Again, I want to thank MARTIN 
FROST, CHARLIE STENHOLM, CIRO 
RODRIGUEZ, NICK LAMPSON, МАХ 


SANDLIN, JIM TURNER, and CHRIS BELL. 
Let it be known that the Texas delega- 
tion will remain strong and united, full 
of hope and full of aspirations. Let it 
also be known that these are our 
friends and colleagues who we have 
traveled down many roads with, both 
smooth and bumpy roads. But let it be 
known, most especially, that we wish 
them Godspeed. 

I leave my colleagues tonight with 
these simple words that I paraphrase 
from Mary McCloud Bethune. She said, 
I leave you hope. I leave you the chal- 
lenge of developing confidence in one 
another. I leave you respect for the use 
of power. I leave you faith. I leave you 
dignity. 

Shakespeare said, Unto each of us is 
given a bag of tools and a book of rules, 
and each must make of life as though a 
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stumbling stone or stepping stone. I 
think we have made a stepping stone 
tonight, and I wish for those who will 
be leaving us many stepping stones and 
many, many days of happiness and 
good luck. 

| rise this evening to pay tribute to and bid 
a fond farewell to seven distinguished col- 
leagues, leaders, and friends. As we approach 
the end of the 108th Congress, a legacy of 
successful public service will close for these 
gentlemen. Tonight, Mr. Speaker, | would like 
to personally thank 7 of my 17 Texas Demo- 
cratic colleagues for what they have done for 
their respective congressional districts, the 
State of Texas, the United States of America, 
and to the international community. 

Congressmen MARTIN FROST, CHARLIE 
STENHOLM, NICK LAMPSON, CIRO RODRIGUEZ, 
MAX SANDLIN, JIM TURNER, and CHRIS BELL will 
be missed for the high standard of achieve- 
ment and commitment to upholding the integ- 
rity that membership in the House of Rep- 
resentatives connotates. 

| have had the sincere honor of serving with 
Congressman MARTIN FROST, the senior Mem- 
ber of Congress from Texas. Congressman 
FROST is the ranking Democratic member of 
the influential House Rules Committee. Con- 
gressman FROST is also the senior southern 
Democrat in the House and has previously 
served as chair of the Democratic Caucus. 

So it is with great sadness that Congress- 
man FROST's long record of leadership in Con- 
gress is coming to an end after a bitter redis- 
tricting battle in Texas. 

Congressman FROST brought common 
sense and a practical approach to a variety of 
senior positions. Within the Texas delegation, 
he is widely respected for his ability to bring 
together Members with different regional and 
ideological backgrounds, allowing the Caucus 
to work toward a common agenda that ad- 
dresses the real concerns of working families. 

A political moderate, Congressman FROST 
has also brought together both representatives 
of the business and labor communities with 
Democratic Members to discuss issues affect- 
ing their industries. 

Congressman FROST served on the House 
Committee that considered the creation of the 
Department of Homeland Security. Congress- 
man FROST has also served as co-chair of bi- 
partisan panels addressing the causes of 
youth violence and the continuity of Congress 
in the event of a terrorist attack. 

Congressman FROST, | have always looked 
to you as a leader and as a representative of 
all that is good in Congress. Your departure 
will leave a gaping hole in the Texas legisla- 
ture, and you will be missed. 

Let me take a few minutes to congratulate 
CHARLIE STENHOLM for his 26 years of service 
in the House to Texas and to the Nation. I’ve 
had the pleasure of working with him since 
Гуе been in Congress and as a friend and col- 
league in the Texas Democratic delegation. | 
appreciated the welcome he gave to me when 
| came to Washington and now | want to wish 
him the best as he starts his new endeavors. 

CHARLIE’s experience as a farmer, teacher, 
and head of the Rolling Plains Cotton Growers 
Association contributed to his skillful leader- 
ship of the Democrats on the Agriculture Com- 
mittee. He was able to understand the needs 
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of the farmers who help to feed us in balance 
with fiscal restraint. That’s critical to Texas, 
where agriculture is still the State’s second- 
largest industry, with an annual economic im- 
pact of $80 billion. In fact, CHARLIE still runs a 
cotton, wheat, and cattle operation in Jones 
County with his son Cary. He brought this 
great knowledge to our Congress. 

Thanks CHARLIE for all your service. 

Congressman NICK LAMPSON has always 
been fighting for what is right in the world, and 
that is the well being of children. 

Whatever his initial ambitions coming into 
Congress were, things for Congressman 
LAMPSON were instantly changed just months 
into his first term, when a family in the 9th Dis- 
trict suffered a terrible tragedy. A 12-year-old 
girl from Friendswood was abducted and 
found murdered 2 weeks later. Congressman 
LAMPSON wanted to take immediate action and 
bring Congress to their feet. He founded the 
Congressional Missing and Exploited Chil- 
dren's Caucus to build awareness around the 
issue of missing and exploited children for the 
purpose of finding children who are currently 
missing and to prevent future abductions. He 
succeeded in creating a voice within Congress 
on the issue of missing and exploited children 
and introduced legislation that would strength- 
en law enforcement, community organizing 
and school-based efforts to address child ab- 
duction. His caucus currently has over 130 
members. 

With the power of the Caucus behind him, 
the former high school science teacher has 
fought continuously in Congress to help fami- 
lies protect their children and aid communities 
and law enforcement searching for missing 
children. He has sponsored legislation to fund 
law enforcement efforts to stop child pornog- 
raphy and exploitation on the Internet. 

Congressman LAMPSON introduced the Bring 
Our Children Home Act with 103 original co- 
sponsors in both the 106th and 107th Con- 
gresses. This bill established a right of action 
in Federal court for resolution of child custody 
disputes and establishes a National Registry 
of Custody Orders. It also requires the Depart- 
ment of Justice and the Department of State 
to report to Congress on International Parental 
Kidnapping Crime Act warrants and extra- 
dition. 

| want to close with a quote from one of my 
personal role models, Mary McCloud Bethune, 

Ileave you hope. I leave you the challenge 
of developing confidence in one another. I 
leave you respect for the use of power. I 
leave you faith. I leave you . . . dignity. 

Congressman NICK LAMPSON, you will be 
missed dearly. 

The 28th Congressional District has been 
served by a true man for others out of San 
Antonio, TX, Congressman CIRO RODRIGUEZ 
since 1997. My colleagues and | have enjoyed 
his leadership in the protection of our nation's 
veterans through his actions in the House 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. The over 
50,000 veteran constituents in his district know 
the sincerity and conviction of his work in that 
body. 

As a member of the Committee on Armed 
Services, the gentleman did great things for 
military healthcare facilities. Through legisla- 
tive efforts, he facilitated the ability of military 
hospitals to recoup increased funds for civilian 
trauma care. 
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He currently serves as the chair of the 20- 
member Congressional Hispanic Caucus, as 
well as the chair of the Congressional His- 
panic Caucus, CHC, Health Task Force, lead- 
ing the fight to improve access to healthcare 
and reduce health disparities for Hispanics 
and all Americans. During his tenure in Con- 
gress, Congressman RODRIGUEZ organized the 
first ever Hispanic Health Awareness Week fo- 
cusing on three diseases that disproportion- 
ately affect the Hispanic community: Diabetes, 
HIV/AIDS, апа substance abuse/mental 
health. Not only has he led the fight in Wash- 
ington for Hispanic Health Awareness, but he 
continued to aid those in his district by orga- 
nizing and leading the National Hispanic 
Health Leadership Summit in San Antonio, TX. 

This gentleman is one of a few Members of 
Congress with a master’s degree in Social 
Work, was an counselor/caseworker at the 
Bexar County Mental Health and Mental Re- 
tardation from 1971-1974 and 1978-1980. 
The result of this training is that Congressman 
RODRIGUEZ recognized that social workers 
play an invaluable role within our Nation’s so- 
cial service infrastructure. In 2004, he reintro- 
duced H.R. 3887, the National Center for So- 
cial Work Research Act, which would establish 
a research center within the National Institutes 
of Health. Congressman RODRIGUEZ has con- 
tinued working to encourage NIH to better in- 
tegrate social work research into their mission. 
In 2002, he helped secure language in a con- 
gressional appropriations bill directing NIH to 
develop a social work research plan. 

CiRO has held a long and distinguished ca- 
reer receiving numerous awards such as the 
National Hispanic Medical Association’s Lead- 
ership Award given earlier this year by the Na- 
tional Hispanic Medical Association for his 
leadership and his initiative on Hispanic health 
disparities. He earned the 2003-2002 Com- 
munity Health Super Hero Award from the Na- 
tional Association of Community Health Cen- 
ters, Inc. and Health Centers from the State of 
Texas recognizes the Congressman’s strong 
and consistent support for health centers and 
the patients they serve in communities across 
the country throughout the Second Session of 
the 107th Congress. 

| along with the other members of the Texas 
Congressional Delegation have been honored 
to serve alongside CIRO D. RODRIGUEZ. Al- 
though we will miss his friendship and leader- 
ship, | am sure that as he looks back upon his 
illustrious career of civil service, he will be 
proud to have served the constituents of 28th 
Congressional District of Texas. 

It has been such a privilege to serve with 
Congressman MAX SANDLIN. As one of the 
most compassionate Members of Congress, 
he was recently appointed to serve on the 
Ways and Means Committee, the most power- 
ful and esteemed committee in the House. 

Congressman MAX SANDLIN and | were 
members of the Democratic Children and 
Health Task Forces. Both he and | worked 
hard to champion legislation that protected 
working families with children. | have always 
admired him for his strategic use of his posi- 
tion to gain consensus among his colleagues, 
identify important issues, and formulate policy. 

As a Member from an urban district in 
Texas, | could always count on Congressman 
MAX SANDLIN to add the voice of rural America 
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and fiscal responsibility to the leadership of 
the Democratic Party. 

As we faced the harsh injustices of redis- 
tricting, Congressman SANDLIN stood strong, 
redoubled his efforts to maintain what he be- 
lieves in, and did not back down. Even though 
he was not able to emerge victorious in this 
cycle, | am confident that a man of his caliber 
will return to public service. 

| have had the honor and privilege of serv- 
ing with Congressman JIM TURNER in the 
House Select Committee on Homeland Secu- 
rity. | always felt confident that as the ranking 
member of the House Select Committee on 
Homeland Security, JIM was working to protect 
the safety and security of the American people 
in the war on terrorism. He lead the Demo- 
cratic charge for the ushering in of several 
pieces of important legislation that will help 
this nation fight back against global terrorism 
and keep our families safe. 

Congressman TURNER retired after four 
terms in Congress, a decision that | know as 
difficult. Unfortunately, we are not able to con- 
trol all the events in our life, and Congress- 
man TURNER did not have a fair or unbiased 
chance for reelection. 

A longtime fiscal conservative, Congress- 
man TURNER was the cochair of the “Blue 
Dog” Coalition. In addition, his work in Con- 
gress focuses on promoting economic devel- 
opment and forestry in east Texas. He con- 
tinues to work for senior citizens through his 
sponsorship of legislation to lower prescription 
drug costs. 

| have always enjoyed working with Con- 
gressman TURNER, who was able to bridge the 
partisan divide and make friends on both sides 
of the aisle. | wish you the best of luck in the 
future. 

| ат honored to be here today to speak on 
behalf of my colleague, CHRIS BELL. Our dis- 
tricts border one another in Houston, so | have 
been privileged to know and work with CHRIS 
BELL during his time in Congress. Similar to 
my own background, CHRIS BELL is a former 
Houston City Council Member. Congressman 
BELL has earned a reputation as ап inde- 
pendent thinker with a common sense ар- 
proach to governing. He has built an excep- 
tional public service career around defending 
the truth, championing the people’s issues and 
maintaining the integrity of public office. 

During the Enron debacle that affected thou- 
sands of Houstonian’s, Congressman BELL 
and former Democratic Leader DICK GEP- 
HARDT, held a town hall meeting calling for 
corporate employee retirement security and 
executive accountability. Additionally, BELL ex- 
ecuted a citywide campaign to educate em- 
ployees on the importance of diversification of 
assets. Congressman CHRIS BELL is an out- 
standing example of what it means to stand 
up for truth, something that | will always ad- 
mire in him. He has taken a stand against un- 
ethical actions in this body and the public 
owes him a debt of gratitude for that. Con- 
gressman BELL, | applaud you for your 
groundbreaking courage. 

Congressman BELL’s leadership qualities 
have been noticed by many, particularly by 
Democratic Whip STENY HOYER, who ap- 
pointed him as a “Senior Whip.” There is a 
large void to fill with Congressman BELL’s de- 
parture. 
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In closing, | would like to quote Booker T. 
Washington, who said, “Character, not cir- 
cumstances, makes the man.” 

Gentlemen, again, thank you very much for 
your service, leadership, апа friendship. 
Please know that | will always be happy to 
“yield back the remainder of my time to you if 
you ever need me.” The best of luck to you 
and your respective families in your future 
lives. 


m 


GENERAL LEAVE 


Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days within which to revise and extend 
their remarks and to submit written 
statements on the subject matter of 
my Special Order this evening. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
PENCE). Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the gentlewoman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 


ee сс 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pro- 
ceedings on Н. Res. 858 and H.R. 5382 
will resume tomorrow. 


ee 


RECESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess subject to 
the call of the Chair. 

Accordingly (at 9 o’clock and 53 min- 
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess 
subject to the call of the Chair. 


EE 
0018 


AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. HOBSON) at 12 o’clock and 
18 minutes a.m. 


EE 


CONFERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 4818, 
CONSOLIDATED APPROPRIA- 
TIONS ACT, 2005 


Mr. YOUNG of Florida submitted the 
following conference report and state- 
ment on the bill (H.R. 4818) making ap- 
propriations for foreign operations, ex- 
port financing, and related programs 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2005, and for other purposes: 


CONFERENCE REPORT (H. REPT. 108-792) 


The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 
4818) “таКіпе appropriations for foreign op- 
erations, export financing, and related pro- 
grams for the fiscal year ending September 
30, 2005, and for other purposes’’, having met, 
after full and free conference, have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the Senate, and 
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agree to the same with an amendment, as 
follows: 
In lieu of the matter stricken and inserted 
by said amendment, insert: 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 
This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Consolidated 
Appropriations Act, 2005”, 
SEC. 2. TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
The table of contents for this Act is as follows: 
Sec. 1. Short Title 
Sec. 2. Table of Contents 
Sec. 3. References 
Sec. 4. Statement of Appropriations 
DIVISION A—AGRICULTURE, RURAL DE- 
VELOPMENT, FOOD AND DRUG ADMINIS- 
TRATION, AND RELATED AGENCIES AP- 
PROPRIATIONS ACT, 2005 


Title I—Agricultural Programs 

Title II—Conservation Programs 

Title III—Rural Development Programs 

Title IV—Domestic Food Programs 

Title V—Foreign Assistance and Related Pro- 
grams 

Title VI—Related Agencies and Food and Drug 
Administration 

Title VII—General Provisions 


DIVISION B—DEPARTMENTS OF COM- 
MERCE, JUSTICE, AND STATE, THE JUDI- 
CIARY, AND RELATED AGENCIES APPRO- 
PRIATIONS ACT, 2005 
Title I—Department of Justice 
Title II—Department of Commerce and Related 
Agencies 

Title III—The Judiciary 

Title IV—Department of State and Related 
Agency 

Title V—Related Agencies 

Title VI—General Provisions 

Title VII—Rescissions 

Title VIII—Patent and Trademark Fees 

Title IX—Oceans and Human Health Act 

DIVISION C—ENERGY AND WATER DEVEL- 

OPMENT APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2005 


Title I—Department of Defense—Civil 

Title II—Department of the Interior 

Title III—Department of Energy 

Title IV—Independent Agencies 

Title V—General Provisions 

Title VI—Reform of the Board of Directors of 

the Tennessee Valley Authority 

DIVISION D—FOREIGN OPERATIONS, EX- 
PORT FINANCING, AND RELATED PRO- 
GRAMS APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2005 


Title I—Export and Investment Assistance 

Title II—Bilateral Economic Assistance 

Title III—Military Assistance 

Title IV—Multilateral Economic Assistance 

Title V—General Provisions 

DIVISION E—DEPARTMENT OF THE INTE- 
RIOR AND RELATED AGENCIES APPRO- 
PRIATIONS ACT, 2005 

Title I—Department of the Interior 

Title II—Related Agencies 

Title III—General Provisions 

Title IV—Urgent Wildland Fire Suppression Ac- 

tivities 

Title V—General Reduction 

DIVISION F—DEPARTMENTS OF LABOR, 
HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES, AND 
EDUCATION, AND RELATED AGENCIES 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2005 


Title I—Department of Labor 
Title II—Department of Health and Human 
Services 
Title III—Department of Education 
Title IV—Related Agencies 
Title V—General Provisions 
DIVISION G—LEGISLATIVE BRANCH 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2005 


Title I—Legislative Branch Appropriations 
Title II—General Provisions 
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DIVISION H—TRANSPORTATION, TREAS- 
URY, INDEPENDENT AGENCIES, AND 
GENERAL GOVERNMENT |. APPROPRIA- 
TIONS ACT, 2005 

Title I—Department of Transportation 

Title II—Department of the Treasury 

Title ІШ--Етесийте Office of the President and 

Funds Appropriated to the Presi- 
dent 

Title IV—Independent Agencies 

Title V—General Provisions 

Title VI —General Provisions 


DIVISION I—DEPARTMENTS OF VETERANS 
AFFAIRS AND HOUSING AND URBAN DE- 
VELOPMENT, AND INDEPENDENT AGEN- 
CIES APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2005 

Title I—Department of Veterans Affairs 

Title II—Department of Housing and Urban De- 

velopment 

Title III—Independent Agencies 

Title IV—General Provisions 

DIVISION J—OTHER MATTERS 


Title I—Miscellaneous Provisions and Offsets 

Title I1I—225th Anniversary of the American 
Revolution Commemoration Act 

Title III—Rural Air Service Improvement Act of 
2004 

Title IV—L-1 Visa and H-1B Visa Reform Act 

Title V—National Aviation Heritage Area Act 

Title VI—Oil Region National Heritage Area Act 

Title VII—Mississippi Gulf Coast National Her- 

itage Area Act 

Title VIII—Federal Lands Recreation Enhance- 

ment Act 

Title IX—Satellite Home Viewer Extension and 

Reauthorization Act of 2004 
Title X—Snake River Water Rights Act of 2004 
DIVISION K—SMALL BUSINESS 

SEC. 3. REFERENCES. 

Except as expressly provided otherwise, any 
reference to “this Act" contained in any divi- 
sion of this Act shall be treated as referring only 
to the provisions of that division. 

SEC. 4. STATEMENT OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

The following sums in this Act are appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, for the fiscal year end- 
ing September 30, 2005. 

DIVISION A—AGRICULTURE, RURAL DE- 
VELOPMENT, FOOD AND DRUG ADMINIS- 
TRATION, AND RELATED AGENCIES AP- 
PROPRIATIONS ACT, 2005 

TITLE І 
AGRICULTURAL PROGRAMS 
PRODUCTION, PROCESSING, AND MARKETING 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 


For necessary expenses of the Office of the 
Secretary of Agriculture, $5,124,000: Provided, 
That not to exceed $11,000 of this amount shall 
be available for official reception and represen- 
tation expenses, not otherwise provided for, as 
determined by the Secretary. 

EXECUTIVE OPERATIONS 
CHIEF ECONOMIST 

For necessary expenses of the Chief Econo- 
mist, including economic analysis, risk assess- 
ment, cost-benefit analysis, energy and mew 
uses, and the functions of the World Agricul- 
tural Outlook Board, as authorized by the Agri- 
cultural Marketing Act of 1946 (7 U.S.C. 1622g), 
$10,517,000. 

NATIONAL APPEALS DIVISION 

For necessary expenses of the National Ap- 
peals Division, $14,331,000. 

OFFICE OF BUDGET AND PROGRAM ANALYSIS 

For necessary expenses of the Office of Budget 
and Program Analysis, $8,228,000. 

HOMELAND SECURITY STAFF 

For necessary expenses of the Homeland Secu- 

rity Staff, $775,000. 
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OFFICE OF THE CHIEF INFORMATION OFFICER 


For necessary expenses of the Office of the 
Chief Information Officer, $16,595,000. 


COMMON COMPUTING ENVIRONMENT 


For necessary expenses to acquire a Common 
Computing Environment for the Natural Re- 
sources Conservation Service, the Farm and 
Foreign Agricultural Service, and Rural Devel- 
opment mission areas for information tech- 
nology, systems, and services, $125,585,000, to re- 
main available until expended, for the capital 
asset acquisition of shared information tech- 
nology systems, including services as authorized 
by 7 U.S.C. 6915-16 and 40 U.S.C. 1421-28: Pro- 
vided, That obligation of these funds shall be 
consistent with the Department of Agriculture 
Service Center Modernization Plan of the coun- 
ty-based agencies, and shall be with the concur- 
rence of the Department’s Chief Information Of- 
ficer. 


OFFICE OF THE CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 


For necessary expenses of the Office of the 
Chief Financial Officer, $5,742,000: Provided, 
That the Chief Financial Officer shall actively 
market and expand cross-servicing activities of 
the National Finance Center: Provided further, 
That no funds made available by this appro- 
priation may be obligated for FAIR Act or Cir- 
cular A-76 activities until the Secretary has sub- 
mitted to the Committees on Appropriations of 
both Houses of Congress and the Committee on 
Government Reform of the House of Representa- 
tives a report on the Department’s contracting 
out policies, including agency budgets for con- 
tracting out. 


WORKING CAPITAL FUND 


For the acquisition of disaster recovery and 
continuity of operations technology of the Na- 
tional Finance Center’s data, $12,850,000, to re- 
main available until expended. 


OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR CIVIL 
RIGHTS 


For necessary salaries and expenses of the Of- 
fice of the Assistant Secretary for Civil Rights, 
$818,000. 


OFFICE OF CIVIL RIGHTS 


For necessary expenses of the Office of Civil 
Rights, $19,889,000. 


OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR 
ADMINISTRATION 


For necessary salaries and expenses of the Of- 
fice of the Assistant Secretary for Administra- 
tion, $669,000. 


AGRICULTURE BUILDINGS AND FACILITIES AND 
RENTAL PAYMENTS 


(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

For payment of space rental and related costs 
pursuant to Public Law 92-313, including au- 
thorities pursuant to the 1984 delegation of au- 
thority from the Administrator of General Serv- 
ices to the Department of Agriculture under 40 
U.S.C. 486, for programs and activities of the 
Department which are included in this Act, and 
for alterations and other actions needed for the 
Department and its agencies to consolidate 
unneeded space into configurations suitable for 
release to the Administrator of General Services, 
and for the operation, maintenance, improve- 
ment, and repair of Agriculture buildings and 
facilities, and for related costs, $163,870,000, to 
remain available until expended: Provided, That 
not to exceed 5 percent of amounts which are 
made available for space rental and related 
costs for the Department of Agriculture in this 
Act may be transferred between such appropria- 
tions to cover the costs of new or replacement 
space 15 days after notice thereof is transmitted 
to the Appropriations Committees of both 
Houses of Congress. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


HAZARDOUS MATERIALS MANAGEMENT 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses of the Department of 
Agriculture, to comply with the Comprehensive 
Environmental Response, Compensation, and 
Liability Act (42 U.S.C. 9601 et seq.) and the Re- 
source Conservation and Recovery Act (42 
U.S.C. 6901 et seq.), $15,532,000, to remain avail- 
able until expended: Provided, That appropria- 
tions and funds available herein to the Depart- 
ment for Hazardous Materials Management may 
be transferred to any agency of the Department 
for its use in meeting all requirements pursuant 
to the above Acts on Federal and non-Federal 
lands. 

DEPARTMENTAL ADMINISTRATION 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

For Departmental Administration, $22,626,000, 
to provide for necessary expenses for manage- 
ment support services to offices of the Depart- 
ment and for general administration, security, 
repairs and alterations, and other miscellaneous 
supplies and expenses not otherwise provided 
for and necessary for the practical and efficient 
work of the Department: Provided, That this ap- 
propriation shall be reimbursed from applicable 
appropriations in this Act for travel expenses in- 
cident to the holding of hearings as required by 
5 U.S.C. 551-558. 

OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR 
CONGRESSIONAL RELATIONS 


(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

For necessary salaries and expenses of the Of- 
fice of the Assistant Secretary for Congressional 
Relations to carry out the programs funded by 
this Act, including programs involving intergov- 
ernmental affairs and liaison within the execu- 
tive branch, $3,852,000: Provided, That these 
funds may be transferred to agencies of the De- 
partment of Agriculture funded by this Act to 
maintain personnel at the agency level: Pro- 
vided further, That no funds made available by 
this appropriation may be obligated after 30 
days from the date of enactment of this Act, un- 
less the Secretary has notified the Committees 
on Appropriations of both Houses of Congress 
on the allocation of these funds by USDA agen- 
cy: Provided further, That no other funds ap- 
propriated to the Department by this Act shall 
be available to the Department for support of 
activities of congressional relations. 

OFFICE OF COMMUNICATIONS 


For necessary expenses to carry out services 
relating to the coordination of programs involv- 
ing public affairs, for the dissemination of agri- 
cultural information, and the coordination of 
information, work, and programs authorized by 
Congress in the Department, $9,365,000: Pro- 
vided, That not to exceed $2,000,000 may be used 
for farmers’ bulletins. 

OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL 


For necessary expenses of the Office of the In- 
spector General, including employment pursu- 
ant to the Inspector General Act of 1978, 
$78,289,000, including such sums as may be nec- 
essary for contracting and other arrangements 
with public agencies and private persons pursu- 
ant to section 6(a)(9) of the Inspector General 
Act of 1978, and including not to exceed $125,000 
for certain confidential operational expenses, 
including the payment of informants, to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Inspector 
General pursuant to Public Law 95-452 and sec- 
tion 1337 of Public Law 97-98. 

OFFICE OF THE GENERAL COUNSEL 


For necessary expenses of the Office of the 
General Counsel, $35,861,000. 
OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR 
RESEARCH, EDUCATION AND ECONOMICS 
For necessary salaries and expenses of the Of- 
fice of the Under Secretary for Research, Edu- 
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cation and Economics to administer the laws en- 
acted by the Congress for the Economic Re- 
search Service, the National Agricultural Statis- 
tics Service, the Agricultural Research Service, 
and the Cooperative State Research, Education, 
and Extension Service, $592,000. 

ECONOMIC RESEARCH SERVICE 

For necessary expenses of the Economic Re- 
search Service in conducting economic research 
and analysis, as authorized by the Agricultural 
Marketing Act of 1946 (7 U.S.C. 1621-1627) and 
other laws, $74,768,000. 

NATIONAL AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS SERVICE 

For necessary expenses of the National Agri- 
cultural Statistics Service in conducting statis- 
tical reporting and service work, including crop 
and livestock estimates, statistical coordination 
and improvements, marketing surveys, and the 
Census of Agriculture, as authorized by 7 U.S.C. 
1621-1627 and 220440, апа other laws, 
$129,480,000, of which up to $22,405,000 shall be 
available until expended for the Census of Agri- 
culture. 

AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH SERVICE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses to enable the Agricul- 
tural Research Service to perform agricultural 
research and demonstration relating to produc- 
tion, utilization, marketing, and distribution 
(not otherwise provided for); home economics or 
nutrition and consumer use including the acqui- 
sition, preservation, and dissemination of agri- 
cultural information; and for acquisition of 
lands by donation, exchange, or purchase at a 
nominal cost not to exceed $100, and for land ex- 
changes where the lands exchanged shall be of 
equal value or shall be equalized by a payment 
of money to the grantor which shall not exceed 
25 percent of the total value of the land or inter- 
ests transferred out of Federal ownership, 
$1,110,887,000: Provided, That appropriations 
hereunder shall be available for the operation 
and maintenance of aircraft and the purchase 
of not to exceed one for replacement only: Pro- 
vided further, That appropriations hereunder 
shall be available pursuant to 7 U.S.C. 2250 for 
the construction, alteration, and repair of build- 
ings and improvements, but unless otherwise 
provided, the cost of constructing any one build- 
ing shall not exceed $375,000, except for 
headhouses or greenhouses which shall each be 
limited to $1,200,000, and except for 10 buildings 
to be constructed or improved at a cost not to 
exceed $750,000 each, and the cost of altering 
any one building during the fiscal year shall not 
exceed 10 percent of the current replacement 
value of the building or $375,000, whichever is 
greater: Provided further, That the limitations 
on alterations contained in this Act shall not 
apply to modernization or replacement of exist- 
ing facilities at Beltsville, Maryland: Provided 
further, That appropriations hereunder shall be 
available for granting easements at the Belts- 
ville Agricultural Research Center: Provided 
further, That the foregoing limitations shall not 
apply to replacement of buildings needed to 
carry out the Act of April 24, 1948 (21 U.S.C. 
113a): Provided further, That funds may be re- 
ceived from any State, other political subdivi- 
sion, organization, or individual for the purpose 
of establishing or operating any research facil- 
ity or research project of the Agricultural Re- 
search Service, as authorized by law: Provided 
further, That all rights and title of the United 
States in the 1.0664-acre parcel of land including 
improvements, as recorded at Book 1320, Page 
253, records of Larimer County, State of Colo- 
rado, shall be conveyed to the Board of Gov- 
ernors of the Colorado State University for the 
benefit of Colorado State University. 

None of the funds appropriated under this 
heading shall be available to carry out research 
related to the production, processing, or mar- 
keting of tobacco or tobacco products. 
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BUILDINGS AND FACILITIES 

For acquisition of land, construction, repair, 
improvement, extension, alteration, and pur- 
chase of fixed equipment or facilities as nec- 
essary to carry out the agricultural research 
programs of the Department of Agriculture, 
where not otherwise provided, $187,838,000, to 
remain available until expended. 


COOPERATIVE STATE RESEARCH, EDUCATION, AND 
EXTENSION SERVICE 


RESEARCH AND EDUCATION ACTIVITIES 


For payments to agricultural experiment sta- 
tions, for cooperative forestry and other re- 
search, for facilities, and for other expenses, 
$660,781,000, as follows: to carry out the provi- 
sions of the Hatch Act of 1887 (7 U.S.C. 361a-i), 
$180,148,000; for grants for cooperative forestry 
research (16 U.S.C. 582a through a-7), 
$22,384,000; for payments to the 1890 land-grant 
colleges, including Tuskegee University and 
West Virginia State University (7 U.S.C. 3222), 
$37,000,000, of which $1,507,496 shall be made 
available only for the purpose of ensuring that 
each institution shall receive no less than 
$1,000,000; for special grants for agricultural re- 
search (7 U.S.C. 450i(c)), $121,284,000; for special 
grants for agricultural research on improved 
pest control (7 U.S.C. 450i(c)), $15,280,000; for 
competitive research grants (7 U.S.C. 450i(b)), 
$181,000,000; for the support of animal health 
and disease programs (7 U.S.C. 3195), $5,098,000; 
for supplemental and alternative crops and 
products (7 U.S.C. 3319d), $1,196,000; for grants 
for research pursuant to the Critical Agricul- 
tural Materials Act (7 U.S.C. 178 et зед.), 
$1,111,000, to remain available until expended; 
for the 1994 research grants program for 1994 in- 
stitutions pursuant to section 536 of Public Law 
103-382 (7 U.S.C. 301 note), $1,087,000, to remain 
available until expended; for rangeland research 
grants (7 U.S.C. 3333), $1,000,000; for higher edu- 
cation graduate fellowship grants (7 U.S.C. 
3152(0)(6)), $3,000,000, to remain available until 
expended (7 U.S.C. 22095); for higher education 
challenge grants (7 U.S.C. 3152(b)(1)), $5,500,000; 
for a higher education multicultural scholars 
program (7 U.S.C. 3152(b)(5)), $998,000, to re- 
main available until expended (7 U.S.C. 2209b); 
for an education grants program for Hispanic- 
serving Institutions (7 U.S.C. 3241), $5,645,000; 
for noncompetitive grants for the purpose of 
carrying out all provisions of 7 U.S.C. 3242 (sec- 
tion 759 of Public Law 106-78) to individual eli- 
gible institutions or consortia of eligible institu- 
tions in Alaska and in Hawati, with funds 
awarded equally to each of the States of Alaska 
and Hawaii, $3,500,000; for a secondary agri- 
culture education program and 2-year post-sec- 
ondary education (7 U.S.C. 3152(j)), $1,000,000; 
for aquaculture grants (7 U.S.C. 3322), 
$4,000,000; for sustainable agriculture research 
and education (7 U.S.C. 5811), $12,500,000; for a 
program of capacity building grants (7 U.S.C. 
3152(b)(4)) to colleges eligible to receive funds 
under the Act of August 30, 1890 (7 U.S.C. 321- 
326 and 328), including Tuskegee University and 
West Virginia State University, $12,411,000, to 
remain available until expended (7 U.S.C. 
2209b); for payments to the 1994 Institutions 
pursuant to section 534(a)(1) of Public Law 103– 
382, $2,250,000; for resident instruction grants 
for insular areas under section 1491 of the Na- 
tional Agricultural Research, Extension, and 
Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3363), 
$500,000; and for necessary expenses of Research 
and Education Activities, $42,889,000. 

None of the funds appropriated under this 
heading shall be available to carry out research 
related to the production, processing, or mar- 
keting of tobacco or tobacco products: Provided, 
That this paragraph shall not apply to research 
on the medical, biotechnological, food, and in- 
dustrial uses of tobacco. 
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NATIVE AMERICAN INSTITUTIONS ENDOWMENT 
FUND 

For the Native American Institutions Endow- 
ment Fund authorized by Public Law 103-382 (7 
U.S.C. 301 note), $12,000,000. 

EXTENSION ACTIVITIES 

For payments to States, the District of Colum- 
bia, Puerto Rico, Guam, the Virgin Islands, Mi- 
cronesia, Northern Marianas, and American 
Samoa, $449,225,000, as follows: payments for co- 
operative extension work under the Smith-Lever 
Act, to be distributed under sections 3(b) and 
3(c) of said Act, and under section 208(c) of 
Public Law 93-471, for retirement and employ- 
ees’ compensation costs for extension agents, 
$277,742,000; payments for extension work at the 
1994 Institutions under the Smith-Lever Act (7 
U.S.C. 343(b)(3)), $3,273,000; payments for the 
nutrition and family education program for low- 
income areas under section 3(d) of the Act, 
$58,909,000; payments for the pest management 
program under section 3(d) of the Act, 
$10,000,000; payments for the farm safety pro- 
gram under section 3(d) of the Act, $4,600,000; 
payments to upgrade research, extension, and 
teaching facilities at the 1890 land-grant col- 
leges, including Tuskegee University and West 
Virginia State University, as authorized by sec- 
tion 1447 of Public Law 95-113 (7 U.S.C. 3222b), 
$16,912,000, to remain available until expended; 
payments for youth-at-risk programs under sec- 
tion 3(d) of the Smith-Lever Act, $7,538,000; for 
youth farm safety education and certification 
extension grants, to be awarded competitively 
under section 3(d) of the Act, $444,000; payments 
for carrying out the provisions of the Renewable 
Resources Extension Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 1671 
et seq.), $4,093,000; payments for Indian reserva- 
tion agents under section 3(d) of the Smith- 
Lever Act, $1,774,000; payments for sustainable 
agriculture programs under section 3(d) of the 
Act, $4,100,000; payments for rural health and 
safety education as authorized by section 502(i) 
of Public Law 92-419 (7 U.S.C. 2662(1)), 
$1,981,000; payments for cooperative extension 
work by the colleges receiving the benefits of the 
second Morrill Act (7 U.S.C. 321-326 amd 328) 
and Tuskegee University and West Virginia 
State University, $33,133,000, of which $1,724,884 
shall be made available only for the purpose of 
ensuring that each institution shall receive no 
less than $1,000,000; for grants to youth organi- 
zations pursuant to section 7630 of title 7, 
United States Code, $2,667,000; and for nec- 
essary expenses of Extension Activities, 
$22,059,000. 

INTEGRATED ACTIVITIES 

For the integrated research, education, and 
extension grants programs, including necessary 
administrative expenses, $55,153,000, as follows: 
for competitive grants programs authorized 
under section 406 of the Agricultural Research, 
Extension, and Education Reform Act of 1998 (7 
U.S.C. 7626), $43,058,000, including $12,971,000 
for the water quality program, $14,967,000 for 
the food safety program, $4,200,000 for the re- 
gional pest management centers program, 
$4,500,000 for the Food Quality Protection Act 
risk mitigation program for major food crop sys- 
tems, $1,400,000 for the crops affected by Food 
Quality Protection Act implementation, 
$3,131,000 for the methyl bromide transition pro- 
gram, and $1,889,000 for the organic transition 
program; for a competitive international science 
and education grants program authorized under 
section 1459A of the National Agricultural Re- 
search, Extension, and Teaching Policy Act of 
1977 (7 U.S.C. 3292b), to remain available until 
expended, $1,000,000; for grants programs au- 
thorized under section 2(c)(1)(B) of Public Law 
89-106, as amended, $750,000, to remain avail- 
able until September 30, 2006 for the critical 
issues program, and $1,345,000 for the regional 
rural development centers program; and 
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$9,000,000 for the homeland security program 
authorized under section 1484 of the National 
Agricultural Research, Extension, and Teaching 
Act of 1977, to remain available until September 
30, 2006. 
OUTREACH FOR SOCIALLY DISADVANTAGED 
FARMERS 

For grants and contracts pursuant to section 
2501 of the Food, Agriculture, Conservation, and 
Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 2279), $5,935,000, to 
remain available until expended. 

OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR 
MARKETING AND REGULATORY PROGRAMS 

For necessary salaries and expenses of the Of- 
fice of the Under Secretary for Marketing and 
Regulatory Programs to administer programs 
under the laws enacted by the Congress for the 
Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service; the 
Agricultural Marketing Service; and the Grain 
Inspection, Packers and Stockyards Administra- 
tion; $721,000. 
ANIMAL AND PLANT HEALTH INSPECTION SERVICE 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

For expenses, not otherwise provided for, nec- 
essary to prevent, control, and eradicate pests 
and plant and animal diseases; to carry out in- 
spection, quarantine, and regulatory activities; 
and to protect the environment, as authorized 
by law, $814,623,000, of which $4,119,000 shall be 
available for the control of outbreaks of insects, 
plant diseases, animal diseases and for control 
of pest animals and birds to the extent necessary 
to meet emergency conditions; of which 
$47,500,000 shall be used for the boll weevil 
eradication program for cost share purposes or 
for debt retirement for active eradication zones; 
of which $33,197,000 shall be available for a Na- 
tional Animal Identification program: Provided, 
That no funds shall be used to formulate or ad- 
minister a brucellosis eradication program for 
the current fiscal year that does not require 
minimum matching by the States of at least 40 
percent: Provided further, That this appropria- 
tion shall be available for the operation and 
maintenance of aircraft and the purchase of not 
to exceed four, of which two shall be for re- 
placement only: Provided further, That, in addi- 
tion, in emergencies which threaten any seg- 
ment of the agricultural production industry of 
this country, the Secretary may transfer from 
other appropriations or funds available to the 
agencies or corporations of the Department such 
sums as may be deemed necessary, to be avail- 
able only in such emergencies for the arrest and 
eradication of contagious or infectious disease 
or pests of animals, poultry, or plants, and for 
expenses in accordance with sections 10411 and 
10417 of the Animal Health Protection Act (7 
U.S.C. 8310 and 8316) and sections 431 and 442 
of the Plant Protection Act (7 U.S.C. 7751 and 
7772), and any unexpended balances of funds 
transferred for such emergency purposes in the 
preceding fiscal year shall be merged with such 
transferred amounts: Provided further, That ap- 
propriations hereunder shall be available pursu- 
ant to law (7 U.S.C. 2250) for the repair and al- 
teration of leased buildings and improvements, 
but unless otherwise provided the cost of alter- 
ing any one building during the fiscal year shall 
not exceed 10 percent of the current replacement 
value of the building: Provided further, That no 
funds shall be used to implement a national ani- 
mal identification system prior to notification to 
the Committees on Appropriations which shall 
include a detailed explanation of the compo- 
nents of such system. 

In fiscal year 2005, the agency is authorized to 
collect fees to cover the total costs of providing 
technical assistance, goods, or services requested 
by States, other political subdivisions, domestic 
and international organizations, foreign govern- 
ments, or individuals, provided that such fees 
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are structured such that any entity’s liability 
for such fees is reasonably based on the tech- 
nical assistance, goods, or services provided to 
the entity by the agency, and such fees shall be 
credited to this account, to remain available 
until expended, without further appropriation, 
for providing such assistance, goods, or services. 
BUILDINGS AND FACILITIES 

For plans, construction, repair, preventive 
maintenance, environmental support, improve- 
ment, extension, alteration, and purchase of 
fixed equipment or facilities, as authorized by 7 
U.S.C. 2250, and acquisition of land as author- 
ized by 7 U.S.C. 428a, $4,967,000, to remain 
available until expended. 

AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE 
MARKETING SERVICES 

For necessary expenses to carry out services 
related to consumer protection, agricultural 
marketing and distribution, transportation, and 
regulatory programs, as authorized by law, and 
for administration and coordination of pay- 
ments to States, $75,698,000, including funds for 
the wholesale market development program for 
the design and development of wholesale and 
farmer market facilities for the major metropoli- 
tan areas of the country: Provided, That this 
appropriation shall be available pursuant to law 
(7 U.S.C. 2250) for the alteration and repair of 
buildings and improvements, but the cost of al- 
tering any one building during the fiscal year 
shall not exceed 10 percent of the current re- 
placement value of the building. 

Fees may be collected for the cost of standard- 
ization activities, as established by regulation 
pursuant to law (31 U.S.C. 9701). 

LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 

Not to exceed $64,459,000 (from fees collected) 
shall be obligated during the current fiscal year 
for administrative expenses: Provided, That if 
crop size is understated and/or other uncontrol- 
lable events occur, the agency may exceed this 
limitation by up to 10 percent with notification 
to the Committees on Appropriations of both 
Houses of Congress. 

FUNDS FOR STRENGTHENING MARKETS, INCOME, 

AND SUPPLY (SECTION 32) 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

Funds available under section 32 of the Act of 
August 24, 1935 (7 U.S.C. 612c), shall be used 
only for commodity program expenses as author- 
ized therein, and other related operating ex- 
penses, except for: (1) transfers to the Depart- 
ment of Commerce as authorized by the Fish 
and Wildlife Act of August 8, 1956; (2) transfers 
otherwise provided in this Act; and (3) not more 
than $15,800,000 for formulation and administra- 
tion of marketing agreements and orders pursu- 
ant to the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937 and the Agricultural Act of 1961. 

PAYMENTS TO STATES AND POSSESSIONS 

For payments to departments of agriculture, 
bureaus and departments of markets, and simi- 
lar agencies for marketing activities under sec- 
tion 204(b) of the Agricultural Marketing Act of 
1946 (7 U.S.C. 1623(b)), $3,847,000, of which not 
less than $2,500,000 shall be used to make a 
grant under this heading. 

GRAIN INSPECTION, PACKERS AND STOCKYARDS 

ADMINISTRATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses to carry out the provi- 
sions of the United States Grain Standards Act, 
for the administration of the Packers and Stock- 
yards Act, for certifying procedures used to pro- 
tect purchasers of farm products, and the stand- 
ardization activities related to grain under the 
Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946, $37,299,000: 
Provided, That this appropriation shall be 
available pursuant to law (7 U.S.C. 2250) for the 
alteration and repair of buildings and improve- 
ments, but the cost of altering any one building 
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during the fiscal year shall not exceed 10 per- 
cent of the current replacement value of the 
building. 
LIMITATION ON INSPECTION AND WEIGHING 
SERVICES EXPENSES 

Not to exceed $42,463,000 (from fees collected) 
shall be obligated during the current fiscal year 
for inspection and weighing services: Provided, 
That if grain export activities require additional 
supervision and oversight, or other uncontrol- 
lable factors occur, this limitation may be ex- 
ceeded by up to 10 percent with notification to 
the Committees on Appropriations of both 
Houses of Congress. 

OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR FOOD 

SAFETY 

For necessary salaries and expenses of the Of- 
fice of the Under Secretary for Food Safety to 
administer the laws enacted by the Congress for 
the Food Safety and Inspection Service, 
$595,000. 

FOOD SAFETY AND INSPECTION SERVICE 

For necessary expenses to carry out services 
authorized by the Federal Meat Inspection Act, 
the Poultry Products Inspection Act, and the 
Egg Products Inspection Act, including not to 
exceed $50,000 for representation allowances and 
for expenses pursuant to section 8 of the Act ap- 
proved August 3, 196 (7 U.S.C. 1766), 
$823,760,000, of which no less than $742,305,000 
shall be available for Federal food safety inspec- 
tion; and in addition, $1,000,000 may be credited 
to this account from fees collected for the cost of 
laboratory accreditation as authorized by sec- 
tion 1327 of the Food, Agriculture, Conservation 
and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 138f): Provided, 
That no fewer than 63 full time equivalent posi- 
tions above the fiscal year 2002 level shall be em- 
ployed during fiscal year 2005 for purposes dedi- 
cated solely to inspections and enforcement re- 
lated to the Humane Methods of Slaughter Act: 
Provided further, That of the amount available 
under this heading, notwithstanding section 704 
of this Act, $3,000,000, available until September 
30, 2006, shall be obligated to include the Hu- 
mane Animal Tracking System as part of the 
Field Automation and Information Management 
System following notification to the Committees 
on Appropriations, which shall include a de- 
tailed explanation of the components of such 
system: Provided further, That of the total 
amount made available under this heading, no 
less than $20,653,000 shall be obligated for regu- 
latory and scientific training: Provided further, 
That this appropriation shall be available pur- 
suant to law (7 U.S.C. 2250) for the alteration 
and repair of buildings and improvements, but 
the cost of altering any one building during the 
fiscal year shall not exceed 10 percent of the 
current replacement value of the building. 

OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR FARM 

AND FOREIGN AGRICULTURAL SERVICES 

For necessary salaries and expenses of the Of- 
fice of the Under Secretary for Farm and For- 
eign Agricultural Services to administer the laws 
enacted by Congress for the Farm Service Agen- 
cy, the Foreign Agricultural Service, the Risk 
Management Agency, and the Commodity Credit 
Corporation, $631,000. 

FARM SERVICE AGENCY 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses for carrying out the 
administration and implementation of programs 
administered by the Farm Service Agency, 
$1,007,597,000: Provided, That the Secretary is 
authorized to use the services, facilities, and au- 
thorities (but not the funds) of the Commodity 
Credit Corporation to make program payments 
for all programs administered by the Agency: 
Provided further, That other funds made avail- 
able to the Agency for authorized activities may 
be advanced to and merged with this account. 
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STATE MEDIATION GRANTS 

For grants pursuant to section 502(b) of the 
Agricultural Credit Act of 1987, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 5101-5106), $4,000,000. 

DAIRY INDEMNITY PROGRAM 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses involved in making in- 
demnity payments to dairy farmers and manu- 
facturers of dairy products under a dairy in- 
demnity program, $100,000, to remain available 
until expended: Provided, That such program is 
carried out by the Secretary in the same manner 
as the dairy indemnity program described in the 
Agriculture, Rural Development, Food and Drug 
Administration, and Related Agencies Аррто- 
priations Act, 2001 (Public Law 106-387, 114 
Stat. 1549A-12). 

AGRICULTURAL CREDIT INSURANCE FUND 
PROGRAM ACCOUNT 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

For gross obligations for the principal amount 
of direct and guaranteed farm ownership (7 
U.S.C. 1922 et seq.) and operating (7 U.S.C. 1941 
et seq.) loans, Indian tribe land acquisition 
loans (25 U.S.C. 488), and boll weevil loans (7 
U.S.C. 1989), to be available from funds in the 
Agricultural Credit Insurance Fund, as follows: 
farm ownership loans, $1,610,000,000, of which 
$1,400,000,000 shall be for guaranteed loans and 
$210,000,000 shall be for direct loans; operating 
loans, $2,035,000,000, of which $1,100,000,000 
shall be for unsubsidized guaranteed loans, 
$285,000,000 shall be for subsidized guaranteed 
loans and $650,000,000 shall be for direct loans; 
Indian tribe land acquisition loans, $2,000,000; 
and for boll weevil eradication program loans, 
$100,000,000: Provided, That the Secretary shall 
deem the pink bollworm to be a boll weevil for 
the purpose of boll weevil eradication program 
loans. 

For the cost of direct and guaranteed loans, 
including the cost of modifying loans as defined 
in section 502 of the Congressional Budget Act 
of 1974, as follows: farm ownership loans, 
$18,655,000, of which $7,420,000 shall be for guar- 
anteed loans, and $11,235,000 shall be for direct 
loans; operating loans, $139,049,000, of which 
$35,530,000 shall be for unsubsidized guaranteed 
loans, $37,934,000 shall be for subsidized guaran- 
teed loans, and $65,585,000 shall be for direct 
loans; and Indian tribe land acquisition loans, 
$105,000. 

In addition, for administrative expenses nec- 
essary to carry out the direct and guaranteed 
loan programs, $301,764,000, of | which 
$293,764,000 shall be transferred to and merged 
with the appropriation for “Ғатт Service Agen- 
Cy, Salaries and Expenses". 

Funds appropriated by this Act to the Agri- 
cultural Credit Insurance Program Account for 
farm ownership and operating direct loans and 
guaranteed loans may be transferred among 
these programs: Provided, That the Committees 
on Appropriations of both Houses of Congress 
are notified at least 15 days in advance of any 
transfer. 


RISK MANAGEMENT AGENCY 


For administrative and operating expenses, as 
authorized by section 226A of the Department of 
Agriculture Reorganization Act of 1994 (7 U.S.C. 
6933), $72,044,000: Provided, That not to exceed 
$1,000 shall be available for official reception 
and representation expenses, as authorized by 7 
U.S.C. 1506(i). 


CORPORATIONS 


The following corporations and agencies are 
hereby authorized to make expenditures, within 
the limits of funds amd borrowing authority 
available to each such corporation or agency 
and in accord with law, and to make contracts 
and commitments without regard to fiscal year 
limitations as provided by section 104 of the 
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Government Corporation Control Act as may be 
necessary in carrying out the programs set forth 
in the budget for the current fiscal year for such 
corporation or agency, except as hereinafter 
provided. 

FEDERAL CROP INSURANCE CORPORATION FUND 


For payments as authorized by section 516 of 
the Federal Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 1516), 
such sums as may be necessary, to remain avail- 
able until expended. 

COMMODITY CREDIT CORPORATION FUND 
REIMBURSEMENT FOR NET REALIZED LOSSES 

For the current fiscal year, such sums as may 
be necessary to reimburse the Commodity Credit 
Corporation for net realized losses sustained, 
but not previously reimbursed, pursuant to sec- 
tion 2 of the Act of August 17, 1961 (15 U.S.C. 
713а-11): Provided, That of the funds available 
to the Commodity Credit Corporation under sec- 
tion 11 of the Commodity Credit Corporation 
Charter Act (15 U.S.C 714i) for the conduct of its 
business with the Foreign Agricultural Service, 
up to $5,000,000 may be transferred to and used 
by the Foreign Agricultural Service for informa- 
tion resource management activities of the For- 
eign Agricultural Service that are not related to 
Commodity Credit Corporation business. 

HAZARDOUS WASTE MANAGEMENT 
(LIMITATION ON EXPENSES) 

For the current fiscal year, the Commodity 
Credit Corporation shall not expend more than 
$5,000,000 for site investigation and cleanup ex- 
penses, and operations and maintenance ех- 
penses to comply with the requirement of section 
107(g) of the Comprehensive Environmental Re- 
sponse, Compensation, and Liability Act (42 
U.S.C. 9607(g)), and section 6001 of the Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act (42 U.S.C. 6961). 

TITLE II 
CONSERVATION PROGRAMS 


OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR NATURAL 
RESOURCES AND ENVIRONMENT 


For necessary salaries and expenses of the Of- 
fice of the Umder Secretary for Natural Re- 
sources and Environment to administer the laws 
enacted by the Congress for the Forest Service 
and the Natural Resources Conservation Serv- 
ice, $741,000. 

NATURAL RESOURCES CONSERVATION SERVICE 

CONSERVATION OPERATIONS 

For necessary expenses for carrying out the 
provisions of the Act of April 27, 1935 (16 U.S.C. 
590a-f), including preparation of conservation 
plans and establishment of measures to conserve 
soil and water (including farm irrigation and 
land drainage and such special measures for soil 
and water management as may be necessary to 
prevent floods and the siltation of reservoirs and 
to control agricultural related pollutants); oper- 
ation of conservation plant materials centers; 
classification and mapping of soil; dissemination 
of information; acquisition of lands, water, and 
interests therein for use in the plant materials 
program by donation, exchange, or purchase at 
a nominal cost not to exceed $100 pursuant to 
the Act of August 3, 1956 (7 U.S.C. 428a); pur- 
chase and erection or alteration or improvement 
of permanent and temporary buildings; and op- 
eration and maintenance of aircraft, 
$837,360,000, to remain available until June 30, 
2006, of which not less than $10,500,000 is for 
snow survey and water forecasting, and not less 
than $14,433,000 is for operation and establish- 
ment of the plant materials centers, and of 
which not less than $23,500,000 shall be for the 
grazing lands conservation initiative: Provided, 
That appropriations hereunder shall be avail- 
able pursuant to 7 U.S.C. 2250 for construction 
and improvement of buildings and public im- 
provements at plant materials centers, except 
that the cost of alterations and improvements to 
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other buildings and other public improvements 
shall not exceed $250,000: Provided further, That 
when buildings or other structures are erected 
on non-Federal land, that the right to use such 
land is obtained as provided in 7 U.S.C. 2250a: 
Provided further, That this appropriation shall 
be available for technical assistance and related 
expenses to carry out programs authorized by 
section 202(c) of title II of the Colorado River 
Basin Salinity Control Act of 1974 (43 U.S.C. 
1592(c)): Provided further, That qualified local 
engineers may be temporarily employed at per 
diem rates to perform the technical planning 
work of the Service: Provided further, That 
none of the funds made available under this 
paragraph by this or any other appropriations 
Act may be used to provide technical assistance 
with respect to programs listed in section 1241(a) 
of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 
3841(a)). 
WATERSHED SURVEYS AND PLANNING 

For necessary expenses to conduct research, 
investigation, and surveys of watersheds of riv- 
ers and other waterways, and for small water- 
shed investigations and planning, in accordance 
with the Watershed Protection and Flood Pre- 
vention Act (16 U.S.C. 1001-1009), $7,083,000: 
Provided, That none of the funds made avail- 
able under this paragraph by this or any other 
appropriations Act may be used to provide tech- 
nical assistance with respect to programs listed 
in section 1241(a) of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (16 U.S.C. 3841(a)). 
WATERSHED AND FLOOD PREVENTION OPERATIONS 

For necessary expenses to carry out preventive 
measures, including but not limited to research, 
engineering operations, methods of cultivation, 
the growing of vegetation, rehabilitation of ex- 
isting works and changes in use of land, in ac- 
cordance with the Watershed Protection and 
Flood Prevention Act (16 U.S.C. 1001-1005 and 
1007-1009), the provisions of the Act of April 27, 
1935 (16 U.S.C. 590а-/), and in accordance with 
the provisions of laws relating to the activities 
of the Department, $75,576,000, to remain avail- 
able until expended; of which up to $10,000,000 
may be available for the watersheds authorized 
under the Flood Control Act (33 U.S.C. 701 and 
16 U.S.C. 1006a): Provided, That not to exceed 
$35,000,000 of this appropriation shall be avail- 
able for technical assistance: Provided further, 
That not to exceed $1,000,000 of this appropria- 
tion is available to carry out the purposes of the 
Endangered Species Act of 1973 (Public Law 93- 
205), including cooperative efforts as con- 
templated by that Act to relocate endangered or 
threatened species to other suitable habitats as 
may be necessary to expedite project construc- 
tion: Provided further, That none of the funds 
made available under this paragraph by this or 
any other appropriations Act may be used to 
provide technical assistance with respect to pro- 
grams listed in section 1241(a) of the Food Secu- 
rity Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3841(a)). 

WATERSHED REHABILITATION PROGRAM 

For necessary expenses to carry out rehabili- 
tation of structural measures, in accordance 
with section 14 of the Watershed Protection and 
Flood Prevention Act (16 U.S.C. 1012), and in 
accordance with the provisions of laws relating 
to the activities of the Department, $27,500,000, 
to remain available until expended: Provided, 
That none of the funds made available under 
this paragraph by this or any other appropria- 
tions Act may be used to provide technical as- 
sistance with respect to programs listed in sec- 
tion 1241(a) of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3841(a)). 

RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT 

For necessary expenses in planning and car- 
rying out projects for resource conservation and 
development and for sound land use pursuant to 
the provisions of sections 31 and 32 of the 


November 19, 2004 


Bankhead-Jones Farm Tenant Act (7 U.S.C. 
1010-1011; 76 Stat. 607); the Act of April 27, 1935 
(16 U.S.C. 590a-f); and subtitle Н of title XV of 
the Agriculture and Food Act of 1981 (16 U.S.C. 
3451-3461), $51,641,000, to remain available until 
expended: Provided, That none of the funds 
made available under this paragraph by this or 
any other appropriations Act may be used to 
provide technical assistance with respect to pro- 
grams listed in section 1241(a) of the Food Secu- 
rity Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3841(a)): Provided 
further, That the Secretary shall enter into a 
cooperative or contribution agreement with a 
national association regarding a Resource Con- 
servation and Development program and such 
agreement shall contain the same matching, 
contribution requirements, and funding level, 
set forth in a similar cooperative or contribution 
agreement with a national association in fiscal 
year 2002: Provided further, That not to exceed 
$3,504,300 shall be available for national head- 
quarters activities. 
TITLE ІП 
RURAL DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMS 
OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR RURAL 
DEVELOPMENT 

For necessary salaries and expenses of the Of- 
fice of the Under Secretary for Rural Develop- 
ment to administer programs under the laws en- 
acted by the Congress for the Rural Housing 
Service, the Rural Business-Cooperative Service, 
and the Rural Utilities Service of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, $632,000. 

RURAL COMMUNITY ADVANCEMENT PROGRAM 

(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

For the cost of direct loans, loan guarantees, 
and grants, as authorized by 7 U.S.C. 1926, 
1926а, 1926с, 1926d, and 1932, except for sections 
381E-H and 381N of the Consolidated Farm and 
Rural Development Act, $716,049,000, to remain 
available until expended, of which $89,180,000 
shall be for rural community programs described 
in section 381E(d)(1) of such Act; of which 
$552,689,000 shall be for the rural utilities pro- 
grams | described іп sections 381E(d)(2), 
306C(a)(2), and 306D of such Act, of which not 
to exceed $500,000 shall be available for the rural 
utilities program described in section 
306(a)(2)(B) of such Act, and of which not to ex- 
ceed $1,000,000 shall be available for the rural 
utilities program described in section 306E of 
such Act; and of which $74,180,000 shall be for 
the rural business and cooperative development 
programs described in sections 381E(d)(3) and 
310B(f) of such Act: Provided, That of the total 
amount appropriated іп this account, 
$25,000,000 shall be for loans and grants to ben- 
efit Federally Recognized Native American 
Tribes, including grants for drinking water and 
waste disposal systems pursuant to section 306C 
of such Act, of which $4,500,000 shall be avail- 
able for community facilities grants to tribal col- 
leges, as authorized by section 306(a)(19) of the 
Consolidated Farm and Rural Development Act, 
and of which $250,000 shall be available for a 
grant to a qualified national organization to 
provide technical assistance for rural transpor- 
tation in order to promote economic develop- 
ment: Provided further, That of the amount ap- 
propriated for rural community programs, 
$6,350,000 shall be available for a Rural Commu- 
nity Development Initiative: Provided further, 
That such funds shall be used solely to develop 
the capacity and ability of private, nonprofit 
community-based housing and community devel- 
opment organizations, low-income rural commu- 
nities, and Federally Recognized Native Amer- 
ican Tribes to undertake projects to improve 
housing, community facilities, community and 
economic development projects in rural areas: 
Provided further, That such funds shall be 
made available to qualified private, nonprofit 
and public intermediary organizations pro- 
posing to carry out a program of financial and 
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technical assistance: Provided further, That 
such intermediary organizations shall provide 
matching funds from other sources, including 
Federal funds for related activities, in an 
amount not less than funds provided: Provided 
further, That of the amount appropriated for 
the rural business and cooperative development 
programs, not to exceed $500,000 shall be made 
available for a grant to a qualified national or- 
ganization to provide technical assistance for 
rural transportation in order to promote eco- 
nomic development; $1,000,000 shall be for grants 
to the Delta Regional Authority (7 U.S.C. 1921 
et seq.) for any purpose under this heading: 
Provided further, That of the amount appro- 
priated for rural utilities programs, not to ex- 
ceed $25,000,000 shall be for water and waste 
disposal systems to benefit the Colonias along 
the United States/Mexico border, including 
grants pursuant to section 306C of such Act; not 
to exceed $26,000,000 shall be for water and 
waste disposal systems for rural and native vil- 
lages in Alaska pursuant to section 306D of such 
Act, with up to 2 percent available to administer 
the program and/or improve interagency coordi- 
nation may be transferred to and merged with 
the appropriation for “Вита! Development, Sal- 
aries and Expenses’’, of which $100,000 shall be 
provided to develop a regional system for cen- 
tralized billing, operation, and management of 
rural water and sewer utilities through regional 
cooperatives, of which 25 percent shall be pro- 
vided for water and sewer projects in regional 
hubs, and the State of Alaska shall provide a 25 
percent cost share, and grantees may use up to 
5 percent of grant funds, not to exceed $35,000 
per community, for the completion of com- 
prehensive community safe water plans; not to 
exceed $18,250,000 shall be for technical assist- 
ance grants for rural water and waste systems 
pursuant to section 306(a)(14) of such Act, of 
which $5,600,000 shall be for Rural Community 
Assistance Programs and not less than $800,000 
shall be for a qualified national Native Amer- 
ican organization to provide technical assist- 
ance for rural water systems for tribal commu- 
nities; and not to exceed $13,500,000 shall be for 
contracting with qualified national organiza- 
tions for a circuit rider program to provide tech- 
nical assistance for rural water systems: Рто- 
vided further, That of the total amount appro- 
priated, not to exceed $22,166,000 shall be avail- 
able through June 30, 2005, for authorized em- 
powerment zones and enterprise communities 
and communities designated by the Secretary of 
Agriculture as Rural Economic Area Partner- 
Ship Zomes; of which $1,081,000 shall be for the 
rural community programs described in section 
381E(d)(1) of such Act, of which $12,582,000 shall 
be for the rural utilities programs described in 
section 381E(d)(2) of such Act, and of which 
$8,503,000 shall be for the rural business and co- 
operative development programs described in 
section 381 E(d)(3) of such Act: Provided further, 
That of the amount appropriated for rural com- 
munity programs, not to exceed $21,000,000 shall 
be to provide grants for facilities in rural com- 
munities with extreme unemployment and severe 
economic depression (Public Law 106—387), with 
5 percent for administration and capacity build- 
ing in the State rural development offices: Pro- 
vided further, That of the amount appropriated, 
$28,000,000 shall be transferred to and merged 
with the “Rural Utilities Service, High Energy 
Cost Grants Account” to provide grants author- 
ized under section 19 of the Rural Electrification 
Act of 1936 (7 U.S.C. 918a): Provided further, 
That any prior year balances for high cost en- 
ergy grants authorized by section 19 of the 
Rural Electrification Act of 1936 (7 U.S.C. 
901(19)) shall be transferred to and merged with 
the “Вита! Utilities Service, High Energy Costs 
Grants Account”. 
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RURAL DEVELOPMENT SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses for carrying out the 
administration and implementation of programs 
in the Rural Development mission area, includ- 
ing activities with institutions concerning the 
development and operation of agricultural co- 
operatives; and for cooperative agreements; 
$148,452,000: Provided, That of funds appro- 
priated under this title for salaries and ex- 
penses, not less than $5,000,000 shall be used to 
complete the consolidation of Rural Develop- 
ment activities in St. Louis, to the Goodfellow 
facility also in St. Louis: Provided further, That 
notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
funds appropriated under this section may be 
used for advertising and promotional activities 
that support the Rural Development mission 
area: Provided further, That not more than 
$10,000 may be expended to provide modest non- 
monetary awards to non-USDA employees: Pro- 
vided further, That any balances available from 
prior years for the Rural Utilities Service, Rural 
Housing Service, and the Rural Business-Coop- 
erative Service salaries and expenses accounts 
Shall be transferred to and merged with this ap- 
propriation. 

RURAL HOUSING SERVICE 
RURAL HOUSING INSURANCE FUND PROGRAM 
ACCOUNT 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

For gross obligations for the principal amount 
of direct and guaranteed loans as authorized by 
title V of the Housing Act of 1949, to be avail- 
able from funds in the rural housing insurance 
fund, as follows: $4,459,297,000 for loans to sec- 
tion 502 borrowers, as determined by the Sec- 
retary, of which $1,150,000,000 shall be for direct 
loans, and of which $3,309,297,000 shall be for 
unsubsidized guaranteed loans; $35,000,000 for 
section 504 housing repair loans; $100,000,000 for 
section 515 rental housing; $100,000,000 for sec- 
tion 538 guaranteed multi-family housing loans; 
$5,045,000 for section 524 site loans; $11,501,000 
for credit sales of acquired property, of which 
up to $1,501,000 may be for multi-family credit 
sales; and $10,000,000 for section 523 self-help 
housing land development loans. 

For the cost of direct and guaranteed loans, 
including the cost of modifying loans, as defined 
in section 502 of the Congressional Budget Act 
of 1974, as follows: section 502 loans, 
$166,778,000, of which $133,170,000 shall be for 
direct loans, and of which $33,608,000, to remain 
available until expended, shall be for unsub- 
sidized guaranteed loans; section 504 housing 
repair loans, $10,171,000; section 515 rental hous- 
ing, $47,090,000; section 538 multi-family housing 
guaranteed loans, $3,490,000; multi-family credit 
sales of acquired property, $727,000: Provided, 
That of the total amount appropriated in this 
paragraph, $7,100,000 shall be available through 
June 30, 2005, for authorized empowerment 
zones and enterprise communities and commu- 
nities designated by the Secretary of Agriculture 
as Rural Economic Area Partnership Zones: 
Provided further, That any funds under this 
paragraph initially allocated by the Secretary 
for housing projects in the State of Alaska that 
are not obligated by September 30, 2005, shall be 
carried over until September 30, 2006, and made 
available for such housing projects only in the 
State of Alaska. 

In addition, for administrative expenses nec- 
essary to carry out the direct and guaranteed 
loan programs, $448,342,000, which shall be 
transferred to and merged with the appropria- 
tion for “Вита! Development, Salaries and Ex- 
penses”. 

RENTAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 

For rental assistance agreements entered into 
or renewed pursuant to the authority under sec- 
tion 521(a)(2) or agreements entered into in lieu 
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of debt forgiveness or payments for eligible 
households as authorized by section 502(c)(5)(D) 
of the Housing Act of 1949, $592,000,000; and, in 
addition, such sums as may be necessary, as au- 
thorized by section 521(c) of the Act, to liquidate 
debt incurred prior to fiscal year 1992 to carry 
out the rental assistance program under section 
521(a)(2) of the Act: Provided, That of this 
amount, $5,900,000 shall be available for debt 
forgiveness or payments for eligible households 
as authorized by section 502(c)(5)(D) of the Act, 
and mot to exceed $20,000 per project for ad- 
vances to nonprofit organizations or public 
agencies to cover direct costs (other than pur- 
chase price) incurred in purchasing projects 
pursuant to section 502(c)(5)(C) of the Act: Pro- 
vided further, That agreements entered into or 
renewed during the current fiscal year shall be 
funded for a four-year period: Provided further, 
That any unexpended balances remaining at the 
end of such four-year agreements may be trans- 
ferred and used for the purposes of any debt re- 
duction; maintenance, repair, or rehabilitation 
of any existing projects; preservation; and rent- 
al assistance activities authorized under title V 
of the Act. 
MUTUAL AND SELF-HELP HOUSING GRANTS 

For grants and contracts pursuant to section 
523(b)(1)(A) of the Housing Act of 1949 (42 
U.S.C. 1490c), $34,000,000, to remain available 
until expended: Provided, That of the total 
amount appropriated, $1,000,000 shall be avail- 
able through June 30, 2005, for authorized em- 
powerment zones and enterprise communities 
and communities designated by the Secretary of 
Agriculture as Rural Economic Area Partner- 
ship Zones. 

RURAL HOUSING ASSISTANCE GRANTS 

For grants and contracts for very low-income 
housing repair, supervisory and technical assist- 
ance, compensation for construction defects, 
and rural housing preservation made by the 
Rural Housing Service, as authorized by 42 
U.S.C. 1474, 1479(с), 1490, and 1490m, 
$43,992,000, to remain available until expended: 
Provided, That $3,000,000 shall be made avail- 
able for loans to private non-profit organiza- 
tions, or such non-profit organizations’ affiliate 
loan funds and State housing finance agencies, 
to carry out a housing demonstration program 
to provide revolving loans for the preservation 
of low-income multi-family housing projects: 
Provided further, That loans under such dem- 
onstration program shall have an interest rate 
of not more than one percent direct loan to the 
recipient: Provided further, That the Secretary 
may defer the interest and principal payment to 
the Rural Housing Service for up to three years 
and the term of such loans shall not exceed 30 
years: Provided further, That of the total 
amount appropriated, $1,800,000 shall be avail- 
able through June 30, 2005, for authorized em- 
powerment zones and enterprise communities 
and communities designated by the Secretary of 
Agriculture as Rural Economic Area Partner- 
ship Zones. 

FARM LABOR PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

For the cost of direct loans, grants, and con- 
tracts, as authorized by 42 U.S.C. 1484 and 1486, 
$34,118,000, to remain available until expended, 
for direct farm labor housing loans and domestic 
farm labor housing grants and contracts. 

RURAL BUSINESS—COOPERATIVE SERVICE 


RURAL DEVELOPMENT LOAN FUND PROGRAM 
ACCOUNT 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the principal amount of direct loans, as 
authorized by the Rural Development Loan 
Fund (42 U.S.C. 9812(а)), $34,213,000. 

For the cost of direct loans, $15,868,000, as au- 
thorized by the Rural Development Loan Fund 
(42 U.S.C. 9812(a)), of which $1,724,000 shall be 
available through June 30, 2005, for Federally 
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Recognized Native American Tribes and of 
which $3,449,000 shall be available through June 
30, 2005, for Mississippi Delta Region counties 
(as determined in accordance with Public Law 
100-460): Provided, That of such amount made 
available, the Secretary may provide up to 
$1,500,000 for the Delta Regional Authority (7 
U.S.C. 1921 et seq.): Provided further, That such 
costs, including the cost of modifying such 
loans, shall be as defined in section 502 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974: Provided fur- 
ther, That of the total amount appropriated, 
$2,447,000 shall be available through June 30, 
2005, for the cost of direct loans for authorized 
empowerment zones and enterprise communities 
and communities designated by the Secretary of 
Agriculture as Rural Economic Area Partner- 
ship Zones. 

In addition, for administrative expenses to 
carry out the direct loan programs, $4,316,000 
shall be transferred to and merged with the ap- 
propriation for “Вита! Development, Salaries 
and Expenses”. 

RURAL ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT LOANS PROGRAM 
ACCOUNT 
(INCLUDING RESCISSION OF FUNDS) 

For the principal amount of direct loans, as 
authorized under section 313 of the Rural Elec- 
trification Act, for the purpose of promoting 
rural economic development and job creation 
projects, $25,003,000. 

For the cost of direct loans, including the cost 
of modifying loans as defined in section 502 of 
the Congressional Budget Act of 1974, $4,698,000, 
to remain available until expended. 

Of the funds derived from interest om the 
cushion of credit payments in the current fiscal 
year, as authorized by section 313 of the Rural 
Electrification Act of 1936, $4,698,000 shall not 
be obligated and $4,698,000 are rescinded. 

RURAL COOPERATIVE DEVELOPMENT GRANTS 

For rural cooperative development grants au- 
thorized under section 310B(e) of the Consoli- 
dated Farm and Rural Development Act (7 
U.S.C. 1932), $24,000,000, of which $2,500,000 
shall be for cooperative agreements for the ap- 
propriate technology transfer for rural areas 
program: Provided, That not to exceed $1,500,000 
Shall be for cooperatives or associations of co- 
operatives whose primary focus is to provide as- 
sistance to small, minority producers and whose 
governing board and/or membership is comprised 
of at least 75 percent minority; and of which not 
to exceed $15,500,000, to remain available until 
expended, shall be for value-added agricultural 
product market development grants, as author- 
ieed by section 6401 of the Farm Security and 
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 1621 
note). 

RURAL EMPOWERMENT ZONES AND ENTERPRISE 

COMMUNITIES GRANTS 

For grants in connection with second and 
third rounds of empowerment zones and enter- 
prise communities, $12,500,000, to remain avail- 
able until expended, for designated rural em- 
powerment zones and rural enterprise commu- 
nities, as authorized by the Taxpayer Relief Act 
of 1997 and the Omnibus Consolidated and 
Emergency Supplemental Appropriations Act, 
1999 (Public Law 105-277): Provided, That of the 
funds appropriated, $1,000,000 shall be made 
available to third round empowerment zones, as 
authorized by the Community Renewal Tax Re- 
lief Act (Public Law 106-554). 

RENEWABLE ENERGY PROGRAM 

For the cost of a program of direct loans, loan 
guarantees, and grants, under the same terms 
and conditions as authorized by section 9006 of 
the Farm Security and Rural Investment Act of 
2002 (7 U.S.C. 8106), $23,000,000 for direct and 
guaranteed renewable energy loans and grants: 
Provided, That the cost of direct loans and loan 
guarantees, including the cost of modifying 
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such loans, shall be as defined in section 502 of 
the Congressional Budget Act of 1974. 


RURAL UTILITIES SERVICE 


RURAL ELECTRIFICATION AND 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS LOANS PROGRAM ACCOUNT 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

Insured loans pursuant to the authority of 
section 305 of the Rural Electrification Act of 
1936 (7 U.S.C. 935) shall be made as follows: 5 
percent rural electrification loans, $120,000,000; 
municipal rate rural electric loans, $100,000,000; 
loans made pursuant to section 306 of that Act, 
rural electric, $2,100,000,000; Treasury rate di- 
rect electric loans, $1,000,000,000; guaranteed 
underwriting loans pursuant to section 313A, 
$1,000,000,000; 5 percent rural telecommuni- 
cations loans, $145,000,000; cost of money rural 
telecommunications loans, $250,000,000; and for 
loans made pursuant to section 306 of that Act, 
rural telecommunications loans, $125,000,000. 

For the cost, as defined in section 502 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974, including the 
cost of modifying loans, of direct and guaran- 
teed loans authorized by sections 305 and 306 of 
the Rural Electrification Act of 1936 (7 U.S.C. 
935 and 936), as follows: cost of rural electric 
loans, $5,058,000, and the cost of telecommuni- 
cations loans, $100,000: Provided, That notwith- 
standing section 305(d)(2) of the Rural Elec- 
trification Act of 1936, borrower interest rates 
may exceed 7 percent per year. 

In addition, for administrative expenses nec- 
essary to carry out the direct and guaranteed 
loan programs, $38,277,000 which shall be trans- 
ferred to and merged with the appropriation for 
“Rural Development, Salaries and Expenses". 

RURAL TELEPHONE BANK PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

The Rural Telephone Bank is hereby author- 
ized to make such expenditures, within the lim- 
its of funds available to such corporation in ac- 
cord with law, and to make such contracts and 
commitments without regard to fiscal year limi- 
tations as provided by section 104 of the Govern- 
ment Corporation Control Act, as may be nec- 
essary in carrying out its authorized programs. 
During fiscal year 2005 and within the resources 
and authority available, gross obligations for 
the principal amount of direct loans shall be 
$175,000,000. 

In addition, for administrative expenses, in- 
cluding audits, necessary to carry out the loan 
programs, $3,152,000, which shall be transferred 
to and merged with the appropriation for 
“Rural Development, Salaries and Expenses". 

DISTANCE LEARNING, TELEMEDICINE, AND 
BROADBAND PROGRAM 
For the principal amount of direct distance 


learning and telemedicine loans, $50,000,000; 
and for the principal amount of direct 
broadband telecommunication loans, 


$550,000,000. 

For the cost of direct loans and grants for 
telemedicine and distance learning services in 
rural areas, as authorieed by 7 U.S.C. 950aaa et 
Seq., $35,710,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended, of which $710,000 shall be for direct 
loans: Provided, That the cost of direct loans 
Shall be as defined in section 502 of the Congres- 
sional Budget Act of 1974: Provided further, 
That $10,000,000 shall be made available to con- 
vert analog to digital operation those non- 
commercial educational television broadcast sta- 
tions that serve rural areas and are qualified for 
Community Service Grants by the Corporation 
for Public Broadcasting under section 396(k) of 
the Communications Act of 1934, including asso- 
ciated translators and repeaters, regardless of 
the location of their main transmitter, studio-to- 
transmitter links, and equipment to allow local 
control over digital content and programming 
through the use of high-definition broadcast, 
multi-casting and datacasting technologies. 
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For the cost of broadband loans, as author- 
ized by 7 U.S.C. 901 et seq., $11,715,000, to re- 
main available until September 30, 2006: Pro- 
vided, That the interest rate for such loans shall 
be the cost of borrowing to the Department of 
the Treasury for obligations of comparable ma- 
turity: Provided further, That the cost of direct 
loans shall be as defined in section 502 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974. 

In addition, $9,000,000, to remain available 
until expended, for a grant program to finance 
broadband transmission in rural areas eligible 
for Distance Learning and Telemedicine Pro- 
gram benefits authorized by 7 U.S.C. 950aaa. 

TITLE IV 
DOMESTIC FOOD PROGRAMS 

Office of the Under Secretary for Food, Nutri- 
tion and Consumer Services 

For necessary salaries and expenses of the Of- 
fice of the Under Secretary for Food, Nutrition 
and Consumer Services to administer the laws 
enacted by the Congress for the Food and Nutri- 
tion Service, $595,000. 

FOOD AND NUTRITION SERVICE 
CHILD NUTRITION PROGRAMS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses to carry out the Na- 
tional School Lunch Act (42 U.S.C. 1751 et seq.), 
except section 21, and the Child Nutrition Act of 
1966 (42 U.S.C. 1771 et seq.), except sections 17 


and 21; $11,782,000,000, to remain available 
through | September 30, 2006, of which 
$6,629,038,000 is hereby appropriated and 


$5,152,962,000 shall be derived by transfer from 
funds available under section 32 of the Act of 
August 24, 1935 (7 U.S.C. 612c): Provided, That 
none of the funds made available under this 
heading shall be used for studies and evalua- 
tions: Provided further, That up to $5,235,000 
shall be available for independent verification of 
school food service claims. 

SPECIAL SUPPLEMENTAL NUTRITION PROGRAM FOR 

WOMEN, INFANTS, AND CHILDREN (WIC) 

For necessary expenses to carry out the spe- 
cial supplemental nutrition program as author- 
ized by section 17 of the Child Nutrition Act of 
1966 (42 U.S.C. 1786), $5,277,250,000, to remain 
available through September 30, 2006, of which 
$125,000,000 shall be placed in reserve, to remain 
available until expended, to be allocated as the 
Secretary deems necessary, notwithstanding sec- 
tion 17(i) of such Act, to support participation 
should cost or participation exceed budget esti- 
mates: Provided, That of the total amount avail- 
able, the Secretary shall obligate not less than 
$15,000,000 for a breastfeeding support initiative 
in addition to the activities specified in section 
17(h)(3)(A): Provided further, That notwith- 
standing section 17(h)(10)(A) of such Act, 
$14,000,000 shall be available for the purposes 
specified in section 17(h)(10)(B): Provided fur- 
ther, That none of the funds made available 
under this heading shall be used for studies and 
evaluations: Provided further, That none of the 
funds in this Act shall be available to pay ad- 
ministrative expenses of WIC clinics except those 
that have an announced policy of prohibiting 
smoking within the space used to carry out the 
program: Provided further, That none of the 
funds provided in this account shall be avail- 
able for the purchase of infant formula except 
in accordance with the cost containment and 
competitive bidding requirements specified in 
section 17 of such Act: Provided further, That 
none of the funds provided shall be available for 
activities that are not fully reimbursed by other 
Federal Government departments or agencies 
unless authorized by section 17 of such. Act. 

FOOD STAMP PROGRAM 

For necessary expenses to carry out the Food 
Stamp Act (7 U.S.C. 2011 et seq.), $35,154,554,000, 
of which 83,000,000,000 to remain available 
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through September 30, 2006, shall be placed in 
reserve for use only in such amounts and at 
such times as may become necessary to carry out 
program operations: Provided, That none of the 
funds made available under this heading shall 
be used for studies and evaluations: Provided 
further, That of the funds made available under 
this heading and not already appropriated to 
the Food Distribution Program on Indian Res- 
ervations (FDPIR) established under section 
4(b) of the Food Stamp Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 
2013(b)), not to exceed $4,000,000 shall be used to 
purchase bison meat for the FDPIR from Native 
American bison producers as well as from pro- 
ducer-owned cooperatives of bison ranchers: 
Provided further, That funds provided herein 
shall be expended in accordance with section 16 
of the Food Stamp Act: Provided further, That 
this appropriation shall be subject to any work 
registration or workfare requirements as may be 
required by law: Provided further, That funds 
made available for Employment and Training 
under this heading shall remain available until 
expended, as authorized by section 16(h)(1) of 
the Food Stamp Act: Provided further, That 
notwithstanding section 5(d) of the Food Stamp 
Act of 1977, any additional payment received 
under chapter 5 of title 37, United States Code, 
by a member of the United States Armed Forces 
deployed to a designated combat zone shall be 
excluded from household income for the dura- 
tion of the member's deployment if the addi- 
tional pay is the result of deployment to or 
while serving in a combat zone, and it was not 
received immediately prior to serving in the com- 
bat 2one. 
COMMODITY ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 

For necessary expenses to carry out disaster 
assistance and the commodity supplemental food 
program as authorized by section 4(a) of the Ag- 
riculture and Consumer Protection Act of 1973 (7 
U.S.C. 612c note); the Emergency Food Assist- 
ance Act of 1983; and special assistance (in a 
form determined by the Secretary of Agriculture) 
for the nuclear affected islands, as authorized 
by section 103(f)(2) of the Compact of Free Asso- 
ciation Amendments Act of 2003 (Public Law 
108-188); and the Farmers’ Market Nutrition 
Program, as authorized by section 17(m) of the 
Child Nutrition Act of 1966, $178,797,000, to re- 
main available through September 30, 2006: Pro- 
vided, That none of these funds shall be avail- 
able to reimburse the Commodity Credit Cor- 
poration for commodities donated to the pro- 
gram: Provided further, That notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, effective with funds 
made available in fiscal year 2005 to support the 
Senior Farmers' Market Nutrition Program, as 
authorized by section 4402 of Public Law 107— 
171, such funds shall remain available through 
September 30, 2006. 

NUTRITION PROGRAMS ADMINISTRATION 

For necessary administrative expenses of the 
domestic nutrition assistance programs funded 
under this Act, $139,937,000, of which $5,000,000 
shall be available only for simplifying proce- 
dures, reducing overhead costs, tightening regu- 
lations, improving food stamp benefit delivery, 
and assisting in the prevention, identification, 
and prosecution of fraud and other violations of 
law. 

TITLE V 
FOREIGN ASSISTANCE AND RELATED 
PROGRAMS 
FOREIGN AGRICULTURAL SERVICE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses of the Foreign Agri- 
cultural Service, including carrying out title VI 
of the Agricultural Act of 1954 (7 U.S.C. 1761— 
1768), market development activities abroad, and 
for enabling the Secretary to coordinate and in- 
tegrate activities of the Department in connec- 
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tion with foreign agricultural work, including 
not to exceed $158,000 for representation allow- 
ances and for expenses pursuant to section 8 of 
the Act approved August 3, 1956 (7 U.S.C. 1766), 
$137,822,000: Provided, That the Service may uti- 
lize advances of funds, or reimburse this appro- 
priation for expenditures made on behalf of Fed- 
eral agencies, public and private organizations 
and institutions under agreements executed pur- 
suant to the agricultural food production assist- 
ance programs (7 U.S.C. 1737) and the foreign 
assistance programs of the United States Agency 
for International Development. 


PUBLIC LAW 480 TITLE I PROGRAM ACCOUNT 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 


For the cost, as defined in section 502 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974, of agreements 
under the Agricultural Trade Development and 
Assistance Act of 1954, and the Food for 
Progress Act of 1985, including the cost of modi- 
fying credit arrangements under said Acts, 
$94,198,000, to remain available until expended: 
Provided, That the Secretary of Agriculture may 
implement a commodity monetization program 
under existing provisions of the Food for 
Progress Act of 1985 to provide no less than 
$5,000,000 in local-currency funding support for 
rural electrification development overseas. 

In addition, for administrative expenses to 
carry out the credit program of title I, Public 
Law 83-480, and the Food for Progress Act of 
1985, to the extent funds appropriated for Public 
Law 83-480 are utilized, $4,034,000, of which 
$1,097,000 may be transferred to and merged 
with the appropriation for ‘‘Foreign Agricul- 
tural Service, Salaries and Expenses’’, and of 
which $2,937,000 may be transferred to and 
merged with the appropriation for “Ғатт Serv- 
ice Agency, Salaries and Expenses". 


PUBLIC LAW 480 TITLE I OCEAN FREIGHT 
DIFFERENTIAL GRANTS 


(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


For ocean freight differential costs for the 
shipment of agricultural commodities under title 
I of the Agricultural Trade Development and 
Assistance Act of 1954 and under the Food for 
Progress Act of 1985, $22,723,000, to remain 
available until expended: Provided, That funds 
made available for the cost of agreements under 
title I of the Agricultural Trade Development 
and Assistance Act of 1954 and for title I ocean 
freight differential may be used interchangeably 
between the two accounts with prior notice to 
the Committees on Appropriations of both 
Houses of Congress. 


PUBLIC LAW 480 TITLE II GRANTS 


For expenses during the current fiscal year, 
not otherwise recoverable, and  unrecovered 
prior years’ costs, including interest thereon, 
under the Agricultural Trade Development and 
Assistance Act of 1954, for commodities supplied 
in connection with dispositions abroad under 
title II of said Act, $1,182,501,000, to remain 
available until expended. 


COMMODITY CREDIT CORPORATION EXPORT LOANS 
PROGRAM ACCOUNT 


(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 


For administrative expenses to carry out the 
Commodity Credit Corporation’s export guar- 
antee program, GSM 102 and GSM 103, 
$4,423,000; to cover common overhead expenses 
as permitted by section 11 of the Commodity 
Credit Corporation Charter Act and in con- 
formity with the Federal Credit Reform Act of 
1990, of which $3,421,000 may be transferred to 
and merged with the appropriation for ‘‘Foreign 
Agricultural Service, Salaries and Expenses", 
and of which $1,002,000 may be transferred to 
and merged with the appropriation for “Ғатт 
Service Agency, Salaries and Expenses”. 
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MC GOVERN-DOLE INTERNATIONAL FOOD FOR EDU- 
CATION AND CHILD NUTRITION PROGRAM 
GRANTS 
For necessary expenses to carry out the provi- 

sions of section 3107 of the Farm Security and 

Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 17360-1), 

$87,500,000, to remain available until expended: 

Provided, That the Commodity Credit Corpora- 

tion is authorized to provide the services, facili- 

ties, and authorities for the purpose of imple- 
menting such section, subject to reimbursement 
from amounts provided herein. 
TITLE VI 
RELATED AGENCIES AND FOOD AND DRUG 
ADMINISTRATION 
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES 
FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses of the Food and Drug 

Administration, including hire and purchase of 

passenger motor vehicles; for payment of space 

rental and related costs pursuant to Public Law 

92-313 for programs and activities of the Food 

and Drug Administration which are included in 

this Act; for rental of special purpose space in 
the District of Columbia or elsewhere; for mis- 
cellaneous and emergency expenses of enforce- 
ment activities, authorized and approved by the 

Secretary and to be accounted for solely on the 

Secretary’s certificate, not to exceed $25,000; and 

notwithstanding section 521 of Public Law 107- 

188; $1,788,478,000: Provided, That of the amount 

provided under this heading, $284,394,000 shall 

be derived from prescription drug user fees au- 
thorized by 21 U.S.C. 379h, and shall be credited 
to this account and remain available until ex- 
pended; $33,938,000 shall be derived from medical 
device user fees authorized by 21 U.S.C. 3797, 
and shall be credited to this account and remain 
available until expended; and $8,354,000 shall be 
derived from animal drug user fees authorized 
by 21 U.S.C. 379, and shall be credited to this 
account and remain available until expended: 

Provided further, That fees derived from рте- 

scription drug, medical device, and animal drug 

assessments received during fiscal year 2005, in- 
cluding any such fees assessed prior to the cur- 
rent fiscal year but credited during the current 

year, shall be subject to the fiscal year 2005 limi- 

tation: Provided further, That none of these 

funds shall be used to develop, establish, or op- 

erate any program of user fees authorized by 31 

U.S.C. 9701: Provided further, That of the total 

amount appropriated: (1) $439,038,000 shall be 

for the Center for Food Safety and Applied Nu- 
trition and related field activities in the Office 
of Regulatory Affairs; (2) $498,647,000 shall be 
for the Center for Drug Evaluation and Re- 
search and related field activities in the Office 
of Regulatory Affairs; (3) $172,714,000 shall be 
for the Center for Biologics Evaluation and Re- 
search and for related field activities in the Of- 
fice of Regulatory Affairs; (4) $98,964,000 shall 
be for the Center for Veterinary Medicine and 
for related field activities in the Office of Regu- 
latory Affairs; (5) $235,078,000 shall be for the 

Center for Devices and Radiological Health and 

for related field activities in the Office of Regu- 

latory Affairs; (6) $40,530,000 shall be for the 

National Center for Toxicological Research; (7) 

$57,722,000 shall be for Rent and Related activi- 

ties, other than the amounts paid to the General 

Services Administration for rent; (8) $129,815,000 

shall be for payments to the General Services 

Administration for rent; and (9) $115,970,000 

shall be for other activities, including the Office 

of the Commissioner; the Office of Management; 
the Office of External Relations; the Office of 

Policy and Planning; and central services for 

these offices: Provided further, That funds may 

be transferred from one specified activity to an- 
other with the prior approval of the Committees 
on Appropriations of both Houses of Congress. 
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In addition, mammography user fees author- 
ized by 42 U.S.C. 263b may be credited to this ac- 
count, to remain available until expended. 

In addition, export certification user fees au- 
thorized by 21 U.S.C. 381 may be credited to this 
account, to remain available until erpended. 

INDEPENDENT AGENCIES 

COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING COMMISSION 


For necessary expenses to carry out the provi- 
sions of the Commodity Exchange Act (7 U.S.C. 
1 et seq.), including the purchase and hire of 
passenger motor vehicles, and the rental of 
space (to include multiple year leases) in the 
District of Columbia and elsewhere, $94,327,000, 
including not to exceed $3,000 for official recep- 
tion and representation expenses. 

FARM CREDIT ADMINISTRATION 
LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 

Not to exceed $42,350,000 (from assessments 
collected from farm credit institutions and from 
the Federal Agricultural Mortgage Corporation) 
shall be obligated during the current fiscal year 
for administrative expenses as authorized under 
12 U.S.C. 2249: Provided, That this limitation 
shall not apply to expenses associated with re- 
ceiverships. 

TITLE VII-GENERAL PROVISIONS 


SEC. 701. Within the unit limit of cost fixed by 
law, appropriations and authorizations made 
for the Department of Agriculture for the cur- 
rent fiscal year under this Act shall be available 
for the purchase, in addition to those specifi- 
cally provided for, of not to exceed 388 pas- 
senger motor vehicles, of which 388 shall be for 
replacement only, and for the hire of such vehi- 
cles. 

SEC. 702. Funds in this Act available to the 
Department of Agriculture shall be available for 
uniforms or allowances therefor as authorized 
by law (5 U.S.C. 5901-5902). 

SEC. 703. Funds appropriated by this Act shall 
be available for employment pursuant to the sec- 
ond sentence of section 706(a) of the Department 
of Agriculture Organic Act of 1944 (7 U.S.C. 
2225) and 5 U.S.C. 3109. 

SEC. 704. New obligational authority provided 
for the following appropriation items in this Act 
shall remain available until expended: Animal 
and Plant Health Inspection Service, the contin- 
gency fund to meet emergency conditions, infor- 
mation technology infrastructure, fruit fly pro- 
gram, emerging plant pests, boll weevil program, 
low pathogen avian influenza program, up to 
$33,197,000 in animal health monitoring and sur- 
veillance for the animal identification system, 
up to $3,000,000 in the emergency management 
systems program for the vaccine bank, up to 
$1,000,000 for wildlife services methods develop- 
ment, up to $1,000,000 of the wildlife services op- 
erations program for aviation safety, and up to 
25 percent of the screwworm program; Food 
Safety and Inspection Service, field automation 
and information management project; Coopera- 
tive State Research, Education, and Extension 
Service, funds for competitive research grants (7 
U.S.C. 4501(0)), funds for the Research, Edu- 
cation, and Economics Information System, and 
funds for the Native American Institutions En- 
dowment Fund; Farm Service Agency, salaries 
and expenses funds made available to county 
committees; Foreign Agricultural Service, mid- 
dle-income country training program, and up to 
$1,565,000 of the Foreign Agricultural Service 
appropriation solely for the purpose of offset- 
ting fluctuations in international currency ex- 
change rates, subject to documentation by the 
Foreign Agricultural Service. 

SEC. 705. The Secretary of Agriculture may 
transfer unobligated balances of discretionary 
funds appropriated by this Act or other avail- 
able unobligated discretionary balances of the 
Department of Agriculture to the Working Cap- 
ital Fund for the acquisition of plant and cap- 
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ital equipment necessary for the delivery of fi- 
nancial, administrative, and information tech- 
nology services of primary benefit to the agen- 
cies of the Department of Agriculture: Provided, 
That none of the funds made available by this 
Act or any other Act shall be transferred to the 
Working Capital Fund without the prior ap- 
proval of the agency administrator: Provided 
further, That none of the funds transferred to 
the Working Capital Fund pursuant to this sec- 
tion shall be available for obligation without the 
prior approval of the Committees on Appropria- 
tions of both Houses of Congress. 

SEC. 706. No part of any appropriation con- 
tained in this Act shall remain available for ob- 
ligation beyond the current fiscal year unless 
expressly so provided herein. 

SEC. 707. Not to exceed $50,000 of the appro- 
priations available to the Department of Agri- 
culture in this Act shall be available to provide 
appropriate orientation and language training 
pursuant to section 606C of the Act of August 
28, 1954 (7 U.S.C. 17660). 

SEC. 708. No funds appropriated by this Act 
may be used to pay negotiated indirect cost 
rates on cooperative agreements or similar ar- 
rangements between the United States Depart- 
ment of Agriculture and nonprofit institutions 
in excess of 10 percent of the total direct cost of 
the agreement when the purpose of such cooper- 
ative arrangements is to carry out programs of 
mutual interest between the two parties. This 
does not preclude appropriate payment of indi- 
rect costs on grants and contracts with such in- 
stitutions when such indirect costs are computed 
on a similar basis for all agencies for which ap- 
propriations are provided in this Act. 

SEC. 709. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be available to restrict the authority of the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation to lease space for its 
own use or to lease space on behalf of other 
agencies of the Department of Agriculture when 
such space will be jointly occupied. 

SEC. 710. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be available to pay indirect costs charged 
against competitive agricultural research, edu- 
cation, or extension grant awards issued by the 
Cooperative State Research, Education, and Ex- 
tension Service that exceed 20 percent of total 
Federal funds provided under each award: Рто- 
vided, That notwithstanding section 1462 of the 
National Agricultural Research, Extension, and 
Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3310), 
funds provided by this Act for grants awarded 
competitively by the Cooperative State Research, 
Education, and Extension Service shall be avail- 
able to pay full allowable indirect costs for each 
grant awarded under section 9 of the Small 
Business Act (15 U.S.C. 638). 

SEC. 711. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of this Act, all loan levels provided in this Act 
shall be considered estimates, not limitations. 

SEC. 712. Appropriations to the Department of 
Agriculture for the cost of direct and guaran- 
teed loans made available in the current fiscal 
year shall remain available until expended to 
cover obligations made in the current fiscal year 
for the following accounts: the Rural Develop- 
ment Loan Fund program account, the Rural 
Telephone Bank program account, the Rural 
Electrification and Telecommunication Loans 
program account, and the Rural Housing Insur- 
ance Fund program account. 

SEC. 713. None of the funds in this Act may be 
used to retire more than 5 percent of the Class 
A stock of the Rural Telephone Bank or to 
maintain any account or subaccount within the 
accounting records of the Rural Telephone 
Bank the creation of which has not specifically 
been authorized by statute: Provided, That not- 
withstanding any other provision of law, none 
of the funds appropriated or otherwise made 
available in this Act may be used to transfer to 
the Treasury or to the Federal Financing Bank 
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any unobligated balance of the Rural Telephone 
Bank telephone liquidating account which is in 
excess of current requirements and such balance 
shall receive interest as set forth for financial 
accounts in section 505(c) of the Federal Credit 
Reform Act of 1990. 

SEC. 714. Of the funds made available by this 
Act, not more than $1,800,000 shall be used to 
cover necessary expenses of activities related to 
all advisory committees, panels, commissions, 
and task forces of the Department of Agri- 
culture, except for panels used to comply with 
negotiated rule makings and panels used to 
evaluate competitively awarded grants. 

SEC. 715. None of the funds appropriated by 
this Act may be used to carry out section 410 of 
the Federal Meat Inspection Act (21 U.S.C. 
679a) or section 30 of the Poultry Products In- 
spection Act (21 U.S.C. 471). 

SEC. 716. No employee of the Department of 
Agriculture may be detailed or assigned from an 
agency or office funded by this Act to any other 
agency or office of the Department for more 
than 30 days unless the individual’s employing 
agency or office is fully reimbursed by the re- 
ceiving agency or office for the salary and ex- 
penses of the employee for the period of assign- 
ment. 

SEC. 717. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available to the Department of 
Agriculture shall be used to transmit or other- 
wise make available to any non-Department of 
Agriculture employee questions or responses to 
questions that are a result of information re- 
quested for the appropriations hearing process. 

SEC. 718. None of the funds made available to 
the Department of Agriculture by this Act may 
be used to acquire new information technology 
systems or significant upgrades, as determined 
by the Office of the Chief Information Officer, 
without the approval of the Chief Information 
Officer and the concurrence of the Executive In- 
formation Technology Investment Review 
Board: Provided, That notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, none of the funds appro- 
priated or otherwise made available by this Act 
may be transferred to the Office of the Chief In- 
formation Officer without the prior approval of 
the Committees om Appropriations of both 
Houses of Congress: Provided further, That 
none of the funds available to the Department 
of Agriculture for information technology shall 
be obligated for projects over $25,000 prior to re- 
ceipt of written approval by the Chief Informa- 
tion Officer. 

SEC. 719. (a) None of the funds provided by 
this Act, or provided by previous Appropriations 
Acts to the agencies funded by this Act that re- 
main available for obligation or expenditure in 
the current fiscal year, or provided from any ac- 
counts in the Treasury of the United States de- 
rived by the collection of fees available to the 
agencies funded by this Act, shall be available 
for obligation or erpenditure through a re- 
programming of funds which: (1) creates new 
programs; (2) eliminates a program, project, or 
activity; (3) increases funds or personnel by any 
means for any project or activity for which 
funds have been denied or restricted; (4) relo- 
cates an office or employees; (5) reorganizes of- 
fices, programs, or activities; or (6) contracts out 
or privatizes any functions or activities pres- 
ently performed by Federal employees; unless 
the Committees on Appropriations of both 
Houses of Congress are notified 15 days in ad- 
vance of such reprogramming of funds. 

(b) None of the funds provided by this Act, or 
provided by previous Appropriations Acts to the 
agencies funded by this Act that remain avail- 
able for obligation or expenditure in the current 
fiscal year, or provided from any accounts in 
the Treasury of the United States derived by the 
collection of fees available to the agencies fund- 
ed by this Act, shall be available for obligation 
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or expenditure for activities, programs, or 
projects through a reprogramming of funds in 
excess of $500,000 or 10 percent, whichever is 
less, that: (1) augments existing programs, 
projects, or activities; (2) reduces by 10 percent 
funding for any existing program, project, or ac- 
tivity, or numbers of personnel by 10 percent as 
approved by Congress; or (3) results from any 
general savings from a reduction in personnel 
which would result in a change in existing pro- 
grams, activities, or projects as approved by 
Congress; unless the Committees on Appropria- 
tions of both Houses of Congress are notified 15 
days in advance of such reprogramming of 
funds. 

(c) The Secretary of Agriculture, the Secretary 
of Health and Human Services, or the Chairman 
of the Commodity Futures Trading Commission 
shall notify the Committees on Appropriations 
of both Houses of Congress before implementing 
a program or activity not carried out during the 
previous fiscal year unless the program or activ- 
ity is funded by this Act or specifically funded 
by any other Act. 

SEC. 720. With the exception of funds needed 
to administer and conduct oversight of grants 
awarded and obligations incurred in prior fiscal 
years, none of the funds appropriated or other- 
wise made available by this or any other Act 
may be used to pay the salaries and expenses of 
personnel to carry out the provisions of section 
401 of Public Law 105-185, the Initiative for Fu- 
ture Agriculture and Food Systems (7 U.S.C. 
7621). 

SEC. 721. None of the funds appropriated by 
this or any other Act shall be used to pay the 
salaries and expenses of personnel who prepare 
or submit appropriations language as part of the 
President’s Budget submission to the Congress 
of the United States for programs under the ju- 
risdiction of the Appropriations Subcommittees 
on Agriculture, Rural Development, Food and 
Drug Administration, and Related Agencies that 
assumes revenues or reflects a reduction from 
the previous year due to user fees proposals that 
have not been enacted into law prior to the sub- 
mission of the Budget unless such Budget sub- 
mission identifies which additional spending re- 
ductions should occur in the event the user fees 
proposals are not enacted prior to the date of 
the convening of a committee of conference for 
the fiscal year 2006 appropriations Act. 

SEC. 722. None of the funds made available by 
this or any other Act may be used to close or re- 
locate a state Rural Development office unless 
or until cost effectiveness and enhancement of 
program delivery have been determined. 

SEC. 723. In addition to amounts otherwise ap- 
propriated or made available by this Act, 
$2,500,000 is appropriated for the purpose of pro- 
viding Bill Emerson and Mickey Leland Hunger 
Fellowships, through the Congressional Hunger 
Center. 

SEC. 724. Notwithstanding section 412 of the 
Agricultural Trade Development and Assistance 
Act of 1954 (7 U.S.C. 1736f), any balances avail- 
able to carry out title III of such Act as of the 
date of enactment of this Act, and any recov- 
eries and reimbursements that become available 
to carry out title ІП of such Act, may be used 
to carry out title II of such Act. 

SEC. 725. Section 375(e)(6)(B) of the Consoli- 
dated Farm and Rural Development Act (7 
U.S.C. 2008j(e)(6)(B)) is amended by striking 
“$26,998,000” and inserting “%27,998,000”. 

SEC. 726. (a) None of the funds appropriated 
or otherwise made available by this Act shall be 
used to pay the salaries and expenses of per- 
sonnel to collect from the lender at the time of 
issuance a guarantee fee of less than 2 percent 
of the principal obligation of guaranteed single- 
family housing loans administered by the Rural 
Housing Service: Provided, That this section 
shall not apply to loans made to refinance other 
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single-family housing loans administered by the 
Rural Housing Service. 

(b) Section 502(h)(6)(C) of the Housing Act of 
1949 (42 U.S.C. 1472(h)(6)(C)) is amended by 
adding, “, plus the guarantee fee as authorized 
by subsection (h)(7)” after the phrase, ‘‘which- 
ever is less”, in each of paragraphs (i) and (ii). 

SEC. 727. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, and until receipt of the decennial Census 
in the year 2010, the Secretary of Agriculture 
shall consider— 

(1) the City of Salinas, California; the City of 
Watsonville, California; and the City of Hol- 
lister, California, eligible for programs adminis- 
tered by the Rural Housing Service; 

(2) the Town of Horseshoe Beach, Florida; the 
City of Wewahitchka, Florida; the City of 
Southport, Florida; the City of Resota Beach, 
Florida; the City of Creedmoor, North Carolina; 
the County of Lake, Florida; the City of St. 
Cloud, Florida; the City of Plantation, Florida; 
the Cleburne County Water Authority of Ala- 
bama; and the City of Coburg, Oregon, eligible 
for loans and grants funded through the rural 
utilities programs in the Rural Community Ad- 
vancement Program account; 

(3) the City of Casa Grande, Arizona, a rural 
area for purposes of eligibility for loans and 
grants provided through the Rural Housing In- 
surance Fund Program account, the Rural 
Housing Assistance Grants account and the 
rural utilities programs in the Rural Community 
Advancement Program account; 

(4) the City of Coachella, California, eligible 
for loans and grants funded through the rural 
utilities programs and rural business and coop- 
erative development programs in the Rural Com- 
munity Advancement Program account and the 
Rural Housing Insurance Fund Program ac- 
count; 

(5) the City of Springfield, Ohio; the City of 
Lexington, Virginia; the City of Clarksdale, 
Mississippi; the City of Vicksburg, Mississippi; 
the City of Cache, Oklahoma; and the City of 
Elgin, Oklahoma, eligible for loans and grants 
funded through the rural community programs 
in the Rural Community Advancement Program 
account; 

(6) the City of Carbondale, Illinois, a rural 
area for purposes of eligibility for loans and 
grants funded through the Rural Housing In- 
surance Fund Program account and the Rural 
Housing Assistance Grants account; 

(7) the City of St. Joseph, Missouri, eligible for 
loans and grants funded through the rural busi- 
ness and cooperative development programs in 
the Rural Community Advancement Program 
account relating to an application submitted to 
the Department by a farmer-owned cooperative, 
a majority of whose members reside in a rural 
area, as determined by the Secretary, and for 
the purchase and operation of a facility bene- 
ficial to the purpose of the cooperative; and 

(8) the fiber-to-premises broadband facilities 
in St. Lucie County, Florida, and the City of 
Port St. Lucie, Florida, collectively, to meet the 
eligibility requirements for loans and loan guar- 
antees under section 601 of the Rural Elec- 
trification Act of 1936 (7 U.S.C. 950bb). 

SEC. 728. Of any shipments of commodities 
made pursuant to section 416(b) of the Agricul- 
tural Act of 1949 (7 U.S.C. 1431(b)), the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture shall, to the extent prac- 
ticable, direct that tonnage equal in value to not 
more than $25,000,000 shall be made available to 
foreign countries to assist in mitigating the ef- 
fects of the Human Immunodeficiency Virus and 
Acquired Immune Deficiency Syndrome on com- 
munities, including the provision of— 

(1) agricultural commodities to— 

(A) individuals with Human Immuno- 
deficiency Virus or Acquired Immune Deficiency 
Syndrome in the communities; and 

(B) households in the communities, particu- 
larly individuals caring for orphaned children; 
and 
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(2) agricultural commodities monetized to pro- 
vide other assistance (including assistance 
under microcredit and тістоепіетртіѕе pro- 
grams) to create or restore sustainable liveli- 
hoods among individuals in the communities, 
particularly individuals caring for orphaned 
children. 

SEC. 729. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, the Natural Resources Conservation 
Service shall provide financial and technical as- 
sistance to the DuPage County, Illinois, Kress 
Creek Water Quality Enhancement Project, from 
funds available for the Watershed and Flood 
Prevention Operations program, not to exceed 
$1,000,000 and Rockhouse Creek Watershed, Les- 
lie County, Kentucky, not to exceed $1,000,000. 

SEC. 730. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, the Natural Resources Conservation 
Service may provide financial and technical as- 
sistance through the Watershed and Flood Рте- 
vention Operations program for the Kuhn 
Bayou project in Arkansas, the Matanuska 
River erosion control project in Alaska, the 
DuPage County watershed project in Illinois, 
and the Coal Creek project in Utah. 

SEC. 731. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be transferred to any department, 
agency, or instrumentality of the United States 
Government, except pursuant to a transfer made 
by, or transfer authority provided in, this or 
any other appropriation Act. 

SEC. 732. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, of the funds made available in this Act 
for competitive research grants (7 U.S.C. 
450i(b)), the Secretary may use up to 20 percent 
of the amount provided to carry out a competi- 
tive grants program under the same terms and 
conditions as those provided in section 401 of 
the Agricultural Research, Extension, and Edu- 
cation Reform Act of 1998 (7 U.S.C. 7621). 

SEC. 733. None of the funds appropriated or 
made available by this or any other Act may be 
used to pay the salaries and expenses of per- 
sonnel to carry out section 14(h)(1) of the Wa- 
tershed Protection and Flood Prevention Act (16 
U.S.C. 1012(h)(1)). 

SEC. 734. None of the funds made available to 
the Food and Drug Administration by this Act 
shall be used to close or relocate, or to plan to 
close or relocate, the Food and Drug Adminis- 
tration Division of Pharmaceutical Analysis in 
St. Louis, Missouri, outside the city or county 
limits of St. Louis, Missouri. 

SEC. 735. None of the funds appropriated or 
made available by this or any other Act may be 
used to pay the salaries and expenses of per- 
sonnel to carry out subtitle I of the Consolidated 
Farm and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 
2009dd through dd-7). 

SEC. 736. Agencies and offices of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture may utilize any unobligated 
salaries and expenses funds to reimburse the Of- 
fice of the General Counsel for salaries and ex- 
penses of personnel, and for other related ex- 
penses, incurred in representing such agencies 
and offices in the resolution of complaints by 
employees or applicants for employment, and in 
cases and other matters pending before the 
Equal Employment Opportunity Commission, 
the Federal Labor Relations Authority, or the 
Merit Systems Protection Board with the prior 
approval of the Committees on Appropriations 
of both Houses of Congress. 

SEC. 737. None of the funds appropriated or 
made available by this or any other Act may be 
used to pay the salaries and expenses of per- 
sonnel to carry out section 6405 of Public Law 
107-171 (7 U.S.C. 2655). 

SEC. 738. The Agricultural Marketing Service 
and the Grain Inspection, Packers and Stock- 
yards Administration, that have statutory au- 
thority to purchase interest bearing investments 
outside of the Treasury, are not required to es- 
tablish obligations and outlays for those invest- 
ments, provided those investments are insured 
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by the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation 
or are collateralized at the Federal Reserve with 
securities approved by the Federal Reserve, op- 
erating under the guidelines of the United 
States Department of the Treasury. 

SEC. 739. Of the funds made available under 
section 27(a) of the Food Stamp Act of 1977 (7 
U.S.C. 2011 et seq.), the Secretary may use up to 
$10,000,000 for costs associated with the distribu- 
tion of commodities. 

SEC. 740. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this or any other 
Act shall be used to pay the salaries and ex- 
penses of personnel to enroll in excess of 154,500 
acres in the calendar year 2005 wetlands reserve 
program as authorized by 16 U.S.C. 3837. 

SEC. 741. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this or any other 
Act shall be used to pay the salaries and ex- 
penses of personnel who carry out an environ- 
mental quality incentives program authorized by 
chapter 4 of subtitle D of title XII of the Food 
Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839aa et seq.) in 
excess of $1,017,000,000. 

SEC. 742. Hereafter, the Secretary of Agri- 
culture is authorized to permit employees of the 
United States Department of Agriculture to 
carry and use firearms for personal protection 
while conducting field work in remote locations 
in the performance of their official duties. 

SEC. 743. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this or any other 
Act shall be used to pay the salaries and ex- 
penses of personnel to expend the $23,000,000 
made available by section 9006(f) of the Farm 
Security and Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 
U.S.C. 8106(f)). 

SEC. 744. With the exception of funds provided 
in fiscal year 2003, none of the funds appro- 
priated or otherwise made available by this or 
any other Act shall be used to pay the salaries 
and expenses of personnel to expend the 
$40,000,000 made available by section 601(j)(1)(A) 
of the Rural Electrification Act of 1936 (7 U.S.C. 
92096 0) 1)(А)). 

SEC. 745. None of the funds made available in 
fiscal year 2005 or preceding fiscal years for pro- 
grams authorized under the Agricultural Trade 
Development and Assistance Act of 1954 (7 
U.S.C. 1691 et seq.) in excess of $20,000,000 shall 
be used to reimburse the Commodity Credit Cor- 
poration for the release of eligible commodities 
under section 302(f)(2)(A) of the Bill Emerson 
Humanitarian Trust Act (7 U.S.C. 1736f-1): Pro- 
vided, That any such funds made available to 
reimburse the Commodity Credit Corporation 
shall only be used pursuant to section 
302(b)(2)(B)(i) of the Bill Emerson Humanitarian 
Trust Act. 

SEC. 746. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this or any other 
Act shall be used to pay the salaries and ex- 
penses of personnel to expend the $80,000,000 
made available by section 6401(a) of Public Law 
107-171. 

SEC. 747. Notwithstanding subsections (c) and 
(e)(2) of section 313A of the Rural Electrification 
Act (7 U.S.C. 940с(с) and (e)(2)) in implementing 
section 313A of that Act, the Secretary shall, 
with the consent of the lender, structure the 
schedule for payment of the annual fee, not to 
exceed an average of 30 basis points per year for 
the term of the loan, to ensure that sufficient 
funds are available to pay the subsidy costs for 
note guarantees under that section. 

SEC. 748. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, the Natural Resources Conservation 
Service may provide from appropriated funds fi- 
nancial and technical assistance to the Dry 
Creek project, Utah. 

SEC. 749. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this or any other 
Act shall be used to pay the salaries and ex- 
penses of personnel to carry out a Conservation 
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Security Program authorized by 16 U.S.C. 3838, 
et seq., in excess of $202,411,000. 

SEC. 750. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this or any other 
Act shall be used to pay the salaries and ex- 
penses of personnel to carry out section 2502 of 
Public Law 107-171 in excess of $47,000,000. 

SEC. 751. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this or any other 
Act shall be used to pay the salaries and ex- 
penses of personnel to carry out section 2503 of 
Public Law 107-171 in excess of $112,000,000. 

SEC. 752. The Secretary of Agriculture shall 
use $30,000,000 of the funds of the Commodity 
Credit Corporation, to remain available until ex- 
pended, to compensate commercial citrus and 
lime growers in the State of Florida for tree re- 
placement and for lost production with respect 
to trees removed to control citrus canker, and 
with respect to certified citrus nursery stocks 
within the citrus canker quarantine areas, as 
determined by the Secretary. For a grower to re- 
ceive assistance for a tree under this section, the 
tree must have been removed after September 30, 
2001. 

SEC. 753. Not more than $10,000,000 for fiscal 
year 2005 of the funds appropriated or otherwise 
made available by this or any other Act shall be 
used to carry out Section 6029 of Public Law 
107-171. 

SEC. 754. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available in this Act shall be ex- 
pended to violate Public Law 105-264. 

SEC. 755. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this or any other 
Act shall be used to pay the salaries and ex- 
penses of personnel to carry out a ground and 
surface water conservation program authorized 
by section 2301 of Public Law 107-171 in excess 
of $51,000,000. 

SEC. 756. None of the funds made available by 
this Act may be used to issue a final rule in fur- 
therance of, or otherwise implement, the pro- 
posed rule on cost-sharing for animal and plant 
health emergency programs of the Animal and 
Plant Health Inspection Service published on 
July 8, 2003 (Docket No. 02-062-1; 68 Fed. Reg. 
40541). 

SEC. 757. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used to study, complete a study 
of, or enter into a contract with a private party 
to carry out, without specific authorization in a 
subsequent Асі of Congress, a competitive 
sourcing activity of the Secretary of Agriculture, 
including support personnel of the Department 
of Agriculture, relating to rural development or 
farm loan programs. 

SEC. 758. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, the Secretary of Agriculture may use ap- 
propriations available to the Secretary for ac- 
tivities authorized under sections 426-426с of 
title 7, United States Code, under this or any 
other Act, to enter into cooperative agreements, 
with a State, political subdivision, or agency 
thereof, a public or private agency, organiza- 
tion, or any other person, to lease aircraft if the 
Secretary determines that the objectives of the 
agreement will: (1) serve a mutual interest of the 
parties to the agreement in carrying out the pro- 
grams administered by the Animal and Plant 
Health Inspection Service, Wildlife Services; and 
(2) all parties will contribute resources to the ac- 
complishment of these objectives; award of a co- 
operative agreement authorized by the Secretary 
may be made for an initial term not to exceed 5 
years. 

SEC. 759. There is hereby appropriated 
$1,491,000, to remain available until September 
30, 2006, to carry out section 6028 of Public Law 
107-171: Provided, That notwithstanding section 
383B(g)(1) of the Consolidated Farm and Rural 
Development Act (7 U.S.C. 2009bb-1(g)(1)), the 
Federal share of the administrative expenses of 
the Northern Great Plains Regional Authority 
for fiscal year 2005 shall be 100 percent. 
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SEC. 760. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this or any other 
Act shall be used to pay the salaries and ex- 
penses of personnel to carry out section 9010 of 
Public Law 107-171 in excess of $100,000,000. 

SEC. 761. (a) The matter under the heading 
“Rural Community Advancement Program" in 
division A—Agriculture, Rural Development, 
Food and Drug Administration, and Related 
Agencies Programs Appropriations, 2004, title 
III—Rural Development Programs, іт Public 
Law 108-199 is amended by striking ‘‘$1,750,000 
shall be for grants to the Delta Regional Au- 
thority (7 U.S.C. 1921 et seq.); and not less than 
$2,000,000 shall be available for grants in ac- 
cordance with section 310B(f) of the Consoli- 
dated Farm and Rural Development Act’’ and 
inserting “ата not less than $2,000,000 shall be 
available for grants in accordance with section 
310B(f) of the Consolidated Farm and Rural De- 
velopment Act: Provided further, That of the 
total amount appropriated in this account, 
$1,750,000 shall be for grants to the Delta Re- 
gional Authority (7 U.S.C. 1921 et seq.) for any 
Rural Community Advancement Program pur- 
pose". 

(b) Consistent with any legal commitments 
made by the Delta Regional Authority, at the 
request of the Authority and if the Secretary of 
Agriculture agrees, the Secretary may deobligate 
any unerpended Rural Community Advance- 
ment Program grant funds made to the Author- 
ity pursuant to division A of Public Law 108-7: 
Provided, That such reobligated funds are used 
by the Authority for projects that are consistent 
with the purposes of the Rural Housing Service 
Community Facilities Program. 

SEC. 762. Of the unobligated balances avail- 
able in the Rural Housing Assistance Grant Pro- 
gram account, $1,000,000 is hereby rescinded. 

SEC. 763. Agencies and offices of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture may utilize any available 
discretionary funds to cover the costs of pre- 
paring, or contracting for the preparation of, 
final agency decisions regarding complaints of 
discrimination in employment or program activi- 
ties arising within such agencies and offices. 

SEC. 764. Of the unobligated balances avail- 
able in the Rural Housing Insurance Fund Pro- 
gram account, $3,000,000 is hereby rescinded. 

SEC. 765. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, for any fiscal year and hereafter, in the 
case of a high cost isolated rural area in Alaska 
that is not connected to a road system, the тал- 
imum level for the single family housing assist- 
ance shall be 150 percent of the average income 
level in the metropolitan areas of the State and 
115 percent of all other eligible areas of the 
State. 

SEC. 766. Funds made available under section 
12401 and section 1241(a) of the Food Security 
Act of 1985 in fiscal years 2002, 2003, 2004, and 
2005 shall remain available until expended to 
cover obligations made in fiscal years 2002, 2003, 
2004, and 2005, respectively, and are not avail- 
able for new obligations. 

SEC. 767. There is hereby appropriated 
$1,500,000, to remain available until expended, 
for the Denali Commission to address defi- 
ciencies in solid waste disposal sites which 
threaten to contaminate rural drinking water 
supplies. 

SEC. 768. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law— 

(1)(A) the Alaska Department of Community 
and Economic Development shall be eligible to 
receive a water and waste disposal grant under 
section 306(a) of the Consolidated Farm and 
Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1926(a)) in an 
amount that is equal to not more than 75 per- 
cent of the total cost of providing water and 
sewer service to the proposed hospital in the 
Matanuska-Susitna Borough, Alaska; and 

(B) the Alaska Department of Community and 
Economic Development shall be allowed to pass 
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the grant funds through to the local government 
entity that will provide water and sewer service 
to the hospital; 

(2) or any percentage of cost limitation in cur- 
rent law от regulations, the construction 
projects known as the Tri-Valley Community 
Center addition in Healy, Alaska; the Cold Cli- 
mate Housing Research Center in Fairbanks, 
Alaska; and the University of Alaska-Fairbanks 
Allied Health Learning Center skill labs/class- 
rooms shall be eligible to receive Community Fa- 
cilities grants in amounts that are equal to not 
more than 75 percent of the total facility costs: 
Provided, That for the purposes of this para- 
graph, the Cold Climate Housing Research Cen- 
ter is designated an “‘essential community facil- 
ity" for rural Alaska; 

(3) the Secretary shall consider the City of 
Guymon, Oklahoma; the City of Shawnee, Okla- 
homa; the Village of New Miami, Ohio; the City 
of Vicksburg, Mississippi; and the City of Altus, 
Oklahoma, to be eligible for loans and grants 
provided through the Rural Housing Insurance 
Fund until receipt of the decennial Census in 
the year 2010; 

(4) grants made under section 306(a)(19) of the 
Consolidated Farm and Rural Development Act 
(7 U.S.C. 1926(a)(19)) using funds made avail- 
able under this Act for the cities of Ellisville and 
Waynesboro, Mississippi, shall be made without 
а non- Federal cost share requirement; 

(5) the City of Great Falls, Montana, shall be 
considered a rural area for purposes of eligi- 
bility for business and industry guaranteed 
loans under section 310B(a)(1) of the Consoli- 
dated Farm and Rural Development Act (7 
U.S.C. 1932(a)(1)) until receipt of the decennial 
Census in the year 2010; 

(6) the Secretary may consider the Piedmont 
Municipal Power Agency of South Carolina eli- 
gible to participate in programs administered by 
the Rural Utilities Service until receipt of the 
decennial Census in the year 2010; and 

(7) until receipt of the decennial Census for 
the year 2010, for all activities under programs 
of the Rural Development Mission Area within 
the County of Honolulu, Hawaii, the Secretary 
may designate any portion of the county as a 
rural area or eligible rural community that the 
Secretary determines is not urban in character: 
Provided, That the Secretary shall not include 
in any such rural area or eligible rural commu- 
nity any area included in the Honolulu Census 
Designated Place as determined by the Secretary 
of Commerce. 

SEC. 769. Section 501 of the Agricultural Trade 
Development and Assistance Act of 1954 (7 
U.S.C. 1737) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(1), by inserting “ата 
Doug Bereuter" after “John Ogonowski’’; and 

(2) in the heading, by inserting “AND DOUG 
BEREUTER’” after “JOHN OGONOWSKI '. 

SEC. 770. Notwithstanding the provisions of 
the Consolidated Farm and Rural Development 
Act (including the associated regulations) gov- 
erning the Community Facilities Program, the 
Secretary may allow all Community Facility 
Program facility borrowers and grantees to enter 
into contracts with not-for-profit third parties 
for services consistent with the requirements of 
the Program, grant, and/or loan: Provided, That 
the contracts protect the interests of the Govern- 
ment regarding cost, liability, maintenance, and 
administrative fees. 

SEC. 771. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, the Secretary of Agriculture is author- 
ized to make funding and other assistance avail- 
able through the emergency watershed protec- 
tion program under section 403 of the Agricul- 
tural Credit Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 2203) to repair 
and prevent damage to non-Federal land in wa- 
tersheds that have been impaired by fires initi- 
ated by the Federal Government and shall waive 
cost sharing requirements for the funding and 
assistance. 
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SEC. 772. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used to provide credits or credit 
guarantees for agricultural commodities pro- 
vided for use in Iraq in violation of subsection 
(e) or (f) of section 202 of the Agricultural Trade 
Act of 1978 (7 U.S.C. 5622). 

SEC. 773. None of the funds provided in this 
Act may be used for salaries and expenses to 
carry out any regulation or rule insofar as it 
would make ineligible for enrollment in the con- 
servation reserve program established under 
subchapter B of chapter 1 of subtitle D of title 
XII of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 
3831 et seq.) land that is planted to hardwood 
trees as of the date of enactment of this Act and 
was enrolled in the conservation reserve pro- 
gram under a contract that expired prior to cal- 
endar year 2002. 

SEC. 774. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used to restrict to prescription 
use a contraceptive that is determined to be safe 
and effective for use without the supervision of 
a practitioner licensed by law to administer pre- 
scription drugs under section 503(b) of the Fed- 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act. 

SEC. 775. Of the unobligated balances in the 
Local Television Loan Guarantee Program ac- 
count, $88,000,000 are hereby rescinded. 

SEC. 776. PRIVACY PROTECTION OF CERTAIN 
SELLERS OF FARM PRODUCTS. Section 1324(c) of 
the Food Security Act of 1985 (7 U.S.C. 1631(c)) 
is amended— 

(1) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in paragraph (2)(C)()(1I), by inserting “, 
or other approved unique identifier," after both 
“social security number” and ‘“‘identification 
number"; 

(B) in paragraph (4)(C)(iii), by inserting “, or 
other approved unique identifier, after both 
"social security number” and -''identification 
number"; and 

(C) by adding the following at the end: 

"(5) The term 'approved unique identifier" 
means a number, combination of numbers and 
letters, or other identifier selected by the Sec- 
retary of State using a selection system or meth- 
od approved by the Secretary of Agriculture.” 
(2) in subsection (е А) ЕП), by inserting 
, or other approved unique identifier," after 
both ''social security number” and “‘identifica- 
tion number"; and 
(3) in subsection (g)(2)(A) (li) (III), by inserting 
, 0r other approved unique identifier," after 
both ''social security number” and “‘identifica- 
tion number". 

SEC. 777. Section 532 of the Equity in Edu- 
cational Land Grant Status Act of 1994 (7 
U.S.C. 301 note; Public Law 193-382) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (23) through 
(32) as paragraphs (24) through (33), respec- 
tively; and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (22) the fol- 
lowing: “(23) Tohono O‘odham Community Col- 
lege.". 

SEC. 778. Of the unobligated balances of funds 
in the Agricultural Comservation Program ac- 
count, $3,500,000 are hereby rescinded. 

SEC. 779. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, the amounts made available to the Da- 
kota Value Capture Cooperative under section 
747 of the Agriculture, Rural Development, Food 
and Drug Administration, and Related Agencies 
Appropriations Act, 2002 (Public Law 107—76; 115 
Stat. 738) shall remain available until expended 
for a project conducted by the Dakota Value 
Capture Cooperative at South Dakota State 
University. 

SEC. 780. None of the funds made available 
under this Act shall be available to pay the ad- 
ministrative expenses of a State agency that, 
after the date of enactment of this Act, author- 
izes any new for-profit vendor(s) to transact 
food instruments under the Special Supple- 
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mental Nutrition Program for Women, Infants, 
and Children if it is expected that more than 50 
percent of the annual revenue of the vendor 
from the sale of food items will be derived from 
the sale of supplemental foods that are obtained 
with WIC food instruments, except that the Sec- 
retary may approve the authorization of such a 
vendor if the approval is necessary to assure 
participant access to program benefits. 

SEC. 781. Of the unobligated balances under 
section 32 of the Act of August 24, 1935, 
$163,000,000 are hereby rescinded. 

SEC. 782. Of the unobligated balances avail- 
able to the Foreign Agricultural Service for the 
Public Law 480 Title I Program at the beginning 
of fiscal year 2005, $191,108,000 are hereby re- 
scinded: Provided, That for purposes of deter- 
mining the amount of funds available for trans- 
fer under section 412(b) of Public Law 83-480, as 
amended, the maximum amount of funds avail- 
able for transfer shall be calculated based upon 
the total funds available prior to this rescission. 

SEC. 783. The Secretary of Agriculture may 
use any unobligated carryover funds made 
available for any program administered by the 
Rural Utilities Service (not including funds 
made available under the heading ‘‘Rural Com- 
munity Advancement Program" in any Act of 
appropriation) to carry out section 315 of the 
Rural Electrification Act of 1936 (7 U.S.C. 940e). 

SEC. 784. None of the funds made available by 
this or any other Act may be used to reduce the 
mission, resources, staffing, facilities, or capa- 
bilities of the Wildlife Habitat Management In- 
stitute in Mississippi as in existence on Decem- 
ber 17, 2003. 

SEC. 785. LIVESTOCK ASSISTANCE. (a) IN GEN- 
ERAL.—In carrying out a livestock assistance, 
compensation, or feed program, the Secretary of 
Agriculture shall include elk, reindeer, and 
bison within the definition of ‘‘livestock’’ cov- 
ered by the program. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) Section 602(2) of the Agricultural Act of 
1949 (7 U.S.C. 1471(2)) is amended by inserting 
“elk, reindeer, bison," after ‘‘cattle,’’. 

(2) Section 10104 of the Farm Security and 
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 1472) is 
amended— 

(A) by redesignating subsections (a) through 
(d) as subsections (b) through (e), respectively; 
and 

(B) by inserting before subsection (b) (as so re- 
designated) the following: 

“(а) DEFINITION OF LIVESTOCK.—In this sec- 
tion, the term ‘livestock’ includes elk, reindeer, 
and bison.’’. 

(3) Section 203(d) of the Agricultural Assist- 
ance Act of 2003 (Public Law 108-7; 117 Stat. 
541) is amended— 

(A) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para- 
graph (3); and 

(B) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(2) LIVESTOCK.—The term ‘livestock’ includes 
elk, reindeer, and bison.’’. 

SEC. 786. There is hereby appropriated 
$1,000,000, to remain available until expended, 
to carry out provisions of Section 751 of Division 
A of Public Law 108-7. 

SEC. 787. There is hereby appropriated 
$500,000 for a grant to Alaska Village Initiatives 
for the purpose of administering a private lands 
wildlife management program in Alaska. 

SEC. 788. TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS. (a) Section 
104(b)(1) of the Child Nutrition and WIC Reau- 
thorization Act of 2004 (Public Law 108-265) is 
amended by striking the closing quotation marks 
and the following period at the end of section 
9(b)(5)(A)(iv) of the Richard B. Russell National 
School Lunch Act (as added by that section 
104(b)(1) of Public Law 108—265). 

(b) Section 13(a)(10) of the Richard B. Russell 
National School Lunch Act (42  U.S.C. 
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1761(a)(10)) (as added by section 116(d) of Public 
Law 108-265) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (С), by striking “2005” 
and inserting ‘‘2006’’; and 

(2) in subparagraph (D)— 

(A) in clause (i), by striking “2007” and in- 
serting “2008”; and 

(B) in clause (ii), by striking “2008” and in- 
serting “2009”, 

(c) Section 21(e)(2)(A) of the Richard B. Rus- 
sell National School Lunch Act (42 U.S.C. 1769b- 
1(e)(2)(A)) (as amended by section 125(c)(2)(B) 
of Public Law 108-265) is amended by inserting 
“ата” after “2005”. 

(d) Section 17(f)(1)(C)() of the Child Nutrition 
Act of 1966 (42 U.S.C. 1786(f)(1)(C)(i) (as amend- 
ed by section 203(e)(10)(B) of Public Law 108— 
265) is amended by striking the period after 
“subsection (h)(11)’’. 

(е) Section 17(h)(8)(A)(vi) of the Child Nutri- 
tion Act of 1966 (42 U.S.C. 1786(h)(8)(A)(vi) (as 
added by section 203(e)(5) of Public Law 108— 
265) is amended by striking “Еасһ State" and 
inserting "Effective beginning October 1, 2004, 
each State". 

(f) Section 502(b) of the Child Nutrition and 
WIC Reauthorieation Act of 2004 (P.L. 108—265) 
is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘203(e)(5),’’; 
and 

(2) in paragraph (4), by striking “104” and in- 
serting “104 (other than section 104(a)(1))’’. 

SEC. 769. Section 104 of Chapter 1 of the Emer- 
gency Supplemental Appropriations for Hurri- 
cane Disasters Assistance Act, 2005, Public Law 
108-324, is amended by adding “ата tropical 
storms" after “hurricanes”. 

SEC. 790. There is hereby appropriated 
$1,000,000, to remain available until expended, 
for a grant to the Ohio Livestock Expo Center in 
Springfield, Ohio. 

SEC. 791. There is hereby appropriated 
$1,000,000, to remain available until expended, 
for a grant to the Virginia Horse Center in Lex- 
ington, Virginia. 

SEC. 792. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, unobligated funding balances in the 
Great Plains Conservation Program authorized 
under section 16(b) of the Soil Conservation and 
Domestic Allotment Act (16 U.S.C. 590p(b)); the 
Forestry Incentives Program authorized by Sec- 
tion 4 and Section 6 of the Cooperative Forestry 
Assistance Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 2103); The 
Water Bank Program authorized by The Water 
Bank Act of 1970 (Public Law 91-559); and fund- 
ing for the John’s Creek, TN Watershed and 
Flood Prevention Operations project are hereby 
rescinded. 

SEC. 793. There is hereby appropriated 
$2,250,000, to remain available until expended, 
for a grant to the Wisconsin Federation of Co- 
operatives for pilot Wisconsin-Minnesota health 
care cooperative purchasing alliances. 

SEC. 794. (a) Section 1240B of the Food Secu- 
rity Act of 1985, 16 U.S.C. 3839 аа-2, is amended 
at the end by adding the following: 

“(h) FUNDING FOR FEDERALLY RECOGNIZED 
NATIVE AMERICAN INDIAN TRIBES AND ALASKA 
NATIVE CORPORATIONS.—The Secretary may 
enter into alternative funding arrangements 
with federally recognized Native American In- 
dian Tribes and Alaska Native Corporations (in- 
cluding their affiliated membership organiza- 
tions) if the Secretary determines that the goals 
and objectives of the program will be met by 
such arrangements, and that statutory limita- 
tions regarding contracts with individual pro- 
ducers as defined under this Subtitle will not be 
exceeded by any Tribal or Native Corporation 
member."'. 

(b) Section 1240G of the Food Security Act of 
1985, 16 U.S.C. 3839aa-7, is amended by insert- 
ing after “2007,” "(excluding funding arrange- 
ments with federally recognieed Native Amer- 
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ican Indian Tribes or Alaska Native Corpora- 

tions under section 1240B(h))’’. 

SEC. 795. There is hereby appropriated 
$6,000,000, to remain available until expended, 
for a grant to the Florida Department of Citrus. 

SEC. 796. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, effective with funds made available in 
fiscal year 2004 to states administering the Child 
and Adult Care Food Program, for the purpose 
of conducting audits of participating institu- 
tions, funds identified by the Secretary as hav- 
ing been unused during the initial fiscal year of 
availability may be recovered and reallocated by 
the Secretary: Provided, That states may use the 
reallocated funds until expended for the purpose 
of conducting audits of participating institu- 
tions. 

SEC. 797. Section 1238Q of the Food Security 
Act of 1985 is amended— 

(a) In subsection (a), by striking ‘‘permit’’ and 
inserting ‘‘transfer title of ownership to an ease- 
ment under this subchapter to”; and 

(b) By striking subsection (d) and inserting 
the following new subsection: 

"(d) TRANSFER OF TITLE OF OWNERSHIP OF 
EASEMENT.—Reversion—If a private organiza- 
tion or state agency holding an easement on 
land under this subchapter dissolves or fails to 
enforce the terms of the easement, the easement 
shall revert to the Secretary.’’. 

This division may be cited as the ''Agri- 
culture, Rural Development, Food and Drug Ad- 
ministration, and Related Agencies Appropria- 
tions Act, 2005”, 

DIVISION B—DEPARTMENTS OF COM- 
MERCE, JUSTICE, AND STATE, THE JUDI- 
CIARY AND RELATED AGENCIES APPRO- 
PRIATIONS ACT, 2005 


TITLE I—DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
GENERAL ADMINISTRATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For expenses necessary for the administration 
of the Department of Justice, $124,100,000, of 
which not to exceed $3,317,000 is for the Facili- 
ties Program 2000, to remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided, That not to exceed 45 perma- 
nent positions and 46 full-time equivalent 
workyears and $11,078,000 shall be expended for 
the Department Leadership Program exclusive 
of augmentation that occurred in these offices 
in fiscal year 2004: Provided further, That not to 
exceed 26 permanent positions, 21 full-time 
equivalent workyears and $3,305,000 shall be ex- 
pended for the Office of Legislative Affairs: Pro- 
vided further, That not to exceed 17 permanent 
positions, 21 full-time equivalent workyears and 
$2,470,000 shall be expended for the Office of 
Public Affairs: Provided further, That the latter 
two aforementioned offices may utilize non-re- 
imbursable details of career employees within 
the caps described in the preceding two provisos. 

JOINT AUTOMATED BOOKING SYSTEM 

For expenses necessary for the nationwide de- 
ployment of a Joint Automated Booking System 
including automated capability to transmit fin- 
gerprint and image data, $20,185,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2006. 

AUTOMATED BIOMETRIC IDENTIFICATION SYSTEM/ 

INTEGRATED AUTOMATED FINGERPRINT IDENTI- 

FICATION SYSTEM 


For necessary expenses for the planning, de- 
velopment, and deployment of an integrated fin- 
gerprint identification system, including auto- 
mated capability to transmit fingerprint and 
image data, $5,054,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2006. 

LEGAL ACTIVITIES OFFICE AUTOMATION 

For necessary expenses related to the design, 
development, engineering, acquisition, and im- 
plementation of office automation systems for 
the organizations funded under the headings 
“Salaries and Expenses, General Legal Activi- 
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ties", and “General Administration, Salaries 
and Expenses", and the United States Attor- 
neys, the United States Marshals Service, the 
Antitrust Division, the United States Trustee 
Program, the Executive Office for Immigration 
Review, the Community Relations Service, the 
Bureau of Prisons, the Office of Justice Pro- 
grams, and the United States Parole Commis- 
Sion, $40,510,000, to remain available until Sep- 
tember 30, 2006. 
NARROWBAND COMMUNICATIONS 

For the costs of conversion to narrowband 
communications, including the cost for oper- 
ation and maintenance of Land Mobile Radio 
legacy systems, $100,000,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2006: Provided, That the At- 
torney General shall transfer to the 
“Narrowband | Communications" account all 
funds made available to the Department of Jus- 
tice for the purchase of portable and mobile ra- 
dios: Provided further, That any transfer made 
under the preceding proviso shall be subject to 
section 605 of this Act. 

ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW AND APPEALS 

For expenses necessary for the administration 
of pardon and clemency petitions and immigra- 
tion-related activities, $203,965,000. 

DETENTION TRUSTEE 

For necessary expenses of the Federal Deten- 
tion Trustee, $885,994,000, to remain available 
until expended: Provided, That the Trustee 
shall be responsible for managing the Justice 
Prisoner and Alien Transportation System and 
for overseeing housing related to such detention: 
Provided further, That any unobligated bal- 
ances available in prior years from the funds 
appropriated under the heading ‘‘Federal Pris- 
oner Detention" shall be transferred to and 
merged with the appropriation under the head- 
ing “Detention Trustee" and shall be available 
until expended. Provided further, That the 
Trustee, working in consultation with the Bu- 
reau of Prisons, shall submit a plan for col- 
lecting information related to evaluating the 
health and safety of Federal prisoners in non- 
Federal institutions no later than 180 days fol- 
lowing the enactment of this Act. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 

For necessary expenses of the Office of In- 
spector General, $63,813,000, including not to ex- 
ceed $10,000 to meet unforeseen emergencies of a 
confidential character. 

UNITED STATES PAROLE COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the United States 

Parole Commission as authorized, $10,638,000. 
LEGAL ACTIVITIES 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES, GENERAL LEGAL 
ACTIVITIES 

For expenses necessary for the legal activities 
of the Department of Justice, not otherwise pro- 
vided for, including not to exceed $20,000 for ex- 
penses of collecting evidence, to be expended 
under the direction of, and to be accounted for 
solely under the certificate of, the Attorney 
General; and rent of private or Government- 
owned space in the District of Columbia, 
$634,193,000, of which not to exceed $10,000,000 
for litigation support contracts shall remain 
available until expended: Provided, That of the 
total amount appropriated, not to exceed $1,000 
shall be available to the United States National 
Central Bureau, INTERPOL, for official recep- 
tion and representation expenses: Provided fur- 
ther, That notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, upon a determination by the Attorney 
General that emergent circumstances require ad- 
ditional funding for litigation activities of the 
Civil Division, the Attorney General may trans- 
fer such amounts to ‘‘Salaries and Expenses, 
General Legal Activities" from available appro- 
priations for the current fiscal year for the De- 
partment of Justice, as may be necessary to re- 
spond to such circumstances: Provided. further, 
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That any transfer pursuant to the previous pro- 
viso shall be treated as a reprogramming under 
section 605 of this Act and shall not be available 
for obligation or expenditure except in compli- 
ance with the procedures set forth in that sec- 
tion. 

In addition, for reimbursement of expenses of 
the Department of Justice associated with proc- 
essing cases under the National Childhood Vac- 
cine Injury Act of 1986, not to exceed $6,333,000, 
to be appropriated from the Vaccine Injury 
Compensation Trust Fund. 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES, ANTITRUST DIVISION 

For expenses necessary for the enforcement of 
antitrust and kindred laws, $138,763,000, to re- 
main available until expended: Provided, That, 
notwithstanding any other provision of law, not 
to exceed $101,000,000 of offsetting collections 
derived from fees collected for premerger notifi- 
cation filings under the Hart-Scott-Rodino Anti- 
trust Improvements Act of 1976 (15 U.S.C. 18a), 
regardless of the year of collection, shall be re- 
tained and used for necessary expenses in this 
appropriation, and shall remain available until 
expended: Provided further, That the sum here- 
in appropriated from the general fund shall be 
reduced as such offsetting collections are re- 
ceived during fiscal year 2005, so as to result in 
a final fiscal year 2005 appropriation from the 
general fund estimated at not more than 
$37,763,000. 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES, UNITED STATES 
ATTORNEYS 

For necessary expenses of the Offices of the 
United States Attorneys, including inter-govern- 
mental and cooperative agreements, 
$1,547,519,000; of which not to exceed $2,500,000 
shall be available until September 30, 2006, for: 
(1) training personnel in debt collection; (2) lo- 
cating debtors and their property; (3) paying the 
net costs of selling property; and (4) tracking 
debts owed to the United States Government: 
Provided, That of the total amount appro- 
priated, not to exceed $8,000 shall be available 
for official reception and representation ex- 
penses: Provided further, That not to exceed 
$10,000,000 of those funds available for auto- 
mated litigation support contracts shall remain 
available until expended: Provided further, 
That not to exceed $2,500,000 for the operation 
of the National Advocacy Center shall remain 
available until expended: Provided further, 
That, in addition to reimbursable full-time 
equivalent workyears available to the Offices of 
the United States Attorneys, not to exceed 10,212 
positions and 10,273 full-time equivalent 
workyears shall be supported from the funds ap- 
propriated in this Act for the United States At- 
torneys: Provided further, That of the funds 
made available under this heading, $1,500,000 
shall only be available to continue “Operation 
Streetsweeper’’: Provided further, That of the 
total amount appropriated, $5,000,000 shall be 
for Project Seahawk and shall remain available 
until expended. 

UNITED STATES TRUSTEE SYSTEM FUND 

For necessary expenses of the United States 
Trustee Program, as authorized, $173,602,000, to 
remain available until expended and to be de- 
rived from the United States Trustee System 
Fund: Provided, That, notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, deposits to the Fund 
shall be available in such amounts as may be 
necessary to pay refunds due depositors: Рто- 
vided further, That, notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, $173,602,000 of offsetting collec- 
tions pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 589a(b) shall be re- 
tained and used for necessary expenses in this 
appropriation and remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided further, That the sum herein 
appropriated from the Fund shall be reduced as 
such offsetting collections are received during 
fiscal year 2005, so as to result in a final fiscal 
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year 2005 appropriation from the Fund esti- 
mated at $0. 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES, FOREIGN CLAIMS 
SETTLEMENT COMMISSION 
For expenses necessary to carry out the activi- 
ties of the Foreign Claims Settlement Commis- 
sion, including services as authorized by 5 
U.S.C. 3109, $1,220,000. 
UNITED STATES MARSHALS SERVICE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses of the United States 
Marshals Service, $751,985,000; of which not to 
exceed $6,000 shall be available for official re- 
ception and representation expenses; and of 
which $4,000,000 for information technology sys- 
tems shall remain available until expended; of 
which not less than $11,580,000 shall be avail- 
able for the costs of courthouse security equip- 
ment, including furnishings, relocations, and 
telephone systems and cabling, and shall remain 
available until September 30, 2006: Provided, 
That, in addition to reimbursable full-time 
equivalent workyears available to the United 
States Marshals Service, not to exceed 4,543 po- 
sitions and 4,387 full-time equivalent workyears 
shall be supported from the funds appropriated 
in this Act for the United States Marshals Serv- 
ice. 
CONSTRUCTION 
For construction of United States Marshals 
Service prisoner-holding space in United States 
courthouses and Federal buildings, $5,734,000, to 
remain available until expended. 
FEES AND EXPENSES OF WITNESSES 
For fees and expenses of witnesses, for ex- 
penses of contracts for the procurement and su- 
pervision of expert witnesses, for private counsel 
expenses, including advances, $177,585,000, to 
remain available until expended; of which not 
to exceed $8,000,000 may be made available for 
construction of buildings for protected witness 
safesites; of which not to exceed $1,000,000 may 
be made available for the purchase and mainte- 
nance of armored vehicles for transportation of 
protected witnesses; and of which not to exceed 
$7,000,000 may be made available for the pur- 
chase, installation, maintenance and upgrade of 
secure telecommunications equipment and a se- 
cure automated information network to store 
and retrieve the identities and locations of pro- 
tected witnesses. 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES, COMMUNITY RELATIONS 
SERVICE 
For necessary expenses of the Community Re- 
lations Service, $9,664,000: Provided, That not- 
withstanding any other provision of law, upon 
a determination by the Attorney General that 
emergent circumstances require additional fund- 
ing for conflict resolution and violence preven- 
tion activities of the Community Relations Serv- 
ice, the Attorney General may transfer such 
amounts to the Community Relations Service, 
from available appropriations for the current 
fiscal year for the Department of Justice, as may 
be necessary to respond to such circumstances: 
Provided further, That any transfer pursuant to 
the previous proviso shall be treated as a re- 
programming under section 605 of this Act and 
shall not be available for obligation or expendi- 
ture except in compliance with the procedures 
set forth in that section. 
ASSETS FORFEITURE FUND 
For expenses authorized by 28 U.S.C. 
524(c)(1)(B), (F), and (С), $21,759,000, to be de- 
rived from the Department of Justice Assets For- 
feiture Fund. 
PAYMENT TO RADIATION EXPOSURE 
COMPENSATION TRUST FUND 
In addition to amounts appropriated by sub- 
section 3(e) of the Radiation Exposure Com- 
pensation Act (42 U.S. Code 2210 note), 
$27,800,000 for payment to the Radiation Expo- 
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sure Compensation Trust Fund, to remain avail- 
able until expended. 
INTERAGENCY LAW ENFORCEMENT 
INTERAGENCY CRIME AND DRUG ENFORCEMENT 
For necessary expenses for the identification, 
investigation, and prosecution of individuals as- 
sociated with the most significant drug traf- 
ficking and affiliated money laundering organi- 
zations not otherwise provided for, to include 
inter-governmental agreements with State and 
local law enforcement agencies engaged in the 
investigation and prosecution of individuals in- 
volved in organized crime drug trafficking, 
$561,033,000, of which $50,000,000 shall remain 
available until expended: Provided, That any 
amounts obligated from appropriations under 
this heading may be used under authorities 
available to the organizations reimbursed from 
this appropriation. 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation for detection, investigation, and 
prosecution of crimes against the United States; 
including purchase for police-type use of not to 
exceed 2,988 passenger motor vehicles, of which 
2,619 will be for replacement only; and not to ex- 
ceed $70,000 to meet unforeseen emergencies of a 
confidential character pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 
530C, $5,205,028,000; of which not to exceed 
$150,000,000 shall remain available until ex- 
pended; of which $1,017,000,000 shall be for 
counterterrorism investigations, foreign counter- 
intelligence, and other activities related to our 
national security; of which $56,349,000 shall be 
for the operations, equipment, and facilities of 
the Foreign Terrorist Tracking Task Force; and 
of which not to exceed $20,000,000 is authorized 
to be made available for making advances for 
expenses arising out of contractual or reimburs- 
able agreements with State and local law en- 
forcement agencies while engaged in cooperative 
activities related to violent crime, terrorism, or- 
ganized crime, gang-related crime, cybercrime, 
and drug investigations: Provided, That not to 
exceed $200,000 shall be available for official re- 
ception and representation expenses: Provided 
further, That, in addition to reimbursable full- 
time equivalent workyears available to the Fed- 
eral Bureau of Investigation, not to exceed 
30,039 positions and 29,082 full-time equivalent 
workyears shall be supported from the funds ap- 
propriated in this Act for the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation: Provided further, That up to 
$6,800,000 of prior year unobligated balances 
shall be available for the necessary expense of 
construction of an aviation hangar, to remain 
available until September 30, 2006. 

CONSTRUCTION 

For necessary expenses to construct or acquire 
buildings and sites by purchase, or as otherwise 
authorized by law (including equipment for 
such buildings); conversion and extension of 
Federally-owned buildings; and preliminary 
planning and design of projects; $10,242,000, to 
remain available until expended: Provided, That 
$9,000,000 shall be available to lease a records 
management facility, including equipment and 
relocation expenses, in Frederick County, Vir- 
ginia. 

DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Drug Enforce- 
ment Administration, including not to exceed 
$70,000 to meet unforeseen emergencies of a con- 
fidential character pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 530C; 
expenses for conducting drug education and 
training programs, including travel and related 
expenses for participants in such programs and 
the distribution of items of token value that pro- 
mote the goals of such programs; and purchase 
of not to exceed 1,461 passenger motor vehicles, 
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of which 1,346 will be for replacement only, for 
police-type use, $1,653,265,000; of which not to 
exceed $75,000,000 shall remain available until 
expended; and of which not to exceed $100,000 
shall be available for official reception and rep- 
resentation expenses: Provided, That, in addi- 
tion to reimbursable full-time | equivalent 
workyears available to the Drug Enforcement 
Administration, not to exceed 8,361 positions 
and 8,250 full-time equivalent workyears shall 
be supported from the funds appropriated in 
this Act for the Drug Enforcement Administra- 
tion: Provided further, That not to exceed 
$8,100,000 from prior year unobligated balances 
shall be available for the design, construction 
and ownership of a clandestine laboratory 
training facility and shall remain available 
until expended. 
BUREAU OF ALCOHOL, TOBACCO, FIREARMS AND 
EXPLOSIVES 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Bureau of Alco- 
hol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives, includ- 
ing the purchase of not to exceed 822 vehicles 
for police-type use, of which 650 shall be for re- 
placement only; not to exceed $25,000 for official 
reception and representation expenses; for train- 
ing of State and local law enforcement agencies 
with or without reimbursement, including train- 
ing in connection with the training and acquisi- 
tion of canines for explosives and fire 
accelerants detection; and for provision of lab- 
oratory assistance to State and local law en- 
forcement agencies, with or without reimburse- 
ment, $890,357,000, of which not to exceed 
$1,000,000 shall be available for the payment of 
attorneys’ fees as provided by 18 U.S.C. 
924(d)(2); and of which $10,000,000 shall remain 
available until expended: Provided, That no 
funds appropriated herein shall be available for 
salaries or administrative expenses in connec- 
tion with consolidating or centralizing, within 
the Department of Justice, the records, or any 
portion thereof, of acquisition and disposition of 
firearms maintained by Federal firearms licens- 
ees: Provided further, That no funds appro- 
priated herein shall be used to pay administra- 
tive expenses or the compensation of any officer 
or employee of the United States to implement 
an amendment or amendments to 27 CFR 178.118 
or to change the definition of ‘‘Curios or relics” 
in 27 CFR 178.11 or remove any item from ATF 
Publication 5300.11 as it existed on January 1, 
1994: Provided further, That none of the funds 
appropriated herein shall be available to inves- 
tigate or act upon applications for relief from 
Federal firearms disabilities under 18 U.S.C. 
925(c): Provided further, That such funds shall 
be available to investigate and act upon appli- 
cations filed by corporations for relief from Fed- 
eral firearms disabilities under section 925(c) of 
title 18, United States Code: Provided further, 
That no funds made available by this or any 
other Act may be used to transfer the functions, 
missions, or activities of the Bureau of Alcohol, 
Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives to other agen- 
cies or Departments in fiscal year 2005: Provided 
further, That no funds appropriated under this 
or any other Act with respect to any fiscal year 
may be used to disclose part or all of the con- 
tents of the Firearms Trace System database 
maintained by the National Trace Center of the 
Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms, and Ex- 
plosives or any information required to be kept 
by licensees pursuant to section 923(g) of title 
18, United States Code, or required to be re- 
ported pursuant to paragraphs (3) and (7) of 
such section 923(g), to anyone other than a Fed- 
eral, State, or local law enforcement agency or 
a prosecutor solely in connection with and for 
use in a bona fide criminal investigation or 
prosecution and then only such information as 
pertains to the geographic jurisdiction of the 
law enforcement agency requesting the disclo- 
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Sure and not for use in any civil action or pro- 
ceeding other than an action or proceeding com- 
menced by the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, 
Firearms, and Explosives, or a review of such an 
action or proceeding, to enforce the provisions 
of chapter 44 of such title, and all such data 
shall be immune from legal process and shall not 
be subject to subpoena or other discovery in any 
civil action in a State or Federal court or in any 
administrative proceeding other than а рто- 
ceeding commenced by the Bureau of Alcohol, 
Tobacco, Firearms, and Explosives to enforce 
the provisions of that chapter, or a review of 
such an action or proceeding; except that this 
proviso shall not be construed to prevent the 
disclosure of statistical information concerning 
total production, importation, and exportation 
by each licensed importer (as defined in section 
921(a)(9) of such title) and licensed manufac- 
turer (as defined in section 921(a)(10) of such 
title): Provided further, That no funds made 
available by this or any other Act shall be ex- 
pended to promulgate or implement any rule re- 
quiring a physical inventory of any business li- 
censed under section 923 of title 18, United 
States Code: Provided further, That no funds 
under this Act may be used to electronically re- 
trieve information gathered pursuant to 18 
U.S.C. 923(g)(4) by name or any personal identi- 
fication code: Provided further, That no funds 
authorized or made available under this or any 
other Act may be used to deny any application 
for a license under section 923 of title 18, United 
States Code, or renewal of such a license due to 
a lack of business activity, provided that the ap- 
plicant is otherwise eligible to receive such a li- 
cense, and is eligible to report business income 
or to claim an income tax deduction for business 
expenses under the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986: Provided further, That of the total amount 
provided under this paragraph, $5,600,000 shall 
be for the construction and establishment of the 
Federal Firearms Licensing Center at the Bu- 
reau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explo- 
sives National Tracing Center Facility and shall 
remain available until expended. 
FEDERAL PRISON SYSTEM 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For expenses necessary of the Federal Prison 
System for the administration, operation, and 
maintenance of Federal penal and correctional 
institutions, including purchase (not to exceed 
780, of which 649 are for replacement only) and 
hire of law enforcement and passenger motor ve- 
hicles, and for the provision of technical assist- 
ance and advice on corrections related issues to 
foreign governments, $4,627,696,000: Provided, 
That the Attorney General may transfer to the 
Health Resources and Services Administration 
such amounts as may be necessary for direct ex- 
penditures by that Administration for medical 
relief for inmates of Federal penal and correc- 
tional institutions: Provided further, That the 
Director of the Federal Prison System, where 
necessary, may enter into contracts with a fiscal 
agent/fiscal intermediary claims processor to de- 
termine the amounts payable to persons who, on 
behalf of the Federal Prison System, furnish 
health services to individuals committed to the 
custody of the Federal Prison System: Provided 
further, That not to exceed $6,000 shall be avail- 
able for official reception and representation ex- 
penses: Provided further, That not to exceed 
$365,836,000 shall remain available for prison ac- 
tivations until September 30, 2006: Provided fur- 
ther, That, of the amounts provided for Con- 
tract Confinement, not to exceed $20,000,000 
shall remain available until expended to make 
payments in advance for grants, contracts and 
reimbursable agreements, and other expenses 
authorized by section 501(c) of the Refugee Edu- 
cation Assistance Act of 1980, for the care and 
security in the United States of Cuban and Hai- 
tian entrants: Provided further, That the Direc- 
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tor of the Federal Prison System may accept do- 
nated property and services relating to the oper- 
ation of the prison card program from a not-for- 
profit entity which has operated such program 
in the past notwithstanding the fact that such 
not-for-profit entity furnishes services under 
contracts to the Federal Prison System relating 
to the operation of pre-release services, halfway 
houses or other custodial facilities. 
BUILDINGS AND FACILITIES 
For planning, acquisition of sites and con- 
struction of new facilities; purchase and acqui- 
sition of facilities and remodeling, and equip- 
ping of such facilities for penal and correctional 
use, including all necessary expenses incident 
thereto, by contract or force account; and con- 
structing, remodeling, and equipping necessary 
buildings and facilities at existing penal and 
correctional institutions, including all necessary 
expenses incident thereto, by contract or force 
account, $189,000,000, to remain available until 
expended, of which not to exceed $14,000,000 
shall be available to construct areas for inmate 
work programs: Provided, That labor of United 
States prisoners may be used for work performed 
under this appropriation. 
FEDERAL PRISON INDUSTRIES, INCORPORATED 
The Federal Prison Industries, Incorporated, 
is hereby authorized to make such expenditures, 
within the limits of funds and borrowing au- 
thority available, and in accord with the law, 
and to make such contracts and commitments, 
without regard to fiscal year limitations as pro- 
vided by section 9104 of title 31, United States 
Code, as may be necessary in carrying out the 
program set forth in the budget for the current 
fiscal year for such corporation, including pur- 
chase (not to exceed five for replacement only) 
and hire of passenger motor vehicles. 
LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES, 
FEDERAL PRISON INDUSTRIES, INCORPORATED 
Not to exceed $3,411,000 of the funds of the 
corporation shall be available for its administra- 
tive expenses, and for services as authorized by 
5 U.S.C. 3109, to be computed on an accrual 
basis to be determined in accordance with the 
corporation’s current prescribed accounting sys- 
tem, and such amounts shall be exclusive of de- 
preciation, payment of claims, and expenditures 
which such accounting system requires to be 
capitalized or charged to cost of commodities ac- 
quired or produced, including selling and ship- 
ping expenses, and expenses in connection with 
acquisition, construction, operation, mainte- 
nance, improvement, protection, or disposition 
of facilities and other property belonging to the 
corporation or in which it has an interest. 
OFFICE ON VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN 
VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN PREVENTION AND 
PROSECUTION PROGRAMS 
For grants, contracts, cooperative agreements, 
and other assistance for the prevention and 
prosecution of violence against women as au- 
thorized by the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe 
Streets Act of 1968 (“the 1968 Act’’); the Violent 
Crime Control and Law Enforcement Act of 1994 
(Public Law 103-322) (“the 1994 Act”); the Vic- 
tims of Child Abuse Act of 1990 (ће 1990 Act"); 
the Prosecutorial Remedies and Other Tools to 
End the Exploitation of Children Today Act of 
2003 (Public Law 108-21); the Juvenile Justice 
and Delinquency Prevention Act of 1974 (‘‘the 
1974 Act’’); and the Victims of Trafficking and 
Violence Protection Act of 2000 (Public Law 106- 
386); $387,275,000, including amounts for admin- 
istrative costs, to remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided, That all balances, unobli- 
gated and obligated, from grants and activities 
administered by the Office on Violence Against 
Women shall be transferred from the Office of 
Justice Programs to the Office on Violence 
Against Women within 60 days of enactment of 
this Act: Provided further, That of the amount 
provided— 
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(1) $11,897,000 for the court-appointed special 
advocate program, as authorized by section 217 
of the 1990 Act; 

(2) $1,925,000 for child abuse training pro- 
grams for judicial personnel and practitioners, 
as authorized by section 222 of the 1990 Act; 

(3) $983,000 for grants for televised testimony, 
as authorized by Part N of the 1968 Act; 

(4) $187,086,000 for grants to combat violence 
against women, as authorized by part T of the 
1968 Act, of which: 

(A) $5,000,000 shall be for the National Insti- 
tute of Justice for research and evaluation of vi- 
olence against women; 

(B) $10,000,000 shall be for the Office of Juve- 
nile Justice and Delinquency Prevention for the 
Safe Start Program, as authorized by the 1974 
Act; and 

(C) $12,500,000 shall be for transitional hous- 
ing assistance grants for victims of domestic vio- 
lence, stalking or sexual assault as authorized 
by Public Law 108-21; 

(5) $63,491,000 for grants to encourage arrest 
policies as authorized by part U of the 1968 Act; 

(6) $39,685,000 for rural domestic violence and 
child abuse enforcement assistance grants, as 
authorized by section 40295(a) of the 1994 Act; 

(7) $4,415,000 for training programs as author- 
ized by section 40152 of the 1994 Act, and for re- 
lated local demonstration projects; 

(8) $2,950,000 for grants to improve the stalk- 
ing and domestic violence databases, as author- 
ized by section 40602 of the 1994 Act; 

(9) $9,175,000 to reduce violent crimes against 
women on campus, as authorized by section 
1108(a) of Public Law 106-306; 

(10) $39,740,000 for legal assistance for victims, 
as authorized by section 1201(c) of Public Law 
106-386; 

(11) $4,600,000 for enhancing protection for 
older and disabled women from domestic vio- 
lence and sexual assault, as authorized by sec- 
tion 40802 of the 1994 Act; 

(12) $14,078,000 for the safe havens for chil- 
dren pilot program, as authorized by section 
1301(a) of Public Law 106-386; and 

(13) $7,250,000 for education and training to 
end violence against and abuse of women with 
disabilities, as authorized by section 1402(a) of 
Public Law 106-386. 

OFFICE OF JUSTICE PROGRAMS 
JUSTICE ASSISTANCE 

For grants, contracts, cooperative agreements, 
and other assistance authorized by title I of the 
Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 
1968, the Missing Children’s Assistance Act, in- 
cluding salaries and expenses in connection 
therewith, the  Prosecutorial Remedies and 
Other Tools to end the Exploitation of Children 
Today Act of 2003 (Public Law 108-21), and the 
Victims of Crime Act of 1984, $227,900,000, to re- 
main available until expended. 

STATE AND LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE 

For grants, contracts, cooperative agreements, 
and other assistance authorized by the Violent 
Crime Control and Law Enforcement Act of 1994 
(Public Law 103-322) (‘‘the 1994 Act"); the Om- 
nibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 
(the 1968 Асі”); the Victims of Trafficking and 
Violence Protection Act of 2000 (Public Law 106— 
386); and other programs; $1,295,510,000 (includ- 
ing amounts for administrative costs, which 
shall be transferred to and merged with the 
"Justice Assistance" account): Provided, That 
funding provided under this heading shall re- 
main available until expended, as follows— 

(1) $634,000,000 for the Edward Byrne Memo- 
rial Justice Assistance Grant program pursuant 
to the amendments made by section 201 of H.R. 
3036 of the 108th Congress, as passed by the 
House of Representatives on March 30, 2004 (ex- 
cept that the special rules for Puerto Rico estab- 
lished pursuant to such amendments shall not 
apply for purposes of this Act), of which— 
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(A) $85,000,000 shall be for Boys and Girls 
Clubs in public housing facilities and other 
areas in cooperation with State and local law 
enforcement, as authorized by section 401 of 
Public Law 104—294 (42 U.S.C. 13751 note); 

(B) $10,000,000 shall be available for the Na- 
tional Institute of Justice in assisting units of 
local government to identify, select, develop, 
modernize, and purchase new technologies for 
use by law enforcement; and 

(C) $2,500,000 for USA Freedom Corps activi- 
ties; 

(2) $305,000,000 for the State Criminal Alien 
Assistance Program, as authorized by section 
242(j) of the Immigration and Nationality Act; 

(3) $30,000,000 is for the Southwest Border 
Prosecutor Initiative to reimburse State, county, 
parish, tribal, or municipal governments only 
for costs associated with the prosecution of 
criminal cases declined by local United States 
Attorneys offices; 

(4) $18,000,000 for assistance to Indian tribes, 
of which— 

(A) $5,000,000 shall be available for grants 
under section 20109(a)(2) of subtitle A of title IT 
of the 1994 Act; 

(B) $8,000,000 shall be available for the Tribal 
Courts Initiative; and 

(C) $5,000,000 shall be available for demonstra- 
tion projects on alcohol and crime in Indian 
Country; 

(5) $170,027,000 for discretionary grants au- 
thorized by subpart 2 of part E, of title I of the 
1968 Act, notwithstanding the provisions of sec- 
tion 511 of said Act; 

(6) $10,000,000 for victim services programs for 
victims of trafficking, as authorized by section 
107(b)(2) of Public Law 106-386; 

(7) $883,000 for the Missing Alzheimer’s Dis- 
ease Patient Alert Program, as authorized by 
section 240001(c) of the 1994 Act; 

(8) $40,000,000 for Drug Courts, as authorized 
by Part EE of the 1968 Act; 

(9) $2,000,000 for public awareness programs 
addressing marketing scams aimed at senior citi- 
zens, as authorized by section 250005(3) of the 
1994 Act; 

(10) $10,000,000 for a prescription drug moni- 
toring program; 

(11) $37,000,000 for prison rape prevention and 
prosecution programs as authorized by the Pris- 
on Rape Elimination Act of 2003 (Public Law 
108-79), of which $1,000,000 shall be transferred 
to the National Prison Rape Elimination Com- 
mission for authorized activities; 

(12) $25,000,000 for grants for residential sub- 
stance abuse treatment for State prisoners, as 
authorized by part S of the 1968 Act; 

(13) $10,500,000 for a program to improve State 
and local law enforcement intelligence capabili- 
ties including training to ensure that constitu- 
tional rights, civil liberties, civil rights, and pri- 
vacy interests are protected throughout the in- 
telligence process; 

(14) $1,000,000 for a State and local law en- 
forcement hate crimes training and technical as- 
sistance program; 

(15) $2,000,000 for Law Enforcement Family 
Support Programs, as authorized by section 
1001(a)(21) of the 1968 Act; and 

(16) $100,000 for Motor Vehicle Theft Preven- 
tion Programs, as authorized by section 
220002(h) of the 1994 Act: 

Provided, That, if a unit of local government 
uses any of the funds made available under this 
title to increase the number of law enforcement 
officers, the unit of local government will 
achieve a net gain in the number of law enforce- 
ment officers who perform nonadministrative 
public safety service. 

WEED AND SEED PROGRAM FUND 

For necessary expenses, including salaries 
and related expenses of the Executive Office for 
Weed and Seed, to implement ‘‘Weed and Seed’’ 
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program activities, $62,000,000, to remain avail- 
able until September 30, 2006, for inter-govern- 
mental agreements, including grants, coopera- 
tive agreements, and contracts, with State and 
local law enforcement agencies, non-profit orga- 
nizations, and agencies of local government en- 
gaged in the investigation and prosecution of 
violent and gang-related crimes and drug of- 
fenses in “Weed and Seed” designated commu- 
nities, and for either reimbursements or trans- 
fers to appropriation accounts of the Depart- 
ment of Justice and other Federal agencies 
which shall be specified by the Attorney General 
to execute the ‘‘Weed and Seed" program strat- 
egy: Provided, That funds designated by Con- 
gress through language for other Department of 
Justice appropriation accounts for “Weed and 
Seed” program activities shall be managed and 
executed by the Attorney General through the 
Executive Office for Weed and Seed: Provided 
further, That the Attorney General may direct 
the use of other Department of Justice funds 
and personnel in support of “Weed and Seed" 
program activities only after the Attorney Gen- 
eral notifies the Committees on Appropriations 
of the House of Representatives and the Senate 
in accordance with section 605 of this Act: Pro- 
vided further, That of the funds appropriated 
for the Executive Office for Weed amd Seed, 
$2,000,000 shall be directed for comprehensive 
community development training and technical 
assistance. 
COMMUNITY ORIENTED POLICING SERVICES 

For activities authorized by the Violent Crime 
Control and Law Enforcement Act of 1994 (Pub- 
lic Law 103-322) (including administrative 
costs), $606,446,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided, That funds that become 
available as a result of deobligations from prior 
year balances may not be obligated except in ac- 
cordance with section 605 of this Act: Provided 
further, That of the funds under this heading, 
not to exceed $2,575,000 shall be available for the 
Office of Justice Programs for reimbursable serv- 
ices associated with programs administered by 
the Community Oriented Policing Services Of- 
fice: Provided further, That section 1703(b) and 
(c) of the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe 
Streets Act of 1968 (“the 1968 Act") shall not 
apply to non-hiring grants made pursuant to 
part Q of title I thereof (42 U.S.C. 3796dd et 
seq.). Of the amounts provided— 

(1) $10,000,000 is for the hiring of law enforce- 
ment officers, including $5,000,000 for school re- 
Source officers; 

(2) $15,000,000 is for training and technical as- 
sistance; 

(3) $20,000,000 is for improving tribal law en- 
forcement including equipment and training; 

(4) $100,000,000 is for the COPS Interoperable 
Communications Technology Program; 

(5) $7,500,000 is for a police integrity program; 

(6) $25,000,000 is for the matching grant pro- 
gram for law enforcement armor vests as author- 
ieed by section 2501 of part Y of the 1968 Act: 
Provided, That not to exceed 2 percent of such 
funds shall be available to the Office of Justice 
Programs for testing of and research relating to 
law enforcement armor vests; 

(7) $52,556,000 is for policing initiatives to 
combat methamphetamine production and traf- 
ficking and to enhance policing initiatives in 
“drug hot spots"; 

(8) $15,000,000 is for Police Corps education 
and training: Provided, That the out-year pro- 
gram costs of new recruits shall be fully funded 
from funds currently available; 

(9) $138,615,000 is for a law enforcement tech- 
nology program; 

(10) $25,000,000 is for grants to upgrade crimi- 
nal records, as authorized under the Crime 
Identification Technology Act of 1998 (42 U.S.C. 
14601); 

(11) $28,450,000 is for grants, contracts and 
other assistance to States under section 102(b) of 
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the Crime Identification Technology Act of 1998 
(42 U.S.C. 14601); 

(12) $110,000,000 is for a DNA analysis and ca- 
pacity enhancement program; 

(13) $15,000,000 is for Paul Coverdell Forensic 
Sciences Improvement Grants under part BB of 
title I of the 1968 Act (42 U.S.C. 3797] et seq.); 

(14) $10,000,000 is for an offender re-entry pro- 
gram, as authorized by Public Law 107-273; 

(15) $4,325,000 is for the Safe Schools Initia- 
tive; and 

(16) not to exceed $30,000,000 is for program 
management and administration. 

JUVENILE JUSTICE PROGRAMS 

For grants, contracts, cooperative agreements, 
and other assistance authorized by the Juvenile 
Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act of 1974 
("the Act"), and other juvenile justice pro- 
grams, including salaries and expenses in con- 
nection therewith to be transferred to and 
merged with the appropriations for Justice As- 
sistance, $384,177,000, to remain available until 
expended, as follows— 

(1) $3,000,000 for concentration of Federal ef- 
forts, as authorized by section 204 of the Act; 

(2) $84,000,000 for State and local programs 
authorized by section 221 of the Act, including 
training and technical assistance to assist small, 
non-profit organizations with the Federal 
grants process; 

(3) $102,177,000 for demonstration projects, as 
authorized by sections 261 and 262 of the Act; 

(4) $10,000,000 for research, evaluation, train- 
ing and technical assistance, as authorized by 
sections 251 and 252 of the Act; 

(5) $15,000,000 for juvenile mentoring pro- 
grams; 

(6) $80,000,000 for delinquency prevention, as 
authorized by section 505 of the Act, of which— 

(A) $10,000,000 shall be for the Tribal Youth 
Program; 

(B) $25,000,000 shall be for a gang resistance 
education and training program to be adminis- 
tered by the Bureau of Justice Assistance and to 
be coordinated with the Bureau of Alcohol, To- 
bacco, Firearms and Explosives and the Office 
of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention; 
and 

(C) $25,000,000 shall be for grants of $360,000 
to each State and $6,640,000 shall be available 
for discretionary grants to States, for programs 
and activities to enforce State laws prohibiting 
the sale of alcoholic beverages to minors or the 
purchase or consumption of alcoholic beverages 
by minors, prevention and reduction of con- 
sumption of alcoholic beverages by minors, and 
for technical assistance and training; 

(7) $5,000,000 for Project Childsafe; 

(8) $15,000,000 for the Secure Our Schools Act 
as authorized by Public Law 106-306; 

(9) $15,000,000 for programs authorized by the 
Victims of Child Abuse Act of 1990; and 

(10) $55,000,000 for the Juvenile Accountability 
Block Grants program as authorized by Public 
Law 107-273 and Guam shall be considered a 
State: 


Provided, That not more than 10 percent of each 
amount may be used for research, evaluation, 
and statistics activities designed to benefit the 
programs or activities authorized: Provided fur- 
ther, That not more than 2 percent of each 
amount may be used for training and technical 
assistance. 
PUBLIC SAFETY OFFICERS BENEFITS 

To remain available until expended, for pay- 
ments authorized by part L of title I of the Om- 
nibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 
(42 U.S.C. 3796), such sums as are necessary, as 
authorized by section 6093 of Public Law 100-690 
(102 Stat. 4339-4340); and $3,615,000, to remain 
available until expended for payments as au- 
thorized by section 1201(b) of said Act; and 
$2,795,000 for educational assistance, as author- 
ized by section 1212 of the 1968 Act. 
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GENERAL PROVISIONS—DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


SEC. 101. In addition to amounts otherwise 
made available in this title for official reception 
and representation expenses, a total of not to 
exceed $60,000 from funds appropriated to the 
Department of Justice in this title shall be avail- 
able to the Attorney General for official recep- 
tion and representation expenses. 

SEC. 102. None of the funds appropriated by 
this title shall be available to pay for an abor- 
tion, except where the life of the mother would 
be endangered if the fetus were carried to term, 
or in the case of rape: Provided, That should 
this prohibition be declared unconstitutional by 
a court of competent jurisdiction, this section 
shall be null and void. 

SEC. 103. None of the funds appropriated 
under this title shall be used to require any per- 
son to perform, or facilitate in any way the per- 
formance of, any abortion. 

SEC. 104. Nothing in the preceding section 
shall remove the obligation of the Director of the 
Bureau of Prisons to provide escort services nec- 
essary for a female inmate to receive such serv- 
ice outside the Federal facility: Provided, That 
nothing in this section in any way diminishes 
the effect of section 103 intended to address the 
philosophical beliefs of individual employees of 
the Bureau of Prisons. 

SEC. 105. Authorities contained in the 21st 
Century Department of Justice Appropriations 
Authorization Act (Public Law 107-273) shall re- 
main in effect until the effective date of a subse- 
quent Department of Justice appropriations au- 
thorization Act. 

SEC. 106. Not to exceed 5 percent of any ap- 
propriation made available for the current fiscal 
year for the Department of Justice in this Act 
may be transferred between such appropria- 
tions, but no such appropriation, except as oth- 
erwise specifically provided, shall be increased 
by more than 10 percent by any such transfers: 
Provided, That any transfer pursuant to this 
section shall be treated as a reprogramming of 
funds under section 605 of this Act and shall not 
be available for obligation except in compliance 
with the procedures set forth in that section: 
Provided further, That none of the funds appro- 
priated to “Buildings and Facilities, Federal 
Prison System” in this or any other Act may be 
transferred to “Salaries and Expenses, Federal 
Prison System’’, or any other Department of 
Justice account, unless the President certifies 
that such a transfer is necessary to the national 
security interests of the United States, and such 
authority shall not be delegated, and shall be 
subject to Section 605 of this Act. 

SEC. 107. Section 114 of Public Law 107-77 
shall remain in effect during fiscal year 2005. 

SEC. 108. In addition to the amounts provided 
under ''Salaries and Expenses, United States 
Attorneys", $15,000,000 shall be for Project 
Seahawk and shall remain available until ex- 
pended. 

SEC. 109. The Attorney General is authorized 
to extend through September 30, 2006, the Per- 
sonnel Management Demonstration Project 
transferred to the Attorney General pursuant to 
section 1115 of the Homeland Security Act of 
2002, Public Law 107-296 (6 U.S.C. 533) without 
limitation on the number of employees or the po- 
sitions covered. 

SEC. 110. (a) None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used by the Drug Enforce- 
ment Administration to establish a procurement 
quota following the approval of a new drug ap- 
plication or an abbreviated new drug applica- 
tion for a controlled substance. 

(b) The limitation established in subsection (a) 
shall not apply until 180 days after enactment 
of this Act. 

SEC. 111. The limitation established in the pre- 
ceding section shall not apply to any new drug 
application or abbreviated new drug application 
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for which the Drug Enforcement Administration 

has reviewed and provided public comments on 

labeling, promotion, risk management plans, 
and any other documents. 

SEC. 112. (a) Section 8335(b) of title 5, United 
States Code, is amended— 

(1) by striking “(5)” and inserting ‘‘(b)(1)”’; 
and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(2) In the case of employees of the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, the second sentence of 
paragraph (1) shall be applied by substituting 
‘65 years of age’ for ‘60 years of age’. The au- 
thority to grant exemptions in accordance with 
the preceding sentence shall cease to be avail- 
able after December 31, 2009.’’. 

(b) Section 8425(b) of title 5, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) by striking “(b)” and inserting ‘‘(b)(1)”’; 
and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(2) In the case of employees of the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, the second sentence of 
paragraph (1) shall be applied by substituting 
“65 years of age’ for ‘60 years of age’. The au- 
thority to grant exemptions in accordance with 
the preceding sentence shall cease to be avail- 
able after December 31, 2009.’’. 

SEC. 113. (a) Subchapter IV of chapter 57 of 
title 5, United States Code, is amended by add- 
ing at the end the following: 

“§5759. Retention and relocation bonuses for 

the Federal Bureau of Investigation 

“(а) AUTHORITY.—The Director of the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, after consultation with 
the Director of the Office of Personnel Manage- 
ment, may pay, on a case-by-case basis, a bonus 
under this section to an employee of the Bureau 

“(1)(А) the unusually high or unique quali- 
fications of the employee or a special need of the 
Bureau for the employee’s services makes it es- 
sential to retain the employee; and 

“(В) the Director of the Federal Bureau of In- 
vestigation determines that, in the absence of 
such a bonus, the employee would be likely to 
leave— 

“(1) the Federal service; or 

“(ї) for a different position in the Federal 
service; or 

“(2) the individual is transferred to a different 
geographic area with a higher cost of living (as 
determined by the Director of the Federal Bu- 
reau of Investigation). 

“(b) SERVICE AGREEMENT.—Payment of a 
bonus under this section is contingent upon the 
employee entering into a written service agree- 
ment with the Bureau to complete a period of 
service with the Bureau. Such agreement shall 
include— 

“(1) the period of service the individual shall 
be required to complete in return for the bonus; 
and 

“(2) the conditions under which the agree- 
ment may be terminated before the agreed-upon 
service period has been completed, and the effect 
of the termination. 

“(с) LIMITATION ON AUTHORITY.—A bonus 
paid under this section may not exceed 50 per- 
cent of the employee’s basic pay. 

“(а) IMPACT ON BASIC PAY.—A retention 
bonus is not part of the basic pay of an em- 
ployee for any purpose. 

“(е) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—The au- 
thority to grant bonuses under this section shall 
cease to be available after December 31, 2009.’’. 

(b) The analysis for chapter 57 of title 5, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

“5759. Retention and relocation bonuses for the 
Federal Bureau of  Investiga- 
tion.". 

SEC. 114. (a) Chapter 35 of title 5 of the United 
States Code is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 
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“SUBCHAPTER VII—RETENTION OF RE- 
TIRED SPECIALIZED EMPLOYEES AT 
THE FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGA- 
TION 

“$3598. Federal Bureau of Investigation Re- 
serve Service 
“(а) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Director of the 

Federal Bureau of Investigation may provide for 
the establishment and training of a Federal Bu- 
reau of Investigation Reserve Service (herein- 
after in this section referred to as the ‘FBI Re- 
serve Service’) for temporary reemployment of 
employees in the Bureau during periods of emer- 
gency, as determined by the Director. 

“(b) MEMBERSHIP.—Membership in the FBI 
Reserve Service shall be limited to individuals 
who previously served as full-time employees of 
the Bureau. 

“(с) ANNUITANTS.—If an annuitant receiving 
an annuity from the Civil Service Retirement 
and Disability Fund becomes temporarily reem- 
ployed pursuant to this section, such annuity 
shall not be discontinued thereby. An annuitant 
so reemployed shall not be considered an em- 
ployee for the purposes of chapter 83 or 84. 

“(4) NO IMPACT ON BUREAU PERSONNEL CEIL- 
ING.—FBI Reserve Service members reemployed 
on a temporary basis pursuant to this section 
shall not count against any personnel ceiling 
applicable to the Bureau. 

“(е) EXPENSES.—The Director may provide 
members of the FBI Reserve Service transpor- 
tation and per diem in lieu of subsistence, in ac- 
cordance with applicable provisions of this title, 
for the purpose of participating in any training 
that relates to service as a member of the FBI 
Reserve Service. 

“(f) LIMITATION ON MEMBERSHIP.—Member- 
ship of the FBI Reserve Service is not to exceed 
500 members at any given time.’’. 

(b) The analysis for chapter 35 of title 5, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 


"SUBCHAPTER VII—RETENTION OF RETIRED SPE- 
CIALIZED EMPLOYEES AT THE FEDERAL BU- 
REAU OF INVESTIGATION 

“3598. Federal Bureau of Investigation reserve 

ѕетосіе.””. 


SEC. 115. Section 5377(a)(2) of title 5, United 
States Code, is amended— 

(1) by striking “ата” at the end of subpara- 
graph (Е); 

(2) by striking the period at the end of sub- 
paragraph (F) and inserting “; апа”; and 

(3) by inserting after subparagraph (F) the 
following: 

“(G) a position at the Federal Bureau of In- 
vestigation, the primary duties and responsibil- 
ities of which relate to intelligence functions (as 
determined by the Director of the Federal Bu- 
reau of Investigation).’’. 

SEC. 116. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, Public Law 102-395 section 102(b) shall 
extend to the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Fire- 
arms and Explosives in the conduct of under- 
cover investigative operations and shall apply 
without fiscal year limitation with respect to 
any undercover investigative operation initiated 
by the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms 
and Explosives that is necessary for the detec- 
tion and prosecution of crimes against the 
United States. 

SEC. 117. Section 1344 of Title 31 of the United 
States Code, is amended in subsection (b) para- 
graph (6) by inserting after “Federal Bureau of 
Investigation," the words ''Director of the Bu- 
reau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explo- 
sives". This amendment shall take effect as if 
enacted on January 1, 2004. 

SEC. 118. Within 45 days of enactment of this 
Act, the Bureau of Prisons will submit a com- 
prehensive financial plan for the Federal Prison 
System to the Committees on Appropriations. 
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SEC. 119. The Bureau of Prisons shall imple- 
ment a pilot program in the Southern District of 
Florida which would allow the Federal Public 
Defender to transfer computers to the local de- 
tention facility to review electronic discovery. 
These computers will be used according to 
schedules and protocols developed by the staff 
of the local facility in consultation with the 
Federal Defender and the District Court's Crimi- 
nal Justice Act Selection Committee. 

SEC. 120. None of the funds made available to 
the Department of Justice in this Act may be 
used for the purpose of transporting an indi- 
vidual who is a prisoner pursuant to conviction 
for crime under State or Federal law and is clas- 
sified as a maximum or high security prisoner, 
other than to a prison or other facility certified 
by the Federal Bureau of Prisons as appro- 
priately secure for housing such a prisoner. 

SEC. 121. (a) None of the funds appropriated 
by this Act may be used by Federal prisons to 
purchase cable television services, to rent or 
purchase videocassettes, videocassette recorders, 
or other audiovisual or electronic equipment 
used primarily for recreational purposes. 

(b) The preceding sentence does mot preclude 
the renting, maintenance, or purchase of audio- 
visual or electronic equipment for inmate train- 
ing, religious, or educational programs. 

SEC. 122. Section 3(e) of the Radiation Expo- 
sure Compensation Act (42 U.S.C. 2210 note) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking "through fis- 
cal year 2011”; and 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking subpara- 
graphs (E) through (J). 

SEC. 123. The Prison Rape Elimination Act of 
2003 is amended— 

(1) in section 7— 

(A) in the heading by striking “REDUC- 
TION” and inserting “ELIMINATION”; and 

(B) in subsection (a) by striking “Reduction” 
and inserting “Elimination”; and 

(2) in section 1(b), by striking "Reduction" in 
the item relating to section 7 amd inserting 
“Elimination”. 

SEC. 124. (a) The President shall award and 
present a 9/11 Heroes Medal of Valor of appro- 
priate design, with ribbons and appurtenances, 
to an appropriate representative of those indi- 
viduals who were members of public safety 
agencies and were killed in the terrorist attacks 
in the United States on September 11, 2001, as 
certified by the Attorney General, on behalf of 
such individuals. 

(b) The presentation of medals pursuant to 
subsection (a) shall be made as close as feasible 
to the 4th anniversary of the terrorist attacks 
described in that subsection. 

(с)(1) To be eligible for the medal referred to 
in subsection (a), an individual shall have been 
a public safety officer (as defined in section 5 of 
the Public Safety Officer Medal of Valor Act of 
2001) who— 

(A) was present in New York, Virginia, or 
Pennsylvania on September 11, 2001; 

(B) participated in the response that day to 
the terrorist attacks on the World Trade Center, 
the terrorist attack on the Pentagon, or the ter- 
rorist attack that resulted in the crash of the 
fourth airplane in Pennsylvania; and 

(C) died as a result of such participation. 

(2) An individual who was killed in one of the 
attacks referred to in paragraph (1)(B) shall be 
deemed, for purposes of the eligibility require- 
ment of that paragraph, to have participated in 
the response. 

(3) The certification of eligible recipients of 
the medal under subsection (a) shall be com- 
pleted by the Attorney General by July 1, 2005. 

(d)(1)(A) The design of the medal under this 
Section shall be selected by the Attorney General 
after consultation with— 

(i) the Commission of Fine Arts; and 
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(ii) the Institute of Heraldry within the De- 
partment of Defense, regarding the design and 
artistry of the 9/11 Heroes Medal of Valor. 

(B) The Attorney General may also consider 
suggestions received by the Department of Jus- 
tice regarding the design of the medal, including 
those made by persons not employed by the De- 
partment of Justice. 

(2) After such consultation and selection of 
design, the Attorney General shall make nec- 
essary arrangements with the Secretary of the 
Treasury for the Secretary to prepare and 
strike, on a reimbursable basis, such number of 
medals as may be required to carry out this sec- 
tion. 

(3) The medals struck under this section are 
national medals for purposes of chapter 51 of 
title 31, United States Code. 

(e) The Attorney General shall establish such 
procedures and requirements as may be nec- 
essary to carry out this section. 

(f) There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Attorney General such sums as may be nec- 
essary to carry out this section. 

SEC. 125. (a) The Attorney General shall 
transfer, without reimbursement, to the Sec- 
retary of the Army a parcel of real property, in- 
cluding any improvements thereon, consisting of 
approximately 57.8 acres located on River Road 
in Prince George County, Virginia. The real 
property is currently under the administrative 
jurisdiction of the Bureau of Prisons. Upon 
transfer of the real property under this sub- 
section, the Secretary of the Army shall assume 
administrative and jurisdictional accountability 
over property and include the property as part 
of Fort Lee, Virginia. 

(b) The exact acreage and legal description of 
the real property to be transferred under sub- 
section (a) shall be determined by a survey satis- 
factory to the Secretary of the Army. 

SEC. 126. The Department of Justice shall es- 
tablish an Office of Justice for Victims of Over- 
seas Terrorism. 

This title may be cited as the “Department of 
Justice Appropriations Act, 2005”, 

TITLE II—DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

AND RELATED AGENCIES 


TRADE AND INFRASTRUCTURE DEVELOPMENT 
RELATED AGENCIES 


OFFICE OF THE UNITED STATES TRADE 
REPRESENTATIVE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Office of the 
United States Trade Representative, including 
the hire of passenger motor vehicles and the em- 
ployment of experts and consultants as author- 
ized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, $41,552,000, of which 
$1,000,000 shall remain available until expended: 
Provided, That not to exceed $124,000 shall be 
available for official reception and representa- 
tion expenses: Provided further, That not less 
than $2,000,000 provided under this heading 
shall be for expenses authorized by 19 U.S.C. 
2451 and 1677b(c): Provided further, That nego- 
tiations shall be conducted within the World 
Trade Organization to recognize the right of 
members to distribute monies collected from anti- 
dumping and countervailing duties: Provided 
further, That there is established a position of 
Chief Negotiator for Intellectual Property En- 
forcement. 

NATIONAL INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW 
ENFORCEMENT COORDINATION COUNCIL 

For necessary expenses of the National Intel- 
lectual Property Law Enforcement Coordination 
Council to coordinate domestic and inter- 
national intellectual property protection and 
law enforcement relating to intellectual property 
among Federal and foreign entities, $2,000,000, 
to remain available until September 30, 2006: 
Provided, That there shall be at the head of the 
National Intellectual Property Law Enforcement 
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Coordination Council a Coordinator for Inter- 
national Intellectual Property Enforcement: 
Provided further, That the Coordinator for 
International Intellectual Property Enforcement 
shall be appointed by the President: Provided 
further, That no person shall serve as the Coor- 
dinator for International Intellectual Property 
Enforcement while serving in any other position 
in the Federal Government: Provided further, 
That the co-chairs of the National Intellectual 
Property Law Enforcement Coordination Coun- 
cil, as designated by Public Law 106-58, shall re- 
port to the Coordinator for International Intel- 
lectual Property Enforcement on matters con- 
cerning the National Intellectual Property Law 
Enforcement Coordination Council: Provided 
further, That the National Intellectual Property 
Law Enforcement Coordination Council shall— 

(1) establish policies, objectives, and priorities 
concerning international intellectual property 
protection and intellectual property law em- 
forcement; 

(2) promulgate a strategy for protecting Amer- 
ican intellectual property overseas; and 

(3) coordinate and oversee implementation by 
agencies with responsibilities for intellectual 
property protection and intellectual property 
law enforcement of the policies, objectives, and 
priorities established under paragraph (1) and 
the fulfillment of the responsibilities assigned to 
such agencies in the strategy described in para- 
graph (2): 


Provided further, That the Coordinator for 
International Intellectual Property Enforcement 
shall develop for each fiscal year, with the ad- 
vice of the members of the National Intellectual 
Property Law Enforcement Coordination Coun- 
cil and any other departments and agencies 
with responsibilities for intellectual property 
protection and intellectual property law en- 
forcement, a budget proposal to implement the 
strategy described in paragraph (2) and for the 
operations of the National Intellectual Property 
Law Enforcement Coordination Council, and 
shall transmit such budget proposal to the Presi- 
dent and to the Congress: Provided further, 
That the Coordinator for International Intellec- 
tual Property Enforcement may select, appoint, 
employ, and fix compensation of such officers 
and employees as may be necessary to carry out 
the functions of the National Intellectual Prop- 
erty Law Enforcement Coordination Council: 
Provided further, That the Coordinator for 
International Intellectual Property Enforcement 
may direct, with the concurrence of the Sec- 
retary of a department or head of an agency, 
the temporary reassignment within the Federal 
Government of personnel employed by such de- 
partment or agency. 
INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses of the International 
Trade Commission, including hire of passenger 
motor vehicles, and services as authorized by 5 
U.S.C. 3109, and not to exceed $2,500 for official 
reception and representation expenses, 
$61,700,000, to remain available until expended. 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
INTERNATIONAL TRADE ADMINISTRATION 
OPERATIONS AND ADMINISTRATION 
For necessary expenses for international trade 
activities of the Department of Commerce pro- 
vided for by law, and for engaging in trade pro- 
motional activities abroad, including expenses of 
grants and cooperative agreements for the pur- 
pose of promoting exports of United States firms, 
without regard to 44 U.S.C. 3702 and 3703; full 
medical coverage for dependent members of im- 
mediate families of employees stationed overseas 
and employees temporarily posted overseas; 
travel and transportation of employees of the 
United States and Foreign Commercial Service 
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between two points abroad, without regard to 49 
U.S.C. 40118; employment of Americans and 
aliens by contract for services; rental of space 
abroad for periods not exceeding 10 years, and 
expenses of alteration, repair, or improvement; 
purchase or construction of temporary demount- 
able exhibition structures for use abroad; pay- 
ment of tort claims, in the manner authorized in 
the first paragraph of 28 U.S.C. 2672 when such 
claims arise in foreign countries; not to exceed 
$327,000 for official representation expenses 
abroad; purchase of passenger motor vehicles for 
official use abroad, not to exceed $30,000 per ve- 
hicle; obtaining insurance on official motor ve- 
hicles; and rental of tie lines, $401,513,000, to re- 
main available until expended, of which 
$8,000,000 is to be derived from fees to be re- 
tained and used by the International Trade Ad- 
ministration, notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302: 
Provided, That $48,509,000 shall be for Manufac- 
turing and Services; $40,087,000 shall be for 
Market Access and Compliance; $64,544,000 shall 
be for the Import Administration of which not 
less than $3,000,000 is for the Office of China 
Compliance; $222,365,000 shall be for the United 
States and Foreign Commercial Service of which 
$1,500,000 is for the Advocacy Center, $2,500,000 
is for the Trade Information Center, and 
$2,100,000 is for a China and Middle East Busi- 
ness Center; and $26,008,000 shall be for Execu- 
tive Direction and Administration: Provided fur- 
ther, That the provisions of the first sentence of 
section 105(f) and all of section 108(c) of the Mu- 
tual Educational and Cultural Exchange Act of 
1961 (22 U.S.C. 2455(f) and 2458(c)) shall apply 
in carrying out these activities without regard 
to section 5412 of the Omnibus Trade and Com- 
petitiveness Act of 1988 (15 U.S.C. 4912); and 
that for the purpose of this Act, contributions 
under the provisions of the Mutual Educational 
and Cultural Exchange Act of 1961 shall include 
payment for assessments for services provided as 
part of these activities: Provided further, That 
negotiations shall be conducted within the 
World Trade Organization to recognize the right 
of members to distribute monies collected from 
antidumping and countervailing duties: Pro- 
vided further, That of the amount provided, 
$1,000,000 is for a grant to the United States Air 
and Trade Show Inc. to study the feasibility of 
the establishment and operation of a biennial 
United States international air trade show to 
promote international exports from the United 
States and for initial erpenses of implementing 
the recommendations set forth in the study: Pro- 
vided further, That for purposes of section 
31.205(d)(2) of the Federal Acquisition Regula- 
tion, any international air and trade show con- 
ducted by the grantee shall be considered to be 
a trade show containing a significant effort to 
promote exports from the United States. 
BUREAU OF INDUSTRY AND SECURITY 
OPERATIONS AND ADMINISTRATION 

For necessary expenses for export administra- 
tion and national security activities of the De- 
partment of Commerce, including costs associ- 
ated with the performance of export administra- 
tion field activities both  domestically amd 
abroad; full medical coverage for dependent 
members of immediate families of employees sta- 
tioned overseas; employment of Americans and 
aliens by contract for services abroad; payment 
of tort claims, in the manner authorized in the 
first paragraph of 28 U.S.C. 2672 when such 
claims arise in foreign countries; not to exceed 
$15,000 for official representation expenses 
abroad; awards of compensation to informers 
under the Export Administration Act of 1979, 
and as authorized by 22 U.S.C. 401(b); and pur- 
chase of passenger motor vehicles for official use 
and motor vehicles for law enforcement use with 
special requirement vehicles eligible for pur- 
chase without regard to any price limitation 
otherwise established by law, $68,393,000, to re- 
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main available until expended, of which 
$7,200,000 shall be for inspections and other ac- 
tivities related to national security: Provided, 
That the provisions of the first sentence of sec- 
tion 105(f) and all of section 108(c) of the Mu- 
tual Educational and Cultural Exchange Act of 
1961 (22 U.S.C. 2455(f) and 2458(c)) shall apply 
in carrying out these activities: Provided fur- 
ther, That payments and contributions collected 
and accepted for materials or services provided 
as part of such activities may be retained for use 
in covering the cost of such activities, and for 
providing information to the public with respect 
to the export administration and national secu- 
rity activities of the Department of Commerce 
and other export control programs of the United 
States and other governments. 
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION 

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS 

For grants for economic development assist- 
ance as provided by the Public Works and Eco- 
nomic Development Act of 1965, and for trade 
adjustment assistance, $257,423,000, to remain 
available until expended. 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of administering the 
economic development assistance programs as 
provided for by law, $30,483,000: Provided, That 
these funds may be used to monitor projects ap- 
proved pursuant to title I of the Public Works 
Employment Act of 1976, title II of the Trade Act 
of 1974, and the Community Emergency Drought 
Relief Act of 1977. 

MINORITY BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT AGENCY 

MINORITY BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT 

For necessary expenses of the Department of 
Commerce in fostering, promoting, and devel- 
oping minority business enterprise, including ex- 
penses of grants, contracts, and other agree- 
ments with public or private organizations, 
$29,899,000. 

ECONOMIC AND INFORMATION INFRASTRUCTURE 
ECONOMIC AND STATISTICAL ANALYSIS 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses, as authorized by law, 
of economic and statistical analysis programs of 
the Department of Commerce, $80,000,000, to re- 
main available until September 30, 2006, of 
which $2,000,000 is for a grant to the National 
Academy of Public Administration to study im- 
pacts of off-shoring on the economy and work- 
force of the United States. 

BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For expenses necessary for collecting, com- 
piling, analyzing, preparing, and publishing 
statistics, provided for by law, $198,765,000. 

PERIODIC CENSUSES AND PROGRAMS 

For necessary expenses related to the 2010 de- 
cennial census, $393,515,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2006: Provided, That of the 
total amount available related to the 2010 decen- 
nial census, $165,196,000 is for the Re-engineered 
Design Process for the Short-Form Only Census, 
$146,009,000 is for the American Community Sur- 
vey, and $82,310,000 is for the Master Address 
File/Topologically Integrated Geographic En- 
coding and Referencing (MAF/TIGER) system. 

In addition, for expenses to collect and pub- 
lish statistics for other periodic censuses and 
programs provided for by law, $162,601,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2006, of 
which $73,473,000 is for economic statistics pro- 
grams and $89,128,000 is for demographic statis- 
tics programs: Provided, That regarding con- 
struction of a facility at the Suitland Federal 
Center, quarterly reports regarding the expendi- 
ture of funds and project planning, design and 
cost decisions shall be provided by the Bureau, 
in cooperation with the General Services Admin- 
istration, to the Committees on Appropriations 
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of the Senate and the House of Representatives: 
Provided further, That none of the funds pro- 
vided in this or any other Act under the heading 
“Bureau of the Census, Periodic Censuses and 
Programs” shall be used to fund the construc- 
tion and tenant build-out costs of a facility at 
the Suitland Federal Center: Provided further, 
That none of the funds provided in this or any 
other Act for any fiscal year may be used for the 
collection of Census data on race identification 
that does not include “some other race" as a 
catagory. 

NATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATIONS AND 
INFORMATION ADMINISTRATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses, as provided for by 
law, of the National Telecommunications and 
Information Administration (NTIA), $17,433,000, 
to remain available until September 30, 2006: 
Provided, That, notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 
1535(d), the Secretary of Commerce shall charge 
Federal agencies for costs incurred in spectrum 
management, analysis, and operations, and re- 
lated services and such fees shall be retained 
and used as offsetting collections for costs of 
such spectrum services, to remain available until 
expended: Provided further, That the Secretary 
of Commerce is authorized to retain and use as 
offsetting collections all funds transferred, or 
previously transferred, from other Government 
agencies for all costs incurred in telecommuni- 
cations research, engineering, and related ac- 
tivities by the Institute for Telecommunication 
Sciences of NTIA, in furtherance of its assigned 
functions under this paragraph, and such funds 
received from other Government agencies shall 
remain available until expended. 

PUBLIC TELECOMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES, 
PLANNING AND CONSTRUCTION 

For the administration of grants authorized 
by section 392 of the Communications Act of 
1934, $21,769,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended as authorized by section 391 of the Act: 
Provided, That not to exceed $2,000,000 shall be 
available for program administration as author- 
ized by section 391 of the Act: Provided further, 
That, notwithstanding the provisions of section 
391 of the Act, the prior year unobligated bal- 
ances may be made available for grants for 
projects for which applications have been sub- 
mitted and approved during any fiscal year. 

INFORMATION INFRASTRUCTURE GRANTS 

For the administration of prior year grants, 
recoveries and unobligated balances of funds 
previously appropriated for grants are available 
only for the administration of all open grants 
until their expiration. 

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the United States 
Patent and Trademark Office provided for by 
law, including defense of suits instituted 
against the Under Secretary of Commerce for In- 
tellectual Property and Director of the United 
States Patent and Trademark Office, 
$1,336,000,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended, which shall be derived from offsetting 
collections assessed and collected pursuant to 15 
U.S.C. 1113 and 35 U.S.C. 41 and 376, and shall 
be retained and used for necessary expenses: 
Provided, That the sum herein appropriated 
from the general fund shall be reduced as such 
offsetting collections are received during fiscal 
year 2005, so as to result in a fiscal year 2005 ap- 
propriation from the general fund estimated at 
$0: Provided further, That during fiscal year 
2005, should the total amount of offsetting fee 
collections be less than $1,356,000,000, this 
amount shall be reduced accordingly: Provided 
further, That not less than 526 full-time equiva- 
lents, 530 positions and $72,899,000 shall be for 
the examination of trademark applications; and 
not less than 5,057 full-time equivalents, 5,139 
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positions and $759,021,000 shall be for the exam- 
ination and searching of patent applications: 
Provided further, That not more than 244 full- 
time equivalents, 251 positions and $31,906,000 
shall be for the Office of the General Counsel: 
Provided further, That of amounts made avail- 
able under this heading, $20,000,000 shall only 
be available for initiatives to protect United 
States intellectual property overseas: Provided 
further, That from amounts provided herein, not 
to exceed $1,000 shall be made available in fiscal 
year 2005 for official reception and representa- 
tion expenses: Provided further, That notwith- 
standing section 1353 of title 31, United States 
Code, no employee of the United States Patent 
and Trademark Office may accept payment or 
reimbursement from a non-Federal entity for 
travel, subsistence, or related expenses for the 
purpose of enabling an employee to attend and 
participate in a convention, conference, or meet- 
ing when the entity offering payment or reim- 
bursement is a person or corporation subject to 
regulation by the Office, or represents a person 
or corporation subject to regulation by the Of- 
fice, unless the person or corporation is an orga- 
nization exempt from taxation pursuant to sec- 
tion 501(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986. 

In addition, fees authorized by title VIII of 
this Act may be collected and credited to this ac- 
count as offsetting collections: Provided, That 
not to exceed $218,754,000 derived from such off- 
setting collections shall be available until ex- 
pended for authorized purposes: Provided fur- 
ther, That not less than 58 full-time equivalents, 
72 positions and $5,551,000 shall be for the exam- 
ination of trademark applications; and not less 
than 378 full-time equivalents, 709 positions and 
$106,986,000 shall be for the examination and 
Searching of patent applications: Provided fur- 
ther, That not more than 20 full-time equiva- 
lents, 20 positions and $4,955,000 shall be for the 
Office of the General Counsel: Provided further, 
That the total amount appropriated from fees 
collected in fiscal year 2005, including such in- 
creased fees, shall not exceed $1,574,754,000: Pro- 
vided further, That in fiscal year 2005, from the 
amounts made available for “Salaries and Ex- 
penses” for the United States Patent and Trade- 
mark Office (PTO), the amounts necessary to 
pay (1) the difference between the percentage of 
basic pay contributed by the PTO and employ- 
ees under section 8334(a) of title 5, United States 
Code, and the normal cost percentage (as de- 
fined by section 8331(17) of that title) of basic 
pay, of employees subject to subchapter III of 
chapter 83 of that title; and (2) the present 
value of the otherwise unfunded accruing costs, 
as determined by the Office of Personnel Man- 
agement, of post-retirement life insurance and 
post-retirement health benefits coverage for all 
PTO employees, shall be transferred to the Civil 
Service Retirement and Disability Fund, the 
Employees Life Insurance Fund, and the Em- 
ployees Health Benefits Fund, as appropriate, 
and shall be available for the authorized pur- 
poses of those accounts. 

SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY 
TECHNOLOGY ADMINISTRATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses for the Under Sec- 
retary for Technology Office of Technology Pol- 
icy, $6,547,000: Provided, That section 8(a) of 
the Technology Administration Act of 1998 (15 
U.S.C. 1511е(а)) is amended by deleting ‘‘Tech- 
nology Administration of” after “within the": 
Provided further, That $200,000 is for the World 
Congress on Information Technology. 

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF STANDARDS AND 
TECHNOLOGY 
SCIENTIFIC AND TECHNICAL RESEARCH AND 
SERVICES 

For necessary expenses of the National Insti- 

tute of Standards and Technology, $383,892,000, 
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to remain available until expended, of which 
not to exceed $2,900,000 may be transferred to 
the “Working Capital Fund”. 

INDUSTRIAL TECHNOLOGY SERVICES 

For necessary expenses of the Manufacturing 
Extension Partnership of the National Institute 
of Standards and Technology, $109,000,000, to 
remain available until expended: Provided, That 
the Secretary of Commerce shall not recompete 
any existing Manufacturing Extension Partner- 
ship Center prior to 2007: Provided further, That 
hereafter the Manufacturing Extension Partner- 
ship Program authorized under 15 U.S.C. 278k 
shall be renamed the Hollings Manufacturing 
Partnership Program and the centers estab- 
lished and receiving funding under 15 U.S.C. 
278k paragraph (a) shall be named the Hollings 
Manufacturing Extension Centers. 

In addition, for necessary expenses of the Ad- 
vanced Technology Program of the National In- 
stitute of Standards and Technology, 
$142,300,000, to remain available until expended. 

CONSTRUCTION OF RESEARCH FACILITIES 

For construction of new research facilities, in- 
cluding architectural and engineering design, 
and for renovation and maintenance of existing 
facilities, not otherwise provided for the Na- 
tional Institute of Standards and Technology, 
as authorized by 15 U.S.C. 278с-278е, 
$73,500,000, to remain available until expended. 

NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC 
ADMINISTRATION 
OPERATIONS, RESEARCH, AND FACILITIES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses of activities author- 
ized by law for the National Oceanic and At- 
mospheric Administration, including mainte- 
nance, operation, and hire of aircraft and ves- 
sels; grants, contracts, or other payments to 
nonprofit organizations for the purposes of con- 
ducting activities pursuant to cooperative agree- 
ments; and relocation of facilities, $2,804,065,000, 
to remain available until September 30, 2006, ex- 
cept for funds provided for cooperative enforce- 
ment which shall remain available until Sep- 
tember 30, 2007: Provided, That fees and dona- 
tions received by the National Ocean Service for 
the management of national marine sanctuaries 
may be retained and used for the salaries and 
expenses associated with those activities, not- 
withstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302: Provided further, 
That in addition, $3,000,000 shall be derived by 
transfer from the fund entitled ‘‘Coastal Zone 
Management" and in addition $65,000,000 shall 
be derived by transfer from the fund entitled 
“Promote and Develop Fishery Products and 
Research Pertaining to American Fisheries”: 
Provided further, That of the $2,872,065,000 pro- 
vided for in direct obligations under this head- 
ing $2,804,065,000 is appropriated from the Gen- 
eral Fund: Provided further, That no general 
administrative charge shall be applied against 
an assigned activity included in this Act or the 
report accompanying this Act except for addi- 
tional costs above the fiscal year 2004 level of 
$2,600,000 for automating and modernizing the 
NOAA grant processing systems up to a total of 
$5,000,000: Provided further, That the total 
amount available for the National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration corporate services 
administrative support costs shall not exceed 
$171,530,000: Provided further, That payments of 
funds made available under this heading to the 
Department of Commerce Working Capital Fund 
including Department of Commerce General 
Counsel legal services shall mot exceed 
$39,500,000: Provided further, That any devi- 
ation from the amounts designated for specific 
activities in the report accompanying this Act 
Shall be subject to the procedures set forth in 
section 605 of this Act: Provided further, That 
grants to States pursuant to sections 306 and 
306A of the Coastal Zone Management Act of 
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1972, as amended, shall not exceed $2,000,000, 
unless funds provided for “Coastal Zone Man- 
agement Grants" exceed funds provided in the 
previous fiscal year: Provided further, That if 
funds provided for “Coastal Zone Management 
Grants” exceed funds provided in the previous 
fiscal year, then no State shall receive more 
than 5 percent or less than 1 percent of the ad- 
ditional funds: Provided further, That none of 
the funds under this heading are available to 
alter the existing structure, organization, func- 
tion, and funding of the National Marine Fish- 
eries Service Southwest Region amd Fisheries 
Science Center and Northwest Region and Fish- 
eries Science Center: Provided further, That 
notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
$600,000 shall be available only for the National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration Office 
of Space Commercialization: Provided further, 
That the personnel management demonstration 
project established at the National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 4703 may be expanded by 3,500 full-time 
positions to include up to 6,925 full-time posi- 
tions and may be extended indefinitely: Pro- 
vided further, That the Administrator of the Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 
may engage in formal and informal education 
activities, including primary amd secondary 
education, related to the agency's mission goals. 
In addition, for necessary retired pay ezr- 
penses under the Retired Serviceman's Family 
Protection and Survivor Benefits Plan, and for 
payments for the medical care of retired per- 
sonnel and their dependents under the Depend- 
ents Medical Care Act (10 U.S.C. ch. 55), such 
sums as may be necessary. 
PROCUREMENT, ACQUISITION AND CONSTRUCTION 
For procurement, acquisition and construction 
of capital assets, including alteration and modi- 
fication costs, of the National Oceanic and At- 
mospheric Administration, $1,053,436,000 to re- 
main available until September 30, 2007, except 
funds provided for construction of facilities 
which shall remain available until September 30, 
2009, and funds provided for the Honolulu Lab- 
oratory and the Marine Environmental Health 
Research Laboratory which shall remain avail- 
able until expended: Provided, That of the 
amounts provided for the National Polar-orbit- 
ing Operational Environmental Satellite System, 
funds shall only be made available on a dollar 
for dollar matching basis with funds provided 
for the same purpose by the Department of De- 
fense: Provided further, That except to the ex- 
tent expressly prohibited by any other law, the 
Department of Defense may delegate procure- 
ment functions related to the National Polar-or- 
biting Operational Environmental Satellite Sys- 
tem to officials of the Department of Commerce 
pursuant to section 2311 of title 10, United 
States Code: Provided further, That any devi- 
ation from the amounts designated for specific 
activities in the report accompanying this Act 
shall be subject to the procedures set forth in 
section 605 of this Act: Provided further, That 
none of the funds provided in this Act or any 
other Act under the heading ‘‘National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Administration, Procurement, 
Acquisition and Construction” shall be used to 
fund the General Services Administration’s 
standard construction and tenant build-out 
costs of a facility at the Suitland Federal Cen- 
ter: Provided further, That beginning in fiscal 
year 2006 and for each fiscal year thereafter, the 
Secretary of Commerce shall include in the 
budget justification materials that the Secretary 
submits to Congress in support of the Depart- 
ment of Commerce budget (as submitted with the 
budget of the President under section 1105(a) of 
title 31, 10 United States Code) an estimate for 
each National Oceanic and Atmospheric Admin- 
istration procurement, acquisition and construc- 
tion program having a total multiyear program 
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cost of more than $5,000,000 and simultaneously 
the budget justification materials shall include 
an estimate of the budgetary requirements for 
each such program for each of the five subse- 
quent fiscal years. 
PACIFIC COASTAL SALMON RECOVERY 

For necessary expenses associated with the 
restoration of Pacific salmon populations, 
$90,000,000: Provided, That section 628(2)(A) of 
the Departments of Commerce, Justice, and 
State, the Judiciary, and Related Agencies Ap- 
propriations Act, 2001 (16 U.S.C. 3645) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by striking “2000, 2001, 2002, and 2003” 
and inserting ‘‘2005’’, and 

(2) by inserting “Idaho,” after “Отеоот,”. 

COASTAL ZONE MANAGEMENT FUND 

Of amounts collected pursuant to section 308 
of the Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972 (16 
U.S.C. 1456a), not to exceed $3,000,000 shall be 
transferred to the “Operations, Research, and 
Facilities" account to offset the costs of imple- 
menting such Act. 

FISHERMEN’S CONTINGENCY FUND 

For carrying out the provisions of title IV of 
Public Law 95-372, not to exceed $499,000, to be 
derived from receipts collected pursuant to that 
Act, to remain available until expended. 

FISHERIES FINANCE PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

For the costs of direct loans, $287,000, as au- 
thorized by the Merchant Marine Act of 1936: 
Provided, That such costs, including the cost of 
modifying such loans, shall be as defined in the 
Federal Credit Reform Act of 1990: Provided fur- 
ther, That these funds are only available to sub- 
sidize gross obligations for the principal amount 
of direct loans not to exceed $5,000,000 for Indi- 
vidual Fishing Quota loans, and not to exceed 
$59,000,000 for traditional direct loans, of which 
$40,000,000 may be used for direct loans to the 
United States distant water tuna fleet, and of 
which $19,000,000 may be used for direct loans to 
the United States menhaden fishery: Provided 
further, That none of the funds made available 
under this heading may be used for direct loans 
for any new fishing vessel that will increase the 
harvesting capacity in any United States fish- 
ery. 

OTHER 
DEPARTMENTAL MANAGEMENT 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For expenses necessary for the departmental 
management of the Department of Commerce 
provided for by law, including not to exceed 
$5,000 for official entertainment, $48,109,000: 
Provided, That not to exceed 12 full-time equiva- 
lents and $1,621,000 shall be expended for the 
legislative affairs function of the Department. 
UNITED STATES TRAVEL AND TOURISM PROMOTION 

For necessary expenses of the United States 
Travel and Tourism Promotion Program, as au- 
thorized by section 210 of Public Law 108-7, for 
programs promoting travel to the United States 
including grants, contracts, cooperative agree- 
ments and related costs, $10,000,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2006. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 

For necessary expenses of the Office of In- 
spector General in carrying out the provisions of 
the Inspector General Act of 1978 (5 U.S.C. 
App.), $21,660,000. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—DEPARTMENT OF 
COMMERCE 


SEC. 201. During the current fiscal year, appli- 
cable appropriations and funds made available 
to the Department of Commerce by this Act shall 
be available for the activities specified in the 
Act of October 26, 1949 (15 U.S.C. 1514), to the 
extent and in the manner prescribed by the Act, 
and, notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3324, may be 
used for advanced payments not otherwise au- 
thorized only upon the certification of officials 
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designated by the Secretary of Commerce that 
such payments are in the public interest. 

SEC. 202. During the current fiscal year, ap- 
propriations made available to the Department 
of Commerce by this Act for salaries and ex- 
penses shall be available for hire of passenger 
motor vehicles as authorized by 31 U.S.C. 1343 
and 1344; services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 
3109; and uniforms or allowances therefore, as 
authorized by law (5 U.S.C. 5901-5902). 

SEC. 203. Not to exceed 5 percent of any ap- 
propriation made available for the current fiscal 
year for the Department of Commerce in this Act 
may be transferred between such appropria- 
tions, but no such appropriation shall be in- 
creased by more than 10 percent by any such 
transfers: Provided, That any transfer pursuant 
to this section shall be treated as a reprogram- 
ming of funds under section 605 of this Act and 
shall not be available for obligation or expendi- 
ture except in compliance with the procedures 
set forth in that section: Provided further, That 
the Secretary of Commerce shall notify the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations at least 15 days in ad- 
vance of the acquisition or disposal of any cap- 
ital asset (including land, structures, and equip- 
ment) not specifically provided for in this or any 
other Departments of Commerce, Justice, and 
State, the Judiciary, and Related Agencies Ap- 
propriations Act. 

SEC. 204. Any costs incurred by a department 
or agency funded under this title resulting from 
personnel actions taken in response to funding 
reductions included in this title or from actions 
taken for the care and protection of loan collat- 
eral or grant property shall be absorbed within 
the total budgetary resources available to such 
department or agency: Provided, That the au- 
thority to transfer funds between appropriations 
accounts as may be necessary to carry out this 
section is provided in addition to authorities in- 
cluded elsewhere in this Act: Provided further, 
That use of funds to carry out this section shall 
be treated as a reprogramming of funds under 
section 605 of this Act and shall not be available 
for obligation or expenditure except in compli- 
ance with the procedures set forth in that sec- 
tion. 

SEC. 205. Hereafter, none of the funds made 
available by this or any other Act for the De- 
partment of Commerce shall be available to re- 
imburse the Unemployment Trust Fund or any 
other fund or account of the Treasury to pay for 
any expenses authorized by section 8501 of title 
5, United States Code, for services performed by 
individuals appointed to temporary positions 
within the Bureau of the Census for purposes 
relating to the decennial censuses of population. 

SEC. 206. Of the amount available from the 
fund entitled ‘‘Promote and Develop Fishery 
Products and Research Pertaining to American 
Fisheries’’, $10,000,000 shall be provided to the 
Alaska Fisheries Marketing Board, $1,000,000 
shall be available for the ‘‘Wild American 
Shrimp Initiative’’, and $1,000,000 shall be avail- 
able for the Gulf Oyster Industry Education 
Program: Provided, That (1) the Alaska Fish- 
eries Marketing Board (hereinafter “Һе 
Board’’) shall be a nonprofit organization and 
not an agency or establishment of the United 
States, (2) the Secretary may appoint, assign, or 
otherwise designate as Executive Director an 
employee of the Department of Commerce, who 
may serve in an official capacity in such posi- 
tion, with or without reimbursement, and such 
appointment or assignment shall be without 
interruption or loss of civil service status or 
privilege, and (3) the Board may adopt bylaws 
consistent with the purposes of this section, and 
may undertake other acts necessary to carry out 
the provisions of this section. 

SEC. 207. (a) Hereafter, the Secretary of Com- 
merce is authorized to operate a marine labora- 
tory in South Carolina in accordance with a 


November 19, 2004 


memorandum of agreement, including any fu- 
ture amendments, among the National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Administration, the National 
Institute of Standards and Technology, the 
State of South Carolina, the Medical University 
of South Carolina, and the College of Charles- 
ton as a partnership for collaborative, inter- 
disciplinary marine scientific research. 

(b) To carry out subsection (a), the agencies 
that are partners in the Laboratory may accept, 
apply for, use, and spend Federal, State, private 
and grant funds as necessary to further the mis- 
sion of the Laboratory without regard to the 
source or of the period of availability of these 
funds and may apply for and hold patents, as 
well as share personnel, facilities, and property. 
Any funds collected or accepted by any partner 
may be used to offset all or portions of its costs, 
including overhead, without regard to 31 U.S.C. 
section 143302(b); to reimburse other partici- 
pating agencies for all or portions of their costs; 
and to fund research and facilities expansion. 
Funds for management and operation of the 
Laboratory may be used to sustain basic labora- 
tory operations for all participating entities. 
The Secretary of Commerce is authorized to 
charge fees and enter into contracts, grants, co- 
operative agreements and other arrangements 
with Federal, State, private entities, and other 
entities, domestic and foreign, to further the 
mission of the Laboratory. Any funds collected 
from such fees or arrangements shall be used to 
support cooperative research, basic operations, 
and facilities enhancement at the Laboratory. 

SEC. 208. Funds made available for salaries 
and administrative expenses to administer the 
Emergency Steel Loan Guarantee Program in 
section 211(b) of Public Law 108-199 shall re- 
main available until expended. 

SEC. 209. A fishing capacity reduction pro- 
gram for the Southeast Alaska purse seine fish- 
ery is authorized to be financed through a ca- 
pacity reduction loan of $50,000,000 pursuant to 
sections 1111 and 1112 of title XI of the Mer- 
chant Marine Act of 1936 (46 U.S.C. App. 1279f 
and 1279g) subject to the conditions of this sec- 
tion. In accordance with the Federal Credit Re- 
form Act of 1990, 2 U.S.C. $661 et seq., $500,000 
is made available from funds appropriated for 
“Pacific Coastal Salmon Recovery” in this Act 
for the cost of the loan authorized by this sec- 
tion. The loan shall have a term of 30 years, ex- 
cept that the amount to be repaid in any one 
year shall not exceed 2 percent of the total value 
of salmon landed in the fishery and such repay- 
ment shall begin with salmon landed after Janu- 
ary 1, 2006. 

SEC. 210. Section 653(a) of Public Law 106-58 
is amended by adding ‘‘(7) The Coordinator for 
International Intellectual Property Enforce- 
ment.” after “Under Secretary of Commerce for 
International Trade.". 

SEC. 211. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, of the amounts made available elsewhere 
in this title to the ‘‘National Institute of Stand- 
ards and Technology, Construction of Research 
Facilities", $20,000,000 is for a cooperative 
agreement with the Medical University of South 
Carolina; $10,000,000 is for the Cancer Research 
Center in Hawaii; $4,000,000 is for the Thayer 
School of Engineering, of which $1,000,000 is for 
a biomass energy research project, $2,000,000 is 
for a smart laser beam project, and $1,000,000 is 
for research relating to biomaterials; $1,000,000 
is for civic education programs at the New 
Hampshire Institute of Politics; $1,500,000 is for 
the Franklin Pierce Community | Center; 
$2,000,000 is for the Southern New Hampshire 
University School of Community Economic De- 
velopment; and $5,000,000 is for the Boston Mu- 
seum of Science. 

SEC. 212. Section 3(f) of Public Law 104—91 is 
amended by striking “апа 2005" and inserting 
“2005, 2006, and 2007”. 
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SEC. 213. Hereafter, notwithstanding any 
other Federal law related to the conservation 
and management of marine mammals, the State 
of Hawaii may enforce any State law or regula- 
tion with respect to the operation in State wa- 
ters of recreational and commercial vessels, for 
the purpose of conservation and management of 
humpback whales, to the extent that such law 
or regulation is no less restrictive than Federal 
law. 

SEC. 214. ESTABLISHMENT OF THE ERNEST Е. 
HOLLINGS SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAM. (a) ESTAB- 
LISHMENT.—The Administrator of the National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration shall 
establish and administer the Ernest F. Hollings 
Scholarship Program. Under the program, the 
Administrator shall award scholarships in oce- 
anic and atmospheric science, research, tech- 
nology, and education to be known as Ernest F. 
Hollings Scholarships. 

(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of the Ernest F. 
Hollings Scholarships Program are— 

(1) to increase undergraduate training in oce- 
anic and atmospheric science, research, tech- 
nology, and education and foster multidisci- 
plinary training opportunities; 

(2) to increase public understanding and sup- 
port for stewardship of the ocean and atmos- 
phere and improve environmental literacy; and 

(3) to recruit and prepare students for public 
service careers with the National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration and other natural 
resource and science agencies at the Federal, 
State and Local levels of government; and 

(4) to recruit and prepare students for careers 
as teachers and educators in oceanic and atmos- 
pheric science and to improve scientific and en- 
vironmental education in the United States. 

(c) AWARD.—Each Ernest F. Hollings Scholar- 
ship— 

(1) shall be used to support undergraduate 
studies in oceanic and atmospheric science, re- 
search, technology, and education that support 
the purposes of the programs and missions of 
the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Adminis- 
tration; 

(2) shall recognize outstanding scholarship 
and ability; 

(3) shall promote participation by groups 
underrepresented in oceanic and atmospheric 
science and technology; and 

(4) shall be awarded competitively in accord- 
ance with guidelines issued by the Adminis- 
trator and published in the Federal Register. 

(d) ELIGIBILITY.—In order to be eligible to 
participate in the program, ап individual 
must— 

(1) be enrolled or accepted for enrollment as a 
full-time student at an institution of higher edu- 
cation (as defined in section 101(a) of the Higher 
Education Act of 1965) in an academic field or 
discipline described in subsection (c); 

(2) be a United States citizen; 

(3) not have received a scholarship under this 
section for more than 4 academic years, unless 
the Administrator grants a waiver; and 

(4) submit an application at such time, in such 
manner, and containing such information, 
agreements, or assurances as the Administrator 
may require. 

(e) DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDS.—The amount of 
each Ernest F. Hollings Scholarship shail be 
provided directly to a recipient selected by the 
Administrator upon receipt of certification that 
the recipient will adhere to a specific and de- 
tailed plan of study and research approved by 
an institution of higher education. 

(f) FUNDING.—Of the total amount appro- 
priated for fiscal year 2005 and annually here- 
after to the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, the Administrator shall make 
available for the Ernest F. Hollings Scholarship 
program one-tenth of one percent of such appro- 
priations. 
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(0) SCHOLARSHIP REPAYMENT REQUIREMENT.— 
The Administrator shall require an individual 
receiving a scholarship under this section to 
repay the full amount of the scholarship to the 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion if the Administrator determines that the in- 
dividual, in obtaining or using the scholarship, 
engaged in fraudulent conduct or failed to com- 
ply with any term or condition of the scholar- 
ship. Such repayments shall be deposited in the 
NOAA Operations, Research, and Facilities Ap- 
propriations Account and treated as an offset- 
ting collection and only be available for financ- 
ing additional scholarships. 

SEC. 215. Section 402(f) of Public Law 107-372 
is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking “АП right" 
and inserting “Кот the period ending April 3, 
2008, all right’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (3), by inserting ‘‘for the pe- 
riod ending April 3, 2008’’ after “ата annually 
thereafter". 

SEC. 216. Of the amounts made available 
under this heading for the National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Administration, the Secretary 
of Commerce shall pay by March 1, 2005, 
$5,000,000 to the National Marine Sanctuaries 
Foundation to capitaliee a fund for ocean ac- 
tivities. 

SEC. 217. Any funding provided under this 
Title used to implement the Department of Com- 
merce's E-Government Initiatives shall be sub- 
ject to the procedures set forth in section 605 of 
this Act. 

SEC. 218. A fishing capacity reduction pro- 
gram for the Federal Gulf of Mexico Reef Fish 
Fishery Management Plan principally intended 
for commercial long line vessels is authorized to 
be financed through a capacity reduction loan 
of $35,000,000 pursuant to sections 1111 and 1112 
of title XI of the Merchant Marine Act of 1936 
(46 U.S.C. App. 1279f and 1279g) subject to the 
conditions of this section. In accordance with 
the Federal Credit Reform Act of 1990 (2 U.S.C. 
SEC. 661 et seq.), $350,000 is hereby appropriated 
for the subsidy cost of the loan authorized 
under this section and shall remain available 
until expended. The Secretary of Commerce, 
working in close coordination with active fish- 
ery participants, is hereby authorized to design 
and implement a comprehensive voluntary ca- 
pacity reduction program using the loan author- 
ized under this section. The Secretary shall set 
the loan term at 35 years and repayment shall 
begin within one year of final implementation of 
the program. In addition to the authority of the 
Gulf of Mexico Regional Fishery Management 
Council to develop and recommend conservation 
and management measures for the Gulf of Mex- 
ico reef fish fishery, the Secretary of Commerce 
is authorized to develop and implement a limited 
access program pursuant to the standards set 
forth in Section 303(b)(6) of the Magnuson-Ste- 
vens Fishery Conservation and Management Act 
(16 U.S.C. 1853(b)(6)). 

SEC. 219. (a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) AFA TRAWL CATCHER PROCESSOR SUB- 
SECTOR.—The term “АҒА trawl catcher proc- 
essor subsector” means the owners of each 
catcher/processor listed in paragraphs (1) 
through (20) of section 208(e) of the American 
Fisheries Act (16 U.S.C. 1851 note). 

(2) BSAI.—The term ''BSAI" has the meaning 
given the term “Bering Sea and Aleutian Is- 
lands Management Area” in section 679.2 of 
title 50, Code of Federal Regulations (or suc- 
cessor regulation). 

(3) CATCHER PROCESSOR  SUBSECTOR.—The 
term ''catcher processor subsector” means, as 
appropriate, one of the following: 

(A) The longline catcher processor subsector. 

(B) The AFA trawl catcher processor sub- 
sector. 

(C) The non-AFA trawl catcher processor sub- 
sector. 
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(D) The pot catcher processor subsector. 

(4) COUNCIL.—The term “Council” means the 
North Pacific Fishery Management Council es- 
tablished in section 302(a)(1)(G) of the Magnu- 
son-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Manage- 
ment Act (16 U.S.C. 1852(a)(1)(G)). 

(5) LLP LICENSE.—The term “LLP license" 
means a Federal License Limitation program 
groundfish license issued pursuant to section 
679.4(k) of title 50, Code of Federal Regulations 
(or successor regulation). 

(6) LONGLINE CATCHER PROCESSOR SUB- 
SECTOR.—The term ''longline catcher processor 
subsector” means the holders of an LLP license 
that is noninterim and transferable, or that is 
interim and subsequently becomes noninterim 
and transferable, and that is endorsed for Ber- 
ing Sea or Aleutian Islands catcher processor 
fishing activity, C/P, Pcod, and hook and line 
gear. 

(7) NON-AFA TRAWL CATCHER PROCESSOR SUB- 
SECTOR.—The term ‘‘non-AFA trawl catcher 
processor subsector" means the owner of each 
trawl catcher processor— 

(A) that is not an AFA trawl catcher proc- 
essor; 

(B) to whom a valid LLP license that is en- 
dorsed for Bering Sea or Aleutian Islands trawl 
catcher processor fishing activity has been 
issued; and 

(C) that the Secretary determines has har- 
vested with trawl gear and processed not less 
than a total of 150 metric tons of non-pollock 
groundfish during the period January 1, 1997 
through December 31, 2002. 

(8) NON-POLLOCK GROUNDFISH FISHERY.—The 
term ‘‘non-pollock groundfish fishery’’ means 
target species of Atka mackerel, flathead sole, 
Pacific cod, Pacific Ocean perch, rock sole, 
turbot, or yellowfin sole harvested in the BSAI. 

(9) POT CATCHER PROCESSOR SUBSECTOR.—The 
term ''pot catcher processor subsector” means 
the holders of an LLP license that is noninterim 
and transferable, or that is interim and subse- 
quently becomes noninterim and transferable, 
and that is endorsed for Bering Sea or Aleutian 
Islands catcher processor fishing activity, C/P, 
Pcod, and pot gear. 

(10) SECRETARY.—Except as otherwise pro- 
vided in this Act, the term “Secretary” means 
the Secretary of Commerce. 

(b) AUTHORITY FOR BSAI CATCHER PROCESSOR 
CAPACITY REDUCTION PROGRAM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—A fishing capacity reduction 
program for the non-pollock groundfish fishery 
in the BSAI is authorized to be financed 
through a capacity reduction loan of not more 
than $75,000,000 under sections 1111 and 1112 of 
the Merchant Marine Act, 1936 (46 U.S.C. App. 
1279f and 12799). 

(2) RELATIONSHIP TO MERCHANT MARINE ACT, 
1936.—The fishing capacity reduction program 
authorized by paragraph (1) shall be a program 
for the purposes of subsection (e) of section 1111 
of the Merchant Marine Act, 1936 (46 U.S.C. 
App. 1279f), except, notwithstanding subsection 
(b)(4) of such section, the capacity reduction 
loan authorized by paragraph (1) may have a 
maturity not to exceed 30 years. 

(c) AVAILABILITY OF CAPACITY REDUCTION 
FUNDS TO CATCHER PROCESSOR SUBSECTORS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall make 
available the amounts of the capacity reduction 
loan authorized by subsection (b)(1) to each 
catcher processor subsector as described in this 
subsection. 

(2) INITIAL AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—The Sec- 
retary shall make available the amounts of the 
capacity reduction loan authorized by sub- 
section (b)(1) as follows: 

(A) Not more than $36,000,000 for the longline 
catcher processor subsector. 

(B) Not more than $6,000,000 for the AFA 
trawl catcher processor subsector. 
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(C) Not more than $31,000,000 for the non-AFA 
trawl catcher processor subsector. 

(D) Not more than $2,000,000 for the pot catch- 
er processor subsector. 

(3) OTHER AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—After 
January 1, 2009, the Secretary may make avail- 
able for fishing capacity reduction to one or 
more of the catcher processor subsectors any 
amounts of the capacity reduction loan author- 
ized by subsection (b)(1) that have not been ex- 
pended by that date. 

(а) BINDING REDUCTION CONTRACTS.— 

(1) REQUIREMENT FOR CONTRACTS.—The Sec- 
retary may not provide funds to a person under 
the fishing capacity reduction program author- 
ized by subsection (b) if such person does not 
enter into a binding reduction contract between 
the United States and such person, the perform- 
ance of which may only be subject to the ap- 
proval of an appropriate capacity reduction 
plan under subsection (e). 

(2) REQUIREMENT TO REVOKE LICENSES.—The 
Secretary shall revoke all Federal fishery li- 
censes, fishery permits, and area and species en- 
dorsements issued for a vessel, or any vessel 
named on an LLP license purchased through 
the fishing capacity reduction program author- 
ized by subsection (b). 

(е) DEVELOPMENT, APPROVAL, AND NOTIFICA- 
TION OF CAPACITY REDUCTION PLANS.— 

(1) DEVELOPMENT.—Each catcher processor 
subsector may, after notice to the Council, sub- 
mit to the Secretary a capacity reduction plan 
for the appropriate subsector to promote sus- 
tainable fisheries management through the re- 
moval of excess harvesting capacity from the 
non-pollock groundfish fishery. 

(2) APPROVAL BY THE SECRETARY.—The Sec- 
retary is authorized to approve a capacity re- 
duction plan submitted under paragraph (1) if 
such plan— 

(A) is consistent with the requirements of sec- 
tion 312(b) of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery 
Conservation and Management Act (16 U.S.C. 
1861a(b)) except— 

(i) the requirement that a Council or Governor 
of a State request such a program set out in 
paragraph (1) of such subsection; and 

(ii) the requirements of paragraph (4) of such 
subsection; 

(B) contains provisions for a fee system that 
provides for full and timely repayment of the ca- 
pacity reduction loan by a catcher processor 
subsector and that may provide for the assess- 
ment of such fees based on methods other than 
ex-vessel value of fish harvested; 

(C) does not require a bidding or auction proc- 
ess; 

(D) will result in the maximum sustained re- 
duction in fishing capacity at the least cost and 
in the minimum amount of time; and 

(E) permits vessels in the catcher processor 
subsector to be upgraded to achieve efficiencies 
in fishing operations provided that such up- 
grades do not result in the vessel exceeding the 
applicable length, tonnage, or horsepower limi- 
tations set out in Federal law or regulation. 

(3) APPROVAL BY REFERENDUM.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Following approval by the 
Secretary under paragraph (2), the Secretary 
shall conduct a referendum for approval of a ca- 
pacity reduction plan for the appropriate catch- 
er processor subsector. The capacity reduction 
plan and fee system shall be approved if the ref- 
erendum votes which are cast in favor of the 
proposed system by the appropriate catcher 
processor subsector are— 

(i) 100 percent of the members of the AFA 
trawl catcher processor subsector; or 

(ii) not less than 75 of the members of— 

(1) the longline catcher processor subsector; 

(11) the non-AFA trawl catcher processor sub- 
sector; or 

(III) the pot catcher processor subsector. 
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(B) NOTIFICATION PRIOR TO REFERENDUM.— 
Prior to conducting a referendum under sub- 
paragraph (A) for a capacity reduction plan, 
the Secretary shall— 

(i) identify, to the extent practicable, and no- 
tify the catcher processor subsector that will be 
affected by such plan; and 

(ii) make available to such subsector informa- 
tion about any industry fee system contained in 
such plan, a description of the schedule, proce- 
dures, and eligibility requirements for the ref- 
erendum, the proposed program, the estimated 
capacity reduction, the amount and duration, 
and any other terms and conditions of the fee 
system proposed in such plan. 

(4) IMPLEMENTATION.— 

(A) NOTICE OF IMPLEMENTATION.—Not later 
than 90 days after a capacity reduction plan is 
approved by a referendum under paragraph (3), 
the Secretary shall publish a notice in the Fed- 
eral Register that includes the exact terms and 
conditions under which the Secretary shall im- 
plement the fishing capacity reduction program 
authorized by subsection (b). 

(B) INAPPLICABILITY OF IMPLEMENTATION PRO- 
VISION OF MAGNUSON.—Section 312(e) of the 
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and 
Management Act (16 U.S.C. 1861a(e)) shall not 
apply to a capacity reduction plan approved 
under this subsection. 

(5) AUTHORITY TO COLLECT FEES.—The Sec- 
retary is authorized to collect fees to fund a 
fishing capacity reduction program and to repay 
debt obligations incurred pursuant to a plan ap- 
proved under paragraph (3)(A). 

(f) ACTION BY OTHER ENTITIES.—Upon the re- 
quest of the Secretary, the Secretary of the De- 
partment in which the National Vessel Docu- 
mentation Center operates or the Secretary of 
the Department in which the Maritime Adminis- 
tration operates, as appropriate, shall, with re- 
spect to any vessel or any vessel named on an 
LLP license purchased through the fishing ca- 
pacity reduction program authorized by sub- 
section (b)— 

(1)(A) permanently revoke any fishery em- 
dorsement issued to the vessel under section 
12108 of title 46, United States Code; 

(B) refuse to grant the approval required 
under section 9(c)(2) of the Shipping Act, 1916 
(46 U.S.C. App. 808(c)(2)) for the placement of 
the vessel under foreign registry or the oper- 
ation of the vessel under the authority of a for- 
eign country; and 

(C) require that the vessel operate under 
United States flag and remain under Federal 
documentation; or 

(2) require that the vessel be scrapped as a re- 
duction vessel under section 600.1011(c) of title 
50, Code of Federal Regulations. 

(g) NON-POLLOCK GROUNDFISH FISHERY.— 

(1) PARTICIPATION IN THE FISHERY.—Only a 
member of a catcher processor subsector may 
participate in— 

(A) the catcher processor sector of the BSAI 
non-pollock groundfish fishery; or 

(B) the fishing capacity reduction program 
authorized by subsection (b). 

(2) PLANS FOR THE FISHERY.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(A) the Council should continue on its path 
toward rationalization of the BSAI non-pollock 
groundfish fisheries, complete its ongoing work 
with respect to developing management plans 
for the BSAI non-pollock groundfish fisheries in 
a timely manner, and take actions that promote 
stability of these fisheries consistent with the 
goals of this section and the purposes and poli- 
cies of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conserva- 
tion and Management Act; and 

(B) such plans should not penalize members of 
any catcher processor subsector for achieving 
capacity reduction under this Act or any other 
provision of law. 
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(h) REPORTS.— 

(1) REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary shall submit 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate and the Committee 
on Resources of the House of Representatives 5 
reports on the fishing capacity reduction pro- 
gram authorized by subsection (b). 

(2) CONTENT.—Each report shall contain the 
following: 

(A) A description of the fishing capacity re- 
duction program carried. out under the author- 
ity in subsection (b). 

(B) An evaluation of the cost and cost-effec- 
tiveness of such program. 

(C) An evaluation of the effectiveness of such 
program in achieving the objective set out in 
section 312(b) of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery 
Conservation and Management Act (16 U.S.C. 
1861a(b)). 

(3) SCHEDULE.— 

(A) INITIAL REPORT.—The Secretary shall sub- 
mit the first report under paragraph (1) not 
later than 90 days after the date that the first 
referendum referred to in subsection (e)(3) is 
held. 

(B) SUBSEQUENT REPORTS.—During each of 
the 4 years after the year in which the report is 
submitted under subparagraph (A), the Sec- 
retary shall submit to Congress an annual re- 
port as described in this subsection. 

(i) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 214 of 
the Department of Commerce and Related Agen- 
cies Appropriations Act, 2004 (title II of division 
B of Public Law 108-199; 118 Stat. 75) is amend- 
ed by striking 'that—" and ай that follows, 
and inserting ‘‘under the capacity reduction 
program authorized in section 219 of the Depart- 
ments of Commerce, Justice, and State, the Judi- 
ciary, and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 
2005.. 

SEC. 220. None of the funds appropriated in 
this Act or any other Act may be used to dis- 
qualify any community which was a participant 
in the Bering Sea Community Development 
Quota program on January 1, 2004, from con- 
tinuing to receive quota allocations under that 
program. 

SEC. 221. In addition to amounts made avail- 
able under section 214 of the Department of 
Commerce and Related Agencies Appropriations 
Act, 2004 (title II of division B of Public Law 
108-199; 118 Stat. 75), of the funding provided in 
this Act under the heading “NATIONAL OCEANIC 
AND ATMOSPHERIC ADMINISTRATION”, “ОРЕВ- 
ATIONS, RESEARCH, AND FACILITIES”, $250,000, to 
remain available until expended, for the Federal 
Credit Reform Act cost of a reduction loan 
under sections 1111 and 1112 of the Merchant 
Marine Act, 1936 (46 U.S.C. App. 1279f and 
1279g), not to exceed an additional $25,000,000 in 
principal, for the capacity reduction program 
authorized in section 219. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Department of 
Commerce and Related Agencies Appropriations 
Act, 2005”, 

TITLE III—THE JUDICIARY 
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For expenses necessary for the operation of 
the Supreme Court, as required by law, exclud- 
ing care of the building and grounds, including 
purchase or hire, driving, maintenance, and op- 
eration of an automobile for the Chief Justice, 
not to exceed $10,000 for the purpose of trans- 
porting Associate Justices, and hire of passenger 
motor vehicles as authorized by 31 U.S.C. 1343 
and 1344; not to exceed $10,000 for official recep- 
tion and representation expenses; and for mis- 
cellaneous expenses, to be expended as the Chief 
Justice may approve, $58,122,000. 

CARE OF THE BUILDING AND GROUNDS 

For such expenditures as may be necessary to 

enable the Architect of the Capitol to carry out 
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the duties imposed upon the Architect by the 
Act approved May 7, 1934 (40 U.S.C. 13a-13b), 
$9,979,000, which shall remain available until 
expended. 
UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE 
FEDERAL CIRCUIT 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For salaries of the chief judge, judges, and 
other officers and employees, and for necessary 
expenses of the court, as authorized by law, 
$21,780,000. 
UNITED STATES COURT OF INTERNATIONAL 
TRADE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For salaries of the chief judge and eight 
judges, salaries of the officers and employees of 
the court, services, and necessary expenses of 
the court, as authorized by law, $14,888,000. 


COURTS OF APPEALS, DISTRICT COURTS, AND 
OTHER JUDICIAL SERVICES 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For the salaries of circuit and district judges 
(including judges of the territorial courts of the 
United States), justices and judges retired from 
office or from regular active service, judges of 
the United States Court of Federal Claims, 
bankruptcy judges, magistrate judges, and all 
other officers and employees of the Federal Ju- 
diciary not otherwise specifically provided for, 
and necessary expenses of the courts, as author- 
ized by law, $4,177,244,000 (including the pur- 
chase of firearms and ammunition); of which 
not to exceed $27,817,000 shall remain available 
until expended for space alteration projects and 
for furniture and furnishings related to new 
space alteration and construction projects; of 
which not to exceed $2,800,000 shall be available 
for a national probation and pretrial services 
training program; of which $1,300,000 of the 
funds provided for the Judiciary Information 
Technology Fund will be for the Edwin L. Nel- 
son Local Initiatives Program, within which 
$1,000,000 will be reserved for local court grants. 

In addition, for expenses of the United States 
Court of Federal Claims associated with proc- 
essing cases under the National Childhood Vac- 
cine Injury Act of 1986, not to exceed $3,298,000, 
to be appropriated from the Vaccine Injury 
Compensation Trust Fund. 

DEFENDER SERVICES 

For the operation of Federal Defender organi- 
zations; the compensation and reimbursement of 
expenses of attorneys appointed to represent 
persons under the Criminal Justice Act of 1964; 
the compensation and reimbursement of ex- 
penses of persons furnishing investigative, ex- 
pert and other services under the Criminal Jus- 
tice Act of 1964 (18 U.S.C. 3006A(e)); the com- 
pensation (in accordance with Criminal Justice 
Act maximums) and reimbursement of expenses 
of attorneys appointed to assist the court in 
criminal cases where the defendant has waived 
representation by counsel; the compensation 
and reimbursement of travel expenses of guard- 
ians ad litem acting on behalf of financially eli- 
gible minor or incompetent offenders in connec- 
tion with transfers from the United States to 
foreign countries with which the United States 
has a treaty for the execution of penal sen- 
tences; the compensation of attorneys appointed 
to represent jurors in civil actions for the protec- 
tion of their employment, as authorized by 28 
U.S.C. 1875(а); and for necessary training and 
general administrative expenses, $676,385,000, to 
remain available until expended. 

FEES OF JURORS AND COMMISSIONERS 

For fees and expenses of jurors as authorized 
by 28 U.S.C. 1871 and 1876; compensation of jury 
commissioners as authorized by 28 U.S.C. 1863; 
and compensation of commissioners appointed 
in condemnation cases pursuant to rule 71A(h) 
of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure (28 
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U.S.C. Appendix Rule 71A(h)), $61,535,000, to re- 
main available until expended: Provided, That 
the compensation of land commissioners shall 
not exceed the daily equivalent of the highest 
rate payable under section 5332 of title 5, United 
States Code. 
COURT SECURITY 
For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro- 
vided for, incident to providing protective guard 
services for United States courthouses and other 
facilities housing Federal court operations, and 
the procurement, installation, and maintenance 
of security equipment for United States court- 
houses and other facilities housing Federal 
court operations, including building ingress- 
egress control, inspection of mail and packages, 
directed security patrols, perimeter security, 
basic security services provided by the Depart- 
ment of Homeland Security, and other similar 
activities as authorized by section 1010 of the 
Judicial Improvement and Access to Justice Act 
(Public Law 100-702), $332,000,000, of which not 
to exceed $10,000,000 shall remain available until 
expended, to be expended directly or transferred 
to the United States Marshals Service, which 
shall be responsible for administering the Judi- 
cial Facility Security Program consistent with 
standards or guidelines agreed to by the Direc- 
tor of the Administrative Office of the United 
States Courts and the Attorney General. 
ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE UNITED STATES 
COURTS 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses of the Administrative 
Office of the United States Courts as authorized 
by law, including travel as authorized by 31 
U.S.C. 1345, hire of a passenger motor vehicle as 
authorized by 31 U.S.C. 1343(b), advertising and 
rent in the District of Columbia and elsewhere, 
$68,200,000, of which not to exceed $8,500 is au- 
thorized for official reception and representa- 
tion expenses. 
FEDERAL JUDICIAL CENTER 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses of the Federal Judicial 
Center, as authorized by Public Law 90-219, 
$21,737,000; of which $1,800,000 shall remain 
available through September 30, 2006, to provide 
education and training to Federal court per- 
sonnel; and of which not to exceed $1,500 is au- 
thorized for official reception and representa- 
tion expenses. 
JUDICIAL RETIREMENT FUNDS 
PAYMENT TO JUDICIARY TRUST FUNDS 
For payment to the Judicial Officers’ Retire- 
ment Fund, as authorized by 28 U.S.C. 377(0), 
$32,000,000; to the Judicial Survivors’ Annuities 
Fund, as authorized by 28 U.S.C. 376(c), 
$2,000,000; and to the United States Court of 
Federal Claims Judges’ Retirement Fund, as au- 
thorized by 28 U.S.C. 178(1), $2,700,000. 
UNITED STATES SENTENCING COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For the salaries and expenses necessary to 
carry out the provisions of chapter 58 of title 28, 
United States Code, $13,304,000, of which not to 
exceed $1,000 is authorized for official reception 
and representation expenses. 


GENERAL PROVISIONS—THE JUDICIARY 


SEC. 301. Appropriations and authorizations 
made in this title which are available for sala- 
ries and expenses shall be available for services 
as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109. 

SEC. 302. Not to exceed 5 percent of any ap- 
propriation made available for the current fiscal 
year for the Judiciary in this Act may be trans- 
ferred between such appropriations, but no such 
appropriation, except ''Courts of Appeals, Dis- 
trict Courts, and Other Judicial Services, De- 
fender Services" and “Courts of Appeals, Dis- 
trict Courts, and Other Judicial Services, Fees of 
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Jurors and Commissioners’’, shall be increased 
by more than 10 percent by any such transfers: 
Provided, That any transfer pursuant to this 
section shall be treated as a reprogramming of 
funds under section 605 of this Act and shall not 
be available for obligation or expenditure except 
in compliance with the procedures set forth in 
that section. 

SEC. 303. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, the salaries and expenses appropriation 
for Courts of Appeals, District Courts, and 
Other Judicial Services shall be available for of- 
ficial reception and representation expenses of 
the Judicial Conference of the United States: 
Provided, That such available funds shall not 
exceed $11,000 and shall be administered by the 
Director of the Administrative Office of the 
United States Courts in the capacity as Sec- 
retary of the Judicial Conference. 

SEC. 304. (a) Section 3006A(d)(2) of title 18, 
United States Code, is amended— 


(1) by striking “5,200” and inserting “7,000”; 

(2) by striking “1,500” and inserting ‘‘2,000’’; 

(3) by striking “3,700” and inserting ‘‘5,000’’; 

(4) by striking ‘‘1,200’’ each place it appears 
and inserting “1,500”; and 

(5) by striking “3,900” and inserting ‘‘5,000’’. 


(b) Section 3006A(e) of title 18, United States 
Code is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2)— 

(A) in subparagraph (А), by striking “300” 
and inserting ‘‘500’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking “300” 
and inserting ‘‘500’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (3) in the first sentence by 
striking “1,000” and inserting “1,600”. 

SEC. 305. Within 90 days of enactment of this 
Act, the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts 
shall submit to the Committees on Appropria- 
tions a comprehensive financial plan for the Ju- 
diciary allocating all sources of available funds 
including appropriations, fee collections, and 
carryover balances, to include a separate and 
detailed plan for the Judiciary Information 
Technology fund. 

SEC. 306. Pursuant to section 140 of Public 
Law 97-92, and from funds appropriated in this 
Act, Justices and judges of the United States are 
authorized during fiscal year 2005, to receive a 
salary adjustment in accordance with 28 U.S.C. 
461. 

SEC. 307. (a) Section 1914(a) of title 28, United 
States Code, is amended by striking out ‘‘$150”’ 
and inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘$250’’. 

(b) Section 1931(a) of title 28, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a) by striking out “$90” and 
inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘$190’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) by striking out 48150” and inserting in 
lieu thereof ‘‘$250’’; and 

(B) by striking out 5990” and inserting in lieu 
thereof “8190”, 

(c) This section shall take effect 60 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 308. For fiscal year 2005 and hereafter, 
such fees as shall be collected for the processing 
of violations through the Central Violations Bu- 
reau cases as prescribed by the Judicial Con- 
ference of the United States shall be deposited to 
the “Courts of Appeals, District Courts, and 
Other Judicial Services, Salaries and Expenses" 
appropriation to be used for salaries and other 
expenses. 

This title may be cited as the ‘Judiciary Ap- 
propriations Act, 2005”, 


TITLE IV—DEPARTMENT OF STATE AND 
RELATED AGENCY 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
ADMINISTRATION OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR PROGRAMS 


For necessary expenses of the Department of 
State and the Foreign Service not otherwise pro- 
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vided for, including employment, without regard 
to civil service and classification laws, of per- 
sons on a temporary basis (not to exceed 
$700,000 of this appropriation), as authorized by 
section 801 of the United States Information and 
Educational Exchange Act of 1948; representa- 
tion to certain international organizations in 
which the United States participates pursuant 
to treaties ratified pursuant to the advice and 
consent of the Senate or specific Acts of Con- 
gress; arms control, nonproliferation and disar- 
mament activities as authorized; acquisition by 
exchange or purchase of passenger motor vehi- 
cles as authorized by law; and for expenses of 
general administration, $3,570,000,000: Provided, 
That not to exceed 71 permanent positions shall 
be for the Bureau of Legislative Affairs: Рто- 
vided further, That none of the funds made 
available under this heading may be used to 
transfer any full-time equivalent employees into 
or out of the Bureau of Legislative Affairs: Pro- 
vided further, That, of the amount made avail- 
able under this heading, not to exceed $4,000,000 
may be transferred to, and merged with, funds 
in the “Ететдепсіев in the Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Service" appropriations account, to be 
available only for emergency evacuations and 
terrorism rewards: Provided further, That, of 
the amount made available under this heading, 
$319,994,000 shall be available only for public di- 
plomacy international information programs: 
Provided further, That of the amount made 
available under this heading, $3,000,000 shall be 
available only for the operations of the Office 
on Right-Sizing the United States Government 
Overseas Presence: Provided further, That 
funds available under this heading may be 
available for a United States Government inter- 
agency task force to examine, coordinate and 
oversee United States participation in the 
United Nations headquarters renovation project: 
Provided further, That no funds may be obli- 
gated or expended for processing licenses for the 
export of satellites of United States origin (in- 
cluding commercial satellites and satellite com- 
ponents) to the People’s Republic of China un- 
less, at least 15 days in advance, the Committees 
on Appropriations of the House of Representa- 
tives and the Senate are notified of such pro- 
posed action: Provided further, That of the 
amount made available under this heading, 
$185,128,000 is for Near Eastern Affairs, 
$80,234,000 is for South Asian Affairs, and 
$251,706,000 is for African Affairs: Provided fur- 
ther, That, of the amount made available under 
this heading, $2,000,000 shall be available for a 
grant to conduct an international conference on 
the human rights situation in North Korea: Pro- 
vided further, That of the amount made avail- 
able under this heading, $200,000 is for a grant 
to the Center for the Study of the Presidency 
and $1,900,000 is for a grant to Shared Hope 
International to combat international sex tour- 
ism: Provided further, That the Intellectual 
Property Division shall be elevated to office- 
level status and shall be renamed the Office of 
International Intellectual Property Enforcement 
within 60 days of enactment of this Act. 

In addition, not to exceed $1,426,000 shall be 
derived from fees collected from other executive 
agencies for lease or use of facilities located at 
the International Center in accordance with 
section 4 of the International Center Act; in ad- 
dition, as authorized by section 5 of such Act, 
$490,000, to be derived from the reserve author- 
ized by that section, to be used for the purposes 
set out in that section; in addition, as author- 
ized by section 810 of the United States Informa- 
tion and Educational Exchange Act, not to ex- 
ceed $6,000,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended, may be credited to this appropriation 
from fees or other payments received from 
English teaching, library, motion pictures, and 
publication programs and from fees from edu- 
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cational advising and counseling and exchange 
visitor programs; and, in addition, not to exceed 
$15,000, which shall be derived from reimburse- 
ments, surcharges, and fees for use of Blair 
House facilities. 

In addition, for the costs of worldwide secu- 
rity upgrades, $658,702,000, to remain available 
until expended: Provided, That of the amounts 
made available under this paragraph, $5,000,000 
is for the Center for Antiterrorism and Security 
Training. 

Beginning in fiscal year 2005 and thereafter, 
the Secretary of State is authorized to charge 
surcharges related to consular services in sup- 
port of enhanced border security that are in ad- 
dition to the passport and immigrant visa fees in 
effect on January 1, 2004: Provided, That funds 
collected pursuant to this authority shall be 
credited to this account, and shall be available 
until expended for the purposes of such ac- 
count: Provided further, That such surcharges 
shall be $12 on passport fees, and $45 on immi- 
grant visa fees. 

CAPITAL INVESTMENT FUND 

For necessary expenses of the Capital Invest- 
ment Fund, $52,149,000, to remain available 
until expended, as authorized: Provided, That 
section 135(e) of Public Law 103-236 shall not 
apply to funds available under this heading. 

CENTRALIZED INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY 
MODERNIZATION PROGRAM 

For expenses relating to the modernization of 
the information technology systems ата met- 
works of the Department of State, $77,851,000, to 
remain available until expended. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 

For necessary expenses of the Office of In- 
spector General, $30,435,000, notwithstanding 
section 209(a)(1) of the Foreign Service Act of 
1980 (Public Law 96-465), as it relates to post in- 
spections. 

EDUCATIONAL AND CULTURAL EXCHANGE 
PROGRAMS 

For expenses of educational and cultural ex- 
change programs, as authorized, $360,750,000, to 
remain available until expended: Provided, That 
not to exceed $2,000,000, to remain available 
until erpended, may be credited to this appro- 
priation from fees or other payments received 
from or in connection with English teaching, 
educational advising and counseling programs, 
and exchange visitor programs as authorized. 

REPRESENTATION ALLOWANCES 

For representation allowances as authorized, 
$8,640,000. 

PROTECTION OF FOREIGN MISSIONS AND OFFICIALS 

For expenses, not otherwise provided, to en- 
able the Secretary of State to provide for ex- 
traordinary protective services, as authorized, 
$9,894,000, to remain available until September 
30, 2006. 

EMBASSY SECURITY, CONSTRUCTION, AND 
MAINTENANCE 

For necessary expenses for carrying out the 
Foreign Service Buildings Act of 1926 (22 U.S.C. 
292-303), preserving, maintaining, repairing, 
and planning for buildings that are owned or 
directly leased by the Department of State, ren- 
ovating, in addition to funds otherwise avail- 
able, the Harry S Truman Building, and car- 
rying out the Diplomatic Security Construction 
Program as authorized, $611,680,000, to remain 
available until expended as authorized, of 
which not to exceed $25,000 may be used for do- 
mestic and overseas representation as author- 
ized: Provided, That none of the funds appro- 
priated in this paragraph shall be available for 
acquisition of furniture, furnishings, or genera- 
tors for other departments and agencies: Pro- 
vided further, That the United States Embassy 
Annex building in Rome, Italy, previously 
known as the “INA Building’’, shall hereafter 
be known and designated as the “Ме! Sembler 
Building". 
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In addition, for the costs of worldwide secu- 
rity upgrades, acquisition, and construction as 
authorized, $912,320,000, to remain available 
until expended: Provided, That funds appro- 
priated to this account in Public Law 108-287 
may also be used for non-interim facilities for 
the United States Mission in Iraq, including as- 
sociated planning, site preparation and pre-con- 
struction activities. 

EMERGENCIES IN THE DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR 
SERVICE 

For expenses necessary to enable the Sec- 
retary of State to meet unforeseen emergencies 
arising in the Diplomatic and Consular Service, 
$1,000,000, to remain available until expended as 
authorized, of which such sums as necessary 
may be transferred to and merged with the Re- 
patriation Loans Program Account, subject to 
the same terms and conditions: Provided, That 
funds previously appropriated under this head- 
ing for rewards for an indictee of the Special 
Court for Sierra Leone shall be transferred to 
the Special Court for Sierra Leone within 15 
days of enactment of this Act: Provided further, 
That any transfer of funds provided under this 
heading shall be treated as a reprogramming of 
funds under section 605 of this Act. 

REPATRIATION LOANS PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

For the cost of direct loans, $612,000, as au- 
thorized: Provided, That such costs, including 
the cost of modifying such loans, shall be as de- 
fined in section 502 of the Congressional Budget 
Act of 1974. In addition, for administrative ex- 
penses necessary to carry out the direct loan 
program, $607,000, which may be transferred to 
and merged with the Diplomatic and Consular 
Programs account under Administration of For- 
eign Affairs. 

PAYMENT TO THE AMERICAN INSTITUTE IN TAIWAN 

For necessary expenses to carry out the Tai- 
wan Relations | Act (Public Law 96-8), 
$19,482,000. 

PAYMENT TO THE FOREIGN SERVICE RETIREMENT 
AND DISABILITY FUND 

For payment to the Foreign Service Retire- 
ment and Disability Fund, as authorized by 
law, $132,600,000. 

INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS 
CONTRIBUTIONS TO INTERNATIONAL 
ORGANIZATIONS 

For expenses, not otherwise provided for, nec- 
essary to meet annual obligations of membership 
in international multilateral organizations, pur- 
suant to treaties ratified pursuant to the advice 
and consent of the Senate, conventions or spe- 
cific Acts of Congress, $1,182,000,000, of which 
up to $6,000,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended, may be used for the cost of a direct loan 
to the United Nations for the cost of renovating 
its headquarters in New York: Provided, That 
such costs, including the cost of modifying such 
loan, shall be as defined in section 502 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974: Provided fur- 
ther, That these funds are available to subsidize 
total loan principal of up to $1,200,000,000: Pro- 
vided further, That the Secretary of State shall, 
at the time of the submission of the President’s 
budget to Congress under section 1105(a) of title 
31, United States Code, transmit to the Commit- 
tees on Appropriations of the Senate and of the 
House of Representatives the most recent bien- 
nial budget prepared by the United Nations for 
the operations of the United Nations: Provided 
further, That the Secretary of State shall notify 
the Committees on Appropriations at least 15 
days in advance (or in an emergency, as far in 
advance as is practicable) of any United Na- 
tions action to increase funding for any United 
Nations program without identifying an offset- 
ting decrease elsewhere in the United Nations 
budget and cause the United Nations to exceed 
the adopted budget for the biennium 2004-2005 
of $3,160,860,000: Provided further, That any 
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payment of arrearages under this title shall be 
directed toward special activities that are mutu- 
ally agreed upon by the United States and the 
respective international organization: Provided 
further, That none of the funds appropriated in 
this paragraph shall be available for a United 
States contribution to an international organi- 
zation for the United States share of interest 
costs made known to the United States Govern- 
ment by such organization for loans incurred on 
or after October 1, 1984, through external bor- 
rowings, except that such restriction shall not 
apply to loans to the United Nations for renova- 
tion of its headquarters. 
CONTRIBUTIONS FOR INTERNATIONAL 
PEACEKEEPING ACTIVITIES 

For necessary expenses to pay assessed and 
other expenses of international peacekeeping ac- 
tivities directed to the maintenance or restora- 
tion of international peace and_ security, 
$490,000,000: Provided, That none of the funds 
made available under this Act shall be obligated 
or expended for any new or expanded United 
Nations peacekeeping mission unless, at least 15 
days in advance of voting for the new or ex- 
panded mission in the United Nations Security 
Council (or in an emergency as far in advance 
as is practicable): (1) the Committees on Appro- 
priations of the House of Representatives and 
the Senate and other appropriate committees of 
the Congress are notified of the estimated cost 
and length of the mission, the vital national in- 
terest that will be served, and the planned exit 
strategy; and (2) a reprogramming of funds pur- 
suant to section 605 of this Act is submitted, and 
the procedures therein followed, setting forth 
the source of funds that will be used to pay for 
the cost of the new or expanded mission: Pro- 
vided further, That funds shall be available for 
peacekeeping expenses only upon a certification 
by the Secretary of State to the appropriate 
committees of the Congress that American man- 
ufacturers and suppliers are being given oppor- 
tunities to provide equipment, services, and ma- 
terial for United Nations peacekeeping activities 
equal to those being given to foreign manufac- 
turers and suppliers: Provided further, That 
none of the funds made available under this 
heading are available to pay the United States 
share of the cost of court monitoring that is part 
of any United Nations peacekeeping mission. 


INTERNATIONAL COMMISSIONS 


For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro- 
vided for, to meet obligations of the United 
States arising under treaties, or specific Acts of 
Congress, as follows: 


INTERNATIONAL BOUNDARY AND WATER 
COMMISSION, UNITED STATES AND MEXICO 


For necessary expenses for the United States 
Section of the International Boundary and 
Water Commission, United States and Mexico, 
and to comply with laws applicable to the 
United States Section, including not to exceed 
$6,000 for representation; as follows: 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For salaries and expenses, not otherwise pro- 

vided for, $27,244,000. 
CONSTRUCTION 

For detailed plan preparation and construc- 
tion of authorized projects, $5,310,000, to remain 
available until expended, as authorized. 

AMERICAN SECTIONS, INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSIONS 

For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro- 
vided, for the International Joint Commission 
and the International Boundary Commission, 
United States and Canada, as authorized by 
treaties between the United States and Canada 
or Great Britain, and for the Border Environ- 
ment Cooperation Commission as authorized by 
Public Law 103-182, $9,594,000, of which not to 
exceed $9,000 shall be available for representa- 
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tion expenses incurred by the International 
Joint Commission. 
INTERNATIONAL FISHERIES COMMISSIONS 

For necessary expenses for international fish- 
eries commissions, not otherwise provided for, as 
authorized by law, $21,982,000: Provided, That 
the United States’ share of such expenses may 
be advanced to the respective commissions pur- 
suant to 31 U.S.C. 3324. 

OTHER 
PAYMENT TO THE ASIA FOUNDATION 

For a grant to the Asia Foundation, as au- 
thorized by the Asia Foundation Act (22 U.S.C. 
4402), $13,000,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended, as authorized. 

CENTER FOR MIDDLE EASTERN-WESTERN 
DIALOGUE 

For a grant to the Center for Middle Eastern- 
Western Dialogue Trust Fund, $6,750,000, for 
operation of the Center for Middle Eastern- 
Western Dialogue in Istanbul, Turkey, to re- 
main available until expended. 

In addition, for the operations of the Steering 
Committee of the Center for Middle Eastern- 
Western Dialogue, $250,000, to remain available 
until erpended. 

In addition, for necessary expenses of the 
Center for Middle Eastern-Western Dialogue 
Trust Fund, the total amount of the interest 
and earnings accruing to such Fund before Oc- 
tober 1, 2005, to remain available until ex- 
pended. 

EISENHOWER EXCHANGE FELLOWSHIP PROGRAM 

For necessary expenses of Eisenhower Ex- 
change Fellowships, Incorporated, as author- 
ized by sections 4 and 5 of the Eisenhower Ex- 
change Fellowship Act of 1990 (20 U.S.C. 5204- 
5205), all interest and earnings accruing to the 
Eisenhower | Exchange Fellowship Program 
Trust Fund on or before September 30, 2005, to 
remain available until expended: Provided, That 
none of the funds appropriated herein shall be 
used to pay any salary or other compensation, 
or to enter into any contract providing for the 
payment thereof, in excess of the rate author- 
ieed by 5 U.S.C. 5376; or for purposes which are 
not in accordance with OMB Circulars A-110 
(Uniform Administrative Requirements) and А- 
122 (Cost Principles for Non-profit Organiza- 
tions), including the restrictions on compensa- 
tion for personal services. 

ISRAELI ARAB SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAM 


For necessary expenses of the Israeli Arab 
Scholarship Program as authorized by section 
214 of the Foreign Relations Authorization Act, 
Fiscal Years 1992 and 1993 (22 U.S.C. 2452), ап 
interest and earnings accruing to the Israeli 
Arab Scholarship Fund on or before September 
30, 2005, to remain available until erpended. 

EAST-WEST CENTER 

To enable the Secretary of State to provide for 
carrying out the provisions of the Center for 
Cultural and Technical Interchange Between 
East and West Act of 1960, by grant to the Cen- 
ter for Cultural and Technical Interchange Be- 
tween East and West in the State of Hawaii, 
$19,500,000: Provided, That none of the funds 
appropriated herein shall be used to pay any 
salary, or enter into any contract providing for 
the payment thereof, in excess of the rate au- 
thorized by 5 U.S.C. 5376. 

NATIONAL ENDOWMENT FOR DEMOCRACY 

For grants made by the Department of State 
to the National Endowment for Democracy as 
authorized by the National Endowment for De- 
mocracy Act, $60,000,000 to remain available 
until erpended. 

RELATED AGENCY 
BROADCASTING BOARD OF GOVERNORS 
INTERNATIONAL BROADCASTING OPERATIONS 

For expenses necessary to enable the Broad- 
casting Board of Governors, as authorized, to 
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carry out international communication activi- 
ties, including the purchase, installation, rent, 
and improvement of facilities for radio and tele- 
vision transmission and reception to Cuba, and 
to make and supervise grants for radio and tele- 
vision broadcasting to the Middle East, 
$591,000,000, of which $27,629,000 is for Broad- 
casting to Cuba: Provided, That of the total 
amount in this heading, not to exceed $16,000 
may be used for official receptions within the 
United States as authorized, not to exceed 
$35,000 may be used for representation abroad as 
authorized, and not to exceed $39,000 may be 
used for official reception and representation 
expenses of Radio Free Europe/Radio Liberty; 
and in addition, notwithstanding any other pro- 
vision of law, not to exceed $2,000,000 in receipts 
from advertising and revenue from business ven- 
tures, not to exceed $500,000 in receipts from co- 
operating international organizations, and not 
to exceed $1,000,000 in receipts from privatiza- 
tion efforts of the Voice of America and the 
International Broadcasting Bureau, to remain 
available until expended for carrying out au- 
thorized purposes. 
BROADCASTING CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS 

For the purchase, rent, construction, and im- 
provement of facilities for radio transmission 
and reception, and purchase and installation of 
necessary equipment for radio and television 
transmission and reception as authorized, 
$8,560,000, to remain available until expended, 
as authorized. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

AND RELATED AGENCY 


SEC. 401. Funds appropriated under this title 
shall be available, except as otherwise provided, 
for allowances and differentials as authorized 
by subchapter 59 of title 5, United States Code; 
for services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109; and 
for hire of passenger transportation pursuant to 
31 U.S.C. 1343(b). 

SEC. 402. Not to exceed 5 percent of any ap- 
propriation made available for the current fiscal 
year for the Department of State in this Act may 
be transferred between such appropriations, but 
no such appropriation, except as otherwise spe- 
cifically provided, shall be increased by more 
than 10 percent by any such transfers: Рто- 
vided, That not to exceed 5 percent of any ap- 
propriation made available for the current fiscal 
year for the Broadcasting Board of Governors in 
this Act may be transferred between such appro- 
priations, but no such appropriation, except as 
otherwise specifically provided, shall be in- 
creased by more than 10 percent by any such 
transfers: Provided further, That any transfer 
pursuant to this section shall be treated as a re- 
programming of funds under section 605 of this 
Act and shall not be available for obligation or 
expenditure except in compliance with the pro- 
cedures set forth in that section. 

SEC. 403. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used by the Department of State 
or the Broadcasting Board of Governors to pro- 
vide equipment, technical support, consulting 
services, or any other form of assistance to the 
Palestinian Broadcasting Corporation. 

SEC. 404. (a) The Senior Policy Operating 
Group on Trafficking in Persons, established 
under section 406 of division B of Public Law 
108-7 to coordinate agency activities regarding 
policies (including grants and grant policies) in- 
volving the international trafficking in persons, 
shall coordinate all such policies related to the 
activities of traffickers and victims of severe 
forms of trafficking. 

(b) None of the funds provided in this or any 
other Act shall be expended to perform functions 
that duplicate coordinating responsibilities of 
the Operating Group. 

(c) The Operating Group shall continue to re- 
port only to the authorities that appointed them 
pursuant to section 406 of division B of Public 
Law 108-7. 
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SEC. 405. (a) Subsection (b) of section 36 of the 
State Department Basic Authorities Act of 1956 
(22 U.S.C. 2708) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (5) by striking “от” 
end; 

(2) in paragraph (6) by striking the period and 
inserting ‘‘; от”; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

“(7) the disruption of financial mechanisms of 
a foreign terrorist organization, including the 
use by the organization of illicit narcotics pro- 
duction or international narcotics trafficking— 

“(А) to finance acts of international ter- 
rorism; or 

“(В) to sustain or support any terrorist orga- 
nization.’’. 

(b) Subsection (e)(1) of such section is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by striking 
“ф25,000,000”; 

(2) by striking the second period at the end; 
and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
sentence: “Without first making such deter- 
mination, the Secretary may authorize a reward 
of up to twice the amount specified in this para- 
graph for the capture or information leading to 
the capture of a leader of a foreign terrorist or- 
ganization.’’. 

(c) Subsection (e) of such section is amended 
by adding at the end the following new para- 
graph: 

“(6) FORMS OF REWARD PAYMENT.—The Sec- 
retary may make a reward under this section in 
the form of money, a nonmonetary item (includ- 
ing such items as automotive vehicles), or a com- 
bination thereof.’’. 

(d) Such section is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (i) and (j) as 
subsections (j) and (k), respectively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (h) the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

“(%) MEDIA SURVEYS AND ADVERTISEMENTS.— 

“(1) SURVEYS CONDUCTED.—For the purpose of 
more effectively disseminating information 
about the rewards program, the Secretary may 
use the resources of the rewards program to con- 
duct media surveys, including analyses of media 
markets, means of communication, and levels of 
literacy, in countries determined by the Sec- 
retary to be associated with acts of inter- 
national terrorism. 

“(2) CREATION AND PURCHASE OF ADVERTISE- 
MENTS.—The Secretary may use the resources of 
the rewards program to create advertisements to 
disseminate information about the rewards pro- 
gram. The Secretary may base the content of 
such advertisements on the findings of the sur- 
veys conducted under paragraph (1). The Sec- 
retary may purchase radio or television time, 
newspaper space, or make use of any other 
means of advertisement, as appropriate.’’. 

(e) Not later than 90 days after the date of the 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of State 
shall submit to the Committees on Appropria- 
tions of the House of Representatives and of the 
Senate, the Committee on International Rela- 
tions of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate a 
plan to maximize awareness of the reward avail- 
able under section 36 of the State Department 
Basic Authorities Act of 1956 (22 U.S.C. 2708 et 
seq.) for the capture or information leading to 
the capture of a leader of a foreign terrorist or- 
ganization who may be in Pakistan or Afghani- 
stan. The Secretary may use the resources of the 
rewards program to prepare the plan. 

SEC. 406. For the purposes of registration of 
birth, certification of nationality, or issuance of 
a passport of a United States citizen born in the 
city of Jerusalem, the Secretary of State shall, 
upon request of the citizen, record the place of 
birth as Israel. 
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SEC. 407. The Secretary of State shall provide 
to a member of the Committee on Appropriations 
of the Senate or the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of the House of Representatives a copy of 
each cable sent to or by a Department of State 
employee that pertains to any topic specified by 
the requesting member, regardless of the level of 
classification of the cable, not later than 15 
days after the date on which the member makes 
a written or verbal request for such copies. 

SEC. 408. There is established within the De- 
partment of State the Office of the Coordinator 
for Reconstruction and Stabilization: Provided, 
That the head of the Office shall be the Coordi- 
nator for Reconstruction and Stabilization, who 
shall report directly to the Secretary of State: 
Provided further, That the functions of the Of- 
fice of the Coordinator for Reconstruction and 
Stabilization shall include— 

(1) cataloguing and monitoring the non-mili- 
tary resources and capabilities of Executive 
agencies (as that term is defined in section 105 
of title 5, United States Code), State and local 
governments, and entities in the private and 
non-profit sectors that are available to address 
crises in countries or regions that are in, or are 
in transition from, conflict or civil strife; 

(2) monitoring political and economic insta- 
bility worldwide to anticipate the need for mobi- 
lizing United States and international assist- 
ance for countries or regions described in para- 
graph (1); 

(3) assessing crises in countries or regions de- 
scribed in paragraph (1) and determining the 
appropriate non-military United States, includ- 
ing but not limited to demobilization, policing, 
human rights monitoring, and public informa- 
tion efforts; 

(4) planning for response efforts under para- 
graph (3); 

(5) coordinating with relevant Executive agen- 
cies the development of interagency contingency 
plans for such response efforts; and 

(6) coordinating the training of civilian per- 
sonnel to perform stabilization and reconstruc- 
tion activities in response to crises in such coun- 
tries or regions described in paragraph (1). 

SEC. 409. (a) The Secretary of State shall re- 
quire each chief of mission to review, not less 
than once every 5 years, every staff element 
under chief of mission authority, including staff 
from other departments or agencies of the 
United States, and recommend approval or dis- 
approval of each staff element. Each such re- 
view shall be conducted pursuant to a process 
established by the President for determining ap- 
propriate staffing at diplomatic missions and 
overseas constituent posts (commonly referred to 
as the ‘“‘NSDD-38 process’’). 

(b) The Secretary of State, as part of the proc- 
ess established by the President referred to in 
subsection (a), shall take actions to carry out 
the recommendations made in each such review. 

(c) Not later than one year after the date of 
enactment of this Act, and annually thereafter, 
the Secretary of State shall submit a report on 
such reviews that occurred during the previous 
12 months, together with the Secretary’s rec- 
ommendations regarding such reviews to the ap- 
propriate committees of Congress, the heads of 
all affected departments or agencies, and the In- 
spector General of the Department of State. 

SEC. 410. Funds appropriated by this Act for 
the Broadcasting Board of Governors and the 
Department of State may be obligated and ex- 
pended notwithstanding section 15 of the State 
Department Basic Authorities Act of 1956, sec- 
tion 313 of the Foreign Relations Authorization 
Act, Fiscal Years 1994 and 1995 (Public Law 103– 
236), and section 504(a)(1) of the National Secu- 
rity Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 414(a)(1)). 

SEC. 41l. During fiscal year 2005, section 
404(b)(2)(B) of the Foreign Relations Authoriza- 
tion Act, Fiscal Years 1994 and 1995 (Public Law 
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103-236; 22 U.S.C. 287e note), shall be adminis- 
tered as though the matter following clause (iii) 
reads as follows: 

“(о) For assessments made during calendar 
year 2005, 27.1 percent.’’. 

SEC. 412. (a) Section 402(a) of the Foreign 
Service Act of 1980 (22 U.S.C. 3962(a)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking the second 
and third sentences and inserting the following 
new sentences: “Тһе President shall also pre- 
scribe ranges of basic salary rates for each class. 
Except as provided in paragraph (3), basic sal- 
ary rates for the Senior Foreign Service may not 
exceed the maximum rate or be less than the 
minimum rate of basic pay payable for the Sen- 
ior Executive Service under section 5382 of title 
5, United States Code.’’; and 

(2) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting the 
following new paragraphs: 

“(2) The Secretary shall determine which 
basic salary rate within the ranges prescribed by 
the President under paragraph (1) shall be paid 
to each member of the Senior Foreign Service 
based on individual performance, contribution 
to the mission of the Department, or both, as de- 
termined under a rigorous performance manage- 
ment system. Except as provided in regulations 
prescribed by the Secretary and, to the extent 
possible, consistent with regulations governing 
the Senior Executive Service, the Secretary may 
adjust the basic salary rate of a member of the 
Senior Foreign Service not more than once dur- 
ing any 12-month period. 

“(3) Upon a determination by the Secretary 
that the Senior Foreign Service performance ap- 
praisal system, as designed and applied, makes 
meaningful distinctions based on relative per- 
formance— 

“(А) the maximum rate of basic pay payable 
for the Senior Foreign Service shall be level II of 
the Executive Schedule; and 

“(В) the applicable aggregate pay cap shall be 
equivalent to the aggregate pay cap set forth in 
section 5307(d)(1) of title 5, United States Code, 
for members of the Senior Executive Service.’’. 

(b) Section 405(b)(4) of such Act (22 U.S.C. 
3965(b)(4)) is amended by inserting before the 
period the following: ‘‘, or the limitation under 
section 402(a)(3), whichever is higher". 

(c) Section 401(a) of such Act (22 U.S.C. 
3961(a)) is amended by striking "shall not ex- 
ceed the annual rate of pay payable for level I 
of such Executive Schedule" and inserting 
"shall be subject to the limitation om certain 
payments under section 5307 of title 5, United 
States Code, or the limitation under section 
402(a)(3), whichever is higher". 

SEC. 413. (a) Section 2 of the State Department 
Basic Authorities Act of 1956 (22 U.S.C. 2669) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

“(о) make administrative corrections or ad- 
justments to an employee’s pay, allowances, or 
differentials, resulting from mistakes or retro- 
active personnel actions, as well as provide back 
pay and other categories of payments under sec- 
tion 5596 of title 5, United States Code, as part 
of the settlement or compromise of administra- 
tive claims or grievances filed against the De- 
partment.’’. 

(6) Such section is further amended— 

(1) in subsection (k), by striking “ата”; 

(2) by transferring subsection (m) within such 
section to appear after subsection (1); 

(3) in subsections (1) and (т), by striking the 
period at the end of each subsection and insert- 
ing a semicolon; and 

(4) in subsection (n), by striking the period at 
the end and inserting a semicolon and “ата”. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Department of 
State and Related Agency Appropriations Act, 
2005”. 
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TITLE V—RELATED AGENCIES 
ANTITRUST MODERNIZATION COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For necessary expenses of the Antitrust Mod- 
ernization Commission, as authorized by Public 
Law 107-273, $1,187,000, to remain available 
until expended. 

COMMISSION FOR THE PRESERVATION OF 
AMERICA’S HERITAGE ABROAD 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For expenses for the Commission for the Pres- 
ervation of America’s Heritage Abroad, $499,000, 
as authorized by section 1303 of Public Law 99- 
93. 

COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Commission on 
Civil Rights, including hire of passenger motor 
vehicles, $9,096,000: Provided, That not to ex- 
ceed $50,000 may be used to employ consultants: 
Provided further, That none of the funds appro- 
priated in this paragraph shall be used to em- 
ploy in excess of four full-time individuals 
under Schedule C of the Excepted Service exclu- 
sive of one special assistant for each Commis- 
sioner: Provided further, That none of the funds 
appropriated in this paragraph shall be used to 
reimburse Commissioners for more than 75 
billable days, with the exception of the chair- 
person, who is permitted 125 billable days. 

COMMISSION ON INTERNATIONAL RELIGIOUS 
FREEDOM 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses for the United States 
Commission on International Religious Freedom, 
as authorized by title II of the International Re- 
ligious Freedom Act of 1998 (Public Law 105— 
292), $3,000,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided, That in fiscal year 2005, the 
Commission may procure temporary services for 
the purpose of conducting a study on conditions 
of the right to freedom of religion or belief in 
North Korea, notwithstanding Section 208(c)(1) 
of Public Law 105-292 (22 U.S.C. 6435a(c)(1)). 

COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN 
EUROPE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Commission on 
Security and Cooperation in Europe, as author- 
ized by Public Law 94-304, $1,831,000, to remain 
available until expended as authorized by sec- 
tion 3 of Public Law 99-7. 
CONGRESSIONAL-EXECUTIVE COMMISSION ON THE 

PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Congressional- 
Executive Commission on the People’s Republic 
of China, as authorized, $1,900,000, including 
not more than $3,000 for the purpose of official 
representation, to remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided, That $100,000 shall be for the 
Political Prisoner Database. 

EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Equal Employ- 
ment Opportunity Commission as authorized by 
title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (29 
U.S.C. 206(d) and 621-634), the Americans with 
Disabilities Act of 1990, and the Civil Rights Act 
of 1991, including services as authorized by 5 
U.S.C. 3109; hire of passenger motor vehicles as 
authorized by 31 U.S.C. 1343(b); non-monetary 
awards to private citizens; and not to exceed 
$33,000,000 for payments to State and local en- 
forcement agencies for services to the Commis- 
sion pursuant to title VII of the Civil Rights Act 
of 1964, sections 6 and 14 of the Age Discrimina- 
tion in Employment Act, the Americans with 
Disabilities Act of 1990, and the Civil Rights Act 
of 1991, $331,228,000: Provided, That the Com- 
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mission is authorized to make available for offi- 
cial reception and representation expenses not 
to exceed $2,500 from available funds: Provided 
further, That the Commission may take no ac- 
tion to implement any workforce repositioning, 
restructuring, or reorganization until such time 
as the Committees on Appropriations have been 
notified of such proposals, in accordance with 
the reprogramming provisions of section 605 of 
this Act: Provided further, That the Commission 
shall not have fewer field position in fiscal year 
2005 than in fiscal year 2004. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For necessary expenses of the Federal Commu- 
nications Commission, as authorized by law, in- 
cluding uniforms and allowances therefor, as 
authorized by 5 U.S.C. 5901-5902; not to exceed 
$600,000 for land and structure; not to exceed 
$500,000 for improvement and care of grounds 
and repair to buildings; not to exceed $4,000 for 
official reception and representation expenses; 
purchase and hire of motor vehicles; special 
counsel fees; and services as authorized by 5 
U.S.C. 3109,  $281,098,000: Provided, That 
$280,098,000 of offsetting collections shall be as- 
sessed and collected pursuant to section 9 of 
title I of the Communications Act of 1934, shall 
be retained and used for necessary expenses in 
this appropriation, and shall remain available 
until erpended: Provided further, That the sum 
herein appropriated shall be reduced as such 
offsetting collections are received during fiscal 
year 2005 so as to result in a final fiscal year 
2005 appropriation estimated at $1,000,000: Pro- 
vided further, That any offsetting collections re- 
ceived in excess of $280,098,000 in fiscal year 
2005 shall remain available until expended, but 
shall not be available for obligation until Octo- 
ber 1, 2005: Provided further, That notwith- 
standing 47 U.S.C. 309(3)(8)(B), proceeds from 
the use of a competitive bidding system that may 
be retained and made available for obligation 
shall not exceed $85,000,000 for fiscal year 2005. 


FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For necessary expenses of the Federal Trade 
Commission, including uniforms or allowances 
therefor, as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 5901-5902; 
services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109; hire of 
passenger motor vehicles; and not to exceed 
$2,000 for official reception and representation 
expenses, $205,430,000, to remain available until 
expended: Provided, That not to exceed $300,000 
shall be available for use to contract with a per- 
son or persons for collection services in accord- 
ance with the terms of 31 U.S.C. 3718: Provided 
further, That, notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of law, not to exceed $101,000,000 of offset- 
ting collections derived from fees collected for 
premerger notification filings under the Hart- 
Scott-Rodino Antitrust Improvements Act of 
1976 (15 U.S.C. 18a), regardless of the year of 
collection, shall be retained and used for nec- 
essary expenses in this appropriation: Provided 
further, That $21,901,000 in offsetting collections 
derived from fees sufficient to implement and 
enforce the Telemarketing Sales Rule, promul- 
gated under the Telephone Consumer Fraud 
and Abuse Prevention Act (15 U.S.C. 6101 et 
seq.), shall be credited to this account, and be 
retained and used for necessary expenses in this 
appropriation: Provided further, That the sum 
herein appropriated from the general fund shall 
be reduced as such offsetting collections are re- 
ceived during fiscal year 2005, so as to result in 
a final fiscal year 2005 appropriation from the 
general fund estimated at not more than 
$82,529,000: Provided further, That none of the 
funds made available to the Federal Trade Com- 
mission may be used to enforce subsection (e) of 
section 43 of the Federal Deposit Insurance Act 
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(12 U.S.C. 18311) or section 151(b)(2) of the Fed- 
eral Deposit Insurance Corporation Improve- 
ment Act of 1991 (12 U.S.C. 1831t note). 
HELP COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the HELP Commis- 
sion, $1,000,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended. 

LEGAL SERVICES CORPORATION 

PAYMENT TO THE LEGAL SERVICES CORPORATION 

For payment to the Legal Services Corpora- 
tion to carry out the purposes of the Legal Serv- 
ices Corporation Act of 1974, $335,282,000, of 
which $316,604,000 is for basic field programs 
and required independent audits; $2,573,000 is 
for the Office of Inspector General, of which 
such amounts as may be necessary may be used 
to conduct additional audits of recipients; 
$13,000,000 is for management and administra- 
tion; $1,272,000 is for client self-help and infor- 
mation technology; and $1,833,000 is for grants 
to offset losses due to census adjustments: Рто- 
vided, That not to exceed $1,000,000 from 
amounts previously appropriated under this 
heading may be used for a student loan repay- 
ment pilot program. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISION—LEGAL SERVICES 

CORPORATION 

None of the funds appropriated in this Act to 
the Legal Services Corporation shall be ex- 
pended for any purpose prohibited or limited by, 
or contrary to any of the provisions of, sections 
501, 502, 503, 504, 505, and 506 of Public Law 
105-119, and all funds appropriated in this Act 
to the Legal Services Corporation shall be sub- 
ject to the same terms and conditions set forth 
in such sections, except that all references in 
sections 502 and 503 to 1997 and 1998 shall be 
deemed to refer instead to 2004 and 2005, respec- 
tively, and except that section 501(a)(1) of Pub- 
lic Law 104-134 (110 Stat. 1321-51, et seq.) shall 
not apply to the use of the $1,833,000 to address 
loss of funding due to Census-based realloca- 
tions. 

MARINE MAMMAL COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Marine Mam- 
mal Commission as authorized by title II of Pub- 
lic Law 92-522, $1,890,000. 


NATIONAL VETERANS BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT 
CORPORATION 


For necessary expenses of the National Vet- 
erans Business Development Corporation as au- 
thorized under section 33(a) of the Small Busi- 
ness Act, $2,000,000, to remain available until 
expended. 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses for the Securities and 
Exchange Commission, including services as au- 
thorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, the rental of space (to 
include multiple year leases) in the District of 
Columbia and elsewhere, and not to exceed 
$3,000 for official reception and representation 
expenses, $913,000,000, to remain available until 
expended; of which not to exceed $10,000 may be 
used toward funding a permanent secretariat 
for the International Organization of Securities 
Commissions; and of which not to exceed 
$100,000 shall be available for expenses for con- 
sultations and meetings hosted by the Commis- 
sion with foreign governmental and other regu- 
latory officials, members of their delegations, 
appropriate representatives and staff to ex- 
change views concerning developments relating 
to securities matters, development and imple- 
mentation of cooperation agreements concerning 
securities matters and provision of technical as- 
sistance for the development of foreign securities 
markets, such expenses to include necessary lo- 
gistic and administrative expenses and the ex- 
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penses of Commission staff and foreign invitees 
in attendance at such consultations and meet- 
ings including: (1) such incidental expenses as 
meals taken in the course of such attendance; 
(2) any travel and transportation to or from 
such meetings; and (3) any other related lodging 
or subsistence: Provided, That fees and charges 
authorized by sections 6(b) of the Securities Ex- 
change Act of 1933 (15 U.S.C. 77f(b)), and 13(e), 
14(0) and 31 of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934 (15 U.S.C. 78т(е), 78п(д), and 78ee), shall 
be credited to this account as offsetting collec- 
tions: Provided further, That not to exceed 
$856,000,000 of such offsetting collections shall 
be available until expended for necessary ex- 
penses of this account: Provided further, That 
$57,000,000 shall be derived from prior year un- 
obligated balances from funds previously appro- 
priated to the Securities and Exchange Commis- 
sion: Provided further, That the total amount 
appropriated under this heading from the gen- 
eral fund for fiscal year 2005 shall be reduced as 
such offsetting fees are received so as to result 
in a final total fiscal year 2005 appropriation 
from the general fund estimated at not more 
than $0. 

Not later than May 1, 2005, the Securities and 
Exchange Commission shall submit a report to 
the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate 
that provides a justification for final rules 
issued by the Commission on June 30, 2004 
(amending title 17, Code of Federal Regulations, 
Parts 239, 240, and 274), requiring that the chair 
of the board of directors of a mutual fund be an 
independent director: Provided, That such re- 
port shall analyze whether mutual funds 
chaired by disinterested directors perform better, 
have lower expenses, or have better compliance 
records than mutual funds chaired by interested 
directors: Provided further, That the Securities 
and Exchange Commission shall act upon the 
recommendations of such report not later than 
January 1, 2006. 

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro- 
vided for, of the Small Business Administration 
as authorized by Public Law 106-554, including 
hire of passenger motor vehicles as authorized 
by 31 U.S.C. 1343 and 1344, and not to exceed 
$3,500 for official reception and representation 
expenses, $322,335,000: Provided, That the Ad- 
ministrator is authorized to charge fees to cover 
the cost of publications developed by the Small 
Business Administration, and certain loan serv- 
icing activities: Provided further, That, notwith- 
standing 31 U.S.C. 3302, revenues received from 
all such activities shall be credited to this ac- 
count, to be available for carrying out these 
purposes without further appropriations: Pro- 
vided further, That $89,000,000 shall be available 
to fund grants for performance in fiscal year 
2005 or fiscal year 2006 as authorized: Provided 
further, That the Small Business Administration 
is authorized to award grants under the Wom- 
en’s Business Center Sustainability Pilot Pro- 
gram established by section 4(a) of Public Law 
106-165 (15 U.S.C. 656(1)): Provided further, 
That, of the amounts provided for Women’s 
Business Centers, not less than 48 percent shall 
be available to continue Women’s Business Cen- 
ters in sustainability status. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 

For necessary expenses of the Office of In- 
spector General in carrying out the provisions of 
the Inspector General Act of 1978, $13,014,000. 

SURETY BOND GUARANTEES REVOLVING FUND 

For additional capital for the Surety Bond 
Guarantees Revolving Fund, authorized by the 
Small Business Investment Act, as amended, 
$2,900,000, to remain available until erpended. 

BUSINESS LOANS PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

For the cost of direct loans, $1,455,000, to re- 

main available until expended: Provided, That 
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such costs, including the cost of modifying such 
loans, shall be as defined in section 502 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974: Provided fur- 
ther, That subject to section 502 of the Congres- 
sional Budget Act of 1974, during fiscal year 
2005 commitments to guarantee loans under sec- 
tion 503 of the Small Business Investment Act of 
1958, shall not exceed $5,000,000,000: Provided 
further, That subsection 503(f) of the Small 
Business Investment Act of 1958 (15 U.S.C. 
697(/)), as amended by section 2 of Public Law 
108-217, is further amended by striking ‘‘October 
1, 2004” and inserting ‘‘October 1, 2005”: Pro- 
vided further, That during fiscal year 2005 com- 
mitments for general business loans authorized 
under section 7(a) of the Small Business Act, 
shall not exceed $16,000,000,000: Provided fur- 
ther, That during fiscal year 2005 commitments 
to guarantee loans for debentures and partici- 
pating securities under section 303(b) of the 
Small Business Investment Act of 1958, shall not 
exceed the levels established by section 
20()(1)(C) of the Small Business Act: Provided 
further, That during fiscal year 2005 guarantees 
of trust certificates authorized by section 5(g) of 
the Small Business Act shall not exceed a prin- 
cipal amount of $10,000,000,000. 


In addition, for administrative expenses to 
carry out the direct and guaranteed loan pro- 
grams, $126,653,000, which may be transferred to 
and merged with the appropriations for Salaries 
and Expenses. 


DISASTER LOANS PROGRAM ACCOUNT 


For administrative expenses to carry out the 
direct loan program authorized by section 7(b), 
of the Small Business Act, $113,159,000, which 
may be transferred to and merged with appro- 
priations for Salaries and Expenses, of which 
$500,000 is for the Office of Inspector General of 
the Small Business Administration for audits 
and reviews of disaster loans and the disaster 
loan program and shall be transferred to and 
merged with appropriations for the Office of In- 
spector General; of which $104,409,000 is for di- 
rect administrative expenses of loan making and 
servicing to carry out the direct loan program, 
to remain available until expended; and of 
which $8,250,000 is for indirect administrative 
expenses: Provided, That any amount in excess 
of $8,250,000 to be transferred to and merged 
with appropriations for Salaries and Expenses 
for indirect administrative expenses shall be 
treated as a reprogramming of funds under sec- 
tion 605 of this Act and shall not be available 
for obligation or expenditure except in compli- 
ance with the procedures set forth in that sec- 
tion. 


ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISION—SMALL BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 


Not to exceed 5 percent of any appropriation 
made available for the current fiscal year for 
the Small Business Administration in this Act 
may be transferred between such appropria- 
tions, but no such appropriation shall be in- 
creased by more than 10 percent by any such 
transfers: Provided, That any transfer pursuant 
to this paragraph shall be treated as a re- 
programming of funds under section 605 of this 
Act and shall not be available for obligation or 
expenditure except in compliance with the pro- 
cedures set forth in that section. 


STATE JUSTICE INSTITUTE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For necessary expenses of the State Justice In- 
stitute, as authorized by the State Justice Insti- 
tute Authorization Act of 1992 (Public Law 102- 
572), $2,613,000: Provided, That not to exceed 
$2,500 shall be available for official reception 
and representation expenses. 
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UNITED STATES-CHINA ECONOMIC AND SECURITY 
REVIEW COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the United States- 
China Economic and Security Review Commis- 
sion, $3,000,000, including not more than $5,000 
for the purpose of official representation, to re- 
main available until expended. 

UNITED STATES INSTITUTE OF PEACE 
OPERATING EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the United States 
Institute of Peace as authorized in the United 
States Institute of Peace Act, $23,000,000: Pro- 
vided, That $1,500,000 is for necessary expenses 
for the Task Force оп the United Nations: Рто- 
vided further, That the Task Force on the 
United Nations shall submit a report on its find- 
ings to the Committees on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives and Senate not later 
than 180 days after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 

UNITED STATES SENATE-CHINA 
INTERPARLIAMENTARY GROUP 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the United States 
Senate-China Interparliamentary Group, as au- 
thorized under Section 153 of the Consolidated 
Appropriations Act, 2004 (22 U.S.C. 276n; Public 
Law 108-199; 118 Stat. 448), $100,000, to remain 
available until expended. 

TITLE VI—GENERAL PROVISIONS 
(INCLUDING RESCISSIONS) 

SEC. 601. No part of any appropriation con- 
tained in this Act shall be used for publicity or 
propaganda purposes not authorized by the 
Congress. 

SEC. 602. No part of any appropriation con- 
tained in this Act shall remain available for ob- 
ligation beyond the current fiscal year unless 
expressly so provided herein. 

SEC. 603. The expenditure of any appropria- 
tion under this Act for any consulting service 
through procurement contract, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 3109, shall be limited to those contracts 
where such expenditures are a, matter of public 
record and available for public inspection, ex- 
cept where otherwise provided under existing 
law, or under existing Executive order issued 
pursuant to existing law. 

SEC. 604. If any provision of this Act or the 
application of such provision to any person or 
circumstances shall be held invalid, the remain- 
der of the Act and the application of each provi- 
sion to persons or circumstances other than 
those as to which it is held invalid shall not be 
affected thereby. 

SEC. 605. (a) None of the funds provided under 
this Act, or provided under previous appropria- 
tions Acts to the agencies funded by this Act 
that remain available for obligation or expendi- 
ture in fiscal year 2005, or provided from any ac- 
counts in the Treasury of the United States de- 
rived by the collection of fees available to the 
agencies funded by this Act, shall be available 
for obligation or expenditure through a re- 
programming of funds that: (1) creates new pro- 
grams; (2) eliminates a program, project, or ac- 
tivity; (3) increases funds or personnel by any 
means for any project or activity for which 
funds have been denied or restricted; (4) relo- 
cates an office or employees; (5) reorganizes or 
renames offices; (6) reorganizes programs or ac- 
tivities; or (7) contracts out or privatizes any 
functions or activities presently performed by 
Federal employees; unless the Appropriations 
Committees of both Houses of Congress are noti- 
fied 15 days in advance of such reprogramming 
of funds. 

(b) None of the funds provided under this Act, 
or provided under previous appropriations Acts 
to the agencies funded by this Act that remain 
available for obligation or expenditure in fiscal 
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year 2005, or provided from any accounts in the 
Treasury of the United States derived by the 
collection of fees available to the agencies fund- 
ed by this Act, shall be available for obligation 
or expenditure for activities, programs, or 
projects through a reprogramming of funds in 
excess of $750,000 or 10 percent, whichever is 
less, that: (1) augments existing programs, 
projects, or activities; (2) reduces by 10 percent 
funding for any existing program, project, or ac- 
tivity, or numbers of personnel by 10 percent as 
approved by Congress; or (3) results from any 
general savings, including savings from a reduc- 
tion in personnel, which would result in a 
change in existing programs, activities, or 
projects as approved by Congress; unless the Ap- 
propriations Committees of both Houses of Con- 
gress are notified 15 days in advance of such re- 
programming of funds. 

SEC. 606. Hereafter, none of the funds made 
available in this Act may be used for the con- 
struction, repair (other than emergency repair), 
overhaul, conversion, or modernization of ves- 
sels for the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration in shipyards located outside of 
the United States. 

SEC. 607. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used to implement, administer, 
or enforce any guidelines of the Equal Employ- 
ment Opportunity Commission covering harass- 
ment based on religion, when it is made known 
to the Federal entity or official to which such 
funds are made available that such guidelines 
do not differ in any respect from the proposed 
guidelines published by the Commission on Oc- 
tober 1, 1993 (58 Fed. Reg. 51266). 

SEC. 608. If it has been finally determined by 
a court or Federal agency that any person in- 
tentionally affixed a label bearing a ‘‘Made in 
America” inscription, or any inscription with 
the same meaning, to any product sold in or 
shipped to the United States that is not made in 
the United States, the person shall be ineligible 
to receive any contract or subcontract made 
with funds made available in this Act, pursuant 
to the debarment, suspension, and ineligibility 
procedures described in sections 9.400 through 
9.409 of title 48, Code of Federal Regulations. 

SEC. 609. None of the funds made available by 
this Act may be used for any United Nations 
undertaking when it is made known to the Fed- 
eral official having authority to obligate or ex- 
pend such funds that: (1) the United Nations 
undertaking is a peacekeeping mission; (2) such 
undertaking will involve United States Armed 
Forces under the command or operational con- 
trol of a foreign national; and (3) the Presi- 
dent’s military advisors have not submitted to 
the President a recommendation that such in- 
volvement is in the national security interests of 
the United States and the President has not 
submitted to the Congress such a recommenda- 
tion. 

SEC. 610. The Departments of Commerce, Jus- 
tice, and State, the Judiciary, the Federal Com- 
munications Commission, the Securities and Ex- 
change Commission and the Small Business Ad- 
ministration shall provide to the Committees on 
Appropriations of the Senate and of the House 
of Representatives a quarterly accounting of the 
cumulative balances of any unobligated funds 
that were received by such agency during any 
previous fiscal year. 

SEC. 611. (a) None of the funds appropriated 
or otherwise made available by this Act shall be 
expended for any purpose for which appropria- 
tions are prohibited by section 609 of the De- 
partments of Commerce, Justice, and State, the 
Judiciary, and Related Agencies Appropriations 
Act, 1999. 

(b) The requirements in subparagraphs (A) 
and (B) of section 609 of that Act shall continue 
to apply during fiscal year 2005. 

SEC. 612. Any costs incurred by a department 
or agency funded under this Act resulting from 
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personnel actions taken in response to funding 
reductions included in this Act shall be absorbed 
within the total budgetary resources available to 
such department or agency: Provided, That the 
authority to transfer funds between appropria- 
tions accounts as may be necessary to carry out 
this section is provided in addition to authori- 
ties included elsewhere in this Act: Provided 
further, That use of funds to carry out this sec- 
tion shall be treated as a reprogramming of 
funds under section 605 of this Act and shall not 
be available for obligation or expenditure except 
in compliance with the procedures set forth in 
that section. 

SEC. 613. None of the funds provided by this 
Act shall be available to promote the sale or ex- 
port of tobacco or tobacco products, or to seek 
the reduction or removal by any foreign country 
of restrictions on the marketing of tobacco or to- 
bacco products, except for restrictions which are 
not applied equally to all tobacco or tobacco 
products of the same type. 

SEC. 614. (a) None of the funds appropriated 
or otherwise made available by this Act shall be 
expended for any purpose for which appropria- 
tions are prohibited by section 616 of the De- 
partments of Commerce, Justice, and State, the 
Judiciary, and Related Agencies Appropriations 
Act, 1999. 

(b) The requirements in subsections (b) and (c) 
of section 616 of that Act shall continue to apply 
during fiscal year 2005. 

SEC. 615. None of the funds appropriated pur- 
suant to this Act or any other provision of law 
may be used for— 

(1) the implementation of any tax or fee in 
connection with the implementation of sub- 
section 922(t) of title 18, United States Code; and 

(2) any system to implement subsection 922(t) 
of title 18, United States Code, that does not re- 
quire and result in the destruction of any iden- 
tifying information submitted by or on behalf of 
any person who has been determined not to be 
prohibited from possessing or receiving a firearm 
no more than 24 hours after the system advises 
a Federal firearms licensee that possession or re- 
ceipt of a firearm by the prospective transferee 
would not violate subsection (g) or (n) of section 
922 of title 18, United States Code, or State law. 

SEC. 616. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, amounts deposited or available in the 
Fund established under 42 U.S.C. 10601 in any 
fiscal year in excess of $625,000,000 shall not be 
available for obligation until the following fiscal 

ear. 

d SEC. 617. None of the funds made available to 
the Department of Justice in this Act may be 
used to discriminate against or denigrate the re- 
ligious or moral beliefs of students who partici- 
pate in programs for which financial assistance 
is provided from those funds, or of the parents 
or legal guardians of such students. 

SEC. 618. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available to the Department of 
State shall be available for the purpose of grant- 
ing either immigrant or nonimmigrant visas, or 
both, consistent with the determination of the 
Secretary of State under section 243(d) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, to citizens, 
subjects, nationals, or residents of countries 
that the Secretary of Homeland Security has de- 
termined deny or unreasonably delay accepting 
the return of citizens, subjects, nationals, or 
residents under that section. 

SEC. 619. (a) For additional amounts under 
the heading “Small Business Administration, 
Salaries and Expenses’’, $500,000 shall be avail- 
able for the Adelante Development Center, Inc.; 
$150,000 shall be available for the Advanced 
Polymer Processing Institute; $150,000 shall be 
available for the Alaska Procurement Technical 
Assistance Center; $250,000 shall be available for 
Business and Professional Women of Alaska; 
$75,000 shall be available for the Center for Ap- 
plied Research and Economic Development at 
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the University of Southern Indiana; $300,000 
shall be available for the Center for Emerging 
Technologies; $225,000 shall be available for the 
Center for Entrepreneurship and Technology at 
the Nevada Commission for Economic Develop- 
ment; $100,000 shall be available for the Central 
Connecticut State University Institute of Tech- 
nology and Business Development; $600,000 shall 
be available for the Des Moines Higher Edu- 
cation Pappajohn Center; $150,000 shall be 
available for the East Central Indiana Business 
Incubator at Ball State University; $100,000 
shall be available for the Entrepreneurial Ven- 
ture Assistance Demonstration Project at the 
Iowa Department of Economic Development; 
$75,000 shall be available for the Idaho Virtual 
Incubator at Lewis-Clark State College for an E- 
Commerce Certification program; $600,000 shall 
be available for the Industrial Outreach Service 
at Mississippi State University; $2,000,000 shall 
be available for the Innovation and Commer- 
cialization Center at the University of Southern 
Mississippi; $100,000 shall be available for the 
Kennebec Valley Council of Governments’ Busi- 
ness Development Program; $100,000 shall be 
available for the Knoxville College Small Busi- 
ness Incubator Program; $250,000 shall be avail- 
able for the Louisiana State University Law 
School’s Latin American Commercial Law Pro- 
gram; $250,000 shall be available for the Minor- 
ity Business Development Center at Alcorn State 
University; $600,000 shall be available for the 
Mississippi Technology Alliance; $200,000 shall 
be available for the Montana Department of 
Commerce for a State government information 
sharing initiative; $125,000 shall be available for 
the Myrtle Beach International Trade and Con- 
vention Center; $250,000 shall be available for 
the Nanotechnology Research Program at the 
Oregon Health and Science University; $550,000 
shall be available for the New Product Develop- 
ment and Commercialieation Center for Rural 
Manufacturers; $125,000 shall be available for 
the New Hampshire Women's Business Center; 
$500,000 shall be available for Operation Safe 
Commerce; $200,000 shall be available for the 
Southern University Foundation’s Martin Lu- 
ther King Initiative; $75,000 shall be available 
for Technology 2020; $1,000,000 shall be available 
for the Technology Venture Center/InvestNet 
Partnership for Alaska and Montana; $500,000 
shall be available for the Textile Marking Sys- 
tem; $300,000 shall be available for the Towson 
University International Business Incubator; 
$1,000,000 shall be available for the Tuck School 
of Business/MBDA Partnership; $325,000 shall 
be available for the University of Colorado 
Nanotechnology and Characterization Facility; 
$8,000,000 shall be available for the University of 
South Carolina Thomas Cooper Library; 
$100,000 shall be available for the Virginia Elec- 
tronic Commerce Technology Center at Chris- 
topher Newport University; $125,000 shall be 
available for the Women’s Business Develop- 
ment Center in Stamford, Connecticut; and 
$100,000 shall be available for the World Trade 
Center of Greater Philadelphia; $50,000 shall be 
available for a grant to the Center for Excel- 
lence in Education; $100,000 shall be available 
for a grant to The Cedar Creek Battlefield 
Foundation; $100,000 shall be available for a 
grant to Belle Grove Plantation; $150,000 shall 
be available for a grant to the City of Manassas 
Park for economic development; $100,000 shall be 
available for a grant to the Shenandoah Valley 
Travel Association; $1,200,000 shall be available 
for a grant to Shenandoah University to develop 
a facility for a business program; $115,000 shall 
be available for a grant to Economic Alliance 
Houston Port Region; $20,000 shall be available 
for a grant to the Town of South Boston, Vir- 
ginia, for small business development; $100,000 
shall be available for a grant to Patrick Henry 
Community College for a workforce training 
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program; $100,000 shall be available for a grant 
for Danville Community College for a workforce 
training program; $1,000,000 shall be available 
for a grant to the University of Illinois for the 
Information Trust Institute initiative; $500,000 
shall be available for a grant to Wittenberg Uni- 
versity for a technology initiative; $500,000 shall 
be available for a grant to the Dayton Develop- 
ment Coalition; $250,000 shall be available for a 
grant for REI Rural Business Resources Center 
in Seminole, Oklahoma; $50,000 shall be avail- 
able for a grant to Experience Works to expand 
opportunities for older workers; $50,000 shall be 
available for a grant to Project Listo for work- 
force development and procurement opportuni- 
ties; $100,000 shall be available for a grant to 
North Iowa Area Community College for a small 
business incubator; $450,000 shall be available 
for a grant to California State University, in 
San Bernardino, California, for development of 
the Center for the Commercialieation of Ad- 
vanced Technology; $50,000 shall be available 
for a, grant to Rowan University for a workforce 
training program; $200,000 shall be available for 
a grant to the Freeport Downtown Development 
Foundation for a small business economic devel- 
opment initiative; $1,500,000 shall be available 
for a grant to the Rockford Area Convention 
and Visitors Bureau for a manufacturing pro- 
gram; $200,000 shall be available for a grant to 
Jefferson County Development Council; $200,000 
Shall be available for a grant to Clearfield 
County Economic Development Corporation; 
$500,000 shall be available for a grant to the Co- 
lumbus College of Art and Design for facilities 
development to build partnerships with busi- 
nesses; $115,000 shall be available for a grant to 
Ohio Business Connection; $1,000,000 shall be 
available for a grant to the Southern and East- 
ern Kentucky Tourism Development Associa- 
tion; $500,000 shall be available for a grant to 
the Bridgeport Regional Business Council for an 
economic integration initiative; $100,000 shall be 
available for a grant to Cedarbridge Develop- 
ment Corporation for a redevelopment initiative; 
$900,000 shall be available for a grant to West- 
ern Carolina University for a computer engi- 
neering program; $100,000 shall be available for 
a grant to Asheville-Buncombe Technical Com- 
munity College for an economic development ini- 
tiative; $100,000 shall be available for a grant to 
Jubilee Homes for the Southwest Economic Busi- 
ness Resource Center; $400,000 shall be available 
for a grant for the Connect the Valley initiative; 
$400,000 shall be available for a grant to the 
University of Tennessee Corridor Initiative; 
$500,000 shall be available for a grant to the Illi- 
nois Institute for Technology to examine and as- 
sess advancements in biotechnologies; $250,000 
Shall be available for a grant to the City of 
Largo, Florida, for business information; 
$250,000 shall be available for a grant to Pro Co 
Technology, Inc. in the Bronx, New York, for a 
computer training center; $50,000 shall be avail- 
able for a grant for the Promesa Foundation in 
the Bronx, New York, to provide community 
growth funding; $200,000 shall be available for a 
grant to Bronx Shepherds for community pro- 
grams; $150,000 shall be available for a grant to 
HOGAR, Inc. in the Bronz, New York; $200,000 
shall be available for a grant to Promesa Enter- 
prises to provide services and support to commu- 
nity based organizations in the Bronx, New 
York; $200,000 for the Arthur Avenue Retail 
Market in the Bronz, New York, for facility, im- 
provement, and maintenance needs to meet the 
Market’s business requirements; $200,000 shall be 
available for a grant to Pregones Theater in the 
Bronx, New York for business infrastructure; 
$200,000 shall be available for a grant to Pres- 
byterian Senior Services for their Grandparent 
Family Apartments project and programs in the 
Bronx, New York; $100,000 shall be available for 
a grant to Thorpe Family Residence, Inc. to 
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continue its services and programs in the Bronz, 
New York; $100,000 shall be available for a grant 
to the Puerto Rican Traveling Theater in the 
Bronx, New York for outreach and programs; 
$100,000 shall be available for Casita Maria’s 
Career and College Placement Preparation to be 
implemented in coordination with business part- 
ners in New York City; $1,100,000 shall be avail- 
able for a grant to the MountainMade Founda- 
tion to fulfill its charter purposes and to con- 
tinue the initiative developed by the NTTC for 
outreach and promotion, business and sites de- 
velopment, the education of artists and 
craftspeople, and to promote small businesses, 
artisans and their products through market de- 
velopment, advertisement, commercial sale and 
other promotional means; $1,000,000 shall be 
available for a grant for Northwest Shoals Com- 
munity College to complete the Center for Busi- 
ness and Industry; $1,000,000 shall be available 
for the Rhode Island School of Design in Provi- 
dence, Rhode Island for the continued mod- 
ernization of the Mason Building; $1,000,000 
shall be available for a grant to the Norwegian 
American Foundation to fulfill its charter pur- 
poses; $750,000 shall be available for a grant to 
St. Mary’s College for a telecommunications ini- 
tiative; $400,000 shall be available for a grant to 
the Economic Growth Council Procurement As- 
sistance Program; $500,000 shall be available for 
a grant to Johnstown Area Regional Industries 
in Pennsylvania for an enhanced economic de- 
velopment initiative; $300,000 shall be available 
for a grant to the Good Old Lower East Side or- 
ganization for a small business economic devel- 
opment initiative for the Lower East Side, New 
York; $200,000 shall be available for a grant for 
the Sunnyside Chamber of Commerce to conduct 
a redevelopment study for Sunnyside, Queens, 
NY and to implement improvements. 

(b) Section 621 of Division B of Public Law 
108-199 is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘$1,000,000 shall be available 
for the Providence, Rhode Island Center for 
Women and Enterprise for infrastructure devel- 
opment;’’ and inserting ‘$100,000 shall be avail- 
able for the Providence, Rhode Island Center for 
Women and Enterprise for small business devel- 
opment programs and infrastructure develop- 
ment; $900,000 shall be available for the Rhode 
Island School of Design in Providence, Rhode 
Island for the continued modernization of the 
Mason Building;’’, 

(2) by inserting “Уот the purpose of con- 
ducting the program and providing financial as- 
sistance” after “the Economic Growth Connec- 
tion Paperless Procurement Ртоотат”, and 

(3) by inserting “апа to implement improve- 
ments" after “the Ridgewood Myrtle Avenue 
Business Improvement District to conduct a re- 
development study”. 

SEC. 620. All disaster loans issued in Alaska 
shall be administered by the Small Business Ad- 
ministration and shall not be sold during fiscal 
year 2005. 

SEC. 621. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be transferred to any department, 
agency, or instrumentality of the United States 
Government, except pursuant to a transfer made 
by, or transfer authority provided in, this Act or 
any other appropriation Act. 

SEC. 622. The Departments of Commerce, Jus- 
tice, State, the Judiciary, the Securities and Ex- 
change Commission and the Small Business Ad- 
ministration shall, not later than two months 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, cer- 
tify that telecommuting opportunities are made 
available to 100 percent of the eligible work- 
force: Provided, That, of the total amounts ap- 
propriated to the Departments of Commerce, 
Justice, State, the Judiciary, the Securities and 
Exchange Commission and the Small Business 
Administration, $5,000,000 shall be available 
only upon such certification: Provided further, 
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That each Department or agency shall provide 
quarterly reports to the Committees on Appro- 
priations on the status of telecommuting pro- 
grams, including the number of Federal employ- 
ees eligible for, and participating in, such pro- 
grams: Provided further, That each Department 
or agency shall designate a “Telework Coordi- 
nator" to be responsible for overseeing the im- 
plementation and operations of telecommuting 
programs, and serve as a point of contact on 
such programs for the Committees on Appropria- 
tions. 

SEC. 623. With the consent of the President, 
the Secretary of Commerce shall represent the 
United States Government in negotiating and 
monitoring international agreements regarding 
fisheries, marine mammals, or sea turtles: Pro- 
vided, That the Secretary of Commerce shall be 
responsible for the development and interdepart- 
mental coordination of the policies of the United 
States with respect to the international negotia- 
tions and agreements referred to in this section. 

SEC. 624. (a) Tracing studies conducted by the 
Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Ex- 
plosives are released without adequate dis- 
claimers regarding the limitations of the data. 

(b) The Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms 
and Explosives shall include in all such data re- 
leases, language similar to the following that 
would make clear that trace data cannot be 
used to draw broad conclusions about firearms- 
related crime: 

(1) Firearm traces are designed to assist law 
enforcement authorities in conducting investiga- 
tions by tracking the sale and possession of spe- 
cific firearms. Law enforcement agencies may 
request firearms traces for any reason, and 
those reasons are not necessarily reported to the 
Federal Government. Not all firearms used in 
crime are traced and not all firearms traced are 
used in crime. 

(2) Firearms selected for tracing are not cho- 
sen for purposes of determining which types, 
makes or models of firearms are used for illicit 
purposes. The firearms selected do not constitute 
а random sample and should not be considered 
representative of the larger universe of all fire- 
arms used by criminals, or any subset of that 
universe. Firearms are normally traced to the 
first retail seller, and sources reported for fire- 
arms traced do not necessarily represent the 
sources or methods by which firearms in general 
are acquired for use in crime. 

SEC. 625. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used im violation of section 
212(a)(10)(C) of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act. 

SEC. 626. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available under this Act may be 
used to issue patents on claims directed to or en- 
compassing a, human organism. 

SEC. 627. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used to pay expenses for amy 
United States delegation to any specialized 
agency, body, or commission of the United Na- 
tions if such commission is chaired or presided 
over by a country, the government of which the 
Secretary of State has determined, for purposes 
of section 6(j)(1) of the Export Administration 
Act of 1979 (50 U.S.C. App. 2405(j)(1)), has pro- 
vided support for acts of international terrorism. 

SEC. 628. (a) The Department of Justice, the 
Department of Homeland Security, and the De- 
partment of State shall jointly conduct a thor- 
ough study of all matters relating to the effi- 
ciency and effectiveness of the interagency proc- 
ess used to review applications for non- 
immigrant visas issued under section 
221(a)(1)(B) of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act (8 U.S.C. 1201(a)(1)(B)). The Department of 
Justice, the Department of Homeland Security, 
and the Department of State shall, in con- 
ducting this study, develop recommendations 
on— 
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(1) clearance procedures for nonimmigrant 
visas that should be eliminated; 

(2) such procedures that should be continued; 

(3) the appropriate Federal agencies or de- 
partments or entities that should participate in 
each such procedure; and 

(4) legislation that could be enacted to in- 
crease the efficiency and effectiveness of such 
procedures. 

(b) Not later than 1 year after the date of en- 
actment of this Act, the Department of Justice, 
the Department of Homeland Security, and the 
Department of State shall jointly submit a re- 
port to the Committees on Appropriations of the 
Senate and House of Representatives which 
shall contain a detailed statement of the find- 
ings and conclusions of the study referred to in 
subsection (a), together with recommendations 
for such legislation and administrative actions 
as the Department of Justice, the Department of 
Homeland Security, and the Department of 
State consider appropriate. The report may be 
submitted in a classified and unclassified form. 

SEC. 629. Section 604 of the Secure Embassy 
Construction and Counterterrorism Act of 1999 
(title VI of division A of H.R. 3427, as enacted 
by section 1000(a)(7) of Public Law 106-113) is 
amended by adding the following new зиђ- 
section at the end: 

“(е) CAPITAL SECURITY COST SHARING.— 

“(1) AUTHORITY.—Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, all agencies with personnel 
overseas subject to chief of mission authority 
pursuant to section 207 of the Foreign Service 
Act of 1980 (22 U.S.C. 3927) shall participate and 
provide funding in advance for their share of 
costs of providing new, safe, secure United 
States diplomatic facilities, without offsets, on 
the basis of the total overseas presence of each 
agency as determined annually by the Secretary 
of State in consultation with such agency. 
Amounts advanced by such agencies to the De- 
partment of State shall be credited to the Em- 
bassy Security, Construction and Maintenance 
account, and remain available until erpended. 

“(2) IMPLEMENTATION.—Implementation оў 
this subsection shall be carried out in a manner 
that encourages right-sizing of each agency’s 
overseas presence. 

“(3) EXCLUSION.—For purposes of this sub- 
section ‘agency’ does not include the Marine Se- 
curity Guard.’’. 

SEC. 630. (a) Except as provided in subsection 
(b), a project to construct a diplomatic facility 
of the United States may not include office 
space or other accommodations for an employee 
of a Federal agency or department if the Sec- 
retary of State determines that such department 
or agency has not provided to the Department of 
State the full amount of funding required by 
subsection (e) of section 604 of the Secure Em- 
bassy Construction and Counterterrorism Act of 
1999 (as enacted into law by section 1000(a)(7) of 
Public Law 106-113 and contained in appendix 
G of that Act; 113 Stat. 15014–453), as added by 
section 629 of this Act. 

(b) Notwithstanding the prohibition in sub- 
Section (a), a project to construct a diplomatic 
facility of the United States may include office 
Space or other accommodations for members of 
the Marine Corps. 

SEC. 631. It is the sense of the Congress that 
the Secretary of State, at the most immediate op- 
portunity, should— 

(1) make a determination as to whether recent 
events in the Darfur region of Sudan constitute 
genocide as defined in the Convention on the 
Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of 
Genocide; and 

(2) support the investigation and prosecution 
of war crimes and crimes against humanity com- 
mitted in the Darfur region of Sudan. 

SEC. 632. None of the funds made available in 
this Act shall be used in any way whatsoever to 
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support or justify the use of torture by any offi- 
cial or contract employee of the United States 
Government. 

SEC. 633. (a) Section 111(b) of Public Law 102- 
395 (21 U.S.C. 886a) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) through 
(5) as subparagraphs (A) through (E), and in- 
denting accordingly; 

(2) in subparagraph (B), as redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘program.’’ and inserting “program. 
Such reimbursements shall be made without dis- 
tinguishing between expenses related to con- 
trolled substance activities and expenses related 
to chemical activities.’’; 

(3) by striking “There is established" and in- 
serting the following: “(1) IN GENERAL.— 
There is established"; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 

“(2) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(А) DIVERSION CONTROL PROGRAM.—The 
term ‘diversion control program’ means the con- 
trolled substance and chemical diversion control 
activities of the Drug Enforcement Administra- 
tion. 

“(В) CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE AND CHEMICAL 
DIVERSION CONTROL  ACTIVITIES.—The term 
‘controlled substance and chemical diversion 
control activities’ means those activities related 
to the registration and control of the manufac- 
ture, distribution, dispensing, importation, and 
exportation of controlled substances and listed 
chemicals.’’. 

(b) Section 301 of the Controlled Substances 
Act (21 U.S.C. 821) is amended by striking ‘‘the 
registration and control of regulated" and ай 
that follows through the period, and inserting 
“listed chemicals." 

(c) Section 1088(f) of the Controlled Sub- 
stances Import and Export Act (21 U.S.C. 958(f)) 
is amended— 

(1) by inserting “ата control" after ‘‘the reg- 
istration’’; and 

(2) by striking “list I chemicals under this sec- 
tion.” and inserting “listed chemicals.’’. 

SEC. 634. None of the funds appropriated by 
this Act may be used by the Federal Commu- 
nications Commission to modify, amend, or 
change its rules or regulations for universal 
service support payments to implement the Feb- 
ruary 27, 2004 recommendations of the Federal- 
State Joint Board on Universal Service regard- 
ing single connection or primary line restrictions 
on universal service support payments. 

SEC. 635. The unobligated balance of the 
amount appropriated by title V of the Depart- 
ments of Commerce, Justice, and State, the Judi- 
ciary, and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 
2002 (Public Law 107—77; 115 Stat. 798) for nec- 
essary expenses of the United States-Canada 
Alaska Rail Commission shall be transferred as 
a direct lump-sum payment to the University of 
Alaska. 

SEC. 636. Section 33(a) of the Small Business 
Act (15 U.S.C. 657с(а)) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: ‘‘Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the Corporation is a pri- 
vate entity and is not an agency, instrumen- 
tality, authority, entity, or establishment of the 
United States Government.”’. 

SEC. 637. Of the amounts made available in 
this Act, $160,186,300 from ‘‘Department of 
State"; $14,449,118 from ‘‘Department of Jus- 
tice"; $3,095,206 from ‘‘Department of Com- 
merce"; $213,154 from “United States Trade Rep- 
resentative’; and $302,985 from ‘‘Broadcasting 
Board of Governors" shall be available for the 
purposes of implementing the Capital Security 
Cost Sharing program, as provided in section 629 
of the Act. 

SEC. 638. Notwithstanding 40 U.S.C. 524, 571, 
and 572, the Federal Communications Commis- 
sion may sell the monitoring facilities in Hono- 
lulu, Hawaii, and Livermore, California, includ- 
ing all real property: Provided, That any sale 
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shall be made in accordance with section 605 of 
this Act. 

SEC. 639. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used in contravention of the 
provisions of subsections (e) and (f) of section 
301 of the United States Leadership Against 
HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria Act of 
2003 (Public Law 108-25; 22 U.S.C. 7631(e) and 
(2)). 

SEC. 640. (a) There is hereby rescinded an 
amount equal to 0.54 percent of the budget au- 
thority provided for in fiscal year 2005 for any 
discretionary account in this Act. 

(b) Any rescission made by subsection (a) 
shall be applied proportionately— 

(1) to each discretionary account and each 
item of budget authority described in subsection 
(a); and 

(2) within each such account and item, to 
each program, project, and activity (with pro- 
grams, projects, and activities as delineated in 
the appropriation Act or accompanying reports 
for the relevant fiscal year covering such ac- 
count or item, or for accounts and items not in- 
cluded in appropriation Acts, as delineated in 
the most recently submitted President's budget). 

TITLE VII—RESCISSIONS 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
GENERAL ADMINISTRATION 
WORKING CAPITAL FUND 
(RESCISSION) 

Of the unobligated balances available under 
this heading, $60,000,000 are rescinded. 

LEGAL ACTIVITIES 
ASSET FORFEITURE FUND 


(RESCISSION) 
Of the unobligated balances available under 
this heading, $61,800,000 are rescinded. 
OFFICE OF JUSTICE PROGRAMS 
JUSTICE ASSISTANCE 
(RESCISSION) 

Of the unobligated balances available under 
this heading, $1,619,000 are rescinded. 

STATE AND LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE 
(RESCISSION) 

Of the unobligated balances available under 

this heading, $29,380,000 are rescinded. 
COMMUNITY ORIENTED POLICING SERVICES 
(RESCISSION) 

Of the unobligated balances available under 

this heading, $99,000,000 are rescinded. 
JUVENILE JUSTICE 
(RESCISSION) 
Of the unobligated balances available under 
this heading, $3,500,000 are rescinded. 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF STANDARDS AND 
TECHNOLOGY 
INDUSTRIAL TECHNOLOGY SERVICES 
(RESCISSION) 

Of the unobligated balances available under 
this heading for the Advanced Technology Рто- 
gram, $3,900,000 are rescinded. 

RELATED AGENCIES 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
(RESCISSION) 

Of the unobligated balances available under 
this heading, $12,000,000 are rescinded. 

TITLE VIII—PATENT AND TRADEMARK 

FEES 
SEC. 801. FEES FOR PATENT SERVICES. 

(a) GENERAL PATENT FEES.—During fiscal 
years 2005 and 2006, subsection (a) of section 41 
of title 35, United States Code, shall be adminis- 
tered as though that subsection reads as follows: 

“(a) GENERAL FEES.—The Director shall 
charge the following fees: 
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“(1) FILING AND BASIC NATIONAL FEES.— 

“(А) On filing each application for an origi- 
nal patent, except for design, plant, or provi- 
sional applications, $300. 

“(В) On filing each application for an origi- 
nal design patent, $200. 

“(С) On filing each application for an origi- 
nal plant patent, $200. 

"(D) On filing each provisional application 
for an original patent, $200. 

“(Е) On filing each application for the reissue 
of a patent, $300. 

“(Е) The basic national fee for each inter- 
national application filed under the treaty de- 
fined in section 351(a) of this title entering the 
national stage under section 371 of this title, 
$300. 

“(G) In addition, excluding any sequence list- 
ing or computer program listing filed in an elec- 
tronic medium as prescribed by the Director, for 
any application the specification and drawings 
of which exceed 100 sheets of paper (or equiva- 
lent as prescribed by the Director if filed in an 
electronic medium), $250 for each additional 50 
Sheets of paper (or equivalent as prescribed by 
the Director if filed in an electronic medium) or 
fraction thereof. 

“(2) EXCESS CLAIMS FEES.—In addition to the 
fee specified in paragraph (1)— 

“(А) on filing or on presentation at any other 
time, $200 for each claim in independent form in 
excess of 3; 

“(В) on filing or on presentation at any other 
time, $50 for each claim (whether dependent or 
independent) in excess of 20; and 

"(C) for each application containing a mul- 
tiple dependent claim, $360. 


For the purpose of computing fees under this 
paragraph, a multiple dependent claim referred 
to in section 112 of this title or any claim de- 
pending therefrom shall be considered as sepa- 
rate dependent claims in accordance with the 
number of claims to which reference is made. 
The Director may by regulation provide for a re- 
fund of any part of the fee specified in this 
paragraph for any claim that is canceled before 
an examination on the merits, as prescribed by 
the Director, has been made of the application 
under section 131 of this title. Errors in payment 
of the additional fees under this paragraph may 
be rectified in accordance with regulations pre- 
scribed by the Director. 

“(3) EXAMINATION FEES.— 

“(А) For examination of each application for 
an original patent, except for design, plant, pro- 
visional, or international applications, $200. 

“(В) For examination of each application for 
an original design patent, $130. 

“(С) For examination of each application for 
an original plant patent, $160. 

(D) For examination of the national stage of 
each international application, $200. 

"(E) For examination of each application for 
the reissue of a patent, $600. 

The provisions of section 111(a) of this title re- 
lating to the payment of the fee for filing the 
application shall apply to the payment of the 
fee specified in this paragraph with respect to 
an application filed under section 111(a) of this 
title. The provisions of section 371(d) of this title 
relating to the payment of the national fee shall 
apply to the payment of the fee specified in this 
paragraph with respect to an international ap- 
plication. 

“(4) ISSUE FEES.— 

“(А) For issuing each original patent, except 
for design or plant patents, $1,400. 

"(B) For issuing each original design patent, 
$800. 

"(C) For issuing each original plant patent, 
$1,100. 

ер) For issuing each reissue patent, $1,400. 

"(5) DISCLAIMER FEE.—On filing each dis- 
claimer, $130. 
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“(6) APPEAL FEES.— 

“(А) On filing an appeal from the examiner to 
the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences, 
$500. 

“(В) In addition, on filing a brief in support 
of the appeal, $500, and on requesting an oral 
hearing in the appeal before the Board of Pat- 
ent Appeals and Interferences, $1,000. 

“(7) REVIVAL FEES.—On filing each petition 
for the revival of an unintentionally abandoned 
application for a patent, for the unintentionally 
delayed payment of the fee for issuing each pat- 
ent, or for an unintentionally delayed response 
by the patent owner in any reexamination pro- 
ceeding, $1,500, unless the petition is filed under 
section 133 or 151 of this title, in which case the 
fee shall be $500. 

“(8) EXTENSION FEES.—For petitions for 1- 
month extensions of time to take actions re- 
quired by the Director in an application— 

“(А) on filing a first petition, $120; 

“(В) on filing a second petition, $330; and 

“(С) on filing a third or subsequent petition, 
$570.". 

(b) PATENT MAINTENANCE FEES.—During fis- 
cal years 2005 and 2006, subsection (b) of section 
41 of title 35, United States Code, shall be ad- 
ministered as though that subsection reads as 
follows: 

“(b) MAINTENANCE FEES.—The Director shall 
charge the following fees for maintaining in 
force all patents based on applications filed on 
or after December 12, 1980: 

“(1) 3 years and 6 months after grant, $900. 

“(2) 7 years ата 6 months after grant, $2,300. 

“(3) 11 years and 6 months after grant, $3,800. 
Unless payment of the applicable maintenance 
fee is received in the United States Patent and 
Trademark Office on or before the date the fee 
is due or within a grace period of 6 months 
thereafter, the patent will expire as of the end 
of such grace period. The Director may require 
the payment of a surcharge as a condition of ac- 
cepting within such 6-month grace period the 
payment of an applicable maintenance fee. No 
fee may be established for maintaining a design 
or plant patent in јотсе."'. 

(c) PATENT SEARCH FEES.—During fiscal years 
2005 and 2006, subsection (а) of section 41 of title 
35, United States Code, shall be administered as 
though that subsection reads as follows: 

“(4) PATENT SEARCH AND OTHER FEES.— 

“(1) PATENT SEARCH FEES.— 

“(А) The Director shall charge a fee for the 
search of each application for a patent, except 
for provisional applications. The Director shall 
establish the fees charged under this paragraph 
to recover an amount not to exceed the esti- 
mated average cost to the Office of searching 
applications for patent either by acquiring a 
search report from a qualified search authority, 
or by causing a search by Office personnel to be 
made, of each application for patent. For the 3- 
year period beginning on the date of enactment 
of this Act, the fee for a search by a qualified 
search authority of a patent application de- 
scribed in clause (i), (iv), or (v) of subparagraph 
(B) may not exceed $500, of a patent application 
described in clause (ii) of subparagraph (B) may 
not exceed $100, and of a patent application de- 
scribed in clause (iii) of subparagraph (B) may 
not exceed $300. The Director may not increase 
any such fee by more than 20 percent in each of 
the next three 1-year periods, and the Director 
may not increase any such fee thereafter. 

“(В) For purposes of determining the fees to 
be established under this paragraph, the cost to 
the Office of causing a search of an application 
to be made by Office personnel shall be deemed 
to be— 

“(1) $500 for each application for an original 
patent, except for design, plant, provisional, or 
international applications; 

““(ii) $100 for each application for an original 
design patent; 
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(01) 8300 for each application for an original 
plant patent; 

“(іш) $500 for the national stage of each inter- 
national application; and 

“(о) $500 for each application for the reissue 
of a patent. 

“(С) The provisions of section 111(a)(3) of this 
title relating to the payment of the fee for filing 
the application shall apply to the payment of 
the fee specified in this paragraph with respect 
to an application filed under section 111(а) of 
this title. The provisions of section 371(а) of this 
title relating to the payment of the national fee 
shall apply to the payment of the fee specified 
in this paragraph with respect to an inter- 
national application. 

“(D) The Director may by regulation provide 
for a refund of any part of the fee specified in 
this paragraph for any applicant who files a 
written declaration of express abandonment as 
prescribed by the Director before an examina- 
tion has been made of the application under sec- 
tion 131 of this title, and for any applicant who 
provides a search report that meets the condi- 
tions prescribed by the Director. 

“(Е) For purposes of subparagraph (A), а 
‘qualified search authority’ may not include a 
commercial entity unless—— 

“(1) the Director conducts a pilot program of 
limited scope, conducted over a period of mot 
more than 18 months, which demonstrates that 
searches by commercial entities of the available 
prior art relating to the subject matter of inven- 
tions claimed in patent applications—— 

“(D are accurate; and 

“(П) meet or exceed the standards of searches 
conducted by and used by the Patent and 
Trademark Office during the patent examina- 
tion process; 

“(ii) the Director submits a report on the re- 
sults of the pilot program to Congress and the 
Patent Public Advisory Committee that in- 
cludes—— 

“(І) a description of the scope and duration of 
the pilot program; 

“(П) the identity of each commercial entity 
participating in the pilot program; 

“(Ш) an explanation of the methodology used 
to evaluate the accuracy and quality of the 
search reports; and 

“(IV) an assessment of the effects that the 
pilot program, as compared to searches con- 
ducted by the Patent and Trademark Office, 
had and will have on—— 

“(аа) patentability determinations; 

“(6Ы) productivity of the Patent and Trade- 
mark Office; 

“(сс) costs to the Patent and Trademark Of- 
fice; 

“(dd) costs to patent applicants; and 

“(ее) other relevant factors; 

“(iti) the Patent Public Advisory Committee 
reviews and analyzes the Director’s report 
under clause (ii) and the results of the pilot pro- 
gram and submits a separate report on its anal- 
ysis to the Director and the Congress that in- 
cludes—— 

“(І) an independent evaluation of the effects 
that the pilot program, as compared to searches 
conducted by the Patent and Trademark Office, 
had and will have on the factors set forth in 
clause (ii)(IV); and 

“(П) an analysis of the reasonableness, ap- 
propriateness, and effectiveness of the methods 
used in the pilot program to make the evalua- 
tions required under clause (ii)(IV); and 

*(iv) Congress does not, during the 1-year pe- 
riod beginning on the date on which the Patent 
Public Advisory Committee submits its report to 
the Congress under clause (iii), enact a law pro- 
hibiting searches by commercial entities of the 
available prior art relating to the subject matter 
of inventions claimed in patent applications. 

“(Е) The Director shall require that any 
search by a qualified search authority that is a 
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commercial entity is conducted in the United 
States by persons that—— 

“(і) if individuals, are United States citizens; 
and 

“(й) if business concerns, are organized under 
the laws of the United States or any State and 
employ United States citizens to perform the 
searches. 

"(G) A search of an application that is the 
Subject of a secrecy order under section 181 or 
otherwise involves classified information may 
only be conducted by Office personnel. 

"(H) A qualified search authority that is a 
commercial entity may not conduct a search of 
a patent application if the entity has any direct 
or indirect financial interest in any patent or in 
any pending or imminent application for patent 
filed or to be filed in the Patent and Trademark 
Office. 

“(2) OTHER FEES.—The Director shall estab- 
lish fees for all other processing, services, or ma- 
terials relating to patents not specified in this 
section to recover the estimated average cost to 
the Office of such processing, services, or mate- 
rials, except that the Director shall charge the 
following fees for the following services: 

“(А) For recording a document affecting title, 
$40 per property. 

“(В) For each photocopy, $.25 per page. 

“(С) For each black and white copy of a pat- 

ent, $3. 
The yearly fee for providing a library specified 
in section 12 of this title with uncertified printed 
copies of the specifications and drawings for all 
patents in that year shall be $50.’’. 

(d) ADJUSTMENTS.—During fiscal years 2005 
and 2006, subsection (f) of section 41 of title 35, 
United States Code, shall apply to the fees es- 
tablished under this section. 

(e) FEES FOR SMALL ENTITIES.—During fiscal 
years 2005 and 2006, subsection (h) of section 41 
of title 35, United States Code, shall be adminis- 
tered as though that subsection is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘Fees 
charged under subsection (a) or (b)" and insert- 
ing ''Subject to paragraph (3), fees charged 
under subsections (a), (5), and (а)(1)”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

"(3) Тһе fee charged under subsection 
(a)(1)(A) shall be reduced by 75 percent with re- 
spect to its application to any entity to which 
paragraph (1) applies, if the application is filed 
by electronic means as prescribed by the Direc- 
tor.". 

SEC. 802. ADJUSTMENT OF TRADEMARK FEES. 

(a) FEE FOR FILING APPLICATION.—During fis- 
cal years 2005 and 2006, under such conditions 
as may be prescribed by the Director, the fee 
under section 31(a) of the Trademark Act of 1946 
(15 U.S.C. 1113(a)) for: (a) the filing of a paper 
application for the registration of a trademark 
Shall be $375; (b) the filing of an electronic ap- 
plication shall be $325; and (c) the filing of an 
electronic application meeting certain additional 
requirements prescribed by the Director shall be 
$275. During fiscal years 2005 and 2006, the pro- 
visions of the second and third sentences of sec- 
tion 31(а) of the Trademark Асі of 1946 shall 
apply to the fees established under this section. 

(b) REFERENCE TO TRADEMARK ACT OF 1946.— 
For purposes of this section, the “Trademark 
Act of 1946"' refers to the Act entitled ‘‘An Act 
to provide for the registration and protection of 
trademarks used in commerce, to carry out the 
provisions of certain international conventions, 
and for other purposes." , approved July 5, 1946 
(15 U.S.C. 1051 et seq.). 

SEC. 803. EFFECTIVE DATE, APPLICABILITY, AND 
TRANSITIONAL PROVISION. 

(a) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Except as otherwise 
provided in this title (including this section), the 
provisions of this title shall take effect on the 
date of the enactment of this Act and shall 
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apply only with respect to the remaining portion 
of fiscal year 2005 and fiscal year 2006. 

(b) APPLICABILITY.— 

(1)(A) Except as provided in subparagraphs 
(B) and (C), the provisions of section 801 shall 
apply to all patents, whenever granted, and to 
all patent applications pending on or filed after 
the effective date set forth in subsection (a) of 
this section. 

(B)(i) Except as provided in clause (ii), sub- 
sections (a)(1) and (3) and (d)(1) of section 41 of 
title 35, United States Code, as administered as 
provided in this title, shall apply only to— 

(1) applications for patents filed under section 
111 of title 35, United States Code, on or after 
the effective date set forth in subsection (a) of 
this section, and 

(II) international applications entering the 
national stage under section 371 of title 35, 
United States Code, for which the basic national 
fee specified in section 41 of title 35, United 
States Code, was not paid before the effective 
date set forth in subsection (a) of this section. 

(ii) Section 41(a)(1)(D) of title 35, United 
States Code, as administered as provided in this 
title, shall apply only to applications for patent 
filed under section 111(b) of title 35, United 
States Code, before, on, or after the effective 
date set forth in subsection (a) of this section in 
which the filing fee specified in section 41 of 
title 35, United States Code, was not paid before 
the effective date set forth in subsection (a) of 
this section. 

(C) Section 41(a)(2) of title 35, United States 
Code, as administered as provided in this title, 
shall apply only to the extent that the number 
of excess claims, after giving effect to any can- 
cellation of claims, is in excess of the number of 
claims for which the excess claims fee specified 
in section 41 of title 35, United States Code, was 
paid before the effective date set forth in sub- 
section (a) of this section. 

(2) The provisions of section 802 shall apply to 
all applications for the registration of a trade- 
mark filed or amended on or after the effective 
date set forth in subsection (a) of this section. 

(c) TRANSITIONAL PROVISIONS.— 

(1) SEARCH FEES.—During fiscal years 2005 
and 2006, the Director shall charge— 

(A) for the search of each application for an 
original patent, except for design, plant, provi- 
sional, or international application, $500; 

(B) for the search of each application for an 
original design patent, $100; 

(C) for the search of each application for an 
original plant patent, $300; 

(D) for the search of the national stage of 
each international application, $500; and 

(E) for the search of each application for the 
reissue of a patent, $500. 

(2) TIMING OF FEES.—The provisions of section 
111(a)(3) of title 35, United States Code, relating 
to the payment of the fee for filing the applica- 
tion shall apply to the payment of the fee speci- 
fied in paragraph (1) with respect to an applica- 
tion filed under section 111(a) of title 35, United 
States Code. The provisions of section 371(а) of 
title 35, United States Code, relating to the pay- 
ment of the national fee shall apply to the pay- 
ment of the fee specified in paragraph (1) with 
respect to an international application. 

SEC. 804. DEFINITION. 

In this title, the term “Бітесіот” means the 
Under Secretary of Commerce for Intellectual 
Property and Director of the United States Pat- 
ent and Trademark Office. 

TITLE IX—OCEANS AND HUMAN HEALTH 

ACT 
SEC. 901. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the “Осеатв and 
Human Health Act”. 

SEC. 902. INTERAGENCY OCEANS AND HUMAN 
HEALTH RESEARCH PROGRAM. 

(a) COORDINATION.—The President, through 

the National Science and Technology Council, 
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shall coordinate and support a national re- 
search program to improve understanding of the 
role of the oceans in human health. 

(b) IMPLEMENTATION PLAN.—Within 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the Na- 
tional Science and Technology Council, through 
the Director of the Office of Science and Tech- 
nology Policy shall develop and submit to the 
Congress a plan for coordinated Federal activi- 
ties under the program. Nothing in this sub- 
section is intended to duplicate or supersede the 
activities of the Inter-Agency Task Force on 
Harmful Algal Blooms and Hypoxia established 
under section 603 of the Harmful Algal Bloom 
and Hypoxia Research and Control Act of 1998 
(16 U.S.C. 1451 note). In developing the plan, 
the Committee will consult with the Inter-Agen- 
cy Task Force on Harmful Algal Blooms and 
Hypoxia. Such plan will build on and com- 
plement the ongoing activities of the National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, the 
National Science Foundation, and other depart- 
ments and agencies and shall— 

(1) establish, for the 10-year period beginning 
in the year it is submitted, the goals and prior- 
ities for Federal research which most effectively 
advance scientific understanding of the connec- 
tions between the oceans and human health, 
provide usable information for the prediction of 
marine-related public health problems and use 
the biological potential of the oceans for devel- 
opment of new treatments of human diseases 
and a greater understanding of human biology; 

(2) describe specific activities required to 
achieve such goals and priorities, including the 
funding of competitive research grants, ocean 
and coastal observations, training and support 
for scientists, and participation in international 
research efforts; 

(3) identify and address, as appropriate, rel- 
evant programs and activities of the Federal 
agencies and departments that would contribute 
to the program; 

(4) identify alternatives for preventive unnec- 
essary duplication of effort among Federal 
agencies and departments with respect to the 
program; 

(5) consider and use, as appropriate, reports 
and studies conducted by Federal agencies and 
departments, the National Research Council, 
the Ocean Research Advisory Panel, the Com- 
mission on Ocean Policy and other expert sci- 
entific bodies; 

(6) make recommendations for the coordina- 
tion of program activities with ocean and 
human health-related activities of other na- 
tional and international organizations; and 

(7) estimate Federal funding for research ac- 
tivities to be conducted under the program. 

(c) PROGRAM SCOPE.—The program may in- 
clude the following activities related to the role 
of oceans in human health: 

(1) Interdisciplinary research among the 
ocean and medical sciences, and coordinated re- 
search and activities to improve understanding 
of processes within the ocean that may affect 
human health and to explore the potential con- 
tribution of marine organisms to medicine and 
research, including— 

(A) vector- and water-borne diseases of hu- 
mans and marine organisms, including marine 
mammals and fish; 

(B) harmful algal blooms and hypoxia 
(through the Inter-Agency Task Force on Harm- 
ful Algal Blooms and Hypoxia); 

(C) marine-derived pharmaceuticals; 

(D) marine organisms as models for biomedical 
research and as indicators of marine environ- 
mental health; 

(E) marine environmental microbiology; 

(F) bioaccumulative and endocrine-disrupting 
chemical contaminants; and 

(G) predictive models based on indicators of 
marine environmental health or public health 
threats. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


(2) Coordination with the National Ocean Re- 
search Leadership Council (10 U.S.C. 7902(a)) to 
ensure that any integrated ocean and coastal 
observing system provides information necessary 
to monitor and reduce marine public health 
problems including health-related data on bio- 
logical populations and detection of contami- 
nants in marine waters and seafood. 

(3) Development through partnerships among 
Federal agencies, States, academic institutions, 
or non-profit research organizations of new 
technologies and approaches for detecting and 
reducing hazards to human health from ocean 
sources and to strengthen understanding of the 
value of marine biodiversity to biomedicine, in- 
cluding— 

(A) genomics and proteomics to develop ge- 
netic and immunological detection approaches 
and predictive tools and to discover new bio- 
medical resources; 

(B) biomaterials and bioengineering; 

(C) in situ and remote sensors used to detect, 
quantify, and predict the presence and spread 
of contaminants in marine waters and orga- 
nisms and to identify new genetic resources for 
biomedical purposes; 

(D) techniques for supplying marine те- 
sources, including chemical synthesis, culturing 
and aquaculturing marine organisms, new fer- 
mentation methods and recombinant techniques; 
and 

(E) adaptation of equipment and technologies 
from human health fields. 

(4) Support for scholars, trainees and edu- 
cation opportunities that encourage an inter- 
disciplinary and international approach to ex- 
ploring the diversity of life in the oceans. 

(d) ANNUAL REPORT.—Beginning with the first 
year occurring more than 24 months after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the National 
Science and Technology Council, through the 
Director of the Office of Science and Technology 
Policy shall prepare and submit to the President 
and the Congress not later than January 31st of 
each year an annual report on the activities 
conducted pursuant to this title during the pre- 
ceding fiscal year, including— 

(1) a summary of the achievements of Federal 
oceans and human health research, including 
Federally supported external research, during 
the preceding fiscal year; 

(2) an analysis of the progress made toward 
achieving the goals and objectives of the plan 
developed under subsection (b), including iden- 
tification of trends and emerging trends; 

(3) а сору or summary of the plan and any 
changes made in the plan; 

(4) a summary of agency budgets for oceans 
and human health activities for that preceding 
fiscal year; and 

(5) any recommendations regarding additional 
action or legislation that may be required to as- 
sist in achieving the purposes of this title. 

SEC. 903. NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC 
ADMINISTRATION OCEANS AND 
HUMAN HEALTH INITIATIVE. 

(а) ESTABLISHMENT.—As part of the inter- 
agency oceans and human health research pro- 
gram, the Secretary of Commerce is authorized 
to establish an Oceans and Human Health Ini- 
tiative to coordinate and implement research 
and activities of the National Oceanic and At- 
mospheric Administration related to the role of 
the oceans, the coasts, and the Great Lakes in 
human health. In carrying out this section, the 
Secretary shall consult with other Federal agen- 
cies conducting integrated oceans and human 
health research and research in related areas, 
including the National Science Foundation. The 
Oceans and Human Health Initiative is author- 
ized to provide support for— 

(1) centralized program and research coordi- 
nation; 

(2) an advisory panel; 
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(3) one or more National Oceanic and Atmos- 
pheric Administration national centers of excel- 
lence; 

(4) research grants; and 

(5) distinguished scholars and traineeships. 

(b) ADVISORY PANEL.—The Secretary is au- 
thorized to establish an oceans and human 
health advisory panel to assist in the develop- 
ment and implementation of the Oceans and 
Human Health Initiative. Membership of the ad- 
visory group shall provide for balanced rep- 
resentation of individuals with multi-discipli- 
nary expertise in the marine and biomedical 
sciences. The Federal Advisory Committee Act (5 
U.S.C. App.) shall not apply to the oceans and 
human health advisory panel. 

(с) NATIONAL CENTERS.— 

(1) The Secretary is authorized to identify and 
provide financial support through a competitive 
process to develop, within the National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Administration, for one or 
more centers of excellence that strengthen the 
capabilities of the National Oceanic and Atmos- 
pheric Administration to carry out its programs 
and activities related to the oceans’ role in 
human health. 

(2) The centers shall focus on areas related to 
agency missions, including use of marine orga- 
nisms as indicators for marine environmental 
health, ocean pollutants, marine toxins and 
pathogens, harmful algal blooms, hypoxia, sea- 
food testing, identification of potential marine 
products, and biology and pathobiology of ma- 
rine mammals, and on disciplines including ma- 
rine genomics, marine environmental microbi- 
ology, ecological chemistry and conservation 
medicine. 

(3) In selecting centers for funding, the Sec- 
retary will give priority to proposals with strong 
interdisciplinary scientific merit that encourage 
educational opportunities and provide for effec- 
tive partnerships among the Administration, 
other Federal entities, State, academic, non- 
profit research organizations, medical, and in- 
dustry participants. 

(а) EXTRAMURAL RESEARCH GRANTS.— 

(1) The Secretary is authorized to provide 
grants of financial assistance to the scientific 
community for critical research ата projects 
that explore the relationship between the oceans 
and human health and that complement or 
strengthen programs and activities of the Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 
related to the ocean’s role in human health. Of- 
ficers and employees of Federal agencies may 
collaborate with, and participate in, such re- 
search and projects to the extent requested by 
the grant recipient. The Secretary shall consult 
with the oceans and human health advisory 
panel established under subsection (b) and may 
work cooperatively with other agencies partici- 
pating in the interagency program to establish 
joint criteria for such research and projects. 

(2) Grants under this subsection shall be 
awarded through a competitive peer-reviewed, 
merit-based process that may be conducted 
jointly with other agencies participating in the 
interagency program. 

(е) TRAINEESHIPS.—The Secretary of Com- 
merce is authorized to establish a program to 
provide traineeships, training, and experience to 
pre-doctoral and post-doctoral students and to 
scientists at the beginning of their careers who 
are interested in the oceans in human health re- 
search conducted under the NOAA initiative. 
SEC. 904. PUBLIC INFORMATION AND OUTREACH. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Commerce, 
in consultation with other Federal agencies, 
and in cooperation with the National Sea Grant 
program, shall design and implement a program 
to disseminate information developed under the 
NOAA Oceans and Human Health Initiative, in- 
cluding research, assessments, and findings re- 
garding the relationship between oceans and 
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human health, on both a regional and national 
scale. The information, particularly with respect 
to potential health risks, shall be made available 
in a timely manner to appropriate Federal or 
State agencies, involved industries, and other 
interested persons through a variety of means, 
including through the Internet. 

(b) REPORT.—AsS part of this program, the Sec- 
retary shall submit to Congress an annual re- 
port reviewing the results of the research, as- 
sessments, and findings developed under the 
NOAA Oceans and Human Health Initiative, as 
well as recommendations for improving or ex- 
panding the program. 

SEC. 905. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

There are authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary of Commerce to carry out the National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 
Oceans and Human Health Initiative, 
$60,000,000 for fiscal years 2005 through 2008. 
Not less than 50 percent of the amounts appro- 
priated to carry out the initiative shall be uti- 
lized in each fiscal year to support the extra- 
mural grant and traineeship programs of the 
Initiative. 

This division may be cited as the ‘‘Depart- 
ments of Commerce, Justice, and State, the Judi- 
ciary, and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 
2005”. 

DIVISION C—ENERGY AND WATER DEVEL- 

OPMENT APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2005 

TITLE І 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE—CIVIL 
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS—CIVIL 

The following appropriations shall be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Army and the supervision of the Chief of 
Engineers for authorized civil functions of the 
Department of the Army pertaining to rivers 
and harbors, flood control, shore protection and 
storm damage reduction, aquatic ecosystem res- 
toration, and related purposes. 

GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS 

For expenses necessary for the collection and 
study of basic information pertaining to river 
and harbor, flood control, shore protection and 
storm damage reduction, aquatic ecosystem res- 
toration, and related projects, restudy of au- 
thorized projects, miscellaneous investigations, 
and, when authorized by law, surveys and de- 
tailed studies and plans and specifications of 
projects prior to construction, $144,500,000, to re- 
main available until expended: Provided, That 
the Secretary of the Army, acting through the 
Chief of Engineers, is directed to use $300,000 for 
the continued preconstruction, engineering, and 
design of Waikiki Beach, Oahu, Hawaii, the 
project to be designed and evaluated, as author- 
ized and that any recommendations for a Na- 
tional Economic Development Plan shall be ac- 
cepted notwithstanding the extent of recreation 
benefits supporting the project features, in view 
of the fact that recreation is extremely impor- 
tant in sustaining and increasing the economic 
well-being of the State of Hawaii and the na- 
tion: Provided further, That in conducting the 
Southwest Valley Flood Damage Reduction 
Study, Albuquerque, New Mexico, the Secretary 
of the Army, acting through the Chief of Engi- 
neers, shall include an evaluation of flood dam- 
age reduction measures that would otherwise be 
excluded from the feasibility analysis based on 
policies regarding the frequency of flooding, the 
drainage areas, and the amount of runoff: Pro- 
vided further, That for the Ohio Riverfront, 
Cincinnati, Ohio, project, the cost of planning 
and design undertaken by non-Federal interests 
Shall be credited toward the non-Federal share 
of project design costs. 

CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL 

For expenses necessary for the construction of 

river and harbor, flood control, shore protection 
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and storm damage reduction, aquatic ecosystem 
restoration, and related projects authorized by 
law; for conducting detailed studies, and plans 
and specifications, of such projects (including 
those for development with participation or 
under consideration for participation by States, 
local governments, or private groups) authorized 
or made eligible for selection by law (but such 
detailed studies, and plans and specifications, 
shall not constitute a commitment of the Gov- 
ernment to construction); and for the benefit of 
federally listed species to address the effects of 
civil works projects owned or operated by the 
United States Army Corps of Engineers, 
$1,796,089,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended, of which such sums as are necessary to 
cover the Federal share of construction costs for 
facilities under the Dredged Material Disposal 
Facilities program shall be derived from the 
Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund as authorized 
by Public Law 104-303; and of which such sums 
as are necessary pursuant to Public Law 99-662 
shall be derived from the Inland Waterways 
Trust Fund, to cover one-half of the costs of 
construction and rehabilitation of inland water- 
ways projects, (including the rehabilitation 
costs for Lock and Dam 11, Mississippi River, 
Iowa; Lock and Dam 19, Mississippi River, 
Iowa; Lock and Dam 24, Mississippi River, Illi- 
nois and Missouri; and Lock and Dam 3, Mis- 
sissippi River, Minnesota) shall be derived from 
the Inland Waterways Trust Fund: Provided, 
That using $12,500,000 of the funds appropriated 
herein, the Secretary of the Army, acting 
through the Chief of Engineers, is directed to 
continue construction of the Dallas Floodway 
Extension, Texas, project, including the Cad- 
illac Heights feature, generally in accordance 
with the Chief of Engineers report dated Decem- 
ber 7, 1999: Provided further, That the Secretary 
of the Army is directed to accept advance funds, 
pursuant to section 11 of the River and Harbor 
Act of 1925, from the non-Federal sponsor of the 
Los Angeles Harbor, California, project author- 
ized by section 101(b)(5) of Public Law 106-541: 
Provided further, That the Secretary of the 
Army is directed to accept advance funds, or 
any portion thereof, pursuant to section 11 of 
the River and Harbor Act of 1925, from the non- 
Federal sponsor of the Oakland Harbor, Cali- 
fornia, project authorized by section 101(a)(7) of 
Public Law 106-53: Provided further, That the 
Secretary of the Army, acting through the Chief 
of Engineers, is directed to use $500,000 of the 
funds provided herein to continue construction 
of the Hawaii Water Management Project: Pro- 
vided further, That the Secretary of the Army, 
acting through the Chief of Engineers, is di- 
rected to use $3,000,000 of the funds appro- 
priated herein to continue construction of the 
navigation project at Kaumalapau Harbor, Ha- 
шай: Provided further, That the Secretary of 
the Army, acting through the Chief of Engi- 
neers, is directed to use $3,000,000 of the funds 
provided herein for the Dam Safety and Seep- 
age/Stability Correction Program to complete 
construction of seepage control features and re- 
pairs to the tainter gates at Waterbury Dam, 
Vermont: Provided further, That the Secretary 
of the Army, acting through the Chief of Engi- 
neers, is directed to use $9,000,000 of the funds 
appropriated herein to proceed with planning, 
engineering, design or construction of the 
Grundy, Buchanan County, and Dickenson 
County, Virginia, elements of the Levisa and 
Tug Forks of the Big Sandy River and Upper 
Cumberland River Project: Provided further, 
That the Secretary of the Army, acting through 
the Chief of Engineers, is directed to use 
$15,000,000 of the funds appropriated herein to 
continue with the planning, engineering, design 
or construction of the Lower Mingo County, 
Upper Mingo County, Wayne County, 
McDowell County, West Virginia, elements of 
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the Levisa and Tug Forks of the Big Sandy 
River and Upper Cumberland River Project: 
Provided further, That the Secretary of the 
Army, acting through the Chief of Engineers, is 
directed to continue the Dickenson County De- 
tailed Project Report as generally defined in 
Plan 4 of the Huntington District Engineer’s 
Draft Supplement to the section 202 General 
Plan for Flood Damage Reduction dated April 
1997, including all Russell Fork tributary 
streams within the County and special consider- 
ations as may be appropriate to address the 
unique relocations and resettlement needs for 
the flood prone communities within the County: 
Provided further, That the Secretary of the 
Army, acting through the Chief of Engineers, is 
directed to use $8,750,000 of the funds appro- 
priated herein for the Clover Fork, City of Cum- 
berland, Town of Martin, Pike County (includ- 
ing Levisa Fork and Tug Fork Tributaries), Bell 
County, Harlan County in accordance with the 
Draft Detailed Project Report dated January 
2002, Floyd County, Martin County, Johnson 
County, and Knox County, Kentucky, detailed 
project report, elements of the Levisa and Tug 
Forks of the Big Sandy River and Upper Cum- 
berland River: Provided further, That the Sec- 
retary of the Army, acting through the Chief of 
Engineers, is directed to continue with the con- 
struction of the Seward Harbor, Alaska, project, 
in accordance with the Report of the Chief of 
Engineers, dated June 8, 1999, and the economic 
justification contained therein: Provided fur- 
ther, That the Secretary of the Army, acting 
through the Chief of Engineers, is directed to 
continue with the construction of the False 
Pass, Alaska, project, in accordance with the 
Report of the Chief of Engineers, dated Decem- 
ber 29, 2000: Provided further, That the Sec- 
retary of the Army, acting through the Chief of 
Engineers, is directed to proceed with construc- 
tion of the Sand Point Harbor, Alaska project, 
in accordance with the Report of the Chief of 
Engineers, dated October 13, 1998, and the eco- 
nomic justification contained therein: Provided 
further, That the Secretary of the Army, acting 
through the Chief of Engineers, is directed to 
design and construct modifications to the Fed- 
eral navigation project at Thomsen Harbor, 
Sitka, Alaska, authorized by Section 101 of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1992: Рто- 
vided further, That the Secretary of the Army, 
acting through the Chief of Engineers, shall cor- 
rect the design deficiency at Thomsen Harbor, 
Sitka, Alaska, by adding to, or extending, the 
existing breakwaters to reduce wave and swell 
motion within the harbor at an additional cost 
of $1,000,000 at full Federal expense: Provided 
further, That the Secretary of the Army, acting 
through the Chief of Engineers, is directed and 
authorized to continue the work to replace and 
upgrade the dam and all connections to the ex- 
isting system at Kake, Alaska: Provided further, 
That the Secretary of the Army, acting through 
the Chief of Engineers, is directed to continue 
with the construction of the Wrangell Harbor, 
Alaska, project in accordance with the Chief of 
Engineer’s report dated December 23, 1999: Pro- 
vided further, That the Secretary of the Army, 
acting through the Chief of Engineers, is di- 
rected to proceed with the construction of the 
New York and New Jersey Harbor project, 50- 
foot deepening element, upon execution of the 
Project Cooperation Agreement: Provided fur- 
ther, That no funds made available under this 
Act or any other Act for any fiscal year may be 
used by the Secretary of the Army to carry out 
the construction of the Port Jersey element of 
the New York and New Jersey Harbor or reim- 
bursement to the Local Sponsor for the con- 
struction of the Port Jersey element until com- 
mitments for construction of container handling 
facilities are obtained from the non-Federal 
sponsor for a second user along the Port Jersey 
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element: Provided further, That the Secretary of 
the Army, acting through the Chief of Engi- 
neers, is directed to use funds appropriated for 
the navigation project, Tampa Harbor, Florida, 
to carry out, as part of the project, construction 
of passing lanes in an area approximately 3.5 
miles long, centered on Tampa Bay Cut B, if the 
Secretary determines that such construction is 
technically sound, environmentally acceptable, 
and cost effective: Provided further, That using 
$750,000 of the funds appropriated herein, the 
Secretary of the Army, acting through the Chief 
of Engineers, is authorized and directed to plan, 
design, and initiate reconstruction of the Cape 
Girardeau, Missouri, project, originally author- 
ized by the Flood Control Act of 1950, at an esti- 
mated total cost of $9,000,000, with cost sharing 
on the same basis as cost sharing for the project 
as originally authorized, if the Secretary deter- 
mines that the reconstruction is technically 
sound and environmentally acceptable: Pro- 
vided further, That the planned reconstruction 
shall be based on the most cost-effective engi- 
neering solution and shall require no further 
economic justification: Provided further, That 
the Secretary of the Army, acting through the 
Chief of Engineers, is directed to proceed with- 
out further delay with work on the permanent 
bridge to replace Folsom Bridge Dam Road, Fol- 
som, California, as authorized by the Energy 
and Water Development Appropriations Act, 
2004 (Public Law 108-137), and, of the $8,000,000 
available for the American River Watershed 
(Folsom Dam Mini-Raise), California, project, 
up to $5,000,000 of those funds be directed for 
the permanent bridge, with all remaining de- 
voted to the Mini-Raise: Provided further, That 
the Secretary of the Army is directed to use 
$1,365,000 of the funds appropriated herein to 
construct a project for flood control, Cass River, 
Spaulding Township, Michigan, pursuant to 
section 205 of the Flood Control Act of 1948 (33 
U.S.C. 701s), notwithstanding that the benefits 
of the project may not exceed the estimated costs 
of the project: Provided further, That the non- 
Federal interest for the project shall receive 
credit towards its share of project costs in the 
amount of $345,000 for work carried out by the 
non-Federal interest on the project prior to en- 
tering into a project cooperation agreement: 
Provided further, That the Secretary of the 
Army, acting through the Chief of Engineers, is 
directed to undertake and fund a demonstration 
project utilizing the Bidlocker system of 
escrowing contract bid documents: Provided fur- 
ther, that the system should provide a method of 
securing bidder documents prior to the award of 
the contracts, thus allowing the contractor to 
provide those documents to the Government in 
the case of disputes: Provided further, that the 
demonstration project should include use of the 
system on at least three contracts: Provided fur- 
ther, that a report on the results of the dem- 
onstration project shall be provided within one 
year of the date of enactment of this Act. 

FLOOD CONTROL, MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBU- 
TARIES, ARKANSAS, ILLINOIS, KENTUCKY, LOU- 
ISIANA, MISSISSIPPI, MISSOURI, AND TENNESSEE 
For expenses necessary for the flood damage 

reduction program for the Mississippi River al- 

luvial valley below Cape Girardeau, Missouri, 
as authorized by law, $324,500,000, to remain 
available until expended: Provided, That the 

Secretary of the Army, acting through the Chief 

of Engineers, using $12,000,000 of the funds pro- 

vided herein, is directed to continue design and 
real estate activities and to initiate the pump 
supply contract for the Yazoo Basin, Yazoo 

Backwater Pumping Plant, Mississippi: Pro- 

vided further, That the pump supply contract 

shall be performed by awarding continuing con- 
tracts in accordance with 33 U.S.C. 621: Pro- 
vided further, That the Secretary of the Army, 

acting through the Chief of Engineers is di- 
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rected, with $500,000 appropriated herein, to 
continue construction of water withdrawal fea- 
tures of the Grand Prairie, Arkansas, project. 
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

For expenses necessary for the operation, 
maintenance, and care of existing river and har- 
bor, flood and storm damage reduction, aquatic 
ecosystem restoration, and related projects au- 
thorized by law; for the benefit of federally list- 
ed species to address the effects of civil works 
projects owned or operated by the United States 
Army Corps of Engineers; for providing security 
for infrastructure owned and operated by, or on 
behalf of, the United States Army Corps of Engi- 
neers, including administrative buildings and 
facilities, laboratories, and the Washington Aq- 
ueduct; for the maintenance of harbor channels 
provided by a State, municipality, or other pub- 
lic agency that serve essential navigation needs 
of general commerce, where authorized by law; 
and for surveys and charting of northern and 
northwestern lakes and connecting waters, 
clearing and straightening channels, and re- 
moval of obstructions to navigation, 
$1,959,101,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended, of which such sums as are necessary to 
cover the Federal share of operation and main- 
tenance costs for coastal harbors and channels 
shall be derived from the Harbor Maintenance 
Trust Fund, pursuant to Public Law 99-662 may 
be derived from that fund; of which such sums 
as become available from the special account for 
the United States Army Corps of Engineers es- 
tablished by the Land and Water Conservation 
Act ој 1965, as amended (16 U.S.C. 4601-6a(i)), 
may be derived from that account for resource 
protection, research, interpretation, and mainte- 
nance activities related to resource protection in 
the areas at which outdoor recreation is avail- 
able; and of which such sums as become avail- 
able under section 217 of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1996, Public Law 104-303, 
shall be used to cover the cost of operation and 
maintenance of the dredged material disposal 
facilities for which fees have been collected: 
Provided, That utilizing funds appropriated 
herein, for the Intracoastal Waterway, Dela- 
ware River to Chesapeake Bay, Delaware and 
Maryland, the Secretary of the Army, acting 
through the Chief of Engineers, is directed to re- 
imburse the State of Delaware for normal oper- 
ation and maintenance costs incurred by the 
State of Delaware for the SR1 Bridge from sta- 
tion 58+00 to station 293+00 between October 1, 
2003, and September 30, 2004: Provided further, 
That the Secretary of the Army, acting through 
the Chief of Engineers, is directed to use funds 
appropriated herein to rehabilitate the existing 
dredged material disposal site for the project for 
navigation, Bodega Bay Harbor, California, and 
to continue maintenance dredging of the Fed- 
eral channel: Provided further, That the Sec- 
retary shall make suitable material excavated 
from the Bodega Bay Harbor, California, dis- 
posal site as part of the rehabilitation effort 
available to the non-Federal sponsor, at no cost 
to the Federal Government, for use by the non- 
Federal sponsor in the development of public fa- 
cilities: Provided further, That the Secretary of 
the Army, acting through the Chief of Engi- 
neers, is authorized to undertake, at full federal 
expense, a detailed evaluation of the Albu- 
querque levees for purposes of determining 
structural integrity, impacts of vegetative 
growth, and performance under current 
hydrological conditions: Provided further, That 
using $175,000 provided herein, the Secretary of 
the Army, acting through the Chief of Engineers 
is authorized to remove the sunken vessel. State 
of Pennsylvania from the Christina River in 
Delaware: Provided further, That the Corps of 
Engineers shall not allocate any funds to de- 
posit dredged material along the Laguna Madre 
portion of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway ел- 
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cept at the placement areas specified in the 
Dredged Material Management Plan in section 
2.11 of the Final Environmental Impact State- 
ment for Maintenance Dredging of the Gulf In- 
tracoastal Waterway, Laguna Madre, Texas, 
Nueces, Kleberg, Kenedy, Willacy, and Cameron 
Counties, Texas, prepared by the Corps of Engi- 
neers dated September 2003: Provided further, 
That nothing in the above proviso shall prevent 
the Corps of Engineers from performing nec- 
essary maintenance operations along the Gulf 
Intracoastal Waterway if the following condi- 
tions are met: if the Corps proposes to use any 
placement areas that are not currently specified 
in the Dredged Material Management Plan and 
failure to use such alternative placement areas 
will result in the closure of any segment of the 
Gulf Intracoastal Waterway, then such proposal 
shall be analyzed in an Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) and comply with all other ap- 
plicable requirements of the National Environ- 
mental Policy Act, 42 U.S.C. 4321, et seq., and 
all other applicable State and Federal laws, in- 
cluding the Clean Water Act, 33 U.S.C. 1251 et 
seq., the Endangered Species Act, 16 U.S.C. 1531 
et seq., and the Coastal Zone Management Act, 
16 U.S.C. 1451 et seq.: Provided further, That, of 
the funds made available, $7,000,000 is to be 
used to perform work authorized in Section 136 
of Public Law 108-357. 
REGULATORY PROGRAM 

For expenses necessary for administration of 
laws pertaining to regulation of navigable wa- 
ters and wetlands, $145,000,000, to remain avail- 
able until expended. 

FORMERLY UTILIZED SITES REMEDIAL ACTION 

PROGRAM 

For expenses necessary to clean up contami- 
nation from sites in the United States resulting 
from work performed as part of the Nation's 
early atomic energy program, $165,000,000, to re- 
main available until expended. 

GENERAL EXPENSES 

For expenses necessary for general adminis- 
tration and related civil works functions in the 
headquarters of the United States Army Corps 
of Engineers, the offices of the Division Engi- 
neers, the Humphreys Engineer Center Support 
Activity, the Institute for Water Resources, the 
United States Army Engineer Research and De- 
velopment Center, and the United States Army 
Corps of Engineers Finance Center, $167,000,000, 
to remain available until expended: Provided, 
That no part of any other appropriation pro- 
vided in title I of this Act shall be available to 
fund the civil works activities of the Office of 
the Chief of Engineers or the civil works execu- 
tive direction and management activities of the 
division offices: Provided further, That none of 
these funds shall be available to support an of- 
fice of congressional affairs within the executive 
office of the Chief of Engineers. 

OFFICE OF ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE ARMY 

(CIVIL WORKS) 

For expenses necessary for the Office of As- 
sistant Secretary of the Army (Civil Works), as 
authorized by 10 U.S.C. 3016(b)(3), $4,000,000. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISION 

Appropriations in this title shall be available 
for official reception and representation ex- 
penses (not to exceed $5,000); and during the 
current fiscal year the Revolving Fund, Corps of 
Engineers, shall be available for purchase (not 
to exceed 100 for replacement only) and hire of 
passenger motor vehicles. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS—CIVIL 

SEC. 101. Beginning in fiscal year 2005 and 
thereafter, agreements proposed for execution by 
the Assistant Secretary of the Army for Civil 
Works or the United States Army Corps of Engi- 
neers after the date of the enactment of this Act 
pursuant to section 4 of the Rivers and Harbor 
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Act of 1915, Public Law 64-291; section 11 of the 
River and Harbor Act of 1925, Public Law 68- 
585; the Civil Functions Appropriations Act, 
1936, Public Law 75-208; section 215 of the Flood 
Control, Act of 1968, as amended, Public Law 
90-483; sections 104, 203, and 204 of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1986, as amended, 
Public Law 99-662; section 206 of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 1992, as amended, 
Public Law 102-580; section 211 of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 1996, Public Law 
104-303; and any other specific project author- 
ity, shall be limited to credits and reimburse- 
ments per project not to exceed $10,000,000 in 
each fiscal year, and total credits and reim- 
bursements for all applicable projects not to ex- 
ceed $50,000,000 in each fiscal year, except that 
for environmental infrastructure projects, the 
$10,000,000 limitation shall apply to each state 
wherein such projects are undertaken. 

SEC. 102. None of the funds appropriated in 
this or any other Act may be used by the United 
States Army Corps of Engineers to support ac- 
tivities related to the proposed Ridge Landfill in 
Tuscarawas County, Ohio. 

SEC. 103. None of the funds appropriated in 
this or any other Act shall be used to dem- 
onstrate or implement any plans divesting or 
transferring any Civil Works missions, func- 
tions, or responsibilities of the United States 
Army Corps of Engineers to other government 
agencies without specific direction in a subse- 
quent Act of Congress. 

SEC. 104. ALAMOGORDO, NEW MEXICO. Тһе 
project for flood protection at Alamogordo, New 
Mexico, authorized by the Flood Control Act of 
1962 (Public Law 87-874), is modified to author- 
ize and direct the Secretary to construct a flood 
detention basin to protect the north side of the 
City of Alamogordo, New Mexico, from flooding. 
The flood detention basin shall be constructed 
to provide protection from a 100-year flood 
event. The project cost share for the flood deten- 
tion basin shall be consistent with section 103(a) 
of the Water Resources Development Act of 1986, 
notwithstanding section 202(a) of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 1996. 

SEC. 105. None of the funds appropriated in 
this or any other Act may be used by the United 
States Army Corps of Engineers to support ac- 
tivities related to the proposed Indian Run Sani- 
tary Landfill in Sandy Township, Stark Coun- 
ty, Ohio. 

SEC. 106. ST. GEORGES BRIDGE, DELAWARE. 
None of the funds made available in this Act 
may be used to carry out any activity relating 
to closure or removal of the St. Georges Bridge 
across the Intracoastal Waterway, Delaware 
River to Chesapeake Bay, Delaware and Mary- 
land, including a hearing or any other activity 
relating to preparation of an environmental im- 
pact statement concerning the closure or re- 
moval. 

SEC. 107. WATER REALLOCATION, LAKE CUM- 
BERLAND, KENTUCKY. (a) IN GENERAL.—Subject 
to subsection (b), none of the funds made avail- 
able by this Act may be used to carry out any 
water reallocation project or component under 
the Wolf Creek Project, Lake Cumberland, Ken- 
tucky, authorized under the Act of June 28, 1938 
(52 Stat. 1215, chapter 795) and the Act of July 
24, 1946 (60 Stat. 636, chapter 595). 

(b) EXISTING REALLOCATIONS.—Subsection (a) 
shall not apply to any water reallocation for 
Lake Cumberland, Kentucky, that is carried out 
subject to an agreement or payment schedule in 
effect on the date of enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 108. LAKE TAHOE BASIN RESTORATION, 
NEVADA AND CALIFORNIA. (а) DEFINITION.—In 
this section, the term “Lake Tahoe Basin" 
means the entire watershed drainage of Lake 
Tahoe including that portion of the Truckee 
River 1,000 feet downstream from the U.S. Bu- 
reau of Reclamation dam in Tahoe City, Cali- 
fornia. 
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(b) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—The Sec- 
retary may establish a program for providing 
environmental assistance to non-Federal inter- 
ests in Lake Tahoe Basin. 

(c) FORM OF ASSISTANCE.—Assistance under 
this section may be in the form of planning, de- 
sign, and construction assistance for water-re- 
lated environmental infrastructure and resource 
protection and development projects in Lake 
Tahoe Basin— 

(1) urban stormwater conveyance, treatment 
and related facilities; 

(2) watershed planning, science and research; 

(3) environmental restoration; and 

(4) surface water resource protection and de- 
velopment. 

(а) PUBLIC OWNERSHIP REQUIREMENT.—The 
Secretary may provide assistance for a project 
under this section only if the project is publicly 
owned. 

(e) LOCAL COOPERATION AGREEMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Before providing assistance 
under this section, the Secretary shall enter into 
a local cooperation agreement with a non-Fed- 
eral interest to provide for design and construc- 
tion of the project to be carried out with the as- 
sistance. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—Each local cooperation 
agreement entered into under this subsection 
shall provide for the following: 

(A) PLAN.—Development by the Secretary, in 
consultation with appropriate Federal and State 
and Regional officials, of appropriate environ- 
mental documentation, engineering plans and 
specifications. 

(B) LEGAL AND INSTITUTIONAL STRUCTURES.— 
Establishment of such legal and institutional 
structures as are necessary to ensure the effec- 
tive long-term operation of the project by the 
non-Federal interest. 

(3) COST SHARING.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Federal share of project 
costs under each local cooperation agreement 
entered into under this subsection shall be 75 
percent. The Federal share may be in the form 
of grants or reimbursements of project costs. 

(B) CREDIT FOR DESIGN WORK.—The non-Fed- 
eral interest shall receive credit for the reason- 
able costs of planning and design work com- 
pleted by the non-Federal interest before enter- 
ing into a local cooperation agreement with the 
Secretary for a project. 

(C) LAND, EASEMENTS, RIGHTS-OF-WAY, AND 
RELOCATIONS.—The non-Federal interest shall 
receive credit for land, easements, rights-of-way, 
and relocations provided by the non-Federal in- 
terest toward the non-Federal share of project 
costs (including all reasonable costs associated 
with obtaining permits necessary for the con- 
struction, operation, and maintenance of the 
project on publicly owned or controlled land), 
but not to exceed 25 percent of total project 
costs. 

(D) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE.—The non- 
Federal share of operation and maintenance 
costs for projects constructed with assistance 
provided under this section shall be 100 percent. 

(f) APPLICABILITY OF OTHER FEDERAL AND 
STATE LAWS.—Nothing in this section waives, 
limits, or otherwise affects the applicability of 
any provision of Federal or State law that 
would otherwise apply to a project to be carried 
out with assistance provided under this section. 

(0) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to carry 
out this section for the period beginning with 
fiscal year 2005, $25,000,000, to remain available 
until expended. 

SEC. 109. WATERSHED MANAGEMENT AND DE- 
VELOPMENT. Section 503 of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1996 (110 Stat. 3756) is 
amended in subsection (c) by inserting the fol- 
lowing: “Тһе non-Federal share of the cost to 
provide assistance for the Lake Tahoe water- 
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shed, California and Nevada, and Walker River 
Basin, Nevada may be provided ав work-in- 
кта.". 

SEC. 110. The Assistant Secretary of the Army 
for Civil Works shall enter into an agreement 
with the Orange County Water District, Orange 
County, California for purposes of water con- 
servation storage and operations to provide at a 
minimum a conservation level up to elevation 
498 feet mean sea level during the flood season, 
and up to elevation 505 feet mean sea level dur- 
ing the non-flood season at Prado Dam, Cali- 
fornia. The Orange County Water District shall 
pay to the Government only the separable costs 
associated with implementation and operation 
and maintenance of Prado Dam for water con- 
servation. 

SEC. 111. BLACK WARRIOR-TOMBIGBEE RIVERS, 
ALABAMA. (a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary is 
authorized to construct a new project manage- 
ment office located in the city of Tuscaloosa, 
Alabama, at a location within the vicinity of the 
city, at full Federal expense. 

(b) TRANSFER OF LAND AND STRUCTURES.—The 
Secretary is authorized to convey, or otherwise 
transfer to the city of Tuscaloosa, Alabama, at 
fair market value, the land and structures asso- 
ciated with the existing project management of- 
fice, if the city agrees to assume full responsi- 
bility for demolition of the existing project man- 
agement office. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to carry 
out subsection (a) $32,000,000. 

SEC. 112. Within 75 days of the date of the 
Chief of Engineers Report on a water resource 
matter, the Assistant Secretary of the Army 
(Civil Works) shall submit the report to the ap- 
propriate authorizing and appropriating com- 
mittees of the Congress. 

SEC. 113. Within 90 days of the date of enact- 
ment of this Act, the Assistant Secretary of the 
Army (Civil Works) shall transmit to Congress 
his report on any water resources matter on 
which the Chief of Engineers has reported. 

SEC. 114. COASTAL WETLAND CONSERVATION 
PROJECT FUNDING. (a) FUNDING.—Section 306 of 
the Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection, and 
Restoration Act (16 U.S.C. 3955) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (а), by striking ‘‘, not to ex- 
ceed $70,000,000,’’; 


(2) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘, not to ex- 
ceed $15,000,000”; and 
(3) in subsection (c), by striking “, not to ex- 


ceed 815,000,000,”. 

(b) PERIOD OF AUTHORIZATION.—Section 4(a) 
of the Dingell-Johnson Sport Fish Restoration 
Act (16 U.S.C. 777c(a)) is amended in the second 
sentence by striking “2009” and inserting 
“2019”'. 

SEC. 115. The Secretary of the Army, acting 
through the Chief of Engineers, is directed to 
design and construct a marina and associated 
facilities project capable of remaining in oper- 
ation through extended drought conditions at 
Federal expense at Lake Sakakawea, North Da- 
kota. 

SEC. 116. CENTRAL CITY, FORT WORTH, TEXAS. 
The project for flood control and other purposes 
on the Trinity River and Tributaries, Texas, au- 
thorized by the River and Harbor Act of 1965 
(Public Law 89-298), as modified, is further 
modified to authorize the Secretary to undertake 
the Central City River Project, as generally de- 
scribed in the Trinity River Vision Master Plan, 
dated April 2003, as amended, at a total cost not 
to exceed $220,000,000, at a Federal cost of 
$110,000,000, and а _ non-Federal cost of 
$110,000,000, if the Secretary determines the 
work is technically sound and environmentally 
acceptable. The cost of work undertaken by the 
non-Federal interests before the date of execu- 
tion of a project cooperation agreement shall be 
credited against the non-Federal share of 
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project costs if the Secretary determines that the 
work is integral to the project. 

SEC. 117. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, the Secretary of the Army is authorized 
to carry out, at full Federal expense, structural 
and non-structural projects for storm damage 
prevention and reduction, coastal erosion, and 
ice and glacial damage in Alaska, including re- 
location of affected communities and construc- 
tion of replacement facilities. 

SEC. 118. COOK INLET, ALASKA. (a) ANCHOR- 
AGE HARBOR.— 

(1) HARBOR DEPTH.—The project for naviga- 
tion improvements, Cook Inlet, Alaska (Anchor- 
age Harbor, Alaska), authorized by section 101 
of the River and Harbor Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 
299) and modified by section 199 of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1976 (90 Stat. 
2944), is further modified to direct the Secretary 
of the Army to construct a harbor depth of 
minus 45 feet mean lower low water for a length 
of 10,860 feet at the modified Port of Anchorage 
intermodal marine facility at each phase of fa- 
cility modification as such phases are completed 
and thereafter as the entire project is completed. 

(2) COST-SHARING.—If the Secretary deter- 
mines that the modified Port of Anchorage will 
be used by vessels operated by the Department 
of Defense that have a draft of greater than 35 
feet, the modification referred to in paragraph 
(1) shall be at full federal expense. 

(3) TRANSITIONAL DREDGING.—Before comple- 
tion of the project modification described in 
paragraph (1), the Secretary may conduct 
dredging to a depth of at least minus 35 feet 
mean lower low water in such locations as will 
allow maintenance of navigation and vessel ac- 
cess to the Port of Anchorage intermodal marine 
facility during modification of such facility. 
Such work shall be carried out by the Secretary 
in accordance with section 101 of the River and 
Harbor Act of 1958. 

(4) FACILITATING FACILITY MODIFICATION.— 
Before establishing the harbor depth of minus 45 
feet mean lower low water, the Secretary may 
undertake dredging in accordance with section 
101 of the River and Harbor Act of 1958 within 
the design footprint of the modified intermodal 
marine facility referred to in paragraph (1) to 
facilitate modification. The Secretary may carry 
out such dredging as part of operation and 
maintenance of the project modified by para- 
graph (1). 

(5) MAINTENANCE.—Federal maintenance shall 
continue for the existing project until the modi- 
fied intermodal marine facility is completed. 
Federal maintenance of the modified project 
shall be in accordance with section 101 of the 
River and Harbor Act of 1958; except that the 
project shall be maintained at a depth of minus 
45 feet mean lower low water for 10,860 feet re- 
ferred to in paragraph (1). 

(b) NAVIGATION CHANNEL.—The_ Secretary 
shall modify the channel in the exiting Cook 
Inlet Navigation Channel approach to Anchor- 
age Harbor, Alaska, to run the entire length of 
Fire Island Range and Point Woronzof Range 
and shall modify the depth of that channel to 
minus 45 feet mean lower low water. The chan- 
nel shall be maintained at a depth of minus 45 
feet mean lower low water. 

(c) HYDRODYNAMIC MODELING.—The Secretary 
shall carry out hydrodynamic modeling of the 
Knik Arm to identify causes of, and measures to 
address, shoaling at the Port of Anchorage, at a 
total cost of $3,000,000. 

(d) ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS.—No alternative 
other than the alternative authorized in this 
section shall be considered in any analysis of 
the modified project to be carried out by the Sec- 
retary in accordance with this section. 

SEC. 119. NORTHERN WISCONSIN. Section 154(c) 
of title I of division B of the Miscellaneous Ap- 
propriations Act, 2001, enacted into law by the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2001 (114 Stat. 
2763.А-252), is amended— 

(1) by inserting after “design” the following: 
“ construction,’’; and 

(2) by inserting before ‘‘wastewater treat- 
ment" the following: ‘‘navigation and inland 
harbor improvement and expansion,’’. 

SEC. 120. ST. CROIX FALLS ENVIRONMENTAL 
INFRASTRUCTURE, WISCONSIN. ADDITIONAL AS- 
SISTANCE.—Section 219(f) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 110 Stat. 
3757; 113 Stat. 335; 114 Stat. 2763A-220) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

“(73) ST. CROIX FALLS, WISCONSIN.—$5,000,000 
for waste water infrastructure, St. Croix Falls, 
Wisconsin.’’. 

SEC. 121. BURNS HARBOR, INDIANA. The Sec- 
retary of the Army, acting through the Chief of 
Engineers, is authorized and directed to dredge 
sediments, at 100 percent federal cost, in the vi- 
cinity of the Bailey (NIPSCO) intake structure 
that is approximately 5,000 feet east of and 2,300 
feet north of the northern most point of the 
Burns Waterway Harbor Breakwater authorized 
by Public Law 89-298. 

SEC. 122. (a) The Secretary of the Army, act- 
ing through the Chief of Engineers, is author- 
ized and directed to transfer the unexpended 
balance of funds appropriated in Fiscal Years 
2003 and 2004 for the Duck River Water Supply 
Infrastructure Project, Cullman, Alabama, to 
the Appalachian Regional Commission. 

(b) Funds transferred pursuant to subsection 
(a) of this section may be used for planning, en- 
gineering, and construction activities on the 
Duck River Water Supply Infrastructure Project 
under the Memorandum of Agreement between 
the Appalachian Regional Commission and the 
Army Corps of Engineers and may be used to re- 
imburse the City of Cullman, Alabama for ex- 
penses incurred by the City for planning and 
environmental work associated with the Project. 

SEC. 123. With the funds previously provided 
under the account heading ‘‘Flood Control and 
Coastal Emergencies", the Secretary of the 
Army, acting through the Chief of Engineers, is 
directed to provide assistance to Yakutat, Alas- 
ka Dam. 

SEC. 124. The Secretary of the Army, acting 
through the Chief of Engineers, shall not imple- 
ment changes to existing shoreline protection 
policies that have not been specifically author- 
ized by Congress. 

TITLE II 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
CENTRAL UTAH PROJECT 

CENTRAL UTAH PROJECT COMPLETION ACCOUNT 

For carrying out activities authorized by the 
Central Utah Project Completion Act, 
$46,275,000, to remain available until expended, 
of which $15,469,000 shall be deposited into the 
Utah Reclamation Mitigation and Conservation 
Account for use by the Utah Reclamation Miti- 
gation and Conservation Commission. 

In addition, for necessary expenses incurred 
in carrying out related responsibilities of the 
Secretary of the Interior, $1,734,000, to remain 
available until expended. 

BUREAU OF RECLAMATION 


The following appropriations shall be ex- 
pended to execute authorized functions of the 
Bureau of Reclamation: 

WATER AND RELATED RESOURCES 


(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For management, development, and restora- 
tion of water and related natural resources and 
for related activities, including the operation, 
maintenance, and rehabilitation of reclamation 
and other facilities, participation in fulfilling 
related Federal responsibilities to Native Ameri- 
cans, and related grants to, and cooperative and 
other agreements with, State and local govern- 
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ments, Indian tribes, and others, $859,481,000, to 
remain available until expended, of which 
$53,299,000 shall be available for transfer to the 
Upper Colorado River Basin Fund and 
$33,794,000 shall be available for transfer to the 
Lower Colorado River Basin Development Fund; 
of which such amounts as may be necessary 
may be advanced to the Colorado River Dam 
Fund; of which not more than $500,000 is for 
high priority projects which shall be carried out 
by the Youth Conservation Corps, as authorized 
by 16 U.S.C. 1706: Provided further, That such 
transfers may be increased or decreased within 
the overall appropriation under this heading: 
Provided further, That of the total appro- 
priated, the amount for program activities can 
be financed by the Reclamation Fund or the Bu- 
reau of Reclamation special fee account estab- 
lished by 16 U.S.C. 4601-ба(1) shall be derived 
from that Fund or account: Provided further, 
That funds contributed under 43 U.S.C. 395 are 
available until expended for the purposes for 
which contributed: Provided further, That 
$250,000 is provided under the Weber Basin 
project for the Park City, Utah feasibility study: 
Provided further, That funds advanced under 43 
U.S.C. 397a shall be credited to this account and 
are available until expended for the same pur- 
poses as the sums appropriated under this head- 
ing: Provided further, That funds available for 
expenditure for the Departmental Irrigation 
Drainage Program may be expended by the Bu- 
reau of Reclamation for site remediation on a 
non-reimbursable basis. 

CENTRAL VALLEY PROJECT RESTORATION FUND 

For carrying out the programs, projects, 
plans, and habitat restoration, improvement, 
and acquisition provisions of the Central Valley 
Project Improvement Act, $54,695,000, to be de- 
rived from such sums as may be collected in the 
Central Valley Project Restoration Fund pursu- 
ant to sections 3407(d), 3404(c)(3), 3405(f), and 
3406(c)(1) of Public Law 102-575, to remain 
available until expended: Provided, That the 
Bureau of Reclamation is directed to assess and 
collect the full amount of the additional mitiga- 
tion and restoration payments authorized by 
section 3407(d) of Public Law 102-575: Provided 
further, That none of the funds made available 
under this heading may be used for the acquisi- 
tion or leasing of water for in-stream purposes if 
the water is already committed to in-stream pur- 
poses by a court adopted decree or order. 

POLICY AND ADMINISTRATION 

For necessary expenses of policy, administra- 
tion, and related functions in the office of the 
Commissioner, the Denver office, and offices in 
the five regions of the Bureau of Reclamation, 
to remain available until expended, $58,153,000 
to be derived from the Reclamation Fund and be 
nonreimbursable as provided in 43 U.S.C. 377: 
Provided, That no part of any other appropria- 
tion in this Act shall be available for activities 
or functions budgeted as policy and administra- 
tion expenses. 

ADMINSITRATIVE PROVISIONS 

Appropriations for the Bureau of Reclamation 
shall be available for purchase of not to exceed 
14 passenger motor vehicles, of which 11 are for 
replacement only. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS, DEPARTMENT OF THE 

INTERIOR 


SEC. 201. (a) None of the funds appropriated 
or otherwise made available by this Act may be 
used to determine the final point of discharge 
for the interceptor drain for the San Luis Unit 
until development by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior and the State of California of a plan, which 
shall conform to the water quality standards of 
the State of California as approved by the Ad- 
ministrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency, to minimize any detrimental effect of 
the San Luis drainage waters. 
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(b) The costs of the Kesterson Reservoir 
Cleanup Program and the costs of the San Joa- 
quin Valley Drainage Program shall be classi- 
fied by the Secretary of the Interior as reimburs- 
able or nonreimbursable and collected until 
fully repaid pursuant to the ‘Cleanup Program- 
Alternative Repayment Plan” and the ‘“‘SJVDP- 
Alternative Repayment Plan" described in the 
report entitled "Repayment Report, Kesterson 
Reservoir Cleanup Program and San Joaquin 
Valley Drainage Program, February 1995”, pre- 
pared by the Department of the Interior, Bureau 
of Reclamation. Any future obligations of funds 
by the United States relating to, or providing 
for, drainage service or drainage studies for the 
San Luis Unit shall be fully reimbursable by 
San Luis Unit beneficiaries of such service or 
studies pursuant to Federal reclamation law. 

SEC. 202. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this or any other 
Act may be used to pay the salaries and ex- 
penses of personnel to purchase or lease water 
in the Middle Rio Grande or the Carlsbad 
Projects in New Mexico unless said purchase or 
lease is in compliance with the purchase re- 
quirements of section 202 of Public Law 106-60. 

SEC. 203. LOWER COLORADO RIVER BASIN DE- 
VELOPMENT. (a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding 
section 403(f) of the Colorado River Basin 
Project Act (43 U.S.C. 1543(f)), no amount from 
the Lower Colorado River Basin Development 
Fund shall be paid to the general fund of the 
Treasury until each provision of the revised 
Stipulation Regarding a Stay and for Ultimate 
Judgment Upon the Satisfaction of Conditions, 
filed in United States District Court on April 24, 
2003, in Central Arizona Water Conservation 
District v. United States (No. CIV 95-625-TUC- 
WDB (EHC), No. CIV 95-1720-OHX-EHC (Con- 
solidated Action)), and any amendment or revi- 
sion thereof, is met. 

(b) PAYMENT TO GENERAL FUND.—If any of 
the provisions of the stipulation referred to in 
subsection (a) are not met by the date that is 10 
years after the date of enactment of this Act, 
payments to the general fund of the Treasury 
shall resume in accordance with section 403(f) of 
the Colorado River Basin Project Act (43 U.S.C. 
1543(f)). 

(c) AUTHORIZATION.—Amounts in the Lower 
Colorado River Basin Development Fund that 
but for this section would be returned to the 
general fund of the Treasury shall not be ex- 
pended until further Act of Congress. 

SEC. 204. Funds under this title for Drought 
Emergency Assistance shall be made available 
primarily for leasing of water for specified 
drought related purposes from willing lessors, in 
compliance with existing State laws and admin- 
istered under State water priority allocation. 
Such leases may be entered into with an option 
to purchase: Provided, That such purchase is 
approved by the State in which the purchase 
takes place and the purchase does not cause 
economic harm within the State in which the 
purchase is made. 

SEC. 205. (a) Notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of law and hereafter, the Secretary of the 
Interior, acting through the Commissioner of the 
Bureau of Reclamation, may not obligate funds, 
and may not use discretion, if any, to restrict, 
reduce or reallocate any water stored in Heron 
Reservoir or delivered pursuant to San Juan- 
Chama Project contracts, including execution of 
said contracts facilitated by the Middle Rio 
Grande Project, to meet the requirements of the 
Endangered Species Act, unless such water is 
acquired or otherwise made available from a 
willing seller or lessor and the use is in compli- 
ance with the laws of the State of New Mexico, 
including but not limited to, permitting require- 
ments. 

(b) Complying with the reasonable and pru- 
dent alternatives and the incidental take limits 
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defined in the Biological Opinion released by 
the United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
dated March 17, 2003 combined with efforts car- 
ried out pursuant to Public Law 106-377, Public 
Law 107-66, and Public Law 108-7 fully meet all 
requirements of the Endangered Species Act (16 
U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) for the conservation of the 
Rio Grande Silvery Minnow (Hybognathus 
amarus) ата the Southwestern Willow 
Flycatcher (Empidonax trailii extimus) on the 
Middle Rio Grande in New Mezico. 

(c) This section applies only to those Federal 
agency and non-Federal actions addressed in 
the March 17, 2003 Biological Opinion. 

(d) Subsection (b) will remain in effect until 
March 16, 2013. 

SEC. 206. The Secretary of the Interior, acting 
through the Commissioner of the Bureau of Rec- 
lamation, is authorized to enter into grants, co- 
operative agreements, and other agreements 
with irrigation or water districts and States to 
fund up to 50 percent of the cost of planning, 
designing, and constructing improvements that 
will conserve water, increase water use effi- 
ciency, or enhance water management through. 
measurement or automation, at existing water 
Supply projects within the states identified in 
the Act of June 17, 1902, as amended, and sup- 
plemented: Provided, That when such improve- 
ments are to federally owned facilities, such 
funds may be provided in advance on a non-re- 
imbursable basis to an entity operating affected 
transferred works or may be deemed non-reim- 
bursable for non-transferred works: Provided 
further, That the calculation of the non-Federal 
contribution shall provide for consideration of 
the value of any in-kind contributions, but shall 
not include funds received from other Federal 
agencies: Provided further, That the cost of op- 
erating and maintaining such improvements 
shall be the responsibility of the non-Federal 
entity: Provided further, That this section shall 
not supercede any existing project-specific fund- 
ing authority: Provided further, That the Sec- 
retary is also authorized to enter into grants or 
cooperative agreements with universities or non- 
profit research institutions to fund water use ef- 
ficiency research. 

SEC. 207. ANIMAS-LA PLATA NON-INDIAN SPON- 
SOR OBLIGATIONS. In accordance with the non- 
tribal repayment obligation specified in Sub- 
section 6(a)(3)(B) of the Colorado Ute Indian 
Rights Settlement Act of 1988 (Public Law 100- 
585), as amended by the Colorado Ute Settlement 
Act Amendments of 2000 (Public Law 106-554), 
the reimbursable cost upon which the cost allo- 
cation shall be based shall mot exceed 
$43,000,000, plus interest during construction for 
those parties not utilizing the up front payment 
option, of the first $500,000,000 (January 2003 
price level) of the total project costs. Con- 
sequently, the Secretary may forgive the obliga- 
tion of the non-Indian sponsors relative to the 
$163,000,000 increase in estimated total project 
costs that occurred in 2003. 

SEC. 208. MONTANA WATER CONTRACTS EXTEN- 
SION. (а) AUTHORITY TO EXTEND.—The Sec- 
retary of the Interior may extend each of the 
water contracts listed in subsection (b) until the 
earlier of— 

(1) the expiration of the 2-year period begin- 
ning on the date on which the contract would 
expire but for this section; or 

(2) the date on which a new long-term water 
contract is executed by the parties to the con- 
tract listed in subsection (b). 

(b) EXTENDED CONTRACTS.—The water com- 
tracts referred to in subsection (a) are the fol- 
lowing: 

(1) Contract Number 14-06-600-2078, as 
amended, for purchase of water between the 
United States of America and the City of Hel- 
ena, Montana. 

(2) Contract Number 14-06-600-2079, as 
amended, between the United States of America 
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and the Helena Valley Irrigation District for 
water service. 

(3) Contract Number 14-06-600-8734) as 
amended, between the United States of America 
and the Toston Irrigation District for water 
service. 

(4) Contract Number 14-06-600-3592, as 
amended, between the United States and the 
Clark Canyon Water Supply Company, Inc., for 
water service and for a supplemental supply. 

(5) Contract Number 14-06-600-3593, as 
amended, between the United States and the 
East Bench Irrigation District for water service. 

TITLE III 
DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
ENERGY PROGRAMS 
ENERGY SUPPLY 


For Department of Energy expenses including 
the purchase, construction, and acquisition of 
plant and capital equipment, and other ex- 
penses necessary for energy supply activities in 
carrying out the purposes of the Department of 
Energy Organieation Act (42 U.S.C. 7101 et 
seq.), including the acquisition or condemnation 
of any real property or any facility or for plant 
or facility acquisition, construction, or expan- 
sion, and the purchase of not to exceed 9 pas- 
senger motor vehicles for replacement only, and 
one ambulance, $946,272,000, to remain available 
until expended. 

NON-DEFENSE SITE ACCELERATION COMPLETION 


For Department of Energy expenses, including 
the purchase, construction, and acquisition of 
plant and capital equipment and other expenses 
necessary for nom-defense environmental man- 
agement site acceleration completion activities 
in carrying out the purposes of the Department 
of Energy Organization Act (42 U.S.C. 7101 et 
seq.), including the acquisition or condemnation 
of any real property or any facility or for plant 
or facility acquisition, construction, or expan- 
sion, $151,850,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended. 

URANIUM ENRICHMENT DECONTAMINATION AND 

DECOMMISSIONING FUND 


For necessary expenses im carrying out ura- 
nium enrichment facility decontamination and 
decommissioning, remedial actions, and other 
activities of title II of the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954, as amended, and title X, subtitle A, of the 
Energy Policy Act of 1992, $499,007,000, to be de- 
rived from the Fund, to remain available until 
expended, of which $80,000,000 shall be available 
in accordance with title X, subtitle A, of the En- 
ergy Policy Act of 1992. 

NON-DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 


For Department of Energy expenses necessary 
for non-defense environmental services activities 
that indirectly support the accelerated cleanup 
and closure mission at environmental manage- 
ment sites, including the purchase, construc- 
tion, and acquisition of plant and capital equip- 
ment and other necessary expenses, $291,296,000, 
to remain available until erpended. 

SCIENCE 


For Department of Energy expenses including 
the purchase, construction and acquisition of 
plant and capital equipment, and other ex- 
penses necessary for science activities in car- 
rying out the purposes of the Department of En- 
ergy Organization Act (42 U.S.C. 7101 et seq.), 
including the acquisition or condemnation of 
any real property or facility or for plant or fa- 
cility acquisition, construction, or expansion, 
and purchase of not to exceed four passenger 
motor vehicles for replacement only, including 
not to exceed one ambulance, $3,628,902,000, to 
remain available until expended. 

NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAL 


For nuclear waste disposal activities to carry 
out the purposes of Public Law 97-425, as 
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amended, including the acquisition of real prop- 
erty or facility construction or expansion, 
$346,000,000, to remain available until expended: 
Provided, That of the funds made available in 
this Act for Nuclear Waste Disposal, $2,000,000 
shall be provided to the State of Nevada solely 
for expenditures, other than salaries ата ел- 
penses of State employees, to conduct scientific 
oversight responsibilities and participate in li- 
censing activities pursuant to the Nuclear Waste 
Policy Act of 1982, Public Law 97-425, as amend- 
ed: Provided further, That $8,000,000 shall be 
provided to affected units of local governments, 
as defined in Public Law 97-425, to conduct sci- 
entific oversight responsibilities and participate 
in licensing activities pursuant to the Act: Pro- 
vided further, That the distribution of the funds 
as determined by the units of local government 
shall be approved by the Department of Energy: 
Provided further, That the funds for the State 
of Nevada shall be made available solely to the 
Nevada Division of Emergency Management by 
direct payment and units of local government by 
direct payment: Provided further, That within 
90 days of the completion of each Federal fiscal 
year, the Nevada Division of Emergency Man- 
agement and the Governor of the State of Ne- 
vada and each local entity shall provide certifi- 
cation to the Department of Energy that all 
funds expended from such payments have been 
expended for activities authorized by Public 
Law 97-425 and this Act: Provided further, That 
failure to provide such certification shall cause 
such entity to be prohibited from any further 
funding provided for similar activities: Provided 
further, That none of the funds herein appro- 
priated may be: (1) used directly or indirectly to 
influence legislative action on any matter pend- 
ing before Congress or a State legislature or for 
lobbying activity as provided in 18 U.S.C. 1913; 
(2) used for litigation expenses; or (3) used to 
support multi-State efforts or other coalition 
building activities inconsistent with the restric- 
tions contained in this Act: Provided further, 
That all proceeds and recoveries realized by the 
Secretary in carrying out activities authorized 
by the Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1982, Public 
Law 97-425, as amended, including but not lim- 
ited to, any proceeds from the sale of assets, 
shall be available without further appropriation 
and shall remain available until expended. 
DEPARTMENTAL ADMINISTRATION 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For salaries and expenses of the Department 
of Energy necessary for departmental adminis- 
tration in carrying out the purposes of the De- 
partment of Energy Organization Act (42 U.S.C. 
7101 et seq.), including the hire of passenger 
motor vehicles and official reception and rep- 
resentation expenses (not to exceed $35,000), 
$240,426,000, to remain available until expended, 
plus such additional amounts as necessary to 
cover increases in the estimated amount of cost 
of work for others notwithstanding the provi- 
sions of the Anti-Deficiency Act (31 U.S.C. 1511 
et seq.): Provided, That such increases in cost of 
work are offset by revenue increases of the same 
or greater amount, to remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided further, That moneys received 
by the Department for miscellaneous revenues 
estimated to total $122,000,000 in fiscal year 2005 
maj be retained and used for operating expenses 
within this account, and may remain available 
until expended, as authorized by section 201 of 
Public Law 95-238, notwithstanding the provi- 
sions of 31 U.S.C. 3302: Provided further, That 
the sum herein appropriated shall be reduced by 
the amount of miscellaneous revenues received 
during fiscal year 2005, and any related unap- 
propriated receipt account balances remaining 
from prior years’ miscellaneous revenues, so as 
to result in a final fiscal year 2005 appropriation 
from the general fund estimated at not more 
than $118,426,000. 
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OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL 

For necessary expenses of the Office of the In- 
Spector General in carrying out the provisions of 
the Inspector General Act of 1978, as amended, 
$41,508,000, to remain available until expended. 

ATOMIC ENERGY DEFENSE ACTIVITIES 

NATIONAL NUCLEAR SECURITY ADMINISTRATION 
WEAPONS ACTIVITIES 


(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For Department of Energy expenses, including 
the purchase, construction, and acquisition of 
plant and capital equipment and other inci- 
dental expenses necessary for atomic energy de- 
fense weapons activities in carrying out the pur- 
poses of the Department of Energy Organization 
Act (42 U.S.C. 7101 et seq.), including the acqui- 
sition or condemnation of any real property or 
any facility or for plant or facility acquisition, 
construction, or expansion; and the purchase of 
not to exceed 19 passenger motor vehicles, for re- 
placement only, including not to exceed two 
buses; $6,226,471,000, together with $300,000,000 
to be derived by transfer from the Department of 
Defense, to remain available until expended: 
Provided, That the Secretary of Defense shail 
reduce proportionately each program, project, 
and activity funded by appropriations in titles I 
through VI of the Department of Defense Ap- 
propriations Act, 2005 (Public Law 108-287) to 
fund this transfer: Provided further, That 
$91,100,000 is authorized to be appropriated for 
Project 01-D-108, Microsystems and engineering 
sciences applications (MESA), Sandia National 
Laboratories, Albuquerque, New Mexico: Pro- 
vided further, That $40,000,000 is authorized to 
be appropriated for Project 04-D-125, chemistry 
and metallurgy facility replacement project, Los 
Alamos Laboratory, Los Alamos, New Метісо: 
Provided further, That $1,500,000 is authorized 
to be appropriated for Project 04—D-103, Project 
engineering and design (PED), various loca- 
tions: Provided further, That a plant or con- 
struction project for which amounts are made 
available under this heading but not exclusive 
to the Atomic Energy Defense Weapons Activi- 
ties account, with a current estimated cost of 
less than $10,000,000 is considered for purposes 
of section 3622 of Public Law 107-314 as a plant 
project for which the approved total estimated 
cost does not exceed the minor construction 
threshold and for purposes of section 3623 of 
Public Law 107-314 as a construction project 
with a current estimated cost of less than the 
minor construction threshold. 

DEFENSE NUCLEAR NONPROLIFERATION 

For Department of Energy expenses, including 
the purchase, construction and acquisition of 
plant and capital equipment and other inci- 
dental expenses necessary for atomic energy de- 
fense, defense nuclear nonproliferation activi- 
ties, in carrying out the purposes of the Depart- 
ment of Energy Organization Act (42 U.S.C. 7101 
et seq.), including the acquisition or condemna- 
tion of any real property or any facility or for 
plant or facility acquisition, construction, or ex- 
pansion, $1,420,397,000, to remain available until 
expended. 

NAVAL REACTORS 

For Department of Energy expenses necessary 
for naval reactors activities to carry out the De- 
partment of Energy Organization Act (42 U.S.C. 
7101 et seq.), including the acquisition (by pur- 
chase, condemnation, construction, or other- 
wise) of real property, plant, and capital equip- 
ment, facilities, ата facility expansion, 
$807,900,000, to remain available until expended. 

OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATOR 

For necessary expenses of the Office of the 
Administrator in the National Nuclear Security 
Administration, including official reception and 
representation expenses (not to exceed $12,000), 
$356,200,000, to remain available until expended. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL AND OTHER DEFENSE 
ACTIVITIES 


DEFENSE SITE ACCELERATION COMPLETION 


For Department of Energy expenses, including 
the purchase, construction, and acquisition of 
plant and capital equipment and other expenses 
necessary for atomic energy defense site accel- 
eration completion activities in carrying out the 
purposes of the Department of Energy Organi- 
zation Act (42 U.S.C. 7101 et seq.), including the 
acquisition or condemnation of any real prop- 
erty or any facility or for plant or facility acqui- 


sition, construction, or expansion, 
$6,096,429,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended. 


DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 


For Department of Energy expenses necessary 
for defense-related environmental services ac- 
tivities that indirectly support the accelerated 
cleanup and closure mission at environmental 
management sites, including the purchase, con- 
struction, and acquisition of plant and capital 
equipment and other necessary expenses, and 
the purchase of not to exceed three ambulances 
for replacement only, $937,976,000, to remain 
available until expended. 

OTHER DEFENSE ACTIVITIES 


For Department of Energy expenses, including 
the purchase, construction, and acquisition of 
plant and capital equipment and other ex- 
penses, necessary for atomic energy defense, 
other defense activities, and classified activities, 
in carrying out the purposes of the Department 
of Energy Organization Act (42 U.S.C. 7101 et 
seq.), including the acquisition or condemnation 
of any real property or any facility or for plant 
or facility acquisition, construction, or expan- 
sion, $692,691,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended. 

DEFENSE NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAL 


For nuclear waste disposal activities to carry 
out the purposes of Public Law 97-425, as 
amended, including the acquisition of real prop- 
erty or facility construction or expansion, 
$231,000,000, to remain available until expended. 

POWER MARKETING ADMINISTRATIONS 

BONNEVILLE POWER ADMINISTRATION FUND 


Expenditures from the Bonneville Power Ad- 
ministration Fund, established pursuant to Pub- 
lic Law 93-454, are approved for official recep- 
tion and representation expenses in an amount 
not to exceed $1,500. During fiscal year 2005, no 
new direct loan obligations may be made. 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, SOUTHEASTERN 

POWER ADMINISTRATION 


For necessary expenses of operation and 
maintenance of power transmission facilities 
and of marketing electric power and energy, in- 
cluding transmission wheeling and ancillary 
services, pursuant to the provisions of section 5 
of the Flood Control Act of 1944 (16 U.S.C. 825s), 
as applied to the southeastern power area, 
$5,200,000, to remain available until expended: 
Provided, That notwithstanding the provisions 
of 31 U.S.C. 3302, up to $34,000,000 collected by 
the Southeastern Power Administration pursu- 
ant to the Flood Control Act of 1944 to recover 
purchase power and wheeling expenses shall be 
credited to this account as offsetting collections, 
to remain available until expended for the sole 
purpose of making purchase power and wheel- 
ing expenditures. 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, SOUTHWESTERN 
POWER ADMINISTRATION 

For necessary expenses of operation and 
maintenance of power transmission facilities 
and of marketing electric power and energy, for 
construction and acquisition of transmission 
lines, substations and appurtenant facilities, 
and for administrative expenses, including offi- 
cial reception and representation expenses in an 
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amount not to exceed $1,500 in carrying out the 
provisions of section 5 of the Flood Control Act 
of 1944 (16 U.S.C. 825s), as applied to the south- 
western power area, $29,352,000, to remain avail- 
able until expended: Provided, That, notwith- 
standing the provisions of 31 U.S.C. 3302, up to 
$2,900,000 collected by the Southwestern Power 
Administration pursuant to the Flood Control 
Act to recover purchase power and wheeling ex- 
penses shall be credited to this account as off- 
setting collections, to remain available until ex- 
pended for the sole purpose of making purchase 
power and wheeling expenditures; in addition, 
notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302, beginning in 
fiscal year 2005 and thereafter, such funds as 
are received by the Southwestern Power Admin- 
istration from any State, municipality, corpora- 
tion, association, firm, district, or individual as 
advance payment for work that is associated 
with Southwestern’s transmission facilities, con- 
sistent with that authorized in section 5 of the 
Flood Control Act, shall be credited to this ac- 
count and be available until expended. 
CONSTRUCTION, REHABILITATION, OPERATION 

AND MAINTENANCE, WESTERN AREA POWER 

ADMINISTRATION 

For carrying out the functions authorized by 
title III, section 302(a)(1)(E) of the Act of Au- 
gust 4, 1977 (42 U.S.C. 7152), and other related 
activities including conservation and renewable 
resources programs as authorized, including of- 
ficial reception and representation expenses in 
an amount not to exceed $1,500; $173,100,000, to 
remain available until expended, of which 
$167,236,000 shall be derived from the Depart- 
ment of the Interior Reclamation Fund: Pro- 
vided, That of the amount herein appropriated, 
$10,000,000 shall be available until expended on 
a nonreimbursable basis to the Western Area 
Power Administration to design, construct, oper- 
ate and maintain transmission facilities and 
services for the Animas-LaPlata Project as au- 
thorized by section 301(b)(10) of Public Law 106— 
554: Provided further, That of the amount here- 
in appropriated, $6,200,000 is for deposit into the 
Utah Reclamation Mitigation and Conservation 
Account pursuant to title IV of the Reclamation 
Projects Authorization and Adjustment Act of 
1992: Provided further, That of the amount 
herein appropriated, $6,000,000 shall be avail- 
able until expended on a nonreimbursable basis 
to the Western Area Power Administration for 
Topock-Davis-Mead Transmission Line Up- 
grades: Provided further, That notwithstanding 
the provision of 31 U.S.C. 3302, up to 
$227,600,000 collected by the Western Area Power 
Administration pursuant to the Flood Control 
Act of 1944 and the Reclamation Project Act of 
1939 to recover purchase power and wheeling ex- 
penses shall be credited to this account as off- 
setting collections, to remain available until ex- 
pended for the sole purpose of making purchase 
power and wheeling expenditures. 

FALCON AND AMISTAD OPERATING AND 
MAINTENANCE FUND 

For operation, maintenance, and emergency 
costs for the hydroelectric facilities at the Fal- 
con and Amistad Dams, $2,827,000, to remain 
available until expended, and to be derived from 
the Falcon and Amistad Operating and Mainte- 
nance Fund of the Western Area Power Admin- 
istration, as provided in section 423 of the For- 
eign Relations Authorization Act, Fiscal Years 
1994 and 1995. 

FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission to carry out the provi- 
sions of the Department of Energy Organization 
Act (42 U.S.C. 7101 et seq.), including services as 
authorieed by 5 U.S.C. 3109, the hire of pas- 
senger motor vehicles, and official reception and 
representation expenses (not to exceed $3,000), 
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$210,000,000, to remain available until expended: 
Provided, That notwithstanding any other pro- 
vision of law, not to exceed $210,000,000 of reve- 
nues from fees and annual charges, and other 
Services and collections in fiscal year 2005 shall 
be retained and used for necessary expenses in 
this account, and shall remain available until 
expended: Provided further, That the sum here- 
in appropriated from the general fund shall be 
reduced as revenues are received during fiscal 
year 2005 so as to result in a final fiscal year 
2005 appropriation from the general fund esti- 
mated at not more than $0. 
GENERAL PROVISIONS 
DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

SEC. 301. (a)(1) None of the funds in this or 
any other appropriations Act for fiscal year 2005 
or any previous fiscal year may be used to make 
payments for a noncompetitive management and 
operating contract unless the Secretary of En- 
ergy has published in the Federal Register and 
submitted to the Committees on Appropriations 
of the House of Representatives and the Senate 
a written notification, with respect to each such 
contract, of the Secretary’s decision to use com- 
petitive procedures for the award of the con- 
tract, or to not renew the contract, when the 
term of the contract expires. 

(2) Paragraph (1) does not apply to an exten- 
sion for up to two years of a noncompetitive 
management and operating contract, if the ex- 
tension is for purposes of allowing time to 
award competitively a new contract, to provide 
continuity of service between contracts, or to 
complete a contract that will not be renewed. 

(b) In this section: 

(1) The term “noncompetitive management 
and operating contract" means a contract that 
was awarded more than 50 years ago without 
competition for the management and operation 
of Ames Laboratory, Argonne National Labora- 
tory, Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, 
Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory, and 
Los Alamos National Laboratory. 

(2) The term “competitive procedures" has the 
meaning provided in section 4 of the Office of 
Federal Procurement Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 403) 
and includes procedures described in section 303 
of the Federal Property and Administrative 
Services Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C. 253) other than a 
procedure that solicits a proposal from only one 
source. 

(c) For all management and operating con- 
tracts other than those listed in subsection 
(b)(1), none of the funds appropriated by this 
Act may be used to award a management and 
operating contract, or award a significant ex- 
tension or expansion to an existing management 
and operating contract, unless such contract is 
awarded using competitive procedures or the 
Secretary of Energy grants, on a case-by-case 
basis, a waiver to allow for such a deviation. 
The Secretary may not delegate the authority to 
grant such a waiver. At least 60 days before a 
contract award for which the Secretary intends 
to grant such a waiver, the Secretary shall sub- 
mit to the Committees on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives and the Senate a re- 
port notifying the Committees of the waiver and 
setting forth, in specificity, the substantive rea- 
sons why the Secretary believes the requirement 
for competition should be waived for this par- 
ticular award. 

SEC. 302. None of the funds appropriated by 
this Act may be used to— 

(1) develop or implement a workforce restruc- 
turing plan that covers employees of the Depart- 
ment of Energy; or 

(2) provide enhanced severance payments or 
other benefits for employees of the Department 
of Energy, under section 3161 of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 
(Public Law 102-484; 42 U.S.C. 7274h). 

SEC. 303. None of the funds appropriated by 
this Act may be used to augment the funds made 
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available for obligation by this Act for severance 
payments and other benefits and community as- 
sistance grants under section 3161 of the Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1993 (Public Law 102-484; 42 U.S.C. 7274h) 
unless the Department of Energy submits a re- 
programming request subject to approval by the 
appropriate congressional committees. 

SEC. 304. None of the funds appropriated by 
this Act may be used to prepare or initiate Re- 
quests For Proposals (RFPs) for a program if 
the program has not been funded by Congress. 

(TRANSFERS OF UNEXPENDED BALANCES) 

SEC. 305. The unexpended balances of prior 
appropriations provided for activities in this Act 
may be transferred to appropriation accounts 
for such activities established pursuant to this 
title. Balances so transferred may be merged 
with funds in the applicable established ac- 
counts and thereafter may be accounted for as 
one fund for the same time period as originally 
enacted. 

SEC. 306. None of the funds in this or any 
other Act for the Administrator of the Bonne- 
ville Power Administration may be used to enter 
into any agreement to perform energy efficiency 
services outside the legally defined Bonneville 
service territory, with the exception of services 
provided internationally, including services pro- 
vided on a reimbursable basis, unless the Ad- 
ministrator certifies in advance that such serv- 
ices are not available from private sector busi- 
nesses. 

SEC. 307. When the Department of Energy 
makes a user facility available to universities or 
other potential users, or seeks input from uni- 
versities or other potential users regarding sig- 
nificant characteristics or equipment in a user 
facility or a proposed user facility, the Depart- 
ment shall ensure broad public notice of such 
availability or such need for input to univer- 
sities and other potential users. When the De- 
partment of Energy considers the participation 
of a university or other potential user as a for- 
mal partner in the establishment or operation of 
a user facility, the Department shall employ full 
and open competition in selecting such a part- 
ner. For purposes of this section, the term ‘‘user 
facility” includes, but is not limited to: (1) а 
user facility as described in section 2203(a)(2) of 
the Energy Policy Act of 1992 (42 U.S.C. 
13503(a)(2)); (2) a National Nuclear Security Ad- 
ministration Defense Programs Technology De- 
ployment Center/User Facility; and (3) any 
other Departmental facility designated by the 
Department as a user facility. 

SEC. 308. The Administrator of the National 
Nuclear Security Administration may authorize 
the manager of a covered nuclear weapons re- 
search, development, testing or production facil- 
ity to engage in research, development, and 
demonstration activities with respect to the en- 
gineering and manufacturing capabilities at 
such facility in order to maintain and enhance 
such capabilities at such facility: Provided, 
That of the amount allocated to a covered nu- 
clear weapons facility each fiscal year from 
amounts available to the Department of Energy 
for such fiscal year for national security pro- 
grams, not more than an amount equal to 2 per- 
cent of such amount may be used for these ac- 
tivities: Provided further, That for purposes of 
this section, the term ‘‘covered nuclear weapons 
facility’’ means the following: 

(1) the Kansas City Plant, Kansas City, Mis- 
souri; 

(2) the Ү-12 Plant, Oak Ridge, Tennessee; 

(3) the Pantex Plant, Amarillo, Texas; 

(4) the Savannah River Plant, South Caro- 
lina; and 

(5) the Nevada Test Site. 

SEC. 309. Funds appropriated by this or any 
other Act, or made available by the transfer of 
funds in this Act, for intelligence activities are 
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deemed to be specifically authorized by the Con- 
gress for purposes of section 504 of the National 
Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 414) during fiscal 
year 2005 until the enactment of the Intelligence 
Authorization Act for fiscal year 2005. 

SEC. 310. (a) The Secretary of Energy was di- 
rected to file a permit modification to the Waste 
Analysis Plan (WAP) and associated provisions 
contained in the Hazardous Waste Facility Per- 
mit for the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP). 
For purposes of determining hereafter compli- 
ance of the modifications to the WAP with the 
hazardous waste analysis requirements of the 
Solid Waste Disposal Act (42 U.S.C. 6901 et seq.), 
or other applicable laws waste confirmation for 
all waste received for storage and disposal shall 
be limited to: (1) confirmation that the waste 
contains no ignitable, corrosive, or reactive 
waste through the use of either radiography or 
visual examination of a statistically representa- 
tive subpopulation of the waste; and (2) review 
of the Waste Stream Profile Form to verify that 
the waste contains no ignitable, corrosive, or re- 
active waste and that assigned Environmental 
Protection Agency hazardous waste numbers are 
allowed for storage and disposal by the WIPP 
Hazardous Waste Facility Permit. 

(b) Compliance with the disposal room per- 
formance standards of the WAP hereafter shall 
be demonstrated exclusively by monitoring air- 
borne volatile organic compounds in under- 
ground disposal rooms in which waste has been 
emplaced until panel closure. 

SEC. 311. Section 3113 of Public Law 102-486 
(42 U.S.C. 2297h-11) is amended by adding a 
new paragraph (4) to subsection (a), as follows: 

“(4) In the event that a licensee requests the 
Secretary to accept for disposal depleted ura- 
nium pursuant to this subsection, the Secretary 
shall be required to take title to and possession 
of such depleted uranium at an existing DUF6 
storage facility.’’. 

SEC. 312. The Department of Energy may use 
the funds appropriated by this Act to undertake 
any procurement action necessary to achieve its 
small business contracting goals set forth in Sec- 
tion (g) of the Small Business Act, 15 U.S.C. 
$644(g): Provided, That, none of the funds ap- 
propriated by this Act may be used by the De- 
partment of Energy for procurement actions re- 
sulting from the break-out of requirements from 
current facility management and operating con- 
tracts unless, consistent with requirements of 
Subpart 19.4 of the Federal Acquisition Regula- 
tion, the Secretary of Energy or his duly au- 
thorized designee formally requests, considers, 
and renders an appropriate decision on the 
views of the Small Business Administration 
Breakout Procurement Center Representative or 
the Representative’s duly authorized designee 
concerning cost effectiveness, mission perform- 
ance, security, safety, small business participa- 
tion, and other legitimate acquisition objectives 
of procurement actions at issue. No later than 
April 1, 2005, the Secretary of Energy shall sub- 
mit a report to the Comptroller General and to 
Congress discussing the Secretary’s plans re- 
quired by Section 15(h) of the Small Business 
Act, 15 U.S.C. §644(h), for meeting the Depart- 
ment’s statutory small business contracting 
goals while taking into account other legitimate 
acquisition objectives. In preparing the report, 
the Secretary shall request and consider the 
views of the Administrator of the Small Business 
Administration and the Director of the Office of 
Small and Disadvantaged Business Utilization 
of the Department of Energy. The report shall 
discuss the Department’s policies and activities 
concerning break-outs of procurement require- 
ments from current management and operating 
contracts, consistent with requirements of this 
Act, Section 15(h) of the Small Business Act, 
and Subpart 19.4 of the Federal Acquisition 
Regulations. 
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SEC. 313. None of the funds appropriated by 
this Act may be used by the Department of En- 
ergy to require its management and operating 
contractors to perform contract management, 
oversight, or administration functions prohib- 
ited by Section 7.503 of the Federal Acquisition 
Regulation in connection with any small busi- 
ness prime contract awarded by the Department 
of Energy. 

SEC. 314. None of the funds in this Act may be 
used to dispose of transuranic waste in the 
Waste Isolation Pilot Plant which contains con- 
centrations of plutonium in excess of 20 percent 
by weight for the aggregate of any material cat- 
egory on the date of enactment of this Act, or is 
generated after such date. For the purpose of 
this section, the material categories of trans- 
uranic waste at the Rocky Flats Environmental 
Technology Site include: (1) ash residues; (2) 
salt residue; (3) wet residues; (4) direct repack- 
age residues; and (5) scrub alloy as referenced in 
the “Ғіта! Environmental Impact Statement on 
Management of Certain Plutonium Residues 
and Scrub Alloy Stored at the Rocky Flats Envi- 
ronmental Technology Site’’. 

TITLE IV 
INDEPENDENT AGENCIES 
APPALACHIAN REGIONAL COMMISSION 

For expenses necessary to carry out the pro- 
grams authorized by the Appalachian Regional 
Development Act of 1965, as amended, for nec- 
essary expenses for the Federal Co-Chairman 
and the alternate on the Appalachian Regional 
Commission, for payment of the Federal share of 
the administrative expenses of the Commission, 
including services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 
3109, and hire of passenger motor vehicles, 
$66,000,000, to remain available until expended. 

DEFENSE NUCLEAR FACILITIES SAFETY BOARD 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Defense Nuclear 
Facilities Safety Board in carrying out activities 
authorized by the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as 
amended by Public Law 100-456, section 1441, 
$20,268,000, to remain available until expended. 

DELTA REGIONAL AUTHORITY 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Delta Regional 
Authority and to carry out its activities, as au- 
thorized by the Delta Regional Authority Act of 
2000, as amended, notwithstanding sections 
382C(b)(2), 382F(d), and 382M(b) of said Act, 
$6,048,000, to remain available until expended. 

DENALI COMMISSION 


For expenses of the Denali Commission in- 
cluding the purchase, construction and acquisi- 
tion of plant and capital equipment as nec- 
essary and other expenses, $67,000,000 
nothwithstanding the limitations contained in 
section 306(g) of the Denali Commission Act of 
1998, $2,500,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided, That of the amounts provided 
to the Denali Commission, $5,000,000 is for com- 
munity showers and washeteria in villages with 
homes with no running water; $13,000,000 is for 
the Juneau/Green’s | Creek/Hoonah  Intertie 
project; $3,200,000 is for the Swan Lake/Tyee 
Intertie project; $5,000,000 is for multi-purpose 
community facilities including the Bering 
Straits Region, Dillingham, Moose Pass, Ster- 
ling, Funny River, Eclutna, and Anchor Point; 
$10,000,000 is for teacher housing in remote vil- 
lages such as Savoogna, Allakakaet, Hughes, 
Huslia, Minto, Nulato, and Ruby where there is 
limited housing available for teachers; 
$10,000,000 is for facilities serving Native elders 
and senior citizens; and $5,000,000 is for (1) the 
Rural Communications service to provide broad- 
cast facilities in communities with no television 
or radio station, (2) the Public Broadcasting 
Digital Distribution Network to link rural 
broadcasting facilities together to improve 
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economies of scale, share programming, and re- 
duce operating costs and (3) rural public broad- 
casting facilities and equipment upgrades. 
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Commission in 
carrying out the purposes of the Energy Reorga- 
nization Act of 1974, as amended, and the Atom- 
ic Energy Act of 1954, as amended, including of- 
ficial representation expenses (not to exceed 
$15,000), and purchase of promotional items for 
use in the recruitment of individuals for employ- 
ment, $662,777,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided, That of the amount appro- 
priated herein, $69,050,000 shall be derived from 
the Nuclear Waste Fund: Provided further, That 
revenues from licensing fees, inspection services, 
and other services and collections estimated at 
$534,354,000 in fiscal year 2005 shall be retained 
and used for necessary salaries and expenses in 
this account, notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302, 
and shall remain available until expended: Рто- 
vided further, That the sum herein appropriated 
shall be reduced by the amount of revenues re- 
ceived during fiscal year 2005 so as to result in 
a final fiscal year 2005 appropriation estimated 
at not more than $128 ,423,000. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 


For necessary expenses of the Office of In- 
spector General in carrying out the provisions of 
the Inspector General Act of 1978, as amended, 
$7,518,000, to remain available until expended: 
Provided, That revenues from licensing fees, in- 
spection services, and other services and collec- 
tions estimated at $6,766,200 in fiscal year 2005 
shall be retained and be available until ex- 
pended, for necessary salaries and expenses in 
this account, notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302: 
Provided further, That the sum herein appro- 
priated shall be reduced by the amount of reve- 
nues received during fiscal year 2005 so as to re- 
sult in a final fiscal year 2005 appropriation es- 
timated at not more than $751,800. 

NUCLEAR WASTE TECHNICAL REVIEW BOARD 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Nuclear Waste 
Technical Review Board, as authorized by Pub- 
lic Law 100-203, section 5051, $3,177,000, to be 
derived from the Nuclear Waste Fund, and to 
remain available until expended. 

TITLE V 
GENERAL PROVISIONS 


SEC. 501. None of the funds appropriated by 
this Act may be used in any way, directly or in- 
directly, to influence congressional action on 
any legislation or appropriation matters pend- 
ing before Congress, other than to communicate 
to Members of Congress as described in 18 U.S.C. 
1913. 

SEC. 502. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be transferred to any department, 
agency, or instrumentality of the United States 
Government, except pursuant to a transfer made 
by, or transfer authority provided in, this Act or 
any other appropriation Act. 

SEC. 503. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used to deny requests for the 
public release of documents or evidence obtained 
through or in the Western Energy Markets: 
Enron Investigation (Docket No. PA02-2), the 
California Refund case (Docket No. EL00—95), 
the Anomalous Bidding Investigation (Docket 
No. IN03-10), or the Physical Withholding In- 
vestigation. 

SEC. 504. EXTENSION OF PROHIBITION OF OIL 
AND GAS DRILLING IN THE GREAT LAKES. Section 
503 of the Energy and Water Development Ap- 
propriations Act, 2002, (115 Stat. 512), as amend- 
ed, is amended by striking “2005” and inserting 
in lieu thereof “2007”. 

SEC. 505. The Secretary of the Army is hereby 
authorized, without further appropriation, to 
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transfer and advance funds to the Adminis- 

trator of the Bonneville Power Administration 

for the purposes necessary to carry out joint ac- 
tivities in connection with Section 2406 of the 

Energy Policy Act of 1992. 

SEC. 506. VOTING METHOD FOR DELTA RE- 
GIONAL AUTHORITY. Section 382B(c)(1) of the 
Consolidated Farm and Rural Development Act 
(7 U.S.C. 2009aa-1(c)(1)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘2004’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2008’’; and 

(2) in subparagraph (B), by striking “2005” 
and inserting ‘‘2009’’. 

TITLE VI—REFORM OF THE BOARD OF DI- 
RECTORS OF THE TENNESSEE VALLEY 
AUTHORITY 

SEC. 601. CHANGE IN COMPOSITION, OPERATION, 

AND DUTIES OF THE BOARD OF DI- 
RECTORS OF THE TENNESSEE VAL- 
LEY AUTHORITY. 

The Tennessee Valley Authority Act of 1933 
(16 U.S.C. 831 et seq.) is amended by striking 
section 2 and inserting the following: 

“SEC. 2. MEMBERSHIP, OPERATION, AND DUTIES 

OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS. 

“(а) MEMBERSHIP.— 

“(1) APPOINTMENT.—The Board of Directors 
of the Corporation (referred to in this Act as the 
‘Board’) shall be composed of 9 members ap- 
pointed by the President by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, at least 7 of whom 
shall be a legal resident of the service area of 
the Corporation. 

“(2) CHAIRMAN.—The members of the Board 
shall select 1 of the members to act as chairman 
of the Board. 

“(b) QUALIFICATIONS.—To be eligible to be ap- 
pointed as a member of the Board, an indi- 
vidual— 

“(1) shall be a citizen of the United States; 

“(2) shall have management expertise relative 
to a large for-profit or nonprofit corporate, gov- 
ernment, or academic structure; 

“(3) shall not be an employee of the Corpora- 


ion; 

“(4) shall make full disclosure to Congress of 
any investment or other financial interest that 
the individual holds in the energy industry; and 

“(5) shall affirm support for the objectives and 
missions of the Corporation, including being a 
national leader in technological innovation, 
low-cost power, and environmental stewardship. 

“(с) RECOMMENDATIONS.—In appointing mem- 
bers of the Board, the President shall— 

“(1) consider recommendations from such pub- 
lic officials as— 

“(А) the Governors of States in the service 
area; 

“(В) individual citizens; 

“(С) business, industrial, labor, electric power 
distribution, environmental, civic, and service 
organizations; and 

“(D) the congressional delegations of the 
States in the service area; and 

“(2) seek qualified members from among per- 
sons who reflect the diversity, including the geo- 
graphical diversity, and needs of the service 
area of the Corporation. 

“(4) TERMS.— 

“(1) ІМ GENERAL.—A member of the Board 
shall serve a term of 5 years. A member of the 
Board whose term has expired may continue to 
serve after the member’s term has expired until 
the date on which a successor takes office, ex- 
cept that the member shall not serve beyond the 
end of the session of Congress in which the term 
of the member expires. 

“(2) VACANCIES.—A member appointed to fill a 
vacancy on the Board occurring before the expi- 
ration of the term for which the predecessor of 
the member was appointed shall be appointed 
for the remainder of that term. 

“(е) QUORUM.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Five of the members of the 
Board shall constitute a quorum for the trans- 
action of business. 
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“(2) VACANCIES.—A vacancy on the Board 
shall not impair the power of the Board to act. 

““(f) COMPENSATION.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—A member of the Board 
shall be entitled to receive— 

“(А) a stipend of— 

“(1) $45,000 per year; or 

“(1(1) in the case of the chairman of any 
committee of the Board created by the Board, 
$46,000 per year; or 

"(II) in the case of the chairman of the 
Board, $50,000 per year; and 

“(В) travel expenses, including per diem in 
lieu of subsistence, in the same manner as per- 
sons employed intermittently in Government 
service under section 5703 of title 5, United 
States Code. 

“(2) ADJUSTMENTS IN STIPENDS.—The amount 
of the stipend under paragraph (1)(A)(i) shall be 
adjusted by the same percentage, at the same 
time and manner, and subject to the same limi- 
tations as are applicable to adjustments under 
section 5318 of title 5, United States Code. 

“(0) DUTIES.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Board shall— 

“(А) establish the broad goals, objectives, and 
policies of the Corporation that are appropriate 
to carry out this Act; 

"(B) develop long-range plans to guide the 
Corporation in achieving the goals, objectives, 
and policies of the Corporation and provide as- 
sistance to the chief executive officer to achieve 
those goals, objectives, and policies; 

“(С) ensure that those goals, objectives, and 
policies are achieved; 

(D) approve an annual budget for the Cor- 
poration; 

“(Е) adopt and submit to Congress a conflict- 
of-interest policy applicable to members of the 
Board and employees of the Corporation; 

"(F) establish a compensation plan for em- 
ployees of the Corporation in accordance with 
subsection (i); 

"(G) approve all compensation (including sal- 
ary or any other pay, bonuses, benefits, incen- 
tives, and any other form of remuneration) of 
all managers and technical personnel that re- 
port directly to the chief executive officer (in- 
cluding any adjustment to compensation); 

“(Н) ensure that all activities of the Corpora- 
tion are carried out in compliance with applica- 
ble law; 

“(Т) create an audit committee, composed sole- 
ly of Board members independent of the man- 
agement of the Corporation, which shall— 

(у in consultation with the inspector general 
of the Corporation, recommend to the Board an 
external auditor; 

“(ii) receive and review reports from the exter- 
nal auditor of the Corporation and inspector 
general of the Corporation; and 

“(1й) make such recommendations to the 
Board as the audit committee considers nec- 
essary; 

"(J) create such other committees of Board 
members as the Board considers to be appro- 
priate; 

“(К) conduct such public hearings as it deems 
appropriate on issues that could have a sub- 
stantial effect on— 

**(1) the electric ratepayers in the service area; 
or 

“(й) the economic, environmental, social, or 
physical well-being of the people of the service 
area; 

“(L) establish the electricity rates charged by 
the Corporation; and 

“(М) engage the services of an external audi- 
tor for the Corporation. 

“(2) MEETINGS.—The Board shall meet at least 
4 times each year. 

“(һ) CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER.— 

“(1) APPOINTMENT.—The Board shall appoint 
a person to serve as chief executive officer of the 
Corporation. 
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“(2) QUALIFICATIONS.— 

“(А) IN GENERAL.—To serve as chief executive 
officer of the Corporation, a person— 

“(1) shall have senior executive-level manage- 
ment experience in large, complex organizations; 

“(ї) shall not be a current member of the 
Board or have served as a member of the Board 
within 2 years before being appointed chief ex- 
ecutive officer; and 

“(iti) shall comply with the conflict-of-interest 
policy adopted by the Board. 

“(В) EXPERTISE.—In appointing a chief exec- 
utive officer, the Board shall give particular 
consideration to appointing an individual with 
erpertise in the electric industry amd with 
strong financial skills. 

“(3) TENURE.—The chief executive officer 
shall serve at the pleasure of the Board. 

“(1) COMPENSATION PLAN.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Board shall approve а 
compensation plan that specifies all compensa- 
tion (including salary or any other pay, bo- 
nuses, benefits, incentives, and any other form 
of remuneration) for the chief executive officer 
and employees of the Corporation. 

“(2) ANNUAL SURVEY.—The compensation plan 
shall be based on an annual survey of the pre- 
vailing compensation for similar positions in pri- 
vate industry, including engineering and elec- 
tric utility companies, publicly owned electric 
utilities, and Federal, State, and local govern- 
ments. 

“(3) _ CONSIDERATIONS.—The compensation 
plan shall provide that education, experience, 
level of responsibility, geographic differences, 
and retention and recruitment needs will be 
taken into account in determining compensation 
of employees. 

“(4) POSITIONS AT OR BELOW LEVEL IV.—The 
chief executive officer shall determine the salary 
and benefits of employees whose annual salary 
is not greater than the annual rate payable for 
positions at level IV of the Executive Schedule 
under section 5315 of title 5, United States Code. 

“(5) POSITIONS ABOVE LEVEL IV.—On the rec- 
ommendation of the chief executive officer, the 
Board shall approve the salaries of employees 
whose annual salaries would be in excess of the 
annual rate payable for positions at level IV of 
the Executive Schedule under section 5315 of 
title 5, United States Code.’’. 

SEC. 602. CHANGE IN MANNER OF APPOINTMENT 
OF STAFF. 

Section 3 of the Tennessee Valley Authority 
Act of 1933 (16 U.S.C. 831b) is amended— 

(1) by striking the first undesignated para- 
graph and inserting the following: 

“(а) APPOINTMENT BY THE CHIEF EXECUTIVE 
OFFICER.—The chief executive officer shall ap- 
point, with the advice and consent of the Board, 
and without regard to the provisions of the civil 
service laws applicable to officers and employees 
of the United States, such managers, assistant 
managers, officers, employees, attorneys, and 
agents as are necessary for the transaction of 
the business of the Corporation.’’; and 

(2) by striking “АП contracts" and inserting 
the following: 

“(b) WAGE RATES.—AIl contracts”. 

SEC. 603. CONFORMING AMENDMENTS. 

(a) The Tennessee Valley Authority Act of 
1933 (16 U.S.C. 831 et seq.) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘board of directors’’ each place 
it appears and inserting “Board of Directors”; 
and 

(2) by striking “board” each place it appears 
and inserting “Board”. 

(b) Section 9 of the Tennessee Valley Author- 
ity Act of 1933 (16 U.S.C. 831h) is amended— 

(1) by striking “Тһе Comptroller General of 
the United States shall audit” and inserting the 
following: 

“(с) AUDITS.—The Comptroller General of the 
United States shall audit’’; and 
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(2) by striking “Тһе Corporation shall deter- 
тіте” and inserting the following: 

“(4) ADMINISTRATIVE ACCOUNTS AND BUSINESS 
DOCUMENTS.—The | Corporation shall deter- 
mine". 

(c) Title 5, United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in section 5314, by striking "Chairman, 
Board of Directors of the Tennessee Valley Au- 
thority."; and 

(2) in section 5315, by striking ‘‘Members, 
Board of Directors of the Tennessee Valley Au- 
thority.’’. 

SEC. 604. APPOINTMENTS; EFFECTIVE DATE; 
TRANSITION. 

(a) APPOINTMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—AS soon as practicable after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the President 
shall submit to the Senate nominations of 6 per- 
sons to serve as members of the Board of Direc- 
tors of the Tennessee Valley Authority in addi- 
tion to the members serving on the date of en- 
actment of this Act. 

(2) INITIAL TERMS.—Notwithstanding section 
2(а) of the Tennessee Valley Authority Act of 
1933 (as amended by this title), in making the 
appointments under paragraph (1), the Presi- 
dent shall appoint— 

(А) 2 members for a term to expire on May 18, 
2007; 

(B) 2 members for a term to expire on May 18, 
2009; and 

(C) 2 members for a term to expire on May 18, 
2011. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this title take effect on the later of— 

(1) the date on which at least 3 persons nomi- 
nated under subsection (a) take office; or 

(2) May 18, 2005. 

(c) SELECTION OF CHAIRMAN.—The Board of 
Directors of the Tennessee Valley Authority 
shall select 1 of the members to act as chairman 
of the Board not later than 30 days after the ef- 
fective date specified in subsection (b). 

(d) |CONFLICT-OF-INTEREST | POLICY.—The 
Board of Directors of the Tennessee Valley Au- 
thority shall adopt and submit to Congress a 
conflict-of-interest policy, as required by section 
2(g)(1)(E) of the Tennessee Valley Authority Act 
of 1933 (as amended by this title), as soon as 
practicable after the effective date specified in 
subsection (b). 

(e) TRANSITION.—A person who is serving as a 
member of the board of directors of the Ten- 
nessee Valley Authority on the date of enact- 
ment of this Act— 

(1) shall continue to serve until the end of the 
current term of the member; but 

(2) after the effective date specified in sub- 
section (b), shall serve under the terms of the 
Tennessee Valley Authority Act of 1933 (as 
amended by this title). 

This Division may be cited as the “Energy 
and Water Development Appropriations Act, 
2005”. 


DIVISION D—FOREIGN OPERATIONS, ЕХ- 
PORT FINANCING, AND RELATED PRO- 
GRAMS APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2005 


TITLE I—EXPORT AND INVESTMENT 
ASSISTANCE 

EXPORT-IMPORT BANK OF THE UNITED STATES 

The Export-Import Bank of the United States 
is authorized to make such expenditures within 
the limits of funds and borrowing authority 
available to such corporation, and in accord- 
ance with law, and to make such contracts and 
commitments without regard to fiscal year limi- 
tations, as provided by section 104 of the Gov- 
ernment Corporation Control Act, as may be 
necessary in carrying out the program for the 
current fiscal year for such corporation: Pro- 
vided, That none of the funds available during 
the current fiscal year may be used to make ex- 
penditures, contracts, or commitments for the 
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export of nuclear equipment, fuel, or technology 
to any country, other than a nuclear-weapon 
state as defined in Article ІХ of the Treaty on 
the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons eligi- 
ble to receive economic or military assistance 
under this Act, that has detonated a nuclear ex- 
plosive after the date of the enactment of this 
Act: Provided further, That notwithstanding 
section 1(c) of Public Law 103-428, as amended, 
sections 1(а) and (b) of Public Law 103-428 shall 
remain in effect through October 1, 2005. 
SUBSIDY APPROPRIATION 

For the cost of direct loans, loan guarantees, 
insurance, and tied-aid grants as authorized by 
section 10 of the Export-Import Bank Act of 
1945, as amended, $59,800,000, to remain avail- 
able until September 30, 2008: Provided, That 
such costs, including the cost of modifying such 
loans, shall be as defined in section 502 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974: Provided fur- 
ther, That such sums shall remain available 
until September 30, 2023 for the disbursement of 
direct loans, loan guarantees, insurance and 
tied-aid grants obligated in fiscal years 2005, 
2006, 2007, and 2008: Provided further, That 
none of the funds appropriated by this Act or 
any prior Act appropriating funds for foreign 
operations, export financing, and related pro- 
grams for tied-aid credits or grants may be used 
for any other purpose except through the reg- 
ular notification procedures of the Committees 
on Appropriations: Provided further, That 
funds appropriated by this paragraph are made 
available notwithstanding section 2(b)(2) of the 
Export-Import Bank Act of 1945, in connection 
with the purchase or lease of any product by 
any Eastern European country, any Baltic 
State or any agency or national thereof: Pro- 
vided further, That not later than 30 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Export- 
Import Bank shall submit a report to the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Senate, containing an 
analysis of the economic impact on United 
States producers of ethanol of the extension of 
credit and financial guarantees for the develop- 
ment of an ethanol dehydration plant in Trini- 
dad and Tobago, including a determination of 
whether such extension will cause substantial 
injury to such producers, as defined in section 
2(e)(4) of the Export-Import Bank Act of 1945 (12 
U.S.C. 635(e)(4)). 

ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 

For administrative expenses to carry out the 
direct and guaranteed loan and insurance pro- 
grams, including hire of passenger motor vehi- 
cles and services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, 
and not to exceed $30,000 for official reception 
and representation expenses for members of the 
Board of Directors, $73,200,000: Provided, That 
the Export-Import Bank may accept, and use, 
payment or services provided by transaction 
participants for legal, financial, or technical 
services in connection with any transaction for 
which an application for a loan, guarantee or 
insurance commitment has been made: Provided 
further, That, notwithstanding subsection (b) of 
section 117 of the Export Enhancement Act of 
1992, subsection (a) thereof shall remain in ef- 
fect until October 1, 2005. 

OVERSEAS PRIVATE INVESTMENT CORPORATION 

NONCREDIT ACCOUNT 

The Overseas Private Investment Corporation 
is authorized to make, without regard to fiscal 
year limitations, as provided by 31 U.S.C. 9104, 
such expenditures and commitments within the 
limits of funds available to it and in accordance 
with law as may be necessary: Provided, That 
the amount available for administrative ex- 
penses to carry out the credit and insurance 
programs (including an amount for official re- 
ception and representation expenses which shall 
not exceed $35,000) shall not exceed $42,885,000: 
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Provided further, That project-specific trans- 
action costs, including direct and indirect costs 
incurred in claims settlements, and other direct 
costs associated with services provided to spe- 
cific investors or potential investors pursuant to 
section 234 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, 
shall not be considered administrative expenses 
for the purposes of this heading. 
PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

For the cost of direct and guaranteed loans, 
$24,000,000, as authorized by section 234 of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, to be derived by 
transfer from the Overseas Private Investment 
Corporation Non-Credit Account: Provided, 
That such costs, including the cost of modifying 
such loans, shall be as defined in section 502 of 
the Congressional Budget Act of 1974: Provided 
further, That such sums shall be available for 
direct loan obligations and loan guaranty com- 
mitments incurred or made during fiscal years 
2005 and 2006: Provided further, That such sums 
shall remain available through fiscal year 2013 
for the disbursement of direct and guaranteed 
loans obligated in fiscal year 2005, and through 
fiscal year 2014 for the disbursement of direct 
and guaranteed loans obligated in fiscal year 
2006: Provided further, That notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, the Overseas Private 
Investment Corporation is authorized to under- 
take any program authorized by title IV of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 in Iraq: Provided 
further, That funds made available pursuant to 
the authority of the previous proviso shall be 
subject to the regular notification procedures of 
the Committees on Appropriations. 

In addition, such sums as may be necessary 
for administrative expenses to carry out the 
credit program may be derived from amounts 
available for administrative expenses to carry 
out the credit and insurance programs in the 
Overseas Private Investment Corporation Non- 
credit Account and merged with said account. 

FUNDS APPROPRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT 
TRADE AND DEVELOPMENT AGENCY 

For necessary expenses to carry out the provi- 
sions of section 661 of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961, $51,500,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2006. 


TITLE II—BILATERAL ECONOMIC 
ASSISTANCE 


FUNDS APPROPRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT 


For expenses necessary to enable the Presi- 
dent to carry out the provisions of the Foreign 
Assistance Act of 1961, and for other purposes, 
to remain available until September 30, 2005, un- 
less otherwise specified herein, as follows: 

UNITED STATES AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL 
DEVELOPMENT 
CHILD SURVIVAL AND HEALTH PROGRAMS FUND 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses to carry out the provi- 
sions of chapters 1 and 10 of part I of the For- 
eign Assistance Act of 1961, for child survival, 
health, and family planning/reproductive health 
activities, in addition to funds otherwise avail- 
able for such purposes, $1,550,000,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2006: Provided, 
That this amount shall be made available for 
such activities as: (1) immunization programs; 
(2) oral rehydration programs; (3) health, nutri- 
tion, water and sanitation programs which di- 
rectly address the needs of mothers and chil- 
dren, and related education programs; (4) assist- 
ance for children displaced or orphaned by 
causes other than AIDS; (5) programs for the 
prevention, treatment, control of, and research 
on HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis, polio, malaria, and 
other infectious diseases, and for assistance to 
communities severely affected by HIV/AIDS, in- 
cluding children displaced or orphaned by 
AIDS; and (6) family planning/reproductive 
health: Provided further, That none of the 
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funds appropriated under this heading may be 
made available for nonproject assistance, except 
that funds may be made available for such as- 
sistance for ongoing health activities: Provided 
further, That of the funds appropriated under 
this heading, not to exceed $250,000, in addition 
to funds otherwise available for such purposes, 
may be used to monitor and provide oversight of 
child survival, maternal and family planning/re- 
productive health, and infectious disease pro- 
grams: Provided further, That the following 
amounts should be allocated as follows: 
$345,000,000 for child survival and maternal 
health; $30,000,000 for vulnerable children; 
$350,000,000 for HIV/AIDS including not less 
than $30,000,000 to support the development of 
microbicides as a means for combating HIV/ 
AIDS; $200,000,000 for other infectious diseases; 
and $375,000,000 for family planning/reproduc- 
tive health, including in areas where population 
growth threatens biodiversity or endangered 
species: Provided further, That of the funds ap- 
propriated under this heading, and in addition 
to funds allocated under the previous proviso, 
not less than $250,000,000 shall be made avail- 
able, notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, except for the United States Leadership 
Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis and Malaria 
Act of 2003 (Public Law 108-25), for a United 
States contribution to the Global Fund to Fight 
AIDS, Tuberculosis and Malaria (the “Соба 
Fund’’), and shall be expended at the minimum 
rate necessary to make timely payment for 
projects and activities: Provided further, That of 
the funds appropriated under this heading in 
the Foreign Operations, Export Financing, and 
Related Programs Appropriations Act, 2004, that 
were withheld from obligation to the Global 
Fund, not less than $87,800,000 shall be made 
available to the Global Fund, notwithstanding 
section 202(d)(4) of Public Law 108-25 which re- 
quired such withholding from the Global Fund 
in fiscal year 2004: Provided further, That the 
funds made available in the previous proviso 
shall be subject to any withholding required by 
section 202(d)(4) of Public Law 108-25 for con- 
tributions made to the Global Fund in fiscal 
year 2005: Provided further, That up to 5 per- 
cent of the aggregate amount of funds made 
available to the Global Fund in fiscal year 2005 
may be made available to the United States 
Agency for International Development for tech- 
nical assistance related to the activities of the 
Global Fund: Provided further, That of the 
funds appropriated under this heading that are 
available for HIV/AIDS programs and activities, 
not less than $27,000,000 should be made avail- 
able for the International AIDS Vaccine Initia- 
tive: Provided further, That of the funds appro- 
priated under this heading, $65,000,000 should 
be made available for a United States contribu- 
tion to The Vaccine Fund, and up to $6,000,000 
may be transferred to and merged with funds 
appropriated by this Act under the heading 
“Operating Expenses of the United States Agen- 
cy for International Development" for costs di- 
rectly related to international health, but funds 
made available for such costs may not be de- 
rived from amounts made available for contribu- 
tion under this and preceding provisos: Provided 
further, That none of the funds made available 
in this Act nor any unobligated balances from 
prior appropriations may be made available to 
any organization or program which, as deter- 
mined by the President of the United States, 
supports or participates in the management of a 
program of coercive abortion or involuntary 
sterilization: Provided further, That none of the 
funds made available under this Act may be 
used to pay for the performance of abortion as 
a method of family planning or to motivate or 
coerce any person to practice abortions: Рто- 
vided further, That nothing in this paragraph 
shall be construed to alter any existing statu- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


tory prohibitions against abortion under section 
104 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961: Pro- 
vided further, That none of the funds made 
available under this Act may be used to lobby 
for or against abortion: Provided further, That 
in order to reduce reliance on abortion in devel- 
oping nations, funds shall be available only to 
voluntary family planning projects which offer, 
either directly or through referral to, or infor- 
mation about access to, a broad range of family 
planning methods and services, and that any 
such voluntary family planning project shall 
meet the following requirements: (1) service pro- 
viders or referral agents in the project shall not 
implement or be subject to quotas, or other nu- 
merical targets, of total number of births, num- 
ber of family planning acceptors, or acceptors of 
a particular method of family planning (this 
provision shall not be construed to include the 
use of quantitative estimates or indicators for 
budgeting and planning purposes); (2) the 
project shall not include payment of incentives, 
bribes, gratuities, or financial reward to: (A) an 
individual in exchange for becoming a family 
planning acceptor; or (B) program personnel for 
achieving a numerical target or quota of total 
number of births, number of family planning ac- 
ceptors, or acceptors of a particular method of 
family planning; (3) the project shall not deny 
any right or benefit, including the right of ac- 
cess to participate in any program of general 
welfare or the right of access to health care, as 
a consequence of any individual’s decision not 
to accept family planning services; (4) the 
project shall provide family planning acceptors 
comprehensible information on the health bene- 
fits and risks of the method chosen, including 
those conditions that might render the use of 
the method inadvisable and those adverse side 
effects known to be consequent to the use of the 
method; and (5) the project shall ensure that ex- 
perimental contraceptive drugs and devices and 
medical procedures are provided only in the 
context of a scientific study in which partici- 
pants are advised of potential risks and benefits; 
and, not less than 60 days after the date on 
which the Administrator of the United States 
Agency for International Development deter- 
mines that there has been a violation of the re- 
quirements contained in paragraph (1), (2), (3), 
or (5) of this proviso, or a pattern or practice of 
violations of the requirements contained in 
paragraph (4) of this proviso, the Administrator 
shall submit to the Committees on Appropria- 
tions a report containing a description of such 
violation and the corrective action taken by the 
Agency: Provided further, That in awarding 
grants for natural family planning under sec- 
tion 104 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 no 
applicant shall be discriminated against because 
of such applicant’s religious or conscientious 
commitment to offer only natural family plan- 
ning; and, additionally, all such applicants 
shall comply with the requirements of the pre- 
vious proviso: Provided further, That for pur- 
poses of this or any other Act authorizing or ap- 
propriating funds for foreign operations, export 
financing, and related programs, the term ‘‘mo- 
tivate’’, as it relates to family planning assist- 
ance, shall not be construed to prohibit the pro- 
vision, consistent with local law, of information 
or counseling about all pregnancy options: Pro- 
vided further, That to the maximum extent fea- 
sible, taking into consideration cost, timely 
availability, and best health practices, funds 
appropriated in this Act or prior appropriations 
Acts that are made available for condom pro- 
curement shall be made available only for the 
procurement of condoms manufactured in the 
United States: Provided further, That informa- 
tion provided about the use of condoms as part 
of projects or activities that are funded from 
amounts appropriated by this Act shall be medi- 
cally accurate and shall include the public 
health benefits and failure rates of such use. 
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DEVELOPMENT ASSISTANCE 

For necessary expenses of the United States 
Agency for International Development to carry 
out the provisions of sections 103, 105, 106, and 
131, and chapter 10 of part I of the Foreign As- 
sistance Act of 1961, $1,460,000,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2006: Provided, 
That $194,000,000 should be allocated for trade 
capacity building: Provided further, That 
$300,000,000 should be allocated for basic edu- 
cation: Provided further, That of the funds ap- 
propriated under this heading and managed by 
the United States Agency for International De- 
velopment Bureau of Democracy, Conflict, and 
Humanitarian Assistance, not less than 
$15,000,000 shall be made available only for pro- 
grams to improve women’s leadership capacity 
in recipient countries: Provided further, That 
such funds may not be made available for con- 
struction: Provided further, That of the aggre- 
gate amount of the funds appropriated by this 
Act that are made available for agriculture and 
rural development programs, $25,000,000 should 
be made available for plant biotechnology re- 
search and development: Provided further, That 
not less than $2,300,000 should be made avail- 
able for core support for the International Fer- 
tilizer Development Center: Provided further, 
That of the funds appropriated under this head- 
ing, not less than $20,000,000 should be made 
available for the American Schools and Hos- 
pitals Abroad program: Provided further, That 
of the funds appropriated under this heading 
that are made available for assistance programs 
for displaced and orphaned children and victims 
of war, not to exceed $37,500, in addition to 
funds otherwise available for such purposes, 
may be used to monitor and provide oversight of 
such programs: Provided further, That funds 
appropriated under this heading should be made 
available for programs in sub-Saharan Africa to 
address sexual and gender-based violence: Рто- 
vided further, That of the funds appropriated 
under this heading, $2,000,000 should be made 
available to develop clean water treatment ac- 
tivities in developing countries: Provided fur- 
ther, That of the funds appropriated by this 
Act, $100,000,000 shall be made available for 
drinking water supply projects and related ac- 
tivities. 

INTERNATIONAL DISASTER AND FAMINE 
ASSISTANCE 

For necessary expenses of the United States 
Agency for International Development to carry 
out the provisions of section 491 of the Foreign 
Assistance Act of 1961 for international disaster 
relief, rehabilitation, and reconstruction assist- 
ance, $335,500,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended. 

In addition, for necessary expenses for assist- 
ance for famine prevention and relief, including 
for mitigation of the effects of famine, 
$34,500,000, to remain available until expended: 
Provided, That such funds shall be made avail- 
able utilizing the general authorities of section 
491 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, and 
shall be in addition to amounts otherwise avail- 
able for such purposes: Provided further, That 
funds appropriated by this paragraph shall be 
available for obligation subject to prior con- 
sultation with the Committees on Appropria- 
tions. 

TRANSITION INITIATIVES 

For necessary expenses for international dis- 
aster rehabilitation and reconstruction assist- 
ance pursuant to section 491 of the Foreign As- 
sistance Act of 1961, $49,000,000, to remain avail- 
able until expended, to support transition to de- 
тостасу and to long-term development of coun- 
tries in crisis: Provided, That such support may 
include assistance to develop, strengthen, or 
preserve democratic institutions and processes, 
revitalize basic infrastructure, and foster the 
peaceful resolution of conflict: Provided further, 
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That the United States Agency for International 
Development shall submit a report to the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations at least 5 days prior 
to beginning a new program of assistance: Рто- 
vided further, That if the President determines 
that is important to the national interests of the 
United States to provide transition assistance in 
excess of the amount appropriated under this 
heading, up to $15,000,000 of the funds appro- 
priated by this Act to carry out the provisions of 
part I of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 may 
be used for purposes of this heading and under 
the authorities applicable to funds appropriated 
under this heading: Provided further, That 
funds made available pursuant to the previous 
proviso shall be made available subject to prior 
consultation with the Committees on Appropria- 
tions. 
DEVELOPMENT CREDIT AUTHORITY 


(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the cost of direct loans and loan guaran- 
tees provided by the Umited States Agency for 
International Development, as authorized by 
sections 108 and 635 of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961, funds may be derived by transfer 
from funds appropriated by this Act to carry out 
part I of such Act and under the heading ‘‘As- 
sistance for Eastern Europe and the Baltic 
States’’: Provided, That such funds shall not ex- 
ceed $21,000,000, which shall be made available 
only for micro and small enterprise programs, 
urban programs, and other programs which fur- 
ther the purposes of part I of the Act: Provided 
further, That such costs, including the cost of 
modifying such direct and guaranteed loans, 
shall be as defined in section 502 of the Congres- 
sional Budget Act of 1974, as amended: Provided 
further, That funds made available by this 
paragraph may be used for the cost of modifying 
any such guaranteed loans under this Act or 
prior Acts, and funds used for such costs shall 
be subject to the regular notification procedures 
of the Committees on Appropriations: Provided 
further, That the provisions of section 107A(d) 
(relating to general provisions applicable to the 
Development Credit Authority) of the Foreign 
Assistance Act of 1961, as contained in section 
306 of H.R. 1486 as reported by the House Com- 
mittee on International Relations on May 9, 
1997, shall be applicable to direct loans and loan 
guarantees provided under this heading. 

In addition, for administrative expenses to 
carry out credit programs administered by the 
United States Agency for International Develop- 
ment, $8,000,000, which may be transferred to 
and merged with the appropriation for Oper- 
ating Expenses of the United States Agency for 
International Development: Provided, That 
funds made available under this heading shall 
remain available until September 30, 2007. 

PAYMENT TO THE FOREIGN SERVICE RETIREMENT 
AND DISABILITY FUND 

For payment to the ‘‘Foreign Service Retire- 
ment and Disability Fund’’, as authorized by 
the Foreign Service Act of 1980, $42,500,000. 

OPERATING EXPENSES OF THE UNITED STATES 

AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT 

For necessary expenses to carry out the provi- 
sions of section 667 of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961, $618,000,000, of which up to 
$25,000,000 may remain available until Sep- 
tember 30, 2006: Provided, That none of the 
funds appropriated under this heading and 
under the heading ‘‘Capital Investment Fund" 
may be made available to finance the construc- 
tion (including architect and engineering serv- 
ices), purchase, or long-term lease of offices for 
use by the United States Agency for Inter- 
national Development, unless the Administrator 
has identified such proposed construction (in- 
cluding architect and engineering services), pur- 
chase, or long-term lease of offices in a report 
submitted to the Committees on Appropriations 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


at least 15 days prior to the obligation of these 
funds for such purposes: Provided further, That 
the previous proviso shall not apply where the 
total cost of construction (including architect 
and engineering services), purchase, or long- 
term lease of offices does not exceed $1,000,000: 

Provided further, That contracts or agreements 

entered into with funds appropriated under this 

heading may entail commitments for the expend- 

iture of such funds through fiscal year 2006: 

Provided further, That none of the funds in this 

Act may be used to open a new overseas mission 

of the United States Agency for International 

Development without the prior written notifica- 

tion of the Committees on Appropriations: Pro- 

vided further, That the authority of sections 610 

and 109 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 

may be exercised by the Secretary of State to 

transfer funds appropriated to carry out chap- 
ter 1 of part I of such Act to “Operating Ex- 
penses of the United States Agency for Inter- 
national Development” in accordance with the 
provisions of those sections. 
CAPITAL INVESTMENT FUND 

For necessary expenses for overseas construc- 
tion and related costs, and for the procurement 
and enhancement of information technology 
and related capital investments, pursuant to 

section 667 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, 

$59,000,000, to remain available until expended: 

Provided, That this amount is in addition to 

funds otherwise available for such purposes: 

Provided further, That funds appropriated 

under this heading shall be available for obliga- 

tion only pursuant to the regular notification 
procedures of the Committees on Appropriations: 

Provided further, That of the amounts appro- 

priated under this heading, not to exceed 

$19,709,000 may be made available for the pur- 
poses of implementing the Capital Security Cost 

Sharing Program. 

OPERATING EXPENSES OF THE UNITED STATES 
AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT OF- 
FICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
For necessary expenses to carry out the provi- 

sions of section 667 of the Foreign Assistance 

Act of 1961, $35,000,000, to remain available until 

September 30, 2006, which sum shall be available 

for the Office of the Inspector General of the 

United States Agency for International Develop- 

ment. 

OTHER BILATERAL ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE 
ECONOMIC SUPPORT FUND 

For necessary expenses to carry out the provi- 
sions of chapter 4 of part II, $2,482,500,000, to те- 
main available until September 30, 2006: Pro- 
vided, That of the funds appropriated under 
this heading, not less than $360,000,000 shall be 
available only for Israel, which sum shall be 
available on a grant basis as a cash transfer 
and shall be disbursed within 30 days of the en- 
actment of this Act: Provided further, That not 
less than $535,000,000 shall be available only for 

Egypt, which sum shall be provided on a grant 

basis, and of which sum cash transfer assistance 

shall be provided with the understanding that 

Egypt will undertake significant economic re- 

forms which are additional to those which were 

undertaken in previous fiscal years, and of 
which $200,000,000 should be provided as Com- 
modity Import Program assistance: Provided 
further, That with respect to the provision of as- 
sistance for Egypt for democracy and govern- 
ance activities, the organizations implementing 
such assistance and the specific nature of that 
assistance shall not be subject to the prior ap- 
proval by the Government of Egypt: Provided 
further, That in exercising the authority to pro- 
vide cash transfer assistance for Israel, the 

President shall ensure that the level of such as- 

sistance does not cause an adverse impact on 

the total level of nonmilitary exports from the 

United States to such country and that Israel 
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enters into a side letter agreement in an amount 
proportional to the fiscal year 1999 agreement: 
Provided further, That of the funds appro- 
priated under this heading, not less than 
$250,000,000 should be made available only for 
assistance for Jordan: Provided further, That 
$13,500,000 of the funds appropriated under this 
heading shall be made available for Cyprus to 
be used only for scholarships, administrative 
support of the scholarship program, bicommunal 
projects, and measures aimed at reunification of 
the island and designed to reduce tensions and 
promote peace and cooperation between the two 
communities on Cyprus: Provided further, That 
$35,000,000 of the funds appropriated under this 
heading shall be made available for assistance 
for Lebanon, of which not less than $4,000,000 
should be made available for scholarships and 
direct support of American educational institu- 
tions in Lebanon: Provided further, That funds 
appropriated under this heading may be used, 
notwithstanding any other provision of law, to 
provide assistance to the National Democratic 
Alliance of Sudan to strengthen its ability to 
protect civilians from attacks, slave raids, and 
aerial bombardment by the Sudanese Govern- 
ment forces and its militia allies, and the provi- 
sion of such funds shall be subject to the regular 
notification procedures of the Committees on 
Appropriations: Provided further, That in the 
previous proviso, the term ‘‘assistance’’ includes 
non-lethal, non-food aid such as blankets, medi- 
cine, fuel, mobile clinics, water drilling equip- 
ment, communications equipment to notify civil- 
ians of aerial bombardment, non-military vehi- 
cles, tents, and shoes: Provided further, That 
not to exceed $200,000,000 of the funds appro- 
priated under this heading may be used for the 
costs, as defined in section 502 of the Congres- 
sional Budget Act of 1974, of modifying direct 
loans and guarantees for Pakistan: Provided 
further, That amounts that are made available 
under the previous proviso for the costs of modi- 
fying direct loans and guarantees shall not be 
considered ‘‘assistance’’ for the purposes of pro- 
visions of law limiting assistance to a country: 
Provided further, That of the funds appro- 
priated under this heading, mot less tham 
$22,000,000 shall be made available for assistance 
for the Democratic Republic of Timor-Leste, of 
which up to $1,000,000 may be available for ad- 
ministrative expenses of the United States Agen- 
cy for International Development: Provided fur- 
ther, That of the funds available under this 
heading for assistance for Indonesia, $3,000,000 
should be made available to promote freedom of 
the media in Indonesia: Provided further, That 
of the funds appropriated under this heading, 
$5,000,000 shall be made available to continue to 
support the provision of wheelchairs for needy 
persons in developing countries: Provided fur- 
ther, That funds appropriated under this head- 
ing that are made available for a Middle East 
Financing Facility, Middle East Enterprise 
Fund, or any other similar entity in the Middle 
East shall be subject to the regular notification 
procedures of the Committees on Appropriations: 
Provided further, That with respect to funds ap- 
propriated under this heading in this Act or 
prior Acts making appropriations for foreign op- 
erations, export financing, and related pro- 
grams, the responsibility for policy decisions 
and justifications for the use of such funds, in- 
cluding whether there will be a program for a 
country that uses those funds and the amount 
of each such program, shall be the responsibility 
of the Secretary of State and the Deputy Sec- 
retary of State and this responsibility shall not 
be delegated. 
INTERNATIONAL FUND FOR IRELAND 

For necessary expenses to carry out the provi- 
sions of chapter 4 of part II of the Foreign As- 
sistance Act of 1961, $18,500,000, which shall be 
available for the United States contribution to 
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the International Fund for Ireland and shall be 
made available in accordance with the provi- 
sions of the Anglo-Irish Agreement Support Act 
of 1986 (Public Law 99-415): Provided, That 
such amount shall be expended at the minimum 
rate necessary to make timely payment for 
projects and activities: Provided further, That 
funds made available under this heading shall 
remain available until September 30, 2006. 
ASSISTANCE FOR EASTERN EUROPE AND THE 
BALTIC STATES 

(a) For necessary expenses to carry out the 
provisions of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 
and the Support for East European Democracy 
(SEED) Act of 1989, $396,600,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2006, which shall 
be available, notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of law, for assistance and for related pro- 
grams for Eastern Europe and the Baltic States: 
Provided, That of the funds appropriated under 
this heading that are made available for assist- 
ance for Bulgaria, $2,000,000 should be made 
available to enhance safety at nuclear power 
plants. 

(b) Funds appropriated under this heading 
shall be considered to be economic assistance 
under the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 for 
purposes of making available the administrative 
authorities contained in that Act for the use of 
economic assistance. 

(c) The provisions of section 529 of this Act 
shall apply to funds appropriated under this 
heading: Provided, That notwithstanding any 
provision of this or any other Act, including 
provisions in this subsection regarding the ap- 
plication of section 529 of this Act, local cur- 
rencies generated by, or converted from, funds 
appropriated by this Act and by previous appro- 
priations Acts and made available for the eco- 
nomic revitalization program in Bosnia may be 
used in Eastern Europe and the Baltic States to 
carry out the provisions of the Foreign Assist- 
ance Act of 1961 and the Support for East Euro- 
pean Democracy (SEED) Act of 1989. 

(а) The President is authorized to withhold 
funds appropriated under this heading made 
available for economic revitalization programs 
in Bosnia and Herzegovina, if he determines 
and certifies to the Committees on Appropria- 
tions that the Federation of Bosnia and 
Herzegovina has not complied with article III of 
annex 1-А of the General Framework Agreement 
for Peace in Bosnia and Herzegovina con- 
cerning the withdrawal of foreign forces, and 
that intelligence cooperation on training, inves- 
tigations, and related activities between state 
sponsors of terrorism and terrorist organizations 
and Bosnian officials has not been terminated. 

ASSISTANCE FOR THE INDEPENDENT STATES OF 

THE FORMER SOVIET UNION 

(a) For necessary expenses to carry out the 
provisions of chapters 11 and 12 of part I of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 and the FREE- 
DOM Support Act, for assistance for the Inde- 
pendent States of the former Soviet Union and 
for related programs, $560,000,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2006: Provided, 
That the provisions of such chapters shall apply 
to funds appropriated by this paragraph: Рто- 
vided further, That funds made available for the 
Southern Caucasus region may be used, not- 
withstanding any other provision of law, for 
confidence-building measures and other activi- 
ties in furtherance of the peaceful resolution of 
the regional conflicts, especially those in the vi- 
cinity of Abkhazia and Nagorno-Karabagh: 
Provided further, That of the funds аррто- 
priated under this heading, $3,859,000 should be 
available only to meet the health and other as- 
sistance needs of victims of trafficking in per- 
sons: Provided further, That of the funds appro- 
priated under this heading, $17,500,000 shall be 
made available solely for assistance for the Rus- 
sian Far East: Provided further, That, notwith- 
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standing any other provision of law, funds ap- 
propriated under this heading in this Act or 
prior Acts making appropriations for foreign op- 
erations, export financing, and related pro- 
grams, that are made available pursuant to the 
provisions of section 807 of Public Law 102-511 
shall be subject to a 6 percent ceiling on admin- 
istrative expenses. 

(b) Of the funds appropriated under this 
heading that are made available for assistance 
for Ukraine, not less than $5,000,000 should be 
made available for nuclear reactor safety initia- 
tives, and not less than $1,500,000 shall be made 
available for coal mine safety programs. 

(c) Of the funds appropriated under this 
heading, not less than $55,000,000 should be 
made available, in addition to funds otherwise 
available for such purposes, for assistance for 
child survival, environmental and reproductive 
health, and to combat HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis 
and other infectious diseases, and for related 
activities. 

(а)(1) Of the funds appropriated under this 
heading that are allocated for assistance for the 
Government of the Russian Federation, 60 per- 
cent shall be withheld from obligation until the 
President determines and certifies in writing to 
the Committees on Appropriations that the Gov- 
ernment of the Russian Federation: 

(A) has terminated implementation of ar- 
rangements to provide Iran with technical ex- 
pertise, training, technology, or equipment nec- 
essary to develop a nuclear reactor, related nu- 
clear research facilities or programs, or ballistic 
missile capability; and 

(B) is providing full access to international 
non-government organizations providing hu- 
manitarian relief to refugees and internally dis- 
placed persons in Chechnya. 

(2) Paragraph (1) shall not apply to— 

(A) assistance to combat infectious diseases, 
child survival activities, or assistance for victims 
of trafficking in persons; and 

(B) activities authorized under title V (Non- 
proliferation and Disarmament Programs and 
Activities) of the FREEDOM Support Act. 

(e) Section 907 of the FREEDOM Support Act 
shall not apply to— 

(1) activities to support democracy or assist- 
ance under title V of the FREEDOM Support 
Act and section 1424 of Public Law 104-201 or 
non-proliferation assistance; 

(2) any assistance provided by the Trade and 
Development Agency under section 661 of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2421); 

(3) any activity carried out by a member of the 
United States and Foreign Commercial Service 
while acting within his or her official capacity; 

(4) any insurance, reinsurance, guarantee or 
other assistance provided by the Overseas Pri- 
vate Investment Corporation under title IV of 
chapter 2 of part I of the Foreign Assistance Act 
of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2191 et seq.); 

(5) any financing provided under the Export- 
Import Bank Act of 1945; or 

(6) humanitarian assistance. 

INDEPENDENT AGENCIES 
INTER-AMERICAN FOUNDATION 

For necessary expenses to carry out the func- 
tions of the Inter-American Foundation in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of section 401 of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1969, $18,000,000, 
to remain available until September 30, 2006. 

AFRICAN DEVELOPMENT FOUNDATION 

For necessary expenses to carry out title V of 
the International Security and Development Co- 
operation Act of 1980, Public Law 96-533, 
$19,000,000, to remain available until September 
30, 2006: Provided, That funds made available to 
grantees may be invested pending expenditure 
for project purposes when authorized by the 
board of directors of the Foundation: Provided 
further, That interest earned shall be used only 
for the purposes for which the grant was made: 
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Provided further, That notwithstanding section 
505(a)(2) of the African Development Founda- 
tion Act, in exceptional circumstances the board 
of directors of the Foundation may waive the 
$250,000 limitation contained in that section 
with respect to a project: Provided further, That 
the Foundation shall provide a report to the 
Committees on Appropriations after each time 
such waiver authority is exercised. 


PEACE CORPS 


For necessary expenses to carry out the provi- 
sions of the Peace Corps Act (75 Stat. 612), 
$320,000,000, including the purchase of not to ex- 
ceed five passenger motor vehicles for adminis- 
trative purposes for use outside of the United 
States: Provided, That none of the funds appro- 
priated under this heading shall be used to pay 
for abortions: Provided further, That funds ap- 
propriated under this heading shall remain 
available until September 30, 2006. 

MILLENNIUM CHALLENGE CORPORATION 


For necessary expenses for the “Millennium 
Challenge Corporation’’, $1,500,000,000, to re- 
main available until expended: Provided, That 
of the funds appropriated under this heading, 
up to $50,000,000 may be available for adminis- 
trative expenses of the Millennium Challenge 
Corporation: Provided further, That none of the 
funds appropriated under this heading may be 
made available for the provision of assistance 
until the Chief Executive Officer of the Millen- 
nium Challenge Corporation provides a written 
budget justification to the Committees on Appro- 
priations: Provided further, That up to 10 per- 
cent of the funds appropriated under this head- 
ing may be made available to carry out the pur- 
poses of section 616 of the Millennium Challenge 
Act of 2003: Provided further, That none of the 
funds available to carry out section 616 of such 
Act may be made available until the Chief Exec- 
utive Officer of the Millennium Challenge Cor- 
poration provides a report to the Committees on 
Appropriations listing the candidate countries 
that will be receiving assistance under section 
616 of such Act, the level of assistance proposed 
for each such country, a description of the pro- 
posed programs, projects and activities, and the 
implementing agency or agencies of the United 
States Government: Provided further, That sec- 
tion 605(e)(4) of the Millennium Challenge Act 
of 2003 shall apply to funds appropriated under 
this heading: Provided further, That funds ap- 
propriated under this heading, and funds ap- 
propriated under this heading in division D of 
Public Law 108-199, may be made available for 
a Millennium Challenge Compact entered into 
pursuant to section 609 of the Millennium Chal- 
lenge Act of 2003 only if such Compact obligates, 
or contains a commitment to obligate subject to 
the availability of funds and the mutual agree- 
ment of the parties to the Compact to proceed, 
the entire amount of the United States Govern- 
ment funding anticipated for the duration of the 
Compact: Provided further, That the previous 
proviso shall be effective om the date of enact- 
ment of this Act. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
GLOBAL HIV/AIDS INITIATIVE 


For necessary expenses to carry out the provi- 
sions of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 for 
the prevention, treatment, and control of, and 
research on, HIV/AIDS, $1,385,000,000, to remain 
available until expended: Provided, That of the 
funds appropriated under this heading, not 
more than $8,818,000 may be made available for 
administrative expenses of the Office of the Co- 
ordinator of United States Government Activi- 
ties to Combat HIV/AIDS Globally of the De- 
partment of State: Provided further, That of the 
funds appropriated under this heading, not less 
than $27,000,000 should be made available for a 
United States contribution to UNAIDS. 
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INTERNATIONAL NARCOTICS CONTROL AND LAW 
ENFORCEMENT 

For necessary expenses to carry out section 
481 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, 
$328,820,000, to remain available until September 
30, 2007: Provided, That during fiscal year 2005, 
the Department of State may also use the au- 
thority of section 608 of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961, without regard to its restrictions, to 
receive excess property from an agency of the 
United States Government for the purpose of 
providing it to a foreign country under chapter 
8 of part I of that Act subject to the regular no- 
tification procedures of the Committees on Ap- 
propriations: Provided further, That the Sec- 
retary of State shall provide to the Committees 
on Appropriations not later than 45 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act and prior 
to the initial obligation of funds appropriated 
under this heading, a report on the proposed 
uses of all funds under this heading on a coun- 
try-by-country basis for each proposed program, 
project, or activity: Provided further, That of 
the funds appropriated under this heading, not 
less than $11,900,000 should be made available 
for training programs and activities of the Inter- 
national Law Enforcement Academies: Provided 
further, That of the funds appropriated under 
this heading, not less than $4,000,000 should be 
made available for assistance for the Philippines 
for police training and other related activities: 
Provided further, That $10,000,000 of the funds 
appropriated under this heading shall be made 
available for demand reduction programs: Рто- 
vided further, That $40,000,000 of the funds ap- 
propriated under this heading should be made 
available for assistance for Mexico: Provided 
further, That $10,500,000 of the funds appro- 
priated under this heading should be made 
available for assistance for countries and pro- 
grams in Africa: Provided further, That of the 
funds appropriated | under this heading, 
$3,000,000 shall be made available for assistance 
for the Government of Malta for the purchase of 
helicopters to enhance its ability to control its 
borders and deter terrorists: Provided further, 
That of the funds appropriated under this head- 
ing, not more than $30,300,000 may be available 
for administrative expenses. 

ANDEAN COUNTERDRUG INITIATIVE 

For necessary expenses to carry out section 
481 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 to sup- 
port counterdrug activities in the Andean region 
of South America, $731,000,000, to remain avail- 
able until September 30, 2007: Provided, That in 
fiscal year 2005, funds available to the Depart- 
ment of State for assistance to the Government 
of Colombia shall be available to support a uni- 
fied campaign against narcotics trafficking, 
against activities by organizations designated as 
terrorist organizations such as the Revolu- 
tionary Armed Forces of Colombia (FARC), the 
National Liberation Army (ELN), апа the 
United Self-Defense Forces of Colombia (AUC), 
and to take actions to protect human health 
and welfare in emergency circumstances, includ- 
ing undertaking rescue operations: Provided 
further, That this authority shall cease to be ef- 
fective if the Secretary of State has credible evi- 
dence that the Colombian Armed Forces are not 
conducting vigorous operations to restore gov- 
ernment authority and respect for human rights 
in areas under the effective control of para- 
military and guerrilla organizations: Provided 
further, That the President shall ensure that if 
any helicopter procured with funds under this 
heading is used to aid or abet the operations of 
any illegal self-defense group or illegal security 
cooperative, such helicopter shall be imme- 
diately returned to the United States: Provided 
further, That none of the funds appropriated by 
this Act may be made available to support a Pe- 
ruvian air interdiction program until the Sec- 
retary of State and Director of Central Intel- 
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ligence certify to the Congress, 30 days before 
any resumption of United States involvement in 
a Peruvian air interdiction program, that an air 
interdiction program that permits the ability of 
the Peruvian Air Force to shoot down aircraft 
will include enhanced safeguards and ртосе- 
dures to prevent the occurrence of any incident 
similar to the April 20, 2001 incident: Provided 
further, That the Secretary of State, in con- 
sultation with the Administrator of the United 
States Agency for International Development, 
shall provide to the Committees on Appropria- 
tions not later than 45 days after the date of the 
enactment of this Act and prior to the initial ob- 
ligation of funds appropriated under this head- 
ing, a report on the proposed uses of all funds 
under this heading on a country-by-country 
basis for each proposed program, project, or ac- 
tivity: Provided further, That of the funds ap- 
propriated under this heading, not less than 
$264,600,000 shall be made available for alter- 
native development/institution building, of 
which $237,000,000 shall be apportioned directly 
to the United States Agency for International 
Development, including $125,700,000 for assist- 
ance for Colombia: Provided further, That with 
respect to funds apportioned to the United 
States Agency for International Development 
under the previous proviso, the responsibility for 
policy decisions for the use of such funds, in- 
cluding what activities will be funded and the 
amount of funds that will be provided for each 
of those activities, shall be the responsibility of 
the Administrator of the United States Agency 
for International Development in consultation 
with the Assistant Secretary of State for Inter- 
national Narcotics and Law Enforcement Af- 
fairs: Provided further, That of the funds ap- 
propriated under this heading, not less than 
$6,000,000 should be made available for judicial 
reform programs in Colombia: Provided further, 
That of the funds appropriated under this head- 
ing, in addition to funds made available pursu- 
ant to the previous proviso, not less than 
$6,000,000 shall be made available to the United 
States Agency for International Development for 
organizations and programs to protect human 
rights: Provided further, That funds made avail- 
able in this Act for demobilization/reintegration 
of members of foreign terrorist organizations in 
Colombia shall be subject to prior consultation 
with, and the regular notification procedures of, 
the Committees on Appropriations: Provided 
further, That not more than 20 percent of the 
funds appropriated by this Act that are used for 
the procurement of chemicals for aerial coca 
and poppy fumigation programs may be made 
available for such programs unless the Secretary 
of State certifies to the Committees on Appro- 
priations that: (1) the herbicide mixture is being 
used in accordance with EPA label requirements 
for comparable use in the United States and 
with Colombian laws; and (2) the herbicide mix- 
ture, in the manner it is being used, does not 
pose unreasonable risks or adverse effects to hu- 
mans or the environment: Provided further, 
That such funds may not be made available un- 
less the Secretary of State certifies to the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations that complaints of 
harm to health or licit crops caused by such fu- 
migation are evaluated and fair compensation is 
being paid for meritorious claims: Provided fur- 
ther, That such funds may not be made avail- 
able for such purposes unless programs are 
being implemented by the United States Agency 
for International Development, the Government 
of Colombia, or other organizations, in consulta- 
tion with local communities, to provide alter- 
native sources of income in areas where security 
permits for small-acreage growers whose illicit 
crops are targeted for fumigation: Provided fur- 
ther, That of the funds appropriated under this 
heading, $2,000,000 should be made available 
through nongovernmental organizations for pro- 
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grams to protect biodiversity and indigenous re- 
serves in Colombia: Provided further, That 
funds appropriated by this Act may be used for 
aerial fumigation in Colombia’s national parks 
or reserves only if the Secretary of State deter- 
mines that it is in accordance with Colombian 
laws and that there are no effective alternatives 
to reduce drug cultivation in these areas: Рто- 
vided further, That section 482(b) of the Foreign 
Assistance Act of 1961 shall not apply to funds 
appropriated under this heading: Provided fur- 
ther, That assistance provided with funds ap- 
propriated under this heading that is made 
available notwithstanding section 482(b) of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 shall be made 
available subject to the regular notification pro- 
cedures of the Committees on Appropriations: 
Provided further, That no United States Armed 
Forces personnel or United States civilian con- 
tractor employed by the United States will par- 
ticipate in any combat operation in connection 
with assistance made available by this Act for 
Colombia: Provided further, That funds appro- 
priated under this heading that are available 
for assistance for the Bolivian military and po- 
lice may be made available for such purposes 
only if the Bolivian military and police are re- 
specting human rights and cooperating with ci- 
vilian judicial authorities, and the Bolivian 
Government is prosecuting and punishing those 
responsible for violations of human rights: Pro- 
vided further, That of the funds appropriated 
under this heading, not more than $16,285,000 
may be available for administrative expenses of 
the Department of State, and not more than 
$7,800,000 may be available, in addition to 
amounts otherwise available for such purposes, 
for administrative expenses of the United States 
Agency for International Development. 


MIGRATION AND REFUGEE ASSISTANCE 


For expenses, not otherwise provided for, nec- 
essary to enable the Secretary of State to pro- 
vide, as authorized by law, a contribution to the 
International Committee of the Red Cross, as- 
sistance to refugees, including contributions to 
the International Organization for Migration 
and the United Nations High Commissioner for 
Refugees, and other activities to meet refugee 
and migration needs; salaries and expenses of 
personnel and dependents as authorized by the 
Foreign Service Act of 1980; allowances as au- 
thorized by sections 5921 through 5925 of title 5, 
United States Code; purchase and hire of pas- 
senger motor vehicles; and services as author- 
ized by section 3109 of title 5, United States 
Code, $770,000,000, which shall remain available 
until expended: Provided, That not more than 
$22,000,000 may be available for administrative 
expenses: Provided further, That not less than 
$50,000,000 of the funds made available under 
this heading shall be made available for refu- 
gees from the former Soviet Union and Eastern 
Europe and other refugees resettling in Israel: 
Provided further, That funds appropriated 
under this heading may be made available for a 
headquarters contribution to the International 
Committee of the Red Cross only if the Secretary 
of State determines (and so reports to the appro- 
priate committees of Congress) that the Magen 
David Adom Society of Israel is not being denied 
participation in the activities of the Inter- 
national Red Cross and Red Crescent Move- 
ment. 


UNITED STATES EMERGENCY REFUGEE AND 
MIGRATION ASSISTANCE FUND 


For necessary expenses to carry out the provi- 
sions of section 2(c) of the Migration and Ref- 
ugee Assistance Act of 1962, as amended (22 
U.S.C. 2601(c)), $30,000,000, to remain available 
until expended: Provided, That funds made 
available under this heading are appropriated 
notwithstanding the provisions contained in 
section 2(c)(2) of such Act which would limit the 
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amount of funds which could be appropriated 
for this purpose. 
NONPROLIFERATION, ANTI-TERRORISM, DEMINING 
AND RELATED PROGRAMS 

For necessary expenses for nonproliferation, 
anti-terrorism, demining and related programs 
and activities, $402,000,000, to carry out the pro- 
visions of chapter 8 of part II of the Foreign As- 
sistance Act of 1961 for anti-terrorism assist- 
ance, chapter 9 of part II of the Foreign Assist- 
ance Act of 1961, section 504 of the FREEDOM 
Support Act, section 23 of the Arms Export Con- 
trol Act or the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 for 
demining activities, the clearance of unexploded 
ordnance, the destruction of small arms, and re- 
lated activities, notwithstanding any other pro- 
vision of law, including activities implemented 
through nongovernmental and international or- 
ganizations, and section 301 of the Foreign As- 
sistance Act of 1961 for a voluntary contribution 
to the International Atomic Energy Agency 
(IAEA), and for a United States contribution to 
the Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban Treaty 
Preparatory Commission: Provided, That of this 
amount not to exceed $32,000,000, to remain 
available until erpended, may be made available 
for the Nonproliferation and Disarmament 
Fund, notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, to promote bilateral and multilateral activi- 
ties relating to nonproliferation and disar- 
mament: Provided further, That such funds may 
also be used for such countries other than the 
Independent States of the former Soviet Union 
and international organizations when it is in 
the national security interest of the United 
States to do so: Provided further, That funds 
appropriated under this heading may be made 
available for the International Atomic Energy 
Agency only if the Secretary of State determines 
(and so reports to the Congress) that Israel is 
not being denied its right to participate in the 
activities of that Agency: Provided further, That 
funds available during fiscal year 2005 for a 
contribution to the Comprehensive Nuclear Test 
Ban Treaty Preparatory Commission and that 
are not necessary to make the United States 
contribution to the Commission in the amount 
assessed for fiscal year 2005 shall be made avail- 
able for a voluntary contribution to the Inter- 
national Atomic Energy Agency and shall re- 
main available until September 30, 2006: Pro- 
vided further, That of the funds made available 
for demining and related activities, not to ex- 
ceed $690,000, in addition to funds otherwise 
available for such purposes, may be used for ad- 
ministrative expenses related to the operation 
and management of the demining program: Pro- 
vided further, That funds appropriated under 
this heading that are available for ‘‘Anti-ter- 
rorism Assistance" and “Export Control and 
Border Security" shall remain available until 
September 30, 2006. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE 

For necessary expenses to carry out the provi- 
sions of section 129 of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961, $19,000,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2007, which shall be available not- 
withstanding any other provision of law. 

DEBT RESTRUCTURING 

For the cost, as defined in section 502 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974, of modifying 
loans and loan guarantees, as the President 
may determine, for which funds have been ap- 
propriated or otherwise made available for pro- 
grams within the International Affairs Budget 
Function 150, including the cost of selling, re- 
ducing, or canceling amounts owed to the 
United States as a result of concessional loans 
made to eligible countries, pursuant to parts IV 
and V of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, and 
of modifying concessional credit agreements 
with least developed countries, as authorized 
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under section 411 of the Agricultural Trade De- 
velopment and Assistance Act of 1954, as amend- 
ed, and concessional loans, guarantees and 
credit agreements, as authorized under section 
572 of the Foreign Operations, Export Financ- 
ing, and Related Programs Appropriations Act, 
1989 (Public Law 100-461), and of canceling 
amounts owed, as a result of loans or guaran- 
tees made pursuant to the Export-Import Bank 
Act of 1945, by countries that are eligible for 
debt reduction pursuant to title V of H.R. 3425 
as enacted into law by section 1000(a)(5) of Pub- 
lic Law 106-113, $100,000,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2007: Provided, That not less 
than $20,000,000 of the funds appropriated 
under this heading shall be made available to 
carry out the provisions of part V of the Foreign 
Assistance Act of 1961: Provided further, That 
up to $75,000,000 of the funds appropriated 
under this heading may be used by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to pay to the Heavily In- 
debted Poor Countries (HIPC) Trust Fund ad- 
ministered by the International Bank for Recon- 
struction and Development amounts for the ben- 
efit of countries that are eligible for debt reduc- 
tion pursuant to title V of H.R. 3425 as enacted 
into law by section 1000(a)(5) of Public Law 106- 
113: Provided further, That amounts paid to the 
HIPC Trust Fund may be used only to fund debt 
reduction under the enhanced HIPC initiative 
by— 

(1) the Inter-American Development Bank; 

(2) the African Development Fund; 

(3) the African Development Bank; and 

(4) the Central American Bank for Economic 

Integration: 
Provided further, That funds may not be paid to 
the HIPC Trust Fund for the benefit of any 
country if the Secretary of State has credible 
evidence that the government of such country is 
engaged in a consistent pattern of gross viola- 
tions of internationally recognized human rights 
or in military or civil conflict that undermines 
its ability to develop and implement measures to 
alleviate poverty and to devote adequate human 
and financial resources to that end: Provided 
further, That on the basis of final appropria- 
tions, the Secretary of the Treasury shall con- 
Sult with the Committees on Appropriations con- 
cerning which countries and international fi- 
nancial institutions are expected to benefit from 
a United States contribution to the HIPC Trust 
Fund during the fiscal year: Provided further, 
That the Secretary of the Treasury shall inform 
the Committees on Appropriations not less than 
15 days in advance of the signature of an agree- 
ment by the United States to make payments to 
the HIPC Trust Fund of amounts for such coun- 
tries and institutions: Provided further, That 
the Secretary of the Treasury may disburse 
funds designated for debt reduction through the 
HIPC Trust Fund only for the benefit of coun- 
tries that— 

(1) have committed, for a period of 24 months, 
not to accept new market-rate loans from the 
international financial institution receiving debt 
repayment as a result of such disbursement, 
other than loans made by such institutions to 
export-oriented commercial projects that gen- 
erate foreign exchange which are generally re- 
ferred to as ‘‘enclave’’ loans; and 

(2) have documented and demonstrated their 
commitment to redirect their budgetary re- 
sources from international debt repayments to 
programs to alleviate poverty and promote eco- 
nomic growth that are additional to or expand 
upon those previously available for such pur- 
poses: 


Provided further, That any limitation of sub- 
section (e) of section 411 of the Agricultural 
Trade Development and Assistance Act of 1954 
shall not apply to funds appropriated under this 
heading: Provided further, That none of the 
funds made available under this heading in this 
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or any other appropriations Act shall be made 
available for Sudan or Burma unless the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury determines and notifies 
the Committees on Appropriations that a demo- 
cratically elected government has taken office: 
Provided further, That none of the funds appro- 
priated under this heading may be paid to the 
HIPC Trust Fund for the benefit of any country 
that has accepted loans from an international 
financial institution between such country’s de- 
cision point and completion point: Provided fur- 
ther, That the terms ‘‘decision point” and “сот- 
pletion point” shall have the same meaning as 
defined by the International Monetary Fund. 
TITLE II—MILITARY ASSISTANCE 
FUNDS APPROPRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT 
INTERNATIONAL MILITARY EDUCATION AND 
TRAINING 

For necessary expenses to carry out the provi- 
sions of section 541 of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961, $89,730,000, of which up to $3,000,000 
may remain available until expended: Provided, 
That the civilian personnel for whom military 
education and training may be provided under 
this heading may include civilians who are not 
members of a government whose participation 
would contribute to improved civil-military rela- 
tions, civilian control of the military, or respect 
for human rights: Provided further, That funds 
appropriated under this heading for military 
education and training for Guatemala may only 
be available for expanded international military 
education and training, and funds made avail- 
able for Haiti, the Democratic Republic of the 
Congo, and Nigeria may only be provided 
through the regular notification procedures of 
the Committees on Appropriations. 

FOREIGN MILITARY FINANCING PROGRAM 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For expenses necessary for grants to enable 
the President to carry out the provisions of sec- 
tion 23 of the Arms Export Control Act, 
$4,783,500,000: Provided, That of the funds ap- 
propriated under this heading, not less than 
$2,220,000,000 shall be available for grants only 
for Israel, and not less than $1,300,000,000 shall 
be made available for grants only for Egypt: 
Provided further, That the funds appropriated 
by this paragraph for Israel shall be disbursed 
within 30 days of the enactment of this Act: 
Provided further, That to the extent that the 
Government of Israel requests that funds be 
used for such purposes, grants made available 
for Israel by this paragraph shall, as agreed by 
Israel and the United States, be available for 
advanced weapons systems, of which not less 
than $580,000,000 shall be available for the pro- 
curement in Israel of defense articles and de- 
fense services, including research and develop- 
ment: Provided further, That of the funds ap- 
propriated by this paragraph, %206,000,000 
should be made available for assistance for Jor- 
dan: Provided further, That in addition to the 
funds appropriated under this heading, up to 
$150,000,000 for assistance for Pakistan may be 
derived by transfer from unobligated balances of 
funds appropriated under the headings ‘‘Eco- 
nomic Support Fund" and ‘‘Foreign Military 
Financing Program’’ in prior appropriations 
Acts and not otherwise designated in those Acts 
for a specific country, use, or purpose: Provided 
further, That of the funds appropriated under 
this heading, not more than $2,000,000 may be 
made available for assistance for Uganda and 
only for non-lethal military equipment if the 
Secretary of State determines and reports to the 
Committees on Appropriations that the Govern- 
ment of Uganda has made significant progress 
in: (1) the protection of human rights, especially 
preventing acts of torture; (2) the protection of 
civilians in northern and eastern Uganda; and 
(3) the professionalization of the Ugandan 
armed forces: Provided further, That funds ap- 
propriated or otherwise made available by this 
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paragraph shall be nonrepayable notwith- 
standing any requirement in section 23 of the 
Arms Export Control Act: Provided further, 
That funds made available under this para- 
graph shall be obligated upon apportionment in 
accordance with paragraph (5)(C) of title 31, 
United States Code, section 1501(a). 


None of the funds made available under this 
heading shall be available to finance the pro- 
curement of defense articles, defense services, or 
design and construction services that are not 
sold by the United States Government under the 
Arms Export Control Act unless the foreign 
country proposing to make such procurements 
has first signed an agreement with the United 
States Government specifying the conditions 
under which such procurements may be fi- 
nanced with such funds: Provided, That all 
country and funding level increases in alloca- 
tions shall be submitted through the regular no- 
tification procedures of section 515 of this Act: 
Provided further, That none of the funds appro- 
priated under this heading shall be available for 
assistance for Sudan and Guatemala: Provided 
further, That none of the funds appropriated 
under this heading may be made available for 
assistance for Haiti except pursuant to the reg- 
ular notification procedures of the Committees 
on Appropriations: Provided further, That 
funds made available under this heading may be 
used, notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, for demining, the clearance of unexploded 
ordnance, and related activities, and may in- 
clude activities implemented through non- 
governmental and international organizations: 
Provided further, That only those countries for 
which assistance was justified for the “Foreign 
Military Sales Financing Program” in the fiscal 
year 1989 congressional presentation for security 
assistance programs may utilize funds made 
available under this heading for procurement of 
defense articles, defense services or design and 
construction services that are not sold by the 
United States Government under the Arms Ет- 
port Control Act: Provided further, That funds 
appropriated under this heading shall be ex- 
pended at the minimum rate necessary to make 
timely payment for defense articles and services: 
Provided further, That not тоте than 
$40,000,000 of the funds appropriated under this 
heading may be obligated for necessary ex- 
penses, including the purchase of passenger 
motor vehicles for replacement only for use out- 
side of the United States, for the general costs of 
administering military assistance and sales: Pro- 
vided further, That not more than $367,000,000 
of funds realized pursuant to section 21(e)(1)(A) 
of the Arms Export Control Act may be obligated 
for expenses incurred by the Department of De- 
fense during fiscal year 2005 pursuant to section 
43(b) of the Arms Export Control Act, except 
that this limitation may be exceeded only 
through the regular notification procedures of 
the Committees on Appropriations: Provided 
further, That foreign military financing pro- 
gram funds estimated to be outlayed for Egypt 
during fiscal year 2005 shall be transferred to an 
interest bearing account for Egypt in the Fed- 
eral Reserve Bank of New York within 30 days 
of enactment of this Act. 


PEACEKEEPING OPERATIONS 


For necessary expenses to carry out the provi- 
sions of section 551 of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961, $104,000,000: Provided, That none of 
the funds appropriated under this heading shall 
be obligated or expended except as provided 
through the regular notification procedures of 
the Committees on Appropriations. 
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TITLE IV—MULTILATERAL ECONOMIC 
ASSISTANCE 
FUNDS APPROPRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT 
INTERNATIONAL FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS 
GLOBAL ENVIRONMENT FACILITY 
For the United States contribution for the 
Global Environment Facility, $107,500,000 to the 
International Bank for Reconstruction and De- 
velopment as trustee for the Global Environment 
Facility, by the Secretary of the Treasury, to re- 
main available until erpended. 
CONTRIBUTION TO THE INTERNATIONAL 
DEVELOPMENT ASSOCIATION 
For payment to the International Develop- 
ment Association by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, $850,000,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended. 
CONTRIBUTION TO THE ENTERPRISE FOR THE 
AMERICAS MULTILATERAL INVESTMENT FUND 
For payment to the Enterprise for the Amer- 
icas Multilateral Investment Fund by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, for the United States 
contribution to the fund, $11,000,000, to remain 
available until expended. 
CONTRIBUTION TO THE ASIAN DEVELOPMENT FUND 
For the United States contribution by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to the increase in re- 
sources of the Asian Development Fund, as au- 
thorized by the Asian Development Bank Act, as 
amended, $100,000,000, to remain available until 
expended. 
CONTRIBUTION TO THE AFRICAN DEVELOPMENT 
BANK 
For payment to the African Development 
Bank by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
$4,100,000, for the United States paid-in share of 
the increase in capital stock, to remain available 
until expended. 
LIMITATION ON CALLABLE CAPITAL 
SUBSCRIPTIONS 
The United States Governor of the African 
Development Bank may subscribe without fiscal 
year limitation for the callable capital portion of 
the United States share of such capital stock in 
an amount not to exceed $79,532,933. 
CONTRIBUTION TO THE AFRICAN DEVELOPMENT 
FUND 
For the United States contribution by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to the increase in re- 
sources of the African Development Fund, 
$106,000,000, to remain available until expended. 
CONTRIBUTION TO THE EUROPEAN BANK FOR 
RECONSTRUCTION AND DEVELOPMENT 
For payment to the European Bank for Re- 
construction and Development by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, $35,431,111 for the United 
States share of the paid-in portion of the in- 
crease in capital stock, to remain available until 
expended. 
LIMITATION ON CALLABLE CAPITAL 
SUBSCRIPTIONS 
The United States Governor of the European 
Bank for Reconstruction and Development may 
subscribe without fiscal year limitation to the 
callable capital portion of the United States 
share of such capital stock in an amount not to 
exceed $121,996,662. 
CONTRIBUTION TO THE INTERNATIONAL FUND FOR 
AGRICULTURAL DEVELOPMENT 
For the United States contribution by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to increase the resources 
of the International Fund for Agricultural De- 
velopment, $15,000,000, to remain available until 
expended. 
INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS AND PROGRAMS 
For necessary expenses to carry out the provi- 
sions of section 301 of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961, and of section 2 of the United Na- 
tions Environment Program Participation Act of 
1973, $328,394,000: Provided, That none of the 
funds appropriated under this heading may be 
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made available to the International Atomic En- 
ergy Agency (IAEA). 
TITLE V—GENERAL PROVISIONS 

COMPENSATION FOR UNITED STATES EXECUTIVE 

DIRECTORS TO INTERNATIONAL FINANCIAL INSTI- 

TUTIONS 

SEC. 501. (a) No funds appropriated by this 
Act may be made as payment to any inter- 
national financial institution while the United 
States Executive Director to such institution is 
compensated by the institution at a rate which, 
together with whatever compensation such Di- 
rector receives from the United States, is in ex- 
cess of the rate provided for an individual occu- 
pying a position at level IV of the Executive 
Schedule under section 5315 of title 5, United 
States Code, or while any alternate United 
States Director to such institution is com- 
pensated by the institution at a rate in excess of 
the rate provided for an individual occupying a 
position at level V of the Executive Schedule 
under section 5316 of title 5, United States Code. 

(b) For purposes of this section, ‘‘inter- 
national financial institutions’’ are: the Inter- 
national Bank for Reconstruction and Develop- 
ment, the Inter-American Development Bank, 
the Asian Development Bank, the Asian Devel- 
opment Fund, the African Development Bank, 
the African Development Fund, the Inter- 
national Monetary Fund, the North American 
Development Bank, and the European Bank for 
Reconstruction and Development. 
RESTRICTIONS ON VOLUNTARY CONTRIBUTIONS TO 

UNITED NATIONS AGENCIES 

SEC. 502. None of the funds appropriated by 
this Act may be made available to pay any vol- 
untary contribution of the United States to the 
United Nations (including the United Nations 
Development Program) if the United Nations im- 
plements or imposes any taxation on any United 
States persons. 

LIMITATION ON RESIDENCE EXPENSES 

SEC. 503. Of the funds appropriated or made 
available pursuant to this Act, not to exceed 
$100,500 shall be for official residence expenses 
of the United States Agency for International 
Development during the current fiscal year: 
Provided, That appropriate steps shall be taken 
to assure that, to the maximum extent possible, 
United States-owned foreign currencies are uti- 
lized in lieu of dollars. 

LIMITATION ON EXPENSES 

SEC. 504. Of the funds appropriated or made 
available pursuant to this Act, not to exceed 
$5,000 shall be for entertainment expenses of the 
United States Agency for International Develop- 
ment during the current fiscal year. 
LIMITATION ON REPRESENTATIONAL ALLOWANCES 

SEC. 505. Of the funds appropriated or made 
available pursuant to this Act, not to exceed 
$125,000 shall be available for representation al- 
lowances for the United States Agency for Inter- 
national Development during the current fiscal 
year: Provided, That appropriate steps shall be 
taken to assure that, to the maximum extent 
possible, United States-owned foreign currencies 
are utilized in lieu of dollars: Provided further, 
That of the funds made available by this Act for 
general costs of administering military assist- 
ance and sales under the heading ‘‘Foreign 
Military Financing Program’’, not to exceed 
$4,000 shall be available for entertainment ex- 
penses and not to exceed $130,000 shall be avail- 
able for representation allowances: Provided 
further, That of the funds made available by 
this Act under the heading ‘‘International Mili- 
tary Education and Training’’, not to exceed 
$55,000 shall be available for entertainment al- 
lowances: Provided further, That of the funds 
made available by this Act for the Inter-Amer- 
ican Foundation, not to exceed $2,000 shall be 
available for entertainment and representation 
allowances: Provided further, That of the funds 
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made available by this Act for the Peace Corps, 
not to exceed a total of $4,000 shall be available 
for entertainment expenses: Provided further, 
That of the funds made available by this Act 
under the heading ‘‘Trade and Development 
Agency’’, not to exceed $4,000 shall be available 
for representation and entertainment allow- 
ances: Provided further, That of the funds made 
available by this Act under the heading ‘‘Mil- 
lennium Challenge Corporation’’, not to exceed 
$115,000 shall be available for representation 
and entertainment allowances. 

PROHIBITION ON TAXATION OF UNITED STATES 

ASSISTANCE 

SEC. 506. (а) PROHIBITION ON TAXATION.— 
None of the funds appropriated by this Act may 
be made available to provide assistance for a 
foreign country under a new bilateral agreement 
governing the terms and conditions under which 
such assistance is to be provided unless such 
agreement includes a provision stating that as- 
sistance provided by the United States shall be 
exempt from taxation, or reimbursed, by the for- 
eign government, and the Secretary of State 
shall expeditiously seek to negotiate amend- 
ments to existing bilateral agreements, as nec- 
essary, to conform with this requirement. 

(b) REIMBURSEMENT OF FOREIGN TAXES.—An 
amount equivalent to 200 percent of the total 
taxes assessed during fiscal year 2005 on funds 
appropriated by this Act by a foreign govern- 
ment or entity against commodities financed 
under United States assistance programs for 
which funds are appropriated by this Act, either 
directly or through grantees, contractors and 
subcontractors shall be withheld from obligation 
from funds appropriated for assistance for fiscal 
year 2006 and allocated for the central govern- 
ment of such country and for the West Bank 
and Gaza Program to the extent that the Sec- 
retary of State certifies and reports in writing to 
the Committees on Appropriations that such 
taxes have not been reimbursed to the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 

(c) DE MINIMIS EXCEPTION.—Foreign taxes of 
a de minimis nature shall not be subject to the 
provisions of subsection (b). 

(d) REPROGRAMMING OF FUNDS.—Funds with- 
held from obligation for each country or entity 
pursuant to subsection (b) shall be терто- 
grammed for assistance to countries which do 
not assess taxes on United States assistance or 
which have an effective arrangement that is 
providing substantial reimbursement of such 
taxes. 

(e) DETERMINATIONS.— 

(1) The provisions of this section shall not 
apply to any country or entity the Secretary of 
State determines— 

(A) does not assess taxes on United States as- 
sistance or which has an effective arrangement 
that is providing substantial reimbursement of 
such taxes; or 

(B) the foreign policy interests of the United 
States outweigh the policy of this section to en- 
sure that United States assistance is not subject 
to taxation. 

(2) The Secretary of State shall consult with 
the Committees on Appropriations at least 15 
days prior to exercising the authority of this 
subsection with regard to any country or entity. 

(f) IMPLEMENTATION.—The Secretary of State 
shall issue rules, regulations, or policy guid- 
ance, as appropriate, to implement the prohibi- 
tion against the taxation of assistance con- 
tained in this section. 

(9) DEFINITIONS.—AS used in this section— 

(1) the terms *'taxes" and ‘“‘taxation’’ refer to 
value added taxes and customs duties imposed 
on commodities financed with United States as- 
sistance for programs for which funds are ap- 
propriated by this Act; and 

(2) the term ''bilateral agreement” refers to a 
framework bilateral agreement between the Gov- 
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ernment of the Umited States and the govern- 
ment of the country receiving assistance that 
describes the privileges and immunities applica- 
ble to United States foreign assistance for such 
country generally, or an individual agreement 
between the Government of the United States 
and such government that describes, among 
other things, the treatment for tax purposes that 
will be accorded the United States assistance 
provided under that agreement. 
PROHIBITION AGAINST DIRECT FUNDING FOR 
CERTAIN COUNTRIES 

SEC. 507. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available pursuant to this Act 
Shall be obligated or expended to finance di- 
rectly any assistance or reparations to Cuba, 
Libya, North Korea, Iran, or Syria: Provided, 
That for purposes of this section, the prohibition 
on obligations or expenditures shall include di- 
rect loans, credits, insurance and guarantees of 
the Export-Import Bank or its agents. 

MILITARY COUPS 

SEC. 508. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available pursuant to this Act 
shall be obligated or expended to finance di- 
rectly any assistance to the government of any 
country whose duly elected head of government 
is deposed by decree or military coup: Provided, 
That assistance may be resumed to such govern- 
ment if the President determines and certifies to 
the Committees om Appropriations that subse- 
quent to the termination of assistance a demo- 
cratically elected government has taken office: 
Provided further, That the provisions of this 
section shall not apply to assistance to promote 
democratic elections or public participation in 
democratic processes: Provided further, That 
funds made available pursuant to the previous 
provisos shall be subject to the regular notifica- 
tion procedures of the Committees on Appropria- 
tions. 

TRANSFERS 

SEC. 509. (a)(1) LIMITATION ON TRANSFERS BE- 
TWEEN AGENCIES.—None of the funds made 
available by this Act may be transferred to any 
department, agency, or instrumentality of the 
United States Government, except pursuant to a 
transfer made by, or transfer authority provided 
in, this Act or any other appropriation Act. 

(2) Notwithstanding paragraph (1), in addi- 
tion to transfers made by, or authorized else- 
where in, this Act, funds appropriated by this 
Act to carry out the purposes of the Foreign As- 
sistance Act of 1961 may be allocated or trans- 
ferred to agencies of the United States Govern- 
ment pursuant to the provisions of sections 109, 
610, and 632 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 
1961. 

(b) TRANSFERS BETWEEN ACCOUNTS.—None of 
the funds made available by this Act may be ob- 
ligated under an appropriation account to 
which they were not appropriated, except for 
transfers specifically provided for in this Act, 
unless the President, not less than five days 
prior to the exercise of any authority contained 
in the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 to transfer 
funds, consults with and provides a written pol- 
icy justification to the Committees on Аррто- 
priations of the House of Representatives and 
the Senate. 

(c) AUDIT OF INTER-AGENCY TRANSFERS.—Any 
agreement for the transfer or allocation of funds 
appropriated by this Act, or prior Acts, entered 
into between the United States Agency for Inter- 
national Development and another agency of 
the United States Government under the author- 
ity of sectiom 632(a) of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961 or any comparable provision of law, 
Shall expressly provide that the Office of the In- 
Spector General for the agency receiving the 
transfer or allocation of such funds shall per- 
form periodic program and financial audits of 
the use of such funds: Provided, That funds 
transferred under such authority may be made 
available for the cost of such audits. 
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COMMERCIAL LEASING OF DEFENSE ARTICLES 

SEC. 510. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, and subject to the regular notification 
procedures of the Committees on Appropriations, 
the authority of section 23(a) of the Arms Export 
Control Act may be used to provide financing to 
Israel, Egypt and NATO and major non-NATO 
allies for the procurement by leasing (including 
leasing with an option to purchase) of defense 
articles from United States commercial suppliers, 
not including Major Defense Equipment (other 
than helicopters and other types of aircraft hav- 
ing possible civilian application), if the Presi- 
dent determines that there are compelling for- 
eign policy or national security reasons for 
those defense articles being provided by commer- 
cial lease rather than by government-to-govern- 
ment sale under such Act. 

AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS 

SEC. 511. No part of any appropriation con- 
tained in this Act shall remain available for ob- 
ligation after the expiration of the current fiscal 
year unless expressly so provided in this Act: 
Provided, That funds appropriated for the pur- 
poses of chapters 1, 8, 11, and 12 of part I, sec- 
tion 667, chapters 4, 6, 8, and 9 of part II of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, section 23 of the 
Arms Export Control Act, and funds provided 
under the heading ‘‘Assistance for Eastern Eu- 
rope and the Baltic States", shall remain avail- 
able for an additional four years from the date 
on which the availability of such funds would 
otherwise have expired, if such funds are ini- 
tially obligated before the expiration of their re- 
spective periods of availability contained in this 
Act: Provided further, That, notwithstanding 
any other provision of this Act, any funds made 
available for the purposes of chapter 1 of part I 
and chapter 4 of part II of the Foreign Assist- 
ance Act of 1961 which are allocated or obli- 
gated for cash disbursements in order to address 
balance of payments or economic policy reform 


objectives, shall remain available until ex- 
pended. 
LIMITATION ON ASSISTANCE TO COUNTRIES IN 


DEFAULT 

SEC. 512. No part of any appropriation con- 
tained in this Act shall be used to furnish assist- 
ance to the government of any country which is 
in default during a period in excess of ome cal- 
endar year in payment to the United States of 
principal or interest on any loan made to the 
government of such country by the United 
States pursuant to a program for which funds 
are appropriated under this Act unless the 
President determines, following consultations 
with the Committees on Appropriations, that as- 
sistance to such country is in the national inter- 
est of the United States. 

COMMERCE AND TRADE 

SEC. 513. (a) None of the funds appropriated 
or made available pursuant to this Act for direct 
assistance and none of the funds otherwise 
made available pursuant to this Act to the Ex- 
port-Import Bank and the Overseas Private In- 
vestment Corporation shall be obligated or ex- 
pended to finance any loan, any assistance or 
any other financial commitments for estab- 
lishing or expanding production of any com- 
modity for export by any country other than the 
United States, if the commodity is likely to be in 
surplus on world markets at the time the result- 
ing productive capacity is expected to become 
operative and if the assistance will cause sub- 
stantial injury to United States producers of the 
same, similar, or competing commodity: Pro- 
vided, That such prohibition shall not apply to 
the Export-Import Bank if in the judgment of its 
Board of Directors the benefits to industry and 
employment in the United States are likely to 
outweigh the injury to United States producers 
of the same, similar, or competing commodity, 
and the Chairman of the Board so notifies the 
Committees on Appropriations. 
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(b) None of the funds appropriated by this or 
any other Act to carry out chapter 1 of part I 
of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 shall be 
available for any testing or breeding feasibility 
study, variety improvement or introduction, 
consultancy, publication, conference, or train- 
ing in connection with the growth or production 
in a foreign country of an agricultural com- 
тоайу for export which would compete with a 
similar commodity grown or produced in the 
United States: Provided, That this subsection 
shall not prohibit— 

(1) activities designed to increase food security 
in developing countries where such activities 
will not have a significant impact on the export 
of agricultural commodities of the United States; 
or 

(2) research activities intended primarily to 
benefit American producers. 

SURPLUS COMMODITIES 

SEC. 514. The Secretary of the Treasury shall 
instruct the United States Executive Directors of 
the International Bank for Reconstruction and 
Development, the International Development 
Association, the International Finance Corpora- 
tion, the Inter-American Development Bank, the 
International Monetary Fund, the Asian Devel- 
opment Bank, the Inter-American Investment 
Corporation, the North American Development 
Bank, the European Bank for Reconstruction 
and Development, the African Development 
Bank, and the African Development Fund to 
use the voice and vote of the United States to 
oppose any assistance by these institutions, 
using funds appropriated or made available pur- 
suant to this Act, for the production or extrac- 
tion of any commodity or mineral for export, if 
it is in surplus on world markets and if the as- 
sistance will cause substantial injury to United 
States producers of the same, similar, or com- 
peting commodity. 

NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS 

SEC. 515. For the purposes of providing the ex- 
ecutive branch with the necessary administra- 
tive flexibility, none of the funds made available 
under this Act for “Child Survival and Health 
Programs Fund", ''Development Assistance", 
“International Organizations and Programs", 
“Trade and Development Agency", ‘‘Inter- 
national Narcotics Control and Law Enforce- 
ment", “Andean Counterdrug Initiative", ‘‘As- 
sistance for Eastern Europe and the Baltic 
States", “Assistance for the Independent States 
of the Former Soviet Union", “Economic Sup- 
port Fund", ''Global HIV/AIDS Initiative”, 
“Peacekeeping Operations", ''Capital Invest- 
ment Fund", “Operating Expenses of the 
United States Agency for International Develop- 
ment", “Operating Expenses of the United 
States Agency for International Development 
Office of Inspector General’’, ‘‘Nonproliferation, 
Anti-terrorism, Demining and Related Pro- 
grams", “Millennium Challenge Corporation" 
(by country only), “Foreign Military Financing 
Program", ‘“‘International Military Education 
and Training", “Реасе Corps”, and ‘‘Migration 
and Refugee Assistance", shall be available for 
obligation for activities, programs, projects, type 
of materiel assistance, countries, or other oper- 
ations not justified or in excess of the amount 
justified to the Committees on Appropriations 
for obligation under any of these specific head- 
ings unless the Committees om Appropriations of 
both Houses of Congress are previously notified 
15 days in advance: Provided, That the Presi- 
dent shall not enter into any commitment of 
funds appropriated for the purposes of section 
23 of the Arms Export Control Act for the provi- 
sion of major defense equipment, other tham 
conventional ammunition, or other major de- 
fense items defined to be aircraft, ships, missiles, 
or combat vehicles, not previously justified to 
Congress or 20 percent in excess of the quan- 
tities justified to Congress unless the Committees 
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on Appropriations are notified 15 days in ad- 
vance of such commitment: Provided further, 
That this section shall not apply to any re- 
programming for an activity, program, or project 
for which funds are appropriated under title II 
of this Act of less than 10 percent of the amount 
previously justified to the Congress for obliga- 
tion for such activity, program, or project for 
the current fiscal year: Provided further, That 
the requirements of this section or any similar 
provision of this Act or any other Act, including 
any prior Act requiring notification in accord- 
ance with the regular notification procedures of 
the Committees on Appropriations, may be 
waived if failure to do so would pose a substan- 
tial risk to human health or welfare: Provided 
further, That in case of any such waiver, notifi- 
cation to the Congress, or the appropriate con- 
gressional committees, shall be provided as early 
as practicable, but in no event later than 3 days 
after taking the action to which such notifica- 
tion requirement was applicable, in the context 
of the circumstances necessitating such waiver: 
Provided further, That any notification pro- 
vided pursuant to such a waiver shall contain 
an explanation of the emergency circumstances. 

LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS FOR 

INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS AND PROGRAMS 

SEC. 516. Subject to the regular notification 
procedures of the Committees on Appropriations, 
funds appropriated under this Act or any pre- 
viously enacted Act making appropriations for 
foreign operations, export financing, and re- 
lated programs, which are returned or not made 
available for organizations and programs be- 
cause of the implementation of section 307(a) of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, shall remain 
available for obligation until September 30, 2006. 

INDEPENDENT STATES OF THE FORMER SOVIET 

UNION 

SEC. 517. (a) None of the funds appropriated 
under the heading ''Assistance for the Inde- 
pendent States of the Former Soviet Union” 
shall be made available for assistance for a gov- 
ernment of an Independent State of the former 
Soviet Union if that government directs any ac- 
tion in violation of the territorial integrity or 
national sovereignty of any other Independent 
State of the former Soviet Union, such as those 
violations included in the Helsinki Final Act: 
Provided, That such funds may be made avail- 
able without regard to the restriction in this 
subsection if the President determines that to do 
so is in the national security interest of the 
United States. 

(b) None of the funds appropriated under the 
heading ‘‘Assistance for the Independent States 
of the Former Soviet Union" shall be made 
available for any state to enhance its military 
capability: Provided, That this restriction does 
not apply to demilitarization, demining or non- 
proliferation programs. 

(c) Funds appropriated under the heading 
“Assistance for the Independent States of the 
Former Soviet Union’’ for the Russian Federa- 
tion, Armenia, Georgia, and Ukraine shall be 
subject to the regular notification procedures of 
the Committees on Appropriations. 

(d) Funds made available in this Act for as- 
sistance for the Independent States of the 
former Soviet Union shall be subject to the pro- 
visions of section 117 (relating to environment 
and natural resources) of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961. 

(e) In issuing new task orders, entering into 
contracts, or making grants, with funds appro- 
priated in this Act or prior appropriations Acts 
under the heading ''Assistance for the Inde- 
pendent States of the Former Soviet Union" and 
under comparable headings in prior appropria- 
tions Acts, for projects or activities that have as 
one of their primary purposes the fostering of 
private sector development, the Coordinator for 
United States Assistance to Europe and Eurasia 
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and the implementing agency shall encourage 
the participation of and give significant weight 
to contractors and grantees who propose invest- 
ing a significant amount of their own resources 
(including volunteer services and in-kind con- 
tributions) in such projects and activities. 

PROHIBITION OF FUNDING FOR ABORTIONS AND 

INVOLUNTARY STERILIZATION 

SEC. 518. None of the funds made available to 
carry out part I of the Foreign Assistance Act of 
1961, as amended, may be used to pay for the 
performance of abortions as a method of family 
planning or to motivate or coerce any person to 
practice abortions. None of the funds made 
available to carry out part I of the Foreign As- 
sistance Act of 1961, as amended, may be used to 
pay for the performance of involuntary steriliza- 
tion as a method of family planning or to coerce 
or provide any financial incentive to any person 
to undergo sterilizations. None of the funds 
made available to carry out part I of the For- 
eign Assistance Act of 1961, as amended, may be 
used to pay for any biomedical research which 
relates in whole or in part, to methods of, or the 
performance of, abortions or involuntary steri- 
lization as a means of family planning. None of 
the funds made available to carry out part I of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, as amended, 
may be obligated or expended for any country or 
organieation if the President certifies that the 
use of these funds by any such country or orga- 
nieation would violate any of the above provi- 
sions related to abortions and involuntary steri- 
lizations. 

EXPORT FINANCING TRANSFER AUTHORITIES 

SEC. 519. Not to exceed 5 percent of any ap- 
propriation other than for administrative ex- 
penses made available for fiscal year 2005, for 
programs under title I of this Act may be trans- 
ferred between such appropriations for use for 
any of the purposes, programs, and activities for 
which the funds in such receiving account may 
be used, but no such appropriation, except as 
otherwise specifically provided, shall be in- 
creased by more than 25 percent by any such 
transfer: Provided, That the exercise of such au- 
thority shall be subject to the regular notifica- 
tion procedures of the Committees on Appropria- 
tions. 

SPECIAL NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS 

SEC. 520. None of the funds appropriated by 
this Act shall be obligated or expended for Libe- 
ria, Serbia, Sudan, Zimbabwe, Pakistan, or 
Cambodia except as provided through the reg- 
ular notification procedures of the Committees 
on Appropriations. 
DEFINITION OF PROGRAM, PROJECT, AND ACTIVITY 

SEC. 521. For the purpose of this Act, “рто- 
gram, project, and activity" shall be defined at 
the appropriations Act account level and shall 
include all appropriations and authorizations 
Acts earmarks, ceilings, and limitations with the 
exception that for the following accounts: Eco- 
nomic Support Fund and Foreign Military Fi- 
nancing Program, “program, project, and activ- 
ity" shall also be considered to include country, 
regional, and central program level funding 
within each such account; for the development 
assistance accounts of the United States Agency 
for International Development “ттоотат, 
project, and activity” shall also be considered to 
include central, country, regional, and program 
level funding, either as: (1) justified to the Con- 
gress; or (2) allocated by the executive branch in 
accordance with a report, to be provided to the 
Committees on Appropriations within 30 days of 
the enactment of this Act, as required by section 
653(a) of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961. 

CHILD SURVIVAL AND HEALTH ACTIVITIES 

SEC. 522. Up to $13,500,000 of the funds made 
available by this Act for assistance under the 
heading ''Child Survival and Health Programs 
Fund’’, may be used to reimburse United States 
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Government agencies, agencies of State govern- 
ments, institutions of higher learning, and pri- 
vate and voluntary organizations for the full 
cost of individuals (including for the personal 
services of such individuals) detailed or assigned 
to, or contracted by, as the case may be, the 
United States Agency for International Develop- 
ment for the purpose of carrying out activities 
under that heading: Provided, That up to 
$3,500,000 of the funds made available by this 
Act for assistance under the heading ‘‘Develop- 
ment Assistance” may be used to reimburse such 
agencies, institutions, and organizations for 
such costs of such individuals carrying out 
other development assistance activities: Pro- 
vided further, That funds appropriated by titles 
П and III of this Act that are made available for 
bilateral assistance for child survival activities 
or disease programs including activities relating 
to research on, and the prevention, treatment 
and control of, HIV/AIDS may be made avail- 
able notwithstanding any other provision of law 
except for the provisions under the heading 
“Child Survival and Health Programs Fund" 
and the United States Leadership Against HIV/ 
AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria Act of 2003 
(117 Stat. 711; 22 U.S.C. 7601 et seq.), as amend- 
ed: Provided further, That of the funds appro- 
priated under title II of this Act, not less than 
$441,000,000 shall be made available for family 
planning/reproductive health. 
AFGHANISTAN 

SEC. 523. Of the funds appropriated by titles 
II and III of this Act, not less than $980,000,000 
should be made available for humanitarian, re- 
construction, and related assistance for Afghan- 
istan: Provided, That of the funds made avail- 
able pursuant to this section, not less than 
$2,000,000 should be made available for reforest- 
ation activities: Provided further, That funds 
made available pursuant to the previous proviso 
should be matched, to the maximum extent pos- 
sible, with contributions from American and Af- 
ghan businesses: Provided further, That of the 
funds made available pursuant to this section, 
not less than $2,000,000 should be made avail- 
able for the Afghan Independent Human Rights 
Commission and for other Afghan human rights 
organizations: Provided further, That to the 
maximum extent practicable members of the Af- 
ghan National Army should be vetted for in- 
volvement in terrorism, human rights violations, 
and drug trafficking: Provided further, That of 
the funds allocated for assistance for Afghani- 
stan from this Act and other Acts making appro- 
priations for foreign operations, export financ- 
ing, and related programs for fiscal year 2005, 
not less than $50,000,000 should be made avail- 
able to support programs that directly address 
the needs of Afghan women and girls, of which 
not less than $7,500,000 shall be made available 
for small grants to support training and equip- 
ment to improve the capacity of women-led Af- 
ghan nongovernmental organizations and to 
support the activities of such organizations. 

NOTIFICATION ON EXCESS DEFENSE EQUIPMENT 

SEC. 524. Prior to providing excess Department 
of Defense articles in accordance with section 
516(a) of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, the 
Department of Defense shall notify the Commit- 
tees on Appropriations to the same extent and 
under the same conditions as are other commit- 
tees pursuant to subsection (f) of that section: 
Provided, That before issuing a letter of offer to 
sell excess defense articles under the Arms Ex- 
port Control Act, the Department of Defense 
shall notify the Committees on Appropriations 
in accordance with the regular notification pro- 
cedures of such Committees if such defense arti- 
cles are significant military equipment (as de- 
fined in section 47(9) of the Arms Export Control 
Act) or are valued (in terms of original acquisi- 
tion cost) at $7,000,000 or more, or if notification 
is required elsewhere in this Act for the use of 
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appropriated funds for specific countries that 
would receive such excess defense articles: Pro- 
vided further, That such Committees shall also 
be informed of the original acquisition cost of 
such defense articles. 

HIV/AIDS 

SEC. 525. (a)(1) Notwithstanding any other 
provision of this Act, 25 percent of the funds 
that are appropriated by this Act for a contribu- 
tion to support the Global Fund to Fight AIDS, 
Tuberculosis and Malaria (the “Global Fund") 
shall be withheld from obligation to the Global 
Fund until the Secretary of State certifies to the 
Committees on Appropriations that the Global 
Fund— 

(A) is establishing a full time, professional, 
independent office which reports directly to the 
Global Fund Board regarding, among other 
things, the integrity of processes for consider- 
ation and approval of grant proposals, and the 
implementation, monitoring and evaluation of 
grants made by the Global Fund; 

(B) is strengthening domestic civil society par- 
ticipation, especially for people living with HIV/ 
AIDS, in country coordinating mechanisms; 

(C) is establishing procedures to assess the 
need for, and coordinate, technical assistance 
for Global Fund activities, in cooperation with 
bilateral and multilateral donors; 

(D) has established clear progress indicators 
upon which to determine the release of incre- 
mental disbursements; 

(E) is releasing such incremental disburse- 
ments only if positive results have been attained 
based on those indicators; and 

(F) is providing support and oversight to 
country-level entities, such as country coordi- 
nating mechanisms, principal recipients, and 
local Fund agents, to enable them to fulfill their 
mandates. 

(2) The Secretary of State may waive para- 
graph (1) of this subsection if he determines and 
reports to the Committees on Appropriations 
that such waiver is important to the national 
interest of the United States. 

(b)(1) In furtherance of the purposes of sec- 
tion 104A of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, 
and to assist in providing a safe, secure, reli- 
able, and sustainable supply chain of pharma- 
ceuticals and other products needed to provide 
care and treatment of persons with HIV/AIDS 
and related infections, the Coordinator of the 
United States Government Activities to Combat 
HIV/AIDS Globally (the ‘‘Coordinator’’) is au- 
thorized to establish an HIV/AIDS Working 
Capital Fund (in this section referred to as the 
“HIV/AIDS Fund"). 

(2) Funds deposited during any fiscal year in 
the HIV/AIDS Fund shall be available without 
fiscal year limitation and used for pharma- 
ceuticals and other products needed to provide 
care and treatment of persons with HIV/AIDS 
and related infections, including, but not lim- 
ited to— 

(A) anti-retroviral drugs; 

(B) other pharmaceuticals and medical items 
needed to provide care and treatment to persons 
with HIV/AIDS and related infections; 

(C) laboratory and other supplies for per- 
forming tests related to the provision of care and 
treatment to persons with HIV/AIDS and related 
infections; 

(D) other medical supplies needed for the op- 
eration of HIV/AIDS treatment and care centers, 
including products needed in programs for the 
prevention of mother-to-child transmission; 

(E) pharmaceuticals and health commodities 
needed for the provision of palliative care; and 

(F) laboratory and clinical equipment, as well 
as equipment needed for the transportation and 
care of HIV/AIDS supplies, and other equipment 
needed to provide prevention, care and treat- 
ment of HIV/AIDS described above. 

(3) There may be deposited during any fiscal 
year in the HIV/AIDS Fund payments for HIV/ 
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AIDS pharmaceuticals and products provided 
from the HIV/AIDS Fund received from applica- 
ble appropriations and funds of the United 
States Agency for International Development, 
the Department of Health and Human Services, 
the Department of Defense, or other Federal 
agencies and other sources at actual cost of the 
HIV/AIDS pharmaceuticals and other products, 
actual cost plus the additional costs of pro- 
viding such HIV/AIDS pharmaceuticals and 
other products, or at any other price agreed to 
by the Coordinator or his designee. 

(4) There may be deposited in the HIV/AIDS 
Fund payments for the loss of, or damage to, 
HIV/AIDS pharmaceuticals and products held in 
the HIV/AIDS Fund, rebates, reimbursements, 
refunds and other credits applicable to the oper- 
ation of the HIV/AIDS Fund. 

(5) At the close of each fiscal year the Coordi- 
nator may transfer out of the HIV/AIDS Fund 
to other HIV/AIDS programmatic areas such 
amounts as the Coordinator determines to be in 
excess of the needs of the HIV/AIDS Fund. 

(6) At the close of each fiscal year the Coordi- 
nator shall submit a report to the Committees on 
Appropriations detailing the financial activities 
of the HIV/AIDS Fund, including sources of in- 
come and information regarding disbursements. 


DEMOCRACY PROGRAMS 


SEC. 526. (a) Notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of law, of the funds appropriated by this 
Act to carry out the provisions of chapter 4 of 
part II of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, not 
less than $19,000,000 shall be made available for 
assistance for activities to support democracy, 
human rights, and the rule of law in the Peo- 
ple’s Republic of China and Hong Kong: Pro- 
vided, That funds appropriated under the head- 
ing “Есопотіс Support Fund" should be made 
available for assistance for Taiwan for the pur- 
poses of furthering political and legal reforms: 
Provided further, That such funds shall only be 
made available to the extent that they are 
matched from sources other than the United 
States Government: Provided further, That 
funds made available pursuant to the authority 
of this subsection shall be subject to the regular 
notification procedures of the Committees on 
Appropriations. 

(b)(1) In addition to the funds made available 
in subsection (a), of the funds appropriated by 
this Act under the heading “Economic Support 
Fund" not less than $15,000,000 shall be made 
available for programs and activities to foster 
democracy, human rights, civic education, wom- 
en’s development, press freedom, and the rule of 
law in countries with a significant Muslim pop- 
ulation, and where such programs and activities 
would be important to United States efforts to 
respond to, deter, or prevent acts of inter- 
national terrorism: Provided, That funds made 
available pursuant to the authority of this sub- 
section should support new initiatives and ac- 
tivities in those countries: Provided further, 
That of the funds appropriated under this head- 
ing, $3,000,000 shall be made available for pro- 
grams and activities that provide professional 
training for journalists: Provided further, That 
notwithstanding any other provision of law, not 
less than $3,000,000 of such funds may be used 
for making grants to educational, humanitarian 
and nongovernmental organizations and indi- 
viduals inside Iran to support the advancement 
of democracy and human rights in Iran: Рто- 
vided further, That notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, funds appropriated pursuant 
to the authority of this subsection may be made 
available for democracy, human rights, and rule 
of law programs for Syria: Provided further, 
That funds made available pursuant to this sub- 
section shall be subject to the regular notifica- 
tion procedures of the Committees on Appropria- 
tions. 
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(2) In addition to funds made available under 
subsections (a) and (b)(1), of the funds appro- 
priated by this Act under the heading ‘‘Eco- 
nomic Support Fund" not less than $4,500,000 
shall be made available for programs and activi- 
ties of the National Endowment for Democracy 
to foster democracy, human rights, civic edu- 
cation, women’s development, press freedom, 
and the rule of law in countries in sub-Saharan 
Africa. 

(c) Of the funds made available under sub- 
section (a), not less than $15,000,000 shall be 
made available for the Human Rights and De- 
mocracy Fund of the Bureau of Democracy, 
Human Rights and Labor, Department of State, 
to support the activities described in subsection 
(a), and of the funds made available under sub- 
section (b)(1), not less than $11,000,000 shall be 
made available for such Fund to support the ac- 
tivities described in subsection (b)(1): Provided, 
That up to $1,200,000 may be used for the 
Reagan/Fascell Democracy Fellows program: 
Provided further, That the total amount of 
funds made available by this Act under ‘‘Eco- 
nomic Support Fund" for activities of the Bu- 
reau of Democracy, Human Rights and Labor, 
Department of State, including funds available 
in this section, shall be not less than $37,000,000. 

(d) Of the funds made available under sub- 
section (a), not less than $4,000,000 shall be 
made available for the National Endowment for 
Democracy to support the activities described in 
subsection (a), and of the funds made available 
under subsection (b)(1), not less than $4,000,000 
shall be made available for the National Endow- 
ment for Democracy to support the activities de- 
scribed in subsection (b)(1): Provided, That the 
Secretary of State shall provide a report to the 
Committees on Appropriations within 120 days 
of the date of enactment of this Act on the sta- 
tus of the allocation and obligation of such 
funds. 

PROHIBITION ON BILATERAL ASSISTANCE TO 
TERRORIST COUNTRIES 

SEC. 527. (a) Funds appropriated for bilateral 
assistance under any heading of this Act and 
funds appropriated under any such heading in 
a provision of law enacted prior to the enact- 
ment of this Act, shall not be made available to 
any country which the President determines— 

(1) grants sanctuary from prosecution to any 
individual or group which has committed an act 
of international terrorism; or 

(2) otherwise supports international terrorism. 

(b) The President may waive the application 
of subsection (a) to a country if the President 
determines that national security or humani- 
tarian reasons justify such waiver. The Presi- 
dent shall publish each waiver in the Federal 
Register and, at least 15 days before the waiver 
takes effect, shall notify the Committees on Ap- 
propriations of the waiver (including the jus- 
tification for the waiver) in accordance with the 
regular notification procedures of the Commit- 
tees on Appropriations. 

DEBT-FOR-DEVELOPMENT 

SEC. 528. In order to enhance the continued 
participation of nongovernmental organizations 
in debt-for-development and debt-for-nature ex- 
changes, a nongovernmental organization 
which is a grantee or contractor of the United 
States Agency for International Development 
may place in interest bearing accounts local 
currencies which accrue to that organization as 
a result of economic assistance provided under 
title II of this Act and, subject to the regular no- 
tification procedures of the Committees on Ap- 
propriations, any interest earned on such in- 
vestment shall be used for the purpose for which 
the assistance was provided to that organiza- 
tion. 

SEPARATE ACCOUNTS 

SEC. 529. (a) SEPARATE ACCOUNTS FOR LOCAL 

CURRENCIES.—(1) If assistance is furnished to 
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the government of a foreign country under 
chapters 1 and 10 of part I or chapter 4 of part 
П of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 under 
agreements which result in the generation of 
local currencies of that country, the Adminis- 
trator of the United States Agency for Inter- 
national Development shall— 

(A) require that local currencies be deposited 
in a separate account established by that gov- 
ernment; 

(B) enter into an agreement with that govern- 
ment which sets forth— 

(i) the amount of the local currencies to be 
generated; and 

(ii) the terms and conditions under which the 
currencies so deposited may be utilized, con- 
sistent with this section; and 

(C) establish by agreement with that govern- 
ment the responsibilities of the United States 
Agency for International Development and that 
government to monitor and account for deposits 
into and disbursements from the separate ac- 
count. 

(2) USES OF LOCAL CURRENCIES.—As may be 
agreed upon with the foreign government, local 
currencies deposited in a separate account pur- 
suant to subsection (a), or an equivalent 
amount of local currencies, shall be used only— 

(A) to carry out chapter 1 or 10 of part I or 
chapter 4 of part II (as the case may be), for 
such purposes as— 

(i) project and sector assistance activities; or 

(ii) debt and deficit financing; or 

(B) for the administrative requirements of the 
United States Government. 

(3) PROGRAMMING | ACCOUNTABILITY.—The 
United States Agency for International Develop- 
ment shall take all necessary steps to ensure 
that the equivalent of the local currencies dis- 
bursed pursuant to subsection (a)(2)(A) from the 
separate account established pursuant to sub- 
section (a)(1) are used for the purposes agreed 
upon pursuant to subsection (a)(2). 

(4) TERMINATION OF ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS.— 
Upon termination of assistance to a country 
under chapter 1 or 10 of part I or chapter 4 of 
part II (as the case may be), any unencumbered 
balances of funds which remain in a separate 
account established pursuant to subsection (a) 
shall be disposed of for such purposes as may be 
agreed to by the government of that country 
and the United States Government. 

(5) REPORTING REQUIREMENT.—The Adminis- 
trator of the United States Agency for Inter- 
national Development shall report on an annual 
basis as part of the justification documents sub- 
mitted to the Committees on Appropriations on 
the use of local currencies for the administrative 
requirements of the United States Government 
as authorized in subsection (a)(2)(B), and such 
report shall include the amount of local cur- 
rency (and United States dollar equivalent) used 
and/or to be used for such purpose in each ap- 
plicable country. 

(b) SEPARATE ACCOUNTS FOR CASH TRANS- 
FERS.—(1) If assistance is made available to the 
government of a foreign country, under chapter 
1 or 10 of part I or chapter 4 of part II of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, as cash transfer 
assistance or as nonproject sector assistance, 
that country shall be required to maintain such 
funds in a separate account and not commingle 
them with any other funds. 

(2) APPLICABILITY OF OTHER PROVISIONS OF 
LAW.—Such funds may be obligated and ex- 
pended notwithstanding provisions of law 
which are inconsistent with the nature of this 
assistance including provisions which are ref- 
erenced in the Joint Explanatory Statement of 
the Committee of Conference accompanying 
House Joint Resolution 648 (House Report No. 
98-1159). 

(3) NOTIFICATION.—At least 15 days prior to 
obligating any such cash transfer or nonproject 


November 19, 2004 


sector assistance, the President shall submit a 
notification through the regular notification 
procedures of the Committees on Appropriations, 
which shall include a detailed description of 
how the funds proposed to be made available 
will be used, with a discussion of the United 
States interests that will be served by the assist- 
ance (including, as appropriate, a description of 
the economic policy reforms that will be pro- 
moted by such assistance). 

(4) EXEMPTION.—Nonpyroject sector assistance 
funds may be exempt from the requirements of 
subsection (b)(1) only through the notification 
procedures of the Committees on Appropriations. 


ENTERPRISE FUND RESTRICTIONS 


SEC. 530. (a) Prior to the distribution of any 
assets resulting from any liquidation, dissolu- 
tion, or winding up of an Enterprise Fund, in 
whole or in part, the President shall submit to 
the Committees on Appropriations, in accord- 
ance with the regular notification procedures of 
the Committees on Appropriations, a plan for 
the distribution of the assets of the Enterprise 
Fund. 

(b) Funds made available by this Act for En- 
terprise Funds shall be expended at the min- 
imum rate necessary to make timely payment for 
projects and activities. 

BURMA 


SEC. 531. (a) The Secretary of the Treasury 
shall instruct the United States executive direc- 
tor to each appropriate international financial 
institution in which the United States partici- 
pates, to oppose and vote against the extension 
by such institution of any loan or financial or 
technical assistance or any other utilization of 
funds of the respective bank to and for Burma. 

(b) Of the funds appropriated under the head- 
ing “Economic Support Fund", not less than 
$8,000,000 shall be made available to support de- 
тостасу activities in Burma, along the Burma- 
Thailand border, for activities of Burmese stu- 
dent groups and other organizations located 
outside Burma, and for the purpose of sup- 
porting the provision of humanitarian assist- 
ance to displaced Burmese along Burma’s bor- 
ders: Provided, That funds made available 
under this heading may be made available not- 
withstanding any other provision of law: Pro- 
vided further, That in addition to assistance for 
Burmese refugees provided under the heading 
“Migration and Refugee Assistance" in this 
Act, not less than $4,000,000 shall be allocated to 
the United States Agency for International De- 
velopment for humanitarian assistance for dis- 
placed Burmese and host communities in Thai- 
land: Provided further, That funds made avail- 
able under this section shall be subject to the 
regular notification procedures of the Commit- 
tees on Appropriations. 

(c) The President shall include amounts ex- 
pended by the Global Fund to Fight AIDS, Tu- 
berculosis and Malaria to the State Peace and 
Development Council in Burma, directly or 
through groups and organizations affiliated 
with the Global Fund, in making determinations 
regarding the amount to be withheld by the 
United States from its contribution to the Global 
Fund pursuant to section 202(4)(4)(А)(11) of 
Public Law 108-25. 

AUTHORITIES FOR THE PEACE CORPS, INTER-AMER- 

ICAN FOUNDATION AND AFRICAN DEVELOPMENT 

FOUNDATION 


SEC. 532. Unless expressly provided to the con- 
trary, provisions of this or any other Act, in- 
cluding provisions contained in prior Acts au- 
thorizing or making appropriations for foreign 
operations, export financing, and related pro- 
grams, shall not be construed to prohibit activi- 
ties authorized by or conducted under the Peace 
Corps Act, the Inter-American Foundation Act 
or the African Development Foundation Act. 
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The agency shall promptly report to the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations whenever it is con- 
ducting activities or is proposing to conduct ac- 
tivities in a country for which assistance is pro- 
hibited. 

IMPACT ON JOBS IN THE UNITED STATES 

SEC. 533. None of the funds appropriated by 
this Act may be obligated or expended to pro- 
vide— 

(1) any financial incentive to a business enter- 
prise currently located in the United States for 
the purpose of inducing such an enterprise to 
relocate outside the United States if such incen- 
tive or inducement is likely to reduce the num- 
ber of employees of such business enterprise in 
the United States because United States produc- 
tion is being replaced by such enterprise outside 
the United States; or 

(2) assistance for any program, project, or ac- 
tivity that contributes to the violation of inter- 
nationally recognized workers rights, as defined 
in section 507(4) of the Trade Act of 1974, of 
workers in the recipient country, including any 
designated zone or area in that country: Pro- 
vided, That the application of section 507(4) (D) 
and (E) of such Act should be commensurate 
with the level of development of the recipient 
country and sector, and shall not preclude as- 
sistance for the informal sector in such country, 
micro and small-scale enterprise, and 
smallholder agriculture. 

SPECIAL AUTHORITIES 

SEC. 534. (a) AFGHANISTAN, PAKISTAN, LEB- 
ANON, MONTENEGRO, VICTIMS OF WAR, DIS- 
PLACED CHILDREN, AND DISPLACED BURMESE.— 
Funds appropriated by this Act that are made 
available for assistance for Afghanistan may be 
made available notwithstanding section 512 of 
this Act or any similar provision of law and sec- 
tion 660 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, 
and funds appropriated in titles I and II of this 
Act that are made available for Lebanon, Mon- 
tenegro, Pakistan, and for victims of war, dis- 
placed children, and displaced Burmese, and to 
assist victims of trafficking in persons and, sub- 
ject to the regular notification procedures of the 
Committees on Appropriations, to combat such 
trafficking, may be made available notwith- 
standing any other provision of law. 

(b) TROPICAL FORESTRY AND BIODIVERSITY 
CONSERVATION ACTIVITIES.—Funds appropriated 
by this Act to carry out the provisions of sec- 
tions 103 through 106, and chapter 4 of part II, 
of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 may be 
used, notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, for the purpose of supporting tropical for- 
estry and biodiversity conservation activities 
and energy programs aimed at reducing green- 
house gas emissions: Provided, That such assist- 
ance shall be subject to sections 116, 502B, and 
620A of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961. 

(c) PERSONAL SERVICES CONTRACTORS.—Funds 
appropriated by this Act to carry out chapter 1 
of part I, chapter 4 of part II, and section 667 
of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, and title 
II of the Agricultural Trade Development and 
Assistance Act of 1954, may be used by the 
United States Agency for International Develop- 
ment to employ up to 25 personal services con- 
tractors in the United States, notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, for the purpose of 
providing direct, interim support for new or ex- 
panded overseas programs and activities man- 
aged by the agency until permanent direct hire 
personnel are hired and trained: Provided, That 
not more than 10 of such contractors shall be as- 
signed to any bureau or office: Provided further, 
That such funds appropriated to carry out title 
II of the Agricultural Trade Development and 
Assistance Act of 1954, may be made available 
only for personal services contractors assigned 
to the Office of Food for Peace. 

(а)(1) WAIVER.—The President may waive the 
provisions of section 1003 of Public Law 100-204 
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if the President determines and certifies in writ- 
ing to the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives and the President pro tempore of the Sen- 
ate that it is important to the national security 
interests of the United States. 

(2) PERIOD OF APPLICATION OF WAIVER.—Any 
waiver pursuant to paragraph (1) shall be effec- 
tive for no more than a period of 6 months at a 
time and shall not apply beyond 12 months after 
the enactment of this Act. 

(e) SMALL BUSINESS.—In entering into mul- 
tiple award indefinite-quantity contracts with 
funds appropriated by this Act, the United 
States Agency for International Development 
may provide an exception to the fair oppor- 
tunity process for placing task orders under 
such contracts when the order is placed with 
any category of small or small disadvantaged 
business. 

(f) CONTINGENCIES.—During fiscal year 2005, 
the President may use up to $45,000,000 under 
the authority of section 451 of the Foreign As- 
sistance Act of 1961, notwithstanding the fund- 
ing ceiling in section 451(a). 

(g) RECONSTITUTING CIVILIAN POLICE AUTHOR- 
ITY.—In providing assistance with funds appro- 
priated by this Act under section 660(b)(6) of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, support for a na- 
tion emerging from instability may be deemed to 
mean support for regional, district, municipal, 
or other sub-national entity emerging from in- 
stability, as well as a nation emerging from in- 
stability. 

(h) WORLD FOOD PROGRAM.—Of the funds 
managed by the Bureau for Democracy, Con- 
flict, and Humanitarian Assistance of the 
United States Agency for International Develop- 
ment, from this or any other Act, not less than 
$6,000,000 shall be made available as a general 
contribution to the World Food Program, not- 
withstanding any other provision of law. 

(i) NATIONAL ENDOWMENT FOR DEMOCRACY.— 
Funds appropriated by this Act that are pro- 
vided to the National Endowment for Democ- 
racy may be provided notwithstanding any 
other provision of law or regulation. 

(j) TECHNICAL AMENDMENT.—Section 201(a)(2) 
of the North Korean Human Rights Act of 2004 
(Public Law 108-333) is amended by striking 
"paragraphs (1) through (4) of section 202(b)”’ 
and inserting “subparagraphs (A) through (D) 
of section 202(b)(1)’’. 

(k) REPORT MODIFICATION.—Section 406(b)(4) 
of the Foreign Relations Authorization Act, Fis- 
cal Years 1990 and 1991 (Public Law 101-246; 22 
U.S.C. 2414a(b)(4)) is amended by inserting after 
“United States" the following: ‘‘, including а 
separate listing of all plenary votes cast by 
member countries of the United Nations in the 
General Assembly on resolutions specifically re- 
lated to Israel that are opposed by the United 
States". 

(1) UNIVERSITY PROGRAMS.—Notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, funds made avail- 
able in this Act under the heading ''Develop- 
ment Assistance" may be made available to 
American educational institutions for programs 
and activities in the People's Republic of China 
relating to the environment, democracy, and the 
rule of law: Provided, That funds made avail- 
able pursuant to this authority shall be subject 
to the regular motification procedures of the 
Committees on Appropriations. 

(m) INDOCHINESE PAROLEES.—Section 586 of 
the Foreign Operations, Export Financing, and 
Related Programs Appropriations Act, 2001 (8 
U.S.C. 1255 note), as enacted into law by section 
101(a) of Public Law 106-429, is amended— 

(1) by striking “Attorney General" each place 
that term appears and inserting "Secretary of 
Homeland Security"; 

(2) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), by 
striking "she" and inserting “the Secretary of 
Homeland Security"; and 
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(B) in paragraph (1), by striking “йтіп 
three years after the date of promulgation by 
the Attorney General of regulations in connec- 
tion with this title"; 

(3) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘212(8)(A)”’ 
and inserting ‘‘212(a)(8)(A)’’; 

(4) by striking subsection (d); 

(5) by redesignating subsections (e) and (f) as 
subsections (d) and (e), respectively; 

(6) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

“(f) ADJUDICATION OF APPLICATIONS.—The 
Secretary of Homeland Security shall— 

“(1) adjudicate applications for adjustment 
under this section, notwithstanding any limita- 
tion on the number of adjustments under this 
section or any deadline for such applications 
that previously existed in law or regulation; and 

“(2) not charge a fee in addition to any fee 
that previously was submitted with such appli- 
cation.’’; and 

(7) The amendments made by this subsection 
shall take effect as if enacted as part of the For- 
eign Operations, Export Financing, and Related 
Programs Appropriations Act, 2001. 

(n) EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY.—Public Law 
107-57, as amended, is further amended— 

(1) in section 1(b) by striking ‘‘2004’’ wherever 
appearing (including in the caption), and in- 
serting in lieu thereof ‘‘2005’’; 

(2) in section 3(2), by striking “ата 2004” and 
inserting in lieu thereof “2004 and 2005”; and 

(3) in section 6, by striking ‘‘2004’’ and insert- 
ing in lieu thereof “2005”. 

(0) ENDOWMENTS.— 

(1) Of the funds appropriated by this Act and 
prior Acts making appropriations for foreign op- 
erations, export financing, and related рто- 
grams, that are available for assistance for Cam- 
bodia, the following amounts should be made 
available as follows: 

(A) $2,000,000 for an endowment for a Cam- 
bodian nongovernmental organization to docu- 
ment genocide and crimes against humanity in 
Cambodia; and 

(B) $3,750,000 for an endowment for an Amer- 
ican nongovernmental organization to sustain 
rehabilitation programs in Cambodia for persons 
suffering from physical disabilities. 

(2) Such organizations may place amounts 
made available under this subsection in interest 
bearing accounts and any interest earned on 
such investment shall be used for the purpose 
for which funds were made available under this 
subsection. 

(p) EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY.—Chapter 5 of 
title I of the Emergency Wartime Supplemental 
Appropriations Act, 2003 (Public Law 108-11), is 
amended under the heading ‘‘Loan Guarantees 
to Israel’ — 

(1) by striking “During the period beginning 
March 1, 2003, and ending September 30, 2005,” 
and inserting ‘“‘During the period beginning 
March 1, 2003, and ending September 30, 2007,” ; 
and 

(2) by striking “That if less than the full 
amount of guarantees authorized to be made 
available is issued prior to September 30, 2005,” 
and inserting “That if less than the full amount 
of guarantees authorized to be made available is 
issued prior to September 30, 2007,” . 

(q) DEFINITION.—Section 603 of title VI of Di- 
vision D of the Consolidated Appropriations 
Act, 2004, Public Law 108-199, is amended by 
adding the following paragraph: 
“(8) INVESTMENTS IN THE PEOPLE.—The term 
“investments in the people” means government 
policies or programs of an eligible country that 
promote the health, education, and other factors 
which contribute to the well-being and produc- 
tivity of their people, such as decent, affordable 
housing for all.” 

ARAB LEAGUE BOYCOTT OF ISRAEL 
SEC. 535. It is the sense of the Congress that— 
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(1) the Arab League boycott of Israel, and the 
secondary boycott of American firms that have 
commercial ties with Israel, is an impediment to 
peace in the region and to United States invest- 
ment and trade in the Middle East and North 
Africa; 

(2) the Arab League boycott, which was re- 
grettably reinstated in 1997, should be imme- 
diately and publicly terminated, and the Cen- 
tral Office for the Boycott of Israel immediately 
disbanded; 

(3) the three Arab League countries with dip- 
lomatic and trade relations with Israel should 
return their ambassadors to Israel, should re- 
frain from downgrading their relations with 
Israel, and should play a constructive role in se- 
curing a peaceful resolution of the Israeli-Arab 
conflict; 

(4) the remaining Arab League states should 
normalize relations with their neighbor Israel; 

(5) the President and the Secretary of State 
should continue to vigorously oppose the Arab 
League boycott of Israel and find concrete steps 
to demonstrate that opposition by, for example, 
taking into consideration the participation of 
any recipient country in the boycott when de- 
termining to sell weapons to said country; and 

(6) the President should report to Congress 
annually on specific steps being taken by the 
United States to encourage Arab League states 
to normalize their relations with Israel to bring 
about the termination of the Arab League boy- 
cott of Israel, including those to encourage al- 
lies and trading partners of the United States to 
enact laws prohibiting businesses from com- 
plying with the boycott and penalizing busi- 
nesses that do comply. 

ELIGIBILITY FOR ASSISTANCE 

SEC. 536. (а) ASSISTANCE THROUGH NON- 
GOVERNMENTAL  ORGANIZATIONS.—Restrictions 
contained in this or any other Act with respect 
to assistance for a country shall not be con- 
strued to restrict assistance in support of pro- 
grams of nongovernmental organizations from 
funds appropriated by this Act to carry out the 
provisions of chapters 1, 10, 11, and 12 of part I 
and chapter 4 of part II of the Foreign Assist- 
ance Act of 1961, and from funds appropriated 
under the heading ‘‘Assistance for Eastern Eu- 
rope and the Baltic States’’: Provided, That be- 
fore using the authority of this subsection to 
furnish assistance in support of programs of 
nongovernmental organizations, the President 
shall notify the Committees on Appropriations 
under the regular notification procedures of 
those committees, including a description of the 
program to be assisted, the assistance to be pro- 
vided, and the reasons for furnishing such as- 
sistance: Provided further, That nothing in this 
subsection shall be construed to alter any exist- 
ing statutory prohibitions against abortion or 
involuntary sterilizations contained in this or 
any other Act. 

(b) PUBLIC LAW 480.—During fiscal year 2005, 
restrictions contained in this or any other Act 
with respect to assistance for a country shall 
not be construed to restrict assistance under the 
Agricultural Trade Development and Assistance 
Act of 1954: Provided, That none of the funds 
appropriated to carry out title I of such Act and 
made available pursuant to this subsection may 
be obligated or expended except as provided 
through the regular notification procedures of 
the Committees on Appropriations. 

(c) EXCEPTION.—This section 
apply— 

(1) with respect to section 620A of the Foreign 
Assistance Act of 1961 or any comparable provi- 
sion of law prohibiting assistance to countries 
that support international terrorism; or 

(2) with respect to section 116 of the Foreign 
Assistance Act of 1961 or any comparable provi- 
sion of law prohibiting assistance to the govern- 
ment of a country that violates internationally 
recognized human rights. 


Shall not 
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RESERVATIONS OF FUNDS 

SEC. 537. (a) Funds appropriated by this Act 
which are earmarked may be reprogrammed for 
other programs within the same account not- 
withstanding the earmark if compliance with 
the earmark is made impossible by operation of 
any provision of this or any other Act: Pro- 
vided, That any such reprogramming shall be 
subject to the regular notification procedures of 
the Committees on Appropriations: Provided 
further, That assistance that is reprogrammed 
pursuant to this subsection shall be made avail- 
able under the same terms and conditions as 
originally provided. 

(b) In addition to the authority contained in 
subsection (a), the original period of availability 
of funds appropriated by this Act and adminis- 
tered by the United States Agency for Inter- 
national Development that are earmarked for 
particular programs or activities by this or any 
other Act shall be extended for an additional 
fiscal year if the Administrator of such agency 
determines and reports promptly to the Commit- 
tees on Appropriations that the termination of 
assistance to a country or a significant change 
in circumstances makes it unlikely that such 
earmarked funds can be obligated during the 
original period of availability: Provided, That 
such earmarked funds that are continued avail- 
able for an additional fiscal year shall be obli- 
gated only for the purpose of such earmark. 

CEILINGS AND EARMARKS 

SEC. 538. Ceilings and earmarks contained in 
this Act shall not be applicable to funds or au- 
thorities appropriated or otherwise made avail- 
able by any subsequent Act unless such Act spe- 
cifically so directs. Earmarks or minimum fund- 
ing requirements contained in any other Act 
Shall not be applicable to funds appropriated by 
this Act. 

PROHIBITION ON PUBLICITY OR PROPAGANDA 

SEC. 539. No part of any appropriation con- 
tained in this Act shall be used for publicity or 
propaganda purposes within the United States 
not authorized before the date of the enactment 
of this Act by the Congress: Provided, That not 
to exceed $750,000 may be made available to 
carry out the provisions of section 316 of Public 
Law 96-533. 

PROHIBITION OF PAYMENTS TO UNITED NATIONS 

MEMBERS 

SEC. 540. None of the funds appropriated or 
made available pursuant to this Act for carrying 
out the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, may be 
used to pay in whole or in part any assessments, 
arrearages, or dues of any member of the United 
Nations or, from funds appropriated by this Act 
to carry out chapter 1 of part I of the Foreign 
Assistance Act of 1961, the costs for participa- 
tion of another country’s delegation at inter- 
national conferences held under the auspices of 
multilateral or international organizations. 

NONGOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS— 
DOCUMENTATION 

SEC. 541. None of the funds appropriated or 
made available pursuant to this Act shall be 
available to a nongovernmental organization 
which fails to provide upon timely request any 
document, file, or record necessary to the audit- 
ing requirements of the United States Agency 
for International Development. 

PROHIBITION ON ASSISTANCE TO FOREIGN GOVERN- 
MENTS THAT EXPORT LETHAL MILITARY EQUIP- 
MENT ТО COUNTRIES SUPPORTING INTER- 
NATIONAL TERRORISM 
SEC. 542. (a) None of the funds appropriated 

or otherwise made available by this Act may be 

available to any foreign government which pro- 
vides lethal military equipment to a country the 
government of which the Secretary of State has 
determined is a terrorist government for pur- 
poses of section 6(j) of the Export Administra- 
tion Act. The prohibition under this section 
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with respect to a foreign government shall termi- 

nate 12 months after that government ceases to 

provide such military equipment. This section 
applies with respect to lethal military equipment 
provided under a contract entered into after Oc- 

tober 1, 1997. 

(b) Assistance restricted by subsection (a) or 
any other similar provision of law, may be fur- 
nished if the President determines that fur- 
nishing such assistance is important to the na- 
tional interests of the United States. 

(c) Whenever the waiver authority of sub- 
section (b) is exercised, the President shall sub- 
mit to the appropriate congressional committees 
a report with respect to the furnishing of such 
assistance. Any such report shall include a de- 
tailed explanation of the assistance to be pro- 
vided, including the estimated dollar amount of 
such assistance, and an explanation of how the 
assistance furthers United States national inter- 
ests. 

WITHHOLDING OF ASSISTANCE FOR PARKING FINES 
AND REAL PROPERTY TAXES OWED BY FOREIGN 
COUNTRIES 
SEC. 543. (a) Subject to subsection (c), of the 

funds appropriated by this Act that are made 
available for assistance for a foreign country, 
an amount equal to 110 percent of the total 
amount of the unpaid fully adjudicated parking 
fines and penalties and unpaid property taxes 
owed by the central government of such country 
shall be withheld from obligation for assistance 
for the central government of such country until 
the Secretary of State submits a certification to 
the appropriate congressional committees stat- 
ing that such parking fines and penalties and 
unpaid property taxes are fully paid. 

(b) Funds withheld from obligation pursuant 
to subsection (a) may be made available for 
other programs or activities funded by this Act, 
after consultation with and subject to the reg- 
ular notification procedures of the appropriate 
congressional committees, provided that no such 
funds shall be made available for assistance for 
the central government of a foreign country that 
has not paid the total amount of the fully adju- 
dicated parking fines and. penalties and unpaid 
property taxes owed by such country. 

(c) Subsection (a) shall not include amounts 
that have been withheld under any other provi- 
sion of law. 

(а)(1) The Secretary of State may waive the 
requirements set forth in subsection (a) with re- 
spect to parking fines and penalties no sooner 
than 60 days from the date of enactment of this 
Act, or at any time with respect to a particular 
country, if the Secretary determines that it is in 
the national interests of the United States to do 
80. 

(2) Тһе Secretary of State may waive the те- 
quirements set forth in subsection (a) with re- 
spect to the unpaid property taxes if the Sec- 
retary of State determines that it is in the na- 
tional interests of the United States to do so. 

(e) Not later than 6 months after the initial 
exercise of the waiver authority in subsection 
(d), the Secretary of State, after consultations 
with the City of New York, shall submit a report 
to the Committees on Appropriations describing 
a strategy, including a timetable and steps cur- 
rently being taken, to collect the parking fines 
and penalties and unpaid property taxes and 
interest owed by nations receiving foreign assist- 
ance under this Act. 

(f) In this section: 

(1) The term “appropriate congressional com- 
mittees" means the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of the Senate and the Committee on Ap- 
propriations of the House of Representatives. 

(2) The term ‘‘fully adjudicated"' includes cir- 
cumstances in which the person to whom the ve- 
hicle is registered— 

(А)() has not responded to the parking viola- 
tion summons; or 
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(ii) has not followed the appropriate adjudica- 
tion procedure to challenge the summons; and 

(B) the period of time for payment of or chal- 
lenge to the summons has lapsed. 

(3) The term ‘‘parking fines and penalties" 
means parking fines and penalties— 

(A) owed to— 

(i) the District of Columbia; or 

(ii) New York, New York; and 

(B) incurred during the period April 1, 1997 
through September 30, 2004. 

(4) The term “unpaid property taxes" means 
the amount of unpaid taxes and interest deter- 
mined to be owed by a foreign country on real 
property in the District of Columbia or New 
York, New York in a court order or judgment 
entered against such country by a court of the 
United States or any State or subdivision there- 
of. 

LIMITATION ON ASSISTANCE FOR THE PLO FOR THE 
WEST BANK AND GAZA 

SEC. 544. None of the funds appropriated by 
this Act may be obligated for assistance for the 
Palestine Liberation Organization for the West 
Bank and Gaza unless the President has exer- 
cised the authority under section 604(a) of the 
Middle East Peace Facilitation Act of 1995 (title 
VI of Public Law 104—107) or any other legisla- 
tion to suspend or make inapplicable section 307 
of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 and that 
suspension is still in effect: Provided, That if 
the President fails to make the certification 
under section 604(b)(2) of the Middle East Peace 
Facilitation Act of 1995 or to suspend the prohi- 
bition under other legislation, funds аррто- 
priated by this Act may not be obligated for as- 
sistance for the Palestine Liberation Organiza- 
tion for the West Bank and Gaza. 

WAR CRIMES TRIBUNALS DRAWDOWN 

SEC. 545. If the President determines that 
doing so will contribute to a just resolution of 
charges regarding genocide or other violations 
of international humanitarian law, the Presi- 
dent may direct a drawdown pursuant to sec- 
tion 552(c) of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 
of up to $30,000,000 of commodities and services 
for the United Nations War Crimes Tribunal es- 
tablished with regard to the former Yugoslavia 
by the United Nations Security Council or such 
other tribunals or commissions as the Council 
may establish or authorize to deal with such 
violations, without regard to the ceiling limita- 
tion contained in paragraph (2) thereof: Pro- 
vided, That the determination required under 
this section shall be in lieu of any determina- 
tions otherwise required under section 552(с): 
Provided further, That the drawdown made 
under this section for any tribunal shall not be 
construed as an endorsement or precedent for 
the establishment of any standing or permanent 
international criminal tribunal or court: Pro- 
vided further, That funds made available for tri- 
bunals other than Yugoslavia, Rwanda, or the 
Special Court for Sierra Leone shall be made 
available subject to the regular notification pro- 
cedures of the Committees on Appropriations. 

LANDMINES 

SEC. 546. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, demining equipment available to the 
United States Agency for International Develop- 
ment and the Department of State and used in 
support of the clearance of landmines and 
unexploded ordnance for humanitarian pur- 
poses may be disposed of on a grant basis in for- 
eign countries, subject to such terms and condi- 
tions as the President may prescribe. 

RESTRICTIONS CONCERNING THE PALESTINIAN 

AUTHORITY 

SEC. 547. None of the funds appropriated by 
this Act may be obligated or expended to create 
in any part of Jerusalem a new office of any de- 
partment or agency of the United States Govern- 
ment for the purpose of conducting official 
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United States Government business with the 
Palestinian Authority over Gaza and Jericho or 
any successor Palestinian governing entity pro- 
vided for in the Israel-PLO Declaration of Prin- 
ciples: Provided, That this restriction shall not 
apply to the acquisition of additional space for 
the existing Consulate General in Jerusalem: 
Provided further, That meetings between offi- 
cers and employees of the United States and of- 
ficials of the Palestinian Authority, or any suc- 
cessor Palestinian governing entity provided for 
in the Israel-PLO Declaration of Principles, for 
the purpose of conducting official United States 
Government business with such authority 
should continue to take place in locations other 
than Jerusalem. As has been true in the past, of- 
ficers and employees of the United States Gov- 
ernment may continue to meet in Jerusalem on 
other subjects with Palestinians (including 
those who now occupy positions in the Pales- 
tinian Authority), have social contacts, and 
have incidental discussions. 

PROHIBITION OF PAYMENT OF CERTAIN EXPENSES 

SEC. 548. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this Act under the 
heading ‘‘International Military Education and 
Training" or “Foreign Military Financing Pro- 
gram" for Informational Program activities or 
under the headings “Child Survival and Health 
Programs Fund", “Development Assistance", 
and “Economic Support Fund" may be obli- 
gated or expended to pay for— 

(1) alcoholic beverages; or 

(2) entertainment expenses for activities that 
are substantially of a recreational character, in- 
cluding but not limited to entrance fees at sport- 
ing events, theatrical and musical productions, 
and amusement parks. 

HAITI 

SEC. 549. (a) Of the funds appropriated by this 
Act, not less than the following amounts shall 
be made available for assistance for Haiti— 

(1) $20,000,000 from “Child Survival 
Health Programs Fund’’; 

(2) $25,000,000 from ‘“‘Development Assist- 
ance’’, of which funds should be made available 
for poverty reduction, agriculture, environment, 
and basic education programs; and 

(3) $40,000,000 from “Economic Support 
Fund’’, of which funds should be made avail- 
able for judicial reform programs, police train- 
ing, and activities in support of national elec- 
tions. 

(b) The Government of Haiti shall be eligible 
to purchase defense articles and services under 
the Arms Export Control Act (22 U.S.C. 2751 et 
seq.), for the Coast Guard. 

LIMITATION ON ASSISTANCE TO THE PALESTINIAN 
AUTHORITY 

SEC. 550. (a) PROHIBITION OF FUNDS.—None of 
the funds appropriated by this Act to carry out 
the provisions of chapter 4 of part II of the For- 
eign Assistance Act of 1961 may be obligated or 
expended with respect to providing funds to the 
Palestinian Authority. 

(b) WAIVER.—The prohibition included in sub- 
section (a) shall not apply if the President cer- 
tifies in writing to the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives and the President pro tempore 
of the Senate that waiving such prohibition is 
important to the national security interests of 
the United States. 

(c) PERIOD OF APPLICATION OF WAIVER.—Any 
waiver pursuant to subsection (b) shall be effec- 
tive for no more than a period of 6 months at a 
time and shall not apply beyond 12 months after 
the enactment of this Act. 

(а) REPORT.—Whenever the waiver authority 
pursuant to subsection (b) is exercised, the 
President shall submit a report to the Commit- 
tees on Appropriations detailing the steps the 
Palestinian Authority has taken to arrest ter- 
rorists, confiscate weapons and dismantle the 
terrorist infrastructure. The report shall also in- 


and 
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clude a description of how funds will be spent 
and the accounting procedures in place to en- 
sure that they are properly disbursed. 
LIMITATION ON ASSISTANCE TO SECURITY FORCES 

SEC. 551. None of the funds made available by 
this Act may be provided to any unit of the se- 
curity forces of a foreign country if the Sec- 
retary of State has credible evidence that such 
unit has committed gross violations of human 
rights, unless the Secretary determines and re- 
ports to the Committees on Appropriations that 
the government of such country is taking effec- 
tive measures to bring the responsible members 
of the security forces unit to justice: Provided, 
That nothing in this section shall be construed 
to withhold funds made available by this Act 
from any unit of the security forces of a foreign 
country not credibly alleged to be involved in 
gross violations of human rights: Provided fur- 
ther, That in the event that funds are withheld 
from any unit pursuant to this section, the Sec- 
retary of State shall promptly inform the foreign 
government of the basis for such action and 
shall, to the maximum extent practicable, assist 
the foreign government in taking effective meas- 
ures to bring the responsible members of the se- 
curity forces to justice. 

FOREIGN MILITARY TRAINING REPORT 

SEC. 552. The annual foreign military training 
report required by section 656 of the Foreign As- 
sistance Act of 1961 shall be submitted by the 
Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of State 
to the Committees on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives and the Senate by the 
date specified in that section. 

AUTHORIZATION REQUIREMENT 

SEC. 553. Funds appropriated by this Act, ex- 

cept funds appropriated under the headings 


“Trade and Development Agency", ‘‘Millen- 
nium Challenge Corporation’’, ‘‘Overseas Pri- 
vate Investment Corporation", and “Соба 


HIV/AIDS Initiative", may be obligated and ex- 
pended motwithstanding section 10 of Public 
Law 91-672 and section 15 of the State Depart- 
ment Basic Authorities Act of 1956. 

CAMBODIA 

SEC. 554. (a) The Secretary of the Treasury 
Should instruct the United States executive di- 
rectors of the international financial institu- 
tions to use the voice and vote of the United 
States to oppose loans to the Central Govern- 
ment of Cambodia, except loans to meet basic 
human needs. 

(b)(1) None of the funds appropriated by this 
Act may be made available for assistance for the 
Central Government of Cambodia. 

(2) Paragraph (1) shall not apply to assistance 
for basic education, reproductive and maternal 
and child health, cultural and historic preserva- 
tion, programs for the prevention, treatment, 
and control of, and research on, HIV/AIDS, tu- 
berculosis, malaria, polio and other infectious 
diseases, development and implementation of 
legislation and implementation of procedures on 
inter-country adoptions consistent with inter- 
national standards, rule of law programs, coun- 
ternarcotics programs, programs to combat 
human trafficking that are provided through 
nongovernmental organizations, and for the 
Ministry of Women and Veterans Affairs to com- 
bat human trafficking. 

(c) Notwithstanding subsection (b), of the 
funds appropriated by this Act under the head- 
ing "Economic Support Fund", up to $4,000,000 
may be made available for activities to support 
democracy, including assistance for democratic 
political parties. 

(d) Funds appropriated by this Act to carry 
out provisions of section 541 of the Foreign As- 
sistance Act of 1961 may be made available not- 
withstanding subsection (b) only if at least 15 
days prior to the obligation of such funds, the 
Secretary of State provides to the Committees on 
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Appropriations a list of those individuals who 
have been credibly alleged to have ordered or 
carried out extrajudicial and political killings 
that occurred during the March 1997 grenade 
attack against the Khmer Nation Party. 

(e) None of the funds appropriated or other- 
wise made available by this Act may be used to 
provide assistance to any tribunal established 
by the Government of Cambodia unless the Sec- 
retary of State determines and reports to the 
Committees on Appropriations that: (1) Cam- 
bodia’s judiciary is competent, independent, free 
from widespread corruption, and its decisions 
are free from interference by the executive 
branch; and (2) the proposed tribunal is capable 
of delivering justice, that meets internationally 
recognized standards, for crimes against human- 
ity and genocide in an impartial and credible 
manner. 

PALESTINIAN STATEHOOD 

SEC. 555. (a) LIMITATION ON ASSISTANCE.— 
None of the funds appropriated by this Act may 
be provided to support a Palestinian state unless 
the Secretary of State determines and certifies to 
the appropriate congressional committees that— 

(1) a new leadership of a Palestinian gov- 
erning entity has been democratically elected 
through credible and competitive elections; 

(2) the elected governing entity of a new Pal- 
estinian state— 

(A) has demonstrated a firm commitment to 
peaceful co-existence with the State of Israel; 

(B) is taking appropriate measures to counter 
terrorism and terrorist financing in the West 
Bank and Gaza, including the dismantling of 
terrorist infrastructures; 

(C) is establishing a new Palestinian security 
entity that is cooperative with appropriate 
Israeli and other appropriate security organiza- 
tions; and 

(3) the Palestinian Authority (or the gov- 
erning body of a new Palestinian state) is work- 
ing with other countries in the region to vigor- 
ously pursue efforts to establish a just, lasting, 
and comprehensive peace in the Middle East 
that will enable Israel and an independent Pal- 
estinian state to exist within the context of full 


and normal relationships, which should in- 
clude— 

(A) termination of all claims or states of bel- 
ligerency; 


(B) respect for and acknowledgement of the 
sovereignty, territorial integrity, and political 
independence of every state in the area through 
measures including the establishment of demili- 
tarized zones; 

(C) their right to live in peace within secure 
and recognized boundaries free from threats or 
acts of force; 

(D) freedom of navigation through 
national waterways in the area; and 

(E) a framework for achieving a just settle- 
ment of the refugee problem. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the newly elected governing enti- 
ty should enact a constitution assuring the rule 
of law, an independent judiciary, and respect 
for human rights for its citizens, and should 
enact other laws and regulations assuring 
transparent and accountable governance. 

(c) WAIVER.—The President may waive sub- 
section (a) if he determines that it is vital to the 
national security interests of the United States 
to do so. 

(а) EXEMPTION.—The restriction in subsection 
(a) shall not apply to assistance intended to 
help reform the Palestinian Authority and af- 
filiated institutions, or a newly elected gov- 
erning entity, in order to help meet the require- 
ments of subsection (a), consistent with the pro- 
visions of section 550 of this Act (‘‘Limitation on 
Assistance to the Palestinian Authority"). 

COLOMBIA 

SEC. 556. (a) DETERMINATION AND CERTIFI- 

CATION REQUIRED.—Notwithstanding any other 


inter- 
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provision of law, funds appropriated by this Act 
that are available for assistance for the Colom- 
bian Armed Forces, may be made available as 
follows: 

(1) Up to 75 percent of such funds may be obli- 
gated prior to a determination and certification 
by the Secretary of State pursuant to paragraph 
(2). 
(2) Up to 12.5 percent of such funds may be 
obligated only after the Secretary of State cer- 
tifies and reports to the appropriate congres- 
sional committees that: 

(A) The Commander General of the Colombian 
Armed Forces is suspending from the Armed 
Forces those members, of whatever rank who, 
according to the Minister of Defense or the 
Procuraduria General de la Nacion, have been 
credibly alleged to have committed gross viola- 
tions of human rights, including extra-judicial 
killings, or to have aided or abetted para- 
military organizations. 

(B) The Colombian Government is vigorously 
investigating and prosecuting those members of 
the Colombian Armed Forces, of whatever rank, 
who have been credibly alleged to have com- 
mitted gross violations of human rights, includ- 
ing extra-judicial killings, or to have aided or 
abetted paramilitary organizations, and is 
promptly punishing those members of the Colom- 
bian Armed Forces found to have committed 
such violations of human rights or to have aided 
or abetted paramilitary organizations. 

(C) The Colombian Armed Forces have made 
substantial progress in cooperating with civilian 
prosecutors and judicial authorities in such 
cases (including providing requested informa- 
tion, such as the identity of persons suspended 
from the Armed Forces and the nature and 
cause of the suspension, and access to wit- 
nesses, relevant military documents, and other 
requested information). 

(D) The Colombian Armed Forces have made 
substantial progress in severing links (including 
denying access to military intelligence, vehicles, 
and other equipment or supplies, and ceasing 
other forms of active or tacit cooperation) at the 
command, battalion, and brigade levels, with 
paramilitary organizations, especially in regions 
where these organizations have а significant 
presence. 

(E) The Colombian Government is dismantling 
paramilitary leadership and financial networks 
by arresting commanders and financial backers, 
especially in regions where these networks have 
a significant presence. 

(3) The balance of such funds may be obli- 
gated after July 31, 2005, if the Secretary of 
State certifies and reports to the appropriate 
congressional committees, after such date, that 
the Colombian Armed Forces are continuing to 
meet the conditions contained in paragraph (2) 
and are conducting vigorous operations to re- 
store government authority and respect for 
human rights in areas under the effective con- 
trol of paramilitary and guerrilla organizations. 

(b) CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION.—Funds 
made available by this Act for the Colombian 
Armed Forces shall be subject to the regular no- 
tification procedures of the Committees on Ap- 
propriations. 

(c) CONSULTATIVE PROCESS.—Not later than 60 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
and every 90 days thereafter until September 30, 
2006, the Secretary of State shall consult with 
internationally recognized human rights organi- 
zations regarding progress in meeting the condi- 
tions contained in that subsection. 

(а) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) AIDED OR ABETTED.—The term ''aided or 
abetted’’ means to provide any support to para- 
military groups, including taking actions which 
allow, facilitate, or otherwise foster the activi- 
ties of such groups. 

(2) PARAMILITARY GROUPS.—The term ''para- 
military groups" means illegal self-defense 
groups and illegal security cooperatives. 
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ILLEGAL ARMED GROUPS 

SEC. 557. (a) DENIAL OF VISAS TO SUPPORTERS 
OF COLOMBIAN ILLEGAL ARMED GROUPS.—Sub- 
ject to subsection (b), the Secretary of State 
shall not issue a visa to any alien who the Sec- 
retary determines, based on credible evidence— 

(1) has willfully provided any support to the 
Revolutionary Armed Forces of Colombia 
(FARC), the National Liberation Army (ELN), 
or the United Self-Defense Forces of Colombia 
(AUC), including taking actions or failing to 
take actions which allow, facilitate, or other- 
wise foster the activities of such groups; or 

(2) has committed, ordered, incited, assisted, 
or otherwise participated in the commission of 
gross violations of human rights, including 
extra-judicial killings, in Colombia. 

(b) WAIVER.—Subsection (a) shall not apply if 
the Secretary of State determines and certifies to 
the appropriate congressional committees, on a 
case-by-case basis, that the issuance of a visa to 
the alien is necessary to support the peace proc- 
ess in Colombia or for urgent humanitarian rea- 
sons. 

PROHIBITION ON ASSISTANCE TO THE PALESTINIAN 
BROADCASTING CORPORATION 

SEC. 558. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this Act may be 
used to provide equipment, technical support, 
consulting services, or any other form of assist- 
ance to the Palestinian Broadcasting Corpora- 
tion. 

WEST BANK AND GAZA PROGRAM 

SEC. 559. (a) OVERSIGHT.—For fiscal year 2005, 
30 days prior to the initial obligation of funds 
for the bilateral West Bank and Gaza Program, 
the Secretary of State shall certify to the appro- 
priate committees of Congress that procedures 
have been established to assure the Comptroller 
General of the United States will have access to 
appropriate United States financial information 
in order to review the uses of United States as- 
sistance for the Program funded under the 
heading “Economic Support Fund" for the West 
Bank and Gaza. 

(b) VETTING.—Prior to the obligation of funds 
appropriated by this Act under the heading 
“Economic Support Fund" for assistance for the 
West Bank and Gaza, the Secretary of State 
shall take all appropriate steps to ensure that 
such assistance is not provided to or through 
any individual, private or government entity, or 
educational institution that the Secretary 
knows or has reason to believe advocates, plans, 
sponsors, engages in, or has engaged in, ter- 
rorist activity. The Secretary of State shall, as 
appropriate, establish procedures specifying the 
steps to be taken in carrying out this subsection 
and shall terminate assistance to any indi- 
vidual, entity, or educational institution which 
he has determined to be involved in or advo- 
cating terrorist activity. 

(c) PROHIBITION.—None of the funds appro- 
priated by this Act for assistance under the 
West Bank and Gaza program may be made 
available for the purpose of recognizing or oth- 
erwise honoring individuals who commit, or 
have committed, acts of terrorism. 

(а) AUDITS.— 

(1) The Administrator of the United States 
Agency for International Development shall en- 
sure that Federal or non-Federal audits of all 
contractors and grantees, and significant sub- 
contractors and subgrantees, under the West 
Bank and Gaza Program, are conducted at least 
on an annual basis to ensure, among other 
things, compliance with this section. 

(2) Of the funds appropriated by this Act 
under the heading “Economic Support Fund" 
that are made available for assistance for the 
West Bank and Gaza, up to $1,000,000 may be 
used by the Office of the Inspector General of 
the United States Agency for International De- 
velopment for audits, inspections, and other ac- 
tivities in furtherance of the requirements of 
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this subsection. Such funds are in addition to 

funds otherwise available for such purposes. 

CONTRIBUTIONS TO UNITED NATIONS POPULATION 
FUND 

SEC. 560. (a) LIMITATIONS ON AMOUNT OF CON- 
TRIBUTION.—Of the amounts made available 
under ‘‘International Organizations and Pro- 
grams" and ''Child Survival and Health Pro- 
grams Fund" for fiscal year 2005, $34,000,000 
shall be made available for the United Nations 
Population Fund (hereafter in this section re- 
ferred to as the “ОМЕРА”): Provided, That of 
this amount, not less than $25,000,000 shall be 
derived from funds appropriated under the 
heading “International Organizations and Pro- 
grams”. 

(b) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—Funds appro- 
priated under the heading ‘‘International Orga- 
nizations and Programs" in this Act that are 
available for UNFPA, that are not made avail- 
able for UNFPA because of the operation of any 
provision of law, shall be transferred to ‘‘Child 
Survival and Health Programs Fund” and shall 
be made available for family planning, mater- 
nal, and reproductive health activities, subject 
to the regular notification procedures of the 
Committees on Appropriations. 

(с) REPROGRAMMING OF FUNDS.—Of the funds 
appropriated in Public Law 108-199 that were 
available for the UNFPA, $12,500,000 shall be 
made available for anti-trafficking programs: 
Provided, That of the funds appropriated in 
Public Law 108-199 that were available for the 
UNFPA, $12,500,000 shall be made available for 
the family planning, maternal, and reproductive 
health activities of the United States Agency for 
International Development in Albania, Azer- 
baijan, the Democratic Republic of the Congo, 
Ethiopia, Georgia, Haiti, Kazakhstan, Kenya, 
Nigeria, Romania, Russia, Rwanda, Tanzania, 
Uganda, and the Ukraine: Provided further, 
That such programs and activities shall be 
deemed to have been justified to Congress. 

(а) PROHIBITION ON USE OF FUNDS IN CHINA.— 
None of the funds made available under ‘‘Inter- 
national Organizations and Programs’’ may be 
made available for the UNFPA for a country 
program in the People’s Republic of China. 

(е) CONDITIONS ON AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.— 
Amounts made available under ‘International 
Organizations and Programs" for fiscal year 
2005 for the UNFPA may not be made available 
to UNFPA unless— 

(1) the UNFPA maintains amounts made 
available to the UNFPA under this section in an 
account separate from other accounts of the 
UNFPA; 

(2) the UNFPA does not commingle amounts 
made available to the UNFPA under this section 
with other sums; and 

(3) the UNFPA does not fund abortions. 

WAR CRIMINALS 

SEC. 561. (a)(1) None of the funds аррто- 
priated or otherwise made available pursuant to 
this Act may be made available for assistance, 
and the Secretary of the Treasury shall instruct 
the United States executive directors to the 
international financial institutions to vote 
against any new project involving the extension 
by such institutions of any financial or tech- 
nical assistance, to any country, entity, or mu- 
nicipality whose competent authorities have 
failed, as determined by the Secretary of State, 
to take necessary and significant steps to imple- 
ment its international legal obligations to appre- 
hend and transfer to the International Criminal 
Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia (the ''Tri- 
bunal’’) all persons in their territory who have 
been indicted by the Tribunal and to otherwise 
cooperate with the Tribunal. 

(2) The provisions of this subsection shall not 
apply to humanitarian assistance or assistance 
for democratization. 

(b) The provisions of subsection (a) shall 
apply unless the Secretary of State determines 
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and reports to the appropriate congressional 
committees that the competent authorities of 
Such country, entity, or municipality are— 

(1) cooperating with the Tribunal, including 
access for investigators to archives and wit- 
nesses, the provision of documents, and the sur- 
render and transfer of indictees or assistance in 
their apprehension; and 

(2) are acting consistently with the Dayton 
Accords. 

(c) Not less than 10 days before any vote in an 
international financial institution regarding the 
extension of any new project involving financial 
or technical assistance or grants to any country 
or entity described im subsection (a), the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, in consultation with the 
Secretary of State, shall provide to the Commit- 
tees on Appropriations a written justification 
for the proposed assistance, including an expla- 
nation of the United States position regarding 
any such vote, as well as a description of the lo- 
cation of the proposed assistance by munici- 
рат ћу, its purpose, and its intended bene- 
ficiaries. 

(d) In carrying out this section, the Secretary 
of State, the Administrator of the United States 
Agency for International Development, and the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall consult with 
representatives of human rights organizations 
and all government agencies with relevant in- 
formation to help prevent indicted war criminals 
from benefiting from any financial or technical 
assistance or grants provided to any country or 
entity described in subsection (a). 

(e) The Secretary of State may waive the ap- 
plication of subsection (a) with respect to 
projects within a country, entity, or munici- 
pality upon a written determination to the Com- 
mittees om Appropriations that such assistance 
directly supports the implementation of the 
Dayton Accords. 

(f) DEFINITIONS.—As used in this section— 

(1) COUNTRY.—The term ‘‘country’’ means 
Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia and Serbia. 

(2) ENTITY.—The term ''entity" refers to the 
Federation of Bosnia and Herzegovina, Kosovo, 
Montenegro and the Republika Srpska. 

(3) MUNICIPALITY.—The term ‘‘municipality”’ 
means a city, town or other subdivision within 
а country or entity as defined herein. 

(4) DAYTON ACCORDS.—The term “Dayton Ac- 
cords" means the General Framework Agree- 
ment for Peace in Bosnia and Herzegovina, to- 
gether with annexes relating thereto, done at 
Dayton, November 10 through 16, 1995. 

USER FEES 

SEC. 562. The Secretary of the Treasury shall 
instruct the United States Executive Director at 
each international financial institution (as de- 
fined in section 1701(c)(2) of the International 
Financial Institutions Ас) and the Inter- 
national Monetary Fund to oppose any loan, 
grant, strategy or policy of these institutions 
that would require user fees or service charges 
on poor people for primary education or primary 
healthcare, including prevention and treatment 
efforts for HIV/AIDS, malaria, tuberculosis, and 
infant, child, and maternal well-being, in con- 
nection with the institutions’ financing рто- 
grams. 

FUNDING FOR SERBIA 

SEC. 563. (a) Funds appropriated by this Act 
may be made available for assistance for the 
central Government of Serbia after May 31, 2005, 
if the President has made the determination and 
certification contained in subsection (c). 

(b) After May 31, 2005, the Secretary of the 
Treasury should instruct the United States етес- 
utive directors to the international financial in- 
stitutions to support loans and assistance to the 
Government of Serbia and Montenegro subject 
to the conditions in subsection (c): Provided, 
That section 576 of the Foreign Operations, Ex- 
port Financing, and Related Programs Appro- 
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priations Act, 1997, as amended, shall not apply 
to the provision of loans and assistance to the 
Government of Serbia and Montenegro through 
international financial institutions. 

(c) The determination and certification re- 
ferred to in subsection (a) is a determination by 
the President and a certification to the Commit- 
tees on Appropriations that the Government of 
Serbia and Montenegro is— 

(1) cooperating with the International Crimi- 
nal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia includ- 
ing access for investigators, the provision of 
documents, and the surrender and transfer of 
indictees or assistance in their apprehension, in- 
cluding making all practicable efforts to appre- 
hend and transfer Ratko Mladic; 

(2) taking steps that are consistent with the 
Dayton Accords to end Serbian financial, polit- 
ical, security and other support which has 
served to maintain separate Republika Srpska 
institutions; and 

(3) taking steps to implement policies which 
reflect a respect for minority rights and the rule 
of law. 

(а) This section shall not apply to Monte- 
negro, Kosovo, humanitarian assistance or as- 
sistance to promote democracy. 

COMMUNITY-BASED POLICE ASSISTANCE 

SEC. 564. (a) AUTHORITY.—Funds made avail- 
able by this Act to carry out the provisions of 
chapter 1 of part I and chapter 4 of part II of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, may be used, 
notwithstanding section 660 of that Act, to en- 
hance the effectiveness and accountability of ci- 
vilian police authority through training and 
technical assistance in human rights, the rule of 
law, strategic planning, and through assistance 
to foster civilian police roles that support demo- 
cratic governance including assistance for pro- 
grams to prevent conflict, respond to disasters, 
address gender-based violence, and foster im- 
proved police relations with the communities 
they serve. 

(b) NOTIFICATION.—Assistance provided under 
subsection (a) shall be subject to prior consulta- 
tion with, and the regular notification proce- 
dures of, the Committees on Appropriations. 

SPECIAL DEBT RELIEF FOR THE POOREST 

SEC. 565. (a) AUTHORITY TO REDUCE DEBT.— 
The President may reduce amounts owed to the 
United States (or any agency of the United 
States) by an eligible country as a result of— 

(1) guarantees issued under sections 221 and 
222 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961; 

(2) credits extended or guarantees 
under the Arms Export Control Act; or 

(3) any obligation or portion of such obliga- 
tion, to pay for purchases of United States agri- 
cultural commodities guaranteed by the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation under export credit 
guarantee programs authorized pursuant to sec- 
tion 5(f) of the Commodity Credit Corporation 
Charter Act of June 29, 1948, as amended, sec- 
tion 4(b) of the Food for Peace Act of 1966, as 
amended (Public Law 89-808), or section 202 of 
the Agricultural Trade Act of 1978, as amended 
(Public Law 95-501). 

(b) LIMITATIONS.— 

(1) The authority provided by subsection (a) 
may be exercised only to implement multilateral 
official debt relief and referendum agreements, 
commonly referred to as “Paris Club Agreed 
Minutes". 

(2) The authority provided by subsection (a) 
may be exercised only in such amounts or to 
Such extent as is provided in advance by appro- 
priations Acts. 

(3) The authority provided by subsection (a) 
may be exercised only with respect to countries 
with heavy debt burdens that are eligible to bor- 
row from the International Development Asso- 
ciation, but not from the International Bank for 
Reconstruction and Development, commonly re- 
ferred to as “Ір А-отіу” countries. 
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(c) CONDITIONS.—The authority provided by 
subsection (a) may be exercised only with re- 
spect to a country whose government— 

(1) does not have an excessive level of military 
expenditures; 

(2) has not repeatedly provided support for 
acts of international terrorism; 

(3) is not failing to cooperate on international 
narcotics control matters; 

(4) (including its military or other security 
forces) does not engage in a consistent pattern 
of gross violations of internationally recognized 
human rights; and 

(5) is not ineligible for assistance because of 
the application of section 527 of the Foreign Re- 
lations Authorization Act, Fiscal Years 1994 and 
1995. 

(а) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—The authority 
provided by subsection (a) may be used only 
with regard to the funds appropriated by this 
Act under the heading ‘‘Debt Restructuring". 

(е) CERTAIN PROHIBITIONS INAPPLICABLE.—A 
reduction of debt pursuant to subsection (a) 
shall not be considered assistance for the pur- 
poses of any provision of law limiting assistance 
to a country. The authority provided by sub- 
section (a) may be exercised notwithstanding 
section 620(r) of the Foreign Assistance Act of 
1961 or section 321 of the International Develop- 
ment and Food Assistance Act of 1975. 

AUTHORITY TO ENGAGE IN DEBT BUYBACKS OR 

SALES 

SEC. 566. (a) LOANS ELIGIBLE FOR SALE, RE- 
DUCTION, OR CANCELLATION.— 

(1) AUTHORITY TO SELL, REDUCE, OR CANCEL 
CERTAIN LOANS.—Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, the President may, in accord- 
ance with this section, sell to any eligible pur- 
chaser any concessional loan or portion thereof 
made before January 1, 1995, pursuant to the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, to the govern- 
ment of any eligible country as defined in sec- 
tion 702(6) of that Act or on receipt of payment 
from an eligible purchaser, reduce or cancel 
such loan or portion thereof, only for the pur- 
pose of facilitating— 

(A) debt-for-equity swaps, debt-for-develop- 
ment swaps, or debt-for-nature swaps; or 

(B) a debt buyback by an eligible country of 
its own qualified debt, only if the eligible coun- 
try uses an additional amount of the local cur- 
rency of the eligible country, equal to not less 
than 40 percent of the price paid for such debt 
by such eligible country, or the difference be- 
tween the price paid for such debt and the face 
value of such debt, to support activities that 
link conservation and sustainable use of natural 
resources with local community development, 
and child survival and other child development, 
in а manner consistent with sections 707 
through 710 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 
1961, if the sale, reduction, or cancellation 
would not contravene any term or condition of 
any prior agreement relating to such loan. 

(2) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—Notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, the President shall, 
in accordance with this section, establish the 
terms and conditions under which loans may be 
sold, reduced, or canceled pursuant to this sec- 
tion. 

(3) ADMINISTRATION.—The Facility, as defined 
in section 702(8) of the Foreign Assistance Act of 
1961, shall notify the administrator of the agen- 
cy primarily responsible for administering part I 
of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 of pur- 
chasers that the President has determined to be 
eligible, and shall direct such agency to carry 
out the sale, reduction, or cancellation of a loan 
pursuant to this section. Such agency shall 
make adjustment in its accounts to reflect the 
sale, reduction, or cancellation. 

(4) LIMITATION.—The authorities of this sub- 
section shall be available only to the extent that 
appropriations for the cost of the modification, 
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as defined in section 502 of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974, are made in advance. 

(b) DEPOSIT OF PROCEEDS.—The proceeds from 
the sale, reduction, or cancellation of any loan 
sold, reduced, or canceled pursuant to this sec- 
tion shall be deposited in the United States Gov- 
ernment account or accounts established for the 
repayment of such loan. 

(c) ELIGIBLE PURCHASERS.—A loan may be 
sold pursuant to subsection (a)(1)(A) only to a 
purchaser who presents plans satisfactory to the 
President for using the loan for the purpose of 
engaging in debt-for-equity swaps, debt-for-de- 
velopment swaps, or debt-for-nature swaps. 

(d) DEBTOR CONSULTATIONS.—Before the sale 
to any eligible purchaser, or any reduction or 
cancellation pursuant to this section, of any 
loan made to an eligible country, the President 
should consult with the country concerning the 
amount of loans to be sold, reduced, or canceled 
and their uses for debt-for-equity swaps, debt- 
for-development swaps, от debt-for-nature 
Swaps. 

(e) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—The authority 
provided by subsection (a) may be used only 
with regard to funds appropriated by this Act 
under the heading ‘‘Debt Restructuring". 

BASIC EDUCATION 

SEC. 567. Of the funds appropriated by title II 
of this Act, not less than $400,000,000 shall be 
made available for basic education. 

RECONCILIATION PROGRAMS 

SEC. 568. Of the funds appropriated under the 
heading ‘‘Economic Support Fund’’, not less 
than $12,000,000 shall be made available to sup- 
port reconciliation programs апа activities 
which bring together individuals of different 
ethnic, religious, and political backgrounds from 
areas of civil conflict and war. 

SUDAN 

SEC. 569. (a) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—Of the 
funds appropriated by title II of this Act, not 
less than $311,000,000 should be made available 
for assistance for Sudan. 

(b) LIMITATION ON ASSISTANCE.—Subject to 
section (с): 

(1) Notwithstanding section 501(a) of the 
International Malaria Control Act of 2000 (Pub- 
lic Law 106-570) or any other provision of law, 
none of the funds appropriated by this Act may 
be made available for assistance for the Govern- 
ment of Sudan. 

(2) None of the funds appropriated by this Act 
may be made available for the cost, as defined 
in section 502, of the Congressional Budget Act 
of 1974, of modifying loans and loan guarantees 
held by the Government of Sudan, including the 
cost of selling, reducing, or canceling amounts 
owed to the United States, and modifying 
concessional loans, guarantees, amd credit 
agreements. 

(c) Subsection (b) shall not apply if the Sec- 
retary of State determines amd certifies to the 
Committees on Appropriations that— 

(1) the Government of Sudan has taken sig- 
nificant steps to disarm and disband govern- 
ment-supported militia groups in the Darfur re- 
gion; 

(2) the Government of Sudan and all govern- 
ment-supported militia groups are honoring 
their commitments made in the cease-fire agree- 
ment of April 8, 2004; and 

(3) the Government of Sudan is allowing 
unimpeded access to Darfur to humanitarian 
aid organizations, the human rights investiga- 
tion and humanitarian teams of the United Na- 
tions, including protection officers, and an 
international monitoring team that is based in 
Darfur and that has the support of the United 
States. 

(d) EXCEPTIONS.—The provisions of subsection 
(b) shall not apply to— 

(1) humanitarian assistance; and 

(2) assistance for Darfur and for areas outside 
the control of the Government of Sudan. 
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(e) NOTIFICATION.—Not more than $45,000,000 
of the funds appropriated by this Act under the 
headings ‘‘International Disaster and Famine 
Assistance" and “Transition Initiatives" may 
be made available for assistance for Sudan out- 
side of the Darfur region unless written notice 
has been provided to the Committees on Аррто- 
priations not less than 5 days prior to the obli- 
gation of such funds. 

(f) DEFINITIONS.—For the purposes of this Act 
and section 501 of Public Law 106—570, the terms 
“Government of Sudan’’, “areas outside of con- 
trol of the Government of Sudan", and “атеа in 
Sudan outside of control of the Government of 
Sudan" shall have the same meaning and appli- 
cation as was the case immediately prior to June 
5, 2004, and, with regard to assistance in sup- 
port of a viable peace agreement, Southern 
Kordofan/Nuba Mountains State, Blue Nile 
State and Abyei. 

(0) APPROPRIATION.—In addition to amounts 
appropriated elsewhere in this Act, $75,000,000 is 
hereby appropriated for ‘‘Peacekeeping Oper- 
ations”? to support peace and humanitarian 
intervention operations for Sudan, and 
$18,000,000 is hereby appropriated for ‘‘Inter- 
national Disaster and Famine Assistance’’ for 
humanitarian assistance and related activities 
in Sudan: Provided, That the entire amount ap- 
propriated in this subsection is designated as an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 402 
of S. Con. Res. 95 (108th Congress), as made ap- 
plicable to the House of Representatives by H. 
Res. 649 (108th Congress) and applicable to the 
Senate by section 14007 of Public Law 108-287: 
Provided further, That the Secretary of State 
shall consult with the Committees on Appropria- 
tions regarding the proposed uses of these funds 
within 30 days of the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(h) TECHNICAL CHANGE.—Section 12 of the 
International Organizations Immunities Act (22 
U.S.C. 288f-2) is amended by striking ‘‘Organi- 
zation of African Unity” and inserting in lieu 
thereof “African Union”. 

TRADE CAPACITY BUILDING 

SEC. 570. Of the funds appropriated by this 
Act, under the headings “Trade and Develop- 
ment Agency", "Development Assistance”, 
“Transition Initiatives", ‘‘Economic Support 
Fund", “International Affairs Technical Assist- 
ance", and “International Organizations and 
Programs”, not less than $507,000,000 should be 
made available for trade capacity building as- 
sistance: Provided, That $20,000,000 of the funds 
appropriated in this Act under the heading 
“Economic Support Fund" shall be made avail- 
able for labor and environmental capacity build- 
ing activities relating to the free trade agree- 
ment with the countries of Central America and 
the Dominican Republic. 

EXCESS DEFENSE ARTICLES FOR CENTRAL AND 
SOUTH EUROPEAN COUNTRIES AND CERTAIN 
OTHER COUNTRIES 
SEC. 571. Notwithstanding section 516(e) of the 

Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 

2321j(e)), during fiscal year 2005, funds avail- 

able to the Department of Defense may be ex- 
pended for crating, packing, handling, and 
transportation of excess defense articles trans- 
ferred under the authority of section 516 of such 

Act to Albania, Bulgaria, Croatia, Estonia, 

Former Yugoslavian Republic of Macedonia, 

Georgia, India, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Lat- 

via, Lithuania, Moldova, Mongolia, Pakistan, 

Romania, Slovakia, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan, 

Ukraine, and Uzbekistan. 

INDONESIA 

SEC. 572. (a) Funds appropriated by this Act 
under the heading “Foreign Military Financing 
Program" may be made available for assistance 
for Indonesia, and licenses may be issued for the 
export of lethal defense articles for the Indo- 
nesian Armed Forces, only if the Secretary of 
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State certifies to the appropriate congressional 

committees that— 

(1) the Armed Forces are taking steps to 
counter international terrorism, consistent with 
democratic principles and the rule of law, and 
in cooperation with countries in the region; 

(2) the Indonesian Government is prosecuting 
and punishing, in a manner proportional to the 
crime, members of the Armed Forces, of what- 
ever rank, who have been credibly alleged to 
have committed gross violations of human rights 
or to have aided or abetted militia groups; 

(3) at the direction of the President of Indo- 
nesia, the Armed Forces are cooperating with ci- 
vilian judicial authorities and with inter- 
national efforts to resolve cases of gross viola- 
tions of human rights in East Timor and else- 
where; and 

(4) at the direction of the President of Indo- 
nesia, the Armed Forces are implementing re- 
forms to increase the transparency and account- 
ability of their operations and financial man- 
agement, including making publicly available 
audits of receipts and expenditures. 

(b) Funds appropriated under the heading 
“International Military Education and Train- 
ing" may be made available for assistance for 
Indonesia if the Secretary of State determines 
and reports to the Committees on Appropriations 
that the Indonesian Government and Armed 
Forces are cooperating with the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation's investigation into the August 
31, 2002 murders of two American citizens and 
one Indonesian citizen in Timika, Indonesia: 
Provided, That this restriction shall not apply 
to erpanded international military education 
and training, which may include English lan- 
guage training. 

LIMITATION ON CONTRACTS 

SEC. 573. None of the funds made available 
under this Act may be used to fund any contract 
in contravention of section 8(а)(6) of the Small 
Business Act (15 U.S.C. 637(d)(6)). 

LIMITATION ON ECONOMIC SUPPORT FUND ASSIST- 
ANCE FOR CERTAIN FOREIGN GOVERNMENTS 
THAT ARE PARTIES TO THE INTERNATIONAL 
CRIMINAL COURT 
SEC. 574. (a) None of the funds made available 

in this Act in title II under the heading ‘‘Eco- 

nomic Support Fund" may be used to provide 
assistance to the government of a country that 
is a party to the International Criminal Court 
and has not entered into an agreement with the 

United States pursuant to Article 98 of the Rome 

Statute preventing the International Criminal 

Court from proceeding against United States 

personnel present in such country. 

(b) The President may, without prior notice to 
Congress, waive the prohibition of subsection (a) 
with respect to a North Atlantic Treaty Organi- 
zation (“МАТО”) member country, a major non- 
NATO ally (including Australia, Egypt, Israel, 
Japan, Jordan, Argentina, the Republic of 
Korea, and New Zealand), or Taiwan if he de- 
termines and reports to the appropriate congres- 
sional committees that it is important to the na- 
tional security interests of the United States to 
waive such prohibition. 

(c) The President may, without prior notice to 
Congress, waive the prohibition of subsection (a) 
with respect to a particular country if he deter- 
mines and reports to the appropriate congres- 
sional committees that such country has entered 
into an agreement with the United States pursu- 
ant to Article 98 of the Rome Statute preventing 
the International Criminal Court from pro- 
ceeding against United States personnel present 
in such country. 

(а) The prohibition of this section shall not 
apply to countries otherwise eligible for assist- 
ance under the Millennium Challenge Act of 
2003, notwithstanding section 606(a)(2)(B) of 
such Act. 
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PROHIBITION AGAINST DIRECT FUNDING FOR SAUDI 
ARABIA 

SEC. 575. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available pursuant to this Act 
shall be obligated or expended to finance any 
assistance to Saudi Arabia: Provided, That the 
President may waive the prohibition of this sec- 
tion if he certifies to the Committees on Appro- 
priations, 15 days prior to the obligation of 
funds for assistance for Saudi Arabia, that 
Saudi Arabia is cooperating with efforts to com- 
bat international terrorism and that the pro- 
posed assistance will help facilitate that effort. 

ENVIRONMENT PROGRAMS 

SEC. 576. (а) FUNDING.—Of the funds appro- 
priated under the heading Development Assist- 
ance", not less than $165,500,000 shall be made 
available for programs and activities which di- 
rectly protect biodiversity, including forests, in 
developing countries, of which not less than 
$8,000,000 should be made available to implement 
a regional strategy for biodiversity conservation 
in the countries comprising the Amazon basin of 
South America, including to improve the capac- 
ity of indigenous communities and local law en- 
forcement agencies to protect the biodiversity of 
indigenous reserves, which amount shall be in 
addition to the amounts requested for biodiver- 
Sity activities in these countries in fiscal year 
2005: 

Provided, That of the funds appropriated by 
this Act, not less than $180,000,000 shall be made 
available to support clean energy and other cli- 
mate change policies and programs in devel- 
oping countries, of which $100,000,000 should be 
made available to directly promote and deploy 
energy conservation, energy efficiency, and re- 
newable and clean energy, technologies, and of 
which the balance should be made available to 
directly (1) measure, monitor, and reduce green- 
house gas emissions; (2) increase carbon seques- 
tration activities; and (3) enhance climate 
change mitigation and adaptation programs. 

(b) CLIMATE CHANGE REPORT.—Not later than 
45 days after the date on which the President's 
fiscal year 2006 budget request is submitted to 
Congress, the President shall submit a report to 
the Committees on Appropriations describing in 
detail the following— 

(1) all Federal agency obligations and expend- 
itures, domestic and international, for climate 
change programs and activities in fiscal year 
2005, including an accounting of expenditures 
by agency with each agency identifying climate 
change activities and associated costs by line 
item as presented in the President’s Budget Ap- 
pendix; and 

(2) all fiscal year 2004 obligations and esti- 
mated expenditures, fiscal year 2005 estimated 
expenditures and estimated obligations, and fis- 
cal year 2006 requested funds by the United 
States Agency for International Development, 
by country and central program, for each of the 
following: (i) to promote the transfer and de- 
ployment of a wide range of United States clean 
energy and energy efficiency technologies; (ii) to 
assist in the measurement, monitoring, report- 
ing, verification, and reduction of greenhouse 
gas emissions; (iii) to promote carbon capture 
and sequestration measures; (iv) to help meet 
Such countries’ responsibilities under the 
Framework Convention on Climate Change; and 
(v) to develop assessments of the vulnerability to 
impacts of climate change and mitigation and 
adaptation response strategies. 

(с) EXTRACTION OF NATURAL RESOURCES.— 

(1) The Secretary of the Treasury shall inform 
the managements of the international financial 
institutions and the public that it is the policy 
of the United States that any assistance by such 
institutions (including but not limited to any 
loan, credit, grant, or guarantee) for the extrac- 
tion and export of oil, gas, coal, timber, or other 
natural resource should not be provided unless 
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the government of the country has in place or is 
taking the necessary steps to establish func- 
tioning systems for (1) accurately accounting for 
revenues and expenditures in connection with 
the extraction and export of the type of natural 
resource to be extracted or exported; (2) the 
independent auditing of such accounts and the 
widespread public dissemination of the audits; 
and (3) verifying government receipts against 
company payments including widespread dis- 
semination of such payment information in a 
manner that does not create competitive dis- 
advantage or disclose proprietary information. 

(2) Not later than 180 days after the enact- 
ment of this Act, the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall submit a report to the Committees on Ap- 
propriations describing, for each international 
financial institution, the amount and type of 
assistance provided, by country, for the extrac- 
tion and export of oil, gas, coal, timber, or other 
national resource since September 30, 2004. 

UZBEKISTAN 

SEC. 577. Funds appropriated by this Act may 
be made available for assistance for the central 
Government of Uzbekistan only if the Secretary 
of State determines and reports to the Commit- 
tees on Appropriations that the Government of 
Uzbekistan is making substantial and con- 
tinuing progress in meeting its commitments 
under the “Declaration on the Strategic Part- 
nership and Cooperation Framework Between 
the Republic of Uzbekistan and the United 
States of America’’, including respect for human 
rights, establishing a genuine multi-party sys- 
tem, and ensuring free and fair elections, free- 
dom of expression, and the independence of the 
media. 

CENTRAL ASIA 

SEC. 578. (a) Funds appropriated by this Act 
may be made available for assistance for the 
Government of Kazakhstan only if the Secretary 
of State determines and reports to the Commit- 
tees on Appropriations that the Government of 
Kazakhstan has made significant improvements 
in the protection of human rights during the 
preceding 6 month period. 

(b) The Secretary of State may waive sub- 
section (a) if he determines and reports to the 
Committees on Appropriations that such a waiv- 
er is in the national security interest of the 
United States. 

(c) Not later than October 1, 2005, the Sec- 
retary of State shall submit a report to the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations and the Committee on 
Foreign Relations of the Senate and the Com- 
mittee on International Relations of the House 
of Representatives describing the following: 

(1) The defense articles, defense services, and 
financial assistance provided by the United 
States to the countries of Central Asia during 
the 6-month period ending 30 days prior to sub- 
mission of such report. 

(2) The use during such period of defense arti- 
cles, defense services, and financial assistance 
provided by the United States by units of the 
armed forces, border guards, or other security 
forces of such countries. 

(а) For purposes of this section, the term 
“countries of Central Asia’’ means Uzbekistan, 
Kazakhstan, Kyrgyz Republic, Tajikistan, and 
Turkmenistan. 

DISABILITY PROGRAMS 

SEC. 579. (a) Of the funds appropriated by this 
Act under the heading ‘‘Economic Support 
Fund’’, not less than $2,500,000 shall be made 
available for programs and activities to address 
the needs and protect the rights of people with 
disabilities in developing countries: Provided, 
That such funds shall be administered by the 
United States Agency for International Develop- 
ment (“USAID”) and the Department of State, 
and shall be available for grants to nongovern- 
mental organieations that work om behalf of 
people with disabilities in such countries. 
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(b) The Secretary of State and the USAID Ad- 
ministrator shall designate within their respec- 
tive agencies an individual to serve as Disability 
* Advisor" or “Coordinator”, whose function it 
shall be to ensure that disability rights are ad- 
dressed, where appropriate, in United States 
policies and programs. 

(c) Funds made available under subsection (a) 
may be made available for an international con- 
ference on the needs of people with disabilities, 
including disability rights, advocacy and access. 

(а) The Secretary of State, the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and the USAID Administrator 
shall seek to ensure that the needs of people 
with disabilities are addressed, where appro- 
priate, in democracy, human rights, and rule of 
law programs, projects and activities supported 
by the Department of State, Department of the 
Treasury, and USAID. 

(e) The USAID Administrator shall seek to en- 
sure that programs, projects and activities ad- 
ministered by USAID comply fully with 
USAID's “Policy Paper: Disability" issued on 
September 12, 1997: Provided, That not later 
than 90 days after enactment of this Act, 
USAID shall implement procedures to require 
that prospective grantees seeking funding from 
USAID specify, when relevant, how the pro- 
posed program, project or activity for which 
funding is being requested will include pro- 
tecting the rights and addressing the needs of 
persons with disabilities. 


ZIMBABWE 


SEC. 580. The Secretary of the Treasury shall 
instruct the United States executive director to 
each international financial institution to vote 
against any extension by the respective institu- 
tion of any loans to the Government of 
Zimbabwe, except to meet basic human needs or 
to promote democracy, unless the Secretary of 
State determines and certifies to the Committees 
on Appropriations that the rule of law has been 
restored in Zimbabwe, including respect for 
ownership and title to property, freedom of 
speech and association. 


TIBET 


SEC. 581. (a) The Secretary of the Treasury 
should instruct the United States executive di- 
rector to each international financial institution 
to use the voice and vote of the United States to 
support projects in Tibet if such projects do not 
provide incentives for the migration and settle- 
ment of non-Tibetans into Tibet or facilitate the 
transfer of ownership of Tibetan land and nat- 
ural resources to non-Tibetans; are based on a 
thorough needs-assessment; foster  self-suffi- 
ciency of the Tibetan people and respect Tibetan 
culture and traditions; and are subject to effec- 
tive monitoring. 

(b) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, not less than $4,000,000 of the funds appro- 
priated by this Act under the heading ‘‘Eco- 
nomic Support Fund” should be made available 
to nongovernmental organizations to support 
activities which preserve cultural traditions and 
promote sustainable development and environ- 
mental conservation in Tibetan communities in 
the Tibetan Autonomous Region and in other 
Tibetan communities in China, and not less 
than $250,000 should be made available to the 
National Endowment for Democracy for human 
rights and democracy programs relating to 
Tibet. 

NIGERIA 


SEC. 582. The President shall submit a report 
to the Committees on Appropriations describing 
the involvement of the Nigerian Armed Forces in 
the incident in Benue State, the measures that 
are being taken to bring such individuals to jus- 
tice, and whether any Nigerian Armed Forces 
units involved with the incident in Benue State 
are receiving United States assistance. 
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DISCRIMINATION AGAINST MINORITY RELIGIOUS 
FAITHS IN THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION 

SEC. 583. None of the funds appropriated 
under this Act may be made available for the 
Government of the Russian Federation, after 180 
days from the date of the enactment of this Act, 
unless the President determines and certifies in 
writing to the Committees on Appropriations 
that the Government of the Russian Federation 
has implemented no statute, executive order, 
regulation or similar government action that 
would discriminate, or which has as its prin- 
cipal effect discrimination, against religious 
groups or religious communities in the Russian 
Federation in violation of accepted inter- 
national agreements on human rights and reli- 
gious freedoms to which the Russian Federation 
is a party. 

CENTRAL AMERICA 

SEC. 584. (a) Of the funds appropriated by this 
Act under the headings “Child Survival and 
Health Programs Fund” and “Development As- 
sistance", not less than the amount of funds 
initially allocated pursuant to section 653(a) of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 for fiscal year 
2004 should be made available for El Salvador, 
Guatemala, Nicaragua and Honduras. 

(b) Not to exceed $3,227,000 in prior year 
“Military Assistance Program" funds that are 
available for Guatemala may be made available 
for non-lethal defense items for Guatemala if 
the Secretary of State certifies to the Committees 
on Appropriations and the Committee on For- 
eign Relations of the Senate and the Committee 
on International Relations of the House that— 

(1) the role of the Guatemalan military has 
been limited, in doctrine and in practice, to sub- 
stantially those activities in defense of Guate- 
mala’s sovereignty and territorial integrity that 
are permitted by the 1996 Peace Accords, and 
the Government of Guatemala is taking steps to 
pass a new governing law of the Army (Ley 
Constitutiva del Ejército); 

(2) the Guatemalan military is cooperating 
with civilian judicial authorities, including pro- 
viding full cooperation on access to witnesses, 
documents and classified intelligence files, in in- 
vestigations and prosecutions of military per- 
sonnel who have been implicated in human 
rights violations and other criminal activity; 

(3) the Government of Guatemala is working 
with the United Nations to resolve legal impedi- 
ments to the establishment of the Commission 
for the Investigation of Illegal Groups and Clan- 
destine Security Organizations (CICIACS), so 
that CICIACS can effectively accomplish its mis- 
sion of investigating and bringing to justice ille- 
gal groups and members of clandestine security 
organizations; 

(4) the Government of Guatemala is con- 
tinuing its efforts to make the military budget 
process transparent and accessible to civilian 
authorities and to the public, for both present 
and past expenditures; 

(5) the Government of Guatemala is working 
to facilitate the prompt establishment of an of- 
fice in Guatemala of the United Nations High 
Commissioner for Human Rights with the 
unimpeded authority to investigate and report 
on human rights in Guatemala; and 

(6) the Government of Guatemala is taking 
steps to increase its efforts to combat narcotics 
trafficking and organized crime. 

(c) Section 527 of the Foreign Relations Au- 
thorization Act, Fiscal Years 1994 and 1995 (22 
U.S.C. 2370(a)) is amended by adding at the end 
the following new subsection: 

“(і) CERTAIN CLAIMS FOR EXPROPRIATION BY 
THE GOVERNMENT OF NICARAGUA.— 

“(1) Any action of the types set forth in sub- 
paragraphs (A), (B), and (C) of subsection (a)(1) 
that was taken by the Government of Nicaragua 
during the period beginning on January 1, 1956, 
and ending on January 9, 2002, shall not be con- 
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sidered in implementing the prohibition under 
subsection (a) unless the action has been pre- 
sented in accordance with the procedure set 
forth in paragraph (2). 

“(2) An action shall be deemed presented for 
purposes of paragraph (1) if it is— 

“(А) in writing; and 

“(В) received by the United States Depart- 
ment of State on or before 120 days after the 
date specified in paragraph (3) at— 

“(1) the headquarters of the United States De- 
partment of State in Washington, D.C.; or, 

“(ї) the Embassy of the United States of 
America to Nicaragua. 

“(3) The date to which paragraph (2) refers is 
a date after enactment of this subsection that is 
specified by the Secretary of State, in the Sec- 
retary’s discretion, in a notice published in the 
Federal Register.’’. 

WAR CRIMES IN AFRICA 

SEC. 585. (a) The Congress recognizes the im- 
portant contribution that the democratically 
elected Government of Nigeria has played in fos- 
tering stability in West Africa. 

(b) The Congress reaffirms its support for the 
efforts of the International Criminal Tribunal 
for Rwanda (ICTR) and the Special Court for 
Sierra Leone (SCSL) to bring to justice individ- 
uals responsible for war crimes and crimes 
against humanity in a timely manner. 

(c) Funds appropriated by this Act, including 
funds for debt restructuring, may be made avail- 
able for assistance to the central government of 
a country in which individuals indicted by 
ICTR and SCSL are credibly alleged to be living, 
if the Secretary of State determines and reports 
to the Committees on Appropriations that such 
government is cooperating with ICTR and 
SCSL, including the surrender and transfer of 
indictees in a timely manner: Provided, That 
this subsection shall not apply to assistance pro- 
vided under section 551 of the Foreign Assist- 
ance Act of 1961 or to project assistance under 
title II of this Act: Provided further, That the 
United States shall use its voice and vote in the 
United Nations Security Council to fully sup- 
port efforts by ICTR and SCSL to bring to jus- 
tice individuals indicted by such tribunals in a 
timely manner. 

(а) The prohibition in subsection (с) may be 
waived on a country by country basis if the 
President determines that doing so is in the na- 
tional security interest of the United States: 
Provided, That prior to exercising such waiver 
authority, the President shall submit a report to 
the Committees on Appropriations, in classified 
form if necessary, on (1) the steps being taken to 
obtain the cooperation of the government in sur- 
rendering the indictee in question to SCSL or 
ICTR; (2) a strategy for bringing the indictee be- 
fore ICTR or SCSL; and (3) the justification for 
exercising the waiver authority. 

ADMISSION OF REFUGEES 

SEC. 586. (a) The Secretary of State shall uti- 
lize private voluntary organizations with exper- 
tise in the protection needs of refugees in the 
processing of refugees overseas for admission 
and resettlement to the United States, and shall 
utilize such agencies in addition to the United 
Nations High Commissioner for Refugees in the 
identification and referral of refugees. 

(b) The Secretary of State should maintain a 
system for accepting referrals of appropriate 
candidates for resettlement from local private, 
voluntary organizations and work to ensure 
that particularly vulnerable refugee groups re- 
ceive special consideration for admission into 
the United States, including— 

(1) long-stayers in countries of first asylum; 

(2) unaccompanied refugee minors; 

(3) refugees outside traditional camp settings; 
and 

(4) refugees in woman-headed households. 

(с) The Secretary of State shall give special 
consideration to— 
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(1) refugees of all nationalities who have close 
family ties to citizens and residents of the 
United States; and 

(2) other groups of refugees who are of special 
concern to the United States. 

CODE OF CONDUCT 

SEC. 587. (a) None of the funds made available 
by title II under the heading “Migration and 
Refugee Assistance" or “Transition Initiatives" 
to provide assistance to refugees or internally 
displaced persons may be provided to an organi- 
eation that has failed to adopt a code of con- 
duct consistent with the Inter-Agency Standing 
Committee Task Force on Protection From Sex- 
ual Exploitation and Abuse in Humanitarian 
Crises six core principles for the protection of 
beneficiaries of humanitarian assistance. 

(b) In administering the amounts made avail- 
able for the accounts described in subsection (a), 
the Secretary of State and Administrator of the 
United States Agency for International Develop- 
ment shall incorporate specific policies and pro- 
grams for the purpose of identifying specific 
needs of, and particular threats to, women and 
children at the various stages of humanitarian 
emergencies, especially at the onset of such 
emergency. 

UNITED STATES AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL 
DEVELOPMENT HIRING AUTHORITY 

SEC. 588. (a) AUTHORITY.—Up to $37,500,000 of 
the funds made available in this Act to carry 
out the provisions of part I of the Foreign As- 
sistance Act of 1961, including funds appro- 
priated under the heading ‘‘Assistance for East- 
ern Europe and the Baltic States’’, may be used 
by the United States Agency for International 
Development (USAID) to hire and employ indi- 
viduals in the United States and overseas on a 
limited appointment basis pursuant to the au- 
thority of sections 308 and 309 of the Foreign 
Service Act of 1980. 

(b) RESTRICTIONS.— 

(1) The number of individuals hired in any fis- 
cal year pursuant to the authority contained in 
subsection (a) may not exceed 175, of which not 
more than 75 may be hired for employment in 
the United States. 

(2) The authority to hire individuals con- 
tained in subsection (a) shall expire on Sep- 
tember 30, 2007. 

(c) CONDITIONS.—The authority of this section 
may only be used— 

(1) to the extent that an equivalent number of 
positions that are filled by personal services 
contractors or other nondirect-hire employees of 
USAID, who are compensated with funds appro- 
priated to carry out part I of the Foreign Assist- 
ance Act of 1961, including funds appropriated 
under the heading ‘‘Assistance for Eastern Eu- 
rope and the Baltic States’’, are eliminated; and 

(2) after consultations between the Committees 
on Appropriations and the USAID Adminis- 
trator on the implementation of this section and 
USAID work force issues more generally. 

(а) PRIORITY SECTORS.—In exercising the au- 
thority of this section, primary emphasis shall 
be placed on enabling USAID to meet personnel 
positions in technical skill areas currently en- 
cumbered by contractor or other nondirect-hire 
personnel. 

(e) CONSULTATIONS.—After the initial con- 
sultations required by subsection (c)(2), the 
USAID Administrator shall consult with the 
Committees on Appropriations at least on a 
quarterly basis thereafter concerning the imple- 
mentation of this section. 

(f) PROGRAM ACCOUNT CHARGED.—The ac- 
count charged for the cost of an individual 
hired and employed under the authority of this 
section shall be the account to which such indi- 
vidual’s responsibilities primarily relate. Funds 
made available to carry out this section may be 
transferred to and merged and consolidated 
with funds appropriated for ‘‘Operating Ex- 
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penses of the United States Agency for Inter- 
national Development". 

(0) RELATION TO PRIOR LAW.—Upon comple- 
tion of the consultations required by subsection 
(c)(2), the authority contained in this section 
Shall supersede the authority contained in sec- 
tion 525 of the Foreign Operations, Export Fi- 
nancing, and Related Programs Appropriations 
Act, 2004. 

(h) DISASTER SURGE CAPACITY.—Funds appro- 
priated by this Act to carry out part I of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, including funds 
appropriated under the heading ‘‘Assistance for 
Eastern Europe and the Baltic States’’, may be 
used, in addition to funds otherwise available 
for such purposes, for the cost (including the 
support costs) of individuals detailed to or em- 
ployed by the United States Agency for Inter- 
national Development whose primary responsi- 
bility is to carry out programs in response to 
natural disasters. 

OVERSEAS PRIVATE INVESTMENT CORPORATION 

AND EXPORT-IMPORT BANK RESTRICTIONS 

SEC. 589. (a) LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS BY 
OPIC.—None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used by the Overseas Private 
Investment Corporation to insure, reinsure, 
guarantee, or finance any investment in connec- 
tion with a project involving the mining, 
polishing or other processing, or sale of dia- 
monds in a country that fails to meet the re- 
quirements of subsection (c). 

(b) LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS BY THE EX- 
PORT-IMPORT BANK.—None of the funds made 
available in this Act may be used by the Export- 
Import Bank of the United States to guarantee, 
insure, extend credit, or participate in an exten- 
sion of credit in connection with the export of 
any goods to a country for use in an enterprise 
involving the mining, polishing or other proc- 
essing, or sale of diamonds in a country that 
fails to meet the requirements of subsection (c). 

(c) REQUIREMENTS.—The requirements те- 
ferred to in subsections (a) and (b) are that the 
country concerned is implementing the rec- 
ommendations, obligations and requirements de- 
veloped by the Kimberley Process om conflict 
diamonds. 

SECURITY IN ASIA 

SEC. 590. (a) INDONESIA.—Funds made avail- 
able for assistance for Indonesia under the 
heading ‘‘Foreign Military Financing Program” 
may be made available for assistance for the In- 
donesian navy notwithstanding section 572 of 
this Act if the Secretary of State reports to the 
Committees on Appropriations that the Indo- 
nesian navy is not violating human rights and 
is cooperating with civilian judicial authorities 
on cases involving human rights violations: Pro- 
vided, That such funds may only be made avail- 
able for assistance for the Indonesian navy for 
the purposes of enhancing maritime security: 
Provided further, That such funds shall be 
made available subject to the regular notifica- 
tion procedures of the Committees on Appropria- 
tions. 

(b) CAMBODIA.—Funds made available for as- 
sistance for Cambodia under the heading ‘‘For- 
eign Military Financing Program” may be made 
available notwithstanding section 554 of this 
Act: Provided, That such funds shall only be 
made available subject to the regular notifica- 
tion procedures of the Committees on Appropria- 
tions. 

(c) NEPAL.— 

(1) The Congress deplores and condemns the 
Maoist insurgency in Nepal which has engaged 
in widespread atrocities against civilians and 
Nepalese security forces, and calls on other na- 
tions to denounce these vicious acts. 

(2) Funds appropriated under the heading 
“Foreign Military Financing Program" may be 
made available for assistance for Nepal if the 
Secretary of State reports to the Committees on 
Appropriations that the Government of Nepal: 
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(A) has determined the number of and is mak- 
ing substantial progress in complying with ha- 
beas corpus orders issued by the Supreme Court 
of Nepal, including all outstanding orders; 

(B) is cooperating with the National Human 
Rights Commission of Nepal to identify and re- 
solve all security related cases involving individ- 
uals in government custody; 

(C) is granting the National Human Rights 
Commission of Nepal unimpeded access to all 
places of detention; and 

(D) is taking effective steps to end torture by 
security forces and to prosecute members of such 
forces who are responsible for gross violations of 
human rights. 

(3) The Secretary of State may waive the re- 
quirements of paragraph (2) if he determines 
and reports to the Committees on Appropriations 
that to do so is in the national security interests 
of the United States. 

HIPC DEBT REDUCTION AND TRUST FUND 

SEC. 591. (a) Section 801(b)(1) of Public Law 
106-429 is amended— 

(1) by inserting “(i)” after “appropriated”; 
and 

(2) by inserting before the period “; and (ii) 
for fiscal years 2004-2006, not more than 
$150,000,000, for purposes of additional United 
States contributions to the HIPC Trust Fund 
administered by the Bank, which are authorized 
to remain available until expended”. 

(b) Section 501(i) of Public Law 106-113 is 
amended by deleting “2003-2004” and inserting 
in lieu thereof “2000-2006”. 

COMPLIANCE WITH THE ALGIERS AGREEMENTS 

SEC. 592. None of the funds appropriated by 
this Act may be made available for assistance 
for the central Governments of Ethiopia or Eri- 
trea unless the Secretary of State certifies and 
reports to the Committees on Appropriations 
that such government is taking steps to comply 
with the terms of the Algiers Agreements: Pro- 
vided, That this section shall not apply to de- 
тостасу, rule of law, peacekeeping programs 
and activities, child survival and health, basic 
education, and agriculture programs: Provided 
further, That the Secretary may waive the re- 
quirements of this section if he determines that 
to do so is in the national security interests of 
the United States. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS RELATED TO 
MULTILATERAL DEVELOPMENT BANKS 

SEC. 593.(a) Section 1307 of the International 
Financial Institutions Act (22 U.S.C. 262m-7) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking subsection (a) and inserting the 
following: 

“(а) ASSESSMENT REQUIRED BEFORE FAVOR- 
ABLE VOTE ON PROPOSAL.—The Secretary of the 
Treasury shall instruct the United States Execu- 
tive Director of each multilateral development 
bank not to vote in favor of any proposed action 
(including but not limited to any loan, credit, 
grant, or guarantee) which would result or be 
likely to result in significant impact on the envi- 
ronment, unless the Secretary, after consulta- 
tion with the Secretary of State and the Admin- 
istrators of the United States Agency for Inter- 
national Development and the Environmental 
Protection Agency, determines that for at least 
120 days before the date of the vote— 

“(1) an assessment analyzing the environ- 
mental impacts of the proposed action, includ- 
ing associated and cumulative impacts, and of 
alternatives to the proposed action, has been 
completed by the borrower or the bank and has 
been made available to the board of directors of 
the bank; and 

“(2) such assessment or a comprehensive sum- 
mary of the assessment (with proprietary infor- 
mation redacted) has been made available to af- 
fected groups and local nongovernmental orga- 
nizations and notice of its availability in the 
country and at the bank has been posted on the 
bank's website.’’; and 
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(2) by striking subsection (g) and inserting the 
following: 

“(g) MULTILATERAL DEVELOPMENT BANK DE- 
FINED—In this title, the term ‘‘multilateral de- 
velopment bank” means the International Bank 
for Reconstruction and Development, the Euro- 
pean Bank for Reconstruction and Develop- 
ment, the International Development Associa- 
tion, the International Finance Corporation, the 
Multilateral Investment Guarantee Agency, the 
African Development Bank, the African Devel- 
opment Fund, the Asian Development Bank, the 
Inter-American Development Bank, the Inter- 
American Investment Corporation, any other in- 
stitution (other than the International Mone- 
tary Fund) specified in section 1701(c)(2), and 
any subsidiary of any institution." 

(b) Section 1303(b) of the International Finan- 
cial Institutions Act (22 U.S.C. 262m-2(b)) is 
amended— 

(1) by inserting “(1)” after “(6)” and replac- 
ing “International Bank for Reconstruction and 
Development, the Inter-American Development 
Bank, the Asian Development Bank of the Afri- 
can Development Bank" with the phrase ‘‘mul- 
tilateral development banks as defined in sec- 
tion 1307(0)”; and 

(2) by inserting at the end of subsection (b) 
the following text: 

“(2) The Secretary of the Treasury shall in- 
struct such Executive Directors to work with 
other countries’ Executive Directors and multi- 
lateral development bank management to: 

“(А) improve the procedures of each multilat- 
eral development bank for providing its board of 
directors with a complete and accurate record 
regarding public consultation before they vote 
on proposed projects with significant environ- 
mental implications; and 

“(В) revise bank procedures to consistently re- 
quire public consultation on operational policy 
proposals or revisions that have significant en- 
vironmental or social implications. 

“(3) Progress under this subsection shall be 
incorporated into Treasury’s required annual 
report to Congress on the environmental per- 
formance of the multilateral development 
banks.” 

VIETNAMESE REFUGEES 

SEC. 594. (a) ELIGIBILITY FOR IN-COUNTRY 
REFUGEE PROCESSING IN VIETNAM.—For pur- 
poses of eligibility for in-country refugee proc- 
essing for nationals of Vietnam during fiscal 
years 2004 and 2005, an alien described in sub- 
section (b) shall be considered to be a refugee of 
special humanitarian concern to the United 
States (within the meaning of section 207 of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1157)) and shall be admitted to the United States 
for resettlement if the alien would be admissible 
as an immigrant under the Immigration and Na- 
tionality Act (except as provided in section 
207(c)(3) of that Act). 

(b) ALIENS COVERED.—An alien described in 
this subsection is an alien who— 

(1) is the son or daughter of a qualified na- 
tional; 

(2) is 21 years of age or older; and 

(3) was unmarried as of the date of accept- 
ance of the alien’s parent for resettlement under 
the Orderly Departure Program or through the 
United States Consulate General in Ho Chi 
Minh City. 

(с) QUALIFIED NATIONAL.—The term ‘‘quali- 
fied national" in subsection (b)(1) means а na- 
tional of Vietnam who— 

(1)(A) was formerly interned in a re-education 
camp in Vietnam by the Government of the So- 
cialist Republic of Vietnam; or 

(B) is the widow or widower of an individual 
described in subparagraph (A); 

(2)(A) qualified for refugee processing under 
the Orderly Departure Program re-education 
subprogram; and 
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(B) is or was accepted under the Orderly De- 
parture Program or through the United States 
Consulate General in Ho Chi Minh City— 

(i) for resettlement as a refugee; or 

(ii) for admission to the United States as an 
immediate relative immigrant; and 

(3)(A) is presently maintaining a residence in 
the United States or whose surviving spouse is 
presently maintaining such a residence; or 

(B) was approved for refugee resettlement or 
immigrant visa processing and is awaiting de- 
parture formalities from Vietnam or whose sur- 
viving spouse is awaiting such departure for- 
malities. 

JOINT EXPLANATORY STATEMENT 

SEC. 595. (a) Funds provided in this Act for 
the following accounts shall be made available 
for programs and countries in the amounts con- 
tained in the respective tables included in the 
joint explanatory statement of managers accom- 
panying this Act: 

“Economic Support Fund"; 

“Assistance for Eastern Europe and the Baltic 
States"; 

“Assistance for the Independent States of the 
Former Soviet Union’’; 

“Andean Counterdrug Initiative"; 

“Nonproliferation, Anti-Terrorism, Demining 
and Related Programs’’; 

“Foreign Military Financing Program’’; and 

“International Organizations and Programs”. 

(b) Any proposed increases or decreases to the 
amounts contained in such tables in the joint 
explanatory statement of managers shall be sub- 
ject to the regular notification procedures of the 
Committees on Appropriations and section 634A 
of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961. 

This division may be cited as the ‘‘Foreign 
Operations, Export Financing, and Related Pro- 
grams Appropriations Act, 2005”, 

DIVISION E—DEPARTMENT OF THE INTE- 
RIOR AND RELATED AGENCIES APPRO- 
PRIATIONS ACT, 2005 

TITLE I—DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 
MANAGEMENT OF LANDS AND RESOURCES 

For necessary expenses for protection, use, im- 
provement, development, disposal, cadastral sur- 
veying, classification, acquisition of easements 
and other interests in lands, and performance of 
other functions, including maintenance of fa- 
cilities, as authorieed by law, in the manage- 
ment of lands and their resources under the ju- 
risdiction of the Bureau of Land Management, 
including the general administration of the Bu- 
reau, and assessment of mineral potential of 
public lands pursuant to Public Law 96-487 (16 
U.S.C. 3150(a)), $848,939,000, to remain available 
until expended, of which $1,000,000 is for high 
priority projects, to be carried out by the Youth 
Conservation Corps; $4,000,000 is for assessment 
of the mineral potential of public lands in Alas- 
ka pursuant to section 1010 of Public Law 96- 
487; (16 U.S.C. 3150); and of which not to exceed 
$1,000,000 shall be derived from the special re- 
ceipt account established by the Land and 
Water Conservation Act of 1965, as amended (16 
U.S.C. 4601-6a(i)); and of which $3,500,000 shall 
be available in fiscal year 2005 subject to a 
match by at least an equal amount by the Na- 
tional Fish and Wildlife Foundation for cost- 
shared projects supporting conservation of Bu- 
reau lands; and such funds shall be advanced to 
the Foundation as a lump sum grant without re- 
gard to when expenses are incurred. 

In addition, $32,696,000 is for Mining Law Ad- 
ministration program operations, including the 
cost of administering the mining claim fee pro- 
gram; to remain available until expended, to be 
reduced by amounts collected by the Bureau 
and credited to this appropriation from annual 
mining claim fees so as to result in a final ap- 
propriation estimated at not more than 
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$848,939,000, and $2,000,000, to remain available 
until expended, from communication site rental 
fees established by the Bureau for the cost of 
administering communication site activities. 
WILDLAND FIRE MANAGEMENT 

For necessary expenses for fire preparedness, 
suppression operations, fire science and re- 
search, emergency rehabilitation, hazardous 
fuels reduction, and rural fire assistance by the 
Department of the Interior, $743,099,000, to re- 
main available until expended, of which not to 
exceed $12,374,000 shall be for the renovation or 
construction of fire facilities: Provided, That 
such funds are also available for repayment of 
advances to other appropriation accounts from 
which funds were previously transferred for 
such purposes: Provided further, That persons 
hired pursuant to 43 U.S.C. 1469 may be fur- 
nished subsistence and lodging without cost 
from funds available from this appropriation: 
Provided further, That notwithstanding 42 
U.S.C. 1656d, sums received by a bureau or of- 
fice of the Department of the Interior for fire 
protection rendered pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 1856 
et seq., protection of United States property, 
may be credited to the appropriation from which 
funds were expended to provide that protection, 
and are available without fiscal year limitation: 
Provided further, That using the amounts des- 
ignated under this title of this Act, the Sec- 
retary of the Interior may enter into procure- 
ment contracts, grants, or cooperative agree- 
ments, for hazardous fuels reduction activities, 
and for training and monitoring associated with 
such hazardous fuels reduction activities, on 
Federal land, or on adjacent non-Federal land 
for activities that benefit resources on Federal 
land: Provided further, That the costs of imple- 
menting any cooperative agreement between the 
Federal Government and any non-Federal enti- 
ty may be shared, as mutually agreed on by the 
affected parties: Provided further, That not- 
withstanding requirements of the Competition in 
Contracting Act, the Secretary, for purposes of 
hazardous fuels reduction activities, may obtain 
maximum practicable competition among: (A) 
local private, nonprofit, or cooperative entities; 
(B) Youth Conservation Corps crews or related 
partnerships with state, local, or non-profit 
youth groups; (C) small or micro-businesses; or 
(D) other entities that will hire or train locally 
a significant percentage, defined as 50 percent 
or more, of the project workforce to complete 
such contracts: Provided further, That in imple- 
menting this section, the Secretary shall develop 
written guidance to field units to ensure ac- 
countability and consistent application of the 
authorities provided herein: Provided further, 
That funds appropriated under this head may 
be used to reimburse the United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service and the National Marine Fish- 
eries Service for the costs of carrying out their 
responsibilities under the Endangered Species 
Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) to consult 
and conference, as required by section 7 of such 
Act, in connection with wildland fire manage- 
ment activities: Provided further, That the Sec- 
retary of the Interior may use wildland fire ap- 
propriations to enter into non-competitive sole 
source leases of real property with local govern- 
ments, at or below fair market value, to con- 
struct capitalized improvements for fire facilities 
on such leased properties, including but not lim- 
ited to fire guard stations, retardant stations, 
and other initial attack and fire support facili- 
ties, and to make advance payments for any 
such lease or for construction activity associated 
with the lease: Provided further, That the Sec- 
retary of the Interior and the Secretary of Agri- 
culture may authorize the transfer of funds ap- 
propriated for wildland fire management, in an 
aggregate amount not to exceed $12,000,000, be- 
tween the Departments when such transfers 
would facilitate and expedite jointly funded 


November 19, 2004 


wildland fire management programs and 
projects: Provided further, That funds provided 
for wildfire suppression shall be available for 
support of Federal emergency response actions. 
CENTRAL HAZARDOUS MATERIALS FUND 

For necessary expenses of the Department of 
the Interior and any of its component offices 
and bureaus for the remedial action, including 
associated activities, of hazardous waste sub- 
stances, pollutants, or contaminants pursuant 
to the Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act, as amended 
(42 U.S.C. 9601 et seq.), $9,855,000, to remain 
available until expended: Provided, That not- 
withstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302, sums recovered 
from or paid by a party in advance of or as re- 
imbursement for remedial action or response ac- 
tivities conducted by the Department pursuant 
to section 107 or 113(f) of such Act, shall be 
credited to this account, to be available until ex- 
pended without further appropriation: Provided 
further, That such sums recovered from or paid 
by any party are not limited to monetary pay- 
ments and may include stocks, bonds or other 
personal or real property, which may be re- 
tained, liquidated, or otherwise disposed of by 
the Secretary and which shall be credited to this 
account. 

CONSTRUCTION 

For construction of buildings, recreation fa- 
cilities, roads, trails, and appurtenant facilities, 
$11,500,000, to remain available until expended. 

LAND ACQUISITION 

For expenses necessary to carry out sections 
205, 206, and 318(d) of Public Law 94-579, in- 
cluding administrative expenses and acquisition 
of lands or waters, or interests therein, 
$11,350,000, to be derived from the Land and 
Water Conservation Fund and to remain avail- 
able until expended. 

OREGON AND CALIFORNIA GRANT LANDS 

For expenses necessary for management, pro- 
tection, and development of resources and for 
construction, operation, and maintenance of ac- 
cess roads, reforestation, and other improve- 
ments om the revested Oregon amd California 
Railroad grant lands, on other Federal lands in 
the Oregon and California land-grant counties 
of Oregon, and on adjacent rights-of-way; and 
acquisition of lands or interests therein, includ- 
ing existing connecting roads on or adjacent to 
such grant lands; $109,057,000, to remain avail- 
able until expended: Provided, That 25 percent 
of the aggregate of all receipts during the cur- 
rent fiscal year from the revested Oregon and 
California Railroad grant lands is hereby made 
a charge against the Oregon and California 
land-grant fund and shall be transferred to the 
General Fund in the Treasury in accordance 
with the second paragraph of subsection (b) of 
title II of the Act of August 28, 1937 (50 Stat. 
876). 
FOREST ECOSYSTEM HEALTH AND RECOVERY FUND 


(REVOLVING FUND, SPECIAL ACCOUNT) 

In addition to the purposes authorized in 
Public Law 102-381, funds made available in the 
Forest Ecosystem Health and Recovery Fund 
can be used for the purpose of planning, pre- 
paring, implementing and monitoring salvage 
timber sales and forest ecosystem health and re- 
covery activities, such as release from competing 
vegetation and density control treatments. The 
Federal share of receipts (defined as the portion 
of salvage timber receipts not paid to the coun- 
ties under 43 U.S.C. 1181f and 43 U.S.C. 1181f- 
1 et seq., and Public Law 106-393) derived from 
treatments funded by this account shall be de- 
posited into the Forest Ecosystem Health and 
Recovery Fund. 

RANGE IMPROVEMENTS 

For rehabilitation, protection, and acquisition 
of lands and interests therein, and improvement 
of Federal rangelands pursuant to section 401 of 
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the Federal Land Policy and Management Act 
of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1701), notwithstanding any 
other Act, sums equal to 50 percent of all mon- 
eys received during the prior fiscal year under 
sections 3 and 15 of the Taylor Grazing Act (43 
U.S.C. 315 et seg.) and the amount designated 
for range improvements from grazing fees and 
mineral leasing receipts from Bankhead-Jones 
lands transferred to the Department of the Inte- 
rior pursuant to law, but not less than 
$10,000,000, to remain available until expended: 
Provided, That not to exceed $600,000 shall be 
available for administrative expenses. 

SERVICE CHARGES, DEPOSITS, AND FORFEITURES 

For administrative expenses and other costs 
related to processing application documents and 
other authorizations for use and disposal of 
public lands and resources, for costs of pro- 
viding copies of official public land documents, 
for monitoring construction, operation, and ter- 
mination of facilities in conjunction with use 
authorizations, and for rehabilitation of dam- 
aged property, such amounts as may be col- 
lected under Public Law 94-579, as amended, 
and Public Law 93-153, to remain available 
until expended: Provided, That notwithstanding 
any provision to the contrary of section 305(a) 
of Public Law 94-579 (43 U.S.C. 1735(a)), any 
moneys that have been or will be received pursu- 
ant to that section, whether as a result of for- 
feiture, compromise, or settlement, if not appro- 
priate for refund pursuant to section 305(c) of 
that Act (43 U.S.C. 1735(c)), shall be available 
and may be expended under the authority of 
this Act by the Secretary to improve, protect, or 
rehabilitate any public lands administered 
through the Bureau of Land Management 
which have been damaged by the action of a re- 
source developer, purchaser, permittee, or any 
unauthorized person, without regard to whether 
all moneys collected from each such action are 
used on the exact lands damaged which led to 
the action: Provided further, That any such 
moneys that are in excess of amounts needed to 
repair damage to the exact land for which funds 
were collected may be used to repair other dam- 
aged public lands. 

MISCELLANEOUS TRUST FUNDS 

In addition to amounts authorized to ђе ex- 
pended under existing laws, there is hereby ap- 
propriated such amounts as may be contributed 
under section 307 of the Act of October 21, 1976 
(43 U.S.C. 1701), and such amounts as may be 
advanced for administrative costs, surveys, ap- 
praisals, and costs of making conveyances of 
omitted lands under section 211(b) of that Act, 
to remain available until expended. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 

Appropriations for the Bureau of Land Man- 
agement shall be available for purchase, erec- 
tion, and dismantlement of temporary struc- 
tures, and alteration and maintenance of nec- 
essary buildings and appurtenant facilities to 
which the United States has title; up to $100,000 
for payments, at the discretion of the Secretary, 
for information or evidence concerning viola- 
tions of laws administered by the Bureau; mis- 
cellaneous and emergency expenses of enforce- 
ment activities authorized or approved by the 
Secretary and to be accounted for solely on her 
certificate, not to exceed $10,000: Provided, That 
notwithstanding 44 U.S.C. 501, the Bureau may, 
under cooperative cost-sharing and partnership 
arrangements authorized by law, procure print- 
ing services from cooperators in connection with 
jointly produced publications for which the co- 
operators share the cost of printing either in 
cash or in services, and the Bureau determines 
the cooperator is capable of meeting accepted 
quality standards. 

UNITED STATES FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 

RESOURCE MANAGEMENT 

For necessary expenses of the United States 

Fish and Wildlife Service, as authorized by law, 
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and for scientific and economic studies, mainte- 
nance of the herd of long-horned cattle on the 
Wichita Mountains Wildlife Refuge, general ad- 
ministration, and for the performance of other 
authorized functions related to such resources 
by direct expenditure, contracts, grants, cooper- 
ative agreements and reimbursable agreements 
with public and private entities, $977,205,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2006, except 
as otherwise provided herein: Provided, That 
not less than $1,000,000 shall be provided to local 
governments in southern California for plan- 
ning associated with the Natural Communities 
Conservation Planning (NCCP) program and 
shall remain available until expended: Provided 
further, That $2,000,000 is for high priority 
projects, which shall be carried out by the 
Youth Conservation Corps: Provided further, 
That not to exceed $16,175,000 shall be used for 
implementing subsections (a), (b), (c), and (e) of 
section 4 of the Endangered Species Act, as 
amended, for species that are indigenous to the 
United States (except for processing petitions, 
developing and issuing proposed and final regu- 
lations, and taking any other steps to implement 
actions described іп subsection (c)(2)(A), 
(с)(2)(В)(1), or (c)(2)(B)(ii)), of which not to ex- 
ceed $11,400,000 shall be used for any activity re- 
garding the designation of critical habitat, pur- 
suant to subsection (a)(3), excluding litigation 
support, for species listed pursuant to subsection 
(a)(1) prior to October 1, 2004: Provided further, 
That of the amount available for law enforce- 
ment, up to $400,000, to remain available until 
expended, may at the discretion of the Secretary 
be used for payment for information, rewards, 
or evidence concerning violations of laws ad- 
ministered by the Service, and miscellaneous 
and emergency expenses of enforcement activity, 
authorized or approved by the Secretary and to 
be accounted for solely on her certificate: Рто- 
vided further, That of the amount provided for 
environmental contaminants, up to $1,000,000 
may remain available until expended for con- 
taminant sample analyses. 
CONSTRUCTION 

For construction, improvement, acquisition, or 
removal of buildings and other facilities re- 
quired in the conservation, management, inves- 
tigation, protection, and utilization of fishery 
and wildlife resources, and the acquisition of 
lands and interests therein; $53,400,000, to re- 
main available until expended: Provided, That 
notwithstanding any other provision of law, a 
single procurement for the construction project 
at the Clark R. Bavin Forensics Laboratory in 
Oregon may be issued which includes the full 
scope of the project: Provided further, That the 
solicitation and the contract shall contain the 
clause ‘‘availability of funds" found at 48 CFR 
52,232.18. 

LAND ACQUISITION 

For expenses necessary to carry out the Land 
and Water Conservation Fund Act of 1965, as 
amended (16 U.S.C. 4601-4 through 11), includ- 
ing administrative expenses, and for acquisition 
of land or waters, or interest therein, in accord- 
ance with statutory authority applicable to the 
United States Fish апа Wildlife Service, 
$37,526,000, to be derived from the Land and 
Water Conservation Fund and to remain avail- 
able until expended, of which $750,000 is for 
support of acquisition of lands for waterfowl 
habitat in the Yukon Flats National Wildlife 
Refuge, and the related conveyance of Federal 
lands and interests in lands to Doyon, Limited, 
an Alaska Native Corporation organized pursu- 
ant to the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act: 
Provided, That the Secretary is authorized to, 
and shall, execute all necessary acquisitions and 
exchange agreement documents in furtherance 
of this acquisition and exchange as soon as pos- 
sible: Provided further, That notwithstanding 
any other law, all revenues, fees and royalties 
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received by the Federal Government from oil 
and/or gas production from the lands, and inter- 
ests in land, acquired by Doyon, Limited, pursu- 
ant to the exchange of lands located within 
Yukon Flats National Wildlife Refuge shall be 
deposited in a special account in the Treasury 
of the United States to be called the Alaska Na- 
tional Wildlife Refuge Land Acquisition and Fa- 
cility Account (‘‘Acquisition Account"): Pro- 
vided further, That all amounts deposited in the 
acquisition account shall be available until ex- 
pended without further act of appropriation to 
the Director of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Serv- 
ice for only the following purposes: (1) To ac- 
quire lands from Doyon, Limited, located within 
Yukon Flats National Wildlife Refuge in accord- 
ance with the Exchange Agreement; (2) To ac- 
quire lands from other willing sellers in the 
Yukon Flats National Wildlife Refuge, or from 
other willing sellers in other units of the Na- 
tional Wildlife Refuge System located within the 
State of Alaska; and, (3) To construct facilities 
and infrastructure for Alaska refuges: Provided 
further, That none of the funds appropriated 
for specific land acquisition projects, other than 
the appropriations for the Yukon Flats National 
Wildlife Refuge exchange and acquisition pro- 
vided for under this heading, can be used to pay 
for any administrative overhead, planning or 
other management costs: Provided further, That 
none of the funds in this or any other Act may 
be used for the acquisition of land for inclusion 
in the Deep Fork National Wildlife Refuge. 
LANDOWNER INCENTIVE PROGRAM 

For expenses necessary to carry out the Land 
and Water Conservation Fund Act of 1965, as 
amended (16 U.S.C. 4601-4 through 11), includ- 
ing administrative expenses, and for private 
conservation efforts to be carried out on private 
lands, $22,000,000, to be derived from the Land 
and Water Conservation Fund, and to remain 
available until expended: Provided, That the 
amount provided herein is for a Landowner In- 
centive Program established by the Secretary 
that provides matching, competitively awarded 
grants to States, the District of Columbia, feder- 
ally recognized Indian tribes, Puerto Rico, 
Guam, the United States Virgin Islands, the 
Northern Mariana Islands, and American 
Samoa, to establish or supplement existing land- 
owner incentive programs that provide technical 
and financial assistance, including habitat pro- 
tection and restoration, to private landowners 
for the protection and management of habitat to 
benefit federally listed, proposed, candidate, or 
other at-risk species on private lands. 

PRIVATE STEWARDSHIP GRANTS 

For expenses necessary to carry out the Land 
and Water Conservation Fund Act of 1965, as 
amended (16 U.S.C. 4601-4 through 11), includ- 
ing administrative expenses, and for private 
conservation efforts to be carried out on private 
lands, $7,000,000, to be derived from the Land 
and Water Conservation Fund, and to remain 
available until expended: Provided, That the 
amount provided herein is for the Private Stew- 
ardship Grants Program established by the Sec- 
retary to provide grants and other assistance to 
individuals and groups engaged in private con- 
servation efforts that benefit federally listed, 
proposed, candidate, or other at-risk species: 
Provided further, That balances from amounts 
previously appropriated under the heading 
“Stewardship Grants" shall be transferred to 
and merged with this appropriation and shall 
remain available until expended. 

COOPERATIVE ENDANGERED SPECIES 
CONSERVATION FUND 

For expenses necessary to carry out section 6 
of the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 
1531 et seq.), as amended, $81,596,000, of which 
$32,212,000 is to be derived from the Cooperative 
Endangered Species Conservation Fund and 
$49,384,000 is to be derived from the Land and 
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Water Conservation Fund and to remain avail- 
able until expended. 
NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE FUND 

For expenses necessary to implement the Act 
of October 17, 1978 (16 U.S.C. 715s), $14,414,000. 
NORTH AMERICAN WETLANDS CONSERVATION FUND 

For expenses necessary to carry out the provi- 
sions of the North American Wetlands Conserva- 
tion Act, Public Law 101-233, as amended, 
$38,000,000, to remain available until expended. 

NEOTROPICAL MIGRATORY BIRD CONSERVATION 

For financial assistance for projects to pro- 
mote the conservation of neotropical migratory 
birds in accordance with the Neotropical Migra- 
tory Bird Conservation Act, Public Law 106-247 
(16 U.S.C. 6101-6109), $4,000,000, to remain avail- 
able until expended. 

MULTINATIONAL SPECIES CONSERVATION FUND 

For expenses necessary to carry out the Afri- 
can Elephant Conservation Act (16 U.S.C. 4201- 
4203, 4211-4213, 4221-4225, 4241-4245, and 1538), 
the Asian Elephant Conservation Act of 1997 
(Public Law 105-96; 16 U.S.C. 4261-4266), the 
Rhinoceros and Tiger Conservation Act of 1994 
(16 U.S.C. 5301-5306), the Great Ape Conserva- 
tion Act of 2000 (16 U.S.C. 6301), and the Marine 
Turtle Conservation Act of 2004 (Public Law 
108-266; 16 U.S.C. 6601), $5,800,000, to remain 
available until expended. 

STATE AND TRIBAL WILDLIFE GRANTS 

For wildlife conservation grants to States and 
to the District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, Guam, 
the United States Virgin Islands, the Northern 
Mariana Islands, American Samoa, and feder- 
ally recognized Indian tribes under the provi- 
sions of the Fish and Wildlife Act of 1956 and 
the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act, for the 
development and implementation of programs 
for the benefit of wildlife and their habitat, in- 
cluding species that are not hunted or fished, 
$70,000,000, to be derived from the Land and 
Water Conservation Fund, and to remain avail- 
able until expended: Provided, That of the 
amount provided herein, $6,000,000 is for a com- 
petitive grant program for Indian tribes not sub- 
ject to the remaining provisions of this appro- 
priation: Provided further, That the Secretary 
Shall, after deducting said $6,000,000 and admin- 
istrative expenses, apportion the amount pro- 
vided herein in the following manner: (A) to the 
District of Columbia and to the Commonwealth 
of Puerto Rico, each a sum equal to not more 
than ome-half of 1 percent thereof; and (B) to 
Guam, American Samoa, the United States Vir- 
gin Islands, and the Commonwealth of the 
Northern Mariana Islands, each a sum equal to 
not more than one-fourth of 1 percent thereof: 
Provided further, That the Secretary shall ap- 
portion the remaining amount in the following 
manner: (A) one-third of which is based on the 
ratio to which the land area of such State bears 
to the total land area of all such States; and (B) 
two-thirds of which is based om the ratio to 
which the population of such State bears to the 
total population of all such States: Provided 
further, That the amounts apportioned under 
this paragraph shall be adjusted equitably so 
that no State shall be apportioned a sum which 
is less than 1 percent of the amount available 
for apportionment under this paragraph for any 
fiscal year or more than 5 percent of such 
amount: Provided further, That the Federal 
Share of planning grants shall not exceed 75 
percent of the total costs of such projects and 
the Federal share of implementation grants 
Shall not exceed 50 percent of the total costs of 
Such projects: Provided further, That the non- 
Federal share of such projects may not be de- 
rived from Federal grant programs: Provided 
further, That no State, territory, or other juris- 
diction shall receive a grant unless it has devel- 
oped, or committed to develop by October 1, 
2005, а comprehensive wildlife conservation 
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plan, consistent with criteria established by the 
Secretary of the Interior, that considers the 
broad range of the State, territory, or other ju- 
risdiction’s wildlife and associated habitats, 
with appropriate priority placed on those spe- 
cies with the greatest conservation need and 
taking into consideration the relative level of 
funding available for the conservation of those 
species: Provided further, That any amount ap- 
portioned in 2005 to any State, territory, or 
other jurisdiction that remains unobligated as of 
September 30, 2006, shall be reapportioned, to- 
gether with funds appropriated in 2007, in the 
manner provided herein: Provided further, That 
balances from amounts previously appropriated 
under the heading ‘‘State Wildlife Grants’’ shall 
be transferred to and merged with this appro- 
priation and shall remain available until ex- 
pended. 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 

Appropriations and funds available to the 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service shall be 
available for purchase of not to exceed 179 pas- 
senger motor vehicles, of which 161 are for re- 
placement only (including 44 for police-type 
use); repair of damage to public roads within 
and adjacent to reservation areas caused by op- 
erations of the Service; options for the purchase 
of land at not to exceed $1 for each option; fa- 
cilities incident to such public recreational uses 
on conservation areas as are consistent with 
their primary purpose; and the maintenance 
and improvement of aquaria, buildings, and 
other facilities under the jurisdiction of the 
Service and to which the United States has title, 
and which are used pursuant to law in connec- 
tion with management, and investigation of fish 
and wildlife resources: Provided, That notwith- 
standing 44 U.S.C. 501, the Service may, under 
cooperative cost sharing and partnership ar- 
rangements authorized by law, procure printing 
services from cooperators in connection with 
jointly produced publications for which the co- 
operators share at least one-half the cost of 
printing either in cash or services and the Serv- 
ice determines the cooperator is capable of meet- 
ing accepted quality standards: Provided fur- 
ther, That notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, the Service may use up to $2,000,000 from 
funds provided for contracts for employment-re- 
lated legal services: Provided further, That the 
Service may accept donated aircraft as replace- 
ments for existing aircraft: Provided further, 
That notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, the Secretary of the Interior may not spend 
any of the funds appropriated in this Act for 
the purchase of lands or interests in lands to be 
used in the establishment of any new unit of the 
National Wildlife Refuge System unless the pur- 
chase is approved in advance by the House and 
Senate Committees on Appropriations in compli- 
ance with the reprogramming procedures con- 
tained in House Report 108-330. 

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 
OPERATION OF THE NATIONAL PARK SYSTEM 

For expenses necessary for the management, 
operation, and maintenance of areas and facili- 
ties administered by the National Park Service 
(including special road maintenance service to 
trucking permittees on a reimbursable basis), 
and for the general administration of the Na- 
tional Park Service, $1,707,282,000, of which 
$10,708,000 is for planning and interagency co- 
ordination in support of Everglades restoration 
and shall remain available until expended; of 
which $96,440,000 is for maintenance, repair or 
rehabilitation projects for constructed assets, 
operation of the National Park Service auto- 
mated facility management software system, and 
comprehensive facility condition assessments; 
and of which $2,000,000 is for the Youth Con- 
servation Corps for high priority projects: Pro- 
vided, That the only funds in this account 
which may be made available to support United 
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States Park Police are those funds approved for 
emergency law and order incidents pursuant to 
established National Park Service procedures, 
those funds needed to maintain and repair 
United States Park Police administrative facili- 
ties, and those funds necessary to reimburse the 
United States Park Police account for the 
unbudgeted overtime and travel costs associated 
with special events for an amount not to exceed 
$10,000 per event subject to the review and con- 
currence of the Washington headquarters office. 
UNITED STATES PARK POLICE 

For expenses necessary to carry out the pro- 
grams of the United States Park Police, 
$81,204,000. 

NATIONAL RECREATION AND PRESERVATION 

For expenses necessary to carry out recreation 
programs, natural programs, cultural programs, 
heritage partnership programs, environmental 
compliance and review, international park af- 
fairs, statutory or contractual aid for other ac- 
tivities, and grant administration, not otherwise 
provided for, $61,832,000: Provided, That 
$700,000 from the Statutory and Contractual Aid 
Account shall be provided to the City of Ta- 
coma, Washington for the purpose of conducting 
a feasibility study for the Train to the Moun- 
tain project: Provided further, That none of the 
funds in this Act for the River, Trails and Con- 
servation Assistance program may be used for 
cash agreements, or for cooperative agreements 
that are inconsistent with the program’s final 
strategic plan: Provided further, That notwith- 
standing section 8(b) of Public Law 102-543 (16 
U.S.C. 410yy-ó(b), amounts made available 
under this heading to the Keweenaw National 
Historical Park shall be matched on not less 
than a 1-to-1 basis by non-Federal funds. 

HISTORIC PRESERVATION FUND 

For expenses necessary in carrying out the 
Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended 
(16 U.S.C. 470), and the Omnibus Parks and 
Public Lands Management Act of 1996 (Public 
Law 104-333), $72,750,000, to be derived from the 
Historic Preservation Fund, to remain available 
until September 30, 2006, of which $30,000,000 
shall be for Save America’s Treasures for preser- 
vation of nationally significant sites, structures, 
and artifacts: Provided, That any individual 
Save America’s Treasures grant shall be 
matched by non-Federal funds: Provided fur- 
ther, That individual projects shall only be eli- 
gible for one grant: Provided further, That all 
projects to be funded shall be approved by the 
Secretary of the Interior in consultation with 
the House and Senate Committees on Appropria- 
tions and the President's Committee on the Arts 
and Humanities prior to the commitment of Save 
America's Treasures grant funds: Provided fur- 
ther, That Save America's Treasures funds allo- 
cated for Federal projects, following approval, 
shall be available by transfer to appropriate ac- 
counts of individual agencies: Provided further, 
That hereinafter and notwithstanding 20 U.S.C. 
951 et seq. the National Endowment for the Arts 
may award Save America's Treasures grants 
based upon the recommendations of the Save 
America's Treasures grant selection panel con- 
vened by the President's Committee on the Arts 
and the Humanities and the National Park 
Service. 

CONSTRUCTION 

For construction, improvements, repair or re- 
placement of physical facilities, including the 
modifications authorieed by section 104 of the 
Everglades National Park Protection and Ex- 
pansion Act of 1989, $307,362,000, to remain 
available until expended, of which $500,000 for 
the L.Q.C. Lamar House National Historic 
Landmark shall be derived from the Historic 
Preservation Fund pursuant to 16 U.S.C. 470a: 
Provided, That none of the funds available to 
the National Park Service may be used to plan, 
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design, or construct any partnership project 
with a total value in excess of $5,000,000, with- 
out advance approval of the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations: Provided fur- 
ther, That, notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, the National Park Service may not ac- 
cept donations or services associated with the 
planning, design, or construction of such new 
facilities without advance approval of the House 
and Senate Committees on Appropriations: Pro- 
vided further, That these restrictions do not 
apply to the Flight 93 Memorial: Provided fur- 
ther, That funds provided under this heading 
for implementation of modified water deliveries 
to Everglades National Park shall be expended 
consistent with the requirements of the fifth 
proviso under this heading in Public Law 108– 
108: Provided further, That none of the funds 
provided in this or any other Act may be used 
for planning, design, or construction of any un- 
derground security screening or visitor contact 
facility at the Washington Monument until such 
facility has been approved in writing by the 
House and Senate Committees om Appropria- 
tions: Provided further, That the National Park 
Service may use funds provided herein to con- 
struct a parking lot and connecting trail on 
leased, non-Federal land in order to accommo- 
date visitor use of the Old Rag Mountain Trail 
at Shenandoah National Park, and may for the 
duration of such lease use any funds available 
to the Service for the maintenance of the park- 
ing lot and connecting trail. 
LAND AND WATER CONSERVATION FUND 
(RESCISSION) 

The contract authority provided for fiscal 

year 2005 by 16 U.S.C. 4601-10а are rescinded. 
LAND ACQUISITION AND STATE ASSISTANCE 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For expenses necessary to carry out the Land 
and Water Conservation Act of 1965, as amend- 
ed (16 U.S.C. 4601-4 through 11), including ad- 
ministrative expenses, and for acquisition of 
lands or waters, or interest therein, in accord- 
ance with the statutory authority applicable to 
the National Park Service, $148,411,000, to be de- 
rived from the Land and Water Conservation 
Fund ата to remain available until expended, of 
which $92,500,000 is for the State assistance pro- 
gram including $1,500,000 to administer this pro- 
gram: Provided, That none of the funds pro- 
vided for the State assistance program may be 
used to establish a contingency fund: Provided 
further, That in lieu of State assistance program 
indirect costs (as described in OMB Circular А- 
87), not to exceed 5 percent of apportionments 
under the State assistance program may be used 
by States, the District of Columbia, and insular 
areas to support program administrative costs: 
Provided further, That $250,000 of the amount 
provided under this heading for civil war battle- 
field protection shall be available for transfer to 
the ‘‘National Recreation and Preservation” ac- 
count. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 

Appropriations for the National Park Service 
shall be available for the purchase of not to ex- 
ceed 249 passenger motor vehicles, of which 202 
shall be for replacement only, including not to 
exceed 193 for police-type use, 10 buses, and 8 
ambulances: Provided, That none of the funds 
appropriated to the National Park Service may 
be used to process any grant or contract docu- 
ments which do not include the text of 18 U.S.C. 
1913: Provided further, That none of the funds 
appropriated to the National Park Service may 
be used to implement an agreement for the rede- 
velopment of the southern end of Ellis Island 
until such agreement has been submitted to the 
Congress and shall not be implemented prior to 
the expiration of 30 calendar days (not includ- 
ing any day in which either House of Congress 
is not in session because of adjournment of more 
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than 3 calendar days to a day certain) from the 
receipt by the Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the President of the Senate of 
a full and comprehensive report on the develop- 
ment of the southern end of Ellis Island, includ- 
ing the facts and circumstances relied upon in 
support of the proposed project: Provided fur- 
ther, That appropriations available to the Na- 
tional Park Service may be used to maintain the 
following areas in Washington, District of Co- 
lumbia: Jackson Place, Madison Place, and 
Pennsylvania Avenue between 15th and 17th 
Streets, Northwest. 

None of the funds in this Act may be spent by 
the National Park Service for activities taken in 
direct response to the United Nations Biodiver- 
sity Convention. 

The National Park Service may distribute to 
operating units based on the safety record of 
each unit the costs of programs designed to im- 
prove workplace and employee safety, and to 
encourage employees receiving workers’ com- 
pensation benefits pursuant to chapter 81 of 
title 5, United States Code, to return to appro- 
priate positions for which they are medically 
able. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
in fiscal year 2005, with respect to the adminis- 
tration of the National Park Service park pass 
program by the National Park Foundation, the 
Secretary may pay to the Foundation adminis- 
trative funds expected to be received in that fis- 
cal year before the revenues are collected, so 
long as total payments in the administrative ac- 
count do not exceed total revenue collected and 
deposited in that account by the end of the fis- 
cal year. 

If the Secretary of the Interior considers the 
decision of any value determination proceeding 
conducted under a National Park Service con- 
cession contract issued prior to November 13, 
1998, to misinterpret or misapply relevant con- 
tractual requirements or their underlying legal 
authority, the Secretary may seek, within 180 
days of any such decision, the de novo review of 
the value determination by the United States 
Court of Federal Claims, and that court may 
make an order affirming, vacating, modifying or 
correcting the determination. 

In addition to other uses set forth in section 
407(d) of Public Law 105-391, franchise fees 
credited to a sub-account shall be available for 
expenditure by the Secretary, without further 
appropriation, for use at any unit within the 
National Park System to extinguish or reduce li- 
ability for Possessory Interest or leasehold sur- 
render interest. Such funds may only be used 
for this purpose to the extent that the benefiting 
unit anticipated franchise fee receipts over the 
term of the contract at that unit exceed the 
amount of funds used to extinguish or reduce li- 
ability. Franchise fees at the benefiting unit 
shall be credited to the sub-account of the origi- 
nating unit over a period not to exceed the term 
of a single contract at the benefiting unit, in the 
amount of funds so expended to extinguish or 
reduce liability. 

UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 
SURVEYS, INVESTIGATIONS, AND RESEARCH 

For expenses necessary for the United States 
Geological Survey to perform surveys, investiga- 
tions, and research covering topography, geol- 
ogy, hydrology, biology, and the mineral and 
water resources of the United States, its terri- 
tories and possessions, and other areas as au- 
thorized by 43 U.S.C. 31, 1332, and 1340; classify 
lands as to their mineral and water resources; 
give engineering supervision to power permittees 
and Federal Energy Regulatory Commission li- 
censees; administer the minerals exploration 
program (30 U.S.C. 641); and publish and dis- 
seminate data relative to the foregoing activi- 
ties; and to conduct inquiries into the economic 
conditions affecting mining and materials proc- 
essing industries (30 U.S.C. 3, 21а, and 1603; 50 
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U.S.C. 98g(1)) and related purposes as author- 
ized by law and to publish and disseminate 
data; $948,921,000, of which $63,262,000 shall be 
available only for cooperation with States or 
municipalities for water resources investiga- 
tions; and of which $7,901,000 shall remain 
available until expended for satellite operations; 
and of which $21,971,000 shall be available until 
September 30, 2006, for the operation and main- 
tenance of facilities and deferred maintenance; 
and of which $1,600,000 shall be available until 
expended for deferred maintenance and capital 
improvement projects that exceed $100,000 in 
cost; and of which $174,219,000 shall be available 
until September 30, 2006, for the biological re- 
search activity and the operation of the Cooper- 
ative Research Units: Provided, That none of 
the funds provided for the biological research 
activity shall be used to conduct new surveys on 
private property, unless specifically authorized 
in writing by the property owner: Provided fur- 
ther, That no part of this appropriation shall be 
used to pay more than one-half the cost of topo- 
graphic mapping or water resources data collec- 
tion and investigations carried on in coopera- 
tion with States and municipalities. 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 

The amount appropriated for the United 
States Geological Survey shall be available for 
the purchase and replacement of passenger 
motor vehicles; reimbursement to the General 
Services Administration for security guard serv- 
ices; contracting for the furnishing of topo- 
graphic maps and for the making of geophysical 
or other specialized surveys when it is adminis- 
tratively determined that such procedures are in 
the public interest; construction and mainte- 
nance of necessary buildings and appurtenant 
facilities; acquisition of lands for gauging sta- 
tions and observation wells; expenses of the 
United States National Committee on Geology; 
and payment of compensation and expenses of 
persons on the rolls of the Survey duly ap- 
pointed to represent the United States in the ne- 
gotiation and administration of interstate com- 
pacts: Provided, That activities funded by ap- 
propriations herein made may be accomplished 
through the use of contracts, grants, or coopera- 
tive agreements as defined in 31 U.S.C. 6302 et 
seq.: Provided further, That the United States 
Geological Survey may enter into contracts or 
cooperative agreements directly with individuals 
or indirectly with institutions or nonprofit orga- 
nizations, without regard to 41 U.S.C. 5, for the 
temporary or intermittent services of students or 
recent graduates, who shall be considered em- 
ployees for the purpose of chapters 57 and 81 of 
title 5, United States Code, relating to com- 
pensation for travel and work injuries, and 
chapter 171 of title 28, United States Code, relat- 
ing to tort claims, but shall not be considered to 
be Federal employees for any other purposes. 

MINERALS MANAGEMENT SERVICE 

ROYALTY AND OFFSHORE MINERALS MANAGEMENT 

For expenses necessary for minerals leasing 
and environmental studies, regulation of indus- 
try operations, and collection of royalties, as 
authorized by law; for enforcing laws and regu- 
lations applicable to oil, gas, and other minerals 
leases, permits, licenses and operating contracts; 
and for matching grants or cooperative agree- 
ments; including the purchase of not to exceed 
eight passenger motor vehicles for replacement 
only, $169,175,000, of which $76,106,000 shall be 
available for royalty management activities; and 
an amount not to exceed $103,730,000, to be cred- 
ited to this appropriation and to remain avail- 
able until expended, from additions to receipts 
resulting from increases to rates in effect on Au- 
gust 5, 1993, from rate increases to fee collec- 
tions for Outer Continental Shelf administrative 
activities performed by the Minerals Manage- 
ment Service (MMS) over and above the rates in 
effect on September 30, 1993, and from addi- 
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tional fees for Outer Continental Shelf adminis- 
trative activities established after September 30, 
1993: Provided, That to the extent $103,730,000 in 
additions to receipts are not realized from the 
sources of receipts stated above, the amount 
needed to reach $103,730,000 shall be credited to 
this appropriation from receipts resulting from 
rental rates for Outer Continental Shelf leases 
in effect before August 5, 1993: Provided further, 
That $3,000,000 for computer acquisitions shall 
remain available until September 30, 2006: Pro- 
vided further, That funds appropriated under 
this Act shall be available for the payment of in- 
terest in accordance with 30 U.S.C. 1721(b) and 
(а): Provided further, That not to exceed $3,000 
shall be available for reasonable expenses re- 
lated to promoting volunteer beach and marine 
cleanup activities: Provided further, That not- 
withstanding any other provision of law, $15,000 
under this heading shall be available for re- 
funds of overpayments in connection with cer- 
tain Indian leases in which the Director of MMS 
concurred with the claimed refund due, to pay 
amounts owed to Indian allottees or tribes, or to 
correct prior unrecoverable erroneous payments: 
Provided further, That MMS may under the 
royalty-in-kind program, or under its authority 
to transfer oil to the Strategic Petroleum Re- 
serve, use a portion of the revenues from roy- 
alty-in-kind sales, without regard to fiscal year 
limitation, to pay for transportation to whole- 
sale market centers or upstream pooling points, 
to process or otherwise dispose of royalty pro- 
duction taken in kind, and to recover MMS 
transportation costs, salaries, and other admin- 
istrative costs directly related to the royalty-in- 
kind program: Provided further, That MMS 
shall analyze and document the expected return 
in advance of any royalty-in-kind sales to as- 
sure to the maximum extent practicable that 
royalty income under the pilot program is equal 
to or greater than royalty income recognized 
under a comparable royalty-in-value program: 
Provided further, That in fiscal year 2005 and 
thereafter, notwithstanding 30 U.S.C. 191(a) and 
43 U.S.C. 1338, the Secretary shall pay amounts 
owed to States under the provision of 30 U.S.C. 
1721(b) from amounts received as current re- 
ceipts from bonuses, royalties, interest collected 
from lessees and designees, and rentals of the 
public lands and the outer continental shelf 
under provisions of the Mineral Leasing Act (30 
U.S.C. 181 et seq.), and the Outer Continental 
Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1331 et seq.), which 
are not payable to a State or the Reclamation 
Fund. 
OIL SPILL RESEARCH 

For necessary expenses to carry out title I, 
section 1016, title IV, sections 4202 and 4303, title 
ҮП, and title VIII, section 8201 of the Oil Pollu- 
tion Act of 1990, $7,105,000, which shall be de- 
rived from the Oil Spill Liability Trust Fund, to 
remain available until erpended. 

OFFICE OF SURFACE MINING RECLAMATION AND 

ENFORCEMENT 
REGULATION AND TECHNOLOGY 

For necessary expenses to carry out the provi- 
sions of the Surface Mining Control and Rec- 
lamation Act of 1977, Public Law 95-87, as 
amended, including the purchase of not to ex- 
ceed 10 passenger motor vehicles, for replace- 
ment only; $109,805,000: Provided, That the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, pursuant to regulations, 
may use directly or through grants to States, 
moneys collected in fiscal year 2005 for civil pen- 
alties assessed under section 518 of the Surface 
Mining Control and Reclamation Act of 1977 (30 
U.S.C. 1268), to reclaim lands adversely affected 
by coal mining practices after August 3, 1977, to 
remain available until expended: Provided fur- 
ther, That appropriations for the Office of Sur- 
face Mining Reclamation and Enforcement may 
provide for the travel and per diem expenses of 
State and tribal personnel attending Office of 
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Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement 
sponsored training. 
ABANDONED MINE RECLAMATION FUND 

For necessary expenses to carry out title IV of 
the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation 
Act of 1977, Public Law 95-87, as amended, in- 
cluding the purchase of not more than 10 pas- 
senger motor vehicles for replacement only, 
$190,863,000, to be derived from receipts of the 
Abandoned Mine Reclamation Fund and to re- 
main available until expended; of which up to 
$10,000,000, to be derived from the Federal Ex- 
penses Share of the Fund, shall be for supple- 
mental grants to States for the reclamation of 
abandoned sites with acid mine rock drainage 
from coal mines, and for associated activities, 
through the Appalachian Clean Streams Initia- 
tive: Provided, That grants to minimum program 
States will be $1,500,000 per State in fiscal year 
2005: Provided further, That pursuant to Public 
Law 97-365, the Department of the Interior is 
authorized to use up to 20 percent from the re- 
covery of the delinquent debt owed to the 
United States Government to pay for contracts 
to collect these debts: Provided further, That 
funds made available under title IV of Public 
Law 95-87 may be used for any required non- 
Federal share of the cost of projects funded by 
the Federal Government for the purpose of envi- 
ronmental restoration related to treatment or 
abatement of acid mine drainage from aban- 
doned mines: Provided further, That such 
projects must be consistent with the purposes 
and priorities of the Surface Mining Control 
and Reclamation Act: Provided further, That 
the State of Maryland may set aside the greater 
of $1,000,000 or 10 percent of the total of the 
grants made available to the State under title IV 
of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation 
Act of 1977, as amended (30 U.S.C. 1231 et seq.), 
if the amount set aside is deposited in an acid 
mine drainage abatement and treatment fund 
established under a State law, pursuant to 
which law the amount (together with all inter- 
est earned on the amount) is expended by the 
State to undertake acid mine drainage abate- 
ment and treatment projects, except that before 
any amounts greater than 10 percent of its title 
IV grants are deposited in an acid mine drain- 
age abatement and treatment fund, the State of 
Maryland must first complete all Surface Min- 
ing Control and Reclamation Act priority one 
projects: Provided further, That amounts pro- 
vided under this heading may be used for the 
travel and per diem expenses of State and tribal 
personnel attending Office of Surface Mining 
Reclamation and Enforcement sponsored train- 
ing. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISION 

With funds available for the Technical Inno- 
vation and Professional Services program in this 
Act, the Secretary may transfer title for com- 
puter hardware, software and other technical 
equipment to State and Tribal regulatory and 
reclamation programs. 

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 
OPERATION OF INDIAN PROGRAMS 

For expenses necessary for the operation of 
Indian programs, as authorized by law, includ- 
ing the Snyder Act of November 2, 1921 (25 
U.S.C. 13), the Indian Self-Determination and 
Education Assistance Act of 1975 (25 U.S.C. 450 
et seq.), as amended, the Education Amend- 
ments of 1978 (25 U.S.C. 2001-2019), and the 
Tribally Controlled Schools Act of 1988 (25 
U.S.C. 2501 et seq.), as amended, $1,955,047,000, 
to remain available until September 30, 2006 ex- 
cept as otherwise provided herein, of which not 
to exceed $87,638,000 shall be for welfare assist- 
ance payments and notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, including but not limited to 
the Indian Self-Determination Act of 1975, as 
amended, not to exceed $136,314,000 shall be 
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available for payments to tribes and tribal orga- 
nizations for contract support costs associated 
with ongoing contracts, grants, compacts, or an- 
nual funding agreements entered into with the 
Bureau prior to or during fiscal year 2005, as 
authorized by such Act, except that tribes and 
tribal organizations may use their tribal priority 
allocations for unmet indirect costs of ongoing 
contracts, grants, or compacts, or annual fund- 
ing agreements and for unmet welfare assistance 
costs; and of which not to exceed $456,057,000 for 
School operations costs of  Bureau-funded 
Schools and other education programs shall be- 
come available on July 1, 2005, and shall remain 
available until September 30, 2006; and of which 
not to exceed $61,801,000 shall remain available 
until expended for housing improvement, road 
maintenance, attorney fees, litigation support, 
the Indian  Self-Determination Fund, land 
records improvement, and the Navajo-Hopi Set- 
tlement Program: Provided, That notwith- 
standing any other provision of law, including 
but not limited to the Indian Self-Determination 
Act of 1975, as amended, and 25 U.S.C. 2008, not 
to exceed $45,348,000 within and only from such 
amounts made available for school operations 
shall be available to tribes and tribal organiza- 
tions for administrative cost grants associated 
with ongoing grants entered into with the Bu- 
reau prior to or during fiscal year 2004 for the 
operation of Bureau-funded schools, and up to 
$1,000,000 within and only from such amounts 
made available for school operations shall be 
available for the transitional costs of initial ad- 
ministrative cost grants to tribes and tribal or- 
ganizations that enter into grants for the oper- 
ation on or after July 1, 2004 of Bureau-oper- 
ated schools: Provided further, That any for- 
estry funds allocated to a tribe which remain 
unobligated as of September 30, 2006, may be 
transferred during fiscal year 2007 to an Indian 
forest land assistance account established for 
the benefit of such tribe within the tribe’s trust 
fund account: Provided further, That any such 
unobligated balances not so transferred shall ex- 
pire on September 30, 2007. 
CONSTRUCTION 

For construction, repair, improvement, and 
maintenance of irrigation and power systems, 
buildings, utilities, and other facilities, includ- 
ing architectural and engineering services by 
contract; acquisition of lands, and interests in 
lands; and preparation of lands for farming, 
and for construction of the Navajo Indian Irri- 
gation Project pursuant to Public Law 87-483, 
$323,626,000, to remain available until expended: 
Provided, That such amounts as may be avail- 
able for the construction of the Navajo Indian 
Irrigation Project may be transferred to the Bu- 
reau of Reclamation: Provided further, That not 
to exceed 6 percent of contract authority avail- 
able to the Bureau of Indian Affairs from the 
Federal Highway Trust Fund may be used to 
cover the road program management costs of the 
Bureau: Provided further, That any funds pro- 
vided for the Safety of Dams program pursuant 
to 25 U.S.C. 13 shall be made available on a 
nonreimbursable basis: Provided further, That 
for fiscal year 2005, in implementing new con- 
struction or facilities improvement and repair 
project grants in excess of $100,000 that are pro- 
vided to tribally controlled grant schools under 
Public Law 100-297, as amended, the Secretary 
of the Interior shall use the Administrative and 
Audit Requirements and Cost Principles for As- 
sistance Programs contained in 43 CFR part 12 
as the regulatory requirements: Provided fur- 
ther, That such grants shall not be subject to 
section 12.61 of 43 CFR; the Secretary and the 
grantee shall negotiate and determine a sched- 
ule of payments for the work to be performed: 
Provided further, That in considering applica- 
tions, the Secretary shall consider whether the 
Indian tribe or tribal organization would be de- 
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ficient in assuring that the construction projects 
conform to applicable building standards and 
codes and Federal, tribal, or State health and 
safety standards as required by 25 U.S.C. 
2005(b), with respect to organizational and fi- 
nancial management capabilities: Provided fur- 
ther, That if the Secretary declines an applica- 
tion, the Secretary shall follow the requirements 
contained in 25 U.S.C. 2504(f): Provided further, 
That any disputes between the Secretary and 
any grantee concerning a grant shall be subject 
to the disputes provision in 25 U.S.C. 2507(e): 
Provided further, That in order to ensure timely 
completion of replacement school construction 
projects, the Secretary may assume control of a 
project and all funds related to the project, if, 
within eighteen months of the date of enactment 
of this Act, any tribe or tribal organization re- 
ceiving funds appropriated in this Act or in any 
prior Act, has not completed the planning and 
design phase of the project and commenced con- 
struction of the replacement school: Provided 
further, That, of the funds provided for the trib- 
al school demonstration program, notwith- 
standing the provisions of paragraph (b)(1) of 
section 122 of division F of Public Law 106—7, as 
amended by section 136 of Public Law 108-108, 
$4,500,000 is for the Eastern Band of Cherokee 
education campus at the Ravensford tract, 
$4,000,000 is for the Sac and Fox Meskwaki Set- 
tlement school, and $4,000,000 is for the Twin 
Buttes elementary school om the Fort Berthold 
Reservation: Provided further, That this Appro- 
priation may be reimbursed from the Office of 
the Special Trustee for American Indians Ap- 
propriation for the appropriate share of con- 
struction costs for space expansion needed in 
agency offices to meet trust reform implementa- 
tion. 

INDIAN LAND AND WATER CLAIM SETTLEMENTS 

AND MISCELLANEOUS PAYMENTS TO INDIANS 

For miscellaneous payments to Indian tribes 
and individuals and for necessary administra- 
tive expenses, $44,771,000, to remain available 
until expended, for implementation of Indian 
land and water claim settlements pursuant to 
Public Laws 99-264, 100-580, 101-618, 106-554, 
107-331, and 108-34, and for implementation of 
other land and water rights settlements, of 
which $10,032,000 shall be available for payment 
to the Quinault Indian Nation pursuant to the 
terms of the North Boundary Settlement Agree- 
ment dated July 14, 2000, providing for the ac- 
quisition of perpetual conservation easements 
from the Nation. 

INDIAN GUARANTEED LOAN PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

For the cost of guaranteed and insured loans, 
$6,421,000, of which $695,000 is for administra- 
tive expenses, as authorized by the Indian Fi- 
nancing Act of 1974, as amended: Provided, 
That such costs, including the cost of modifying 
such loans, shall be as defined in section 502 of 
the Congressional Budget Act of 1974: Provided 
further, That these funds are available to sub- 
sidize total loan principal, any part of which is 
to be guaranteed, not to exceed $84,699,000. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 

The Bureau of Indian Affairs may carry out 
the operation of Indian programs by direct ex- 
penditure, contracts, cooperative agreements, 
compacts and grants, either directly or in co- 
operation with States and other organizations. 

Notwithstanding 25 U.S.C. 15, the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs may contract for services in sup- 
port of the management, operation, and mainte- 
nance of the Power Division of the San Carlos 
Irrigation Project. 

Appropriations for the Bureau of Indian Af- 
fairs (except the revolving fund for loans, the 
Indian loan guarantee and insurance fund, and 
the Indian Guaranteed Loan Program account) 
Shall be available for expenses of exhibits, and 
purchase of not to exceed 229 passenger motor 
vehicles, of which not to exceed 187 shall be for 
replacement only. 
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Notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
no funds available to the Bureau of Indian Af- 
fairs for central office operations or pooled over- 
head general administration (except facilities 
operations and maintenance) shall be available 
for tribal contracts, grants, compacts, or cooper- 
ative agreements with the Bureau of Indian Af- 
fairs under the provisions of the Indian Self-De- 
termination Act or the Tribal Self-Governance 
Act of 1994 (Public Law 103-413). 

In the event any tribe returns appropriations 
made available by this Act to the Bureau of In- 
dian Affairs for distribution to other tribes, this 
action shall not diminish the Federal Govern- 
ment’s trust responsibility to that tribe, or the 
government-to-government relationship between 
the United States and that tribe, or that tribe’s 
ability to access future appropriations. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
no funds available to the Bureau, other than 
the amounts provided herein for assistance to 
public schools under 25 U.S.C. 452 et seq., shall 
be available to support the operation of any ele- 
mentary or secondary school in the State of 
Alaska. 

Appropriations made available in this or any 
other Act for schools funded by the Bureau 
shall be available only to the schools in the Bu- 
reau school system as of September 1, 1996. No 
funds available to the Bureau shall be used to 
support expanded grades for any school or dor- 
mitory beyond the grade structure in place or 
approved by the Secretary of the Interior at 
each school in the Bureau school system as of 
October 1, 1995. Funds made available under 
this Act may not be used to establish a charter 
school at a Bureau-funded school (as that term 
is defined in section 1146 of the Education 
Amendments of 1978 (25 U.S.C. 2026)), except 
that a charter school that is in existence on the 
date of the enactment of this Act and that has 
operated at a Bureau-funded school before Sep- 
tember 1, 1999, may continue to operate during 
that period, but only if the charter school pays 
to the Bureau a pro rata share of funds to reim- 
burse the Bureau for the use of the real and per- 
sonal property (including buses and vans), the 
funds of the charter school are kept separate 
and apart from Bureau funds, and the Bureau 
does not assume any obligation for charter 
school programs of the State in which the school 
is located if the charter school loses such fund- 
ing. Employees of Bureau-funded schools shar- 
ing a campus with a charter school and per- 
forming functions related to the charter school's 
operation and employees of a charter school 
shall not be treated as Federal employees for 
purposes of chapter 171 of title 28, United States 
Code. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
including sec. 113 of Title I of Appendix C of 
Public Law 106—113, if a Tribe or tribal organi- 
eation in fiscal year 2003 or 2004 received indi- 
rect and administrative costs pursuant to a dis- 
tribution formula based om sec. 5(f) of Public 
Law 101—301, the Secretary shall continue to dis- 
tribute indirect and administrative cost funds to 
such Tribe or tribal organization using the sec. 
5(f) distribution formula. 

DEPARTMENTAL OFFICES 
INSULAR AFFAIRS 
ASSISTANCE TO TERRITORIES 

For expenses necessary for assistance to terri- 
tories under the jurisdiction of the Department 
of the Interior, $76,255,000, of which: (1) 
$69,682,000 shall be available until expended for 
technical assistance, including maintenance as- 
sistance, disaster assistance, insular manage- 
ment controls, coral reef initiative activities, 
and brown tree snake control and research; 
grants to the judiciary in American Samoa for 
compensation and expenses, as authorized by 
law (48 U.S.C. 1661(c)); grants to the Govern- 
ment of American Samoa, in addition to current 
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local revenues, for construction and support of 
governmental functions; grants to the Govern- 
ment of the Virgin Islands as authorized by law; 
grants to the Government of Guam, as author- 
ized by law; and grants to the Government of 
the Northern Mariana Islands as authorized by 
law (Public Law 94-241; 90 Stat. 272); and (2) 
$6,563,000 shall be available for salaries and ex- 
penses of the Office of Insular Affairs: Provided, 
That all financial transactions of the territorial 
and local governments herein provided for, in- 
cluding such transactions of all agencies or in- 
strumentalities established or used by such gov- 
ernments, may be audited by the Government 
Accountability Office, at its discretion, in ac- 
cordance with chapter 35 of title 31, United 
States Code: Provided further, That Northern 
Mariana Islands Covenant grant funding shall 
be provided according to those terms of the 
Agreement of the Special Representatives on Fu- 
ture United States Financial Assistance for the 
Northern Mariana Islands approved by Public 
Law 104-134: Provided further, That of the 
amounts provided for technical assistance, suffi- 
cient funds shall be made available for a grant 
to the Pacific Basin Development Council: Pro- 
vided further, That of the amounts provided for 
technical assistance, sufficient funding shall be 
made available for a grant to the Close Up 
Foundation: Provided further, That the funds 
for the program of operations and maintenance 
improvement are appropriated to institutionalize 
routine operations and maintenance improve- 
ment of capital infrastructure with territorial 
participation and cost sharing to be determined 
by the Secretary based on the grantee’s commit- 
ment to timely maintenance of its capital assets: 
Provided further, That any appropriation for 
disaster assistance under this heading in this 
Act or previous appropriations Acts may be used 
as non-Federal matching funds for the purpose 
of hazard mitigation grants provided pursuant 
to section 404 of the Robert T. Stafford Disaster 
Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 
5170с). 
COMPACT OF FREE ASSOCIATION 

For grants and necessary expenses, $5,499,000, 
as provided for in sections 221(a)(2), 221(b), and 
233 of the Compact of Free Association for the 
Republic of Palau as authorized by Public Law 
99-658; Public Law 108-188; and section 221(a)(2) 
of the Compacts of Free Association and their 
related agreements between the Government of 
the United States and the Government of the 
Republic of the Marshall Islands, and the Gov- 
ernment of the United States of the Federated 
States of Micronesia, respectively, as amended. 

DEPARTMENTAL MANAGEMENT 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses for management of the 
Department of the Interior, $90,855,000, of which 
not to exceed $8,500 may be for official reception 
and representation expenses, of which up to 
$1,000,000 shall be available for workers com- 
pensation payments and unemployment com- 
pensation payments associated with the orderly 
closure of the United States Bureau of Mines, 
and of which $14,250,000 shall remain available 
until expended for a departmental financial and 
business management system: Provided, That of 
the funds provided for a departmental financial 
and business management system, $13,500,000 
shall be derived by transfer from unobligated 
balances in the ‘‘Central Hazardous Materials 
Fund’’: Provided further, That none of the 
funds in this or previous appropriations Acts 
may be used to establish any additional reserves 
in the Working Capital Fund account other 
than the two authorized reserves without prior 
approval of the House and Senate Committees 
on Appropriations: Provided further, That 
amounts otherwise appropriated by this Act for 
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motor vehicle lease, purchase or service costs at 
the Department of the Interior are reduced by 
$3,000,000 and, not later than 30 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act, the Director 
of the Office of Management and Budget shall 
submit to the Committees on Appropriations of 
the House of Representatives and the Senate a 
listing of the amounts by account of the reduc- 
tions made pursuant to this proviso. 
PAYMENTS IN LIEU OF TAXES 
For expenses necessary to implement the Act 
of October 20, 1976, as amended (31 U.S.C. 6901- 
6907), $230,000,000, of which not to exceed 
$400,000 shall be available for administrative ex- 
penses: Provided, That no payment shall be 
made to otherwise eligible units of local govern- 
ment if the computed amount of the payment is 
less than $100. 
OFFICE OF THE SOLICITOR 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses of the Office of the So- 
licitor, $52,384,000. 
OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses of the Office of In- 
spector General, $37,800,000. 
OFFICE OF SPECIAL TRUSTEE FOR AMERICAN 
INDIANS 
FEDERAL TRUST PROGRAMS 
For the operation of trust programs for Indi- 
ans by direct expenditure, contracts, cooperative 
agreements, compacts, and grants, $196,267,000, 
to remain available until expended, of which 
not to exceed $58,000,000 shall be available for 
historical accounting: Provided, That funds for 
trust management improvements and litigation 
support may, as needed, be transferred to or 
merged with the Bureau of Indian Affairs, ‘‘Op- 
eration of Indian Programs” account; the Office 
of the Solicitor, “Salaries and Expenses" ac- 
count; and the Departmental Management, 
“Salaries and Expenses” account: Provided fur- 
ther, That funds made available to Tribes and 
Tribal organizations through contracts or 
grants obligated during fiscal year 2005, as au- 
thorized by the Indian Self-Determination Act 
of 1975 (25 U.S.C. 450 et seq.), shall remain 
available until expended by the contractor or 
grantee: Provided further, That notwith- 
standing any other provision of law, the statute 
of limitations shall not commence to run on any 
claim, including any claim in litigation pending 
on the date of the enactment of this Act, con- 
cerning losses to or mismanagement of trust 
funds, until the affected tribe or individual In- 
dian has been furnished with an accounting of 
such funds from which the beneficiary can de- 
termine whether there has been a loss: Provided 
further, That notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of law, the Secretary shall not be required 
to provide a quarterly statement of performance 
for any Indian trust account that has not had 
activity for at least 18 months and has a bal- 
ance of $1.00 or less: Provided further, That the 
Secretary shall issue an annual account state- 
ment and maintain a record of any such ac- 
counts and shall permit the balance in each 
such account to be withdrawn upon the express 
written request of the account holder: Provided 
further, That not to exceed $50,000 is available 
for the Secretary to make payments to correct 
administrative errors of either disbursements 
from or deposits to Individual Indian Money or 
Tribal accounts after September 30, 2002: Pro- 
vided further, That erroneous payments that are 
recovered shall be credited to and remain avail- 
able in this account for this purpose. 
INDIAN LAND CONSOLIDATION 
For consolidation of fractional interests in In- 
dian lands and expenses associated with rede- 
termining and redistributing escheated interests 
in allotted lands, and for necessary expenses to 
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carry out the Indian Land Consolidation Act of 
1983, as amended, by direct expenditure or coop- 
erative agreement, $35,000,000, to remain avail- 
able until expended, and which may be trans- 
ferred to the Bureau of Indian Affairs and De- 
partmental Management accounts: Provided, 
That funds provided under this heading may be 
expended pursuant to the authorities contained 
in the provisos under the heading ‘‘Office of 
Special Trustee for American Indians, Indian 
Land Consolidation" of the Interior and Re- 
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 2001 (Public 
Law 106-291). 

NATURAL RESOURCE DAMAGE ASSESSMENT AND 

RESTORATION 

NATURAL RESOURCE DAMAGE ASSESSMENT FUND 

To conduct natural resource damage assess- 
ment and restoration activities by the Depart- 
ment of the Interior necessary to carry out the 
provisions of the Comprehensive Environmental 
Response, Compensation, and Liability Act, as 
amended (42 U.S.C. 9601 et seq.), Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act, as amended (33 U.S.C. 
1251 et seq.), the Oil Pollution Act of 1990 (Pub- 
lic Law 101-380) (33 U.S.C. 2701 et seq.), and 
Public Law 101-337, as amended (16 U.S.C. 197} 
et seq.), $5,818,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 

There is hereby authorized for acquisition 
from available resources within the Working 
Capital Fund, 15 aircraft, 10 of which shall be 
for replacement and which may be obtained by 
donation, purchase or through available excess 
surplus property: Provided, That existing air- 
craft being replaced may be sold, with proceeds 
derived or trade-in value used to offset the pur- 
chase price for the replacement aircraft: Pro- 
vided further, That no programs funded with 
appropriated funds in the “Departmental Man- 
agement’’, “Office of the Solicitor", and “Office 
of Inspector General” may be augmented 
through the Working Capital Fund: Provided 
further, That the annual budget justification 
for Departmental Management shall describe es- 
timated Working Capital Fund charges to bu- 
reaus and offices, including the methodology on 
which charges are based: Provided further, That 
departures from the Working Capital Fund esti- 
mates contained in the Departmental Manage- 
ment budget justification shall be presented to 
the Committees on Appropriations for approval: 
Provided further, That the Secretary shall pro- 
vide a semi-annual report to the Committees on 
Appropriations on reimbursable support agree- 
ments between the Office of the Secretary and 
the National Business Center and the bureaus 
and offices of the Department, including the 
amounts billed pursuant to such agreements. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS, DEPARTMENT OF THE 

INTERIOR 

SEC. 101. Appropriations made in this title 
shall be available for expenditure or transfer 
(within each bureau or office), with the ap- 
proval of the Secretary, for the emergency re- 
construction, replacement, or repair of aircraft, 
buildings, utilities, or other facilities or equip- 
ment damaged or destroyed by fire, flood, storm, 
or other unavoidable causes: Provided, That no 
funds shall be made available under this au- 
thority until funds specifically made available 
to the Department of the Interior for emer- 
gencies shall have been exhausted: Provided 
further, That all funds used pursuant to this 
section are hereby designated as an emergency 
requirement pursuant to section 402 of S. Con. 
Res. 95 (108th Congress), as made applicable to 
the House of Representatives by H. Res. 649 
(108th Congress) and applicable to the Senate by 
section 14007 of Public Law 108-287, and must be 
replenished by a supplemental appropriation 
which must be requested as promptly as pos- 
sible. 
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SEC. 102. The Secretary may authorize the ex- 
penditure or transfer of any no year appropria- 
tion in this title, in addition to the amounts in- 
cluded in the budget programs of the several 
agencies, for the suppression or emergency pre- 
vention of wildland fires on or threatening 
lands under the jurisdiction of the Department 
of the Interior; for the emergency rehabilitation 
of burned-over lands under its jurisdiction; for 
emergency actions related to potential or actual 
earthquakes, floods, volcanoes, storms, or other 
unavoidable causes; for contingency planning 
subsequent to actual oil spills; for response and 
natural resource damage assessment activities 
related to actual oil spills; for the prevention, 
suppression, and control of actual or potential 
grasshopper and Mormon cricket outbreaks on 
lands under the jurisdiction of the Secretary, 
pursuant to the authority in section 1773(b) of 
Public Law 99-198 (99 Stat. 1658); for emergency 
reclamation projects under section 410 of Public 
Law 95-87; and shall transfer, from any no year 
funds available to the Office of Surface Mining 
Reclamation and Enforcement, such funds as 
may be necessary to permit assumption of regu- 
latory authority in the event a primacy State is 
not carrying out the regulatory provisions of the 
Surface Mining Act: Provided, That appropria- 
tions made in this title for wildland fire oper- 
ations shall be available for the payment of obli- 
gations incurred during the preceding fiscal 
year, and for reimbursement to other Federal 
agencies for destruction of vehicles, aircraft, or 
other equipment in connection with their use for 
wildland fire operations, such reimbursement to 
be credited to appropriations currently available 
at the time of receipt thereof: Provided further, 
That for wildland fire operations, no funds 
shall be made available under this authority 
until the Secretary determines that funds appro- 
priated for “wildland fire operations" shall be 
exhausted within 30 days: Provided further, 
That all funds used pursuant to this section are 
hereby designated as an emergency requirement 
pursuant to section 402 of S. Con. Res. 95 (108th 
Congress), as made applicable to the House of 
Representatives by H. Res. 649 (108th Congress) 
and applicable to the Senate by section 14007 of 
Public Law 108-287, and must be replenished by 
a supplemental appropriation which must be re- 
quested as promptly as possible: Provided fur- 
ther, That such replenishment funds shall be 
used to reimburse, on a pro rata basis, accounts 
from which emergency funds were transferred. 

SEC. 103. Appropriations made to the Depart- 
ment of the Interior shall hereafter be available 
for operation of warehouses, garages, shops, 
and similar facilities, wherever consolidation of 
activities will contribute to efficiency or econ- 
omy, and said appropriations shall be reim- 
bursed for services rendered to any other activ- 
ity in the same manner as authorized by sec- 
tions 1535 and 1536 of title 31, United States 
Code: Provided, That reimbursements for costs 
and supplies, materials, equipment, and for 
services rendered may be credited to the appro- 
priation current at the time such reimburse- 
ments are received. 

SEC. 104. Appropriations made to the Depart- 
ment of the Interior in this title shall be avail- 
able for services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, 
when authorized by the Secretary, in total 
amount not to exceed $500,000; hire, mainte- 
nance, and operation of aircraft; hire of pas- 
senger motor vehicles; purchase of reprints; pay- 
ment for telephone service in private residences 
in the field, when authorized under regulations 
approved by the Secretary; and the payment of 
dues, when authorized by the Secretary, for li- 
brary membership in societies or associations 
which issue publications to members only or at 
a price to members lower than to subscribers 
who are not members. 

SEC. 105. Appropriations available to the De- 
partment of the Interior for salaries and ех- 
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penses shall hereafter be available for uniforms 
or allowances therefor, as authorized by law (5 
U.S.C. 5901-5902 and D.C. Code 4-204). 

SEC. 106. Annual appropriations made to the 
Department of the Interior shall hereafter be 
available for obligation in connection with con- 
tracts issued for services or rentals for periods 
not in excess of 12 months beginning at any time 
during the fiscal year. 

SEC. 107. No funds provided in this title may 
be expended by the Department of the Interior 
for the conduct of offshore preleasing, leasing 
and related activities placed under restriction in 
the President’s moratorium statement of June 
12, 1998, in the areas of northern, central, and 
southern California; the North Atlantic; Wash- 
ington and Oregon; and the eastern Gulf of 
Mexico south of 26 degrees north latitude and 
east of 86 degrees west longitude. 

SEC. 108. No funds provided in this title may 
be expended by the Department of the Interior 
to conduct offshore oil and natural gas 
preleasing, leasing and related activities in the 
eastern Gulf of Mexico planning area for any 
lands located outside Sale 181, as identified in 
the final Outer Continental Shelf 5-Year Oil 
and Gas Leasing Program, 1997-2002. 

SEC. 109. No funds provided in this title may 
be expended by the Department of the Interior 
to conduct oil and natural gas preleasing, leas- 
ing and related activities in the Mid-Atlantic 
and South Atlantic planning areas. 

SEC. 110. Notwithstanding any other provi- 
sions of law, the National Park Service shall not 
develop or implement a reduced entrance fee 
program to accommodate non-local travel 
through a unit. The Secretary may provide for 
and regulate local non-recreational passage 
through units of the National Park System, al- 
lowing each unit to develop guidelines and per- 
mits for such activity appropriate to that unit. 

SEC. 111. Advance payments made by the De- 
partment of the Interior to Indian tribes, tribal 
organizations, and tribal consortia pursuant to 
the Indian Self-Determination and Education 
Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 450 et seq.) or the 
Tribally Controlled Schools Act of 1988 (25 
U.S.C. 2501 et seq.) may hereafter be invested by 
the Indian tribe, tribal organization, or consor- 
tium before such funds are expended for the 
purposes of the grant, compact, or annual fund- 
ing agreement so long as such funds are— 

(1) invested by the Indian tribe, tribal organi- 
zation, or consortium only in obligations of the 
United States, or in obligations or securities that 
are guaranteed or insured by the United States, 
or mutual (or other) funds registered with the 
Securities and Exchange Commission and which 
only invest in obligations of the United States or 
securities that are guaranteed or insured by the 
United States; or 

(2) deposited only into accounts that are in- 
sured by an agency or instrumentality of the 
United States, or are fully collateralized to en- 
sure protection of the funds, even in the event 
of a bank failure. 

SEC. 112. Appropriations made in this Act 
under the headings Bureau of Indian Affairs 
and Office of Special Trustee for American Indi- 
ans and any unobligated balances from prior 
appropriations Acts made under the same head- 
ings shall be available for expenditure or trans- 
fer for Indian trust management and reform ac- 
tivities, except that total funding for historical 
accounting activities shall not exceed amounts 
specifically designated in this Act for such pur- 
pose. 

SEC. 113. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, for the purpose of reducing the backlog 
of Indian probate cases in the Department of 
the Interior, the hearing requirements of chap- 
ter 10 of title 25, United States Code, are deemed 
satisfied by a proceeding conducted by an In- 
dian probate judge, appointed by the Secretary 
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without regard to the provisions of title 5, 
United States Code, governing the appointments 
in the competitive service, for such period of 
time as the Secretary determines necessary: Рто- 
vided, That the basic pay of an Indian probate 
judge so appointed may be fixed by the Sec- 
retary without regard to the provisions of chap- 
ter 51, and subchapter III of chapter 53 of title 
5, United States Code, governing the classifica- 
tion and pay of General Schedule employees, ex- 
cept that no such Indian probate judge may be 
paid at a level which exceeds the maximum rate 
payable for the highest grade of the General 
Schedule, including locality pay. 


SEC. 114. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, the Secretary of the Interior is author- 
ized to redistribute any Tribal Priority Alloca- 
tion funds, including tribal base funds, to al- 
leviate tribal funding inequities by transferring 
funds to address identified, unmet needs, dual 
enrollment, overlapping service areas or inac- 
curate distribution methodologies. No tribe shall 
receive a reduction in Tribal Priority Allocation 
funds of more than 10 percent in fiscal year 
2005. Under circumstances of dual enrollment, 
overlapping service areas or inaccurate distribu- 
tion methodologies, the 10 percent limitation 
does not apply. 


SEC. 115. Funds appropriated for the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs for postsecondary schools for 
fiscal year 2005 shall be allocated among the 
schools proportionate to the unmet need of the 
schools as determined by the Postsecondary 
Funding Formula adopted by the Office of In- 
dian Education Programs. 


SEC. 116. (a) The Secretary of the Interior 
shall hereafter take such action as may be nec- 
essary to ensure that the lands comprising the 
Huron Cemetery in Kansas City, Kansas (as de- 
scribed in section 123 of Public Law 106-291) are 
used only in accordance with this section. 


(b) The lands of the Huron Cemetery shall be 
used only: (1) for religious and cultural uses 
that are compatible with the use of the lands as 
a cemetery; and (2) as a burial ground. 


SEC. 117. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, in conveying the Twin Cities Research 
Center under the authority provided by Public 
Law 104-134, as amended by Public Law 104- 
208, the Secretary may accept and retain land 
and other forms of reimbursement: Provided, 
That the Secretary may retain and use any such 
reimbursement until expended and without fur- 
ther appropriation: (1) for the benefit of the Na- 
tional Wildlife Refuge System within the State 
of Minnesota; and (2) for all activities author- 
ized by Public Law 100-696; 16 U.S.C. 46022. 


SEC. 118. Notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302(b), 
sums received by the Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment for the sale of seeds or seedlings, may here- 
after be credited to the appropriation from 
which funds were expended to acquire or grow 
the seeds or seedlings and are available without 
fiscal year limitation. 


SEC. 119. The Secretary of the Interior may 
use or contract for the use of helicopters or 
motor vehicles on the Sheldon and Hart Na- 
tional Wildlife Refuges for the purpose of cap- 
turing and transporting horses and burros. The 
provisions of subsection (a) of the Act of Sep- 
tember 8, 1959 (18 U.S.C. 47(a)) shall not be ap- 
plicable to such use. Such use shall be in ac- 
cordance with humane procedures prescribed by 
the Secretary. 

SEC. 120. (a) LIMITATION ON INCREASES IN 
CLAIMS MAINTENANCE AND LOCATION FEES.— 
The fees established in 30 U.S.C. 28f and 280 
shall be equal to the fees in effect immediately 
prior to the rule of July 1, 2004 (69 Fed. Reg. 
40,294) until the Department of the Interior has 
complied with the obligations established in sub- 
sections (b) and (c). 
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(b) ESTABLISHMENT OF PERMIT TRACKING SYS- 
TEM.—The Department of the Interior shall es- 
tablish a nationwide tracking system to deter- 
mine and address the length of time from sub- 
mission of a plan of operations to mine on pub- 
lic lands to final approval of such submission. 

(c) REPORT.—Within one year of enactment, 
the Department shall file a detailed report with 
the House and Senate Committees on Appropria- 
tions and the Committee on Resources of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources of the Senate 
providing detailed information on the length of 
time it takes the Department to approve pro- 
posed mining plans of operations and recom- 
mending steps to reduce current delays. 

SEC. 121. Funds provided in this Act for Fed- 
eral land acquisition by the National Park Serv- 
ice for Shenandoah Valley Battlefields National 
Historic District and Ice Age National Scenic 
Trail may be used for a grant to a State, a local 
government, or any other land management en- 
tity for the acquisition of lands without regard 
to any restriction on the use of Federal land ac- 
quisition funds provided through the Land and 
Water Conservation Fund Act of 1965 as amend- 


ed. 

SEC. 122. None of the funds made available by 
this Act may be obligated or expended by the 
National Park Service to enter into or implement 
a concession contract which permits or requires 
the removal of the underground lunchroom at 
the Carlsbad Caverns National Park. 

SEC. 123. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used: (1) to demolish the bridge 
between Jersey City, New Jersey, and Ellis Is- 
land; or (2) to prevent pedestrian use of such 
bridge, when such pedestrian use is consistent 
with generally accepted safety standards. 

SEC. 124. None of the funds in this or any 
other Act can be used to compensate the Special 
Master and the Special Master-Monitor, and all 
variations thereto, appointed by the United 
States District Court for the District of Colum- 
bia in the Cobell v. Norton litigation at an an- 
nual rate that exceeds 200 percent of the highest 
Senior Executive Service rate of pay for the 
Washington-Baltimore locality pay area. 

SEC. 125. The Secretary of the Interior may 
use discretionary funds to pay private attorneys 
fees and costs for employees and former employ- 
ees of the Department of the Interior reasonably 
incurred in connection with Cobell v. Norton to 
the extent that such fees and costs are not paid 
by the Department of Justice or by private in- 
surance. In no case shall the Secretary make 
payments under this section that would result 
in payment of hourly fees in excess of the high- 
est hourly rate approved by the District Court 
for the District of Columbia for counsel in Cobell 
v. Norton. 

SEC. 126. The United States Fish and Wildlife 
Service shall, in carrying out its responsibilities 
to protect threatened and endangered species of 
salmon, implement a system of mass marking of 
salmonid stocks, intended for harvest, that are 
released from Federally operated or Federally fi- 
nanced hatcheries including but not limited to 
fish releases of coho, chinook, and steelhead 
species. Marked fish must have a visible mark 
that can be readily identified by commercial and 
recreational fishers. 

SEC. 127. Such sums as may be necessary from 
“Departmental Management, Salaries and Ex- 
penses", may be transferred to “United States 
Fish and Wildlife Service, Resource Manage- 
ment” for operational needs at the Midway 
Atoll National Wildlife Refuge airport. 

SEC. 128. (a) IN GENERAL.—Nothing in section 
134 of the Department of the Interior and Re- 
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 2002 (115 
Stat. 443) affects the decision of the United 
States Court of Appeals for the 10th Circuit in 
Sac and Fox Nation v. Norton, 240 F.3d 1250 
(2001). 
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(b) USE OF CERTAIN INDIAN LAND.—Nothing in 
this section permits the conduct of gaming 
under the Indian Gaming Regulatory Act (25 
U.S.C. 2701 et seq.) on land described in section 
123 of the Department of the Interior and Re- 
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 2001 (114 
Stat. 944), or land that is contiguous to that 
land, regardless of whether the land or contig- 
uous land has been taken into trust by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. 

SEC. 129. No funds appropriated for the De- 
partment of the Interior by this Act or any other 
Act shall be used to study or implement any 
plan to drain Lake Powell or to reduce the 
water level of the lake below the range of water 
levels required for the operation of the Glen 
Canyon Dam. 

SEC. 130. Notwithstanding the limitation in 
subparagraph (2)(B) of section 18(a) of the In- 
dian Gaming Regulatory Act (25 U.S.C. 2717(a)), 
the total amount of all fees imposed by the Na- 
tional Indian Gaming Commission for fiscal year 
2006 shall not exceed $12,000,000. 

SEC. 131. Notwithstanding any implementa- 
tion of the Department of the Interior’s trust re- 
organization or reengineering plans, or the im- 
plementation of the “То Ве” Model, funds ap- 
propriated for fiscal year 2005 shall be available 
to the tribes within the California Tribal Trust 
Reform Consortium and to the Salt River Pima- 
Maricopa Indian Community, the Confederated 
Salish and Kootenai Tribes of the Flathead Res- 
ervation and the Chippewa Cree Tribe of the 
Rocky Boys Reservation through the same meth- 
odology as funds were distributed in fiscal year 
2003. This Demonstration Project shall continue 
to operate separate and apart from the Depart- 
ment of the Interior’s trust reform and reorga- 
nization and the Department shall not impose 
its trust management infrastructure upon or 
alter the existing trust resource management 
systems of the above referenced tribes having a 
self-governance compact and operating in ac- 
cordance with the Tribal Self-Governance Рто- 
gram set forth in 25 U.S.C. Sections 450aa- 
458hh: Provided, That the California Trust Re- 
form Consortium and any other participating 
tribe agree to carry out their responsibilities 
under the same written and implemented fidu- 
ciary standards as those being carried by the 
Secretary of the Interior: Provided further, That 
they demonstrate to the satisfaction of the Sec- 
retary that they have the capability to do so: 
Provided further, That the Department shail 
provide funds to the tribes in an amount equal 
to that required by 25 U.S.C. Section 458cc(g)(3), 
including funds specifically or functionally re- 
lated to the provision of trust services to the 
tribes or their members. 

SEC. 132. Notwithstanding any provision of 
law, including 42 U.S.C. 4321 et. seq., nonrenew- 
able grazing permits authorized in the Jarbidge 
Field Office, Bureau of Land Management 
within the past 8 years, shall be renewed. The 
Animal Unit Months contained in the most re- 
cently expired nonrenewable grazing permit, au- 
thorized between March 1, 1997, and February 
28, 2003, shall continue in effect under the re- 
newed permit. Nothing in this section shall be 
deemed to extend the nonrenewable permits be- 
yond the standard 1-year term. 

SEC. 133. Pursuant to section 10101f(d)(3) of 
the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1993 
(30 U.S.C. 28f(d)(3)), the following claims shall 
be given notice of defect and the opportunity to 
сите: АКЕЕ061472, AKFF085155-AK ЕЕ085156, 
AK FF061632-AK F F061633, AK FF061636— 
AK FF061637, and AK FF084718. 

SEC. 134. Section 702(b)(2) of Public Law 107- 
282 (116 Stat. 2013) is amended by striking ‘‘that 
if the land"' and all that follows through ‘‘con- 
veyed by the Foundation." and inserting the 
following: ‘“‘that provides that (except in a case 
in which the proceeds of a lease are provided to 
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the Foundation to carry out the purposes for 
which the Foundation was established), if the 
land described in paragraph (3) is sold, leased, 
or otherwise conveyed by the Foundation—’’. 

SEC. 135. AMENDMENT OF THE SURFACE MINING 
CONTROL AND RECLAMATION ACT OF 1977. (a) 
Section 402(b) of the Surface Mining Control 
and Reclamation Act of 1977 (30 U.S.C. 1232(b)) 
is amended by striking ‘‘September 30, 2004” and 
inserting ‘‘June 30, 2005”. 

(b) Section 125 of Public Law 108—309 is hereby 
repealed. 

SEC. 136. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, the Secretary of the Interior is author- 
ized to acquire lands, waters, or interests there- 
in including the use of all or part of any pier, 
dock, or landing within the State of New York 
and the State of New Jersey, for the purpose of 
operating and maintaining facilities in the sup- 
port of transportation and accommodation of 
visitors to Ellis, Governors, and Liberty Islands, 
and of other program and administrative activi- 
ties, by donation or with appropriated funds, 
including franchise fees (and other monetary 
consideration), or by exchange; and the Sec- 
retary is authorized to negotiate and enter into 
leases, subleases, concession contracts or other 
agreements for the use of such facilities on such 
terms and conditions as the Secretary may de- 
termine reasonable. 

SEC. 137. ERNEST F. HOLLINGS ACE BASIN NA- 
TIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE. (а) REDESIGNATION.— 
The ACE Basin National Wildlife Refuge in the 
State of South Carolina shall be known and des- 
ignated as the “Ernest F. Hollings ACE Basin 
National Wildlife Refuge’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the refuge referred 
to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to be a ref- 
erence to the Ernest F. Hollings ACE Basin Na- 
tional Wildlife Refuge. 

SEC. 138. FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE; FLOOD IN- 
SURANCE. The limitations on Federal expendi- 
tures or financial assistance in section 5 of the 
Coastal Barrier Resources Act (16 U.S.C. 3504) 
and the limitations on flood insurance coverage 
in section 1321(a) of the National Flood Insur- 
ance Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 4028(a)) shall not 
apply to lots 15, 16, 25, and 29 within the Jeremy 
Cay Subdivision on Edisto Island, South Caro- 
lina, depicted on the reference map entitled 
“John H. Chafee Coastal Barrier Resources Sys- 
tem Edisto Complex М09/М09Р” dated January 
24, 2003. 

SEC. 139. (a) There is hereby released, without 
consideration, all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to the surface portion of 
that portion of the existing building located at 
615 North Burnett Road in Tipton, California, 
which encroaches upon land that, subject to a 
reversionary interest, was conveyed by the 
United States pursuant to the Act of July 27, 
1866 (14 Stat. 292). The United States retains 
any subsurface mineral rights held by the 
United States as of the date of the enactment of 
this Act associated with that property. The Sec- 
retary of the Interior shall execute and file in 
the appropriate office a deed of release, amend- 
ed deed, or other appropriate instrument effec- 
tuating the release of interests made by this sub- 
section. 

(b) Section 314 of the National Parks and 
Recreation Act of 1978 (Public Law 95-625; 92 
Stat. 3480) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (c)(2), by striking ‘‘Such 
rights of use and occupancy shall be for not 
more than twenty-five years or for a term end- 
ing at the death of the owner or his or her 
spouse, whichever is later.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (d)(2)(B), by inserting “ата 
to their heirs, successors, and assigns’’ after 
“those persons who were lessees or permittees of 
record on the date of enactment of this Act’’. 
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(с)(1) The first section of Public Law 99-338 is 
amended by striking “оте renewal" and insert- 
ing “3 renewals”. 

(2) Section 3 of Public Law 99-338 is amended 
to read as follows: 

"SEC. 3. The permit shall contain the fol- 
lowing provisions: 

“(1) A prohibition on expansion of the 
Kaweah Project in Sequoia National Park. 

“(2) A requirement that an independent safety 
assessment of the Kaweah Project be conducted, 
and that any deficiencies identified as a result 
of the assessment would be corrected. 

“(3) A requirement that the Secretary prepare 
and submit to Congress an update of the July 
1983 report on the impact of the operations of 
the Kaweah No. 3 facility on Sequoia National 
Park. 

“(4) A requirement that the permittee pay the 
park compensation as determined by the Sec- 
retary in consultation with the permittee. 

“(5) Any other reasonable terms and condi- 
tions that the Secretary of the Interior deems 
necessary and proper for the management and 
care of Sequoia National Park and the purposes 
for which it was established.’’. 

(3) Public Law 99-338 is further amended by 
adding at the end the following new section: 

"SEC. 4. The proceeds from any fees imposed 
pursuant to a permit issued under this Act shall 
be retained by Sequoia National Park and Kings 
Canyon National Park and shall be available, 
without further appropriation, for resources 
protection, maintenance, and other park oper- 
ational needs.’’. 

SEC. 140. (a) SHORT TITLE. This section may 
be cited as the “Сауіота A. Nelson Apostle Is- 
lands National Lakeshore Wilderness Act”. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) MAP.—The term “тар” means the map en- 
titled “АровИе Islands Lakeshore Wilderness", 
numbered 633/80,058 and dated September 17, 
2004. 

(2) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” means 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

(3) HIGH-WATER MARK.—The term “‘high-water 
mark” means the point on the bank or shore up 
to which the water, by its presence and action 
or flow, leaves a distinct mark indicated by ero- 
sion, destruction of or change in vegetation or 
other easily recognizable characteristic. 

(c) DESIGNATION OF APOSTLE ISLANDS NA- 
TIONAL LAKESHORE WILDERNESS.— 

(1) DESIGNATION.—Certain lands comprising 
approximately 33,500 acres within the Apostle 
Islands National Lakeshore, as generally de- 
picted on the map referred to in subsection (b), 
are hereby designated as wilderness in accord- 
ance with section 3(c) of the Wilderness Act (16 
U.S.C. 1132), and therefore as components of the 
National Wilderness Preservation System. 

(2) MAP AND DESCRIPTION.— 

(A) The map referred to in subsection (b) shall 
be on file and available for public inspection in 
the appropriate offices of the National Park 
Service. 

(B) As soon as practical after enactment of 
this section, the Secretary shall submit a de- 
scription of the boundary of the wilderness 
areas to the Committee on Energy and Natural 
Resources of the Senate and the Committee on 
Resources of the United States House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

(C) The map and description shall have the 
same force and effect as if included in this sec- 
tion, except that the Secretary may correct cler- 
ical and typographical errors in the description 
and maps. 

(3) BOUNDARY OF THE WILDERNESS.—Any рот- 
tion of wilderness designated in paragraph 
(c)(1) that is bordered by Lake Superior shall 
use as its boundary the high-water mark. 

(4) NAMING.—The wilderness area designated 
by this section shall be known as the Gaylord A. 
Nelson National Wilderness. 
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(а) ADMINISTRATION.— 

(1) MANAGEMENT.—Subject to valid existing 
rights, the lands designated as wilderness by 
this section shall be administered by the Sec- 
retary in accordance with the applicable provi- 
sions of the Wilderness Act (16 U.S.C. 1131), ex- 
cept that— 

(A) any reference in that Act to the effective 
date shall be considered to be a reference to the 
date of enactment of this section; and 

(B) where appropriate, any reference to the 
Secretary of Agriculture shall be considered to 
be a reference to the Secretary on the Interior 
with respect to lands administered by the Sec- 
retary. 

(2) SAVINGS PROVISIONS.—Nothing in this sec- 
tion shall— 

(A) modify, alter, or in any way affect any 
treaty rights; 

(B) alter the management of the waters of 
Lake Superior within the boundary of the Apos- 
tle Islands National Lakeshore in existence on 
the date of enactment of this section; or 

(C) be construed to modify, limit, or in any 
way affect the use of motors on the lake waters, 
including snowmobiles and the beaching of mo- 
torboats adjacent to wilderness areas below the 
high water mark, and the maintenance ата ex- 
pansion of any docks existing at the time of the 
enactment of this section. 

SEC. 141. Upon the request of the permittee for 
the Clark Mountain Allotment lands adjacent to 
the Mojave National Preserve, the Secretary 
shall also issue a special use permit for that por- 
tion of the grazing allotment located within the 
Preserve. The special use permit shall be issued 
with the same terms and conditions as the most 
recently-issued permit for that allotment and 
the Secretary shall consider the permit to be one 
transferred in accordance with section 325 of 
Public Law 108-108. 

SEC. 142. SALE ОЕ WILD FREE-ROAMING 
HORSES AND BURROS. (a) IN GENERAL.—Section 
3 of Public Law 92-195 (16 U.S.C. 1333) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (d)(5), by striking ''this sec- 
tion” and all that follows through the period at 
the end and inserting ‘‘this section.’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(е) SALE OF EXCESS ANIMALS.— 

"(1) IN GENERAL.—Any excess animal or the 
remains of an excess animal shall be sold if— 

“(А) the excess animal is more than 10 years 
of age; or 

“(В) the excess animal has been offered un- 
successfully for adoption at least 3 times. 

“(2) METHOD OF SALE.—An excess animal that 
meets either of the criteria in paragraph (1) 
shall be made available for sale without limita- 
tion, including through auction to the highest 
bidder, at local sale yards or other convenient 
livestock selling facilities, until such time as— 

“(А) all excess animals offered for sale are 
sold; or 

“(В) the appropriate management level, as de- 
termined by the Secretary, is attained in all 
areas occupied by wild free-roaming horses and 
burros. 

“(3) DISPOSITION OF FUNDS.—Funds generated 
from the sale of excess animals under this sub- 
section shall be— 

“(А) credited as an offsetting collection to the 
Management of Lands and Resources appro- 
priation for the Bureau of Land Management; 
and 

“(В) used for the costs relating to the adop- 
tion of wild free-roaming horses and burros, in- 
cluding the costs of marketing such adoption. 

“(4) EFFECT ОЕ SALE.—Any excess animal sold 
under this provision shall no longer be consid- 
ered to be a wild free-roaming horse or burro for 
purposes of this Act.’’. 

(b) CRIMINAL PROVISIONS.—Section 8(a)(4) of 
Public Law 92-195 (16 U.S.C. 1338(a)(4)) is 
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amended by inserting ‘‘except as provided in 
section 3(e)," before ‘“processes’’. 

SEC. 143. (a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may 
be cited as the ‘‘Migratory Bird Treaty Reform 
Act of 2004”. 

(b) EXCLUSION OF NON-NATIVE SPECIES FROM 
APPLICATION OF CERTAIN PROHIBITIONS UNDER 
MIGRATORY BIRD TREATY ACT.—Section 2 of the 
Migratory Bird Treaty Act (16 U.S.C. 703) is 
amended— 

(1) in the first sentence by striking “That un- 
less and except as permitted” and inserting the 
following: ‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Unless and except 
as permitted"; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

*"(b) LIMITATION ON APPLICATION TO INTRO- 
DUCED SPECIES.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—This Act applies only to mi- 
gratory bird species that are mative to the 
United States or its territories. 

“(2) NATIVE TO THE UNITED STATES DEFINED.— 

“(А) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), in this subsection the term "native to the 
United States or its territories" means occurring 
in the United States or its territories as the re- 
sult of natural biological or ecological processes. 

“(В) TREATMENT OF INTRODUCED SPECIES.— 
For purposes of paragraph (1), a migratory bird 
species that occurs in the United States or its 
territories solely as a result of intentional or un- 
intentional human-assisted introduction shall 
not be considered native to the United States or 
it territories unless— 

“(1) it was native to the United States or its 
territories and extant in 1918; 

“(1) it was extirpated after 1918 throughout 
its range in the United States and its territories; 
and 

“(iti) after such extirpation, it was reintro- 
duced in the United States or its territories as a 
part of a program carried out by a Federal 
agency.’’. 

(c) PUBLICATION OF LIST.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days after 
the date of enactment of this section, the Sec- 
retary of the Interior shall publish in the Fed- 
eral Register a list of all nonnative, human-in- 
troduced bird species to which the Migratory 
Bird Treaty Act (16 U.S.C. 703 et seq.) does not 
apply. As necessary, the Secretary may update 
and publish the list of species exempted from 
protection of the Migratory Bird Treaty Act. 

(2) PUBLIC COMMENT.—Before publishing the 
list under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall 
provide adequate time for public comment. 

(3) EFFECT OF SECTION.—Nothing in this sub- 
section shall delay implementation of other pro- 
visions of this section or amendments made by 
this section that exclude nonnative, human-in- 
troduced bird species from the application of the 
Migratory Bird Treaty Act (16 U.S.C. 703 et 
seq.). 

(d) RELATIONSHIP TO TREATIES.—It is the 
sense of Congress that the language of this sec- 
tion is consistent with the intent and language 
of the 4 bilateral treaties implemented by this 
Section. 

SEC. 144. (a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may 
be cited as the “Foundation for Nevada’s Vet- 
erans Land Transfer Act of 2004”, 

(b) TRANSFER OF ADMINISTRATIVE JURISDIC- 
TION, BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT LAND, 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Administrative jurisdiction 
over the land described in paragraph (2) is 
transferred. from the Secretary of the Interior to 
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs. 

(2) DESCRIPTION OF LAND.—The parcel of land 
referred to in paragraph (1) is the approximately 
150 acres of Bureau of Land Management land 
in Clark County, Nevada, as generally depicted 
on the map entitled “Veterans Administration 
Conveyance" and dated September 24, 2004. 

(3) USE OF LAND.—The parcel of land de- 
scribed in paragraph (2) shall be used by the 
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Secretary of Veterans Affairs for the construc- 
tion and operation of medical and related facili- 
ties, as determined to be appropriate by the Sec- 
retary of Veterans Affairs. 

SEC. 145. CUMBERLAND ISLAND WILDERNESS 
BOUNDARY ADJUSTMENT. (a) IN GENERAL.—Pub- 
lic Law 97-250 (96 Stat. 709) is amended by strik- 
ing section 2 and inserting the following: 

“SEC. 2. CUMBERLAND ISLAND WILDERNESS. 

“(а) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) MAP.—The term ‘map’ means the map en- 
titled ‘Cumberland Island Wilderness’, num- 
bered 640/20,038І, and dated September 2004. 

“(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘Secretary’ means 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

“(3) WILDERNESS.—The term ‘Wilderness’ 
means the Cumberland Island Wilderness estab- 
lished by subsection (b). 

“(4) POTENTIAL WILDERNESS.—The term ‘Po- 
tential Wilderness’ means the 10,500 acres of po- 
tential wilderness described in subsection (c)(2), 
but does not include the area at the north end 
of Cumberland Island known as the ‘High Point 
Half-Moon Bluff Historic District’. 

“(5) ESTABLISHMENT.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Approximately 9,886 acres 
of land in the Cumberland Island National Sea- 
shore depicted on the map as ‘Wilderness’ is des- 
ignated as a component of the National Wilder- 
ness Preservation System and shall be known as 
the ‘Cumberland Island Wilderness’. 

“(2) EXCLUSIONS.—The 25-foot wide roadways 
depicted on the map as the ‘Main Road’, ‘Plum 
Orchard’, and the ‘North Cut Road’ shall not be 
included in the Wilderness and shall be main- 
tained by the Secretary for continued vehicle 
use. 

“(с) ADDITIONAL LAND.—In addition to the 
land designated under subsection (b), the Sec- 
retary shall— 

“(1) on acquisition of the approximately 231 
acres of land identified on the map as ‘Areas 
Become Designated Wilderness upon Acquisition 
by the NPS’; and 

“(2) on publication in the Federal Register of 
a notice that all uses of the approximately 
10,500 acres of land depicted on the map as ‘Po- 
tential Wilderness’ that are prohibited under the 
Wilderness Act (16 U.S.C. 1131 et seq.) have 
ceased, adjust the boundary of the Wilderness to 
include the land. 

“(а) AVAILABILITY OF MAP.—The map shall be 
on file and available for public inspection in the 
appropriate offices of the National Park Service. 

“(е) ADMINISTRATION.—Subject to valid exist- 
ing rights, the Wilderness shall be administered 
by the Secretary, in accordance with the appli- 
cable provisions of the Wilderness Act (16 U.S.C. 
1131 et seq.) governing areas designated by that 
Act as wilderness areas, except that— 

“(1) any reference in such provisions to the 
effective date of that Act shall be deemed to be 
a reference to the effective date of this Act; and 

“(2) where appropriate, any reference in that 
Act to the Secretary of Agriculture shall be 
deemed to be a reference to the Secretary. 

“(f) EFFECT.—Any person with a right to util- 
ity service on Cumberland Island on the date of 
enactment of this subsection shall continue to 
have the right to utility service in the Wilder- 
ness after the date of enactment of this sub- 
section. 

“(0) MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR ACCESS TO MAIN 
ROAD AND NORTH CUT ROAD.—Not later than 
one year after the date of the enactment of the 
Cumberland Island Wilderness Boundary Ad- 
justment Act of 2004, the Secretary shall com- 
plete a management plan to ensure that not 
more than 8 and not less than 5 round trips are 
made available daily on the Main Road north of 
the Plum Orchard Spur and the North Cut Road 
by the National Park Service or a concessionaire 
for the purpose of transporting visitors to and 
from the historic sites located adjacent to Wil- 
derness.”’. 
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(b) TOURS OF CUMBERLAND ISLAND NATIONAL 
SEASHORE.—Section 6 of Public Law 92-536 (86 
Stat. 1066) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b), by inserting ‘‘, except as 
provided in subsection (с),” before “по develop- 
ment of the project’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(c) TOURS OF THE SEASHORE.—Notwith- 
standing subsection (b), the Secretary may enter 
into not more than 3 concession contracts, as 
the Secretary determines appropriate, for the 
provision of tours for visitors to the seashore 
that are consistent with— 

“(1) this Act; 

“(2) the Wilderness Act (16 U.S.C. 1131 et 
seq.); and 

“(3) Public Law 97-250 (96 Stat. 709).’’. 

(c) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be cited 
as the “Cumberland Island Wilderness Bound- 
ary Adjustment Act of 2004’’. 

SEC. 146. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, the National Park Service final winter 
use rules published in Part VII of the Federal 
Register for November 10, 2004, 69 Fed. Reg. 
65348, et seq., shall be in force and effect for the 
winter use season of 2004-2005 that commences 
on or about December 15, 2004. 


TITLE II—RELATED AGENCIES 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
FOREST SERVICE 
FOREST AND RANGELAND RESEARCH 


For necessary expenses of forest and range- 
land research as authorized by law, $280,278,000, 
to remain available until expended: Provided, 
That of the funds provided, $56,714,000 is for the 
forest inventory and analysis program. 


STATE AND PRIVATE FORESTRY 


For necessary expenses of cooperating with 
and providing technical and financial assist- 
ance to States, territories, possessions, and oth- 
ers, and for forest health management, includ- 
ing treatments of pests, pathogens, and invasive 
or noxious plants and for restoring and rehabili- 
tating forests damaged by pests or invasive 
plants, cooperative forestry, and education and 
land conservation activities and conducting an 
international program as authorized, 
$296,626,000, to remain available until expended, 
as authorized by law of which $57,939,000 is to 
be derived from the Land and Water Conserva- 
tion Fund: Provided, That none of the funds 
provided under this heading for the acquisition 
of lands or interests in lands shall be available 
until the Forest Service notifies the House Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and the Senate Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, in writing, of specific 
contractual and grant details including the 
non-Federal cost share: Provided further, That 
notwithstanding any other provision of law, of 
the funds provided under this heading, 
$2,000,000 shall be made available to Kake Tribal 
Corporation as an advance direct lump sum 
payment to implement the Kake Tribal Corpora- 
tion Land Transfer Act (Public Law 106-263), 
and $1,500,000 shall be made available to Can- 
ton, NC, as an advance direct lump sum pay- 
ment for wood products waste water treatment 
repairs. 

NATIONAL FOREST SYSTEM 

For necessary expenses of the Forest Service, 
not otherwise provided for, for management, 
protection, improvement, and utilization of the 
National Forest System, $1,400,260,000, to remain 
available until expended, which shall include 50 
percent of all moneys received during prior fis- 
cal years as fees collected under the Land and 
Water Conservation Fund Act of 1965, as 
amended, in accordance with section 4 of the 
Act (16 U.S.C. 4601-6a(i)): Provided, That unob- 
ligated balances under this heading available at 
the start of fiscal year 2005 shall be displayed by 
budget line item in the fiscal year 2006 budget 
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justification: Provided further, That, through 
fiscal year 2009, the Secretary may authorize the 
expenditure or transfer of such sums as nec- 
essary to the Department of the Interior, Bu- 
reau of Land Management, for removal, prepa- 
ration, and adoption of excess wild horses and 
burros from National Forest System lands, and 
for the performance of cadastral surveys to des- 
ignate the boundaries of such lands: Provided 
further, That of the funds provided under this 
heading for Forest Products, $5,000,000 shall be 
allocated to the Alaska Region, in addition to 
its normal allocation for the purposes of pre- 
paring additional timber for sale, to establish a 
3-year timber supply and such funds may be 
transferred to other appropriations accounts as 
necessary to maximize accomplishment: Рто- 
vided further, That within funds available for 
the purpose of implementing the Valles Caldera 
Preservation Act, notwithstanding the limita- 
tions of section 107(e)(2) of the Valles Caldera 
Preservation Act (Public Law 106-248), for fiscal 
year 2005, the Chair of the Board of Trustees of 
the Valles Caldera Trust may receive, upon re- 
quest, compensation for each day (including 
travel time) that the Chair is engaged in the 
performance of the functions of the Board, ex- 
cept that compensation shall not exceed the 
daily equivalent of the annual rate in effect for 
members of the Senior Executive Service at the 
ES-1 level, and shall be in addition to any reim- 
bursement for travel, subsistence and other nec- 
essary expenses incurred by the Chair in the 
performance of the Chair’s duties. 


WILDLAND FIRE MANAGEMENT 


For necessary expenses for forest fire 
presuppression activities on National Forest 
System lands, for emergency fire suppression on 
or adjacent to such lands or other lands under 
fire protection agreement, hazardous fuels re- 
duction on or adjacent to such lands, and for 
emergency rehabilitation of burned-over Na- 
tional Forest System lands and water, 
$1,727,008,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided, That such funds including 
unobligated balances under this heading, are 
available for repayment of advances from other 
appropriations accounts previously transferred 
for such purposes: Provided further, That such 
funds shall be available to reimburse State and 
other cooperating entities for services provided 
in response to wildfire and other emergencies or 
disasters to the extent such reimbursements by 
the Forest Service for non-fire emergencies are 
fully repaid by the responsible emergency man- 
agement agency: Provided further, That not less 
than 50 percent of any unobligated balances re- 
maining (exclusive of amounts for hazardous 
fuels reduction) at the end of fiscal year 2004 
shall be transferred, as repayment for past ad- 
vances that have not been repaid, to the fund 
established pursuant to section 3 of Public Law 
71-319 (16 U.S.C. 576 et seq.): Provided further, 
That notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, $8,000,000 of funds appropriated under this 
appropriation shall be used for Fire Science Re- 
search in support of the Joint Fire Science Pro- 
gram: Provided further, That all authorities for 
the use of funds, including the use of contracts, 
grants, and cooperative agreements, available to 
execute the Forest and Rangeland Research ap- 
propriation, are also available in the utilization 
of these funds for Fire Science Research: Pro- 
vided further, That funds provided shall be 
available for emergency rehabilitation and res- 
toration, hazardous fuels reduction activities in 
the urban-wildland interface, support to Fed- 
eral emergency response, and wildfire suppres- 
sion activities of the Forest Service: Provided 
further, That of the funds provided, $266,238,000 
is for hazardous fuels reduction activities, 
$13,000,000 is for rehabilitation and restoration, 
$22,025,000 is for research activities and to make 
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competitive research grants pursuant to the For- 
est and Rangeland Renewable Resources Re- 
search Act, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1641 et seq.), 
$40,745,000 is for State fire assistance, $8,000,000 
is for volunteer fire assistance, $15,000,000 is for 
forest health activities on Federal lands and 
$10,000,000 is for forest health activities on State 
and private lands: Provided further, That 
amounts in this paragraph may be transferred 
to the “State and Private Forestry", “National 
Forest System’’, and ‘‘Forest and Rangeland 
Research" accounts to fund State fire assist- 
ance, volunteer fire assistance, forest health 
management, forest and rangeland research, 
vegetation and watershed management, heritage 
site rehabilitation, and wildlife and fish habitat 
management and restoration: Provided further, 
That transfers of any amounts in excess of those 
authorieed in this paragraph, shall require ap- 
proval of the House and Senate Committees on 
Appropriations in compliance with reprogram- 
ming procedures contained in House Report 108– 
330: Provided further, That the costs of imple- 
menting any cooperative agreement between the 
Federal Government and any non-Federal enti- 
ty may be shared, as mutually agreed on by the 
affected parties: Provided further, That in addi- 
tion to funds provided for State Fire Assistance 
programs, and subject to all authorities avail- 
able to the Forest Service under the State and 
Private | Forestry Appropriations, ир to 
$15,000,000 may be used on adjacent non-Federal 
lands for the purpose of protecting communities 
when hazard reduction activities are planned 
on national forest lands that have the potential 
to place such communities at risk: Provided fur- 
ther, That included in funding for hazardous 
fuel reduction is $5,000,000 for implementing the 
Community Forest Restoration Act, Public Law 
106—393, title VI, and any portion of such funds 
shall be available for use on non-Federal lands 
in accordance with authorities available to the 
Forest Service under the State and Private For- 
estry Appropriation: Provided further, That the 
Secretary of the Interior and the Secretary of 
Agriculture may authorize the transfer of funds 
appropriated for wildland fire management, in 
an aggregate amount not to exceed. $12,000,000, 
between the Departments when such transfers 
would facilitate and expedite jointly funded 
wildland fire management programs amd 
projects: Provided further, That of the funds 
provided for haeardous fuels reduction, not to 
exceed $5,000,000, may be used to make grants, 
using any authorities available to the Forest 
Service under the State and Private Forestry ap- 
propriation, for the purpose of creating incen- 
tives for increased use of biomass from national 
forest lands. 


CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT AND MAINTENANCE 


For necessary expenses of the Forest Service, 
not otherwise provided for, $521,952,000, to re- 
main available until expended for construction, 
reconstruction, maintenance and acquisition of 
buildings and other facilities, and for construc- 
tion, reconstruction, repair, decommissioning, 
and maintenance of forest roads and trails by 
the Forest Service as authorized by 16 U.S.C. 
532-538 and 23 U.S.C. 101 and 205: Provided, 
That up to $15,000,000 of the funds provided 
herein for road maintenance shall be available 
for the decommissioning of roads, including un- 
authorized roads not part of the transportation 
system, which are no longer needed: Provided 
further, That no funds shall be expended to de- 
commission any system road until notice and an 
opportunity for public comment has been pro- 
vided on each decommissioning project: Рто- 
vided further, That subject to all the authorities 
available to the Forest Service under the State 
and Private Forestry appropriation, up to 
$1,000,000 may be used on non-federal lands ad- 
jacent to the Chugach National Forest for the 
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purpose of expanding recreational opportuni- 
ties. 
LAND ACQUISITION 

For expenses necessary to carry out the provi- 
sions of the Land and Water Conservation Fund 
Act of 1965, as amended (16 U.S.C. 4601-4 
through 11), including administrative expenses, 
and for acquisition of land or waters, or interest 
therein, in accordance with statutory authority 
applicable to the Forest Service, $61,866,000, to 
be derived from the Land and Water Conserva- 
tion Fund and to remain available until ex- 
pended. 

ACQUISITION OF LANDS FOR NATIONAL FORESTS 

SPECIAL ACTS 

For acquisition of lands within the exterior 
boundaries of the Cache, Uinta, and Wasatch 
National Forests, Utah; the Toiyabe National 
Forest, Nevada; and the Angeles, San 
Bernardino, Sequoia, and Cleveland National 
Forests, California, as authorized by law, 
$1,069,000, to be derived from forest receipts. 

ACQUISITION OF LANDS TO COMPLETE LAND 
EXCHANGES 

For acquisition of lands, such sums, to be de- 
rived from funds deposited by State, county, or 
municipal governments, public school districts, 
or other public school authorities, and for au- 
thorized expenditures from funds deposited by 
non-Federal parties pursuant to Land Sale and 
Exchange Acts, pursuant to the Act of December 
4, 1967, as amended (16 U.S.C. 484a), to remain 
available until expended. 

RANGE BETTERMENT FUND 

For necessary expenses of range rehabilita- 
tion, protection, and improvement, 50 percent of 
all moneys received during the prior fiscal year, 
as fees for grazing domestic livestock on lands in 
National Forests in the 16 Western States, pur- 
suant to section 401(b)(1) of Public Law 94-579, 
as amended, to remain available until expended, 
of which not to exceed 6 percent shall be avail- 
able for administrative expenses associated with 
on-the-ground range rehabilitation, protection, 
and improvements. 

GIFTS, DONATIONS AND BEQUESTS FOR FOREST 

AND RANGELAND RESEARCH 

For expenses authorized by 16 U.S.C. 1643(b), 
$65,000, to remain available until expended, to 
be derived from the fund established pursuant to 
the above Act. 

MANAGEMENT OF NATIONAL FOREST LANDS FOR 

SUBSISTENCE USES 

For necessary expenses of the Forest Service 
to manage Federal lands in Alaska for subsist- 
ence uses under title VIII of the Alaska Na- 
tional Interest Lands Conservation Act (Public 
Law 96-487), $5,962,000, to remain available 
until expended. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS, FOREST SERVICE 

Appropriations to the Forest Service for the 
current fiscal year shall be available for: (1) 
purchase of not to exceed 124 passenger motor 
vehicles of which 21 will be used primarily for 
law enforcement purposes and of which 124 
shall be for replacement; acquisition of 25 pas- 
senger motor vehicles from excess sources, and 
hire of such vehicles; purchase, lease, operation, 
maintenance, and acquisition of aircraft from 
excess sources to maintain the operable fleet at 
195 aircraft for use in Forest Service wildland 
fire programs and other Forest Service pro- 
grams; notwithstanding other provisions of law, 
existing aircraft being replaced may be sold, 
with proceeds derived or trade-in value used to 
offset the purchase price for the replacement 
aircraft; (2) services pursuant to 7 U.S.C. 2225, 
and not to exceed $100,000 for employment under 
5 U.S.C. 3109; (3) purchase, erection, and alter- 
ation of buildings and other public improve- 
ments (7 U.S.C. 2250); (4) acquisition of land, 
waters, and interests therein pursuant to 7 
U.S.C. 428a; (5) for expenses pursuant to the 
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Volunteers in the National Forest Act of 1972 (16 
U.S.C. 558a, 558d, and 558a note); (6) the cost of 
uniforms as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 5901-5902; 
and (7) for debt collection contracts in accord- 
ance with 31 U.S.C. 3718(c). 

None of the funds made available under this 
Act shall be obligated or expended to abolish 
any region, to move or close any regional office 
for National Forest System administration of the 
Forest Service, Department of Agriculture with- 
out the consent of the House and Senate Com- 
mittees on Appropriations. 

Any appropriations or funds available to the 
Forest Service may бе transferred to the 
Wildland Fire Management appropriation for 
forest firefighting, emergency rehabilitation of 
burned-over or damaged lands or waters under 
its jurisdiction, and fire preparedness due to se- 
vere burning conditions upon notification of the 
House and Senate Committees on Appropria- 
tions and if and only if all previously appro- 
priated emergency contingent funds under the 
heading ‘‘Wildland Fire Management” have 
been released by the President and apportioned 
and all wildfire suppression funds under the 
heading “Wildland Fire Management” are obli- 
gated. 

The first transfer of funds into the Wildland 
Fire Management account shall include unobli- 
gated funds, if available, from the Land Acqui- 
sition account and the Forest Legacy program 
within the State and Private Forestry account. 

Funds appropriated to the Forest Service shall 
be available for assistance to or through the 
Agency for International Development and the 
Foreign Agricultural Service in connection with 
forest and rangeland research, technical infor- 
mation, and assistance in foreign countries, and 
shall be available to support forestry and re- 
lated natural resource activities outside the 
United States and its territories and possessions, 
including technical assistance, education and 
training, and cooperation with United States 
and international organizations. 

None of the funds made available to the For- 
est Service under this Act shall be subject to 
transfer under the provisions of section 702(b) of 
the Department of Agriculture Organic Act of 
1944 (7 U.S.C. 2257) от 7 U.S.C. 147b. 

Not less than $20,000,000 of funds under sec- 
tion 8002 of the Farm Security and Rural Invest- 
ment Act of 2002 is hereby canceled. 

None of the funds available to the Forest 
Service may be reprogrammed without the ad- 
vance approval of the House and Senate Com- 
mittees on Appropriations in accordance with 
the reprogramming procedures contained in 
House Report 108-330. 

Not more than $72,467,000 of the funds avail- 
able to the Forest Service shall be transferred to 
the Working Capital Fund of the Department of 
Agriculture. 

Funds available to the Forest Service shall be 
available to conduct a program of not less than 
$2,000,000 for high priority projects within the 
scope of the approved budget which shall be 
carried out by the Youth Conservation Corps. 

Of the funds available to the Forest Service, 
$2,500 is available to the Chief of the Forest 
Service for official reception and representation 
expenses. 

Pursuant to sections 405(b) and 410(b) of Pub- 
lic Law 101-593, of the funds available to the 
Forest Service, $3,300,000 may be advanced in a 
lump sum to the National Forest Foundation to 
aid conservation partnership projects in support 
of the Forest Service mission, without regard to 
when the Foundation incurs expenses, for ad- 
ministrative expenses or projects on or benefit- 
ting National Forest System lands or related to 
Forest Service programs: Provided, That of the 
Federal funds made available to the Founda- 
tion, $300,000 may be used for Forest Service 
Centennial activities and, of the total available 
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to the Foundation, no more than $350,000 shall 
be available for administrative expenses: Pro- 
vided further, That the Foundation shall ob- 
tain, by the end of the period of Federal finan- 
cial assistance, private contributions to match 
on at least one-for-one basis funds made avail- 
able by the Forest Service: Provided further, 
That the Foundation may transfer Federal 
funds to a non-Federal recipient for a project at 
the same rate that the recipient has obtained 
the non-Federal matching funds: Provided fur- 
ther, That authorized investments of Federal 
funds held by the Foundation may be made only 
in interest-bearing obligations of the United 
States or in obligations guaranteed as to both 
principal and interest by the United States. 

Pursuant to section 2(b)(2) of Public Law 98- 
244, $2,650,000 of the funds available to the For- 
est Service shall be available for matching funds 
to the National Fish and Wildlife Foundation, 
as authorized by 16 U.S.C. 3701-3709, and may 
be advanced in a lump sum to aid conservation 
partnership projects in support of the Forest 
Service mission, without regard to when ex- 
penses are incurred, for projects on or benefit- 
ting National Forest System lands or related to 
Forest Service programs: Provided, That the 
Foundation shall obtain, by the end of the pe- 
riod of Federal financial assistance, private con- 
tributions to match on at least one-for-one basis 
funds advanced by the Forest Service: Provided 
further, That the Foundation may transfer Fed- 
eral funds to a non-Federal recipient for a 
project at the same rate that the recipient has 
obtained the non-Federal matching funds. 

Funds appropriated to the Forest Service shall 
be available for interactions with and providing 
technical assistance to rural communities for 
sustainable rural development purposes. 

Funds appropriated to the Forest Service shall 
be available for payments to counties within the 
Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, 
pursuant to sections 14(c)(1) and (2), and sec- 
tion 16(a)(2) of Public Law 99-663. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
any appropriations or funds available to the 
Forest Service not to exceed $500,000 may be 
used to reimburse the Office of the General 
Counsel (OGC), Department of Agriculture, for 
travel and related expenses incurred as a result 
of OGC assistance or participation requested by 
the Forest Service at meetings, training sessions, 
management reviews, land purchase negotia- 
tions and similar non-litigation related matters. 
Future budget justifications for both the Forest 
Service and the Department of Agriculture 
should clearly display the sums previously 
transferred and the requested funding transfers. 

Any appropriations or funds available to the 
Forest Service may be used for necessary ex- 
penses in the event of law enforcement emer- 
gencies as necessary to protect natural resources 
and public or employee safety: Provided, That 
such amounts shall not exceed $1,000,000. 

For fiscal years 2005 and 2006, the Secretary of 
Agriculture may authorize the sale of excess 
buildings, facilities, and other properties owned 
by the Forest Service and located on the Green 
Mountain National Forest, the revenues of 
which shall be retained by the Forest Service 
and available to the Secretary without further 
appropriation and until expended for mainte- 
nance and rehabilitation activities on the Green 
Mountain National Forest. 

For each fiscal year through 2009, the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture may transfer or reimburse 
funds available to the Forest Service, not to ex- 
ceed $15,000,000, to the Secretary of the Interior 
or the Secretary of Commerce to expedite confer- 
encing and consultations as required under sec- 
tion 7 of the Endangered Species Act, 16 U.S.C. 
1536. The amount of the transfer or reimburse- 
ment shall be as mutually agreed by the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture and the Secretary of the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


Interior or Secretary of Commerce, as applica- 
ble, or their designees. The amount shall in no 
case exceed the actual costs of consultation and 
conferencing. 

Beginning on June 30, 2001 and concluding on 
December 31, 2005, an eligible individual who is 
employed in any project funded under title V of 
the Older American Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3056 
et seq.) and administered by the Forest Service 
shall be considered to be a Federal employee for 
purposes of chapter 171 of title 28, United States 
Code. 

Any funds appropriated to the Forest Service 
may be used to meet the non-Federal share re- 
quirement in section 502(c) of the Older Amer- 
ican Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3056(c)(2)). 

Funds available to the Forest Service in this 
Act may be used for the purpose of expenses as- 
sociated with primary and secondary schooling 
for dependents of agency personnel stationed in 
Puerto Rico prior to the date of enactment of 
this Act, who are subject to transfer and reas- 
signment to other locations in the United States, 
at a cost not in excess of those authorized for 
the Department of Defense for the same area, 
when it is determined by the Chief of the Forest 
Service that public schools available in the lo- 
cality are unable to provide adequately for the 
education of such dependents. 

For fiscal years 2005 and 2006, the Secretary of 
Agriculture may authorize the sale of excess 
buildings, facilities, and other properties owned 
by the Forest Service and located on the 
Wasatch-Cache National Forest, the revenues of 
which shall be retained by the Forest Service 
and available to the Secretary without further 
appropriation and until expended for acquisi- 
tion and construction of administrative sites on 
the Wasatch-Cache National Forest. 

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
CLEAN COAL TECHNOLOGY 


(DEFERRAL) 

Of the funds made available under this head- 
ing for obligation in prior years, $257,000,000 
shall not be available until October 1, 2005: Pro- 
vided, That funds made available in previous 
appropriations Acts shall be available for any 
ongoing project regardless of the separate re- 
quest for proposal under which the project was 
selected. 

FOSSIL ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 


For necessary expenses in carrying out fossil 
energy research and development activities, 
under the authority of the Department of En- 
ergy Organization Act (Public Law 95-91), in- 
cluding the acquisition of interest, including de- 
feasible and equitable interests in any real prop- 
erty or any facility or for plant or facility acqui- 
sition or expansion, and for conducting inquir- 
ies, technological investigations and research 
concerning the extraction, processing, use, and 
disposal of mineral substances without objec- 
tionable social and environmental costs (30 
U.S.C. 3, 1602, and 1603), $579,911,000, to remain 
available until erpended, of which $4,000,000 is 
to continue a multi-year project for construc- 
tion, renovation, furnishing, and demolition or 
removal of buildings at National Energy Tech- 
nology Laboratory facilities in Morgantown, 
West Virginia and Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania: 
Provided, That of the amounts provided, 
$18,000,000 is to continue a multi-year project 
coordinated with the private sector for 
FutureGen, without regard to the terms and 
conditions applicable to clean coal technology 
projects: Provided further, That the initial plan- 
ning and research stages of the FutureGen 
project shall include a matching requirement 
from non-Federal sources of at least 20 percent 
of the costs: Provided further, That any dem- 
onstration component of such project shall re- 
quire a matching requirement from non-Federal 
sources of at least 50 percent of the costs of the 
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component: Provided further, That of the 
amounts provided, $50,000,000 is available, after 
coordination with the private sector, for a re- 
quest for proposals for a Clean Coal Power Ini- 
tiative providing for competitively-awarded re- 
search, development, and demonstration projects 
to reduce the barriers to continued and ел- 
panded coal use: Provided further, That no 
project may be selected for which sufficient 
funding is not available to provide for the total 
project: Provided further, That funds shall be 
expended in accordance with the provisions gov- 
erning the use of funds contained under the 
heading ‘‘Clean Coal Technology" in 42 U.S.C. 
5903d: Provided further, That the Department 
may include provisions for repayment of Gov- 
ernment contributions to individual projects in 
an amount up to the Government contribution 
to the project on terms and conditions that are 
acceptable to the Department including repay- 
ments from sale and licensing of technologies 
from both domestic and foreign transactions: 
Provided further, That such repayments shall be 
retained by the Department for future coal-re- 
lated research, development and demonstration 
projects: Provided further, That any technology 
selected under this program shall be considered 
a Clean Coal Technology, and any project se- 
lected under this program shall be considered a 
Clean Coal Technology Project, for the purposes 
of 42 U.S.C. 7651т, and Chapters 51, 52, and 60 
of title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations: 
Provided further, That funds shall be expended 
in accordance with the provisions governing the 
use of funds contained under the heading 
“Clean Coal Technology" in prior appropria- 
tions: Provided further, That no part of the sum 
herein made available shall be used for the field 
testing of nuclear explosives in the recovery of 
oil and gas: Provided further, That up to 4 per- 
cent of program direction funds available to the 
National Energy Technology Laboratory may be 
used to support Department of Energy activities 
not included in this account. 
NAVAL PETROLEUM AND OIL SHALE RESERVES 


For expenses necessary to carry out naval pe- 
troleum and ой shale reserve activities, 
$18,000,000, to remain available until expended: 
Provided, That, notwithstanding any other pro- 
vision of law, unobligated funds remaining from 
prior years shall be available for all naval petro- 
leum and oil shale reserve activities. 

ELK HILLS SCHOOL LANDS FUND 


For necessary expenses in fulfilling install- 
ment payments under the Settlement Agreement 
entered into by the United States and the State 
of California on October 11, 1996, as authorized 
by section 3415 of Public Law 104-106, 
$36,000,000, to become available on October 1, 
2005 for payment to the State of California for 
the State Teachers’ Retirement Fund from the 
Elk Hills School Lands Fund. 

ENERGY CONSERVATION 


For necessary expenses in carrying out energy 
conservation activities, 649,092,000, to remain 
available until expended: Provided, That 
$44,798,000 is for State energy program grants 
pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 6323, notwithstanding sec- 
tion 3003(d)(2) of Public Law 99-509. 

STRATEGIC PETROLEUM RESERVE 


For necessary expenses for Strategic Petro- 
leum Reserve facility development and oper- 
ations and program management activities pur- 
suant to the Energy Policy and Conservation 
Act of 1975, as amended (42 U.S.C. 6201 et seq.), 
$172,100,000, to remain available until expended. 

NORTHEAST HOME HEATING OIL RESERVE 


For necessary expenses for Northeast Home 
Heating Oil Reserve storage, operations, and 
management activities pursuant to the Energy 
Policy and Conservation Act of 2000, $5,000,000, 
to remain available until erpended. 
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ENERGY INFORMATION ADMINISTRATION 


For necessary expenses in carrying out the ac- 
tivities of the Energy Information Administra- 
tion, $85,000,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS, DEPARTMENT OF 

ENERGY 

Appropriations under this Act for the current 
fiscal year shall be available for hire of pas- 
senger motor vehicles; hire, maintenance, and 
operation of aircraft; purchase, repair, and 
cleaning of uniforms; and reimbursement to the 
General Services Administration for security 
guard services. 

From appropriations under this Act, transfers 
of sums may be made to other agencies of the 
Government for the performance of work for 
which the appropriation is made. 

None of the funds made available to the De- 
partment of Energy under this Act shall be used 
to implement or finance authorized price sup- 
port or loan guarantee programs unless specific 
provision is made for such programs in an ap- 
propriations Act. 

The Secretary is authorized to accept lands, 
buildings, equipment, and other contributions 
from public and private sources and to prosecute 
projects in cooperation with other agencies, 
Federal, State, private or foreign: Provided, 
That revenues and other moneys received by or 
for the account of the Department of Energy or 
otherwise generated by sale of products in con- 
nection with projects of the Department аррто- 
priated under this Act may be retained by the 
Secretary of Energy, to be available until ex- 
pended, and used only for plant construction, 
operation, costs, and payments to cost-sharing 
entities as provided in appropriate cost-sharing 
contracts or agreements: Provided further, That 
the remainder of revenues after the making of 
such payments shall be covered, into the Treas- 
ury as miscellaneous receipts: Provided further, 
That any contract, agreement, or provision 
thereof entered into by the Secretary pursuant 
to this authority shall not be executed prior to 
the expiration of 30 calendar days (not includ- 
ing any day in which either House of Congress 
is not in session because of adjournment of more 
than 3 calendar days to a day certain) from the 
receipt by the Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the President of the Senate of 
a full comprehensive report on such project, in- 
cluding the facts and. circumstances relied upon 
in support of the proposed project. 

No funds provided in this Act may be ex- 
pended by the Department of Energy to prepare, 
issue, or process procurement documents for pro- 
grams or projects for which appropriations have 
not been made. 

In addition to other authorities set forth in 
this Act, the Secretary may accept fees and con- 
tributions from public and private sources, to be 
deposited in a contributed funds account, and 
prosecute projects using such fees and contribu- 
tions in cooperation with other Federal, State or 
private agencies or concerns. 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN 

SERVICES 
INDIAN HEALTH SERVICE 
INDIAN HEALTH SERVICES 

For expenses necessary to carry out the Act of 
August 5, 1954 (68 Stat. 674), the Indian Self-De- 
termination Act, the Indian Health Care Im- 
provement Act, and titles II and III of the Pub- 
lic Health Service Act with respect to the Indian 
Health Service, $2,633,072,000, together with 
payments received during the fiscal year pursu- 
ant to 42 U.S.C. 238(b) for services furnished by 
the Indian Health Service: Provided, That funds 
made available to tribes and tribal organizations 
through contracts, grant agreements, or any 
other agreements or compacts authorized by the 
Indian Self-Determination and Education As- 
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sistance Act of 1975 (25 U.S.C. 450), shall be 
deemed to be obligated at the time of the grant 
or contract award and thereafter shall remain 
available to the tribe or tribal organization 
without fiscal year limitation: Provided further, 
That up to $18,000,000 shall remain available 
until expended, for the Indian Catastrophic 
Health Emergency Fund: Provided further, That 
$487,085,000 for contract medical care shall re- 
main available for obligation until September 30, 
2006: Provided further, That of the funds pro- 
vided, up to $27,000,000 to remain available until 
expended, shall be used to carry out the loan re- 
payment program under section 108 of the In- 
dian Health Care Improvement Act: Provided 
further, That funds provided in this Act may be 
used for one-year contracts and grants which 
are to be performed in two fiscal years, so long 
as the total obligation is recorded in the year for 
which the funds are appropriated: Provided fur- 
ther, That the amounts collected by the Sec- 
retary of Health and Human Services under the 
authority of title IV of the Indian Health Care 
Improvement Act shall remain available until 
expended for the purpose of achieving compli- 
ance with the applicable conditions and require- 
ments of titles XVIII and XIX of the Social Se- 
curity Act (exclusive of planning, design, or 
construction of new facilities): Provided further, 
That funding contained herein, and in any ear- 
lier appropriations Acts for scholarship pro- 
grams under the Indian Health Care Improve- 
ment Act (25 U.S.C. 1613) shall remain available 
until expended: Provided further, That amounts 
received by tribes and tribal organizations under 
title IV of the Indian Health Care Improvement 
Act shall be reported and accounted for and 
available to the receiving tribes and tribal orga- 
nizations until expended: Provided further, 
That, notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, of the amounts provided herein, not to ex- 
ceed $267,398,000 shall be for payments to tribes 
and tribal organizations for contract or grant 
support costs associated with contracts, grants, 
self-governance compacts or annual funding 
agreements between the Indian Health Service 
and a tribe or tribal organization pursuant to 
the Indian Self-Determination Act of 1975, as 
amended, prior to or during fiscal year 2005, of 
which not to exceed $2,500,000 may be used for 
contract support costs associated with new or 
expanded self-determination contracts, grants, 
self-governance compacts or annual funding 
agreements: Provided further, That funds avail- 
able for the Indian Health Care Improvement 
Fund may be used, as needed, to carry out ac- 
tivities typically funded under the Indian 
Health Facilities account: Provided further, 
That of the amounts provided to the Indian 
Health Service, $15,000,000 is provided for alco- 
hol control, enforcement, prevention, treatment, 
sobriety and wellness, and education in Alaska: 
Provided further, That none of the funds may 
be used for tribal courts or tribal ordinance pro- 
grams or any program that is not directly re- 
lated to alcohol control, enforcement, preven- 
tion, treatment, or sobriety: Provided further, 
That no more than 15 percent may be used by 
any entity receiving funding for administrative 
overhead including indirect costs. 
INDIAN HEALTH FACILITIES 

For construction, repair, maintenance, im- 
provement, and equipment of health and related 
auxiliary facilities, including quarters for per- 
sonnel; preparation of plans, specifications, and 
drawings; acquisition of sites, purchase and 
erection of modular buildings, and purchases of 
trailers; and for provision of domestic and com- 
munity sanitation facilities for Indians, as au- 
thorized by section 7 of the Act of August 5, 1954 
(42 U.S.C. 2004a), the Indian Self-Determination 
Act, and the Indian Health Care Improvement 
Act, and for expenses necessary to carry out 
such Acts and titles II and III of the Public 
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Health Service Act with respect to environ- 
mental health and facilities support activities of 
the Indian Health Service, $394,048,000, to re- 
main available until expended: Provided, That 
notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
funds appropriated for the planning, design, 
construction or renovation of health facilities 
for the benefit of an Indian tribe or tribes may 
be used to purchase land for sites to construct, 
improve, or enlarge health or related facilities: 
Provided further, That not to exceed $500,000 
shall be used by the Indian Health Service to 
purchase TRANSAM equipment from the De- 
partment of Defense for distribution to the In- 
dian Health Service and tribal facilities: Pro- 
vided further, That none of the funds appro- 
priated to the Indian Health Service may be 
used for sanitation facilities construction for 
new homes funded with grants by the housing 
programs of the United States Department of 
Housing and Urban Development: Provided fur- 
ther, That not to exceed $1,000,000 from this ac- 
count and the “Indian Health Services’’ ac- 
count shall be used by the Indian Health Service 
to obtain ambulances for the Indian Health 
Service and tribal facilities in conjunction with 
an existing interagency agreement between the 
Indian Health Service and the General Services 
Administration: Provided further, That notwith- 
standing any other provision of law, funds ap- 
propriated for the planning, design, and con- 
struction of the replacement health care facility 
in Barrow, Alaska, may be used to purchase 
land up to approximately 8 hectares for a site 
upon which to construct the new health care fa- 
cility: Provided further, That not to exceed 
$500,000 shall be placed in a Demolition Fund, 
available until expended, to be used by the In- 
dian Health Service for demolition of Federal 
buildings: Provided further, That ир to 
$2,700,000 from unobligated balances may be 
used for the purchase of land at two sites for 
the construction of the northern and southern 
California Youth Regional Treatment Centers 
subject to advance approval from the House and 
Senate Committees on Appropriations. 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS, INDIAN HEALTH 
SERVICE 

Appropriations in this Act to the Indian 
Health Service shall be available for services as 
authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109 but at rates not to 
exceed the per diem rate equivalent to the max- 
imum rate payable for senior-level positions 
under 5 U.S.C. 5376; hire of passenger motor ve- 
hicles and aircraft; purchase of medical equip- 
ment; purchase of reprints; purchase, renova- 
tion and erection of modular buildings and ren- 
ovation of existing facilities; payments for tele- 
phone service in private residences in the field, 
when authorized under regulations approved by 
the Secretary; and for uniforms or allowances 
therefor as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 5901-5902; 
and for expenses of attendance at meetings 
which are concerned with the functions or ac- 
tivities for which the appropriation is made or 
which will contribute to improved conduct, su- 
pervision, or management of those functions or 
activities. 

In accordance with the provisions of the In- 
dian Health Care Improvement Act, non-Indian 
patients may be extended health care at all trib- 
ally administered or Indian Health Service fa- 
cilities, subject to charges, and the proceeds 
along with funds recovered under the Federal 
Medical Care Recovery Act (42 U.S.C. 2651-2653) 
shall be credited to the account of the facility 
providing the service and shall be available 
without fiscal year limitation. Notwithstanding 
any other law or regulation, funds transferred 
from the Department of Housing and Urban De- 
velopment to the Indian Health Service shall be 
administered under Public Law 86-121 (the In- 
dian Sanitation Facilities Act) and Public Law 
93-638, as amended. 
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Funds appropriated to the Indian Health 
Service in this Act, except those used for admin- 
istrative and program direction purposes, shall 
not be subject to limitations directed at cur- 
tailing Federal travel and transportation. 

None of the funds made available to the In- 
dian Health Service in this Act shall be used for 
any assessments or charges by the Department 
of Health and Human Services unless identified 
in the budget justification and provided in this 
Act, or approved by the House and Senate Com- 
mittees on Appropriations through the re- 
programming process. Personnel ceilings may 
not be imposed on the Indian Health Service nor 
may any action be taken to reduce the full time 
equivalent level of the Indian Health Service 
below the level in fiscal year 2002 adjusted up- 
ward for the staffing of new and expanded fa- 
cilities, funding provided for staffing at the 
Lawton, Oklahoma hospital in fiscal years 2003 
and 2004, critical positions not filled in fiscal 
year 2002, and staffing necessary to carry out 
the intent of Congress with regard to program 
increases. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
funds previously or herein made available to a 
tribe or tribal organization through a contract, 
grant, or agreement authorized by title I or title 
V of the Indian Self-Determination and Edu- 
cation Assistance Act of 1975 (25 U.S.C. 450), 
may be deobligated and reobligated to a self-de- 
termination contract under title I, or a self-gov- 
ernance agreement under title V of such Act and 
thereafter shall remain available to the tribe or 
tribal organization without fiscal year limita- 
tion. 

None of the funds made available to the In- 
dian Health Service in this Act shall be used to 
implement the final rule published in the Fed- 
eral Register on September 16, 1987, by the De- 
partment of Health and Human Services, relat- 
ing to the eligibility for the health care services 
of the Indian Health Service until the Indian 
Health Service has submitted a budget request 
reflecting the increased costs associated with the 
proposed final rule, and such request has been 
included in an appropriations Act and enacted 
into law. 

With respect to functions transferred by the 
Indian Health Service to tribes or tribal organi- 
zations, the Indian Health Service is authorized 
to provide goods and services to those entities, 
on a reimbursable basis, including payment in 
advance with subsequent adjustment. The reim- 
bursements received therefrom, along with the 
funds received from those entities pursuant to 
the Indian Self-Determination Act, may be cred- 
ited to the same or subsequent appropriation ac- 
count which provided the funding. Such 
amounts shall remain available until expended. 

Reimbursements for training, technical assist- 
ance, or services provided by the Indian Health 
Service will contain total costs, including direct, 
administrative, and overhead associated with 
the provision of goods, services, or technical as- 
sistance. 

The Indian Health Service may purchase 8.5 
acres of land for expansion of parking facilities 
at the W.W. Hastings hospital in Tahlequah, 
Oklahoma using third party collections subject 
to advance approval from the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
the Tulsa and Oklahoma City Clinic demonstra- 
tion projects shall be permanent programs under 
the direct care program of the Indian Health 
Service; shall be treated as service units and op- 
erating units in the allocation of resources and 
coordination of care; shall continue to meet the 
requirements applicable to an Urban Indian or- 
ganization under this title; and shall not be sub- 
ject to the Indian Self-Determination and Edu- 
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 450 et seq.). 

The appropriation structure for the Indian 
Health Service may not be altered without ad- 
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vance approval of the House and Senate Com- 
mittees on Appropriations. 


OTHER RELATED AGENCIES 


OFFICE OF NAVAJO AND HOPI INDIAN 
RELOCATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Office of Navajo 
and Hopi Indian Relocation as authorized by 
Public Law 93-531, $5,000,000, to remain avail- 
able until erpended: Provided, That funds pro- 
vided in this or any other appropriations Act 
are to be used to relocate eligible individuals 
and groups including evictees from District 6, 
Hopi-partitioned lands residents, those in sig- 
nificantly substandard housing, and all others 
certified as eligible and not included in the pre- 
ceding categories: Provided further, That none 
of the funds contained in this or any other Act 
may be used by the Office of Navajo and Hopi 
Indian Relocation to evict any single Navajo or 
Navajo family who, as of November 30, 1985, was 
physically domiciled on the lands partitioned to 
the Hopi Tribe unless a new or replacement 
home is provided for such household: Provided 
further, That no relocatee will be provided with 
more than one new or replacement home: Pro- 
vided further, That the Office shall relocate any 
certified eligible relocatees who have selected 
and received an approved homesite on the Nav- 
ajo reservation or selected a replacement resi- 
dence off the Navajo reservation or on the land 
acquired pursuant to 25 U.S.C. 640d-10. 

INSTITUTE OF AMERICAN INDIAN AND ALASKA 

NATIVE CULTURE AND ARTS DEVELOPMENT 
PAYMENT TO THE INSTITUTE 

For payment to the Institute of American In- 
dian and Alaska Native Culture and Arts Devel- 
opment, as authorized by title XV of Public Law 
99-498, as amended (20 U.S.C. 56 part A), 
$6,000,000, of which up to $1,000,000 may remain 
available until expended to assist with the Insti- 
tute’s efforts to develop a Continuing Education 
Lifelong Learning Center. 

SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For necessary expenses of the Smithsonian In- 
stitution, as authorized by law, including re- 
search in the fields of art, science, and history; 
development, preservation, and documentation 
of the National Collections; presentation of pub- 
lic exhibits and performances; collection, prepa- 
ration, dissemination, and exchange of informa- 
tion and publications; conduct of education, 
training, and museum assistance programs; 
maintenance, alteration, operation, lease (for 
terms not to exceed 30 years), and protection of 
buildings, facilities, and approaches; not to ex- 
ceed $100,000 for services as authorized by 5 
U.S.C. 3109; up to five replacement passenger ve- 
hicles; purchase, rental, repair, and cleaning of 
uniforms for employees, $495,925,000, of which 
not to exceed $10,108,000 for the instrumentation 
program, collections acquisition, exhibition re- 
installation, the National Museum of African 
American History and Culture, and the repatri- 
ation of skeletal remains program shall remain 
available until expended; and of which 
$1,620,000 for fellowships and scholarly awards 
shall remain available until September 30, 2006; 
and including such funds as may be necessary 
to support American overseas research centers 
and a total of $125,000 for the Council of Amer- 
ican Overseas Research Centers: Provided, That 
funds appropriated herein are available for ad- 
vance payments to independent contractors per- 
forming research services or participating in of- 
ficial Smithsonian presentations: Provided fur- 
ther, That the Smithsonian Institution may ex- 
pend Federal appropriations designated in this 
Act for lease or rent payments for long term and 
swing space, as rent payable to the Smithsonian 
Institution, and such rent payments may be de- 
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posited into the general trust funds of the Insti- 
tution to the extent that federally supported ac- 
tivities are housed in the 900 H Street, N.W. 
building in the District of Columbia: Provided 
further, That this use of Federal appropriations 
shall not be construed as debt service, a Federal 
guarantee of, a transfer of risk to, or an obliga- 
tion of, the Federal Government: Provided fur- 
ther, That no appropriated funds may be used 
to service debt which is incurred to finance the 
costs of acquiring the 900 H Street building or of 
planning, designing, and constructing improve- 
ments to such building. 
FACILITIES CAPITAL 

For necessary expenses of repair, revitaliza- 
tion, and alteration of facilities owned or occu- 
pied by the Smithsonian Institution, by contract 
or otherwise, as authorized by section 2 of the 
Act of August 22, 1949 (63 Stat. 623), and for 
construction, including necessary personnel, 
$127,900,000, to remain available until expended, 
of which not to exceed $10,000 is for services as 
authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109: Provided, That 
contracts awarded for environmental systems, 
protection systems, and repair or restoration of 
facilities of the Smithsonian Institution may be 
negotiated with selected contractors and award- 
ed on the basis of contractor qualifications as 
well as price. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS, SMITHSONIAN 
INSTITUTION 

None of the funds in this or any other Act 
may be used to make any changes to the exist- 
ing Smithsonian science programs including clo- 
sure of facilities, relocation of staff or redirec- 
tion of functions and programs without the ad- 
vance approval of the House and Senate Com- 
mittees on Appropriations. 

None of the funds in this or any other Act 
may be used to initiate the design for any pro- 
posed expansion of current space or new facility 
without consultation with the House and Senate 
Appropriations Committees. 

None of the funds in this or any other Act 
may be used for the Holt House located at the 
National Zoological Park in Washington, D.C., 
unless identified as repairs to minimize water 
damage, monitor structure movement, or provide 
interim structural support. 

None of the funds available to the Smithso- 
nian may be reprogrammed without the advance 
written approval of the House and Senate Com- 
mittees on Appropriations in accordance with 
the reprogramming procedures contained in the 
statement of the managers accompanying this 
Act. 

None of the funds in this or any other Act 
may be used to purchase any additional build- 
ings without prior consultation with the House 
and Senate Committees on Appropriations. 

NATIONAL GALLERY OF ART 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For the upkeep and operations of the National 
Gallery of Art, the protection and care of the 
works of art therein, and administrative ex- 
penses incident thereto, as authorized by the 
Act of March 24, 1937 (50 Stat. 51), as amended 
by the public resolution of April 13, 1939 (Public 
Resolution 9, Seventy-sixth Congress), including 
services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109; payment 
in advance when authorized by the treasurer of 
the Gallery for membership in library, museum, 
and art associations or societies whose publica- 
tions or services are available to members only, 
or to members at a price lower than to the gen- 
eral public; purchase, repair, and cleaning of 
uniforms for guards, and uniforms, or allow- 
ances therefor, for other employees as author- 
ized by law (5 U.S.C. 5901—5902); purchase or 
rental of devices amd services for protecting 
buildings and contents thereof, and mainte- 
nance, alteration, improvement, and repair of 
buildings, approaches, and grounds; and pur- 
chase of services for restoration and repair of 
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works of art for the National Gallery of Art by 
contracts made, without advertising, with indi- 
viduals, firms, or organizations at such rates or 
prices and under such terms and conditions as 
the Gallery may deem proper, $93,000,000, of 
which not to exceed $3,026,000 for the special ex- 
hibition program shall remain available until 
expended. 
REPAIR, RESTORATION AND RENOVATION OF 
BUILDINGS 
For necessary expenses of repair, restoration 
and renovation of buildings, grounds and facili- 
ties owned or occupied by the National Gallery 
of Art, by contract or otherwise, as authorized, 
$11,100,000, to remain available until expended: 
Provided, That contracts awarded for environ- 
mental systems, protection systems, and exterior 
repair or renovation of buildings of the National 
Gallery of Art may be negotiated with selected 
contractors and awarded on the basis of con- 
tractor qualifications as well as price. 
JOHN F. KENNEDY CENTER FOR THE PERFORMING 
ARTS 
OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE 
For necessary expenses for the operation, 
maintenance and security of the John F. Ken- 
nedy Center for the Performing Arts, $17,152,000. 
CONSTRUCTION 
For necessary expenses for capital repair and 
restoration of the existing features of the build- 
ing and site of the John F. Kennedy Center for 
the Performing Arts, $16,334,000, to remain 
available until expended. 
WOODROW WILSON INTERNATIONAL CENTER FOR 
SCHOLARS 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For expenses necessary in carrying out the 
provisions of the Woodrow Wilson Memorial Act 
of 1968 (82 Stat. 1356) including hire of pas- 
senger vehicles and services as authorized by 5 
U.S.C. 3109, $8,987,000. 
NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE ARTS AND THE 
HUMANITIES 
NATIONAL ENDOWMENT FOR THE ARTS 
GRANTS AND ADMINISTRATION 
For necessary expenses to carry out the Na- 
tional Foundation on the Arts and the Human- 
ities Act of 1965, as amended, $122,972,000, shall 
be available to the National Endowment for the 
Arts for the support of projects and productions 
in the arts through assistance to organizations 
and individuals pursuant to sections 5(c) and 
5(g) of the Act, including $21,729,000 for support 
of arts education and public outreach activities 
through the Challenge America program, for 
program support, and for administering the 
functions of the Act, to remain available until 
expended: Provided, That funds previously ap- 
propriated to the National Endowment for the 
Arts “Matching Grants" account and ‘‘Chal- 
lenge America’’ account may be transferred to 
and merged with this account. 
NATIONAL ENDOWMENT FOR THE HUMANITIES 
GRANTS AND ADMINISTRATION 
For necessary expenses to carry out the Na- 
tional Foundation on the Arts and the Human- 
ities Act of 1965, as amended, $123,877,000, shall 
be available to the National Endowment for the 
Humanities for support of activities in the hu- 
manities, pursuant to section 7(c) of the Act, 
and for administering the functions of the Act, 
to remain available until expended. 
MATCHING GRANTS 
To carry out the provisions of section 10(a)(2) 
of the National Foundation on the Arts and the 
Humanities Act of 1965, as amended, $16,122,000, 
to remain available until expended, of which 
$10,436,000 shall be available to the National 
Endowment for the Humanities for the purposes 
of section 7(h): Provided, That this appropria- 
tion shall be available for obligation only in 
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such amounts as may be equal to the total 
amounts of gifts, bequests, and devises of 
money, and other property accepted by the 
chairman or by grantees of the Endowment 
under the provisions of subsections 11(a)(2)(B) 
and 11(a)(3)(B) during the current and pre- 
ceding fiscal years for which equal amounts 
have not previously been appropriated. 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 
None of the funds appropriated to the Na- 
tional Foundation on the Arts and the Human- 
ities may be used to process any grant or con- 
tract documents which do not include the text of 
18 U.S.C. 1913: Provided, That none of the funds 
appropriated to the National Foundation on the 
Arts and the Humanities may be used for offi- 
cial reception and representation expenses: Pro- 
vided further, That funds from nonappropriated 
sources may be used as necessary for official re- 
ception and representation expenses: Provided 
further, That the Chairperson of the National 
Endowment for the Arts may approve grants up 
to $10,000, if in the aggregate this amount does 
not exceed 5 percent of the sums appropriated 
for grant-making purposes per year: Provided 
further, That such small grant actions are taken 
pursuant to the terms of an expressed and direct 
delegation of authority from the National Coun- 
cil on the Arts to the Chairperson. 
COMMISSION OF FINE ARTS 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For expenses made necessary by the Act estab- 
lishing a Commission of Fine Arts (40 U.S.C. 
104), $1,793,000: Provided, That the Commission 
is authorized to charge fees to cover the full 
costs of its publications, and such fees shall be 
credited to this account as an offsetting collec- 
tion, to remain available until expended without 
further appropriation. 
NATIONAL CAPITAL ARTS AND CULTURAL AFFAIRS 
For necessary expenses as authorized by Pub- 
lic Law 99-190 (20 U.S.C. 956(a)), as amended, 
$7,000,000. 
ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC PRESERVATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses of the Advisory Coun- 
cil on Historic Preservation (Public Law 89-665, 
as amended), $4,600,000: Provided, That none of 
these funds shall be available for compensation 
of level V of the Executive Schedule or higher 
positions. 
NATIONAL CAPITAL PLANNING COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses, as authorized by the 
National Capital Planning Act of 1952 (40 
U.S.C. 71-71i), including services as authorized 
by 5 U.S.C. 3109, $8,000,000: Provided, That one- 
quarter of 1 percent of the funds provided under 
this heading may be used for official reception 
and representational expenses to host inter- 
national visitors engaged in the planning and 
physical development of world capitals. 
UNITED STATES HOLOCAUST MEMORIAL MUSEUM 
HOLOCAUST MEMORIAL MUSEUM 
For expenses of the Holocaust Memorial Mu- 
seum, as authorized by Public Law 106-292 (36 
U.S.C. 2301—2310), $41,433,000, of which 
$1,900,000 for the museum’s repair and rehabili- 
tation program and $1,264,000 for the museum’s 
exhibitions program shall remain available until 
expended. 
PRESIDIO TRUST 
PRESIDIO TRUST FUND 
For necessary expenses to carry out title I of 
the Omnibus Parks and Public Lands Manage- 
ment Act of 1996, $20,000,000 shall be available 
to the Presidio Trust, to remain available until 
expended. 
TITLE III—GENERAL PROVISIONS 
SEC. 301. The expenditure of any appropria- 
tion under this Act for any consulting service 
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through procurement contract, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 3109, shall be limited to those contracts 
where such expenditures are a matter of public 
record and available for public inspection, ex- 
cept where otherwise provided under existing 
law, or under existing Executive order issued 
pursuant to existing law. 

SEC. 302. No part of any appropriation con- 
tained in this Act shall be available for any ac- 
tivity or the publication or distribution of lit- 
erature that in any way tends to promote public 
support or opposition to any legislative proposal 
on which congressional action is not complete. 

SEC. 303. No part of any appropriation con- 
tained in this Act shall remain available for ob- 
ligation beyond the current fiscal year unless 
expressly so provided herein. 

SEC. 304. None of the funds provided in this 
Act to any department or agency shall be obli- 
gated or expended to provide a personal cook, 
chauffeur, or other personal servants to any of- 
ficer or employee of such department or agency 
except as otherwise provided by law. 

SEC. 305. No assessments may be levied against 
any program, budget activity, subactivity, or 
project funded by this Act unless notice of such 
assessments and the basis therefor are presented 
to the Committees on Appropriations and are 
approved by such committees. 

SEC. 306. None of the funds in this Act may be 
used to plan, prepare, or offer for sale timber 
from trees classified as giant sequoia 
(Sequoiadendron giganteum) which are located 
on National Forest System or Bureau of Land 
Management lands in a manner different than 
such sales were conducted in fiscal year 2004. 

SEC. 307. (a) LIMITATION OF FUNDS.—None of 
the funds appropriated or otherwise made avail- 
able pursuant to this Act shall be obligated or 
expended to accept or process applications for a 
patent for any mining or mill site claim located 
under the general mining laws. 

(b) EXCEPTIONS.—The provisions of subsection 
(a) shall not apply if the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior determines that, for the claim concerned: (1) 
a patent application was filed with the Sec- 
retary on or before September 30, 1994; and (2) 
all requirements established under sections 2325 
and 2326 of the Revised Statutes (30 U.S.C. 29 
and 30) for vein or lode claims and sections 2329, 
2330, 2331, and 2333 of the Revised Statutes (30 
U.S.C. 35, 36, and 37) for placer claims, and sec- 
tion 2337 of the Revised Statutes (30 U.S.C. 42) 
for mill site claims, as the case may be, were 
fully complied with by the applicant by that 
date. 

(c) REPORT.—On September 30, 2005, the Sec- 
retary of the Interior shall file with the House 
and Senate Committees on Appropriations and 
the Committee on Resources of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources of the Senate a report on 
actions taken by the Department under the plan 
submitted pursuant to section 314(c) of the De- 
partment of the Interior and Related Agencies 
Appropriations Act, 1997 (Public Law 104-208). 

(d) MINERAL EXAMINATIONS.—In order to 
process patent applications in a timely and re- 
sponsible manner, upon the request of a patent 
applicant, the Secretary of the Interior shall 
allow the applicant to fund a qualified third- 
party contractor to be selected by the Bureau of 
Land Management to conduct a mineral exam- 
ination of the mining claims or mill sites con- 
tained in a patent application as set forth in 
subsection (b). The Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment shall have the sole responsibility to choose 
and pay the third-party contractor in accord- 
ance with the standard procedures employed by 
the Bureau of Land Management in the reten- 
tion of third-party contractors. 

SEC. 308. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, amounts appropriated to or earmarked 
in committee reports for the Bureau of Indian 
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Affairs and the Indian Health Service by Public 
Laws 103-138, 103-332, 104-134, 104-208, 105-83, 
105-277, 106-113, 106-291, 107-63, 108-7, and 108— 
108 for payments to tribes and tribal organiza- 
tions for contract support costs associated with 
self-determination or self-governance contracts, 
grants, compacts, or annual funding agreements 
with the Bureau of Indian Affairs or the Indian 
Health Service as funded by such Acts, are the 
total amounts available for fiscal years 1994 
through 2004 for such purposes, except that, for 
the Bureau of Indian Affairs, tribes and tribal 
organizations may use their tribal priority allo- 
cations for unmet indirect costs of ongoing con- 
tracts, grants, self-governance compacts or an- 
nual funding agreements. 

SEC. 309. Of the funds provided to the Na- 
tional Endowment for the Arts— 

(1) The Chairperson shall only award a grant 
to an individual if such grant is awarded to 
such individual for a literature fellowship, Na- 
tional Heritage Fellowship, or American Jazz 
Masters Fellowship. 

(2) The Chairperson shall establish procedures 
to ensure that no funding provided through a 
grant, except a grant made to a State or local 
arts agency, or regional group, may be used to 
make a grant to any other organization or indi- 
vidual to conduct activity independent of the di- 
rect grant recipient. Nothing in this subsection 
shall prohibit payments made in exchange for 
goods and services. 

(3) No grant shall be used for seasonal support 
to a group, unless the application is specific to 
the contents of the season, including identified 
programs and/or projects. 

SEC. 310. The National Endowment for the 
Arts and the National Endowment for the Hu- 
manities are authorized to solicit, accept, re- 
ceive, and invest in the name of the United 
States, gifts, bequests, or devises of money and 
other property or services and to use such in 
furtherance of the functions of the National En- 
dowment for the Arts and the National Endow- 
ment for the Humanities. Any proceeds from 
such gifts, bequests, or devises, after acceptance 
by the National Endowment for the Arts or the 
National Endowment for the Humanities, shall 
be paid by the donor or the representative of the 
donor to the Chairman. The Chairman shall 
enter the proceeds in a special interest-bearing 
account to the credit of the appropriate endow- 
ment for the purposes specified in each case. 

SEC. 311. (a) In providing services or awarding 
financial assistance under the National Foun- 
dation on the Arts and the Humanities Act of 
1965 from funds appropriated under this Act, 
the Chairperson of the National Endowment for 
the Arts shall ensure that priority is given to 
providing services or awarding financial assist- 
ance for projects, productions, workshops, or 
programs that serve underserved populations. 

(b) In this section: 

(1) The term “underserved population” means 
a population of individuals, including urban mi- 
norities, who have historically been outside the 
purview of arts and humanities programs due to 
factors such as a high incidence of income below 
the poverty line or to geographic isolation. 

(2) The term ‘‘poverty line" means the poverty 
line (as defined by the Office of Management 
and Budget, and revised annually in accord- 
ance with section 673(2) of the Community Serv- 
ices Block Grant Act (42 U.S.C. 9902(2)) applica- 
ble to a family of the size involved. 

(c) In providing services and awarding finan- 
cial assistance under the National Foundation 
on the Arts and Humanities Act of 1965 with 
funds appropriated by this Act, the Chairperson 
of the National Endowment for the Arts shall 
ensure that priority is given to providing serv- 
ices or awarding financial assistance for 
projects, productions, workshops, or programs 
that will encourage public knowledge, edu- 
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cation, understanding, and appreciation of the 
arts. 

(d) With funds appropriated by this Act to 
carry out section 5 of the National Foundation 
on the Arts and Humanities Act of 1965— 

(1) the Chairperson shall establish a grant 
category for projects, productions, workshops, 
or programs that are of national impact or 
availability or are able to tour several States; 

(2) the Chairperson shall not make grants ex- 
ceeding 15 percent, in the aggregate, of such 
funds to any single State, excluding grants 
made under the authority of paragraph (1); 

(3) the Chairperson shall report to the Con- 
gress annually and by State, on grants awarded 
by the Chairperson in each grant category 
under section 5 of such Act; and 

(4) the Chairperson shall encourage the use of 
grants to improve and support community-based 
music performance and education. 

SEC. 312. No part of any appropriation con- 
tained in this Act shall be expended or obligated 
to complete and issue the 5-year program under 
the Forest and Rangeland Renewable Resources 
Planning Act. 

SEC. 313. None of the funds in this Act may be 
used to support Government-wide administrative 
functions unless such functions are justified in 
the budget process and funding is approved by 
the House and Senate Committees on Appropria- 
tions. 

SEC. 314. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, for fiscal year 2005 the Secretaries of Ag- 
riculture and the Interior are authorized to limit 
competition for watershed restoration project 
contracts as part of the ‘Jobs in the Woods" 
Program established in Region 10 of the Forest 
Service to individuals and entities in historically 
timber-dependent areas in the States of Wash- 
ington, Oregon, northern California, Idaho, 
Montana, and Alaska that have been affected 
by reduced timber harvesting on Federal lands. 
The Secretaries shall consider the benefits to the 
local economy in evaluating bids and designing 
procurements which create economic opportuni- 
ties for local contractors. 

SEC. 315. Amounts deposited during fiscal year 
2004 in the roads and trails fund provided for in 
the 14th paragraph under the heading ‘‘FOR- 
EST SERVICE" of the Act of March 4, 1913 (37 
Stat. 843; 16 U.S.C. 501), shall be used by the 
Secretary of Agriculture, without regard to the 
State in which the amounts were derived, to re- 
pair or reconstruct roads, bridges, and trails on 
National Forest System lands or to carry out 
and administer projects to improve forest health 
conditions, which may include the repair or re- 
construction of roads, bridges, and trails on Na- 
tional Forest System lands in the wildland-com- 
munity interface where there is an abnormally 
high risk of fire. The projects shall emphasize 
reducing risks to human safety and public 
health and property and enhancing ecological 
functions, long-term forest productivity, and bi- 
ological integrity. The projects may be com- 
pleted in a subsequent fiscal year. Funds shall 
not be expended under this section to replace 
funds which would otherwise appropriately be 
expended from the timber salvage sale fund. 
Nothing in this section shall be construed to ex- 
empt any project from any environmental law. 

SEC. 316. Other than in emergency situations, 
none of the funds in this Act may be used to op- 
erate telephone answering machines during core 
business hours unless such answering machines 
include an option that enables callers to reach 
promptly an individual on-duty with the agency 
being contacted. 

SEC. 317. No timber sale in Region 10 shall be 
advertised if the indicated rate is deficit when 
appraised using a residual value approach that 
assigns domestic Alaska values for western 
redcedar. Program accomplishments shall be 
based on volume sold. Should Region 10 sell, in 
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the current fiscal year, the annual average por- 
tion of the decadal allowable sale quantity 
called for in the current Tongass Land Manage- 
ment Plan in sales which are not deficit when 
appraised using a residual value approach that 
assigns domestic Alaska values for western 
redcedar, all of the western redcedar timber 
from those sales which is surplus to the needs of 
domestic processors in Alaska, shall be made 
available to domestic processors in the contig- 
uous 48 United States at prevailing domestic 
prices. Should Region 10 sell, in the current fis- 
cal year, less than the annual average portion 
of the decadal allowable sale quantity called for 
in the Tongass Land Management Plan in sales 
which are not deficit when appraised using a re- 
sidual value approach that assigns domestic 
Alaska values for western redcedar, the volume 
of western redcedar timber available to domestic 
processors at prevailing domestic prices in the 
contiguous 48 United States shall be that vol- 
ume: (i) which is surplus to the needs of domes- 
tic processors in Alaska; and (ii) is that percent 
of the surplus western redcedar volume deter- 
mined by calculating the ratio of the total tim- 
ber volume which has been sold on the Tongass 
to the annual average portion of the decadal al- 
lowable sale quantity called for in the current 
Tongass Land Management Plan. The percent- 
age shall be calculated by Region 10 on a rolling 
basis as each sale is sold (for purposes of this 
amendment, a "rolling basis" shall mean that 
the determination of how much western 
redcedar is eligible for sale to various markets 
shall be made at the time each sale is awarded). 
Western redcedar shall be deemed ‘‘surplus to 
the needs of domestic processors in Alaska’’ 
when the timber sale holder has presented to the 
Forest Service documentation of the inability to 
sell western redcedar logs from a given sale to 
domestic Alaska processors at a price equal to or 
greater than the log selling value stated in the 
contract. All additional western redcedar vol- 
ume not sold to Alaska or contiguous 48 United 
States domestic processors may be exported to 
foreign markets at the election of the timber sale 
holder. All Alaska yellow cedar may be sold at 
prevailing export prices at the election of the 
timber sale holder. 

SEC. 318. Section 3 of the Act of June 9, 1930 
(commonly known as the Knutson-Vandenberg 
Act; 16 U.S.C. 576b), is amended— 

(1) by striking “Тһе Secretary of Agriculture 
may, when in his" and inserting ‘‘(a) The Sec- 
retary of Agriculture may, when in his or her”; 

“(b) Amounts deposited under subsection (а)”; 

(2) by striking “тау direct:’’ and all that fol- 
lows through “That the Secretary of Agri- 
culture" and inserting “тау direct. The Sec- 
retary of Agriculture”; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

“(с) Any portion of the balance at the end of 
a fiscal year in the special fund established pur- 
suant to this section that the Secretary of Agri- 
culture determines to be in excess of the cost of 
doing work described in subsection (a) (as шей 
as any portion of the balance in the special 
fund that the Secretary determined, before Octo- 
ber 1, 2004, to be excess of the cost of doing work 
described in subsection (a), but which has not 
been transferred by that date) shall be trans- 
ferred to miscellaneous receipts, National Forest 
Fund, as a National Forest receipt, but only if 
the Secretary also determines that— 

“(1) the excess amounts will not be needed for 
emergency wildfire suppression during the fiscal 
year in which the transfer would be made; and 

“(2) the amount to be transferred to miscella- 
neous receipts, National Forest Fund, exceeds 
the outstanding balance of unreimbursed funds 
transferred from the special fund in prior fiscal 
years for wildfire suppression.’’. 

SEC. 319. A project undertaken by the Forest 
Service under the Recreation Fee Demonstration 
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Program as authorized by section 315 of the De- 
partment of the Interior and Related Agencies 
Appropriations Act for Fiscal Year 1996, as 
amended, shall not result in— 

(1) displacement of the holder of an author- 
ization to provide commercial recreation services 
on Federal lands. Prior to initiating any project, 
the Secretary shall consult with potentially af- 
fected holders to determine what impacts the 
project may have on the holders. Any modifica- 
tions to the authorization shall be made within 
the terms and conditions of the authorization 
and authorities of the impacted agency; and 

(2) the return of a commercial recreation serv- 
ice to the Secretary for operation when such 
services have been provided in the past by a pri- 
vate sector provider, except when— 

(A) the private sector provider fails to bid on 
such opportunities; 

(B) the private sector provider terminates its 
relationship with the agency; or 

(C) the agency revokes the permit for non- 
compliance with the terms and conditions of the 
authorization. 


In such cases, the agency may use the Recre- 
ation Fee Demonstration Program to provide for 
operations until a subsequent operator can be 
found through the offering of a new prospectus. 

SEC. 320. Prior to October 1, 2005, the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture shall not be considered to 
be in violation of subparagraph 6(f)(5)(A) of the 
Forest and Rangeland Renewable Resources 
Planning Act of 1974 (16 U.S.C. 1604(f)(5)(A)) 
solely because more than 15 years have passed 
without revision of the plan for a unit of the 
National Forest System. Nothing in this section 
exempts the Secretary from any other require- 
ment of the Forest and Rangeland Renewable 
Resources Planning Act (16 U.S.C. 1600 et seq.) 
or any other law: Provided, That if the Sec- 
retary is not acting expeditiously and in good 
faith, within the funding available, to revise a 
plan for a unit of the National Forest System, 
this section shall be void with respect to such 
plan and a court of proper jurisdiction may 
order completion of the plan on an accelerated 
basis. 

SEC. 321. No funds provided in this Act may be 
expended to conduct preleasing, leasing and re- 
lated activities under either the Mineral Leasing 
Act (30 U.S.C. 181 et seq.) or the Outer Conti- 
nental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1331 et seq.) 
within the boundaries of a National Monument 
established pursuant to the Act of June 8, 1906 
(16 U.S.C. 431 et seq.) as such boundary existed 
on January 20, 2001, except where such activi- 
ties are allowed under the Presidential procla- 
mation establishing such monument. 

SEC. 322. EXTENSION OF FOREST SERVICE CON- 
VEYANCES PILOT PROGRAM.—Section 329 of the 
Department of the Interior and Related Agen- 
cies Appropriations Act, 2002 (16 U.S.C. 580d 
note; Public Law 107-63) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b), by striking “30” and in- 
serting ‘‘40’’; 

(2) in subsection (c) by striking “8” and in- 
serting ‘‘13’’; and 

(3) in subsection (d), by striking “2007” and 
inserting ‘‘2008’’. 

SEC. 323. Section 3(c) of the Harriet Tubman 
Special Resource Study Act (Public Law 106-516; 
114 Stat. 2405) is amended by striking ‘‘section 8 
of section 8” and inserting ‘‘section 8.” 

SEC. 324. In entering into agreements with for- 
eign countries pursuant to the Wildfire Suppres- 
sion Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 1856m) the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture and the Secretary of the 
Interior are authorized to enter into reciprocal 
agreements in which the individuals furnished 
under said agreements to provide wildfire serv- 
ices are considered, for purposes of tort liability, 
employees of the country receiving said services 
when the individuals are engaged in fire sup- 
pression: Provided, That the Secretary of Agri- 
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culture or the Secretary of the Interior shall not 
enter into any agreement under this provision 
unless the foreign country (either directly or 
through its fire organieation) agrees to assume 
any and all liability for the acts or omissions of 
American firefighters engaged in firefighting in 
a foreign country: Provided further, That when 
an agreement is reached for furnishing fire 
fighting services, the only remedies for acts or 
omissions committed while fighting fires shall be 
those provided under the laws of the host coun- 
try, and those remedies shall be the exclusive 
remedies for any claim arising out of fighting 
fires in a foreign country: Provided further, 
That neither the sending country nor any legal 
organization associated with the firefighter 
shall be subject to any legal action whatsoever 
pertaining to or arising out of the firefighter’s 
role in fire suppression. 

SEC. 325. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law or regulation, to promote the more effi- 
cient use of the health care funding allocation 
for fiscal year 2005, the Eagle Butte Service Unit 
of the Indian Health Service, at the request of 
the Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe, may pay base 
salary rates to health professionals up to the 
highest grade and step available to a physician, 
pharmacist, or other health professional and 
may pay a recruitment or retention bonus of up 
to 25 percent above the base pay rate. 

SEC. 326. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be transferred to any department, 
agency, or instrumentality of the United States 
Government except pursuant to a transfer made 
by, or transfer authority provided in, this Act or 
any other appropriations Act. 

SEC. 327. None of the funds in this Act may be 
used to prepare or issue a permit or lease for oil 
or gas drilling in the Finger Lakes National 
Forest, New York, during fiscal year 2005. 

SEC. 328. In awarding a Federal Contract with 
funds made available by this Act, the Secretary 
of Agriculture and the Secretary of the Interior 
(the ‘‘Secretaries’’) may, in evaluating bids and 
proposals, give consideration to local contrac- 
tors who are from, and who provide employment 
and training for, dislocated and displaced work- 
ers in an economically disadvantaged rural com- 
munity, including those historically timber-de- 
pendent areas that have been affected by re- 
duced timber harvesting on Federal lands and 
other forest-dependent rural communities iso- 
lated from significant alternative employment 
opportunities: Provided, That notwithstanding 
Federal Government procurement ата con- 
tracting laws the Secretaries may award con- 
tracts, grants or cooperative agreements to local 
non-profit entities, Youth Conservation Corps or 
related partnerships with State, local or non- 
profit youth groups, or small or disadvantaged 
business: Provided further, That the contract, 
grant, or cooperative agreement is for forest 
hazardous fuels reduction, watershed or water 
quality monitoring or restoration, wildlife or 
fish population monitoring, or habitat restora- 
tion or management: Provided further, That the 
terms “rural community" and “есопотісайу 
disadvantaged" shall have the same meanings 
as in section 2374 of Public Law 101-624: Рто- 
vided further, That the Secretaries shall develop 
guidance to implement this section: Provided 
further, That nothing in this section shall be 
construed as relieving the Secretaries of any 
duty under applicable procurement laws, except 
as provided in this section. 

SEC. 329. No funds appropriated in this Act 
for the acquisition of lands or interests in lands 
may be expended for the filing of declarations of 
taking or complaints in condemnation without 
the approval of the House and Senate Commit- 
tees on Appropriations: Provided, That this pro- 
vision shall not apply to funds appropriated to 
implement the Everglades National Park Protec- 
tion and Expansion Act of 1989, or to funds ap- 
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propriated for Federal assistance to the State of 
Florida to acquire lands for Everglades restora- 
tion purposes. 

SEC. 330. Section 338 of Public Law 108-108 is 
amended by striking ‘‘2003’’ and inserting in 
lieu thereof ‘‘2004’’. 

SEC. 331. Section 315 of the Department of the 
Interior and Related Agencies Appropriations 
Act, 1996 (as contained in section 101(c) of Pub- 
lic Law 104-134; 110 Stat. 1321-200; 16 U.S.C. 
4601-ба note), is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b), by inserting ‘‘subject to 
subsection (g) but" before “notwithstanding” in 
the matter preceding paragraph (1); and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

“(0) The Secretary of Agriculture may not 
charge or collect fees under this section for the 
following: 

“(1) Admission to a unit of the National For- 
est System (as defined in section 11(а) of the 
Forest and Rangeland Renewable Resources 
Planning Act of 1974 (16 U.S.C. 1609(a)). 

“(2) The use, either singly or in any combina- 
tion, of the following: 

“(А) undesignated parking along roads; 

“(В) overlook sites or scenic pullouts; 

“(С) information offices and centers that only 
provide general area information and limited 
services or interpretive exhibits; and 

“(D) dispersed areas for which expenditures 
in facilities or services are limited.’’. 

SEC. 332. (a) LIMITATION ON COMPETITIVE 
SOURCING STUDIES.— 

(1) Of the funds made available by this or any 
other Act to the Department of Energy or the 
Department of the Interior for fiscal year 2005, 
not more than the maximum amount specified in 
paragraph (2) may be used by the Secretary of 
Energy or the Secretary of the Interior to ini- 
tiate or continue competitive sourcing studies in 
fiscal year 2005 for programs, projects, and ac- 
tivities for which funds are appropriated by this 
Act until such time as the Secretary concerned 
submits a reprogramming proposal to the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations of the Senate and the 
House of Representatives, and such proposal 
has been processed consistent with the re- 
programming guidelines in House Report 108— 
330. 

(2) For the purposes of paragraph (1) the max- 
imum amount— 

(A) with respect to the Department of Energy 
is $500,000; and 

(B) with respect to the Department of the In- 
terior is $3,250,000. 

(3) Of the funds appropriated by this Act, not 
more than $2,000,000 may be used in fiscal year 
2005 for competitive sourcing studies and related 
activities by the Forest Service. 

(b) COMPETITIVE SOURCING STUDY DEFINED.— 
In this section, the term “competitive sourcing 
study” means а study on subjecting work per- 
formed by Federal Government employees or pri- 
vate contractors to public-private competition or 
on converting the Federal Government employ- 
ees or the work performed by such employees to 
private contractor performance under the Office 
of Management and Budget Circular A-76 or 
any other administrative regulation, directive, 
or policy. 

(c) Section 340(b) of Public Law 108-108 is 
hereby repealed. 

(d) COMPETITIVE SOURCING EXEMPTION FOR 
FOREST SERVICE STUDIES CONDUCTED PRIOR TO 
FISCAL YEAR 2005.—Notwithstanding require- 
ments of Office of Management and Budget Cir- 
cular A-76, Attachment B, the Forest Service is 
hereby exempted from implementing the Letter 
of Obligation and post-competition account- 
ability guidelines where a competitive sourcing 
study involved 65 or fewer full-time equivalents, 
the performance decision was made in favor of 
the agency provider; no net savings was 
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achieved by conducting the study, and the 
study was completed prior to the date of this 
Act. 

(e) In preparing any reports to the Committees 
on Appropriations on competitive sourcing ac- 
tivities, agencies funded in this Act shall in- 
clude the incremental cost directly attributable 
to conducting the competitive sourcing competi- 
tions, including costs attributable to paying out- 
side consultants and contractors and, in accord- 
ance with full cost accounting principles, all 
costs attributable to developing, implementing, 
supporting, managing, monitoring, and report- 
ing on competitive sourcing, including per- 
sonnel, consultant, travel, and training costs as- 
sociated with program management. 

SEC. 333. Estimated overhead charges, deduc- 
tions, reserves or holdbacks from programs, 
projects and activities to support government- 
wide, departmental, agency or bureau adminis- 
trative functions or headquarters, regional or 
central office operations shall be presented in 
annual budget justifications. Changes to such 
estimates shall be presented to the Committees 
on Appropriations for approval. 

SEC. 334. None of the funds in this Act or prior 
Acts making appropriations for the Department 
of the Interior and Related Agencies may be 
provided to the managing partners or their 
agents for the SAFECOM or Disaster Manage- 
ment projects. 

SEC. 335. CONVEYANCE OF A SMALL PARCEL OF 
PUBLIC DOMAIN LAND IN THE SAN BERNARDINO 
NATIONAL FOREST IN THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA. 
(a) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds that— 

(1) a select area of the San Bernardino Na- 
tional Forest in California is heavily developed 
with recreation residences and is immediately 
adjacent to comparably developed private prop- 
erty; 

(2) it is in the public interest to convey the 
above referenced area to the owners of the recre- 
ation residences; and 

(3) the Secretary of Agriculture should use the 
proceeds of such conveyance for critical San 
Bernardino National Forest infrastructure im- 
provements or to acquire additional lands with- 
in the boundaries of the San Bernardino Na- 
tional Forest. 

(b) CONVEYANCE REQUIRED.—Subject to valid 
existing rights and such terms, conditions, and 
restrictions as the Secretary deems necessary or 
desirable in the public interest, the Secretary of 
Agriculture shall convey to the Mill Creek 
Homeowners Association (hereinafter Associa- 
tion) all right, title, and interest of the United 
States in and to the Mill Creek parcel of real es- 
tate described in subsection (c)(1). In the event 
the Secretary and the Association for any rea- 
son do not complete the sale within two years 
from the date of enactment of this Act, this au- 
thority shall expire. 

(c) LEGAL DESCRIPTION AND CORRECTION AU- 
THORITY.— 

(1) DESCRIPTION.—The Mill Creek parcel, ap- 
proximately 35 acres, as shown on a map, “Тһе 
Mill Creek Conveyance Parcel—San Bernardino 
National Forest, dated June 1, 2004" generally 
located in the northeast quarter of Section 6, 
T.1S., R.1W., San Bernardino Meridian, of the 
United States Public Lands Survey System, 
California. The map shall be on file and avail- 
able for inspection in the office of the Chief, 
Forest Service, Washington, DC and in the of- 
fice of the Forest Supervisor, San Bernardino 
National Forest until such time as the lands are 
conveyed. 

(2 CORRECTIONS.—The Secretary is author- 
ieed to make minor corrections to this map and 
may modify the description to correct errors or 
to reconfigure the property in order to facilitate 
conveyance. In the event of a conflict between 
the map description and the USPLSS descrip- 
tion of the land in paragraph (1), the map will 
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be considered the definitive description of the 
land. 

(d) CONSIDERATION.—Consideration for the 
conveyance under subsection (b) shall be equal 
to the appraised fair market value of the parcel 
of real property to be conveyed. Such appraisal 
Shall be prepared in conformity with the Uni- 
form Appraisal Standards for Federal Land Ac- 
quisition. 

(e) ACCESS REQUIREMENTS.—Notwithstanding 
section 1323(a) of the Alaska National Interest 
Lands Conservation Act (16 U.S.C. 3210(a)) or 
any other law, the Secretary is not required to 
provide access over National Forest System 
lands to the parcel of real estate to be conveyed 
under subsection (b). 

(f) ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS.—All costs incurred 
by the Secretary of Agriculture and amy costs 
associated with the creation of a subdivided 
parcel, conducting and recordation of a survey, 
zoning, planning approval, and similar expenses 
with respect to the conveyance under subsection 
(b), shall be borne by the Association. 

(g) ASSUMPTION OF LIABILITY.—By acceptance 
of the conveyance of the parcel of real property 
referred to in subsection (b), the Association and 
its successors and assigns will indemnify and 
hold harmless the United States for any and all 
liability to any party that is associated with the 
parcel. 

(h) TREATMENT OF RECEIPTS.—All funds re- 
ceived pursuant to the conveyance of the parcel 
of real property referred to in subsection (b) 
Shall be deposited in the fund established under 
Public Law 90-171 (16 U.S.C. 464a; commonly 
known as the Sisk Act), and the funds shall re- 
main available to the Secretary, until expended, 
for critical San Bernardino National Forest in- 
frastructure improvements or the acquisition of 
lands, waters, and interests in land for inclu- 
sion in the San Bernardino National Forest. 

SEC. 336. Section 331 of the Department of the 
Interior and Related Agencies Appropriations 
Act, 2001 (Public Law 106-291; 114 Stat. 996), is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking “Until Sep- 
tember 30, 2004, the" and inserting “Тһе”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
subsections: 

“(а) INCLUSION OF COLORADO BLM LANDS.— 
The authority provided by this section shall also 
be available to the Secretary of the Interior with 
respect to public lands in the State of Colorado 
administered by the Secretary through the Bu- 
reau of Land Management. 

“(е) EXPIRATION OF AUTHORITY.—The author- 
ity of the Secretary of Agriculture and the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to enter into cooperative 
agreements and contracts under this section ex- 
pires September 30, 2009, and the term of any co- 
operative agreement or contract entered into 
under this section shall not extend beyond that 
date.’’. 

SEC. 337. FEDERAL AND STATE COOPERATIVE 
FOREST, RANGELAND, AND WATERSHED RESTORA- 
TION IN UTAH. (a) AUTHORITY.—Until September 
30, 2006, the Secretary of Agriculture, via coop- 
erative agreement or contract (including sole 
source contract) as appropriate, may permit the 
State Forester of the State of Utah to perform 
forest, rangeland, and watershed restoration 
services on National Forest System lands in the 
State of Utah. Restoration services provided are 
to be on a project to project basis as planned or 
made ready for implementation under existing 
authorities of the Forest Service. The types of 
restoration services that may be contracted 
under this authority include treatment of insect 
infected trees, reduction of hazardous fuels, and 
other activities to restore or improve forest, 
rangeland, and watershed health including fish 
and wildlife habitat. 

(b) STATE AS AGENT.—Except as provided in 
subsection (c), a cooperative agreement or con- 
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tract under subsection (a) may authorize the 
State Forester of the State of Utah to serve as 
agent for the Forest Service in providing services 
necessary to facilitate the performance and 
treatment of insect infested trees, reduction of 
hazardous fuels, and to restore or improve for- 
est, rangeland, and watershed health including 
fish and wildlife habitat under subsection (a). 
The services to be performed by the State For- 
ester of Utah may be conducted with sub- 
contracts utilizing State of Utah contract proce- 
dures. Subsections (d) and (g) of section 14 of 
the National Forest Management Act of 1976 (16 
U.S.C. 472a) shall not apply to services per- 
formed under a cooperative agreement or con- 
tract under subsection (a). 

(c) RETENTION OF NEPA RESPONSIBILITIES.— 
With respect to any treatment activity to restore 
and improve forest, rangeland, and watershed 
health including fish and wildlife habitat serv- 
ices on National Forest System lands рто- 
grammed for treatment by the State Forester of 
the State of Utah under subsection (a), any de- 
cision required to be made under the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 
et seq.) may not be delegated to any officer or 
employee of the State of Utah. 

SEC. 338. (a) IN GENERAL.—An entity that en- 
ters into a contract with the United States to 
operate the National Recreation Reservation 
Service (as solicited by the solicitation numbered 
WO-04-06vm) shall not carry out any duties 
under the contract using: 

(1) a contact center located outside the United 
States; or 

(2) a reservation agent who does not live in 
the United States. 

(b) NO WAIVER.—The Secretary of Agriculture 
may not waive the requirements of subsection 
(a). 
(c) TELECOMMUTING.—A_ reservation agent 
who is carrying out duties under the contract 
described in subsection (a) may not telecommute 
from a location outside the United States. 

(а) LIMITATIONS.—Nothing in this Act shall be 
construed to apply to any employee of the entity 
who is not a reservation agent carrying out the 
duties under the contract described in sub- 
section (a) or who provides managerial or sup- 
port services. 

SEC. 339. For fiscal years 2005 through 2007, a 
decision made by the Secretary of Agriculture to 
authorize grazing on an allotment shall be cat- 
egorically excluded from documentation in an 
environmental assessment or an environmental 
impact statement under the National Environ- 
mental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) 
if: (1) the decision continues current grazing 
management of the allotment; (2) monitoring in- 
dicates that current grazing management is 
meeting, or satisfactorily moving toward, objec- 
tives in the land and resource management 
plan, as determined by the Secretary; and (3) 
the decision is consistent with agency policy 
concerning extraordinary circumstances. The 
total number of allotments that may be categori- 
cally excluded under this section may not exceed 
900. 

SEC. 340. SALMON RIVER COMMERCIAL OUT- 
FITTER HUNTING CAMPS. Section 3(a)(24) of Pub- 
lic Law 90-542 (16 U.S.C. sec. 1274) is amended 
to add the following after paragraph (C) and re- 
designate subsequent paragraphs accordingly: 

“(D) The established use and occupancy as of 
June 6, 2003, of lands and maintenance or re- 
placement of facilities and structures for com- 
mercial recreation services at Stub Creek located 
in section 28, T24N, R14E, Boise Principal Me- 
ridian, at Arctic Creek located in section 21, 
T25N, RI2E, Boise Principal Meridian and at 
Smith Gulch located in section 27, T25N, RI2E, 
Boise Principal Meridian shall continue to be 
authorized, subject to such reasonable regula- 
tion as the Secretary deems appropriate, includ- 
ing rules that would provide for termination for 
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non-compliance, and if terminated, reoffering 
the site through a competitive process.’’. 

SEC. 341. (a) ІМ GENERAL.— 

(1) The Secretary of Agriculture and the Sec- 
retary of the Interior are authorized to make 
grants to the Eastern Nevada Landscape Coali- 
tion for the study and restoration of rangeland 
and other lands in Nevada’s Great Basin in 
order to help assure the reduction of hazardous 
fuels and for related purposes. 

(2) Notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. secs. 6301-6308, 
the Director of the Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment shall enter into a cooperative agreement 
with the Eastern Nevada Landscape Coalition 
for the Great Basin Restoration Project, includ- 
ing hazardous fuels and mechanical treatments 
and related work. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as are necessary to carry out this section. 

SEC. 342. (a) FINDINGS.— 

(1) In 1953, Public Land Order 899 (PLO 899) 
eliminated approximately 80 acres from the 
Tongass National Forest, for the Community of 
Elfin Cove, Alaska. From 1953 until 2001, the 
USDA Forest Service believed two small islets 
within the Elfin Cove Harbor (Lots 1 and 2 of 
U.S. Survey 13150, approximately 0.29 acres) 
were included as part of PLO 899. However, due 
to a Bureau of Land Management rule in effect 
when PLO 899 was issued, ownership of 
unsurveyed, unmapped islets remained with the 
original landowner, in this case the United 
States. 

(2) These two islets are needed by the Commu- 
nity of Elfin Cove to resolve public health and 
safety problems. 

(3) The two islets serve no national forest pur- 
poses, but the Forest Service has no authority to 
transfer ownership of them to the Community of 
Elfin Cove, without receiving fair market value 
for the land interests. 

(4) Neither the Bureau of Land Management 
nor the Forest Service intended to retain federal 
ownership of these two islets, and they remained 
in ownership of the United States only through 
an inadvertent error. 

(5) Conveyance of these two islets from the 
United States to the Community of Elfin Cove, 
Alaska, without consideration, is in the public 
interest. 

(b) Based on the findings in subsection (a) 
and notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, Congress hereby authorizes and directs the 
Secretary of Agriculture to convey in fee simple 
without compensation, Lots 1 and 2 of U.S. Sur- 
vey 13150, comprising approximately 0.29 acres, 
to the Community of Elfin Cove, Alaska. 

SEC. 343. (a) Notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of law, and until October 1, 2007, the In- 
dian Health Service may not disburse funds for 
the provision of health care services pursuant to 
Public Law 93-638 (25 U.S.C. 450 et seq.) to any 
Alaska Native village or Alaska Native village 
corporation that is located within the area 
served by an Alaska Native regional health enti- 
ty. 
(b) Nothing in this section shall be construed 
to prohibit the disbursal of funds to any Alaska 
Native village or Alaska Native village corpora- 
tion under any contract or compact entered into 
prior to May 1, 2004, or to prohibit the renewal 
of any such agreement. 

(c) For the purpose of this section, Eastern 
Aleutian Tribes, Inc. shall be treated as an 
Alaska Native regional health entity to whom 
funds may be disbursed under this section. 

SEC. 344. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law and using funds previously appropriated 
for such purpose under Public Law 106-291 
($1,630,000) and Public Law 108-199 ($2,300,000), 
the National Park Service shall (1) not later 
than 60 days after enactment of this section 
purchase the seven parcels of real property in 
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Seward, Alaska identified by Kenai Peninsula 
tax identification numbers 14910001, 14910002, 
14911033, 14913005, 14913020, 14913007, and 
14913008 that have been selected for the adminis- 
trative complex, visitor facility, plaza and re- 
lated parking for the Kenai Fjords National 
Park and Chugach National Forest which shall 
hereafter be known as the Mary Lowell Center; 
and (2) transfer to the City of Seward any re- 
maining balance of previously appropriated 
funds not necessary for property acquisition 
and design upon the vacation by the City of 
Seward of Washington Street between 4th Ave- 
nue and 5th Avenue and transfer of title of the 
appropriate portions thereof to the federal gov- 
ernment, provided that the City of Seward uses 
any such funds for the related waterfront plan- 
ning, pavilions, boardwalks, trails, or related 
purposes that compliment the new federal facil- 
ity. 

SEC. 345. Section 331, of Public Law 106-113, is 
amended— 

(1) in part (а) by striking “2004” and inserting 
“2005”; and 

(2) in part (b) by striking ‘‘2004’’ and inserting 
“2005.” 

SEC. 346. FEDERAL BUILDING, SANDPOINT, 
IDAHO. 

(а) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis- 
trator? means the Administrator of General 
Services. 

(2) MAP.—The term “тар” means the map 
that is— 

(A) entitled “Sandpoint Federal Building’’; 

(B) dated September 12, 2002; and 

(C) on file in— 

(i) the Office of the Chief of the Forest Serv- 
ice; and 

(ii) the Office of the Supervisor, Idaho Na- 
tional Forests, Coeur а' Alene, Idaho. 

(3) PROPERTY.—The term ‘‘property’’ means 
the Sandpoint Federal Building and approxi- 
mately 3.17 acres of land in Sandpoint, Idaho, 
as depicted on the map. 

(4) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” means 
the Secretary of Agriculture, acting through the 
Chief of the Forest Service. 

(b) CONVEYANCE OF PROPERTY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding subtitle I of 
title 40, United States Code, the Administrator 
may convey to the Secretary, all right, title, and 
interest of the United States in and to the prop- 
erty. 

(2) CONDITIONS.—The conveyance of the prop- 
erty under paragraph (1) shall be on a non- 
competitive basis, for consideration, and subject 
to any other terms and conditions to which the 
Administrator and the Secretary may agree, in- 
cluding a purchase period with multiple pay- 
ments over multiple fiscal years. 

(3) SOURCE OF FUNDS.—The Secretary may use 
amounts made available to the Forest Service for 
any of fiscal years 2005 through 2010 to acquire 
the property under paragraph (1). 

(c) SALE OR EXCHANGE OF PROPERTY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), the 
Secretary may use, maintain, lease, sublease, 
sell, or exchange all or part of the property. 

(2) TERMS.—The sale or exchange of the prop- 
erty under paragraph (1) shall be for market 
value and subject to such terms as the Secretary 
determines to be in the public interest. 

(3) METHOD OF SALE OR EXCHANGE.—The sale 
or exchange of the property under paragraph (1) 
may be on a competitive or noncompetitive basis. 

(4) CONSIDERATION.—Consideration for the 
sale or exchange of the property may be in the 
form of cash, land, or improvements (including 
improvements to be constructed after the date of 
the sale or exchange). 

(5) DISPOSITION AND USE OF PROCEEDS.— 

(A) DISPOSITION OF PROCEEDS.—The Secretary 
shall deposit the proceeds derived from any 
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lease, sublease, sale, exchange, or any other use 
or disposition of the property in the fund estab- 
lished by Public Law 90-171 (commonly known 
as the “Sisk Act’’) (16 U.S.C. 464a). 

(B) USE OF PROCEEDS.—Amounts deposited 
under subparagraph (A) shall be available to 
the Secretary, without further appropriation, 
until expended, for the construction and main- 
tenance of Forest Service offices and related fa- 
cilities on National Forest System land in the vi- 
cinity of Sandpoint, Idaho. 

SEC. 347. (a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may 
be cited as the “Сһтіз Zajicek Memorial Land 
Exchange Act of 2004”. 

(b) NATIONAL FOREST SYSTEM LAND EXCHANGE 
IN THE STATE OF FLORIDA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding the effect 
of the wildfire known as the ‘‘Impassable 1 
Fire" on the value of the land to be exchanged, 
the Secretary of Agriculture (acting through the 
Chief of the Forest Service) may carry out the 
exchange agreement entered into by the Forest 
Service and the Board of Trustees of the Inter- 
nal Improvement Trust Fund of the State of 
Florida and dated March 5, 2004. 

(2) VALUATION.—For purposes of determining 
the value of the land to be exchanged under 
paragraph (1), the value of the land shall be 
considered to be the value of the land deter- 
mined by the appraisal conducted on August 21, 
2003. 

SEC. 348. (a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may 
be cited as the “Grey Towers National Historic 
Site Act of 2004”. 

(b) FINDINGS; PURPOSES; DEFINITIONS.— 

(1) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the following: 

(A) James and Mary Pinchot constructed a 
home and estate that is known as Grey Towers 
in Milford, Pennsylvania. 

(B) James and Mary Pinchot were also the 
progenitors of a family of notable accomplish- 
ment in the history of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania and the Nation, in particular, 
their son, Gifford Pinchot. 

(C) Gifford Pinchot was the first Chief of the 
Forest Service, a major influence in formulating 
and implementing forest conservation policies in 
the early 20th Century, and twice Governor of 
Pennsylvania. 

(D) During the early 20th century, James and 
Gifford Pinchot used Grey Towers and the envi- 
rons to establish scientific forestry, to develop 
conservation leaders, and to formulate conserva- 
tion principles, thus making this site one of the 
primary birthplaces of the American conserva- 
tion movement. 

(E) In 1963, Gifford Bryce Pinchot, the son of 
Gifford and Cornelia Pinchot, donated Grey 
Towers and 102 acres to the Nation. 

(F) In 1963, President John F. Kennedy dedi- 
cated the Pinchot Institute for Conservation for 
the greater knowledge of land and its uses at 
Grey Towers National Historic Landmark, 
thereby establishing a partnership between the 
public and private sectors. 

(G) Grey Towers today is a place of historical 
significance where leaders in natural resource 
conservation meet, study, and share ideas, anal- 
yses, values, and philosophies, and is also a 
place where the public can learn and appreciate 
our conservation heritage. 

(H) As established by President Kennedy, the 
Pinchot Institute for Conservation, and the For- 
est Service at Grey Towers operate through an 
established partnership in developing and deliv- 
ering programs that carry on Gifford Pinchot’s 
conservation legacy. 

(1) Grey Towers and associated structures in 
and around Milford, Pennsylvania, can serve to 
enhance regional recreational and educational 
opportunities. 

(2) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this section 
are as follows: 

(A) To honor and perpetuate the memory of 
Gifford Pinchot. 
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(B) To promote the recreational and edu- 
cational resources of Milford, Pennsylvania, 
and its environs. 

(C) To authorize the Secretary of Agri- 
culture— 

(i) to further the scientific, policy analysis, 
educational, and cultural programs in natural 
resource conservation at Grey Towers; 

(ii) to manage the property and environs more 
efficiently and effectively; and 

(iii) to further collaborative ties with the Pin- 
chot Institute for Conservation, and other Fed- 
eral, State, and local agencies with shared in- 
terests. 

(3) DEFINITIONS.—For the purposes of this sec- 
tion: 

(A) ASSOCIATED PROPERTIES.—The term ‘‘As- 
sociated Properties’’ means lands and improve- 
ments outside of the Grey Towers National His- 
toric Landmark within Pike County, Pennsyl- 
vania, and which were associated with James 
and Mary Pinchot, the Yale School of Forestry, 
or the Forest Service. 

(В) GREY TOWERS.—The term “Grey Towers" 
means the buildings and surrounding area of 
approximately 303 acres, including the 102 acres 
donated in 1963 to the United States and so des- 
ignated that year. 

(С) HISTORIC SITE.—The term ‘‘Historic Site" 
means the Grey Towers National Historic Site, 
as so designated by this Act. 

(D) PINCHOT INSTITUTE.—The term ‘‘Pinchot 
Institute” means the Pinchot Institute for Con- 
servation, a nonprofit corporation established 
under the laws of the District of Columbia. 

(E) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ means 
the Secretary of Agriculture. 

(c) DESIGNATION OF NATIONAL HISTORIC 
SITE.—Subject to valid existing rights, all lands 
and improvements formerly encompassed within 
the Grey Towers National Historic Landmark 
are designated as the ““Стеу Towers National 
Historic Site’’. 

(а) ADMINISTRATION.— 

(1) PURPOSES.—The Historic Site shall be ad- 
ministered for the following purposes: 

(A) Education, public demonstration projects, 
and research related to natural resource con- 
servation, protection, management, and use. 
source conservation, protection, management, 
and use. 

(B) Leadership development within the nat- 
ural resource professions and the Federal civil 
service. 

(C) Continuing Gifford Pinchot’s legacy 
through pursuit of new ideas, strategies, and so- 
lutions to natural resource issues that include 
economic, ecological, and social values. 

(D) Preservation, use, and maintenance of the 
buildings, grounds, facilities, and archives asso- 
ciated with Gifford Pinchot. 

(E) Study and interpretation of the life and 
works of Gifford Pinchot. 

(F) Public recreation and enjoyment. 

(G) Protection and enjoyment of the scenic 
and natural environs. 

(2) APPLICABLE LAWS.—The Secretary shall 
administer federally owned lands and interests 
in lands at the Historic Site and Associated 
Properties as components of the National Forest 
System in accordance with this Act, 16 U.S.C. 
461 et seq. and other laws generally applicable 
to the administration of national historic sites, 
and the laws, rules, and regulations applicable 
to the National Forest System, except that the 
Forest and Rangeland Renewable Resources 
Planning Act of 1974 (16 U.S.C. 1600, et seq.) 
shall not apply. 

(3) LAND ACQUISITION.—The Secretary is au- 
thorized to acquire, on a willing seller basis, by 
purchase, donation, exchange, or otherwise, pri- 
vately owned lands and interests in lands, in- 
cluding improvements, within the Historic Site 
and the Associated Properties, using donated or 
appropriated funds. 
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(4) GIFTS.— 

(A) ACCEPTED BY ENTITIES OTHER THAN THE 
SECRETARY.—Subject to such terms and condi- 
tions as the Secretary may prescribe, any public 
or private agency, organization, institution, or 
individual may solicit, accept, and administer 
private gifts of money and real or personal prop- 
erty for the benefit of or in connection with, the 
activities and services at the Historic Site. 

(B) ACCEPTED BY THE SECRETARY.—Gifts may 
be accepted by the Secretary for the benefit of or 
in connection with, the activities and services at 
the Historic Site notwithstanding the fact that a 
donor conducts business with or is regulated by 
the Department of Agriculture in any capacity. 

(е) COOPERATIVE AUTHORITIES.— 

(1) GRANTS, CONTRACTS, AND COOPERATIVE 
AGREEMENTS.—The Secretary is authorized to 
enter into Agreements for grants, contracts, and 
cooperative agreements as appropriate with the 
Pinchot Institute, public and other private 
agencies, organizations, institutions, and indi- 
viduals to provide for the development, adminis- 
tration, maintenance, or restoration of land, fa- 
cilities, or Forest Service programs at Grey Tow- 
ers or to otherwise further the purposes of this 
section. 

(2) INTERDEPARTMENTAL.—The Secretary and 
the Secretary of the Interior are authorized and 
encouraged to cooperate in promoting public use 
and enjoyment of Grey Towers and the Dela- 
ware Water Gap National Recreation Area and 
in otherwise furthering the administration and 
purposes for which both areas were designated. 
Such cooperation may include colocation and 
use of facilities within Associated Properties 
and elsewhere. 

(3) OTHER.—The Secretary may authorize use 
of the grounds and facilities of Grey Towers by 
the Pinchot Institute and other participating 
partners including Federal, State, and local 
agencies, on such terms and conditions as the 
Secretary may prescribe, including the waiver of 
special use authorizations and the waiver of 
rental and use fees. 

(f) FUNDS.— 

(1) FEES AND CHARGES.—The Secretary may 
impose reasonable fees and charges for admis- 
sion to and use of facilities on Grey Towers. 

(2) SPECIAL FUND.—Any monies received by 
the Forest Service in administering Grey Towers 
shall be deposited into the Treasury of the 
United States and covered in a special fund 
called the Grey Towers National Historic Site 
Fund. Monies in the Grey Towers National His- 
toric Site Fund shall be available until ex- 
pended, without further appropriation, for sup- 
port of programs of Grey Towers, and any other 
expenses incurred in the administration of Grey 
Towers. 

(g) MAP.—The Secretary shall produce and 
keep for public inspection a map of the Historic 
Site and associated properties within Pike 
County, Pennsylvania, which were associated 
with James and Mary Pinchot, the Yale School 
of Forestry, or the Forest Service. 

(h) SAVINGS PROVISION.—Nothing in this sec- 
tion shall be deemed to diminish the authorities 
of the Secretary under the Cooperative Forestry 
Assistance Act or any other law pertaining to 
the National Forest System. 

SEC. 349. (a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may 
be cited as the “Montana National Forests 
Boundary Adjustment Act of 2004”. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) FORESTS.—The term ''Forests" means the 
Helena National Forest, Lolo National Forest, 
and Beaverhead-Deerlodge National Forest in 
the State of Montana. 

(2) MAP.—The term “тар” means— 

(A) the map entitled ‘‘Helena National Forest 
Boundary Adjustment Northern Region, USDA 
Forest Service” and dated September 13, 2004; 

(B) the map entitled ‘‘Lolo National Forest 
Boundary Adjustment Northern Region, USDA 
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Forest Service" and dated September 13, 2004; 
and 

(C) the map entitled ‘‘Deerlodge National For- 
est Boundary Adjustment Northern Region 
USDA Forest Service" and dated September 13, 
2004. 

(3) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” means 
the Secretary of Agriculture. 

(c) HELENA, LOLO, AND BEAVERHEAD- 
DEERLODGE NATIONAL FORESTS BOUNDARY AD- 
JUSTMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The boundaries of the For- 
ests are modified as depicted on the maps. 

(2) MAPS.— 

(A) AVAILABILITY.—The maps shall be on file 
and available for public inspection in— 

(i) the Office of the Chief of the Forest Serv- 
ice; and 

(ii) the office of the Regional Forester, Mis- 
soula, Montana. 

(B) CORRECTION AUTHORITY.—The Secretary 
may make technical corrections to the maps. 

(3) ADMINISTRATION.—Any land or interest in 
land acquired within the boundaries of the For- 
ests for National Forest System purposes shall 
be managed in accordance with— 

(A) the Act of March 1, 1911 (commonly 
known as the “Weeks Law") (16 U.S.C. 480 et 
seq.); and 

(B) the laws (including regulations) applica- 
ble to the National Forest System. 

(4) LAND AND WATER CONSERVATION FUND.— 
For purposes of section 7 of the Land and Water 
Conservation Fund Act of 1965 (16 U.S.C. 4601- 
9), the boundaries of the Forests, as adjusted 
under paragraph (1), shall be considered to be 
the boundaries of the Forests as of January 1, 
1965. 

(5) EFFECT.—Nothing in this section limits the 
authority of the Secretary to adjust the bound- 
aries of the Forests under section 11 of the Act 
of March 1, 1911 (16 U.S.C. 521). 

SEC. 350. In addition to amounts provided to 
the Department of the Interior in this Act, 
$5,000,000 is provided for a grant to Kendall 
County, Illinois. 


TITLE IV—SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIA- 
TIONS FOR URGENT WILDLAND FIRE 
SUPPRESSION ACTIVITIES 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 
WILDLAND FIRE MANAGEMENT 
For an additional amount for “Wildland Fire 

Management", $100,000,000, to remain available 

until expended, for urgent wildland fire sup- 

pression activities pursuant to section 312 of S. 

Con. Res. 95 (108th Congress) as made applica- 

ble to the House of Representatives by H. Res. 

649 (108th Congress) and applicable to the Sen- 

ate by section 14007 of Public Law 108—287: Pro- 

vided, That such funds shall only become avail- 
able if funds provided for wildland fire suppres- 

sion in Title I of this Act will be exhausted im- 

minently and the Secretary of the Interior noti- 

fies the House and Senate Committees on Appro- 
priations and the House and Senate Committees 
on the Budget in writing of the need for these 
additional funds: Provided further, That such 
funds are also available for repayment to other 
appropriation accounts from which funds were 
transferred for wildfire suppression: Provided 
further, That cost containment measures shall 
be implemented within this account for fiscal 
year 2005, and the Secretary of the Interior and 
the Secretary of Agriculture shall submit a joint 
report to the Committees on Appropriations of 
the Senate and the House of Representatives on 

such cost containment measures by December 31, 

2005: Provided further, That Public Law 108– 

287, Title X, Chapter 3 is amended under the 

heading Department of the Interior, Bureau of 

Land Management, Wildland Fire Manage- 

ment", by striking the phrases “јот fiscal year 
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2004" and ‘‘related to the fiscal year 2004 fire 
season” in the text preceding the first proviso. 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
FOREST SERVICE 
WILDLAND FIRE MANAGEMENT 

For an additional amount for “Wildland Fire 
Management’’, $400,000,000, to remain available 
until expended, for urgent wildland fire sup- 
pression activities pursuant to section 312 of S. 
Con. Res. 95 (108th Congress) as made applica- 
ble to the House of Representatives by H. Res. 
649 (108th Congress) and applicable to the Sen- 
ate by section 14007 of Public Law 108-287: Рто- 
vided, That such funds shall only become avail- 
able if funds provided for wildland fire suppres- 
sion in Title II of this Act will be exhausted im- 
minently and the Secretary of Agriculture noti- 
fies the House and Senate Committees on Appro- 
priations and the House and Senate Committees 
on the Budget in writing of the need for these 
additional funds: Provided further, That such 
funds are also available for repayment to other 
appropriation accounts from which funds were 
transferred for wildfire suppression: Provided 
further, That cost containment measures shall 
be implemented within this account for fiscal 
year 2005, and the Secretary of Agriculture and 
the Secretary of the Interior shall submit a joint 
report to the Committees on Appropriations of 
the Senate and the House of Representatives on 
such cost containment measures by December 31, 
2005: Provided further, That the Secretary of 
Agriculture shall establish an independent cost- 
control review panel to examine and report on 
fire suppression costs for individual wildfire in- 
cidents that exceed $10,000,000 in cost: Provided 
further, That if the independent review panel 
report finds that appropriate actions were not 
taken to control suppression costs for one or 
more such wildfire incidents, then an amount 
equal to the aggregate estimated excess costs of 
suppressing those wildfire incidents shall be 
transferred to the Treasury from unobligated 
balances remaining at the end of fiscal year 2005 
in the Wildland Fire Management account: Pro- 
vided further, That Public Law 108-287, Title X, 
Chapter 3 is amended under the heading, ‘‘De- 
partment of Agriculture, Forest Service, 
Wildland Fire Management’’, by striking the 
phrases “Уот fiscal year 2004" and ‘‘related to 
the fiscal year 2004 fire season" in the text pre- 
ceding the first proviso. 

TITLE V 


SEC. 501. (а) ACROSS-THE-BOARD  RESCIS- 
SIONS.—there is hereby rescinded an amount 
equal to 0.594 percent of— 

(1) the budget authority provided for fiscal 
year 2005 for any discretionary account in this 
Act; and 

(2) the budget authority provided in any ad- 
vance appropriation for fiscal year 2005 for any 
discretionary account in the Department of the 
Interior and Related Agencies Appropriations 
Act, 2004. 

(b) PROPORTIONATE APPLICATION.—Any re- 
scission made by subsection (a) shall be applied 
proportionately— 

(1) to each discretionary account and each 
item of budget authority described in subsection 
(a); and 

(2) within each such account and item, to 
each program, project, and activity (with pro- 
grams, projects, and activities as delineated in 
the appropriation Act or accompanying reports 
for the relevant fiscal year covering such ac- 
count or item, or for accounts and items not in- 
cluded in appropriation Acts, as delineated in 
the most recently submitted President's budget). 

(c) INDIAN LAND AND WATER CLAIM SETTLE- 
MENTS.—Under the heading ‘‘Bureau of Indian 
Affairs, Indian Land and Water claóim Settle- 
ments and Miscellaneous Payments to Indians", 
the across-the-board rescission in this section, 
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and any subsequent across-the-board rescission 
for fiscal year 2005, shall apply only to the first 
dollar amount in the paragraph and the dis- 
tribution of the rescission shall be at the discre- 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior who shall 
submit a report on such distribution and the ra- 
tionale therefor to the House and Senate Com- 
mittees on Appropriations. 

This division may be cited as the ‘‘Department 
of the Interior and Related Agencies Appropria- 
tions Act, 2005”. 

DIVISION F—DEPARTMENTS OF LABOR, 
HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES, AND 
EDUCATION, AND RELATED AGENCIES 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2005 

TITLE I—DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING ADMINISTRATION 
TRAINING AND EMPLOYMENT SERVICES 
(INCLUDING RESCISSION) 

For necessary expenses of the Workforce In- 
vestment Act of 1998, including the purchase 
and hire of passenger motor vehicles, the con- 
Struction, alteration, and repair of buildings 
and other facilities, and the purchase of real 
property for training centers as authorized by 
Such Act; $2,898,957,000 plus reimbursements, of 
which $1,885,794,000 is available for obligation 
for the period July 1, 2005 through June 30, 2006; 
except that amounts determined by the Sec- 
retary of Labor to be necessary pursuant to sec- 
tions 173(a)(4)(A) and 174(c) of such Act shall be 
available from October 1, 2004 until expended; of 
which $994,242,000 is available for obligation for 
the period April 1, 2005 through June 30, 2006, to 
carry out chapter 4 of the Act; and of which 
$16,321,000 is available for the period July 1, 
2005 through June 30, 2008 for necessary ex- 
penses of construction, rehabilitation, and ac- 
quisition of Job Corps centers: Provided, That 
notwithstanding any other provision of law, of 
the funds provided herein under section 137(c) 
of the Workforce Investment Act of 1998, 
$283,371,000 shall be for activities described in 
section 132(а)(2)(А) of such Act and 
$1,196,048,000 shall be for activities described in 
section 132(a)(2)(B) of such Act: Provided fur- 
ther, That $250,000,000 shall be available for 
Community-Based Job Training Grants, of 
which $125,000,000 shall be from funds reserved 
under section 132(a)(2)(A) of the Workforce In- 
vestment Act of 1998 and shall be used to carry 
out such grants under section 171(а) of such 
Act, except that the 10 percent limitation other- 
wise applicable to the amount of funds that may 
be used to carry out section 171(d) shall not be 
applicable to funds used for Community-Based 
Job Training grants: Provided further, That 
funds provided to carry out section 132(a)(2)(A) 
of the Workforce Investment Act of 1998 may be 
used to provide assistance to a State for state- 
wide or local use in order to address cases where 
there have been worker dislocations across mul- 
tiple sectors or across multiple local areas and 
such workers remain dislocated; coordinate the 
State workforce development plan with emerging 
economic development needs; and train such eli- 
gible dislocated workers: Provided further, That 
$8,000,000 shall be for carrying out section 172 of 
the Workforce Investment Act of 1998: Provided 
further, That, notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of law or related regulation, $76,874,000 
shall be for carrying out section 167 of the 
Workforce Investment Act of 1998, including 
$71,787,000 for formula grants, $4,583,000 for mi- 
grant and seasonal housing (of which not less 
than 70 percent shall be for permanent hous- 
ing), and $504,000 for other discretionary pur- 
poses: Provided further, That notwithstanding 
the transfer limitation under section 133(b)(4) of 
such Act, up to 30 percent of such funds may be 
transferred by a local board if approved by the 
Governor: Provided further, That funds pro- 
vided to carry out section 171(d) of the Work- 
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force Investment Act of 1998 may be used for 
demonstration projects that provide assistance 
to new entrants in the workforce and incumbent 
workers: Provided further, That funding pro- 
vided to carry out projects under section 171 of 
the Workforce Investment Act of 1998 that are 
identified in the Conference Agreement, shall 
not be subject to the requirements of section 
171(b)(2)(B) of such Act, the requirements of sec- 
tion 171(c)(4)(D) of such Act, the joint funding 
requirements of sections 171(b)(2)(A) and 
171(c)(4)(A) of such Act, or any time limit re- 
quirements of sections 171(b)(2)(C) and 
171(c)(4)(B) of such Act: Provided further, That 
no funds from any other appropriation shall be 
used to provide meal services at or for Job Corps 
centers. 


For necessary expenses of the Act, including 
the purchase and hire of passenger motor vehi- 
cles, the construction, alteration, and repair of 
buildings and other facilities, and the purchase 
of real property for training centers as author- 
ized by the Act; $2,463,000,000 plus reimburse- 
ments, of which $2,363,000,000 is available for 
obligation for the period October 1, 2005 through 
June 30, 2006, and of which $100,000,000 is avail- 
able for the period October 1, 2005 through June 
30, 2008, for necessary expenses of construction, 
rehabilitation, and acquisition of Job Corps cen- 
ters. 


Of the funds provided under this heading in 
Public Law 108-199 for the Employment and 
Training Administration, $2,200,000 shall be for 
a non-competitive grant to the AFL-CIO Appa- 
lachian Council, Incorporated, and shall be 
awarded no later than January 31, 2005. 


Of the funds provided under this heading in 
Public Law 108-199 for the Employment and 
Training Administration $1,500,000 shall be for a 
non-competitive grant to the AFL-CIO Working 
for America Institute, and shall be awarded no 
later than January 31, 2005. 


Of the funds provided under this heading in 
Public Law 108-199 for the Employment and 
Training Administration, $4,000,000 shall be for 
a non-competitive grant to the Black Clergy of 
Philadelphia and Vicinity, and shall be award- 
ed no later than January 31, 2005. 


Of the funds provided under this heading in 
Public Law 108-199 for the Employment and 
Training Administration, $2,600,000 shall be for 
a non-competitive grant to the National Center 
on Education and the Economy, and shall be 
awarded no later than January 31, 2005. 


Notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
funds awarded under grants to the State of Ten- 
nessee for Workforce Essentials, Inc. in Clarks- 
ville, Tennessee on June 29, 2004, and to Hamp- 
ton Roads on behalf of the Hampton Roads 
Workforce Development Board in Norfolk, Vir- 
ginia on June 30, 2001, pursuant to section 173 
of the Workforce Investment Act of 1998 (29 
U.S.C. 2918), may be used to provide services to 
spouses of members of the armed forces. 


The Secretary of Labor shall take no action to 
amend, through regulatory or administration 
action, the definition established in 20 CFR 
667.220 for functions and activities under title I 
of the Workforce Investment Act of 1998 until 
such time as legislation reauthorizing the Act is 
enacted. 

Of the unobligated funds contained іт the Н- 
1B Nonimmigrant Petitioner Account that are 
available to the Secretary of Labor pursuant to 
section 286(s)(2) of the Immigration and Nation- 
ality Act (8 U.S.C. 1356(s)(2)), $100,000,000 are 
rescinded. 


COMMUNITY SERVICE EMPLOYMENT FOR OLDER 
AMERICANS 


To carry out title V of the Older Americans 
Act of 1965, as amended, $440,200,000. 
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FEDERAL UNEMPLOYMENT BENEFITS AND 
ALLOWANCES 

For payments during the current fiscal year of 
trade adjustment benefit payments and allow- 
ances under part I and section 246; and for 
training, allowances for job search and reloca- 
tion, and related State administrative expenses 
under part II of chapter 2, title II of the Trade 
Act of 1974 (including the benefits and services 
described under sections 123(c)(2) and 151(b) and 
(c) of the Trade Adjustment Assistance Reform 
Act of 2002, Public Law 107-210), $1,057,300,000, 
together with such amounts as may be necessary 
to be charged to the subsequent appropriation 
for payments for any period subsequent to Sep- 
tember 15 of the current year. 

STATE UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE AND 
EMPLOYMENT SERVICE OPERATIONS 

For authorized administrative expenses, 
$141,954,000, together with not to exceed 
$3,524,301,000 (including not to exceed $1,228,000 
which may be used for amortization payments to 
States which had independent retirement plans 
in their State employment service agencies prior 
to 1980), which may be expended from the Em- 
ployment Security Administration Account in 
the Unemployment Trust Fund including the 
cost of administering section 51 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986, as amended, section 7(d) 
of the Wagner-Peyser Act, as amended, the 
Trade Act of 1974, as amended, the Immigration 
Act of 1990, and the Immigration and Nation- 
ality Act, as amended, and of which the sums 
available in the allocation for activities author- 
ized by title III of the Social Security Act, as 
amended (42 U.S.C. 502-504), and the sums 
available in the allocation for necessary admin- 
istrative expenses for carrying out 5 U.S.C. 8501– 
8523, shall be available for obligation by the 
States through December 31, 2005, except that 
funds used for automation acquisitions shall be 
available for obligation by the States through 
September 30, 2007; of which $141,934,000, to- 
gether with not to exceed $763,587,000 of the 
amount which may be expended from said trust 
fund, shall be available for obligation for the 
period July 1, 2005 through June 30, 2006, to 
fund activities under the Act of June 6, 1933, as 
amended, including the cost of penalty mail au- 
thorized under 39 U.S.C. 3202(a)(1)(E) made 
available to States in lieu of allotments for such 
purpose: Provided, That to the extent that the 
Average Weekly Insured Unemployment (AWIU) 
for fiscal year 2005 is projected by the Depart- 
ment of Labor to exceed 3,227,000, an additional 
$28,600,000 shall be available for obligation for 
every 100,000 increase in the AWIU level (in- 
cluding a pro rata amount for any increment 
less than 100,000) from the Employment Security 
Administration Account of the Unemployment 
Trust Fund: Provided further, That funds ap- 
propriated in this Act which are used to estab- 
lish a national one-stop career center system, or 
which are used to support the national activities 
of the Federal-State unemployment insurance or 
immigration programs, may be obligated in con- 
tracts, grants or agreements with non-State en- 
tities: Provided further, That funds аррто- 
priated under this Act for activities authorized 
under the Wagner-Peyser Act, as amended, and 
title III of the Social Security Act, may be used 
by the States to fund integrated Employment 
Service and Unemployment Insurance automa- 
tion efforts, notwithstanding cost allocation 
principles prescribed under Office of Manage- 
ment and Budget Circular A-87. 

ADVANCES TO THE UNEMPLOYMENT TRUST FUND 

AND OTHER FUNDS 

For repayable advances to the Unemployment 
Trust Fund as authorized by sections 905(d) and 
1203 of the Social Security Act, as amended, and 
to the Black Lung Disability Trust Fund as au- 
thorized by section 9501(c)(1) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954, as amended; and for non- 
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repayable advances to the Unemployment Trust 
Fund as authorized by section 8509 of title 5, 
United States Code, and to the ‘‘Federal unem- 
ployment benefits and allowances’’ account, to 
remain available until September 30, 2006, 
$517,000,000. 

In addition, for making repayable advances to 
the Black Lung Disability Trust Fund in the 
current fiscal year after September 15, 2005, for 
costs incurred by the Black Lung Disability 
Trust Fund in the current fiscal year, such sums 
as may be necessary. 

PROGRAM ADMINISTRATION 

For expenses of administering employment 
and training programs, $113,810,000, together 
with not to exceed $57,663,000, which may be ex- 
pended from the Employment Security Adminis- 
tration Account in the Unemployment Trust 
Fund. 

EMPLOYEE BENEFITS SECURITY ADMINISTRATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses for the Employee Ben- 

efits Security Administration, $132,345,000. 
PENSION BENEFIT GUARANTY CORPORATION 
PENSION BENEFIT GUARANTY CORPORATION FUND 

The Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation is 
authorized to make such expenditures, includ- 
ing financial assistance authorized by section 
104 of Public Law 96-364, within limits of funds 
and borrowing authority available to such Cor- 
poration, and in accord with law, and to make 
such contracts and commitments without regard 
to fiscal year limitations as provided by section 
104 of the Government Corporation Control Act, 
as amended (31 U.S.C. 9104), as may be nec- 
essary in carrying out the program, including 
associated administrative expenses, through 
September 30, 2005 for such Corporation: Pro- 
vided, That none of the funds available to the 
Corporation for fiscal year 2005 shall be avail- 
able for obligations for administrative expenses 
in excess of $266,330,000: Provided further, That 
obligations in excess of such amount may be in- 
curred after approval by the Office of Manage- 
ment and Budget and the Committees on Appro- 
priations of the House and Senate. 

EMPLOYMENT STANDARDS ADMINISTRATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses for the Employment 
Standards Administration, including reimburse- 
ment to State, Federal, and local agencies and 
their employees for inspection services rendered, 
$402,305,000, together with $2,040,000 which may 
be expended from the Special Fund in accord- 
ance with sections 39(c), 44(d) and 44(j) of the 
Longshore and Harbor Workers’ Compensation 
Act: Provided, That $1,250,000 shall be for the 
development of an alternative system for the 
electronic submission of reports required to be 
filed under the Labor-Management Reporting 
and Disclosure Act of 1959, as amended, and for 
a computer database of the information for each 
submission by whatever means, that is indexed 
and easily searchable by the public via the 
Internet: Provided further, That the Secretary 
of Labor is authorized to accept, retain, and 
spend, until expended, in the name of the De- 
partment of Labor, all sums of money ordered to 
be paid to the Secretary of Labor, in accordance 
with the terms of the Consent Judgment in Civil 
Action No. 91-0027 of the United States District 
Court for the District of the Northern Mariana 
Islands (May 21, 1992): Provided further, That 
the Secretary of Labor is authorized to establish 
and, in accordance with 31 U.S.C. 3302, collect 
and deposit in the Treasury fees for processing 
applications and issuing certificates under sec- 
tions 11(d) and 14 of the Fair Labor Standards 
Act of 1938, as amended (29 U.S.C. 211(d) and 
214) and for processing applications and issuing 
registrations under title I of the Migrant and 
Seasonal Agricultural Worker Protection Act (29 
U.S.C. 1801 et seq.). 
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SPECIAL BENEFITS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the payment of compensation, benefits, 
and expenses (except administrative expenses) 
accruing during the current or any prior fiscal 
year authorized by title 5, chapter 81 of the 
United States Code; continuation of benefits as 
provided for under the heading ‘‘Civilian War 
Benefits" in the Federal Security Agency Ap- 
propriation Act, 1947; the Employees’ Compensa- 
tion Commission Appropriation Act, 1944; sec- 
tions 4(c) and 5(f) of the War Claims Act of 1948 
(60 U.S.C. App. 2012); and 50 percent of the ad- 
ditional compensation and benefits required by 
section 10(h) of the Longshore and Harbor 
Workers’ Compensation Act, as amended, 
$233,000,000, together with such amounts as may 
be necessary to be charged to the subsequent 
year appropriation for the payment of com- 
pensation and other benefits for any period sub- 
sequent to August 15 of the current year: Pro- 
vided, That amounts appropriated may be used 
under section 8104 of title 5, United States Code, 
by the Secretary of Labor to reimburse an em- 
ployer, who is not the employer at the time of 
injury, for portions of the salary of a reem- 
ployed, disabled beneficiary: Provided further, 
That balances of reimbursements unobligated on 
September 30, 2004, shall remain available until 
expended for the payment of compensation, ben- 
efits, and expenses: Provided further, That in 
addition there shall be transferred to this appro- 
priation from the Postal Service and from any 
other corporation or instrumentality required 
under section 8147(c) of title 5, United States 
Code, to pay an amount for its fair share of the 
cost of administration, such sums as the Sec- 
retary determines to be the cost of administra- 
tion for employees of such fair share entities 
through September 30, 2005: Provided further, 
That of those funds transferred to this account 
from the fair share entities to pay the cost of ad- 
ministration of the Federal Employees’ Com- 
pensation Act, $39,668,000 shall be made avail- 
able to the Secretary as follows: (1) for enhance- 
ment and maintenance of automated data proc- 
essing systems and telecommunications systems, 
$12,351,000; (2) for automated workload ртос- 
essing operations, including document imaging, 
centralized mail intake and medical bill proc- 
essing, $14,221,000; (3) for periodic roll manage- 
ment and medical review, $13,096,000; and (4) 
the remaining funds shall be paid into the 
Treasury as miscellaneous receipts: Provided 
further, That the Secretary may require that 
any person filing a notice of injury or a claim 
for benefits under chapter 81 of title 5, United 
States Code, or 33 U.S.C. 901 et seq., provide as 
part of such notice and claim, such identifying 
information (including Social Security account 
number) as such regulations may prescribe. 

SPECIAL BENEFITS FOR DISABLED COAL MINERS 

For carrying out title IV of the Federal Mine 
Safety and Health Act of 1977, as amended by 
Public Law 107-275, (the ‘‘Act’’), $276,000,000, to 
remain available until expended. 

For making after July 31 of the current fiscal 
year, benefit payments to individuals under title 
IV of the Act, for costs incurred in the current 
fiscal year, such amounts as may be necessary. 

For making benefit payments under title IV 
for the first quarter of fiscal year 2006, 
$81,000,000, to remain available until expended. 

ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES, ENERGY EMPLOYEES 

OCCUPATIONAL ILLNESS COMPENSATION FUND 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses to administer the En- 
ergy Employees Occupational Illness Compensa- 
tion Act, $40,821,000, to remain available until 
expended: Provided, That the Secretary of 
Labor is authorized to transfer to any executive 
agency with authority under the Energy Em- 
ployees Occupational Illness Compensation Act, 
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including within the Department of Labor, such 
sums as may be necessary in fiscal year 2005 to 
carry out those authorities: Provided further, 
That the Secretary may require that any person 
filing a claim for benefits under the Act provide 
as part of such claim, such identifying informa- 
tion (including Social Security account number) 
as may be prescribed. 
BLACK LUNG DISABILITY TRUST FUND 


(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

In fiscal year 2005 and thereafter, such sums 
as may be necessary from the Black Lung Dis- 
ability Trust Fund, to remain available until ex- 
pended, for payment of all benefits authorized 
by section 9501(d)(1), (2), (4), and (7) of the In- 
ternal Revenue Code of 1954, as amended; and 
interest on advances, as authorized by section 
9501(c)(2) of that Act. In addition, the following 
amounts shall be available from the Fund for 
fiscal year 2005 for expenses of operation and 
administration of the Black Lung Benefits pro- 
gram, as authorized by section 9501(а)(5): 
$32,646,000 for transfer to the Employment 
Standards Administration, ‘‘Salaries and Ex- 
penses”; $23,705,000 for transfer to Depart- 
mental Management, “Salaries and Expenses"; 
$342,000 for transfer to Departmental Manage- 
ment, “Office of Inspector General"; and 
$356,000 for payments into miscellaneous те- 
ceipts for the expenses of the Department of the 
Treasury. 

OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 
ADMINISTRATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses for the Occupational 
Safety and Health Administration, $468,109,000, 
including not to exceed $91,747,000 which shall 
be the maximum amount available for grants to 
States under section 23(g) of the Occupational 
Safety and Health Act (the ‘‘Act’’), which 
grants shall be no less than 50 percent of the 
costs of State occupational safety and health 
programs required to be incurred under plans 
approved by the Secretary under section 18 of 
the Act; and, in addition, notwithstanding 31 
U.S.C. 3302, the Occupational Safety and 
Health Administration may retain up to $750,000 
per fiscal year of training institute course tui- 
tion fees, otherwise authorized by law to be col- 
lected, and may utilize such sums for occupa- 
tional safety and health training and education 
grants: Provided, That, notwithstanding 31 
U.S.C. 3302, the Secretary of Labor is author- 
ized, during the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2005, to collect and retain fees for services pro- 
vided to Nationally Recognized Testing Labora- 
tories, and may utilize such sums, in accordance 
with the provisions of 29 U.S.C. 9a, to admin- 
ister national and international laboratory rec- 
ognition programs that ensure the safety of 
equipment and products used by workers in the 
workplace: Provided further, That none of the 
funds appropriated under this paragraph shall 
be obligated or expended to prescribe, issue, ad- 
minister, or enforce any standard, rule, regula- 
tion, or order under the Act which is applicable 
to any person who is engaged in a farming oper- 
ation which does not maintain a temporary 
labor camp and employs 10 or fewer employees: 
Provided further, That no funds appropriated 
under this paragraph shall be obligated or ex- 
pended to administer or enforce any standard, 
rule, regulation, or order under the Act with re- 
spect to any employer of 10 or fewer employees 
who is included within a category having a 
Days Away, Restricted, or Transferred (DART) 
occupational injury and illness rate, at the most 
precise industrial classification code for which 
such data are published, less than the national 
average rate as such rates are most recently 
published by the Secretary, acting through the 
Bureau of Labor Statistics, in accordance with 
section 24 of that Act (29 U.S.C. 673), except— 
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(1) to provide, as authorized by such Act, con- 
sultation, technical assistance, educational and 
training services, and to conduct surveys and 
studies; 

(2) to conduct an inspection or investigation 
in response to an employee complaint, to issue a 
citation for violations found during such inspec- 
tion, and to assess a penalty for violations 
which are not corrected within a reasonable 
abatement period and for any willful violations 
found; 

(3) to take any action authorized by such Act 
with respect to imminent dangers; 

(4) to take any action authorized by such Act 
with respect to health hazards; 

(5) to take any action authorized by such Act 
with respect to a report of an employment acci- 
dent which is fatal to one or more employees or 
which results in hospitalization of two or more 
employees, and to take any action pursuant to 
such investigation authorized by such Act; and 

(6) to take any action authorized by such Act 

with respect to complaints of discrimination 
against employees for exercising rights under 
such Act: 
Provided further, That the foregoing proviso 
shall not apply to any person who is engaged in 
a farming operation which does not maintain a 
temporary labor camp and employs 10 or fewer 
employees: Provided further, That not less than 
$3,200,000 shall be used to extend funding for 
the Institutional Competency Building training 
grants which commenced in September 2000, for 
program activities for the period of September 
30, 2005 to September 30, 2006, provided that a 
grantee has demonstrated satisfactory perform- 
ance: Provided further, That none of the funds 
appropriated under this paragraph shall be obli- 
gated or expended to administer or enforce the 
provisions of 29 CFR 1910.134(f)(2) (General In- 
dustry Respiratory Protection Standard) to the 
extent that such provisions require the annual 
fit testing (after the initial fit testing) of res- 
pirators for occupational exposure to tuber- 
culosis. 

MINE SAFETY AND HEALTH ADMINISTRATION 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses for the Mine Safety 
and Health Administration, $281,535,000, includ- 
ing purchase and bestowal of certificates and 
trophies in connection with mine rescue and 
first-aid work, and the hire of passenger motor 
vehicles, including up to $2,000,000 for mine res- 
cue and recovery activities; in addition, not to 
exceed $750,000 may be collected by the National 
Mine Health and Safety Academy for room, 
board, tuition, and the sale of training mate- 
rials, otherwise authorized by law to be col- 
lected, to be available for mine safety and 
health education and training activities, not- 
withstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302; and, in addition, 
the Mine Safety and Health Administration may 
retain up to $1,000,000 from fees collected for the 
approval and certification of equipment, mate- 
rials, and explosives for use in mines, and may 
utilize such sums for such activities; the Sec- 
retary is authorized to accept lands, buildings, 
equipment, and other contributions from public 
and private sources and to prosecute projects in 
cooperation with other agencies, Federal, State, 
or private; the Mine Safety and Health Adminis- 
tration is authorized to promote health and 
safety education and training in the mining 
community through cooperative programs with 
States, industry, and safety associations; and 
any funds available to the department may be 
used, with the approval of the Secretary, to pro- 
vide for the costs of mine rescue and survival 
operations in the event of a major disaster. 


BUREAU OF LABOR STATISTICS 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For necessary expenses for the Bureau of 
Labor Statistics, including advances or reim- 
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bursements to State, Federal, and local agencies 
and their employees for services rendered, 
$455,045,000, together with not to exceed 
$78,473,000, which may be expended from the 
Employment Security Administration Account in 
the Unemployment Trust Fund, of which 
$5,000,000 may be used to fund the mass layoff 
statistics program under section 15 of the Wag- 
ner-Peyser Act (29 U.S.C. 491-2). 


OFFICE OF DISABILITY EMPLOYMENT POLICY 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For necessary expenses for the Office of Dis- 
ability Employment Policy to provide leadership, 
develop policy and initiatives, and award grants 
furthering the objective of eliminating barriers 
to the training and employment of people with 
disabilities, $47,555,000. 


DEPARTMENTAL MANAGEMENT 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For necessary expenses for Departmental 
Management, including the hire of three sedans, 
and including the management or operation, 
through contracts, grants or other arrangements 
of Departmental activities conducted by or 
through the Bureau of International Labor Af- 
fairs, including bilateral and multilateral tech- 
nical assistance and other international labor 
activities, $323,108,000, of which, $7,000,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2006, is for 
Frances Perkins Building Security Enhance- 
ments, and $30,000,000 is for the acquisition of 
Departmental information technology, architec- 
ture, infrastructure, equipment, software and 
related needs, which will be allocated by the De- 
partment’s Chief Information Officer in accord- 
ance with the Department’s capital investment 
management process to assure a sound invest- 
ment strategy; together with not to exceed 
$314,000, which may be expended from the Em- 
ployment Security Administration Account in 
the Unemployment Trust Fund: Provided, That 
no funds made available by this Act may be 
used by the Solicitor of Labor to participate in 
a review in any United States court of appeals 
of any decision made by the Benefits Review 
Board under section 21 of the Longshore and 
Harbor Workers’ Compensation Act (33 U.S.C. 
921) where such participation is precluded by 
the decision of the United States Supreme Court 
in Director, Office of Workers’ Compensation 
Programs v. Newport News Shipbuilding, 115 S. 
Ct. 1278 (1995), notwithstanding any provisions 
to the contrary contained in Rule 15 of the Fed- 
eral Rules of Appellate Procedure: Provided fur- 
ther, That no funds made available by this Act 
may be used by the Secretary of Labor to review 
a decision under the Longshore and Harbor 
Workers’ Compensation Act (33 U.S.C. 901 et 
seq.) that has been appealed and that has been 
pending before the Benefits Review Board for 
more than 12 months: Provided further, That 
any such decision pending a review by the Ben- 
efits Review Board for more than 1 year shall be 
considered affirmed by the Benefits Review 
Board on the 1-year anniversary of the filing of 
the appeal, and shall be considered the final 
order of the Board for purposes of obtaining a 
review in the United States courts of appeals: 
Provided further, That these provisions shall 
not be applicable to the review or appeal of any 
decision issued under the Black Lung Benefits 
Act (30 U.S.C. 901 et seq.). 

VETERANS EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING 


Not to exceed $195,098,000 may be derived from 
the Employment Security Administration Ac- 
count in the Unemployment Trust Fund to carry 
out the provisions of 38 U.S.C. 4100-4110A, 4212, 
4214, and 4321-4327, and Public Law 103-353, 
and which shall be available for obligation by 
the States through December 31, 2005, of which 
$2,000,000 is for the National Veterans’ Employ- 
ment and Training Services Institute. To carry 


24446 


out the Homeless Veterans Reintegration Pro- 
grams (38 U.S.C. 2021) and the Veterans Work- 
force Investment Programs (29 U.S.C. 2913), 
$29,550,000, of which $8,550,000 shall be avail- 
able for obligation for the period July 1, 2005 
through June 30, 2006. 
OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 

For salaries and expenses of the Office of In- 
spector General in carrying out the provisions of 
the Inspector General Act of 1978, as amended, 
$64,029,000, together with not to exceed 
$5,561,000, which may be expended from the Em- 
ployment Security Administration Account in 
the Unemployment Trust Fund. 

WORKING CAPITAL FUND 


For the acquisition of a new core accounting 
system for the Department of Labor, including 
hardware and software infrastructure and the 
costs associated with implementation thereof, 
$10,000,000. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS 


SEC. 101. None of the funds appropriated in 
this title for the Job Corps shall be used to pay 
the compensation of an individual, either as di- 
rect costs or any proration as an indirect cost, 
at a rate in excess of Executive Level II. 

(TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

SEC. 102. Not to exceed 1 percent of any discre- 
tionary funds (pursuant to the Balanced Budget 
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, as 
amended) which are appropriated for the cur- 
rent fiscal year for the Department of Labor in 
this Act may be transferred between a program, 
project, or activity, but no such program, 
project, or activity shall be increased by more 
than 3 percent by any such transfer: Provided, 
That the Appropriations Committees of both 
Houses of Congress are notified at least 15 days 
in advance of any transfer. 

SEC. 103. In accordance with Executive Order 
No. 13126, none of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available pursuant to this Act 
shall be obligated or expended for the procure- 
ment of goods mined, produced, manufactured, 
or harvested or services rendered, whole or in 
part, by forced or indentured child labor in in- 
dustries and host countries already identified by 
the United States Department of Labor prior to 
enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 104. There is authorized to be appro- 
priated such sums as may be necessary to the 
Denali Commission through the Department of 
Labor to conduct job training of the local work- 
force where Denali Commission projects will be 
constructed. 

SEC. 105. Not later than 45 days after the date 
of enactment of this Act, the Secretary of Labor 
shall issue a monthly transit subsidy of not less 
than the amount each of its employees of the 
National Capital Region is eligible to receive, 
not to exceed a maximum of $100, as directed by 
Executive Order 13150. 

SEC. 106. The Department of Labor shall sub- 
mit its fiscal year 2006 congressional budget jus- 
tifications to the Committees on Appropriations 
of the House of Representatives and the Senate 
in the format as they were prepared prior to fis- 
cal year 2003. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Department of 
Labor Appropriations Act, 2005”, 

TITLE II—DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 

HUMAN SERVICES 
HEALTH RESOURCES AND SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 
HEALTH RESOURCES AND SERVICES 

For carrying out titles II, III, IV, VII, VIII, 
X, XII, XIX, and XXVI of the Public Health 
Service Act, section 427(a) of the Federal Coal 
Mine Health and Safety Act, title V and sec- 
tions 1128E, 711, and 1820 of the Social Security 
Act, the Health Care Quality Improvement Act 
of 1986, as amended, the Native Hawaiian 
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Health Care Act of 1988, as amended, the Car- 
diac Arrest Survival Act of 2000, section 712 of 
the American Jobs Creation Act of 2004, and the 
Poison Control Center Enhancement and 
Awareness Act, as amended, 6,856,624,000, of 
which $484,629,000 shall be available for con- 
struction and renovation (including equipment) 
of health care and other facilities and other 
health-related activities as specified in the state- 
ment of the managers on the conference report 
accompanying this Act, and of which $39,499,000 
from general revenues, notwithstanding section 
18206) of the Social Security Act, shall be avail- 
able for carrying out the Medicare rural hos- 
pital flexibility grants program under section 
1820 of such Act: Provided, That of the funds 
made available under this heading, $249,000 
shall be available until expended for facilities 
renovations at the Gillis W. Long Hansen’s Dis- 
ease Center: Provided further, That in addition 
to fees authorized by section 427(b) of the 
Health Care Quality Improvement Act of 1986, 
fees shall be collected for the full disclosure of 
information under the Act sufficient to recover 
the full costs of operating the National Practi- 
tioner Data Bank, and shall remain available 
until expended to carry out that Act: Provided 
further, That fees collected for the full disclo- 
sure of information under the ‘‘Health Care 
Fraud and Abuse Data Collection Program’’, 
authorized by section 1128Е(а)(2) of the Social 
Security Act, shall be sufficient to recover the 
full costs of operating the program, and shall re- 
main available until expended to carry out that 
Act: Provided further, That $31,000,000 of the 
funding provided for community health centers 
shall be used for base grant adjustments for ex- 
isting centers: Provided further, That no more 
than $100,000 is available until expended for 
carrying out the provisions of U.S.C. Title 42 
Section 233(0) including associated administra- 
tive expenses: Provided further, That no more 
than $45,000,000 is available until expended for 
carrying out the provisions of Public Law 104- 
73: Provided further, That $9,941,000 is available 
until expended for the National Cord Blood 
Stem Cell Bank Program as described in House 
Report 108-401: Provided further, That of the 
funds made available under this heading, 
$288 ,283,000 shall be for the program under title 
X of the Public Health Service Act to provide for 
voluntary family planning projects: Provided 
further, That amounts provided to said projects 
under such title shall not be expended for abor- 
tions, that all pregnancy counseling shall be 
nondirective, and that such amounts shall not 
be expended for any activity (including the pub- 
lication or distribution of literature) that in any 
way tends to promote public support or opposi- 
tion to any legislative proposal or candidate for 
public office: Provided further, That $793,872,000 
shall be for State AIDS Drug Assistance Pro- 
grams authorized by section 2616 of the Public 
Health Service Act: Provided further, That in 
addition to amounts provided. herein, $25,000,000 
shall be available from amounts available under 
section 241 of the Public Health Service Act to 
carry out Parts A, B, C, and D of title XXVI of 
the Public Health Service Act to fund section 
2691 Special Projects of National Significance: 
Provided further, That, notwithstanding section 
502(a)(1) of the Social Security Act, not to ex- 
ceed $119,158,000 is available for carrying out 
special projects of regional and national signifi- 
cance pursuant to section 501(a)(2) of such Act: 
Provided further, That of the funds provided, 
$40,000,000 shall be provided to the Denali Com- 
mission as a direct lump payment pursuant to 
Public Law 106-113, of which $10,000,000 shall 
be for a psychiatric treatment facility in Bethel, 
Alaska, $10,000,000 shall be for residential and 
supportive housing for elders, $2,500,000 shall be 
for medical and dental equipment for rural clin- 
ics, and $5,000,000 shall be for upgrade and con- 
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struction of shelters for victims of domestic vio- 
lence and child abuse. 
HEALTH EDUCATION ASSISTANCE LOANS PROGRAM 
ACCOUNT 

Such sums as may be necessary to carry out 
the purpose of the program, as authorized by 
title VII of the Public Health Service Act, as 
amended. For administrative expenses to carry 
out the guaranteed loan program, including sec- 
tion 709 of the Public Health Service Act, 
$3,270,000. 
VACCINE INJURY COMPENSATION PROGRAM TRUST 

FUND 

For payments from the Vaccine Injury Com- 
pensation Program Trust Fund, such sums as 
may be necessary for claims associated with vac- 
cine-related injury or death with respect to vac- 
cines administered after September 30, 1988, pur- 
suant to subtitle 2 of title XXI of the Public 
Health Service Act, to remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided, That for necessary adminis- 
trative expenses, not to exceed $3,176,000 shall 
be available from the Trust Fund to the Sec- 
retary of Health and Human Services. 

CENTERS FOR DISEASE CONTROL AND 
PREVENTION 

DISEASE CONTROL, RESEARCH, AND TRAINING 

To carry out titles II, III, VII, XI, XV, XVII, 
XIX, XXI, and XXVI of the Public Health Serv- 
ice Act, sections 101, 102, 103, 201, 202, 203, 301, 
and 501 of the Federal Mine Safety and Health 
Act of 1977, sections 20, 21, and 22 of the Occu- 
pational Safety and Health Act of 1970, title IV 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act, and 
section 501 of the Refugee Education Assistance 
Act of 1980; including purchase and insurance 
Of official motor vehicles in foreign countries; 
and purchase, hire, maintenance, and operation 
of aircraft, $4,533,911,000, of which $272,000,000 
shall remain available until erpended for equip- 
ment, and construction and renovation of facili- 
ties, and of which $124,682,000 for international 
HIV/AIDS shall remain available until Sep- 
tember 30, 2006. In addition, such sums as may 
be derived from authorized user fees, which 
shall be credited to this account: Provided, That 
in addition to amounts provided herein, the fol- 
lowing amounts shall be available from amounts 
available under section 241 of the Public Health 
Service Act (1) $12,794,000 to carry out the Na- 
tional Immunization Surveys; (2) $109,021,000 to 
carry out the National Center for Health Statis- 
tics surveys; (3) $24,751,000 to carry out informa- 
tion systems standards development and archi- 
tecture and applications-based research used at 
local public health levels; (4) $463,000 for Health 
Marketing evaluations; (5) $31,000,000 to carry 
out Public Health Research; and (6) $87,071,000 
to carry out Research Tools and Approaches ac- 
tivities within the National Occupational Re- 
search Agenda: Provided further, That none of 
the funds made available for injury prevention 
and control at the Centers for Disease Control 
and Prevention may be used, in whole or in 
part, to advocate or promote gun control: Pro- 
vided further, That up to $30,000,000 shall be 
made available until expended for Individual 
Learning Accounts for full-time equivalent em- 
ployees of the Centers for Disease Control and 
Prevention: Provided further, That the Director 
may redirect the total amount made available 
under authority of Public Law 101-502, section 
3, dated November 3, 1990, to activities the Di- 
rector may so designate: Provided further, That 
the Congress is to be notified promptly of any 
such transfer: Provided further, That not to ex- 
ceed $12,500,000 may be available for making 
grants under section 1509 of the Public Health 
Service Act to not more than 15 States, tribes, or 
tribal organizations: Provided further, That 
without regard to existing statute, funds appro- 
priated may be used to proceed, at the discretion 
of the Centers for Disease Control and Preven- 
tion, with property acquisition, including a 
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long-term ground lease for construction on non- 
Federal land, to support the construction of a 
replacement laboratory in the Fort Collins, Col- 
orado area: Provided further, That notwith- 
standing any other provision of law, a single 
contract or related contracts for development 
and construction of facilities may be employed 
which collectively include the full scope of the 
project: Provided further, That the solicitation 
and contract shall contain the clause ‘‘avail- 
ability of funds" found at 48 CFR 52.232-18: 
Provided further, That of the funds appro- 
priated, $10,000 is for official reception and rep- 
resentation expenses whem specifically approved 
by the Director of the Centers for Disease Con- 
trol and Prevention. 
NATIONAL INSTITUTES OF HEALTH 
NATIONAL CANCER INSTITUTE 

For carrying out section 301 and title IV of 
the Public Health Service Act with respect to 
cancer, $4,865,525,000, of which up to $8,000,000 
may be used for facilities repairs and improve- 
ments at the NCI-Frederick Federally Funded 
Research and Development Center in Frederick, 
Maryland. 

NATIONAL HEART, LUNG, AND BLOOD INSTITUTE 

For carrying out section 301 and title IV of 
the Public Health Service Act with respect to 
cardiovascular, lung, and blood diseases, and 
blood and blood products, $2,965,453 ,000. 

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF DENTAL AND 
CRANIOFACIAL RESEARCH 

For carrying out section 301 and title IV of 
the Public Health Service Act with respect to 
dental disease, $395,080,000. 

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF DIABETES AND DIGESTIVE 
AND KIDNEY DISEASES 

For carrying out section 301 and title IV of 
the Public Health Service Act with respect to di- 
abetes and digestive and kidney disease, 
$1,727,696,000. 

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF NEUROLOGICAL 
DISORDERS AND STROKE 

For carrying out section 301 and title IV of 
the Public Health Service Act with respect to 
neurological disorders and stroke, $1,552,123 ,000. 

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF ALLERGY AND 
INFECTIOUS DISEASES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For carrying out section 301 and title IV of 
the Public Health Service Act with respect to al- 
lergy and infectious diseases, $4,440,007,000: 
Provided, That $100,000,000 may be made avail- 
able to International Assistance Programs, 
“Global Fund to Fight HIV/AIDS, Malaria, and 
Tuberculosis", to remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided further, That ир to 
$150,000,000 shall be for extramural facilities 
construction grants to enhance the Nation’s ca- 
pability to do research on biological and other 
agents. 

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF GENERAL MEDICAL 
SCIENCES 

For carrying out section 301 and title IV of 
the Public Health Service Act with respect to 
general medical sciences, $1,959,810,000. 

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF CHILD HEALTH AND 
HUMAN DEVELOPMENT 

For carrying out section 301 and title IV of 
the Public Health Service Act with respect to 
child health and human development, 
$1,280,915,000. 

NATIONAL EYE INSTITUTE 

For carrying out section 301 and title IV of 
the Public Health Service Act with respect to eye 
diseases and visual disorders, $674,578 ,000. 
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH 

SCIENCES 

For carrying out sections 301 and 311 and title 
IV of the Public Health Service Act with respect 
to environmental health sciences, $650,027,000. 
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NATIONAL INSTITUTE ON AGING 
For carrying out section 301 and title IV of 
the Public Health Service Act with respect to 
aging, $1,060,666 ,000. 
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF ARTHRITIS AND 
MUSCULOSKELETAL AND SKIN DISEASES 
For carrying out section 301 and title IV of 
the Public Health Service Act with respect to ar- 
thritis and musculoskeletal and skin diseases, 
$515,378 ,000. 
NATIONAL INSTITUTE ON DEAFNESS AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATION DISORDERS 
For carrying out section 301 and title IV of 
the Public Health Service Act with respect to 
deafness and other communication disorders, 
$397,507,000. 
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF NURSING RESEARCH 
For carrying out section 301 and title IV of 
the Public Health Service Act with respect to 
nursing research, $139,198 ,000. 
NATIONAL INSTITUTE ON ALCOHOL ABUSE AND 
ALCOHOLISM 
For carrying out section 301 and title IV of 
the Public Health Service Act with respect to al- 
cohol abuse and alcoholism, $441,911,000. 
NATIONAL INSTITUTE ON DRUG ABUSE 
For carrying out section 301 and title IV of 
the Public Health Service Act with respect to 
drug abuse, $1,014,760,000. 
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF MENTAL HEALTH 
For carrying out section 301 and title IV of 
the Public Health Service Act with respect to 
mental health, $1,423,609,000. 
NATIONAL HUMAN GENOME RESEARCH INSTITUTE 
For carrying out section 301 and title IV of 
the Public Health Service Act with respect to 
human genome research, $492,670,000. 
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF BIOMEDICAL IMAGING 
AND BIOENGINEERING 
For carrying out section 301 and title IV of 
the Public Health Service Act with respect to 
biomedical imaging and bioengineering research, 
$300,647,000. 
NATIONAL CENTER FOR RESEARCH RESOURCES 
For carrying out section 301 and title IV of 
the Public Health Service Act with respect to re- 
search resources and general research support 
grants, $1,124,141,000: Provided, That none of 
these funds shall be used to pay recipients of 
the general research support grants program 
any amount for indirect expenses in connection 
with such grants: Provided further, That 
$30,000,000 shall be for extramural facilities con- 
struction grants. 
NATIONAL CENTER FOR COMPLEMENTARY AND 
ALTERNATIVE MEDICINE 
For carrying out section 301 and title IV of 
the Public Health Service Act with respect to 
complementary ата alternative medicine, 
$123,116,000. 
NATIONAL CENTER ON MINORITY HEALTH AND 
HEALTH DISPARITIES 
For carrying out section 301 and title IV of 
the Public Health Service Act with respect to mi- 
nority health and health disparities research, 
$197,780,000. 
JOHN Е. FOGARTY INTERNATIONAL CENTER 
For carrying out the activities at the John E. 
Fogarty International Center, $67,182,000. 
NATIONAL LIBRARY OF MEDICINE 
For carrying out section 301 and title IV of 
the Public Health Service Act with respect to 
health information communications, 
$317,947,000, of which $4,000,000 shall be avail- 
able until expended for improvement of informa- 
tion systems: Provided, That in fiscal year 2005, 
the Library may enter into personal services 
contracts for the provision of services in facili- 
ties owned, operated, or constructed under the 
jurisdiction of the National Institutes of Health: 
Provided further, That in addition to amounts 
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provided herein, $8,200,000 shall be available 
from amounts available under section 241 of the 
Public Health Service Act to carry out National 
Information Center on Health Services Research 
and Health Care Technology and related health 
services. 
OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For carrying out the responsibilities of the Of- 
fice of the Director, National Institutes of 
Health, $361,145,000, of which up to $10,000,000 
shall be used to carry out section 217 of this Act: 
Provided, That funding shall be available for 
the purchase of not to exceed 29 passenger motor 
vehicles for replacement only: Provided further, 
That the Director may direct up to 1 percent of 
the total amount made available in this or any 
other Act to all National Institutes of Health 
appropriations to activities the Director may so 
designate: Provided further, That no such ap- 
propriation shall be decreased by more than 1 
percent by any such transfers and that the Con- 
gress is promptly notified of the transfer: Pro- 
vided further, That the National Institutes of 
Health is authorized to collect third party pay- 
ments for the cost of clinical services that are 
incurred in National Institutes of Health re- 
search facilities and that such payments shall 
be credited to the National Institutes of Health 
Management Fund: Provided further, That all 
funds credited to the National Institutes of 
Health Management Fund shall remain avail- 
able for 1 fiscal year after the fiscal year in 
which they are deposited: Provided further, 
That up to $500,000 shall be available to carry 
out section 499 of the Public Health Service Act: 
Provided further, That of the funds provided 
$10,000 shall be for official reception and rep- 
resentation expenses when specifically approved 
by the Director of NIH: Provided further, That 
a uniform percentage of the amounts appro- 
priated in this Act to each Institute and Center 
may be utilieed for the National Institutes of 
Health Roadmap Initiative: Provided further, 
That the amount utilieed under the preceding 
proviso shall not exceed $176,800,000 without 
prior notification to the Committees on Appro- 
priations of the House of Representatives and 
the Senate: Provided further, That amounts uti- 
lieed under the preceding two provisos shall be 
in addition to amounts made available for the 
Roadmap Initiative from the Director's Discre- 
tionary Fund and to any amounts allocated to 
activities related to the Roadmap Initiative 
through the normal research priority-setting 
process of individual Institutes and Centers. 

BUILDINGS AND FACILITIES 

For the study of, construction of, renovation 
of, and acquisition of equipment for, facilities of 
or used by the National Institutes of Health, in- 
cluding the acquisition of real property, 
$111,177,000, to remain available until expended: 
Provided, That notwithstanding any other pro- 
vision of law, single contracts or related con- 
tracts, which collectively include the full scope 
of the project, may be employed for the develop- 
ment and construction of the first and second 
phases of the John Edward Porter Neuroscience 
Research Center: Provided further, That the so- 
licitations and contracts shall contain the 
clause ''availability of funds" found at 48 CFR 
52.232-18. 

SUBSTANCE ABUSE AND MENTAL HEALTH 
SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 
SUBSTANCE ABUSE AND MENTAL HEALTH SERVICES 

For carrying out titles V and XIX of the Pub- 
lic Health Service Act with respect to substance 
abuse and mental health services, the Protection 
and Advocacy for Individuals with Mental Ill- 
ness Act, and section 301 of the Public Health 
Service Act with respect to program manage- 
ment, $3,295,361,000, of which $23,107,000 shall 
be available for projects and in the amounts 
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specified in the statement of the managers on 
the conference report accompanying this Act: 
Provided, That in addition to amounts provided 
herein, the following amounts shall be available 
from amounts available under section 241 of the 
Public Health Service Act: (1) $79,200,000 to 
carry out subpart II of title XIX of the Public 
Health Service Act to fund section 1935(b) tech- 
nical assistance, national data, data collection 
and evaluation activities, and further that the 
total available under this Act for section 1935(b) 
activities shall not exceed 5 percent of the 
amounts appropriated for subpart II of title 
XIX; (2) $21,803,000 to carry out subpart I of 
Part B of title XIX of the Public Health Service 
Act to fund section 1920(b) technical assistance, 
national data, data collection and evaluation 
activities, and further that the total available 
under this Act for section 1920(b) activities shall 
not exceed 5 percent of the amounts appro- 
priated for subpart I of Part В of title ХІХ; (3) 
$16,000,000 to carry out national surveys on 
drug abuse; (4) $2,000,000 for mental health data 
collection; and (5) $4,300,000 for substance abuse 
treatment programs. 


AGENCY FOR HEALTHCARE RESEARCH AND 
QUALITY 
HEALTHCARE RESEARCH AND QUALITY 

For carrying out titles III and IX of the Pub- 
lic Health Service Act, and part A of title XI of 
the Social Security Act, amounts received from 
Freedom of Information Act fees, reimbursable 
and interagency agreements, and the sale of 
data shall be credited to this appropriation and 
shall remain available until expended: Provided, 
That the amount made available pursuant to 
section 927(c) of the Public Health Service Act 
shall not exceed $318 ,695,000. 

CENTERS FOR MEDICARE AND MEDICAID SERVICES 
GRANTS TO STATES FOR MEDICAID 

For carrying out, except as otherwise pro- 
vided, titles XI and XIX of the Social Security 
Act, $119,124,488,000, to remain available until 
expended. 

For making, after May 31, 2005, payments to 
States under title XIX of the Social Security Act 
for the last quarter of fiscal year 2005 for unan- 
ticipated costs, incurred for the current fiscal 
year, such sums as may be necessary. 

For making payments to States or in the case 
of section 1928 on behalf of States under title 
XIX of the Social Security Act for the first quar- 
ter of fiscal year 2006, $58,517,290,000, to remain 
available until expended. 

Payment under title ХІХ may be made for any 
quarter with respect to a State plan or plan 
amendment in effect during such quarter, if sub- 
mitted in or prior to such quarter and approved 
in that or any subsequent quarter. 

PAYMENTS TO HEALTH CARE TRUST FUNDS 


For payment to the Federal Hospital Insur- 
ance and the Federal Supplementary Medical 
Insurance Trust Funds, as provided under sec- 
tion 1844, 1860D-16, and 1860D—31 of the Social 
Security Act, sections 103(c) and 111(а) of the 
Social Security Amendments of 1965, section 
278(а) of Public Law 97-248, and for administra- 
tive expenses incurred pursuant to section 201(g) 
of the Social Security Act, $114,608,900,000. To 
ensure prompt payments of Medicare prescrip- 
tion drug benefits as provided under section 1860 
D-16 of the Social Security Act, $5,216,900,000, to 
become available om October 1, 2005 for fiscal 
year 2006. 

PROGRAM MANAGEMENT 

For carrying out, except as otherwise pro- 
vided, titles XI, XVIII, XIX, and XXI of the So- 
cial Security Act, titles XIII and XXVII of the 
Public Health Service Act, and the Clinical Lab- 
oratory Improvement Amendments of 1988, not 
to exceed $2,696,402,000, to be transferred from 
the Federal Hospital Insurance and the Federal 
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Supplementary Medical Insurance Trust Funds, 
as authorieed by section 201(g) of the Social Se- 
curity Act; together with all funds collected in 
accordance with section 353 of the Public Health 
Service Act and section 1857(e)(2) of the Social 
Security Act, and such sums as may be collected 
from authorized user fees and the sale of data, 
which shall remain available until expended: 
Provided, That all funds derived in accordance 
with 31 U.S.C. 9701 from organizations estab- 
lished under title XIII of the Public Health 
Service Act shall be credited to and available for 
carrying out the purposes of this appropriation: 
Provided further, That $24,400,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2006, is for con- 
tract costs for CMS’s Systems Revitalization 
Plan: Provided further, That $78,300,000, to re- 
main available until September 30, 2006, is for 
contract costs for the Healthcare Integrated 
General Ledger Accounting System: Provided 
further, That of the amounts made available for 
research, demonstration and evaluation, 
$100,000 is available for Advocate Metro Out- 
reach Initiative, Oak Brook, Illinois to imple- 
ment an initiative to provide comprehensive 
health education and services to the deaf and 
hard-of-hearing community, $150,000 is avail- 
able for African American Interdenominational 
Ministries,Inc., Philadelphia, Pennsylvania to 
implement an insurance outreach program, 
$1,900,000 is available for AIDS Healthcare 
Foundation, Los Angeles, California for a dem- 
onstration of residential and outpatient treat- 
ment facilities, $450,000 is available for Bronz- 
Lebanon Hospital Center, Bronx, New York for 
a comprehensive adolescent and young adult 
health program to demonstrate means of improv- 
ing health care and preventive services for un- 
derserved inner city teenagers and young 
adults, $300,000 is available for Children’s Insti- 
tute of Palliative Care, Children’s Hospitals and 
Clinics, Minneapolis, Minnesota for a pediatric 
palliative care demonstration program, $600,000 
is available for the City of Detroit, Michigan for 
a project to improve access to primary care and 
preventive health services for low-income and 
uninsured persons, $100,000 is available for 
Community Catalyst, Inc., Boston, Massachu- 
setts, for the expansion of a benefits manage- 
ment program, $150,000 is available for Cook 
County Bureau of Health Services in Chicago, 
Illinois for the Antibiotic Resistance Program, 
$340,000 is available for Donald R. Watkins Me- 
morial Foundation, Houston, Texas, for a com- 
prehensive HIV/AIDS treatment and research 
demonstration program, $100,000 is available for 
Focus on Therapeutic Outcomes, Inc., Knox- 
ville, Tennessee, $250,000 is available for Hamot 
Medical Center, Erie, Pennsylvania and the 
Ohio Health System, Columbus, Ohio to imple- 
ment a demonstration project on the Medicare 
Advantage program, $25,000 is available for 
HealthRight, Inc., Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 
for their Care Access Program, $75,000 is avail- 
able for the Inglis Foundation, Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania for healthcare and social services 
for low-income adults with severe physical dis- 
abilities in an effort to promote independent liv- 
ing, $50,000 is available for Medical Care for 
Children Partnership, Fairfax, Virginia for ac- 
cess to specialty health care for children who 
have serious medical needs, $500,000 is available 
for Memphis Biotech Foundation in Memphis, 
Tennessee to develop a biologistics network in 
Mississippi and Tennessee, $225,000 is available 
for Muskegon Community Health Project, Mus- 
kegon, Michigan for the Access Health Program, 
$30,000 is available for Our House of Portland, 
Portland, Oregon, to develop a Care Program 
for people living with AIDS, $750,000 is available 
for Pace Vermont, Burlington, Vermont, for the 
Rural Program for All-inclusive Care for the El- 
derly, $150,000 is available for Patient Advocate 
Foundation, Newport News, Virginia, to assist 
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the PAF in serving patients experiencing dif- 
ficulty accessing quality health care services, 
$450,000 is available for Puerto Rico’s Gov- 
ernor’s Office of Elderly Affairs for the Medica- 
tion Error Prevention Pilot Program, $1,500,000 
is available for San Francisco Department of 
Public Health, San Francisco, California for a 
demonstration project to improve HIV/AIDS 
treatment and prevention services, $300,000 is 
available for Santa Clara County, California for 
outreach and enrollment assistance activities of 
the Children’s Health Initiative, $500,000 is 
available for Susquehanna Health System, Wil- 
liamsport, Pennsylvania for stabilizing work- 
force for patient care, $500,000 is available for 
Swope Health Services, Kansas City, Missouri to 
supplement recurring healthcare costs for un- 
deremployed, uninsured, and income-qualified 
patients in Wyandotte and Johnson Counties, 
Kansas, $100,000 is available for Temple Univer- 
sity, Crime and Justice Research Center, Phila- 
delphia, Pennsylvania for DNA backlog and uti- 
lization, and $250,000 is available for University 
of Maine, Partnership for Early Childhood 
Health & Services: Provided further, That funds 
appropriated under this heading are available 
for the Healthy Start, Grow Smart program 
under which the Centers for Medicare and Med- 
icaid Services may, directly or through grants, 
contracts, or cooperative agreements, produce 
and distribute informational materials includ- 
ing, but not limited to, pamphlets and brochures 
on infant and toddler health care to expectant 
parents enrolled in the Medicaid program and to 
parents and guardians enrolled in such program 
with infants and children: Provided further, 
That not less than $79,000,000 shall be for proc- 
essing Medicare appeals: Provided further, That 
the Secretary of Health and Human Services is 
directed to collect fees in fiscal year 2005 from 
Medicare+Choice organizations pursuant to 
section 1857(e)(2) of the Social Security Act and 
from eligible organizations with risk-sharing 
contracts under section 1876 of that Act pursu- 
ant to section 1876(k)(4)(D) of that Act: Pro- 
vided further, That to the extent Medicare 
claims processing unit costs are projected by the 
Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services to 
exceed $0.87 for Part A claims and/or $0.63 for 
Part B claims, up to an additional $18,000,000 
may be available for obligation for every $0.04 
increase in Medicare claims processing unit 
costs from the Federal Hospital Insurance and 
the Federal Supplementary Medical Insurance 
Trust Funds. The calculation of projected unit 
costs shall be derived in the same manner in 
which the estimated unit costs were calculated 
for the Federal budget estimate for the fiscal 
year. 

HEALTH MAINTENANCE ORGANIZATION LOAN AND 

LOAN GUARANTEE FUND 


For carrying out subsections (d) and (e) of 
section 1308 of the Public Health Service Act, 
any amounts received by the Secretary in con- 
nection with loans and loan guarantees under 
title XIII of the Public Health Service Act, to be 
available without fiscal year limitation for the 
payment of outstanding obligations. During fis- 
cal year 2005, no commitments for direct loans or 
loan guarantees shall be made. 

ADMINISTRATION FOR CHILDREN AND FAMILIES 


PAYMENTS TO STATES FOR CHILD SUPPORT 
ENFORCEMENT AND FAMILY SUPPORT PROGRAMS 


For making payments to States or other non- 
Federal entities under titles I, IV-D, X, XI, 
XIV, and XVI of the Social Security Act and the 
Act of July 5, 1960 (24 U.S.C. ch. 9), 
$2,873,802,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended; and for such purposes for the first 
quarter of fiscal year 2006, $1,200,000,000, to re- 
main available until expended. 

For making payments to each State for car- 
rying out the program of Aid to Families with 
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Dependent Children under title IV-A of the So- 
cial Security Act before the effective date of the 
program of Temporary Assistance for Needy 
Families (TANF) with respect to such State, 
such sums as may be necessary: Provided, That 
the sum of the amounts available to a State with 
respect to expenditures under such title IV-A in 
fiscal year 1997 under this appropriation and 
under such title IV-A as amended by the Per- 
sonal Responsibility and Work Opportunity 
Reconciliation Act of 1996 shall not exceed the 
limitations under section 116(b) of such Act. 

For making, after May 31 of the current fiscal 
year, payments to States or other non-Federal 
entities under titles I, IV-D, X, XI, XIV, and 
XVI of the Social Security Act and the Act of 
July 5, 1960 (24 U.S.C. ch. 9), for the last 3 
months of the current fiscal year for unantici- 
pated costs, incurred for the current fiscal year, 
such sums as may be necessary. 

LOW-INCOME HOME ENERGY ASSISTANCE 

For making payments under title X XVI of the 
Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981, 
$1,900,000,000. 

For making payments under title XXVI of the 
Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981, 
$300,000,000, to remain available until expended: 
Provided, That these funds are for the unantici- 
pated home energy assistance needs of one or 
more States, as authorized by section 2604(e) of 
the Act: Provided further, That the entire 
amount is designated as an emergency require- 
ment pursuant to section 402 of S. Con. Res. 95 
(108th Congress) as made applicable to the 
House of Representatives by H. Res. 649 (108th 
Congress) and applicable to the Senate by Sec- 
tion 14007 of Public Law 108-287. 

REFUGEE AND ENTRANT ASSISTANCE 

For necessary expenses for refugee and en- 
trant assistance activities and for costs associ- 
ated with the care and placement of unaccom- 
panied alien children authorized by title IV of 
the Immigration and Nationality Act and sec- 
tion 501 of the Refugee Education Assistance 
Act of 1980 (Public Law 96-422), for carrying out 
section 462 of the Homeland Security Act of 2002 
(Public Law 107-296), and for carrying out the 
Torture Victims Relief Act of 2003 (Public Law 
108-179), $488,336,000, of which up to $10,000,000 
shall be available to carry out the Trafficking 
Victims Protection Act of 2003 (Public Law 108– 
193): Provided, That funds appropriated under 
this heading pursuant to section 414(a) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act and section 
462 of the Homeland Security Act of 2002 for fis- 
cal year 2005 shall be available for the costs of 
assistance provided and other activities to re- 
main available through September 30, 2007. 

PAYMENTS TO STATES FOR THE CHILD CARE AND 

DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT 

For carrying out sections 658A through 658R 
of the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 
1981 (The Child Care and Development Block 
Grant Act of 1990), $2,099,729,000 shall be used 
to supplement, not supplant state general rev- 
enue funds for child care assistance for low-in- 
come families: Provided, That $19,120,000 shall 
be available for child care resource and referral 
and school-aged child care activities, of which 
$1,000,000 shall be for the Child Care Aware toll 
free hotline: Provided further, That, in addition 
to the amounts required to be reserved by the 
States under section 658G, $272,672,000 shall be 
reserved by the States for activities authorized 
under section 658G, of which $100,000,000 shall 
be for activities that improve the quality of in- 
fant and toddler care: Provided further, That 
$10,000,000 shall be for use by the Secretary for 
child care research, demonstration, and evalua- 
tion activities. 

SOCIAL SERVICES BLOCK GRANT 

For making grants to States pursuant to sec- 

tion 2002 of the Social Security Act, 
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$1,700,000,000: Provided, That notwithstanding 
subparagraph (B) of section 404(d)(2) of such 
Act, the applicable percent specified under such 
subparagraph for a State to carry out State pro- 
grams pursuant to title XX of such Act shall be 
10 percent. 

CHILDREN AND FAMILIES SERVICES PROGRAMS 

For carrying out, except as otherwise pro- 
vided, the Runaway and Homeless Youth Act, 
the Developmental Disabilities Assistance and 
Bill of Rights Act, the Head Start Act, the Child 
Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act, sections 
310 and 316 of the Family Violence Prevention 
and Services Act, as amended, the Native Amer- 
ican Programs Act of 1974, title II of Public Law 
95-266 (adoption opportunities), the Adoption 
and Safe Families Act of 1997 (Public Law 105- 
89), sections 1201 and 1211 of the Children’s 
Health Act of 2000, the Abandoned Infants As- 
sistance Act of 1988, sections 261 and 291 of the 
Help America Vote Act of 2002, the Early Learn- 
ing Opportunities Act, part B(1) of title IV and 
sections 413, 429A, 1110, and 1115 of the Social 
Security Act, and sections 40155, 40211, and 
40241 of Public Law 103-322; for making pay- 
ments under the Community Services Block 
Grant Act, sections 439(h), 473A, and 477(i) of 
the Social Security Act, and title IV of Public 
Law 105-285, and for necessary administrative 
expenses to carry out said Acts and titles I, IV, 
V, X, XI, XIV, XVI, and XX of the Social Secu- 
rity Act, the Act of July 5, 1960 (24 U.S.C. ch. 9), 
the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981, 
title IV of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
section 501 of the Refugee Education Assistance 
Act of 1980, sections 40155, 40211, and 40241 of 
Public Law 103-322, and section 126 and titles 
IV and V of Public Law 100-485, $9,069,853 ,000, 
of which $32,103,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2006, shall be for grants to States 
for adoption incentive payments, as authorized 
by section 473A of title IV of the Social Security 
Act (42 U.S.C. 670-679) and may be made for 
adoptions completed before September 30, 2005: 
Provided further, That $6,898,580,000 shall be for 
making payments under the Head Start Act, of 
which $1,400,000,000 shall become available Oc- 
tober 1, 2005 and remain available through Sep- 
tember 30, 2006: Provided further, That 
$732,385,000 shall be for making payments under 
the Community Services Block Grant Act: Pro- 
vided further, That not less than $7,300,000 shall 
be for section 680(3)(B) of the Community Serv- 
ices Block Grant Act, Provided further, That 
within amounts provided herein for abstinence 
education for adolescents, up to $10,000,000 may 
be available for a national abstinence education 
campaign: Provided further, That in addition to 
amounts provided herein, $6,000,000 shall be 
available from amounts available under section 
241 of the Public Health Service Act to carry out 
the provisions of section 1110 of the Social Secu- 
rity Act: Provided further, That to the extent 
Community Services Block Grant funds are dis- 
tributed as grant funds by a State to an eligible 
entity as provided under the Act, and have not 
been expended by such entity, they shall remain 
with such entity for carryover into the next fis- 
cal year for expenditure by such entity con- 
sistent with program purposes: Provided further, 
That the Secretary shall establish procedures re- 
garding the disposition of intangible property 
which permits grant funds, or intangible assets 
acquired with funds authorized under section 
680 of the Community Services Block Grant Act, 
as amended, to become the sole property of such 
grantees after a period of not more than 12 
years after the end of the grant for purposes 
and uses consistent with the original grant: Pro- 
vided further, That funds appropriated for sec- 
tion 680(a)(2) of the Community Services Block 
Grant Act, as amended, shall be available for fi- 
nancing construction and rehabilitation and 
loans or investments in private business enter- 
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prises owned by community development cor- 
porations: Provided further, That $55,000,000 is 
for a compassion capital fund to provide grants 
to charitable organizations to emulate model so- 
cial service programs and to encourage research 
on the best practices of social service organiza- 
tions: Provided further, That $15,000,000 shall be 
for activities authorized by the Help America 
Vote Act of 2002, of which $10,000,000 shall be 
for payments to States to promote access for vot- 
ers with disabilities, and of which $5,000,000 
shall be for payments to States for protection 
and advocacy systems for voters with disabil- 
ities: Provided further, That $100,000,000 shall 
be for making competitive grants to provide ab- 
stinence education (as defined by section 
510(b)(2) of the Social Security Act) to adoles- 
cents, and for Federal costs of administering the 
grant: Provided further, That grants under the 
immediately preceding proviso shall be made 
only to public and private entities which agree 
that, with respect to an adolescent to whom the 
entities provide abstinence education under 
such grant, the entities will not provide to that 
adolescent any other education regarding sexual 
conduct, except that, in the case of an entity ex- 
pressly required by law to provide health infor- 
mation or services the adolescent shall not be 
precluded from seeking health information or 
services from the entity in a different setting 
than the setting in which abstinence education 
was provided: Provided further, That in addi- 
tion to amounts provided herein for abstinence 
education for adolescents, $4,500,000 shall be 
available from amounts available under section 
241 of the Public Health Services Act to carry 
out evaluations (including longitudinal evalua- 
tions) of adolescent pregnancy prevention ap- 
proaches: Provided further, That $2,000,000 
shall be for improving the Public Assistance Re- 
porting Information System, including grants to 
States to support data collection for a study of 
the system’s effectiveness. 
PROMOTING SAFE AND STABLE FAMILIES 

For carrying out section 436 of the Social Se- 
curity Act, $305,000,000 and for section 437, 
$99,383,000. 

PAYMENTS TO STATES FOR FOSTER CARE AND 

ADOPTION ASSISTANCE 

For making payments to States or other non- 
Federal entities under title IV-E of the Social 
Security Act, $5,037,900,000. 

For making payments to States or other non- 
Federal entities under title ІУ-Е of the Act, for 
the first quarter of fiscal year 2006, 
$1,767,200,000. 

For making, after May 31 of the current fiscal 
year, payments to States or other non-Federal 
entities under section 474 of title IV-E, for the 
last 3 months of the current fiscal year for un- 
anticipated costs, incurred for the current fiscal 
year, such sums as may be necessary. 


ADMINISTRATION ON AGING 
AGING SERVICES PROGRAMS 


For carrying out, to the extent not otherwise 
provided, the Older Americans Act of 1965, as 
amended, and section 398 of the Public Health 
Service Act, $1,404,634,000, of which $5,500,000 
shall be available for activities regarding medi- 
cation management, screening, and education to 
prevent incorrect medication and adverse drug 
reactions; and of which $4,558,000 shall remain 
available until September 30, 2007, for the White 
House Conference on Aging. 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
GENERAL DEPARTMENTAL MANAGEMENT 

For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro- 
vided, for general departmental management, 
including hire of six sedans, and for carrying 
out titles IIl, XVII, XX, and XXI of the Public 
Health Service Act, and the United States-Mex- 
ico Border Health Commission Act, $371,975,000, 
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together with $55,851,000 to be transferred and 
expended as authorized by section 201(g)(1) of 
the Social Security Act from the Hospital Insur- 
ance Trust Fund and the Supplemental Medical 
Insurance Trust Fund: Provided, That of the 
funds made available under this heading for 
carrying out title XX of the Public Health Serv- 
ice Act, $13,120,000 shall be for activities speci- 
fied under section 2003(b)(2), all of which shall 
be for prevention service demonstration grants 
under section 510(b)(2) of title V of the Social 
Security Act, as amended, without application 
of the limitation of section 2010(c) of said title 
XX: Provided further, That of this amount, 
$52,838,000 shall be for minority AIDS preven- 
tion and treatment activities; $14,847,000 shall be 
for an Information Technology Security and In- 
novation Fund for Department-wide activities 
involving cybersecurity, information technology 
security, and related innovation projects; and 
$6,000,000 shall be to assist Afghanistan in the 
development of maternal and child health clin- 
ics, consistent with section 103(a)(4)(H) of the 
Afghanistan Freedom Support Act of 2002: Рто- 
vided further, That no more than $2,754,000 
shall be available for the Office of the Assistant 
Secretary for Legislation: Provided further, 
That $50,000,000 shall be transferred to the So- 
cial Security Administration for processing 
Medicare appeals: Provided further, That spe- 
cific information requests from the chairmen 
and ranking members of the Subcommittees on 
Labor, Health and Human Services, and Edu- 
cation, and Related Agencies, on scientific re- 
search or any other matter, shall be transmitted 
to the Committees on Appropriations in a 
prompt professional manner and within the time 
frame specified in the request: Provided further, 
That scientific information requested by the 
Committees on Appropriations and prepared by 
government researchers and scientists shall be 
transmitted to the Committees on Арртортіа- 
tions, uncensored and without delay. 


OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 


For expenses necessary for the Office of In- 
spector General, including the hire of passenger 
motor vehicles for investigations, in carrying out 
the provisions of the Inspector General Act of 
1978, as amended, $40,323,000: Provided, That of 
such amount, necessary sums are available for 
providing protective services to the Secretary 
and investigating non-payment of child support 
cases for which non-payment is a Federal of- 
fense under 18 U.S.C. 228. 


OFFICE FOR CIVIL RIGHTS 


For expenses necessary for the Office for Civil 
Rights, $32,043,000, together with not to exceed 
$3,314,000 to be transferred and expended as au- 
thorized by section 201(g)(1) of the Social Secu- 
rity Act from the Hospital Insurance Trust 
Fund and the Supplemental Medical Insurance 
Trust Fund. 


POLICY RESEARCH 


For carrying out, to the extent not otherwise 
provided, research studies under section 1110 of 
the Social Security Act and title III of the Pub- 
lic Health Service Act, $20,750,000, which shall 
be available from amounts available under sec- 
tion 241 of the Public Health Service Act to 
carry out national health or human services re- 
search and evaluation activities: Provided, That 
the expenditure of any funds available under 
section 241 of the Public Health Service Act are 
subject to the requirements of section 206 of this 
Act. 


RETIREMENT PAY AND MEDICAL BENEFITS FOR 
COMMISSIONED OFFICERS 


For retirement pay and medical benefits of 
Public Health Service Commissioned Officers as 
authorized by law, for payments under the Re- 
tired Serviceman’s Family Protection Plan and 
Survivor Benefit Plan, for medical care of de- 
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pendents and retired personnel under the De- 
pendents’ Medical Care Act (10 U.S.C. ch. 55 
and 56), such amounts as may be required dur- 
ing the current fiscal year. The following are 
definitions for the medical benefits of the Public 
Health Service Commissioned Officers that 
apply to 10 U.S.C. chapter 56, section 1116(c). 
The source of funds for the monthly accrual 
payments into the Department of Defense Medi- 
care-Eligible Retiree Health Care Fund shall be 
the Retirement Pay and Medical Benefits for 
Commissioned Officers account. For purposes of 
this Act, the term “рау of members" shall be 
construed to be synonymous with retirement 
payments to United States Public Health Service 
officers who are retired for age, disability, or 
length of service; payments to survivors of de- 
ceased officers; medical care to active duty and 
retired members and dependents апа bene- 
ficiaries; all of which payments are provided for 
by the Retirement Pay and Medical Benefits for 
Commissioned Officers account. 
PUBLIC HEALTH AND SOCIAL SERVICES 
EMERGENCY FUND 

For expenses necessary to support activities 
related to countering potential biological, dis- 
ease, nuclear, radiological and chemical threats 
to civilian populations, $2,208,287,000: Provided, 
That this amount is distributed as follows: Cen- 


ters for Disease Control and Prevention, 
$1,173 ,300,000; Office of the Secretary, 
$64,438,000; Strategic National Stockpile, 


$400,000,000, to remain available until expended; 
National Institutes of Health, $47,400,000; and 
Health Resources and Services Administration, 
$523,149,000: Provided further, That employees 
of the Centers for Disease Control and Preven- 
tion or the Public Health Service, both civilian 
and Commissioned Officers, detailed to States, 
municipalities, or other organieations under au- 
thority of section 214 of the Public Health Serv- 
ice Act for purposes related to homeland secu- 
rity, shall be treated as non-Federal employees 
for reporting purposes only and shall not be in- 
cluded within any personnel ceiling applicable 
to the Agency, Service, or the Department of 
Health and Human Services during the period of 
detail or assignment. 

In addition, for activities to ensure a year- 
round influenza vaccine production capacity; 
the development and implementation of rapidly 
expandable influenza vaccine production tech- 
nologies; and if determined necessary by the 
Secretary, the purchase of influenza vaccine, 
$100,000,000, to remain available until expended. 


GENERAL PROVISIONS 


SEC. 201. Funds appropriated in this title shall 
be available for not to exceed $50,000 for official 
reception and representation expenses when 
specifically approved by the Secretary. 

SEC. 202. The Secretary shall make available 
through assignment not more than 60 employees 
of the Public Health Service to assist in child 
survival activities and to work in AIDS pro- 
grams through and with funds provided by the 
Agency for International Development, the 
United Nations International Children's Emer- 
gency Fund or the World Health Organieation. 

SEC. 203. None of the funds appropriated 
under this Act may be used to implement section 
399F(b) of the Public Health Service Act or sec- 
tion 1503 of the National Institutes of Health 
Revitalization Act of 1993, Public Law 103-43. 

SEC. 204. None of the funds appropriated in 
this Act for the National Institutes of Health, 
the Agency for Healthcare Research and Qual- 
ity, and the Substance Abuse and Mental 
Health Services Administration shall be used to 
pay the salary of an individual, through a 
grant or other extramural mechanism, at a rate 
in excess of Executive Level I. 

SEC. 205. None of the funds appropriated in 
this title for Head Start shall be used to pay the 
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compensation of an individual, either as direct 
costs or any proration as an indirect cost, at a 
rate in excess of Executive Level II. 

SEC. 206. None of the funds appropriated in 
this Act may be expended pursuant to section 
241 of the Public Health Service Act, except for 
funds specifically provided for in this Act, or for 
other taps and assessments made by any office 
located in the Department of Health and Human 
Services, prior to the Secretary’s preparation 
and submission of a report to the Committee on 
Appropriations of the Senate and of the House 
detailing the planned uses of such funds. 

SEC. 207. Notwithstanding section 241(а) of 
the Public Health Service Act, such portion as 
the Secretary shall determine, but not more than 
2.4 percent, of any amounts appropriated for 
programs authorized under said Act shall be 
made available for the evaluation (directly, or 
by grants or contracts) of the implementation 
and effectiveness of such programs. 

(TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

SEC. 208. Not to exceed 1 percent of any discre- 
tionary funds (pursuant to the Balanced Budget 
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, as 
amended) which are appropriated for the cur- 
rent fiscal year for the Department of Health 
and Human Services in this Act may be trans- 
ferred between a program, project, or activity, 
but no such program, project, or activity shall 
be increased by more than 3 percent by any such 
transfer: Provided, That a program, project, or 
activity may be increased by up to an additional 
2 percent subject to approval by the House and 
Senate Committees on Appropriations: Provided 
further, That the Appropriations Committees of 
both Houses of Congress are notified at least 15 
days in advance of any transfer. 

SEC. 209. Of the amounts made available in 
this Act for the National Institutes of Health, 
the amount for research related to the human 
immunodeficiency virus, as jointly determined 
by the Director of the National Institutes of 
Health and the Director of the Office of AIDS 
Research, shall be made available to the ‘‘Office 
of AIDS Research” account. The Director of the 
Office of AIDS Research shall transfer from 
such account amounts necessary to carry out 
section 2353(d)(3) of the Public Health Service 
Act. 

SEC. 210. None of the funds appropriated in 
this Act may be made available to any entity 
under title X of the Public Health Service Act 
unless the applicant for the award certifies to 
the Secretary that it encourages family partici- 
pation in the decision of minors to seek family 
planning services and that it provides coun- 
seling to minors om how to resist attempts to co- 
erce minors into engaging in sexual activities. 

SEC. 211. None of the funds appropriated by 
this Act (including funds appropriated to any 
trust fund) may be used to carry out the 
Medicare*Choice program if the Secretary de- 
nies participation in such program to an other- 
wise eligible entity (including a Provider Spon- 
sored Organization) because the entity informs 
the Secretary that it will not provide, pay for, 
provide coverage of, or provide referrals for 
abortions: Provided, That the Secretary shall 
make appropriate prospective adjustments to the 
capitation payment to such an entity (based on 
an actuarially sound estimate of the expected 
costs of providing the service to such entity’s en- 
rollees): Provided further, That nothing in this 
section shall be construed to change the Medi- 
care program’s coverage for such services and a 
Medicare+Choice organization described in this 
section shall be responsible for informing enroll- 
ees where to obtain information about all Medi- 
care covered services. 

SEC. 212. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, no provider of services under title X of 
the Public Health Service Act shall be exempt 
from any State law requiring notification or the 
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reporting of child abuse, child molestation, sex- 
ual abuse, rape, or incest. 

SEC. 213. The Foreign Operations, Export Fi- 
nancing, and Related Programs Appropriations 
Act, 1990 (Public Law 101-167) is amended— 

(1) in section 599D (8 U.S.C. 1157 note)— 

(A) in subsection (b)(3), by striking ‘‘1997, 
1998, 1999, 2000, 2001, 2002, 2003, 2004, and 2005”’ 
and inserting ‘‘1997, 1998, 1999, 2000, 2001, 2002, 
2003, 2004, 2005, and 2006”; and 

(B) in subsection (e), by striking ‘‘October 1, 
2004” each place it appears and inserting ‘‘Octo- 
бет 1,2005”; 

(С) іт subsection (b)(1)— 

(i) in subparagraph (А), by striking “апа” at 
the end; 

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by striking the pe- 
riod and inserting “; апа”; and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following: 

“(С) one or more categories of aliens who are 
or were nationals and residents of the Islamic 
Republic or Iran who, as members of a religious 
minority in Iran, share common characteristics 
that identify them as targets of persecution in 
that state on account of race, religion, nation- 
ality, membership in a particular social group, 
or political opinion."; and 

(2) in section 599E (8 U.S.C. 1255 note) in sub- 
section (b)(2), by striking ‘‘September 30, 2004” 
and inserting ''September 30, 2005”. 

SEC. 214. (a) Except as provided by subsection 
(e) none of the funds appropriated by this Act 
may be used to withhold substance abuse fund- 
ing from a State pursuant to section 1926 of the 
Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 300x-26) if 
such State certifies to the Secretary of Health 
and Human Services by May 1, 2005 that the 
State will commit additional State funds, in ac- 
cordance with subsection (b), to ensure compli- 
ance with State laws prohibiting the sale of to- 
bacco products to individuals under 18 years of 
age. 

(b) The amount of funds to be committed by a 
State under subsection (a) shall be equal to 1 
percent of such State's substance abuse block 
grant allocation for each percentage point by 
which the State misses the retailer compliance 
rate goal established by the Secretary of Health 
and Human Services under section 1926 of such 
Act. 

(c) The State is to maintain State expenditures 
in fiscal year 2005 for tobacco prevention pro- 
grams and for compliance activities at a level 
that is not less than the level of such expendi- 
tures maintained by the State for fiscal year 
2004, and adding to that level the additional 
funds for tobacco compliance activities required 
under subsection (a). The State is to submit a 
report to the Secretary om all fiscal year 2004 
State expenditures and all fiscal year 2005 obli- 
gations for tobacco prevention and compliance 
activities by program activity by July 31, 2005. 

(d) The Secretary shall exercise discretion in 
enforcing the timing of the State obligation of 
the additional funds required by the certifi- 
cation described in subsection (a) as late as July 
31, 2005. 

(e) None of the funds appropriated by this Act 
may be used to withhold substance abuse fund- 
ing pursuant to section 1926 from a territory 
that receives less than $1,000,000. 

SEC. 215. In order for the Centers for Disease 
Control and Prevention to carry out inter- 
national health activities, including HIV/AIDS 
and other infectious disease, chronic and envi- 
ronmental disease, and other health activities 
abroad during fiscal year 2005, the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services— 

(1) may exercise authority equivalent to that 
available to the Secretary of State in section 2(c) 
of the State Department Basic Authorities Act of 
1956 (22 U.S.C. 2669(c)). The Secretary of Health 
and Human Services shall consult with the Sec- 
retary of State and relevant Chief of Mission to 
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ensure that the authority provided in this sec- 
tion is exercised in a manner consistent with 
Section 207 of the Foreign Service Act of 1980 (22 
U.S.C. 3927) and other applicable statutes ad- 
ministered by the Department of State, and 

(2) is authorized to provide such funds by ad- 
vance or reimbursement to the Secretary of State 
as may be necessary to pay the costs of acquisi- 
tion, lease, alteration, renovation, and manage- 
ment of facilities outside of the United States for 
the use of the Department of Health and Human 
Services. The Department of State shall cooper- 
ate fully with the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services to ensure that the Department 
of Health and Human Services has secure, safe, 
functional facilities that comply with applicable 
regulation governing location, setback, and 
other facilities requirements and serve the pur- 
poses established by this Act. The Secretary of 
Health and Human Services is authorized, in 
consultation with the Secretary of State, 
through grant or cooperative agreement, to 
make available to public or nonprofit private in- 
stitutions or agencies in participating foreign 
countries, funds to acquire, lease, alter, or ren- 
ovate facilities in those countries as necessary to 
conduct programs of assistance for international 
health activities, including activities relating to 
HIV/AIDS and other infectious diseases, chronic 
and environmental diseases, and other health 
activities abroad. 

SEC. 216. The Division of Federal Occupa- 
tional Health may utilize personal services con- 
tracting to employ professional management/ad- 
ministrative and occupational health ртојез- 
sionals. 

SEC. 217. (a) AUTHORITY.—Notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, the Director of the 
National Institutes of Health may use funds 
available under section 402(i) of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 282(i)) to enter 
into transactions (other than contracts, cooper- 
ative agreements, or grants) to carry out re- 
search in support of the NIH Roadmap Initia- 
tive of the Director. 

(b) PEER REVIEW.—In entering into trans- 
actions under subsection (a), the Director of the 
National Institutes of Health may utilize such 
peer review procedures (including consultation 
with appropriate scientific experts) as the Direc- 
tor determines to be appropriate to obtain as- 
sessments of scientific and technical merit. Such 
procedures shall apply to such transactions in 
lieu of the peer review and advisory council re- 
view procedures that would otherwise be re- 
quired under sections 301(a)(3), 405(b)(1)(B), 
405(b)(2), 406(a)(3)(A), 492, and 494 of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 241, 284(b)(1)(B), 
284(b)(2), 284a(a)(3)(A), 289a, and 289c). 

SEC. 218. Notwithstanding any other provi- 
sions of law, funds made available under this 
heading may be used to continue operating the 
Council on Graduate Medical Education estab- 
lished by section 301 of Public Law 102-408. 

SEC. 219. (a) Notwithstanding | section 
412.23(b)(2) of title 42 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations, none of the funds appropriated by 
this Act may be expended by the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services to treat a hospital 
or unit of a hospital that was certified by the 
Secretary as an inpatient rehabilitation facility 
on or before June 30, 2004, as a subsection (d) 
hospital (as defined in section 1866(d)(1)(B) of 
the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 
1395ww(d)(1)(B))) until, not later than 60 days 
after the date on which the report under sub- 
section (b) is issued, the Secretary, taking into 
account the recommendations in such report— 

(1) determines that the classification criteria 
of hospitals and units of hospitals as inpatient 
rehabilitation facilities under such section 
412.23(b)(2) are not inconsistent with such rec- 
ommendations; or 

(2) promulgates a regulation providing for re- 
vised criteria under such section 412.23(b)(2), 


24451 


which regulation shall be effective and final im- 
mediately on an interim basis as of the date of 
publication of the regulation. 

(b) The study referred to in subsection (a) is 
a study by the Comptroller General of the 
United States directed in the statement of man- 
agers accompanying the conference report on 
the bill H.R. 1 of the 108th Congress regarding 
clinically appropriate standards for defining in- 
patient rehabilitation services under such sec- 
tion 412.23(b)(2). 

SEC. 220. In addition to funds appropriated to 
the Office of Inspector General of the Depart- 
ment of Health and Human Services under Pub- 
lic Law 104-191 and this Act, $25,000,000 shall be 
transferred from amounts appropriated under 
section 1015(a)(1) of Public Law 108-173 for ac- 
tivities by the Office of Inspector General of the 
Department of Health and Human Services re- 
lating to oversight of programs established or re- 
vised by Public Law 108-173. 

SEC. 221. The unobligated balance of the 
Health Professions Student Loan program au- 
thorized in Subpart II, Federally-Supported Stu- 
dent Loan Funds, of Title VII of the Public 
Health Services Act is rescinded. 

SEC 222. The unobligated balance of the Nurs- 
ing Student Loan program authorized by section 
835 of the Public Health Services Act is re- 
scinded. 

SEC. 223. The unobligated balance, excluding 
amounts necessary for the costs of potential de- 
faults, in the Medical Facilities Guarantee and 
Loan Fund is rescinded. 

SEC. 224. The unobligated balance in the 
amount of $20,000,000 appropriated by Public 
Law 108-11 under the heading ‘‘Public Health 
and Social Services Emergency Fund" is те- 
scinded. 

SEC. 225. The Center for Biodefense and 
Emerging Infectious Diseases (Building 33) at 
the National Institutes of Health is hereby 
named the C.W. Bill Young Center for Bio- 
defense and Emerging Infectious Diseases. 

This title may be cited as the “Department of 
Health and Human Services Appropriations Act, 
2005”. 


TITLE III—DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
EDUCATION FOR THE DISADVANTAGED 


For carrying out title I of the Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act of 1965 (“ESEA”) and 
section 418A of the Higher Education Act of 
1965, $14,963,683,000, of which $7,382,995,000 
shall become available on July 1, 2005, and shall 
remain available through September 30, 2006, 
and of which $7,383,301,000 shall become avail- 
able on October 1, 2005, and shall remain avail- 
able through September 30, 2006 for academic 
year 2005-2006, and of which $25,000,000 shall 
become available on October 1, 2004 and shall 
remain available until September 30, 2006: Pro- 
vided, That $7,037,592,000 shall be available for 
basic grants under section 1124: Provided fur- 
ther, That up to $3,500,000 of these funds shall 
be available to the Secretary of Education on 
October 1, 2004, to obtain annually updated 
educational-agency-level census poverty data 
from the Bureau of the Census: Provided fur- 
ther, That $1,365,031,000 shall be available for 
concentration grants under section 1124A: Pro- 
vided further, That $2,219,843,000 shall be avail- 
able for targeted grants under section 1125: Pro- 
vided further, That $2,219,843,000 shall be avail- 
able for education finance incentive grants 
under section 1125A: Provided further, That 
$25,000,000, available until September 30, 2006, 
shall be for a striving readers initiative author- 
ized under section 1502 of the ESEA: Provided 
further, That $9,500,000 shall be available to 
carry out part E of title I: Provided further, 
That from the funds available to carry out part 
E of title I, up to $1,000,000 shall be available to 
the Secretary of Education to provide technical 
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assistance to state and local educational agen- 
cies concerning part A of title I: Provided fur- 
ther, That $207,000,000 shall be available for 
comprehensive school reform grants under part 
F of the ESEA. 


IMPACT AID 


For carrying out programs of financial assist- 
ance to federally affected schools authorized by 
title VIII of the Elementary and Secondary Edu- 
cation Act of 1965, $1,253,893,000, of which 
$1,083,687,000 shall be for basic support pay- 
ments under section 8003(b), $50,369,000 shall be 
for payments for children with disabilities under 
section 8003(d), $48,936,000 shall be for construc- 
tion under section 8007 and shall remain avail- 
able through September 30, 2006, $63,000,000 
shall be for Federal property payments under 
section 8002, and $7,901,000, to remain available 
until expended, shall be for facilities mainte- 
nance under section 68008: Provided, That 
$3,000,000 of the funds for section 8007 shall be 
available for the local educational agencies and 
in the amounts specified in the statement of the 
managers on the conference report accom- 
panying this Act: Provided further, That, not- 
withstanding any other provision of law, these 
funds shall remain available until expended : 
Provided further, That for purposes of com- 
puting the amount of a payment for an eligible 
local educational agency under section 8003(a) 
of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act 
(20 U.S.C. 7703(а)) for school year 2004-2005, 
children enrolled in a school of such agency 
that would otherwise be eligible for payment 
under section 8003(a)(1)(B) of such Act, but due 
to the deployment of both parents or legal 
guardians, or a parent or legal guardian having 
sole custody of such children, or due to the 
death of a military parent or legal guardian 
while on active duty (so long as such children 
reside on Federal property as described in sec- 
tion 8003(a)(1)(B)), are no longer eligible under 
such section, shall be considered as eligible stu- 
dents under such section, provided such stu- 
dents remain in average daily attendance at a 
school im the same local educational agency 
they attended prior to their change in eligibility 
status. 


SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAMS 


For carrying out school improvement activities 
authorized by titles II, part B of title IV, part A 
and subparts 6 and 9 of part D of title V, parts 
A and B of title VI, and parts B and C of title 
VII of the Elementary and Secondary Education 
Act of 1965 (“ESEA”); the McKinney-Vento 
Homeless Assistance Act; section 203 of the Edu- 
cational Technical Assistance Act of 2002; the 
Compact of Free Association Amendments Act of 
2003; and the Civil Rights Act of 1964, 
$5,664,977,000, of which $4,034,196,000 shall be- 
come available on July 1, 2005, and remain 
available through September 30, 2006, and of 
which $1,435,000,000 shall become available on 
October 1, 2005, and shall remain available 
through September 30, 2006, for academic year 
2005-2006: Provided, That funds made available 
to carry out part B of title VII of the ESEA may 
be used for construction, renovation and mod- 
ernieation of any elementary school, secondary 
school, or structure related to am elementary 
School or secondary school, run by the Depart- 
ment of Education of the State of Hawaii, that 
serves a predominantly Native Hawaiian stu- 
dent body: Provided further, That from the 
funds referred to in the preceding proviso, not 
less than $1,000,000 shall be for a grant to the 
Department of Education of the State of Hawaii 
for the activities described in such proviso, and 
$600,000 shall be for a grant to the University of 
Hawaii School of Law for a Center of Excellence 
in Native Hawaiian law: Provided further, That 
funds made available to carry out part C of title 
VII of the ESEA may be used for construction: 
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Provided further, That from the funds referred 
to in the preceding proviso, $2,000,000 shall be 
provided to the Yuut Elitnaurviut Vocational 
Learning Center in Bethel, Alaska for construc- 
tion; $1,000,000 shall be provided to the Univer- 
sity of Alaska Anchorage for high school enrich- 
ment programs of the UAA Native Science and 
Engineering program; and notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, of the funds available to 
the Alaska Native Heritage Center, up to 
$1,000,000 may be used for repair and renovation 
of buildings on its campus: Provided further, 
That $415,000,000 shall be for State assessments 
and related activities authorized under sections 
6111 and 6112 of the ESEA: Provided further, 
That the amount made available in the Depart- 
ment of Education Appropriations Act, 2004, 
under the heading School Improvement Pro- 
grams and including any funds transferred by 
the Secretary of Education pursuant to section 
304 of that Act for state assessment grants au- 
thorieed under section 6111 of the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965, shall not 
be less than $390,000,000: Provided further, 
That, notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, including any across-the-board reduction 
that would otherwise apply, the funds made 
available for fiscal year 2005 under the heading 
School Improvement Programs for state assess- 
ment grants under section 6111 of the Elemen- 
tary and Secondary Education Act of 1965 shall 
not be less than $400,000,000: Provided further, 
That $57,283,000 shall be available to carry out 
section 203 of the Educational Technical Assist- 
ance Act of 2002: Provided further, That 
$29,111,000 shall be available to carry out part D 
of title V of the ESEA: Provided further, That 
no funds appropriated under this heading may 
be used to carry out section 5494 under the 
ESEA: Provided further, That $12,230,000 shall 
be available to carry out the Supplemental Edu- 
cation Grants program for the Federated States 
of Micronesia, and $6,100,000 shall be available 
to carry out the Supplemental Education Grants 
program for the Republic of the Marshall Is- 
lands: Provided further, That up to five percent 
of these amounts may be reserved by the Fed- 
erated States of Micronesia and the Republic of 
the Marshall Islands to administer the Supple- 
mental Education Grants programs and to ob- 
tain technical assistance, oversight and 
consultancy services in the administration of 
these grants and to reimburse the U.S. Depart- 
ments of Labor, Health and Human Services, 
and Education for such services. 


INDIAN EDUCATION 


For expenses necessary to carry out, to the ex- 
tent not otherwise provided, title VII, part A of 
the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965, $120,856,000. 


INNOVATION AND IMPROVEMENT 


For carrying out activities authorized by parts 
G and H of title I, subpart 5 of part A and parts 
C and D of title II, parts B, C, and D of title V, 
and section 1504 of the Elementary and Sec- 
ondary Education Act of 1965 (“ESEA”), 
$1,101,454,000: Provided, That $17,000,000 shall 
be available to carry out section 2151(c) of the 
ESEA, of which not less than $10,000,000 shall 
be provided to the National Board for Profes- 
sional Teaching Standards, and not less than 
$7,000,000 shall be provided to the American 
Board for the Certification of Teacher Excel- 
lence: Provided further, That $37,279,000 shall 
be for subpart 2 of part B of title V: Provided 
further, That $417,418,000 shall be available to 
carry out part D of title V of the ESEA: Pro- 
vided further, That $246,963,000 of the funds for 
subpart 1, part D of title V of the ESEA shall be 
available for the projects and in the amounts 
specified in the statement of the managers on 
the conference report accompanying this Act. 
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SAFE SCHOOLS AND CITIZENSHIP EDUCATION 

For carrying out activities authorized by sub- 
part 3 of part C of title II, part A of title IV, and 
subparts 2, 3 and 10 of part D of title V of the 
Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965 (“ESEA”), title VIII-D of the Higher Edu- 
cation Amendments of 1998, and Public Law 
102-73, $867,713,000, of which $467,908,000, shall 
become available on July 1, 2005 and remain 
available through September 30, 2006: Provided, 
That of the amount available for subpart 2 of 
part A of title IV of the ESEA, $850,000 shall be 
used to continue the National Recognition 
Awards program under the same guidelines out- 
lined by section 120(f) of Public Law 105—244: 
Provided further, That $440,908,000 shall be 
available for subpart 1 of part A of title IV and 
$236,472,000 shall be available for subpart 2 of 
part A of title IV: Provided further, That 
$133,691,000 shall be available to carry out part 
D of title V of the ESEA: Provided further, That 
of the funds available to carry out subpart 3 of 
part C of title II, up to $12,292,000 may be used 
to carry out section 2345 and $3,050,000 shall be 
used by the Center for Civic Education to imple- 
ment a comprehensive program to improve pub- 
lic knowledge, understanding, and support of 
the Congress and the state legislatures: Provided 
further, That $27,000,000 shall be for Youth Of- 
fender Grants, of which $5,000,000 shall be used 
in accordance with section 601 of Public Law 
102-73 as that section was in effect prior to en- 
actment of Public Law 105-220: Provided fur- 
ther, That of the funds available to carry out 
subpart 10 of part D of title V, up to $2,000,000 
may be used to support the Special Olympics 
National Summer Games. 

ENGLISH LANGUAGE ACQUISITION 

For carrying out part A of title III of the 
ESEA, $681,215,000, of which $595,715,000 shall 
become available om July 1, 2005, and shall re- 
main available through September 30, 2006: Pro- 
vided, That funds reserved under section 
3111(c)(1)(D) of the ESEA that are not used in 
accordance with section 3111(c)(2) may be added 
to the funds that are available July 1, 2005, 
through September 30, 2006, for State allotments 
under section 3111(c)(3). 

SPECIAL EDUCATION 

For carrying out parts B, C, and D of the In- 
dividuals with Disabilities Education Act, 
$11,767,748,000, of which $6,145,270,000 shall be- 
come available for obligation on July 1, 2005, 
and shall remain available through September 
30, 2006, and of which $5,413,000,000 shall be- 
come available on October 1, 2005, and shall re- 
main available through September 30, 2006, for 
academic year 2005-2006: Provided, That 
$11,400,000 shall be for Recording for the Blind 
and Dyslexic, Inc., to support the development, 
production, and circulation of recorded edu- 
cational materials: Provided further, That 
$1,500,000 shall be for the recipient of funds pro- 
vided by Public Law 105-78 under section 
687(b)(2)(G) of the Act as in effect prior to the 
enactment of the Individuals with Disabilities 
Education Improvement Act of 2004 to provide 
information on diagnosis, intervention, and 
teaching strategies for children with disabilities: 
Provided further, That the amount for section 
611(с) of the Act shall be equal to the amount 
available for that section during fiscal year 
2004, increased by the amount of inflation as 
specified in section 611(f)(1)(B)(ii) of the Act (as 
in effect prior to the enactment of the Individ- 
uals with Disabilities Education Improvement 
Act of 2004). 

REHABILITATION SERVICES AND DISABILITY 

RESEARCH 

For carrying out, to the extent not otherwise 
provided, the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, the As- 
sistive Technology Act of 1998 (‘‘the AT Act’’), 
and the Helen Keller National Center Act, 
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$3,076,112,000, of which $1,000,000 shall be 
awarded to the American Academy of Orthotists 
and Prosthetists for activities that further the 
purposes of the grant received by the Academy 
for the period beginning October 1, 2003, includ- 
ing activities to meet the demand for orthotic 
and prosthetic provider services and improve pa- 
tient care: Provided, That $30,000,000 shall be 
used for carrying out the AT Act, including 
$4,420,760 for State grants for protection and ad- 
vocacy under section 5 of the AT Act and 
$4,055,000 shall be for alternative financing pro- 
grams: Provided further, That the Federal share 
of grants for alternative financing programs 
under section 4(b)(2)(D) of the AT Act shall not 
exceed 75 percent, and the requirements in sec- 
tion 301(c)(2) and section 302 of the AT Act (as 
in effect on the day before the date of enactment 
of the Assistive Technology Act of 2004) shall 
not apply to such grants: Provided further, 
That $7,030,000 of the funds for section 303 of 
the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 shall be available 
for the projects and in the amounts specified in 
the statement of the managers of the conference 
report accompanying this Act. 
SPECIAL INSTITUTIONS FOR PERSONS WITH 
DISABILITIES 
AMERICAN PRINTING HOUSE FOR THE BLIND 

For carrying out the Act of March 3, 1879, as 
amended (20 U.S.C. 101 et seq.), $17,000,000. 
NATIONAL TECHNICAL INSTITUTE FOR THE DEAF 

For the National Technical Institute for the 
Deaf under titles I and II of the Education of 
the Deaf Act of 1986 (20 U.S.C. 4301 et seq.), 
$55,790,000, of which $1,685,000 shall be for con- 
struction and shall remain available until ех- 
pended: Provided, That from the total amount 
available, the Institute may at its discretion use 
funds for the endowment program as authorized 
under section 207. 

GALLAUDET UNIVERSITY 

For the Kendall Demonstration Elementary 
School, the Model Secondary School for the 
Deaf, and the partial support of Gallaudet Uni- 
versity under titles I and II of the Education of 
the Deaf Act of 1986 (20 U.S.C. 4301 et seq.), 
$105,400,000: Provided, That from the total 
amount available, the University may at its dis- 
cretion use funds for the endowment program as 
authorized under section 207. 

VOCATIONAL AND ADULT EDUCATION 


For carrying out, to the extent not otherwise 
provided, the Carl D. Perkins Vocational and 
Technical Education Act of 1998, the Adult Edu- 
cation and Family Literacy Act, and subparts 4 
and 11 of part D of title V of the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 
(“ESEA”), $2,027,166,000, of which $1,226 ,404,000 
shall become available on July 1, 2005 and shall 
remain available through September 30, 2006 and 
of which $791,000,000 shall become available on 
October 1, 2005 and shall remain available 
through September 30, 2006: Provided, That of 
the amount provided for Adult Education State 
Grants, $69,135,000 shall be made available for 
integrated English literacy and civics education 
services to immigrants and other limited English 
proficient populations: Provided further, That 
of the amount reserved for integrated English 
literacy and civics education, notwithstanding 
section 211 of the Adult Education and Family 
Literacy Act, 65 percent shall be allocated to 
States based on a State’s absolute need as deter- 
mined by calculating each State’s share of a 10- 
year average of the Immigration and Natu- 
ralization Service data for immigrants admitted 
for legal permanent residence for the 10 most re- 
cent years, and 35 percent allocated to States 
that experienced growth as measured by the av- 
erage of the 3 most recent years for which Immi- 
gration and Naturalization Service data for im- 
migrants admitted for legal permanent residence 
are available, except that no State shall be allo- 
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cated an amount less than $60,000: Provided fur- 
ther, That of the amounts made available for 
the Adult Education and Family Literacy Act, 
$9,169,000 shall be for national leadership activi- 
ties under section 243 and $6,692,000 shall be for 
the National Institute for Literacy under section 
242: Provided further, That $100,238,000 shall be 
available to carry out part D of title V of the 
ESEA: Provided further, That $95,236,000 shall 
be available to support the activities authorized 
under subpart 4 of part D of title V of the Ele- 
mentary and Secondary Education Act of 1965, 
of which up to 5 percent shall become available 
October 1, 2004 and shall remain available 
through September 30, 2006, for evaluation, 
technical assistance, school networking, peer re- 
view of applications, and program outreach ac- 
tivities, and of which not less than 95 percent 
Shall become available on July 1, 2005, and re- 
main available through September 30, 2006, for 
grants to local educational agencies: Provided 
further, That funds made available to local edu- 
cation agencies under this subpart shall be used 
only for activities related to establishing smaller 
learning communities in high schools. 
STUDENT FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE 

For carrying out subparts 1, 3 and 4 of part A, 
part C and part E of title IV of the Higher Edu- 
cation Act of 1965, as amended, $14,380,795,000, 
which shall remain available through September 
30, 2006. 

The maximum Pell Grant for which a student 
Shall be eligible during award year 2005-2006 
shall be $4,050. 

STUDENT AID ADMINISTRATION 


For Federal administrative expenses (in addi- 
tion to funds made available under section 458), 
to carry out part D of title I, and subparts 1, 3, 
and 4 of part A, and parts B, C, D and E of title 
IV of the Higher Education Act of 1965, as 
amended, $120,247,000. 

HIGHER EDUCATION 

For carrying out, to the extent not otherwise 
provided, section 121 and titles II, III, IV, V, VI, 
and VII of the Higher Education Act of 1965 
(“HEA”), as amended, section 1543 of the High- 
er Education Amendments of 1992, the Mutual 
Educational and Cultural Exchange Act of 1961, 
title VIII of the Higher Education Amendments 
of 1998, and section 117 of the Carl D. Perkins 
Vocational and Technical Education Act, 
$2,134,269,000, of which $1,500,000 for interest 
subsidies authorized by section 121 of the HEA 
shall remain available until expended: Provided, 
That $9,876,000, to remain available through 
September 30, 2006, shall be available to fund 
fellowships for academic year 2006-2007 under 
part A, subpart 1 of title VII of said Act, under 
the terms and conditions of part A, subpart 1: 
Provided further, That notwithstanding any 
other provision of law or any regulation, the 
Secretary of Education shall not require the use 
of a restricted indirect cost rate for grants issued 
pursuant to section 117 of the Carl D. Perkins 
Vocational and Technical Education Act of 
1998: Provided further, That $988,000 is for data 
collection and evaluation activities for programs 
under the HEA, including such activities needed 
to comply with the Government Performance 
and Results Act of 1993: Provided further, That 
notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
funds made available in this Act to carry out 
title VI of the HEA and section 102(b)(6) of the 
Mutual Educational and Cultural Exchange Act 
of 1961 may be used to support visits and study 
in foreign countries by individuals who are par- 
ticipating in advanced foreign language train- 
ing and international studies in areas that are 
vital to United States national security and who 
plan to apply their language skills and knowl- 
edge of these countries in the fields of govern- 
ment, the professions, or international develop- 
ment: Provided further, That of the funds re- 
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ferred to in the preceding proviso up to one per- 
cent may be used for program evaluation, na- 
tional outreach, and information dissemination 
activities and $1,500,000 shall be used for a con- 
tract with the National Research Council to 
carry out an independent review of title VI 
international education and foreign language 
studies and the section 102(b)(6) Fulbright-Hays 
programs: Provided further, That the funds pro- 
vided for title II of the HEA shall be allocated 
notwithstanding section 210 of such Act: Pro- 
vided further, That $146,360,000 of the funds for 
part B of title VII of the Higher Education Act 
of 1965 shall be available for the projects and in 
the amounts specified in the statement of the 
managers of the conference report accom- 
panying this Act. 
HOWARD UNIVERSITY 


For partial support of Howard University (20 
U.S.C. 121 et seq.), $240,715,000, of which not 
less than $3,552,000 shall be for a matching en- 
dowment grant pursuant to the Howard Univer- 
sity Endowment Act (Public Law 98-480) and 
shall remain available until erpended. 


COLLEGE HOUSING AND ACADEMIC FACILITIES 
LOANS PROGRAM 


For Federal administrative expenses author- 
ized under section 121 of the Higher Education 
Act of 1965, $578,000 to carry out activities re- 
lated to existing facility loans entered into 
under the Higher Education Act of 1965. 


HISTORICALLY BLACK COLLEGE AND UNIVERSITY 
CAPITAL FINANCING PROGRAM ACCOUNT 


The aggregate principal amount ој out- 
standing bonds insured pursuant to section 344 
of title III, part D of the Higher Education Act 
of 1965, shall not exceed $357,000,000, and the 
cost, as defined in section 502 of the Congres- 
sional Budget Act of 1974, of such bonds shall 
not exceed zero. 

For administrative expenses to carry out the 
Historically Black College and University Cap- 
ital Financing Program entered into pursuant to 
title III, part D of the Higher Education Act of 
1965, as amended, $212,000. 


INSTITUTE OF EDUCATION SCIENCES 


For carrying out activities authorized by the 
Education Sciences Reform Act of 2002, as 
amended, The National Assessment of Edu- 
cational Progress Authorization Act, and sec- 
tion 208 of the Educational Technical Assistance 
Act of 2002, $527,453,000: Provided, That, of the 
amount appropriated, $190,518,000 shall be 
available for obligation until September 30, 2006: 
Provided further, That $83,774,000 shall be for 
research and innovation in special education 
authorized under section 177 of the Education 
Science Reform Act, as amended: Provided fur- 
ther, That $10,623,000 of the funds for section 
177 of the Act shall be available for the projects 
and in the amounts specified in the statement of 
the managers of the conference report accom- 
panying this Act. 

DEPARTMENTAL MANAGEMENT 
PROGRAM ADMINISTRATION 


For carrying out, to the extent not otherwise 
provided, the Department of Education Organi- 
zation Act, including rental of conference rooms 
in the District of Columbia and hire of three 
passenger motor vehicles, $423,379,000. 

OFFICE FOR CIVIL RIGHTS 


For expenses necessary for the Office for Civil 
Rights, as authorized by section 203 of the De- 
partment of Education Organization Act, 
$90,248,000. 

OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL 


For expenses necessary for the Office of the 
Inspector General, as authorized by section 212 
of the Department of Education Organization 
Act, $47,790,000. 
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GENERAL PROVISIONS 


SEC. 301. No funds appropriated in this Act 
may be used for the transportation of students 
or teachers (or for the purchase of equipment for 
such transportation) in order to overcome racial 
imbalance in any school or school system, or for 
the transportation of students or teachers (or 
for the purchase of equipment for such trans- 
portation) in order to carry out a plan of racial 
desegregation of any school or school system. 

SEC. 302. None of the funds contained in this 
Act shall be used to require, directly or indi- 
rectly, the transportation of any student to a 
school other than the school which is nearest 
the student’s home, except for a student requir- 
ing special education, to the school offering 
such special education, in order to comply with 
title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. For the 
purpose of this section an indirect requirement 
of transportation of students includes the trans- 
portation of students to carry out a plan involv- 
ing the reorganization of the grade structure of 
schools, the pairing of schools, or the clustering 
of schools, or any combination of grade restruc- 
turing, pairing or clustering. The prohibition 
described in this section does not include the es- 
tablishment of magnet schools. 

SEC. 303. No funds appropriated under this 
Act may be used to prevent the implementation 
of programs of voluntary prayer and meditation 
in the public schools. 

(TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

SEC. 304. Not to exceed 1 percent of any discre- 
tionary funds (pursuant to the Balanced Budget 
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, as 
amended) which are appropriated for the De- 
partment of Education in this Act may be trans- 
ferred between appropriations, but no such ap- 
propriation shall be increased by more than 3 
percent by any such transfer: Provided, That 
the Appropriations Committees of both Houses 
of Congress are notified at least 15 days in ad- 
vance of any transfer. 

SEC. 305. Section 8002(m) of the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
7702(т)) is amended by striking “5 years" each 
place it appears and inserting “7 years’’. 

SEC. 306. (a) Section 167 of division H of the 
Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2004 (Public 
Law 108-199; 118 Stat. 3) is amended by striking 
“$200,000, for Western Maine Technical College, 
South Paris, Maine, for education programs and 
marketing activities" and inserting ‘‘$200,000, 
for Central Maine Community College, Auburn, 
Maine, for education programs, student recruit- 
ment and marketing activities at the Central 
Maine Community College-Western Maine Uni- 
versity and Community College Center in South 
Paris, Maine". 

(b) In the statement of the managers of the 
committee of conference accompanying H.R. 
2673 (Public Law 108-199; House Report 108— 
401), in the matter in title III of division E, re- 
lating to the Fund for the Improvement of Edu- 
cation under the heading “Innovation and Im- 
provement” the provision specifying $300,000 for 
the Provo City Public Schools, Provo, Utah, to 
develop, purchase and implement an English 
language instructional program for training and 
certifying ESL teachers shall be deemed to read 
as follows: ‘‘Provo City Public Schools, Provo, 
Utah, for an English language instructional 
program, $300,000”. 

SEC. 307. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, students from the Republic of the Mar- 
shall Islands and the Federated States of Micro- 
nesia enrolled in institutions of the Republic of 
Palau shall be eligible for grants under subpart 
1 of part A of title IV of the Higher Education 
Act of 1965 to the extent such grants continue to 
be available to students from the Republic of the 
Marshall Islands and the Federated States of 
Micronesia who are attending institutions in the 
United States. 
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This title may be cited as the ‘‘Department of 
Education Appropriations Act, 2005”, 


TITLE IV—RELATED AGENCIES 
ARMED FORCES RETIREMENT HOME 


For expenses necessary for the Armed Forces 
Retirement Home to operate and maintain the 
Armed Forces Retirement Home—Washington 
and the Armed Forces Retirement Home—Gulf- 
port, to be paid from funds available in the 
Armed Forces Retirement Home Trust Fund, 
$61,624,000, of which $4,000,000 shall remain 
available until expended for construction and 
renovation of the physical plants at the Armed 
Forces Retirement Home—Washington and the 
Armed Forces Retirement Home—Gulfport. 


COMMITTEE FOR PURCHASE FROM PEOPLE WHO 
ARE BLIND OR SEVERELY DISABLED 


For expenses necessary of the Committee for 
Purchase From People Who Are Blind or Se- 
verely Disabled established by Public Law 92-28, 
$4,707,000. 

CORPORATION FOR NATIONAL AND COMMUNITY 

SERVICE 


DOMESTIC VOLUNTEER SERVICE PROGRAMS, 
OPERATING EXPENSES 

For expenses necessary for the Corporation 
for National and Community Service to carry 
out the provisions of the Domestic Volunteer 
Service Act of 1973, as amended, $356,598,000: 
Provided, That none of the funds made avail- 
able to the Corporation for National and Com- 
munity Service in this Act for activities author- 
ized by section 122 of Part C of Title I and Part 
E of Title II of the Domestic Volunteer Service 
Act of 1973 shall be used to provide stipends or 
other monetary incentives to volunteers or vol- 
unteer leaders whose incomes exceed 125 percent 
of the national poverty level. 


CORPORATION FOR PUBLIC BROADCASTING 


For payment to the Corporation for Public 
Broadcasting, as authorized by the Communica- 
tions Act of 1934, an amount which shall be 
available within limitations specified by that 
Act, for the fiscal year 2007, $400,000,000: Pro- 
vided, That no funds made available to the Cor- 
poration for Public Broadcasting by this Act 
shall be used to pay for receptions, parties, or 
similar forms of entertainment for Government 
officials or employees: Provided further, That 
none of the funds contained in this paragraph 
shall be available or used to aid or support any 
program or activity from which any person is 
excluded, or is denied benefits, or is discrimi- 
nated against, on the basis of race, color, na- 
tional origin, religion, or sex: Provided further, 
That for fiscal year 2005, in addition to the 
amounts provided above, $39,705,000 shall be for 
costs related to digital program production, de- 
velopment, and distribution, associated with the 
transition of public broadcasting to digital 
broadcasting, to be awarded as determined by 
the Corporation in consultation with public 
radio and television licensees or permittees, or 
their designated representatives: Provided fur- 
ther, That for fiscal year 2005, in addition to the 
amounts provided above, $40,000,000 shall be for 
the costs associated with replacement and up- 
grade of the public television interconnection 
system: Provided further, That none of the 
funds made available to the Corporation for 
Public Broadcasting by this Act, Public Law 
108-199 or Public Law 108-7, shall be used to 
support the Television Future Fund or any simi- 
lar purpose. 

FEDERAL MEDIATION AND CONCILIATION SERVICE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For expenses necessary for the Federal Medi- 
ation and Conciliation Service to carry out the 
functions vested in it by the Labor Management 
Relations Act, 1947 (29 U.S.C. 171-180, 182-183), 
including hire of passenger motor vehicles; for 
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expenses necessary for the Labor-Management 
Cooperation Act of 1978 (29 U.S.C. 175a); and for 
expenses necessary for the Service to carry out 
the functions vested in it by the Civil Service 
Reform Act, Public Law 95-454 (5 U.S.C. ch. 71), 
$44,797,000, including $1,500,000, to remain 
available through September 30, 2006, for activi- 
ties authorized by the Labor-Management Co- 
operation Act of 1978 (29 U.S.C. 175a): Provided, 
That notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302, fees 
charged, up to full-cost recovery, for special 
training activities and other conflict resolution 
services and technical assistance, including 
those provided to foreign governments and inter- 
national organizations, and for arbitration serv- 
ices shall be credited to and merged with this ac- 
count, and shall remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided further, That fees for arbitra- 
tion services shall be available only for edu- 
cation, training, and professional development 
of the agency workforce: Provided further, That 
the Director of the Service is authorized to ac- 
cept and use on behalf of the United States gifts 
of services and real, personal, or other property 
in the aid of any projects or functions within 
the Director’s jurisdiction. 

FEDERAL MINE SAFETY AND HEALTH REVIEW 

COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For expenses necessary for the Federal Mine 
Safety and Health Review Commission (30 
U.S.C. 801 et seq.), $7,872,000. 

INSTITUTE OF MUSEUM AND LIBRARY SERVICES 
OFFICE OF MUSEUM AND LIBRARY SERVICES: 
GRANTS AND ADMINISTRATION 

For carrying out the Museum and Library 
Services Act of 1996, $282,827,000, to remain 
available until expended: Provided, That of the 
amount provided, $100,000 shall be awarded to 
Academy of Natural Sciences, Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania, for exhibits and programming as- 
sociated with the Lewis and Clark expedition, 
$300,000 shall be awarded to Alaska Native her- 
itage Museum, Anchorage, AK in cooperation 
with the Koahnic Broadcasting Corporation for 
its Elders Oral History Project, $50,000 shall be 
awarded to Alex Haley House and Museum, 
Henning, TN to preserve collections and improve 
exhibits, $100,000 shall be awarded to Allegheny 
County, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania for Exhibit 
design and development, $100,000 shall be 
awarded to Allentown Public Library, Allen- 
town, Pennsylvania, for technological upgrades 
and educational programs, $400,000 shall be 
awarded to AMISTAD America, Inc., New 
Haven, Connecticut, for an endowment fund as 
authorized under P.L. 108-184, $320,000 shall be 
awarded to Amistad Research Center, Tulane 
University, New Orleans, Louisiana, for faculty 
research fellowship and student internship pro- 
grams, $50,000 shall be awarded to Anniston 
Museum of National History, Anniston, Ala- 
бата, for enhanced classroom curriculum, 
$100,000 shall be awarded to antiquarian & 
Landmarks Society, Hartford, Connecticut, for 
the Nathan Hale Homestead in Coventry, 
$100,000 shall be awarded to Arab Community 
Center for Economic and Social Services (AC- 
CESS), Dearborn, Michigan, for exhibits and 
museum programs, $75,000 shall be awarded to 
Athenaeum of Philadelphia, Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania, for conservation and preserva- 
tion of library materials, $75,000 shall be award- 
ed to Audubon Pennsylvania, Audubon, Penn- 
sylvania, for exhibits and nature education pro- 
grams at the Mill Grove Audubon Center, 
$200,000 shall be awarded to Autry National 
Center, Los Angeles, California, for exhibits, 
education programs and outreach at its South- 
west Museum of the American Indian and/or its 
Museum of the American West, $200,000 shall be 
awarded to Baylor University, Waco, Texas, for 
archival activities, exhibits, and education pro- 
grams for the Mayborn Museum Complex, 
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$500,000 shall be awarded to Beth Medrash 
Govoha, Lakewood, New Jersey, for equipment, 
exhibits and preservation of collections, $125,000 
shall be awarded to Bibliographical Society of 
America, New York, New York, $500,000 shall be 
awarded to Bishop Museum in Hawaii for 
digitization of old Hawaiian language news- 
papers and other activities to preserve the cul- 
ture of Native Hawaiians, $100,000 shall be 
awarded to Boys and Girls Harbor, new York, 
New York, for the preservation and digitaliza- 
tion of Raices Collection, a multi-media collec- 
tion documenting the history of Afro-Caribbean 
Latin music in America, $75,000 shall be award- 
ed to Brooklyn Academy of Music, Brooklyn, 
New York, for preservation and management of 
its archives, $50,000 shall be awarded to Busi- 
ness Association of West Parkside, Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania to exhibit the Negro Leagues 
Baseball Memorial, $200,000 shall be awarded to 
Canton Museum of Art, canton, Ohio, to de- 
velop and implement the HeARTland program, 
$100,000 shall be awarded to Cape Code Mari- 
time Museum, Hyannis, Massachusetts for the 
development of exhibitions and programs, 
$100,000 shall be awarded to Carnegie Museums 
of Pittsburgh, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, for 
preservation of collections at the Carnegie Mu- 
seum of Natural History, $25,000 shall be award- 
ed to Catawba County Historical Association, 
Newton, North Carolina, $200,000 shall be 
awarded to Chaldean Community Culture Cen- 
ter, West Bloomfield, Michigan, for programs 
that promote Chaldean language, history, cul- 
ture and teacher training, $400,000 shall be 
awarded to Charles H. Wright Museum of Afri- 
can American History, Detroit, Michigan, for 
exhibits, education programs, technology and 
operations, $84,000 shall be awarded to Cherry 
Hill Township in New Jersey for improved li- 
brary technology, $150,000 shall be awarded to 
Chicago Historical Society, Chicago, Illinois for 
expansion of the Chicago Historical Society’s 
collections and exhibits, $200,000 shall be award- 
ed to Children’s Museum in Oak Lawn, Oak 
Lawn, Illinois, for its “Етріоте and 5оат” edu- 
cation program, $100,000 shall be awarded to 
City of Henderson, North Carolina, for per- 
sonnel, equipment and technology for the H. 
Leslie Perry Memorial Library, $200,000 shall be 
awarded to City of Jackson, Mississippi for the 
Medger Wiley Evers Museum for program and 
exhibit design and development, $250,000 shail 
be awarded to City of Jackson, TN to support 
technology upgrades at the Jackson-Madison 
County Public Library, $150,000 shall be award- 
ed to City of Murrieta Public Library, Murrieta, 
California, for a Literacy thru Technology Рто- 
gram, $500,000 shall be awarded to Claude Pep- 
per Center in Tallahassee, Florida for the 
digitization of library holdings, $100,000 shall be 
awarded to College of Physicians of Philadel- 
phia, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, to preserve 
its medical library and art collection, $50,000 
shall be awarded to Colleton County Memorial 
Library, Walterboro, South Carolina, for books 
and library materials, $76,000 shall be awarded 
to Columbus Museum of Art, Columbus, Ohio, to 
develop, test, and fabricate the exhibition, train 
teachers and docents and publicize the project 
and produce related educational materials, 
$72,000 shall be awarded to Contra Costa Coun- 
ty, Martinez, California, for the Contra Costa 
Reads program, $300,000 shall be awarded to 
Currier Museum of Art, Manchester, New 
Hampshire for educational programs and com- 
munity outreach, $825,000 shall be awarded to 
Des Moines Arts Center for the protection of the 
current collection, $500,000 shall be awarded to 
east Tennessee Historical Society, Knoxville, 
Tennessee, to expand and develop exhibits that 
teach of the culture and history of East Ten- 
nessee, $30,000 shall be awarded to Edison 
House Museum, Louisville, Kentucky, for edu- 
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cational programs, $100,000 shall be awarded to 
Everhart Museum, Scranton, Pennsylvania, 
$430,000 shall be awarded to Experience Music 
Project in Seattle, Washington for an Oral His- 
tory Program, $100,000 shall be awarded to Fair- 
fax County Public Library, Fairfax, VA, for its 
Motheread/Fatheread Plus family literacy ini- 
tiative, $800,000 shall be awarded to Field Mu- 
seum, Chicago, Illinois for establishing 
networked computer database for collections 
management, $100,000 shall be awarded to Fine 
Arts Museums of San Francisco for the De 
Young Museum’s Art Education Program, 
$275,000 shall be awarded to Florence Library 
Learning Center, Los Angeles, California, for 
reading and other education programs, $650,000 
shall be awarded to Florida International Mu- 
seum, St. Petersburg, Florida, for professional 
activities, $500,000 shall be awarded to Folger 
Library, Washington, D.C., for exhibits, oper- 
ations, and public programs including education 
and outreach, $50,000 shall be awarded to Fred- 
erick Douglass Museum, Washington, D.C., for 
an African American cultural outreach center, 
$75,000 shall be awarded to Free Library of 
Philadelphia, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, for 
technology and equipment upgrades, $350,000 
shall be awarded to George Washington Univer- 
sity, Washington, D.C., for the Eleanor Roo- 
sevelt Papers Project, $12,000 shall be awarded 
to Greenburgh Public Library, Tarrytown, New 
York, for computers and technology, $50,000 
shall be awarded to Greensburg Hempfield Area 
Public Library, Greensburg, Pennsylvania for 
computers, $500,000 shall be awarded to Grout 
Museum, Waterloo, IA, for exhibitions, $200,000 
shall be awarded to Harbor Heritage Society, 
Cleveland, Ohio, for MAKING WAVES: Vessel- 
wide interpretive exhibit planning for the 
Steamship William G. Mather Maritime Mu- 
seum, $250,000 shall be awarded to HealthSpace 
Cleveland, Cleveland, Ohio for exhibits, $75,000 
shall be awarded to Hellenic Cultural Associa- 
tion, salt Lake City, UT, for exhibit and pro- 
gram development at the Hellenic Cultural Mu- 
seum, $150,000 shall be awarded to Hendry 
County, LaBelle, FL, for books and technology 
for Harlem Library, $500,000 shall be awarded to 
Hesperia Community Library, Hesperia, Cali- 
fornia, $75,000 shall be awarded to Historical 
Society of Western Pennsylvania, Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania for exhibit and curriculum devel- 
opment for the western Pennsylvania Sports 
Museum, $75,000 shall be awarded to 
HistoryMakers, Chicago, Illinois, to create a 
digital archive dedicated to preserving the his- 
tory and accomplishments of African Americans, 
$150,000 shall be awarded to Home Port Alliance 
for the USS New Jersey for restoration and pres- 
ervation, $100,000 shall be awarded to Hopkins- 
ville-Christian County Public Library, Hopkins- 
ville, Kentucky, $250,000 shall be awarded to 
Hunter College, New York, New York, to 
digitize, preserve and archive collections of the 
Center for Puerto Rican Studies and for public 
access and dissemination activities, $300,000 
shall be awarded to Huntsville Museum of Art, 
Huntsville, Alabama, for exhibits, technology, 
outreach and education programs, $300,000 shall 
be awarded to International Museum of Women, 
San Francisco, California, for education and 
teacher professional development programs, 
$75,000 shall be awarded to Iona College, New 
York, for technology upgrade for the Ryan Li- 
brary, $150,000 shall be awarded to Italian- 
American Cultural Center of Iowa in Des 
Moines, IA for exhibits, multi-media collections, 
display, $72,000 shall be awarded to Jackson 
County Library System, Ripley, WV, $415,000 
shall be awarded to James Ford Bell Museum of 
Natural History, University of Minnesota, Min- 
neapolis, MN, for exhibits and education pro- 
grams, $350,000 shall be awarded to Johnstown 
Area, Heritage Association, Johnstown, Pennsyl- 
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vania, for exhibits and education programs for 
the Heritage Discovery Center, $25,000 shall be 
awarded to Josephine School Community Mu- 
seum, Berryville, Virginia, $400,000 shall be 
awarded to Kansas State University, Manhat- 
tan, KS for the 20th Century Soldier Project, 
$250,000 shall be awarded to Kidspace Children's 
Museum, Pasadena, California, to develop its 
Shake Zone Education Exhibit, $100,000 shall be 
awarded to Lafayette College, Easton, Pennsyl- 
vania, for technology updates to the David 
Bishop Skillman Library, $50,000 shall be 
awarded to Livingston Parish Hungarian Mu- 
seum, Denham Springs, Louisiana, $500,000 
shall be awarded to Maltz Museum of Jewish 
Heritage, Beachwood, Ohio, for a Cradle of 
Christianity: Biblical Treasures from the Holy 
Land traveling exhibition, $250,000 shall be 
awarded to MAPS Air Museum, North Canton, 
Ohio, to develop educational displays, upkeep of 
current displays, library expansion, historical 
research and operation expenses, $100,000 shall 
be awarded to Mauch Chunk Historical Society 
of Carbon County, Jim Thorpe, Pennsylvania, 
$500,000 shall be awarded to Memphis Zoo, 
Memphis, Tennessee to develop exhibits and 
support student programs, $400,000 shall be 
awarded to Miami Museum of Science & Space 
Transit Planetarium, Miami, Florida, for exhib- 
its, outreach, and education programs, $200,000 
shall be awarded to Mid-Hudson Children’s Mu- 
seum, Poughkeepsie, New York, for a Com- 
prehensive Technology Enrichment Program to 
enhance exhibits, $40,000 shall be awarded to 
Milford Area Historical Society, Milford, Ohio, 
for the Promont House Museum, $450,000 shall 
be awarded to Milton J. Rubenstein Museum of 
Science and Technology, Syracuse, New York, 
$1,540,000 shall be awarded to Missouri Histor- 
ical Society, St. Louis, Missouri, for the estab- 
lishment and maintenance of an archive for ma- 
terials relating to the Congressional career of 
the Honorable Richard A. Gephardt, $260,000 
shall be awarded to Mount Vernon Public Li- 
brary, Mount Vernon, New York for operations 
and upgrades, $100,000 shall be awarded to Mt. 
San Antonio College, Walnut, California for 
equipment, $500,000 shall be awarded to Museum 
of Appalachia, Norris Tennessee to preserve and 
restore the collection of Appalachian pioneer ar- 
tifacts, $250,000 shall be awarded to Museum of 
aviation Foundation, Warner Robins, Georgia, 
$200,000 shall be awarded to Museum of fine 
Arts, Boston, Massachusetts, for the develop- 
ment of exhibitions and programs, $600,000 shall 
be awarded to Museum of Flight in Seattle, 
Washington for the American Fighter Aces Ar- 
chive and Collection, $250,000 shall be awarded 
to Museum of Science and Industry, Chicago, П- 
linois, for the Science in Your World Program, 
$500,000 shall be awarded to Museum of Science, 
Boston, Massachusetts for community outreach, 
exhibit design and development, and edu- 
cational programs, $75,000 shall be awarded to 
National Center for American Revolution, 
Wayne, Pennsylvania, for exhibit design and 
curriculum development for the Museum of the 
American Revolution at Valley Forge National 
Historic Park, $100,000 shall be awarded to Na- 
tional City Public Library, National City, Cali- 
fornia, for collections and technology, $950,000 
shall be awarded to National D-Day Museum in 
New Orleans, Louisiana to improve the edu- 
cation, outreach, and exhibition of the museum, 
$100,000 shall be awarded to National Museum 
of American Jewish History, Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania to develop a fully interactive 
learning center linked to their web site that will 
extend the reach of the Museum, $1,000,000 shall 
be awarded to National Museum of Women in 
the Arts, Washington, D.C., $750,000 shall be 
awarded to National Trust for Historic Preser- 
vation, Washington, D.C., for the Farnsworth 
House Museum in Plano, Illinois, $2,100,000 
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shall be awarded to Native American Cultural 
Center and Museum, Oklahoma City, Okla- 
homa, $500,000 shall be awarded to New York 
Botanical Garden, Bronx, New York, for the 
Virtual Herbarium Project, $1,000,000 shall be 
awarded to New York Hall of Science to de- 
velop, expand, and display science-related mate- 
rials, $90,000 shall be awarded to North Carolina 
Museum of Art Foundation, Inc., Raleigh, 
North Carolina, for exhibits and education pro- 
grams, $1,000,000 shall be awarded to Omaha 
Performing Arts Center in Nebraska for tele- 
communications systems, $100,000 shall Фе 
awarded to Pennsylvania Hunting & Fishing 
Museum, Warren, Pennsylvania to develop cur- 
riculum for conservation education, $200,000 
shall be awarded to Pittsburgh Children’s Mu- 
seum, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, to expand arts 
and after-school programs for at-risk children, 
$950,000 shall be awarded to Please Touch Mu- 
seum, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, to develop 
education programs focusing on hands-on learn- 
ing experiences, $320,000 shall be awarded to 
Portland State University, Portland, Oregon, to 
enhance library collections and outreach in the 
area of Middle eastern and Judaic Studies, 
$50,000 shall be awarded to Putnam County Li- 
brary, Cookeville, Tennessee to improve exhibits 
and purchase technology upgrades, $100,000 
shall be awarded to Reading Company Tech- 
nical and Historical Society, Inc., Reading, 
Pennsylvania to expand interpretive activities, 
$550,000 shall be awarded to Rochester Museum 
& Science Center, Rochester, New York, for ex- 
pansion of exhibitions, $350,000 shall be award- 
ed to Rock and Roll Hall of Fame and Museum, 
Cleveland, Ohio, for music education programs, 
$200,000 shall be awarded to Saint Louis County 
Economic Council, Saint Louis, Missouri, for 
Jefferson Barracks, $100,000 shall be awarded to 
Sam Davis memorial Association, Smyrna, Ten- 
nessee, for interpretive exhibits and education 
programs for the Sam Davis Home, $350,000 shall 
be awarded to San Bernardino County, San 
Bernardino, California for the San Bernardino 
County Museum, $300,000 shall be awarded to 
Save the Speaker’s House, Inc., Trappe, Penn- 
sylvania, $315,000 shall be awarded to Sci-quest, 
The North Alabama Science Center, Huntsville, 
Alabama, for science and mathematics edu- 
cation programs, $175,000 shall be awarded to 
Serra Cooperative Library System, San Diego, 
California, $100,000 shall be awarded to Simon 
Wiesenthal Center’s Los Angeles Museum for 
Tolerance, Los Angeles, California, for the Tools 
for Tolerance for Educators program to provide 
teacher training in diversity, tolerance and co- 
operation, $50,000 shall be awarded to 
Smithtown Library, Smithtown, new York, for 
equipment and technology for its Virtual World- 
wide neighborhood, Website Project, $75,000 shall 
be awarded to Soldiers and Sailors National 
Military Museum and Memorial, Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania, for education and outreach pro- 
grams, $125,000 shall be awarded to Southwest 
Missouri State University, Springfield, Missouri, 
for digitization of Archives and Rare-book Col- 
lections at the Meyer Library, $250,000 shall be 
awarded to Stark County Park District, Canton, 
Ohio for exhibits, $1,000,000 shall be awarded to 
State Historical Society of Iowa in Des Moines, 
Iowa for the development of exhibits for the 
World Food Prize, $250,000 shall be awarded to 
Taft Museum of Art, Cincinnati, Ohio, $600,000 
shall be awarded to Tubman African American 
Museum, Macon, Georgia, $250,000 shall be 
awarded to University of Alaska Fairbanks for 
the continuation of the Alaska Digital archives 
project, $250,000 shall be awarded to University 
of Vermont of Burlington, Vermont for a 
digitization project for the preservation of 
Vermont cultural heritage materials, $500,000 
shall be awarded to Vietnam Archives Center at 
Texas Tech University, Lubbock, Texas, for 
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technology infrastructure, $200,000 shall be 
awarded to Virginia Living Museum, Newport 
News, Virginia for science education, $135,000 
shall be awarded to Waterloo Center for the 
Arts, Waterloo, Iowa for the Youth Pavilion to 
provide educational programs and exhibit design 
and development, $400,000 shall be awarded to 
Western Reserve Historical Society, Cleveland, 
Ohio, $25,000 shall be awarded to William 
McKinley Presidential Library and Museum, 
Canton, Ohio, $50,000 shall be awarded to Wil- 
liamsburg Country Library, Kingstree, South 
Carolina, for books, library materials and com- 
puters, $250,000 shall be awarded to Winchester 
Conservation Museum, Edgefield, South Caro- 
lina, $50,000 shall be awarded to Wisconsin His- 
torical Society, Madison, WI, to catalog and 
microfilm military base papers, $100,000 shall be 
awarded to Witte Museum, San Antonio, Texas, 
for the Water works project, $75,000 shall be 
awarded to Woodmere Art Museum, Philadel- 
phia, Pennsylvania, for technology upgrades 
and education and outreach programs, $500,000 
shall be awarded to Woodrow Wilson Presi- 
dential Library, Staunton, Virginia, $100,000 
Shall be awarded to World War II Victory Me- 
morial Museum, Auburn, IN, and $75,000 shall 
be awarded to Zimmer Children's Museum, Los 
Angeles, California, to develop and expand the 
youTHink education program. 


MEDICARE PAYMENT ADVISORY COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For expenses necessary to carry out section 
1805 of the Social Security Act, $9,979,000, to be 
transferred to this appropriation from the Fed- 
eral Hospital Insurance and the Federal Supple- 
mentary Medical Insurance Trust Funds. 


NATIONAL COMMISSION ON LIBRARIES AND 
INFORMATION SCIENCE 


SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For necessary expenses for the National Com- 
mission on Libraries and Information Science, 
established by the Act of July 20, 1970 (Public 
Law 91-345, as amended), $1,001,000. 


NATIONAL COUNCIL ON DISABILITY 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For expenses necessary for the National Coun- 
cil on Disability as authorized by title IV of the 
Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended, 
$3,371,000. 


NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For expenses necessary for the National Labor 
Relations Board to carry out the functions vest- 
ed in it by the Labor-Management Relations 
Act, 1947, as amended (29 U.S.C. 141-167), and 
other laws, $251,875,000: Provided, That no part 
of this appropriation shall be available to orga- 
nize or assist in organizing agricultural laborers 
or used in connection with investigations, hear- 
ings, directives, or orders concerning bargaining 
units composed of agricultural laborers as re- 
ferred to in section 2(3) of the Act of July 5, 1935 
(29 U.S.C. 152), and as amended by the Labor- 
Management Relations Act, 1947, as amended, 
and as defined in section 3(f) of the Act of June 
25, 1938 (29 U.S.C. 203), and including in said 
definition employees engaged in the mainte- 
nance and operation of ditches, canals, res- 
ervoirs, and waterways when maintained or op- 
erated on a mutual, nonprofit basis and at least 
95 percent of the water stored or supplied there- 
by is used for farming purposes. 


NATIONAL MEDIATION BOARD 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For expenses necessary to carry out the provi- 
sions of the Railway Labor Act, as amended (45 
U.S.C. 151-188), including emergency boards ap- 
pointed by the President, $11,722,000. 
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OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH REVIEW 
COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For expenses necessary for the Occupational 
Safety and Health Review Commission (29 
U.S.C. 661), $10,595,000. 

RAILROAD RETIREMENT BOARD 
DUAL BENEFITS PAYMENTS ACCOUNT 

For payment to the Dual Benefits Payments 
Account, authorized under section 15(а) of the 
Railroad Retirement Act of 1974, $108,000,000, 
which shall include amounts becoming available 
іп fiscal year 2005 pursuant to section 
224(c)(1)(B) of Public Law 98-76; and in addi- 
tion, an amount, not to exceed 2 percent of the 
amount provided herein, shall be available pro- 
portional to the amount by which the product of 
recipients and the average benefit received ex- 
ceeds $108,000,000: Provided, That the total 
amount provided herein shall be credited in 12 
approximately equal amounts on the first day of 
each month in the fiscal year. 

FEDERAL PAYMENTS TO THE RAILROAD 
RETIREMENT ACCOUNTS 

For payment to the accounts established in 
the Treasury for the payment of benefits under 
the Railroad Retirement Act for interest earned 
on unnegotiated checks, $150,000, to remain 
available through September 30, 2006, which 
shall be the maximum amount available for pay- 
ment pursuant to section 417 of Public Law 98- 
76. 

LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATION 

For necessary expenses for the Railroad Re- 
tirement Board for administration of the Rail- 
road Retirement Act and the Railroad Unem- 
ployment Insurance Act, $103,370,000, to be de- 
rived in such amounts as determined by the 
Board from the railroad retirement accounts 
and from moneys credited to the railroad unem- 
ployment insurance administration fund. 


LIMITATION ON THE OFFICE OF INSPECTOR 
GENERAL 


For expenses necessary for the Office of In- 
spector General for audit, investigatory and re- 
view activities, as authorized by the Inspector 
General Act of 1978, as amended, not more than 
$7,254,000, to be derived from the railroad retire- 
ment accounts and railroad unemployment in- 
surance account: Provided, That none of the 
funds made available in any other paragraph of 
this Act may be transferred to the Office; used 
to carry out any such transfer; used to provide 
any office space, equipment, office supplies, 
communications facilities or services, mainte- 
nance services, or administrative services for the 
Office; used to pay any salary, benefit, or 
award for any personnel of the Office; used to 
pay any other operating expense of the Office; 
or used to reimburse the Office for any service 
provided, or expense incurred, by the Office. 

SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION 

PAYMENTS TO SOCIAL SECURITY TRUST FUNDS 

For payment to the Federal Old-Age and Sur- 
vivors Insurance and the Federal Disability In- 
surance trust funds, as provided under sections 
201(m), 228(g), and 1131(b)(2) of the Social Secu- 
rity Act, $20,454,000. 

SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME PROGRAM 


For carrying out titles XI and XVI of the So- 
cial Security Act, section 401 of Public Law 92- 
603, section 212 of Public Law 93-66, as amend- 
ed, and section 405 of Public Law 95-216, includ- 
ing payment to the Social Security trust funds 
for administrative expenses incurred pursuant 
to section 201(g)(1) of the Social Security Act, 
$28 ,586,829,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided, That any portion of the 
funds provided to a State in the current fiscal 
year and not obligated by the State during that 
year shall be returned to the Treasury. 
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For making, after June 15 of the current fiscal 
year, benefit payments to individuals under title 
XVI of the Social Security Act, for unantici- 
pated costs incurred for the current fiscal year, 
such sums as may be necessary. 

For making benefit payments under title XVI 
of the Social Security Act for the first quarter of 
fiscal year 2006, $10,930,000,000, to remain avail- 
able until expended. 

LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses, including the hire of 
two passenger motor vehicles, and not to exceed 
$15,000 for official reception and representation 
expenses, not more than $8,674,296,000 may be 
expended, as authorized by section 201(g)(1) of 
the Social Security Act, from any one or all of 
the trust funds referred to therein: Provided, 
That not less than $2,000,000 shall be for the So- 
cial Security Advisory Board: Provided further, 
That unobligated balances of funds provided 
under this paragraph at the end of fiscal year 
2005 not needed for fiscal year 2005 shall remain 
available until erpended to invest in the Social 
Security Administration information technology 
and telecommunications hardware and software 
infrastructure, including related equipment and 
non-payroll administrative expenses associated 
solely with this information technology and 
telecommunications infrastructure: Provided 
further, That reimbursement to the trust funds 
under this heading for expenditures for official 
time for employees of the Social Security Admin- 
istration pursuant to section 7131 of title 5, 
United States Code, and for facilities or support 
services for labor organizations pursuant to 
policies, regulations, or procedures referred to in 
section 7135(b) of such title shall be made by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, with interest, from 
amounts in the general fund not otherwise ap- 
propriated, as soon as possible after such ex- 
penditures are made. 

In addition, $124,000,000 to be derived from 
administration fees in excess of $5.00 per supple- 
mentary payment collected pursuant to section 
1616(d) of the Social Security Act or section 
212(b)(3) of Public Law 93-66, which shall re- 
main available until expended. To the extent 
that the amounts collected pursuant to such sec- 
tion 1616(d) or 212(b)(3) in fiscal year 2005 ex- 
ceed $124,000,000, the amounts shall be available 
in fiscal year 2006 only to the extent provided in 
advance in appropriations Acts. 

In addition, up to $3,600,000 to be derived from 
fees collected pursuant to section 303(c) of the 
Social Security Protection Act (Public Law 108— 
203), which shall remain available until ex- 
pended. 

From funds previously appropriated for Fed- 
eral-State Partnerships, any unobligated bal- 
ances at the end of fiscal year 2004 shall be 
transferred to the Supplemental Security Income 
Program and remain available until expended to 
promote Medicare buy-in programs targeted to 
elderly and disabled individuals under titles 
XVIII and XIX of the Social Security Act. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 


(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For expenses necessary for the Office of In- 
spector General in carrying out the provisions of 
the Inspector General Act of 1978, as amended, 
$25,748,000, together with not to exceed 
$65,359,000, to be transferred and expended as 
authorized by section 201(g)(1) of the Social Se- 
curity Act from the Federal Old-Age and Sur- 
vivors Insurance Trust Fund and the Federal 
Disability Insurance Trust Fund. 

In addition, an amount not to exceed 3 per- 
cent of the total provided in this appropriation 
may be transferred from the *' Limitation on Ad- 
ministrative Expenses", Social Security Admin- 
istration, to be merged with this account, to be 
available for the time and purposes for which 
this account is available: Provided, That notice 
of such transfers shall be transmitted promptly 
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to the Committees on Appropriations of the 
House and Senate. 
TITLE V—GENERAL PROVISIONS 

SEC. 501. The Secretaries of Labor, Health and 
Human Services, and Education are authorized 
to transfer unexpended balances of prior appro- 
priations to accounts corresponding to current 
appropriations provided in this Act: Provided, 
That such transferred balances are used for the 
same purpose, and for the same periods of time, 
for which they were originally appropriated. 

SEC. 502. No part of any appropriation con- 
tained in this Act shall remain available for ob- 
ligation beyond the current fiscal year unless 
expressly so provided herein. 

SEC. 503. (a) No part of any appropriation 
contained in this Act shall be used, other than 
for normal and recognized executive-legislative 
relationships, for publicity or propaganda pur- 
poses, for the preparation, distribution, or use of 
any kit, pamphlet, booklet, publication, radio, 
television, or video presentation designed to sup- 
port or defeat legislation pending before the 
Congress or any State legislature, except in 
presentation to the Congress or any State legis- 
lature itself. 

(b) No part of any appropriation contained in 
this Act shall be used to pay the salary or ex- 
penses of any grant or contract recipient, or 
agent acting for such recipient, related to any 
activity designed to influence legislation or ap- 
propriations pending before the Congress or any 
State legislature. 

SEC. 504. The Secretaries of Labor and Edu- 
cation are authorized to make available not to 
exceed $28,000 and $20,000, respectively, from 
funds available for salaries and expenses under 
titles I and III, respectively, for official recep- 
tion and representation expenses; the Director 
of the Federal Mediation and Conciliation Serv- 
ice is authorized to make available for official 
reception and representation expenses not to ex- 
ceed $5,000 from the funds available for ‘‘Sala- 
ries and expenses, Federal Mediation and Con- 
ciliation Service"; and the Chairman of the Na- 
tional Mediation Board is authorized to make 
available for official reception and representa- 
tion expenses mot to exceed $5,000 from funds 
available for “Salaries and expenses, National 
Mediation Board". 

SEC. 505. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of this Act, no funds appropriated under this 
Act shall be used to carry out any program of 
distributing sterile needles or syringes for the 
hypodermic injection of any illegal drug. 

SEC. 506. When issuing statements, press re- 
leases, requests for proposals, bid solicitations 
and other documents describing projects or pro- 
grams funded in whole or in part with Federal 
money, all grantees receiving Federal funds in- 
cluded in this Act, including but not limited to 
State and local governments and recipients of 
Federal research grants, shall clearly state— 

(1) the percentage of the total costs of the pro- 
gram or project which will be financed with 
Federal money; 

(2) the dollar amount of Federal funds for the 
project or program; and 

(3) percentage and dollar amount of the total 
costs of the project or program that will be fi- 
nanced by non-governmental sources. 

SEC. 507. (a) None of the funds appropriated 
under this Act, and none of the funds in any 
trust fund to which funds are appropriated 
under this Act, shall be expended for any abor- 
tion. 

(b) None of the funds appropriated under this 
Act, and none of the funds in any trust fund to 
which funds are appropriated under this Act, 
Shall be expended for health benefits coverage 
that includes coverage of abortion. 

(c) The term “health benefits coverage" means 
the package of services covered by a managed 
care provider or organization pursuant to a con- 
tract or other arrangement. 
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SEC. 508. (a) The limitations established in the 
preceding section shall not apply to an abor- 
tion— 

(1) if the pregnancy is the result of an act of 
rape or incest; or 

(2) in the case where a woman suffers from a 
physical disorder, physical injury, or physical 
illness, including a life-endangering physical 
condition caused by or arising from the preg- 
nancy itself, that would, as certified by a physi- 
cian, place the woman in danger of death unless 
an abortion is performed. 

(b) Nothing in the preceding section shall be 
construed as prohibiting the expenditure by a 
State, locality, entity, or private person of State, 
local, or private funds (other than a State’s or 
locality’s contribution of Medicaid matching 
funds). 

(c) Nothing in the preceding section shall be 
construed as restricting the ability of any man- 
aged care provider from offering abortion cov- 
erage or the ability of a State or locality to con- 
tract separately with such a provider for such 
coverage with State funds (other than a State’s 
or locality’s contribution of Medicaid matching 
funds). 

(а)(1) None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be made available to a Federal 
agency or program, or to a State or local govern- 
ment, if such agency, program, or government 
subjects any institutional or individual health 
care entity to discrimination on the basis that 
the health care entity does not provide, pay for, 
provide coverage of, or refer for abortions. 

(2) In this subsection, the term “health care 
entity" includes an individual physician or 
other health care professional, a hospital, a pro- 
vider-sponsored organization, a health mainte- 
nance organization, a health insurance plan, or 
any other kind of health care facility, organiza- 
tion, or plan. 

SEC. 509. (a) None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used for—— 

(1) the creation of a human embryo or em- 
bryos for research purposes; or 

(2) research in which a human embryo or em- 
bryos are destroyed, discarded, or knowingly 
subjected to risk of injury or death greater tham 
that allowed for research on fetuses in utero 
under 45 CFR 46.208(a)(2) and section 498(b) of 
the Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 
2899(5)). 

(b) For purposes of this section, the term 
“human embryo or embryos" includes any orga- 
nism, not protected as a human subject under 45 
CFR 46 as of the date of the enactment of this 
Act, that is derived by fertilization, par- 
thenogenesis, cloning, or any other means from 
one or more human gametes or human diploid 
cells. 

SEC. 510. (a) None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used for any activity that 
promotes the legalization of any drug or other 
substance included in schedule I of the sched- 
ules of controlled substances established by sec- 
tion 202 of the Controlled Substances Act (21 
U.S.C. 612). 

(b) The limitation in subsection (a) shall not 
apply when there is significant medical evidence 
of a therapeutic advantage to the use of such 
drug or other substance or that federally spon- 
sored clinical trials are being conducted to de- 
termine therapeutic advantage. 

SEC. 511. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be obligated or expended to enter 
into or renew a contract with an entity if— 

(1) such entity is otherwise a contractor with 
the United States and is subject to the require- 
ment in section 4212(d) of title 38, United States 
Code, regarding submission of an annual report 
to the Secretary of Labor concerning employ- 
ment of certain veterans; and 

(2) such entity has not submitted a report as 
required by that section for the most recent year 
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for which such requirement was applicable to 
such entity. 

SEC. 512. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used to promulgate or adopt 
any final standard under section 1173(b) of the 
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1320d-2(b)) pro- 
viding for, or providing for the assignment of, a 
unique health identifier for an individual (ex- 
cept in an individual's capacity as an employer 
or a health care provider), until legislation is 
enacted specifically approving the standard. 

SEC. 513. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be transferred to any department, 
agency, or instrumentality of the United States 
Government, except pursuant to a transfer made 
by, or transfer authority provided in, this Act or 
any other appropriation Act. 

SEC. 514. None of the funds made available by 
this Act to carry out the Library Services and 
Technology Act may be made available to any 
library covered by paragraph (1) of section 
224(f) of such Act (20 U.S.C. 9134(f)), as amend- 
ed by the Children’s Internet Protections Act, 
unless such library has made the certifications 
required by paragraph (4) of such section. 

SEC. 515. None of the funds made available by 
this Act to carry out part D of title II of the Ele- 
mentary and Secondary Education Act of 1965 
may be made available to any elementary or sec- 
ondary school covered by paragraph (1) of sec- 
tion 2441(a) of such Act (20 U.S.C. 6777(a)), as 
amended by the Children’s Internet Protections 
Act and the No Child Left Behind Act, unless 
the local educational agency with responsibility 
for such covered school has made the certifi- 
cations required by paragraph (2) of such sec- 
tion. 

SEC. 516. None of the funds appropriated in 
this Act may be used to enter into an arrange- 
ment under section 7(b)(4) of the Railroad Re- 
tirement Act of 1974 (45 U.S.C. 231f(b)(4)) with a 
nongovernmental financial institution to serve 
as disbursing agent for benefits payable under 
the Railroad Retirement Act of 1974. 

SEC. 517. (a) None of the funds provided under 
this Act, or provided under previous appropria- 
tions Acts to the agencies funded by this Act 
that remain available for obligation or expendi- 
ture in fiscal year 2005, or provided from any ac- 
counts in the Treasury of the United States de- 
rived by the collection of fees available to the 
agencies funded by this Act, shall be available 
for obligation or expenditure through а re- 
programming of funds that— 

(1) creates new programs; 

(2) eliminates a program, project, or activity; 

(3) increases funds or personnel by any means 
for any project or activity for which funds have 
been denied or restricted; 

(4) relocates an office or employees; 

(5) reorganizes or renames offices; 

(6) reorganizes programs or activities; or 

(7) contracts out or privatizes any functions 
or activities presently performed by Federal em- 
ployees. 

None of the funds made available by this Act 
may be reprogrammed unless the Appropriations 
Committees of both Houses of Congress are noti- 
fied 15 days in advance of a reprogramming an- 
nouncement of intent to reprogramm funds, 
whichever occurs earlier. 

(b) None of the funds provided under this Act, 
or provided under previous appropriations Acts 
to the agencies funded by this Act that remain 
available for obligation or expenditure in fiscal 
year 2005, or provided from any accounts in the 
Treasury of the United States derived by the 
collection of fees available to the agencies fund- 
ed by this Act, shall be available for obligation 
or expenditure through a reprogramming of 
funds in excess of $500,000 or 10 percent, which- 
ever is less, that— 

(1) augments existing programs, projects (in- 
cluding construction projects), or activities; 
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(2) reduces by 10 percent funding for any ex- 
isting program, project, or activity, or numbers 
of personnel by 10 percent as approved by Con- 
gress; or 

(3) results from any general savings from a re- 
duction in personnel which would result in a 
change in existing programs, activities, or 
projects as approved by Congress; unless the Ap- 
propriations Committees of both Houses of Con- 
gress are notified 15 days in advance of a re- 
programming or announcement of intent to 
reprogramm of funds, whichever occurs earlier. 

SEC. 518. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law or regulation, the United States Govern- 
ment’s interest in the property at 1818 W. North- 
ern Lights Boulevard in Anchorage, Alaska, 
with legal description: T13N R4W Section 25, 
МЕУ, МИ Portion W135 E953 N350, Anchorage 
Recording | District shall be conveyed to 
Southcentral Foundation for a replacement 
Head Start facility. 

SEC. 519. (a) IN GENERAL.—Amounts made 
available under this Act for the administrative 
and related expenses for departmental manage- 
ment for the Department of Labor, the Depart- 
ment of Health and Human Services, and the 
Department of Education shall be reduced on a 
pro rata basis by $18,000,000: Provided, That not 
later than 15 days after the enactment of this 
Act, the Director of the Office of Management 
and Budget shall report to the House and Sen- 
ate Committees on Appropriations the accounts 
Subject to the pro rata reductions and the 
amount to be reduced in each account. 

(b) LIMITATION.—The reduction required by 
Subsection (a) shall not apply to the Food and 
Drug Administration and the Indian Health 
Service. 

This division may be cited as the ‘‘Depart- 
ments of Labor, Health and Human Services, 
and Education, and Related Agencies Appro- 
priations Act, 2005”, 

DIVISION G 


LEGISLATIVE BRANCH APPROPRIATIONS 
ACT 
TITLE I—LEGISLATIVE BRANCH 
APPROPRIATIONS 
SENATE 
EXPENSE ALLOWANCES 
For expense allowances of the Vice President, 
$20,000; the President Pro Tempore of the Sen- 
ate, $40,000; Majority Leader of the Senate, 
$40,000; Minority Leader of the Senate, $40,000; 
Majority Whip of the Senate, $10,000; Minority 
Whip of the Senate, $10,000; President Pro Tem- 
pore emeritus, $15,000; Chairmen of the Majority 
and Minority Conference Committees, $5,000 for 
each Chairman; and Chairmen of the Majority 
and Minority Policy Committees, $5,000 for each 
Chairman; in all, $195,000. 
REPRESENTATION ALLOWANCES FOR THE 
MAJORITY AND MINORITY LEADERS 
For representation allowances of the Majority 
and Minority Leaders of the Senate, $15,000 for 
each such Leader; in all, $30,000. 
SALARIES, OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES 
For compensation of officers, employees, and 
others as authorized by law, including agency 
contributions, $134,840,000, which shall be paid 
from this appropriation without regard to the 
following limitations: 
OFFICE OF THE VICE PRESIDENT 
For the Office of the Vice President, 
$2,108,000. 
OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 
For the Office of the President Pro Tempore, 
$561,000. 
OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 
EMERITUS 
For the Office of the President Pro Tempore 
emeritus, $163,000. 
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OFFICES OF THE MAJORITY AND MINORITY 
LEADERS 
For Offices of the Majority and Minority 

Leaders, $3,808,000. 

OFFICES OF THE MAJORITY AND MINORITY WHIPS 

For Offices of the Majority and Minority 
Whips, $2,556,000. 

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 

For salaries of the Committee on Appropria- 

tions, $13,301,000. 
CONFERENCE COMMITTEES 

For the Conference of the Majority and the 

Conference of the Minority, at rates of com- 

pensation to be fixed by the Chairman of each 

such committee, $1,413,000 for each such com- 
mittee; in all, $2,826,000. 

OFFICES OF THE SECRETARIES OF THE CON- 
FERENCE OF THE MAJORITY AND THE CON- 
FERENCE OF THE MINORITY 
For Offices of the Secretaries of the Con- 

ference of the Majority and the Conference of 

the Minority, $702,000. 
POLICY COMMITTEES 
For salaries of the Majority Policy Committee 
and the Minority Policy Committee, $1,473,000 
for each such committee; in all, $2,946,000. 
OFFICE OF THE CHAPLAIN 
For Office of the Chaplain, $341,000. 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
For Office of the Secretary, $19,586,000. 
OFFICE OF THE SERGEANT AT ARMS AND 
DOORKEEPER 
For Office of the Sergeant at Arms and Door- 
keeper, $50,635,000. 
OFFICES OF THE SECRETARIES FOR THE MAJORITY 
AND MINORITY 
For Offices of the Secretary for the Majority 
and the Secretary for the Minority, $1,528,000. 

AGENCY CONTRIBUTIONS AND RELATED EXPENSES 
For agency contributions for employee bene- 

fits, as authorized by law, and related expenses, 

$33,779,000. 
OFFICE OF THE LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL OF THE 
SENATE 
For salaries and expenses of the Office of the 
Legislative Counsel of the Senate, $5,152,000. 


OFFICE OF SENATE LEGAL COUNSEL 


For salaries and expenses of the Office of Sen- 
ate Legal Counsel, $1,265,000. 

EXPENSE ALLOWANCES OF THE SECRETARY OF 
THE SENATE, SERGEANT AT ARMS AND DOOR- 
KEEPER OF THE SENATE, AND SECRETARIES FOR 
THE MAJORITY AND MINORITY OF THE SENATE 
For expense allowances of the Secretary of the 

Senate, $6,000; Sergeant at Arms and Door- 

keeper of the Senate, $6,000; Secretary for the 

Majority of the Senate, $6,000; Secretary for the 

Minority of the Senate, $6,000; in all, $24,000. 

CONTINGENT EXPENSES OF THE SENATE 
INQUIRIES AND INVESTIGATIONS 
For expenses of inquiries and investigations 
ordered by the Senate, or conducted under sec- 
tion 134(a) of the Legislative Reorganization Act 
of 1946 (Public Law 97-601), section 112 of the 

Supplemental Appropriations and Rescission 

Act, 1980 (Public Law 96-304), and Senate Reso- 

lution 281, 96th Congress, agreed to March 11, 

1980, $110,000,000. 

EXPENSES OF THE UNITED STATES SENATE CAUCUS 

ON INTERNATIONAL NARCOTICS CONTROL 
For expenses of the United States Senate Cau- 
cus on International Narcotics Control, $520,000. 
SECRETARY OF THE SENATE 
For expenses of the Office of the Secretary of 
the Senate, $1,700,000. 
SERGEANT AT ARMS AND DOORKEEPER OF THE 


SENATE 
For expenses of the Office of the Sergeant at 
Arms | and | Doorkeeper of the Senate, 
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$127,182,000, of which $20,045,000 shall remain 
available until September 30, 2007, and of which 
$4,255,000 shall remain available until September 
30, 2009. 

MISCELLANEOUS ITEMS 

For miscellaneous items, $18,326,000, of which 
up to $500,000 shall be made available for a pilot 
program for mailings of postal patron postcards 
by Senators for the purpose of providing notice 
of a town meeting by a Senator in a county (or 
equivalent unit of local government) at which 
the Senator will personally attend: Provided, 
That any amount allocated to a Senator for 
such mailing shall not exceed 50 percent of the 
cost of the mailing and the remaining cost shall 
be paid by the Senator from other funds avail- 
able to the Senator. 

SENATORS’ OFFICIAL PERSONNEL AND OFFICE 

EXPENSE ACCOUNT 

For Senators’ Official Personnel and Office 

Expense Account, $326,533,000. 
OFFICIAL MAIL COSTS 

For expenses necessary for official mail costs 

of the Senate, $300,000. 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 

SEC. 1. GROSS RATE OF COMPENSATION IN OF- 
FICES OF SENATORS. Effective on and after Octo- 
ber 1, 2004, each of the dollar amounts con- 
tained in the table under section 105(d)(1)(A) of 
the Legislative Branch Appropriations Act, 1968 
(2 U.S.C. 61-1(d)(1)(A)) shall be deemed to be the 
dollar amounts in that table, as adjusted by law 
and in effect on September 30, 2004, increased by 
an additional $50,000 each. 

SEC. 2. CONSULTANTS. With respect to fiscal 
year 2005, the first sentence of section 101(a) of 
the Supplemental Appropriations Act, 1977 (2 
U.S.C. 61h-6(a)) shall be applied by substituting 
“nine individual consultants" for “eight indi- 
vidual consultants". 

SEC. 3. UNITED STATES SENATE COLLECTION. 
Section 316 of Public Law 101-302 (2 U.S.C. 2107) 
is amended in the first sentence of subsection (a) 
by striking “2004” and inserting “2005”, 

SEC. 4. PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE EMERITUS OF 
THE SENATE. Section 7(e) of the Legislative 
Branch Appropriations Act, 2003 (2 U.S.C. 32b 
note) is amended by inserting “ата the 109th 
Congress" after ‘‘108th Congress”. 

SEC. 5. TRANSFER OF FUNDS FROM APPROPRIA- 
TIONS ACCOUNT OF THE OFFICE OF THE VICE 
PRESIDENT AND THE OFFICES OF THE SECRE- 
TARIES FOR THE MAJORITY AND MINORITY TO 
THE SENATE CONTINGENT FUND. (а) OFFICE OF 
THE VICE PRESIDENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Upon the written request of 
the Vice President, the Secretary of the Senate 
shall transfer from the appropriations account 
appropriated under the subheading ‘‘OFFICE OF 
THE VICE PRESIDENT” under the heading ‘‘SALA- 
RIES, OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES" such amount 
as the Vice President shall specify to the appro- 
priations account under the heading ‘‘ MIS- 
CELLANEOUS ITEMS” within the contingent fund 
of the Senate. 

(2) 

(2) AUTHORITY TO INCUR EXPENSES.—The Vice 
President may incur such expenses as may be 
necessary or appropriate. Expenses incurred by 
the Vice President shall be paid from the 
amount transferred under paragraph (1) by the 
Vice President and upon vouchers approved by 
the Vice President. 

(3) AUTHORITY TO ADVANCE SUMS.—The Sec- 
retary of the Senate may advance such sums as 
may be necessary to defray expenses incurred in 
carrying out paragraphs (1) and (2). 

(b) OFFICES OF THE SECRETARIES FOR THE МА- 
JORITY AND MINORITY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Upon the written request of 
the Secretary for the Majority or the Secretary 
for the Minority, the Secretary of the Senate 
shall transfer from the appropriations account 
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appropriated under the subheading ‘‘OFFICES OF 
THE SECRETARIES FOR THE MAJORITY AND MINOR- 
ITY” under the heading ‘‘SALARIES, OFFICERS 
AND EMPLOYEES” such amount as the Secretary 
for the Majority or the Secretary for the Minor- 
ity shall specify to the appropriations account 
under the heading ‘‘MISCELLANEOUS ITEMS" 
within the contingent fund of the Senate. 

(2) AUTHORITY TO INCUR EXPENSES.—The Sec- 
retary for the Majority or the Secretary for the 
Minority may incur such expenses as may be 
necessary or appropriate. Expenses incurred by 
the Secretary for the Majority or the Secretary 
for the Minority shall be paid from the amount 
transferred under paragraph (1) by the Sec- 
retary for the Majority or the Secretary for the 
Minority and upon vouchers approved by the 
Secretary for the Majority or the Secretary for 
the Minority, as applicable. 

(3 AUTHORITY TO ADVANCE SUMS.—The Sec- 
retary of the Senate may advance such sums as 
may be necessary to defray expenses incurred in 
carrying out paragraphs (1) and (2). 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall apply 
to fiscal year 2005 and each fiscal year there- 
after. 

SEC. 6. ACTIVITIES RELATING TO FOREIGN PAR- 
LIAMENTARY GROUPS AND FOREIGN OFFICIALS. 
Section 2(c) of chapter VIII of title I of the Sup- 
plemental Appropriations Act, 1987 (2 U.S.C. 
65f(c)) is amended in the first sentence by strik- 
ing “with the approval of" and inserting “ата 
upon notification to”. 

SEC. 7. TRANSPORTATION OF OFFICIAL 
RECORDS AND PAPERS TO A SENATOR’S STATE. (a) 
PAYMENT OF REASONABLE TRANSPORTATION EX- 
PENSES.—Upon request of a Senator, amounts in 
the appropriation account ‘‘Miscellaneous 
Items’’ within the contingent fund of the Senate 
shall be available to pay the reasonable ex- 
penses of sending or transporting the official 
records and papers of the Senator from the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to any location designated by 
such Senator in the State represented by the 
Senator. 

(b) SENDING AND TRANSPORTATION.—The Ser- 
geant at Arms and Doorkeeper of the Senate 
shall provide for the most economical means of 
sending or transporting the official records and 
papers under this section while ensuring the or- 
derly and timely delivery of the records and pa- 
pers to the location specified by the Senator. 

(с) OVERSIGHT.—The Committee on Rules and 
Administration shall have the authority to issue 
rules and regulations to carry out the provisions 
of this section. 

(d) OFFICIAL RECORDS DEFINED.—In this sec- 
tion, the term “‘official records and papers" 
means books, records, papers, and official files 
which could be sent as franked mail. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall apply 
with respect to fiscal year 2005 and each suc- 
ceeding fiscal year. 

SEC. 8. COMPENSATION FOR LOST OR DAMAGED 
PROPERTY. (a) IN GENERAL.—Any amounts re- 
ceived by the Sergeant at Arms and Doorkeeper 
of the Senate (in this section referred to as the 
“Sergeant at Arms") for compensation for dam- 
age to, loss of, or loss of use of property of the 
Sergeant at Arms that was procured using 
amounts available to the Sergeant at Arms in 
the account for Contingent Expenses, Sergeant 
at Arms and Doorkeeper of the Senate, shall be 
credited to that account or, if applicable, to any 
subaccount of that account. 

(b) AVAILABILITY.—Amounts credited to any 
account or subaccount under subsection (a) 
shall be merged with amounts in that account or 
subaccount and shall be available to the same 
extent, and subject to the same terms and condi- 
tions, as amounts in that account or sub- 
account. 

(с) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall apply 
with respect to fiscal year 2005 and each fiscal 
year thereafter. 
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SEC. 9. AGE REQUIREMENT FOR SENATE PAGES. 
Section 491(b)(1) of the Legislative Reorganiza- 
tion Act of 1970 (2 U.S.C. 88b-1(b)(1)) is amend- 
ed by striking “fourteen” and inserting ‘‘six- 
teen". 

SEC. 10. TREATMENT OF ELECTRONIC SERVICES 
PROVIDED BY SERGEANT AT ARMS. The Office of 
the Sergeant at Arms and Doorkeeper of the 
United States Senate, and any officer, employee, 
or agent of the Office, shall not be treated as ac- 
quiring possession, custody, or control of amy 
electronic mail or other electronic communica- 
tion, data, or information by reason of its being 
transmitted, processed, or stored (whether tem- 
porarily or otherwise) through the use of an 
electronic system established, maintained, or op- 
erated, or the use of electronic services provided, 
in whole or in part by the Office. 

SEC. 11. MODIFICATION OF APPLICATION OF 
SECTION 47 OF THE REVISED STATUTES. Section 47 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States (2 
U.S.C. 48) is amended by striking ‘‘of Senators 
shall be certified by the President of the Senate, 
and those of Representatives and Delegates" 
and inserting “ој Representatives and Delegates 
shall be certified". 

SEC. 12. OVERSEAS TRAVEL. (a) DEFINITION.— 
In this section, the term “United States" means 
each of the several States of the United States, 
the District of Columbia, and the territories and 
possessions of the United States. 

(b) IN GENERAL.—A member of the Capitol Po- 
lice may travel outside of the United States if— 

(1) that travel is with, or in preparation for, 
travel of a Senator, including travel of a Sen- 
ator as part of a congressional delegation; 

(2) the member of the Capitol Police is per- 
forming security advisory and liaison functions 
(including advance security liaison prepara- 
tions) relating to the travel of that Senator; and 

(3) the Sergeant at Arms and Doorkeeper of 
the Senate gives prior approval to the travel of 
the member of the Capitol Police. 

(c) LAW ENFORCEMENT  FUNCTIONS.—Sub- 
section (b) shall not be construed to authorize 
the performance of law enforcement functions 
by a member of the Capitol Police in connection 
with the travel authorized under that sub- 
Section. 

(d) REIMBURSEMENT.—The Capitol Police shall 
be reimbursed for the overtime pay, travel, and 
related expenses of any member of the Capitol 
Police who travels under the authority of this 
section. Any reimbursement under this sub- 
section shall be paid from the account under the 
heading ‘‘SERGEANT AT ARMS AND DOORKEEPER 
OF THE SENATE" under the heading ‘‘CONTIN- 
GENT EXPENSES OF THE SENATE”. 

(e) AMOUNTS RECEIVED.—Any amounts re- 
ceived by the Capitol Police for reimbursements 
under subsection (d) shall be credited to the ac- 
counts established for the general expenses or 
salaries of the Capitol Police, and shall be avail- 
able to carry out the purposes of such accounts 
during the fiscal year in which the amounts are 
received and the following fiscal year. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall apply 
to fiscal year 2005 and each fiscal year there- 
after. 

SEC. 13. EXPENSE ALLOWANCES. (a) IN GEN- 
ERAL.—The matter under the subheading “ЕХ- 
PENSE ALLOWANCES OF THE VICE PRESIDENT, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, MAJORITY AND MINOR- 
ITY LEADERS AND MAJORITY AND MINORITY 
WHIPS?” under the heading "LEGISLATIVE 
BRANCH” under chapter VI of title I of the 
Second Supplemental Appropriations Act, 1978 
(Public Law 95-355; 92 Stat. 532) is amended— 

(1) in the second sentence (2 U.S.C. 31а—1) (re- 
lating to the Majority and Minority Leaders of 
the Senate) by striking ‘‘$20,000’’ and inserting 
“$40,000”; and 

(2) in the third sentence (2 U.S.C. 32b) (relat- 
ing to the President pro tempore) by striking 
“$20,000” and inserting ‘‘$40,000’’. 
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(b) PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE EMERITUS.—Sec- 
tion 7(d) of the Legislative Branch Арртортіа- 
tions Act, 2003 (2 U.S.C. 32b note) is amended in 
the first sentence (relating to the President pro 
tempore emeritus) by striking ‘‘$7,500’’ and in- 
serting ‘‘$15,000’’. 

(с) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section shall apply to fiscal year 2005 
and each fiscal year thereafter. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For salaries and expenses of the House of 
Representatives, $1,048,581 ,000, as follows: 


HOUSE LEADERSHIP OFFICES 


For salaries and expenses, as authorized by 
law, $18,678,000, including: Office of the Speak- 
er, $2,708,000, including $25,000 for official ex- 
penses of the Speaker; Office of the Majority 
Floor Leader, $2,027,000, including $10,000 for 
official erpenses of the Majority Leader; Office 
of the Minority Floor Leader, $2,840,000, includ- 
ing $10,000 for official expenses of the Minority 
Leader; Office of the Majority Whip, including 
the Chief Deputy Majority Whip, $1,741,000, in- 
cluding $5,000 for official expenses of the Major- 
ity Whip; Office of the Minority Whip, includ- 
ing the Chief Deputy Minority Whip, $1,303,000, 
including $5,000 for official erpenses of the Mi- 
nority Whip; Speaker’s Office for Legislative 
Floor Activities, $470,000; Republican Steering 
Committee, $881,000; Republican Conference, 
$1,500,000; Democratic Steering and Policy Com- 
mittee, $1,589,000; Democratic Caucus, $792,000; 
nine minority employees, $1,409,000; training 
and program development—majority, $290,000; 
training and program development—minority, 
$290,000; Cloakroom Personnel—majority, 
$419,000; and Cloakroom Personnel—minority, 
$419,000. 

MEMBERS’ REPRESENTATIONAL ALLOWANCES 


INCLUDING MEMBERS’ CLERK HIRE, OFFICIAL 
EXPENSES OF MEMBERS, AND OFFICIAL MAIL 


For Members’ representational allowances, in- 
cluding Members’ clerk hire, official expenses, 
and official mail, $521,195,000. 

COMMITTEE EMPLOYEES 

STANDING COMMITTEES, SPECIAL AND SELECT 

For salaries and expenses of standing commit- 
tees, special and select, authorized by House res- 
olutions, $114,299,000: Provided, That such 
amount shall remain available for such salaries 
and expenses until December 31, 2006. 

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 


For salaries and expenses of the Committee on 
Appropriations, $24,926,000, including studies 
and examinations of executive agencies and 
temporary personal services for such committee, 
to be expended in accordance with section 202(b) 
of the Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946 
and to be available for reimbursement to agen- 
cies for services performed: Provided, That such 
amount shall remain available for such salaries 
and expenses until December 31, 2006. 

SALARIES, OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES 

For compensation and expenses of officers and 
employees, as authorized by law, $160,133,000, 
including: for salaries and expenses of the Of- 
fice of the Clerk, including not more than 
$13,000, of which not more than $10,000 is for the 
Family Room, for official representation and re- 
ception expenses, $20,534,000; for salaries and 
expenses of the Office of the Sergeant at Arms, 
including the position of Superintendent of Ga- 
rages, and including not more than $3,000 for 
official representation and reception expenses, 
$5,879,000; for salaries and expenses of the Of- 
fice of the Chief Administrative Officer, 
$116,034,000, of which $7,500,000 shall remain 
available until expended; for salaries and ex- 
penses of the Office of the Inspector General, 
$3,986,000; for salaries and expenses of the Of- 
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fice of Emergency Planning, Preparedness and 
Operations, $1,000,000, to remain available until 
expended; for salaries and expenses of the Office 
of General Counsel, $962,000; for the Office of 
the Chaplain, $155,000; for salaries and expenses 
of the Office of the Parliamentarian, including 
the Parliamentarian and $2,000 for preparing 
the Digest of Rules, $1,673,000; for salaries and 
expenses of the Office of the Law Revision 
Counsel of the House, $2,346,000; for salaries 
and expenses of the Office of the Legislative 
Counsel of the House, $6,721,000; for salaries 
and expenses of the Office of Interparliamen- 
tary Affairs, $687,000; and for other authorized 
employees, $156,000. 
ALLOWANCES AND EXPENSES 

For allowances and expenses as authorized by 
House resolution or law, $209,350,000, including: 
supplies, materials, administrative costs and 
Federal tort claims, $4,350,000; official mail for 
committees, leadership offices, and administra- 
tive offices of the House, $410,000; Government 
contributions for health, retirement, Social Se- 
curity, and other applicable employee benefits, 
$203,900,000; and miscellaneous items including 
purchase, exchange, maintenance, repair and 
operation of House motor vehicles, inter- 
parliamentary receptions, and gratuities to heirs 
of deceased employees of the House, $690,000. 

CHILD CARE CENTER 

For salaries and expenses of the House of 
Representatives Child Care Center, such 
amounts as are deposited in the account estab- 
lished by section 312(4)(1) of the Legislative 
Branch Appropriations Act, 1992 (2 U.S.C. 2112), 
subject to the level specified in the budget of the 
Center, as submitted to the Committee on Appro- 
priations of the House of Representatives. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 

SEC. 101. (a) REQUIRING AMOUNTS REMAINING 
IN MEMBERS’ REPRESENTATIONAL ALLOWANCES 
TO BE USED FOR DEFICIT REDUCTION OR TO RE- 
DUCE THE FEDERAL DEBT.—Notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, any amounts appro- 
priated under this Act for "HOUSE OF REP- 
RESENTATIVES—SALARIES AND EXPENSES— 
MEMBERS" REPRESENTATIONAL ALLOWANCES” 
shall be available only for fiscal year 2005. Any 
amount remaining after all payments are made 
under such allowances for fiscal year 2005 shall 
be deposited in the Treasury and used for deficit 
reduction (or, if there is no Federal budget def- 
icit after all such payments have been made, for 
reducing the Federal debt, in such manner as 
the Secretary of the Treasury considers appro- 
priate). 

(b) REGULATIONS.—The Committee on House 
Administration of the House of Representatives 
shall have authority to prescribe regulations to 
carry out this section. 

(c) DEFINITION.—AS used in this section, the 
term ‘‘Member of the House of Representatives”? 
means a Representative in, or a Delegate or 
Resident Commissioner to, the Congress. 

SEC. 102. NET EXPENSES OF TELECOMMUNI- 
CATIONS REVOLVING FUND. (a) There is hereby 
established in the Treasury of the United States 
a revolving fund for the House of Representa- 
tives to be known as the Net Expenses of Tele- 
communications Revolving Fund (hereafter in 
this section referred to as the "Revolving 
Fund’’), consisting of funds deposited by the 
Chief Administrative Officer of the House of 
Representatives from amounts provided by legis- 
lative branch offices to purchase, lease, obtain, 
and maintain the data and voice telecommuni- 
cations services and equipment located in such 
offices. 

(b) Amounts in the Revolving Fund shall be 
used by the Chief Administrative Officer with- 
out fiscal year limitation to purchase, lease, ob- 
tain, and maintain the data and voice tele- 
communications services and equipment of legis- 
lative branch offices. 
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(c) The Revolving Fund shall be treated as a 
category of allowances and expenses for pur- 
poses of section 101(a) of the Legislative Branch 
Appropriations Act, 1993 (2 U.S.C. 95b(a)). 

(а) Section 306 of the Legislative Branch Ap- 
propriations Act, 1989 (2 U.S.C. 117f) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by striking subsection (b) and redesig- 
nating subsection (c) as subsection (b); and 

(2) in subsection (b) (as so redesignated), by 
striking ‘‘subsections (a) and (b)" and inserting 
“subsection (а)”. 

(e) Section 102 of the Legislative Branch Ap- 
propriations Act, 2003 (2 U.S.C. 112g) is amended 
by adding at the end the following new sub- 
section: 

“(е) This section shall not apply with respect 
to any telecommunications equipment which is 
subject to coverage under section 103 of the Leg- 
islative Branch Appropriations Act, 2005 (relat- 
ing to the Net Expenses of Telecommunications 
Revolving Fund).’’. 

(f) This section and the amendments made by 
this section shall apply with respect to fiscal 
year 2005 and each succeeding fiscal year, ex- 
cept that for purposes of making deposits into 
the Revolving Fund under subsection (a), the 
Chief Administrative Officer may deposit 
amounts provided by legislative branch offices 
during fiscal year 2004 or any succeeding fiscal 
year. 

SEC. 103. CONTRACT FOR EXERCISE FACILITY. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Chief Administrative Offi- 
cer of the House of Representatives shall enter 
into a contract on a competitive basis with a 
private entity for the management, operation, 
and maintenance of the exercise facility estab- 
lished for the use of employees of the House of 
Representatives which is constructed with funds 
made available under this Act. 

(b) USE OF FEES TO SUPPORT CONTRACT.—Any 
amounts paid as fees for the use of the exercise 
facility described in subsection (a) shall be used 
to cover costs incurred by the Chief Administra- 
tive Officer under the contract entered into 
under this section or to otherwise support the 
management, operation, and maintenance of the 
facility, and shall remain available until ex- 
pended. 

SEC. 104. SENSE OF THE HOUSE. It is the sense 
of the House of Representatives that Members of 
the House who use vehicles in traveling for offi- 
cial and representational purposes, including 
Members who lease vehicles for which the lease 
payments are made using funds provided under 
the Members’ Representational Allowance, are 
encouraged to use hybrid electric and alter- 
natively fueled vehicles whenever possible, as 
the use of these vehicles will help to move our 
Nation toward the use of a hydrogen fuel cell 
vehicle and reduce our dependence on oil. 

SEC. 105. (a) ESTABLISHMENT OF HOUSE SERV- 
ICES REVOLVING FUND.—There is hereby estab- 
lished in the Treasury of the United States a re- 
volving fund for the House of Representatives to 
be known as the “House Services Revolving 
Fund" (hereafter in this section referred to as 
the "Revolving Fund"), consisting of funds de- 
posited by the Chief Administrative Officer of 
the House of Representatives from all amounts 
received by the House of Representatives with 
respect to the following activities: 

(1) The operation of the House Barber Shop. 

(2) The operation of the House Beauty Shop. 

(3) The operation of the House Restaurant 
System (including vending operations). 

(4) The provision of mail services to entities 
which are not part of the House of Representa- 
tives. 

(b) USE OF AMOUNTS IN FUND.—Amounts in 
the Revolving Funds shall be used for any pur- 
pose designated by the Chief Administrative Of- 
ficer which is approved by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations of the House of Representatives. 
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(c) TRANSFER AUTHORITY.—The Revolving 
Fund shall be treated as a category of allow- 
ances and expenses for purposes of section 
101(a) of the Legislative Branch Appropriations 
Act, 1993 (2 U.S.C. 95b(a)). 

(d) TERMINATION AND TRANSFER OF EXISTING 
FUNDS AND ACCOUNTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Each fund and account 
specified in paragraph (2) is hereby terminated, 
and the balance of each such fund and account 
is hereby transferred to the Revolving Fund. 

(2 FUNDS AND ACCOUNTS SPECIFIED.—The 
funds and accounts referred to in paragraph (1) 
are as follows: 

(A) The revolving fund for the House Barber 
Shop, established by the paragraph under the 
heading “HOUSE BARBER SHOPS REVOLV- 
ING FUND” in the matter relating to the House 
of Representatives in chapter III of title I of the 
Supplemental Appropriations Act, 1975 (Public 
Law 93-554; 88 Stat. 1776). 

(B) The revolving funds for the House Beauty 
Shop, established by the matter under the head- 
ing "HOUSE BEAUTY SHOP’’in the matter relating 
to administrative provisions for the House of 
Representatives in the Legislative Branch Ap- 
propriations Act, 1970 (Public Law 91-145; 83 
Stat. 347). 

(C) The special deposit account established for 
the House of Representatives Restaurant by sec- 
tion 208 of the First Supplemental Civil Func- 
tions Appropriation Act, 1941 (2 U.S.C. 2041 
note), or any successor fund or account estab- 
lished for the receipt of revenues of the House 
Restaurant System. 

(е) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall take 
effect October 1, 2004, and shall apply with re- 
spect to fiscal year 2005 and each succeeding fis- 
cal year. 

SEC. 106. (a) If the Clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives is required under any law, rule, or 
regulation to make available for public inspec- 
tion a report, statement, or other document filed 
with the Office of the Clerk, the Clerk shall pre- 
serve the report, statement, or document— 

(1) for a period of 6 years from the date on 
which the document is filed; or 

(2) if the law, rule, or regulation so provides, 
the period required under such law, rule, or reg- 
ulation. 

(b) Subsection (a) shall apply with respect to 
reports, statements, and documents filed before, 
on, or after the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 

SEC. 107. (a) PERMITTING ORGANIZATIONAL 
CAUCUSES AND CONFERENCES TO BE HELD AT 
ANY TIME.—Section 202(a)(1) of House Resolu- 
tion 988, Ninety-third Congress, agreed to on 
October 8, 1974, and enacted into permanent law 
by chapter III of title I of the Supplemental Ap- 
propriations Act, 1975 (2 U.S.C. 29a(a)(1)), is 
amended by striking ‘‘conference, to begin on or 
after" all that follows through ‘‘to be attended 
by all" and inserting “соп)етепсе of ай”. 

(b) PERIOD OF AVAILABILITY OF PER DIEM.— 

(1) MEMBERS.—Section 202(b)(1)(B) of House 
Resolution 988, Ninety-third Congress, agreed to 
on October 8, 1974, and enacted into permanent 
law by chapter III of title I of the Supplemental 
Appropriations Act, 1975 (2 U.S.C. 29a(b)(1)(B)), 
is amended by striking ‘‘for a period" and all 
that follows and inserting a period. 

(2) STAFF.—Section 1(b) of House Resolution 
10, Ninety-fourth Congress, agreed to on Janu- 
ary 14, 1975, and enacted into permanent law by 
section 201 of the Legislative Branch Appropria- 
tions Act, 1976 (2 U.S.C. 43b-2(b)), is amended 
by striking “Уот a period" and all that follows 
and inserting a period. 

(c) APPLICABILITY OF PROVISIONS TO ORIENTA- 
TION SESSIONS FOR NEW MEMBERS.— 

(1) MEMBERS.—Section 202 of House Resolu- 
tion 988, Ninety-third Congress, agreed to on 
October 6, 1974, and enacted into permanent law 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


by chapter III of title I of the Supplemental Ap- 
propriations Act, 1975 (2 U.S.C. 29a), is amended 
by adding at the end the following new sub- 
section: 

“(а) With the approval of the majority leader 
(in the case of a Member or Member-elect of the 
majority party) or the minority leader (in the 
case of a Member or Member-elect of the minor- 
ity party), subsections (b) and (c) shall apply 
with respect to the attendance of a Member or 
Member-elect at a program conducted by the 
Committee on House Administration for the ori- 
entation of new members in the same manner as 
Such provisions apply to the attendance of the 
Member or Member-elect at the organizational 
caucus or conference.’’. 

(2) STAFF.—Section 1 of House Resolution 10, 
Ninety-fourth Congress, agreed to on January 
14, 1975, and enacted into permanent law by sec- 
tion 201 of the Legislative Branch Appropria- 
tions Act, 1976 (2 U.S.C. 43b-2), is amended by 
adding at the end the following new subsection: 

“(с) With the approval of the majority leader 
(in the case of a Member or Member-elect of the 
majority party) or the minority leader (in the 
case of a Member or Member-elect of the minor- 
ity party), subsections (a) and (b) shall apply 
with respect to the attendance of a Member or 
Member-elect at a program conducted by the 
Committee on House Administration for the ori- 
entation of new members in the same manner as 
such provisions apply to the attendance of the 
Member or Member-elect at the organizational 
caucus or conference.’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section shall apply with respect to the 
One Hundred Tenth Congress and each suc- 
ceeding Congress. 

SEC. 108. (a) Subject to the approval of the 
Committee on House Administration, the Chief 
Administrative Officer of the House of Rep- 
resentatives shall implement regulations under 
which the Chief Administrative Officer shall be 
authorized to handle any mail matter delivered 
by the United States Postal Service or any other 
carrier to the House of Representatives, or to 
any other entity with whom the Chief Adminis- 
trative Officer has entered into an agreement to 
receive mail matter delivered to the entity, in 
such manner as the Chief Administrative Officer 
deems necessary to ensure the safety of any in- 
dividuals who may come into contact with, or 
otherwise be exposed to, such mail matter. 

(b) No action taken under the regulations im- 
plemented pursuant to this section may serve as 
a basis for civil or criminal liability of any indi- 
vidual or entity. 

(с) As used in this section, the term “handle” 
includes but is not limited to collecting, iso- 
lating, testing, opening, disposing, and destroy- 
ing. 

(а) This section shall apply with respect to fis- 
cal year 2004 and each succeeding fiscal year. 

SEC. 109. (a) There is established in the House 
of Representatives an office to be known as the 
Republican Policy Committee, which shall have 
such responsibilities as may be assigned by the 
chair of the Republican Conference. 

(b) There shall be a lump sum allowance for 
the salaries and expenses of the Republican Pol- 
icy Committee, which shall be treated as a cat- 
egory of House leadership offices for purposes of 
section 101(c) of the Legislative Branch Appro- 
priations Act, 1993 (2 U.S.C. 95b(c)). 

(c) This section shall apply with respect to fis- 
cal year 2005 and each succeeding fiscal year. 

SEC. 110. The first sentence of section 5 of 
House Resolution 1238, Ninety-first Congress, 
agreed to December 22, 1970 (as enacted into per- 
manent law by chapter VIII of the Supple- 
mental Appropriations Act, 1971) (2 U.S.C. 31b- 
5), as amended— 

(1) by striking "step 5 of level 11" and insert- 
ing “зер 11 of level 13”; and 
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(2) by striking ‘‘step 9 of level 8” and inserting 
“step 8 of level 12”, 
JOINT ITEMS 
For Joint Committees, as follows: 
JOINT ECONOMIC COMMITTEE 


For salaries and expenses of the Joint Eco- 
nomic Committee, $4,139,000, to be disbursed by 
the Secretary of the Senate. 

JOINT COMMITTEE ON TAXATION 


For salaries and expenses of the Joint Com- 
mittee on Taxation, $8,433,000, to be disbursed 
by the Chief Administrative Officer of the House 
of Representatives. 

For other joint items, as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE ATTENDING PHYSICIAN 


For medical supplies, equipment, and contin- 
gent expenses of the emergency rooms, and for 
the Attending Physician and his assistants, in- 
cluding: (1) an allowance of $2,175 per month to 
the Attending Physician; (2) an allowance of 
$725 per month each to four medical officers 
while on duty in the Office of the Attending 
Physician; (3) an allowance of $725 per month to 
two assistants and $580 per month each not to 
exceed 11 assistants on the basis heretofore pro- 
vided for such assistants; and (4) $1,680,000 for 
reimbursement to the Department of the Navy 
for expenses incurred for staff and equipment 
assigned to the Office of the Attending Physi- 
cian, which shall be advanced and credited to 
the applicable appropriation or appropriations 
from which such salaries, allowances, and other 
expenses are payable and shall be available for 
all the purposes thereof, $2,528,000, to be dis- 
bursed by the Chief Administrative Officer of 
the House of Representatives. 

CAPITOL GUIDE SERVICE AND SPECIAL SERVICES 
OFFICE 


For salaries and expenses of the Capitol Guide 
Service and Special Services Office, $3,844,000, to 
be disbursed by the Secretary of the Senate: Pro- 
vided, That no part of such amount may be used 
to employ more than 58 individuals: Provided 
further, That the Capitol Guide Board is au- 
thorized, during emergencies, to employ not 
more than two additional individuals for not 
more than 120 days each, and not more than 10 
additional individuals for not more than 6 
months each, for the Capitol Guide Service. 


STATEMENTS OF APPROPRIATIONS 


For the preparation, under the direction of 
the Committees on Appropriations of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives, of the state- 
ments for the second session of the 108th Con- 
gress, showing appropriations made, indefinite 
appropriations, and contracts authorized, to- 
gether with a chronological history of the reg- 
ular appropriations bills as required by law, 
$30,000, to be paid to the persons designated by 
the chairmen of such committees to supervise 
the work. 


CAPITOL POLICE 
SALARIES 


For salaries of employees of the Capitol Po- 
lice, including overtime, hazardous duty pay 
differential, and Government contributions for 
health, retirement, social security, professional 
liability insurance, and other applicable em- 
ployee benefits, $203,440,000, to be disbursed by 
the Chief of the Capitol Police or his designee. 


GENERAL EXPENSES 


For necessary expenses of the Capitol Police, 
including motor vehicles, communications and 
other equipment, security equipment and instal- 
lation, uniforms, weapons, supplies, materials, 
training, medical services, forensic services, 
stenographic services, personal and professional 
services, the employee assistance program, the 
awards program, postage, communication serv- 
ices, travel advances, relocation of instructor 
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and liaison personnel for the Federal Law En- 
forcement Training Center, and not more than 
$5,000 to be expended on the certification of the 
Chief of the Capitol Police in connection with 
official representation and reception expenses, 
$28,888,000, to be disbursed by the Chief of the 
Capitol Police or his designee: Provided, That, 
notwithstanding any other provision of law, the 
cost of basic training for the Capitol Police at 
the Federal Law Enforcement Training Center 
for fiscal year 2005 shall be paid by the Sec- 
retary of Homeland Security from funds avail- 
able to the Department of Homeland Security. 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 


(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

SEC. 1001. TRANSFER AUTHORITY. Amounts ap- 
propriated for fiscal year 2005 for the Capitol 
Police may be transferred between the headings 
"SALARIES" and “GENERAL EXPENSES" upon the 
approval of the Committees on Appropriations 
of the Senate and the House of Representatives. 

SEC. 1002. LIMITATION ON CERTAIN HIRING AU- 
THORITY OF CAPITOL POLICE. Section 1006(b) of 
the Legislative Branch Appropriations Act, 2004 
(Public Law 108-83; 117 Stat. 1023) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (3)— 

(A) in subparagraph (B), by inserting at the 
end “Тһе Chief of Police may hire individuals 
under this subsection who are not submitted for 
selection under this subparagraph. All hirings 
under this subparagraph shall comply with the 
limitations under this paragraph for any fiscal 


уеат.”; and 

(В) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘(C) 
LIMITATION.—'' and inserting ‘‘(C) LIMITATION 
FOR FISCAL YEAR 2004.—’’; and 


(C) by adding at the end the following: 

“(D) LIMITATION FOR FISCAL YEAR 2005.— Dur- 
ing fiscal year 2005, the number of individuals 
hired under this subsection may not exceed— 

“(1) the number of Library of Congress Police 
employees who separated from service or trans- 
ferred to a position other than a Library of Con- 
gress Police employee position during fiscal year 
2004 for whom a corresponding hire was not 
made under this subsection; and 

“(ii) the number of Library of Congress Police 
employees who separate from service or transfer 
to a position other than a Library of Congress 
Police employee position during fiscal year 
2005." and 

(2) in paragraph (4), by striking the first sen- 
tence and inserting ‘‘Notwithstanding sub- 
section (a)(1)(C), the Chief of the Capitol Police 
may detail an individual hired under this sub- 
section to the Library of Congress Police on a 
nonreimbursable basis. Any individual detailed 
under this subsection shall receive necessary 
training, including training by the Library of 
Congress Police.’’. 

SEC. 1003. AUTHORIZATION OF WEAPONS. Sec- 
tion 1824 of the Revised Statutes (2 U.S.C. 1941) 
is amended— 

(1) in the first sentence— 

(A) by striking “Тһе Sergeant at Arms of the 
Senate and the Sergeant at Arms of the House 
of Representatives" and inserting “Тһе Capitol 
Police Board’’; and 

(B) by striking all beginning with ‘‘payable 
out" through the period and inserting "payable 
from appropriations to the Capitol Police upon 
certification of payment by the Chief of the 
Capitol Police.’’; and 

(2) in the second sentence— 

(A) by inserting “от other arms as authorized 
by the Capitol Police Board” after "furnished"; 
and 

(B) by striking ‘пе Sergeant at Arms of the 
Senate and the Sergeant at Arms of the House 
of Representatives" and inserting “іле Capitol 
Police Board”. 

SEC. 1004. SOLE AND EXCLUSIVE AUTHORITY OF 
BOARD AND CHIEF TO DETERMINE RATES OF 
PAY. (a) IN GENERAL.—The Capitol Police Board 
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and the Chief of the Capitol Police shall have 
the sole and exclusive authority to determine 
the rates and amounts for each of the following 
for members of the Capitol Police: 

(1) The rate of basic pay (including the rate of 
basic pay upon appointment), premium pay, 
Specialty assignment and proficiency pay, and 
merit pay. 

(2) The rate of cost-of-living adjustments, 
comparability adjustments, and locality adjust- 
ments. 

(3) The amount for recruitment and relocation 
bonuses. 

(4) The amount for retention allowances. 

(5) The amount for educational assistance 
payments. 

(b) NO REVIEW OR APPEAL PERMITTED.—The 
determination of a rate or amount described in 
subsection (a) may not be subject to review or 
appeal in any manner. 

(c) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this 
section may be construed to affect— 

(1) any authority provided under law for a 
committee of the House of Representatives or 
Senate, or any other entity of the legislative 
branch, to review or approve any determination 
of a rate or amount described in subsection (a); 

(2) any rate or amount described in subsection 
(a) which is established under law; or 

(3) the terms of any collective bargaining 
agreement. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall apply 
with respect to fiscal year 2005 and each suc- 
ceeding fiscal year. 

SEC. 1005. ACCEPTANCE OF DONATIONS OF ANI- 
MALS. (a) IN GENERAL.—The Capitol Police may 
accept the donation of animals to be used in the 
canine units of the Capitol Police. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall apply 
with respect to fiscal year 2005 and each fiscal 
year thereafter. 

SEC. 1006. SETTLEMENT AND PAYMENT OF TORT 
CLAIMS. (a) FEDERAL TORT CLAIMS ACT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in para- 
graph (2), the Chief of the Capitol Police, in ac- 
cordance with regulations prescribed by the At- 
torney General and any regulations as the Cap- 
itol Police Board may prescribe, may consider, 
ascertain, determine, compromise, adjust, and 
settle, in accordance with the provisions of 
chapter 171 of title 28, United States Code, any 
claim for money damages against the United 
States for injury or loss of property or personal 
injury or death caused by the negligent or 
wrongful act or omission of any employee of the 
Capitol Police while acting within the scope of 
his office or employment, under circumstances 
where the United States, if a private person, 
would be liable to the claimant in accordance 
with the law of the place where the act or omis- 
sion occurred. 


(2) SPECIAL RULE FOR CLAIMS MADE BY MEM- 
BERS OF CONGRESS AND CONGRESSIONAL EMPLOY- 
EES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—With respect to any claim 
described in paragraph (1) which is made by a 
Member of Congress or any officer or employee 
of Congress, the Chief of the Capitol Police 
shall— 

(i) not later than 14 days after the receipt of 
such a claim, notify the Chairman of the appli- 
cable Committee of the receipt of the claim; and 

(ii) not later than 90 days after the receipt of 
such a claim, submit a proposal for the resolu- 
tion of such claim which shall be subject to the 
approval of the Chairman of the applicable 
Committee. 

(B) EXTENSION.—The 90-day period in sub- 
paragraph (A)(ii) may be extended for an addi- 
tional period (not to exceed 90 days) for good 
cause by the Chairman of the applicable Com- 
mittee, upon the request of the Chief of the Cap- 
itol Police. 

(C) APPROVAL CONSISTENT WITH FEDERAL TORT 
CLAIMS ACT.—Nothing in this paragraph may be 
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construed to permit the Chairman of an applica- 
ble Committee to approve a proposal for the res- 
olution of a claim described in paragraph (1) 
which is not consistent with the terms and con- 
ditions applicable under chapter 171 of title 28, 
United States Code, to the resolution of claims 
for money damages against the United States. 

(D) APPLICABLE COMMITTEE DEFINED.—In this 
paragraph, the term ''applicable Committee" 
means— 

(i) the Committee on Rules and Administra- 
tion of the Senate, in the case of a claim of a 
Senator or an officer or employee whose pay is 
disbursed by the Secretary of the Senate; or 

(ii) the Committee on House Administration of 
the House of Representatives, in the case of a 
Member of the House of Representatives (includ- 
ing a Delegate or Resident Commissioner to the 
Congress) or an officer or employee whose pay is 
disbursed by the Chief Administrative Officer of 
the House of Representatives. 

(3) HEAD OF AGENCY.—For purposes of section 
2672 of title 28, United States Code, the Chief of 
the Capitol Police shall be the head of a Federal 
agency with respect to the Capitol Police. 

(4) REGULATIONS.—The Capitol Police Board 
may prescribe regulations to carry out this sub- 
section. 

(b) CLAIMS OF EMPLOYEES OF CAPITOL Ро- 
LICE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Capitol Police Board 
may prescribe regulations to apply the provi- 
sions of section 3721 of title 31, United States 
Code, for the settlement and payment of a claim 
against the Capitol Police by an employee of the 
Capitol Police for damage to, or loss of personal 
property incident to service. 

(2) LIMITATION.—No settlement and payment 
of a claim under regulations prescribed under 
this subsection may exceed the limits applicable 
to the settlement and payment of claims under 
section 3721 of title 31, United States Code. 

(c) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this 
section may be construed to affect— 

(1) any payment under section 1304 of title 31, 
United States Code, of a final judgment, award, 
compromise settlement, and interest and costs 
specified in the judgment based on a claim 
against the Capitol Police; or 

(2) any authority for any— 

(A) settlement under section 414 of the Con- 
gressional Accountability Act of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 
1414), or 

(B) payment under section 415 of that Act (2 
U.S.C. 1415). 

(а) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall apply 
to fiscal year 2005 and each fiscal year there- 
after. 

SEC. 1007. DEPLOYMENT OUTSIDE OF JURISDIC- 
TION. (а) REQUIREMENTS FOR PRIOR NOTICE AND 
APPROVAL.—The Chief of the Capitol Police 
may not deploy any officer outside of the areas 
established by law for the jurisdiction of the 
Capitol Police unless— 

(1) the Chief provides prior notification to the 
Committees on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives and Senate of the costs antici- 
pated to be incurred with respect to the deploy- 
ment; and 

(2) the Capitol Police Board gives prior ap- 
proval to the deployment. 

(b) EXCEPTION FOR CERTAIN SERVICES.—Sub- 
section (a) does not apply with respect to the de- 
ployment of any officer for any of the following 
purposes: 

(1) Responding to an imminent threat or emer- 
gency. 

(2) Intelligence gathering. 

(3) Providing protective services. 

(с) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall apply 
with respect to fiscal year 2005 and each suc- 
ceeding fiscal year. 

SEC. 1008. GENERAL COUNSEL. The Capitol Po- 
lice General Counsel, in the capacity as in- 
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house counsel and in conjunction with the Cap- 
itol Police Employment Counsel for employment 
and labor law matters, shall be responsible for 
implementing and maintaining an effective legal 
compliance system with all applicable laws, 
under the oversight of the Capitol Police Board. 

SEC. 1009. RELEASE OF SECURITY INFORMA- 
TION. (a) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 


“security information”? | means information 
that— 

(1) is sensitive with respect to the policing, 
protection, physical security, intelligence, 


counterterrorism actions, or emergency pre- 
paredness and response relating to Congress, 
any statutory protectee of the Capitol Police, 
and the Capitol buildings and grounds; and 

(2) is obtained by, on behalf of, or concerning 
the Capitol Police Board, the Capitol Police, or 
any incident command relating to emergency re- 
sponse. 

(b) AUTHORITY OF BOARD TO DETERMINE CON- 
DITIONS OF RELEASE.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, any security information 
in the possession of the Capitol Police may be 
released by the Capitol Police to another entity, 
including an individual, only if the Capitol Po- 
lice Board determines in consultation with other 
appropriate law enforcement officials, experts in 
security preparedness, and appropriate commit- 
tees of Congress, that the release of the security 
information will not compromise the security 
and safety of the Capitol buildings and grounds 
or any individual whose protection and safety is 
under the jurisdiction of the Capitol Police. 

(c) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this 
section may be construed to affect the ability of 
the Senate and the House of Representatives 
(including any Member, officer, or committee of 
either House of Congress) to obtain information 
from the Capitol Police regarding the operations 
and activities of the Capitol Police that affect 
the Senate and House of Representatives. 

(а) REGULATIONS.—The Capitol Police Board 
may promulgate regulations to carry out this 
section, with the approval of the Committee on 
Rules and Administration of the Senate and the 
Committee on House Administration of the 
House of Representatives. 

(е) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall take 
effect on the date of enactment of this Act and 
apply with respect to— 

(1) any remaining portion of fiscal year 2004, 
if this Act is enacted before October 1, 2004; and 

(2) fiscal year 2005 and each fiscal year there- 
after. 

OFFICE OF COMPLIANCE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For salaries and expenses of the Office of 
Compliance, as authorized by section 305 of the 
Congressional Accountability Act of 1995 (2 
U.S.C. 1385), $2,421,000, of which $305,000 shall 
remain available until September 30, 2006: Pro- 
vided, That the Executive Director of the Office 
of Compliance may, within the limits of avail- 
able appropriations, dispose of surplus or obso- 
lete personal property by interagency transfer, 
donation, or discarding. 

CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For salaries and expenses necessary for oper- 
ation of the Congressional Budget Office, in- 
cluding not more than $3,000 to be expended on 
the certification of the Director of the Congres- 
sional Budget Office in connection with official 
representation and reception expenses, 
$34,919,000. 

ARCHITECT OF THE CAPITOL 
GENERAL ADMINISTRATION 


For salaries for the Architect of the Capitol, 
and other personal services, at rates of pay pro- 
vided by law; for surveys and studies in connec- 
tion with activities under the care of the Archi- 
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tect of the Capitol; for all necessary expenses for 
the general and administrative support of the 
operations under the Architect of the Capitol in- 
cluding the Botanic Garden; electrical sub- 
stations of the Capitol, Senate and House office 
buildings, and other facilities under the juris- 
diction of the Architect of the Capitol; including 
furnishings and office equipment; including not 
more than $5,000 for official reception and rep- 
resentation expenses, to be expended as the Ar- 
chitect of the Capitol may approve; for purchase 
or exchange, maintenance, and operation of a 
passenger motor vehicle, $80,347,000, of which 
$2,220,000 shall remain available until September 
30, 2009. 
CAPITOL BUILDING 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For all necessary expenses for the mainte- 
nance, care, and operation of the Capitol, 
$28,857,000, of which not more than $10,600,000, 
may be transferred for the use of the Capitol 
Visitor Center project: Provided, That the 
amount so transferred shall be deposited into 
the account established for the Capitol Visitor 
Center project and shall be subject to the same 
terms and conditions applicable to the amounts 
appropriated for such project under the heading 
“Capitol Visitor Center" in the Legislative 
Branch Appropriations Act, 2004: Provided fur- 
ther, That the amount so transferred, together 
with $3,900,000 of the other amounts appro- 
priated under this heading, shall remain avail- 
able until expended. 

CAPITOL GROUNDS 


For all necessary expenses for care and im- 
provement of grounds surrounding the Capitol, 
the Senate and House office buildings, and the 
Capitol Power Plant, $6,974,000. 


SENATE OFFICE BUILDINGS 


For all necessary expenses for the mainte- 
nance, care and operation of Senate office 
buildings; and furniture and furnishings to be 
expended under the control and supervision of 
the Architect of the Capitol, $62,083,000, of 
which $9,070,000 shall remain available until 
September 30, 2009. 

HOUSE OFFICE BUILDINGS 


For all necessary expenses for the mainte- 
nance, care and operation of the House office 
buildings, $65,353,000, of which $27,103,000 shall 
remain available until September 30, 2009. 

CAPITOL POWER PLANT 


For all necessary expenses for the mainte- 
nance, care and operation of the Capitol Power 
Plant; lighting, heating, power (including the 
purchase of electrical energy) and water and 
sewer services for the Capitol, Senate and House 
office buildings, Library of Congress buildings, 
and the grounds about the same, Botanic Gar- 
den, Senate garage, and air conditioning refrig- 
eration not supplied from plants in any of such 
buildings; heating the Government Printing Of- 
fice and Washington City Post Office, and heat- 
ing and chilled water for air conditioning for 
the Supreme Court Building, the Union Station 
complex, the Thurgood Marshall Federal Judici- 
ary Building and the Folger Shakespeare Li- 
brary, expenses for which shall be advanced or 
reimbursed upon request of the Architect of the 
Capitol and amounts so received shall be depos- 
ited into the Treasury to the credit of this ap- 
propriation, $56,834,000, of which $1,000,000 
shall remain available until September 30, 2009: 
Provided, That not more than $4,400,000 of the 
funds credited or to be reimbursed to this appro- 
priation as herein provided shall be available 
for obligation during fiscal year 2005. 

LIBRARY BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS 

For all necessary expenses for the mechanical 
and structural maintenance, care and operation 
of the Library buildings and grounds, 
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$40,097,000, of which $21,506,000 shall remain 
available until September 30, 2009. 
CAPITOL POLICE BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS 

For all necessary expenses for the mainte- 
nance, care, and operation of buildings and 
grounds of the United States Capitol Police, 
$5,853,000, of which $500,000 shall remain avail- 
able until September 30, 2009. 

BOTANIC GARDEN 

For all necessary expenses for the mainte- 
nance, care and operation of the Botanic Gar- 
den and the nurseries, buildings, grounds, and 
collections; and purchase and exchange, main- 
tenance, repair, and operation of a passenger 
motor vehicle; all under the direction of the 
Joint Committee on the Library, $6,326,000: Pro- 
vided, That this appropriation shall not be 
available for construction of the National Gar- 
den. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 

SEC. 1101. MANAGEMENT AND OPERATION OF 
THE CAPITOL POWER PLANT. (a) DEFINITION.—In 
this section, the term ‘‘appropriate congres- 
sional committees” means— 

(1) the Committee on Appropriations of the 
Senate and the House of Representatives; 

(2) the Committee on Rules and Administra- 
tion of the Senate; and 

(3) the House Office Building Commission. 

(b) STUDY OF CONTRACT WITH A PRIVATE EN- 
TITY.—Not later than 180 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Comptroller General 
shall conduct a study and submit to the appro- 
priate congressional committees and the Archi- 
tect of the Capitol a report that— 

(1) analyzes the costs, cost effectiveness, bene- 
fits, and feasibility of the Architect of the Cap- 
itol entering into a contract with a private enti- 
ty for the management and operation of the 
Capitol Power Plant; and 

(2) makes a recommendation on whether the 
Architect of the Capitol should enter into such 
a contract. 

(с) IMPLEMENTATION PLAN.—If the Comp- 
troller General makes a recommendation under 
subsection (b)(2) in favor of entering into a con- 
tract, the Architect of the Capitol shall submit 
an implementation plan for that contract to the 
appropriate congressional committees mot later 
than the later of— 

(1) 270 days after the date of enactment of this 
Act; or 

(2) the date of the completion of the West Re- 
frigeration Plant. 

(d) CONTRACT.—Subject to the approval of the 
appropriate congressional committees, the Ar- 
chitect of the Capitol shall enter into a contract 
with a private entity for the management and 
operation of the Capitol Power Plant. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall apply 
to fiscal year 2005 and each fiscal year there- 
after. 

SEC. 1102. (a) The Comptroller General shall 
conduct an analysis of the operations of the Of- 
fice of the Architect of the Capitol, and shall in- 
clude in the analysis recommendations regard- 
ing the extent to which the functions and duties 
of the Architect of the Capitol may be carried 
out more effectively through contracts with pri- 
vate entities, through reassignment to other en- 
tities of the legislative branch, and through 
such other methods as the Comptroller General 
considers appropriate. 

(b) Not later than 1 year after the date of the 
enactment of this Act, the Comptroller General 
shall submit a report on the analysis conducted 
under subsection (a) to the Committees on Ap- 
propriations of the House of Representatives 
and Senate. 

LIBRARY OF CONGRESS 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Library of Con- 
gress not otherwise provided for, including de- 
velopment and maintenance of the Library's 


24464 


catalogs; custody and custodial care of the Li- 
brary buildings; special clothing; cleaning, 
laundering and repair of uniforms; preservation 
of motion pictures in the custody of the Library; 
operation and maintenance of the American 
Folklife Center in the Library; preparation and 
distribution of catalog records and other publi- 
cations of the Library; hire or purchase of one 
passenger motor vehicle; and expenses of the Li- 
brary of Congress Trust Fund Board not prop- 
erly chargeable to the income of any trust fund 
held by the Board, $384,671,000, of which not 
more than $6,000,000 shall be derived from col- 
lections credited to this appropriation during 
fiscal year 2005, and shall remain available until 
expended, under the Act of June 28, 1902 (chap- 
ter 1301; 32 Stat. 480; 2 U.S.C. 150) and not more 
than $350,000 shall be derived from collections 
during fiscal year 2005 and shall remain avail- 
able until expended for the development and 
maintenance of an international legal informa- 
tion database and activities related thereto: Pro- 
vided, That the Library of Congress may not ob- 
ligate or expend any funds derived from collec- 
tions under the Act of June 28, 1902, in excess of 
the amount authorized for obligation or expend- 
iture in appropriations Acts: Provided further, 
That the total amount available for obligation 
shall be reduced by the amount by which collec- 
tions are less than the $6,350,000: Provided fur- 
ther, That of the total amount appropriated, 
$12,481,000 shall remain available until ex- 
pended for the partial acquisition of books, peri- 
odicals, newspapers, and all other materials in- 
cluding subscriptions for bibliographic services 
for the Library, including $40,000 to be available 
solely for the purchase, when specifically ap- 
proved by the Librarian, of special and unique 
materials for additions to the collections: Pro- 
vided further, That of the total amount appro- 
priated, not more than $12,000 may be expended, 
on the certification of the Librarian of Congress, 
in connection with official representation and 
reception expenses for the Overseas Field Of- 
fices: Provided further, That of the total amount 
appropriated, $2,250,000 shall remain available 
until expended for the purpose of teaching edu- 
cators and librarians how to incorporate the Li- 
brary’s digital collections into school curricula 
and shall be transferred to the educational con- 
sortium formed to conduct the ‘‘Adventure of 
the American Mind” project as approved by the 
Library: Provided further, That of the total 
amount appropriated, $500,000 shall remain 
available until expended, and shall be trans- 
ferred to the Abraham Lincoln Bicentennial 
Commission for carrying out the purposes of 
Public Law 106-173, of which $10,000 may be 
used for official representation and reception 
expenses of the Abraham Lincoln Bicentennial 
Commission: Provided further, That of the total 
amount appropriated, $15,620,000 shall remain 
available until expended for partial support of 
the National Audio-Visual Conservation Center: 
Provided further, That of the total amount ap- 
propriated, $2,795,000 shall remain available 
until expended for the development and mainte- 
nance of the Alternate Computer Facility: Pro- 
vided further, That of the total amount appro- 
priated, $500,000 shall be used to provide a grant 
to the Middle Eastern Text Initiative for trans- 
lation and publishing of middle eastern text: 
Provided further, That, of the total amount ap- 
propriated, $100,000 shall be provided to the As- 
sociation for Diplomatic Studies and Training to 
provide for the oral history of United States for- 
eign affairs personnel: Provided further, That of 
the total amount appropriated, $300,000 shall be 
made available to initiate with the University of 
South Carolina a Cooperative Preservation and 
Conservation project for Movietone Newsreel 
collections. 
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COPYRIGHT OFFICE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses of the Copyright Of- 
fice, $53,611,000, of which not more than 
$26,981,000, to remain available until expended, 
shall be derived from collections credited to this 
appropriation during fiscal year 2005 under sec- 
tion 708(d) of title 17, United States Code: Pro- 
vided, That the Copyright Office may not obli- 
gate or expend any funds derived from collec- 
tions under such section, in excess of the 
amount authorized for obligation or expenditure 
in appropriations Acts: Provided further, That 
not more than $6,496,000 shall be derived from 
collections during fiscal year 2005 under sections 
111(4)(2), 119(b)(2), 802(h), 1005, and 1316 of 
such title: Provided further, That the total 
amount available for obligation shall be reduced 
by the amount by which collections are less 
than $33,477,000: Provided further, That not 
more than $100,000 of the amount appropriated 
is available for the maintenance of an ‘‘Inter- 
national Copyright Institute" in the Copyright 
Office of the Library of Congress for the purpose 
of training nationals of developing countries in 
intellectual property laws and policies: Provided 
further, That not more than $4,250 may be ex- 
pended, on the certification of the Librarian of 
Congress, in connection with official representa- 
tion and reception expenses for activities of the 
International Copyright Institute and for copy- 
right delegations, visitors, and seminars. 
CONGRESSIONAL RESEARCH SERVICE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses to carry out the provi- 
sions of section 203 of the Legislative Reorga- 
nization Act of 1946 (2 U.S.C. 166) and to revise 
and extend the Annotated Constitution of the 
United States of America, $96,893,000: Provided, 
That no part of such amount may be used to 
pay any salary or expense in connection with 
any publication, or preparation of material 
therefor (except the Digest of Public General 
Bills), to be issued by the Library of Congress 
unless such publication has obtained prior ap- 
proval of either the Committee on House Admin- 
istration of the House of Representatives or the 
Committee on Rules and Administration of the 
Senate. 
BOOKS FOR THE BLIND AND PHYSICALLY 
HANDICAPPED 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For salaries and expenses to carry out the Act 
of March 3, 1931 (chapter 400; 46 Stat. 1487; 2 
U.S.C. 135a), $54,412,000, of which $16,235,000 
shall remain available until expended: Provided, 
That, of the total amount appropriated, $200,000 
shall remain available until expended to reim- 
burse the National Federation of the Blind for 
costs incurred іп the operation of its 
“NEWSLINE” program. 


ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 


SEC. 1201. INCENTIVE. AWARDS PROGRAM. Of 
the amounts appropriated to the Library of 
Congress in this Act, not more than $5,000 may 
be expended, on the certification of the Librar- 
ian of Congress, in connection with official rep- 
resentation and reception expenses for the in- 
centive awards program. 

SEC. 1202. REIMBURSABLE AND REVOLVING 
FUND ACTIVITIES. (a) IN GENERAL.—For fiscal 
year 2005, the obligational authority of the Li- 
brary of Congress for the activities described in 
Subsection (b) may not exceed $106,985,000. 

(b) ACTIVITIES.—The activities referred to in 
Subsection (a) are reimbursable and revolving 
fund activities that are funded from sources 
other than appropriations to the Library in ap- 
propriations Acts for the legislative branch. 

(c) TRANSFER OF FUNDS.—During fiscal year 
2005, the Librarian of Congress may temporarily 
transfer funds appropriated in this Act, under 
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the heading "LIBRARY OF CONGRESS" under 
the subheading "SALARIES AND EXPENSES" to 
the revolving fund for the FEDLINK Program 
and the Federal Research Program established 
under section 103 of the Library of Congress Fis- 
cal Operations Improvement Act of 2000 (Public 
Law 106-481; 2 U.S.C. 182c): Provided, That the 
total amount of such transfers may not exceed 
$1,900,000: Provided further, That the appro- 
priate revolving fund account shall reimburse 
the Library for any amounts transferred to it 
before the period of availability of the Library 
appropriation expires. 

SEC. 1203. NATIONAL DIGITAL INFORMATION IN- 
FRASTRUCTURE AND PRESERVATION PROGRAM. 
The Miscellaneous Appropriations Act, 2001 (en- 
acted into law by section 1(a)(4) of Public Law 
106-554, 114 Stat. 2763А-194) is amended in the 
first proviso under the subheading ‘‘SALARIES 
AND EXPENSES" under the heading "LIBRARY 
OF CONGRESS” in chapter 9 of division A— 

(1) by inserting “ата pledges" after ‘‘other 
than money’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘March 31, 2005” and inserting 
“March 31, 2010”. 

SEC. 1204. UNITED STATES DIPLOMATIC FACILI- 
TIES. Funds made available for the Library of 
Congress under this Act are available for trans- 
fer to the Department of State as remittance for 
a fee charged by the Department for fiscal year 
2005 for the maintenance, upgrade, or construc- 
tion of United States diplomatic facilities only to 
the extent that the amount of the fee so charged 
is equal to or less than the unreimbursed value 
of the services provided during fiscal year 2005 
to the Library of Congress on State Department 
diplomatic facilities. 

SEC. 1205. NATIONAL FILM PRESERVATION 
BOARD AND NATIONAL FILM PRESERVATION 
FOUNDATION. (а) EFFECTIVE DATES.—Notwith- 
standing the effective date under section 113 of 
the National Film Preservation Act of 1996 (2 
U.S.C. 179w), title I of that Act shall be consid- 
ered to be effective through fiscal year 2005. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—Sec- 
tion 151711(a) of title 36, United States Code, is 
amended by striking “2003” and inserting 
“2005”. 

GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 
CONGRESSIONAL PRINTING AND BINDING 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For authorized printing and binding for the 
Congress and the distribution of Congressional 
information in any format; printing and binding 
for the Architect of the Capitol; expenses nec- 
essary for preparing the semimonthly and ses- 
sion index to the Congressional Record, as au- 
thorized by law (section 902 of title 44, United 
States Code); printing and binding of Govern- 
ment publications authorized by law to be dis- 
tributed to Members of Congress; and printing, 
binding, and distribution of Government publi- 
cations authorized by law to be distributed 
without charge to the recipient, $88,800,000: Pro- 
vided, That this appropriation shall not be 
available for paper copies of the permanent edi- 
tion of the Congressional Record for individual 
Representatives, Resident Commissioners or Del- 
egates authorized under section 906 of title 44, 
United States Code: Provided further, That this 
appropriation shall be available for the payment 
of obligations incurred under the appropriations 
for similar purposes for preceding fiscal years: 
Provided further, That notwithstanding the 2- 
year limitation under section 718 of title 44, 
United States Code, none of the funds appro- 
priated or made available under this Act or any 
other Act for printing and binding and related 
services provided to Congress under chapter 7 of 
title 44, United States Code, may be expended to 
print a document, report, or publication after 
the 27-month period beginning on the date that 
such document, report, or publication is author- 
ized by Congress to be printed, unless Congress 
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reauthorizes such printing in accordance with 
section 718 of title 44, United States Code: Рто- 
vided further, That any unobligated or unex- 
pended balances in this account or accounts for 
similar purposes for preceding fiscal years may 
be transferred to the Government Printing Of- 
fice revolving fund for carrying out the purposes 
of this heading, subject to the approval of the 
Committees on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives and Senate. 
OFFICE OF SUPERINTENDENT OF DOCUMENTS 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For expenses of the Office of Superintendent 
of Documents necessary to provide for the cata- 
loging and indexing of Government publications 
and their distribution to the public, Members of 
Congress, other Government agencies, and des- 
ignated depository and international exchange 
libraries as authorized by law, $31,953,000: Pro- 
vided, That amounts of not more than $2,000,000 
from current year appropriations are authorized 
for producing and disseminating Congressional 
serial sets and other related publications for fis- 
cal years 2003 and 2004 to depository and other 
designated libraries: Provided further, That any 
unobligated or unexpended balances in this ac- 
count or accounts for similar purposes for pre- 
ceding fiscal years may be transferred to the 
Government Printing Office revolving fund for 
carrying out the purposes of this heading, sub- 
ject to the approval of the Committees on Appro- 
priations of the House of Representatives and 
Senate. 

GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE REVOLVING 
FUND 

The Government Printing Office may make 
such expenditures, within the limits of funds 
available and in accord with the law, and to 
make such contracts and commitments without 
regard to fiscal year limitations as provided by 
section 9104 of title 31, United States Code, as 
may be necessary in carrying out the programs 
and purposes set forth in the budget for the cur- 
rent fiscal year for the Government Printing Of- 
fice revolving fund: Provided, That not more 
than $5,000 may be expended on the certification 
of the Public Printer in connection with official 
representation and reception expenses: Provided 
further, That the revolving fund shall be avail- 
able for the hire or purchase of not more than 
12 passenger motor vehicles: Provided further, 
That expenditures in connection with travel ex- 
penses of the advisory councils to the Public 
Printer shall be deemed necessary to carry out 
the provisions of title 44, United States Code: 
Provided further, That the revolving fund shall 
be available for temporary or intermittent serv- 
ices under section 3109(b) of title 5, United 
States Code, but at rates for individuals not 
more than the daily equivalent of the annual 
rate of basic pay for level V of the Executive 
Schedule under section 5316 of such title: Pro- 
vided further, That the revolving fund and the 
funds provided under the headings ‘‘OFFICE OF 
SUPERINTENDENT OF DOCUMENTS” and ‘‘SALA- 
RIES AND EXPENSES” together may not be avail- 
able for the full-time equivalent employment of 
more than 2,621 workyears (or such other num- 
ber of workyears as the Public Printer may re- 
quest, subject to the approval of the Committees 
on Appropriations of the House of Representa- 
tives and Senate): Provided further, That activi- 
ties financed through the revolving fund may 
provide information in any format: Provided 
further, That not more than $10,000 may be ex- 
pended from the revolving fund in support of 
the activities of the Benjamin Franklin Ter- 
centenary Commission established by Public 
Law 107-202. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISION 

SEC. 1301. DISCOUNTS FOR SALES COPIES. Sec- 

tion 1708 of title 44, United States Code, is 
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amended by striking “ој not to exceed 25 percent 
may be allowed to book dealers and quantity 
purchasers’’, and inserting in liew thereof the 
following: “тау be allowed as determined by 
the Superintendent of Documents". 
GOVERNMENT ACCOUNTABILITY OFFICE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Government Ac- 
countability Office, including not more than 
$12,500 to be expended on the certification of the 
Comptroller General of the United States in con- 
nection with official representation and recep- 
tion expenses; temporary or intermittent services 
under section 3109(b) of title 5, United States 
Code, but at rates for individuals not more than 
the daily equivalent of the annual rate of basic 
pay for level IV of the Executive Schedule under 
section 5315 of such title; hire of one passenger 
motor vehicle; advance payments in foreign 
countries in accordance with section 3324 of title 
31, United States Code; benefits comparable to 
those payable under section 901(5), (6), and (8) 
of the Foreign Service Act of 1980 (22 U.S.C. 
4081(5), (6), and (8)); and under regulations pre- 
scribed by the Comptroller General of the United 
States, rental of living quarters in foreign coun- 
tries, $470,973,000: Provided, That not more than 
$4,919,000 of payments received under section 
782 of title 31, United States Code, shall be 
available for use in fiscal year 2005: Provided 
further, That not more than $2,500,000 of reim- 
bursements received under section 9105 of title 
31, United States Code, shall be available for use 
in fiscal year 2005: Provided further, That this 
appropriation and appropriations for adminis- 
trative expenses of any other department or 
agency which is a member of the National Inter- 
governmental Audit Forum or a Regional Inter- 
governmental Audit Forum shall be available to 
finance an appropriate share of either Forum’s 
costs as determined by the respective Forum, in- 
cluding necessary travel expenses of non-Fed- 
eral participants: Provided further, That pay- 
ments hereunder to the Forum may be credited 
as reimbursements to any appropriation from 
which costs involved are initially financed: Pro- 
vided further, That this appropriation and ap- 
propriations for administrative expenses of any 
other department or agency which is a member 
of the American Consortium on International 
Public Administration (ACIPA) shall be avail- 
able to finance an appropriate share of ACIPA 
costs as determined by the ACIPA, including 
any expenses attributable to membership of 
ACIPA in the International Institute of Admin- 
istrative Sciences. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISION 

SEC. 1401. REPORTS TO THE COMPTROLLER 
GENERAL. (a) LIMITATIONS ON EXPENDITURES, 
OBLIGATIONS, AND VOLUNTARY SERVICES.—Sec- 
tion 1351 of title 31, United States Code, is 
amended by inserting “А copy of each report 
shall also be transmitted to the Comptroller Gen- 
eral on the same date the report is transmitted 
to the President and Congress." after the first 
sentence. 

(b) PROHIBITED OBLIGATIONS AND EXPENDI- 
TURES.—Section 1517(b) of title 31, United States 
Code, is amended by inserting “А copy of each 
report shall also be transmitted to the Comp- 
troller General on the same date the report is 
transmitted to the President and Congress." 
after the first sentence. 

PAYMENT TO THE OPEN WORLD 
LEADERSHIP CENTER TRUST FUND 

For a payment to the Open World Leadership 
Center Trust Fund for financing activities of the 
Open World Leadership Center, $13,500,000. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 

SEC. 1501. EXPANSION OF OPEN WORLD LEAD- 
ERSHIP COUNTRIES.—Section 313(j) of the Legis- 
lative Branch Appropriations Act, 2001 (2 U.S.C. 
1151(j)) is amended— 
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(1) in paragraph (1), by striking “ата” after 
the semicolon; 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking the period 
and inserting “; ата”; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

“(3) any other country that is designated by 
the Board, except that the Board shall notify 
the Committees on Appropriations of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives of the des- 
ignation at least 90 days before the designation 
is to take effect.’’. 

SEC. 1502. BOARD MEMBERSHIP. Section 
313(a)(2) of the Legislative Branch Appropria- 
tions Act, 2001 (2 U.S.C. 1151(a)(2)), as enacted 
by reference in section 1(a)(2) of the Consoli- 
dated Appropriations Act, 2001, is amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding subparagraph (A), 
by striking ‘‘nine members" and inserting “11 
members’’; and 

(2) by inserting after subparagraph (D) the 
following new subparagraph: 

“(Е) The chair of the Subcommittee on Legis- 
lative Branch of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of the House of Representatives and the 
chair of the Subcommittee on Legislative Branch 
of the Committee on Appropriations of the Sen- 
але."'. 

TITLE II—GENERAL PROVISIONS 


SEC. 201. MAINTENANCE AND CARE OF PRIVATE 
VEHICLES. No part of the funds appropriated in 
this Act shall be used for the maintenance or 
care of private vehicles, except for emergency 
assistance and cleaning as may be provided 
under regulations relating to parking facilities 
for the House of Representatives issued by the 
Committee on House Administration and for the 
Senate issued by the Committee on Rules and 
Administration. 

SEC. 202. FISCAL YEAR LIMITATION. No part of 

the funds appropriated in this Act shall remain 
available for obligation beyond fiscal year 2005 
unless expressly so provided in this Act. 
T4Sec. 203. RATES OF COMPENSATION AND DES- 
IGNATION. Whenever in this Act any office or po- 
sition not specifically established by the Legisla- 
tive Pay Act of 1929 (46 Stat. 32 et seq.) is appro- 
priated for or the rate of compensation or des- 
ignation of any office or position appropriated 
for is different from that specifically established 
by such Act, the rate of compensation and the 
designation in this Act shall be the permanent 
law with respect thereto: Provided, That the 
provisions in this Act for the various items of of- 
ficial expenses of Members, officers, and commit- 
tees of the Senate and House of Representatives, 
and clerk hire for Senators and Members of the 
House of Representatives shall be the permanent 
law with respect thereto. 

SEC. 204. CONSULTING SERVICES. The expendi- 
ture of any appropriation under this Act for 
any consulting service through procurement 
contract, under section 3109 of title 5, United 
States Code, shall be limited to those contracts 
where such expenditures are a matter of public 
record and available for public inspection, ex- 
cept where otherwise provided under existing 
law, or under existing Executive order issued 
under existing law. 

SEC. 205. AWARDS AND SETTLEMENTS. Such 
sums as may be necessary are appropriated to 
the account described in subsection (a) of sec- 
tion 415 of the Congressional Accountability Act 
of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 1415(a)) to pay awards and set- 
tlements as authorized under such subsection. 

SEC. 206. COSTS OF LBFMC. Amounts avail- 
able for administrative expenses of any legisla- 
tive branch entity which participates in the 
Legislative Branch Financial Managers Council 
(LBFMC) established by charter on March 26, 
1996, shall be available to finance an appro- 
priate share of LBFMC costs as determined by 
the LBFMC, except that the total LBFMC costs 
to be shared among all participating legislative 
branch entities (in such allocations among the 
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entities as the entities may determine) may not 
exceed $2,000. 

SEC. 207. LANDSCAPE MAINTENANCE. Тһе Ar- 
chitect of the Capitol, in consultation with the 
District of Columbia, is authorized to maintain 
and improve the landscape features, excluding 
streets and sidewalks, in the irregular shaped 
grassy areas bounded by Washington Avenue, 
SW on the northeast, Second Street SW on the 
west, Square 582 on the south, and the begin- 
ning of the I-395 tunnel on the southeast. 

SEC. 208. LIMITATION ON TRANSFERS. None of 
the funds made available in this Act may be 
transferred to any department, agency, or in- 
strumentality of the United States Government, 
except pursuant to a transfer made by, or trans- 
fer authority provided in, this Act or any other 
appropriation Act. 

SEC. 209. ETRAVEL SERVICE. Notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, no entity within the 
legislative branch shall be required to use the 
eTravel Service established by the Administrator 
of General Services for official travel by officers 
or employees of the entity during fiscal year 
2005 or any succeeding fiscal year. 

SEC. 210. VOLUNTARY SEPARATION INCENTIVE 
PAYMENTS. (а) AUTHORITY TO OFFER PAY- 
MENTS.—Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, the head of any office in the legislative 
branch may establish a program under which 
voluntary separation incentive payments may be 
offered to eligible employees of the office to en- 
courage such employees to separate from service 
voluntarily (whether by retirement or resigna- 
tion), in accordance with this section. 

(b) AMOUNT AND ADMINISTRATION OF PAY- 
MENTS.—A voluntary separation incentive pay- 
ment made under this section— 

(1) shall be paid in a lump sum after the em- 
ployee’s separation; 

(2) shall be equal to the lesser of— 

(A) an amount equal to the amount the em- 
ployee would be entitled to receive under section 
5595(c) of title 5, United States Code, if the em- 
ployee were entitled to payment under such sec- 
tion (without adjustment for any previous pay- 
ment made); or 

(B) an amount determined by the head of the 
office involved, not to exceed $25,000; 

(3) may be made only in the case of an em- 
ployee who voluntarily separates (whether by 
retirement or resignation) under this section; 

(4) shall not be a basis for payment, and shall 
not be included in the computation, of any 
other type of Government benefit; 

(5) shall not be taken into account in deter- 
mining the amount of any severance pay to 
which the employee may be entitled under sec- 
tion 5595 of title 5, United States Code, based on 
any other separation; and 

(6) shall be paid from appropriations or funds 
available for the payment of the basic pay of the 
employee. 

(c) PLAN.— 

(1) PLAN REQUIRED FOR MAKING PAYMENTS.— 
No voluntary separation incentive payment may 
be paid under this section with respect to an of- 
fice unless the head of the office submits a plan 
described in paragraph (2) to each applicable 
committee described in paragraph (3), and each 
applicable committee approves the plan. 

(2) CONTENTS OF PLAN.—A plan described in 
this paragraph with respect to an office is a 
plan containing the following information: 

(A) The specific positions and functions to be 
reduced or eliminated. 

(B) A description of which categories of em- 
ployees will be offered incentives. 

(C) The time period during which incentives 
may be paid. 

(D) The number and amounts of voluntary 
separation incentive payments to be offered. 

(E) A description of how the office will oper- 
ate without the eliminated positions and func- 
tions. 
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(3) APPLICABLE COMMITTEE.—For purposes of 
this subsection, the “applicable committee” with 
respect to an office means any committee of the 
House of Representatives or Senate with juris- 
diction over the activities of the office under the 
applicable rules of the House of Representatives 
and the Senate (as determined by the head of 
the office), but does not include the Committees 
on Appropriations of the House of Representa- 
tives and the Senate. 

(а) EXCLUSION OF CERTAIN OFFICES.—This 
section shall not apply to any office which is an 
Executive agency under section 105 of title 5, 
United States Code, or any employee of such an 
office. 

(е) ELIGIBLE EMPLOYEE DEFINED.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In this section, an ‘‘eligible 
employee” is an employee (as defined in section 
2105, United States Code) or a Congressional em- 
ployee (as defined in section 2107, United States 
Code) who— 

(A) is serving under an appointment without 
time limitation; and 

(B) has been currently employed for a contin- 
uous period of at least 3 years. 

(2) EXCLUSIONS.—An “‘eligible employee" does 
not include any of the following: 

(A) A reemployed annuitant under subchapter 
ІШ of chapter 83 or 84 of title 5, United States 
Code, or another retirement system for employ- 
ees of the Government. 

(B) An employee having a disability on the 
basis of which such employee is or would be eli- 
gible for disability retirement under subchapter 
III of chapter 83 or 84 of title 5, United States 
Code, or another retirement system for employ- 
ees of the Government. 

(C) An employee who is in receipt of a deci- 
sion notice of involuntary separation for mis- 
conduct or unacceptable performance. 

(D) An employee who has previously received 
any voluntary separation incentive payment 
from the Federal Government under this section 
or any other authority. 

(E) An employee covered by statutory reem- 
ployment rights who is on transfer employment 
with another organization. 

(F) Any employee who— 

(i) during the 36-month period preceding the 
date of separation of that employee, performed 
service for which a student loan repayment ben- 
efit was or is to be paid under section 5379 of 
title 5, United States Code, or any other author- 
ity; 

(ii) during the 24-month period preceding the 
date of separation of that employee, performed 
service for which a recruitment or relocation 
bonus was or is to be paid under section 5753 of 
such title or any other authority; or 

(iii) during the 12-month period preceding the 
date of separation of that employee, performed 
service for which a retention bonus was or is to 
be paid under section 5754 of such title or any 
other authority. 

(f) REPAYMENT FOR INDIVIDUALS RETURNING 
TO GOVERNMENT EMPLOYMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), an 
employee who has received a voluntary separa- 
tion incentive payment under this section and 
accepts employment with the Government of the 
United States within 5 years after the date of 
the separation on which the payment is based 
shall be required to repay the entire amount of 
the incentive payment to the office that paid the 
incentive payment. 

(2) WAIVER FOR 
UNIQUE ABILITIES.— 

(A) If the employment is with an Executive 
agency (as defined by section 105 of title 5, 
United States Code), the Director of the Office 
of Personnel Management may, at the request of 
the head of the agency, waive the repayment re- 
quired under this subsection if the individual 
involved possesses unique abilities and is the 
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only qualified applicant available for the posi- 
tion. 

(B) If the employment is with an entity in the 
legislative branch, the head of the entity or the 
appointing official may waive the repayment re- 
quired under this subsection if the individual 
involved possesses unique abilities and is the 
only qualified applicant available for the posi- 
tion. 

(C) If the employment is with the judicial 
branch, the Director of the Administrative Of- 
fice of the United States Courts may waive the 
repayment required under this subsection if the 
individual involved possesses unique abilities 
and is the only qualified applicant available for 
the position. 

(3) TREATMENT OF PERSONAL SERVICES CON- 
TRACTS.—For purposes of paragraph (1) (but not 
paragraph (2)), the term “employment” includes 
employment under a personal services contract 
with the United States. 

(0) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall take 
effect on the date of the enactment of this Act, 
and shall apply with respect to the portion of 
fiscal year 2005 occurring on and after such date 
and to each succeeding fiscal year. 

SEC. 211. CAPITOL GROUNDS ENCLOSURE. None 
of the funds contained in this Act may be used 
to study, design, plan, or otherwise further the 
construction or consideration of a fence to en- 
close the perimeter of the grounds of the United 
States Capitol. 

SEC. 212. CONGRESSIONAL RECOGNITION FOR 
EXCELLENCE IN ARTS EDUCATION. Section 210 of 
the Legislative Branch Appropriations Act, 2003 
is amended— 

(1) by striking the first proviso; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘Provide further," and insert- 
ing ‘‘Provided,’’. 

SEC. 213. TRANSFER OF JURISDICTION OVER 
REAL PROPERTY NEAR JAPANESE AMERICAN РА- 
TRIOTISM MEMORIAL. (a) TRANSFER OF JURISDIC- 
TION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Jurisdiction over the parcels 
of Federal real property described under para- 
graph (2) (over which jurisdiction was trans- 
ferred under section 514(b)(2)(C) of the Omnibus 
Parks and Public Lands Management Act of 
1996 (40 U.S.C. 5102 note; Public Law 104-333)) 
is transferred to the Architect of the Capitol, 
without consideration. 

(2) PARCELS.—The parcels of Federal real 
property referred to under paragraph (1) are the 
following: 

(A) That portion of New Jersey Avenue, N.W., 
between the northernmost point of the intersec- 
tion of New Jersey Avenue, N.W., and D Street, 
N.W., and the northernmost point of the inter- 
section of New Jersey Avenue, N.W., and Lou- 
isiana Avenue, N.W., between squares 631 and 
W632, which remains Federal property, and 
whose maintenance and repair shall be the re- 
sponsibility of the District of Columbia. 

(B) That portion of D Street, N.W., between 
its intersection with New Jersey Avenue, N.W., 
and its intersection with Louisiana Avenue, 
N.W., between squares 630 and W632, which re- 
mains Federal property. 

(b) MISCELLANEOUS.— 

(1) COMPLIANCE WITH OTHER LAWS.—Compli- 
ance with this section shall be deemed to satisfy 
the requirements of all laws otherwise applica- 
ble to transfers of jurisdiction over parcels of 
Federal real property. 

(2) UNITED STATES CAPITOL GROUNDS.— 

(A) DEFINITION.—Section 5102 of title 40, 
United States Code, is amended to include with- 
in the definition of the United States Capitol 
Grounds the parcels of Federal real property de- 
scribed in subsection (a)(2). 

(B) JURISDICTION OF CAPITOL POLICE.—The 
United States Capitol Police shall have jurisdic- 
tion over the parcels of Federal real property de- 
scribed in subsection (a)(2) in accordance with 
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section 9 of the Act entitled “Ат Act to define 
the United States Capitol Grounds, to regulate 
the use thereof, and for other purposes’’, ap- 
proved July 31, 1946 (2 U.S.C. 1961). 

(3) EFFECT OF TRANSFER.—A person relin- 
quishing jurisdiction over any parcel of Federal 
real property transferred by subsection (a) shall 
not retain any interest in the parcel except as 
specifically provided in this section. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This Act shall apply to 
fiscal year 2005 and each fiscal year thereafter. 

This division may be cited as the ‘‘Legisla- 
tive Branch Appropriations Act, 2005”, 

SEC. 214. COMMISSION ON THE ABRAHAM LIN- 
COLN STUDY ABROAD FELLOWSHIP PROGRAM. 
EXTENSION OF REPORT AND TERMINATION 
DATES.—Section 104 of division H of the Con- 
solidated Appropriations Act, 2004 (Public Law 
108-199; 118 Stat. 435) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (f), by striking ‘‘December 1, 
2004” and inserting ‘‘December 1, 2005”; and 

(2) in subsection (g), by striking ‘‘December 
31, 2004” and inserting “ТФесетбет 31, 2005”, 

SEC. 215. (a) The Chief Administrative Officer 
of the House of Representatives and the Ser- 
geant at Arms and Doorkeeper of the Senate 
may enter into a memorandum of understanding 
under which the Sergeant at Arms and Door- 
keeper shall provide all services of the United 
States Capitol telephone exchange for the House 
of Representatives, in accordance with such 
terms and conditions as may be provided in the 
memorandum of understanding. 

(b) For any period during which a memo- 
randum of understanding is in effect pursuant 
to this section— 

(1) all positions in the United States Capitol 
telephone exchange for which the employing au- 
thority is the Chief Administrative Officer shall 
be transferred to the Sergeant at Arms and 
Doorkeeper; 

(2) all employees in the United States Capitol 
telephone exchange for whom the employing au- 
thority is the Chief Administrative Officer shall 
be transferred to an appointed by the Sergeant 
at Arms and Doorkeeper; and 

(3) the Sergeant at Arms and Doorkeeper shall 
serve as the employing authority for all per- 
sonnel of United States Capitol telephone ex- 
change. 

(c) In carrying out a memorandum of under- 
standing pursuant to this section, the Sergeant 
at Arms and Doorkeeper shall ensure that, with 
respect to any employee of the United States 
Capitol telephone exchange whose employing 
authority prior to the effective date of the 
memorandum was the Chief Administrative Offi- 
cer— 

(1) the rate of pay and leave accrual for the 
employee shall not be less than the employee’s 
rate of pay and leave accrual for the most re- 
cent pay period prior to such date, unless— 

(A) the employee does not remain in the he 
same position with the exchange; or 

(B) the rate of pay or leave accrual is reduced 
for cause; and 

(2) any leave accrued by the employee that re- 
mains unused as of such date shall be trans- 
ferred to the employee and made available for 
the employee to use under the same terms and 
conditions that applied to the use of the leave of 
the leave prior to such date. 

(а) The last sentence of section 4(b) of the 
House Employees Position Classification Act (2 
U.S.C. 293(b)) is amended by striking ‘‘suc- 
ceeding year," and inserting the following: 
“succeeding year (other than any period during 
which a memorandum of understanding de- 
scribed in section 215(a) of the Legislative 
Branch Appropriation Act, 2005 is in effect),’’. 

(e)(1) A memorandum of understanding under 
this section may include a provision requiring 
the reimbursement by the House of Representa- 
tives during s fiscal year (paid out of the appli- 
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cable accounts of the House) of the expenses in- 
curred by the Sergeant at Arms and Door-keeper 
during the fiscal year in carrying out the memo- 
randum with respect to the employees of the 
United States Capitol telephone exchange whose 
employing authority prior to the effective date 
of the memorandum was the Chief Administra- 
tive Officer. 

(2) Any reimbursement made pursuant to this 
subsection— 

(A) in the case of a reimbursement for salaries 
or agency contributions and related expenses, 
shall be deposited in the account under the 
heading "OFFICE OF THE SERGEANT AT ARMS AND 
DOORKEEPER"' or “АСЕМСҮ CONTRIBUTIONS AND 
RELATED EXPENSES", under the heading ‘‘SALA- 
RIES, OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES"; and 

(B) in the case of a reimbursement for ex- 
penses, shall be deposited in the account under 
the heading ‘‘SERGEANT AT ARMS AND DOOR- 
KEEPER OF THE SENATE" under the heading 
“CONTINGENT EXPENSES OF THE SENATE." 

(3) Any funds deposited under paragraph (2) 
shall be available in like manner and for the 
same purposes as are other funds in the account 
to which the funds were deposited. 

(f) This section and the amendment made by 
the this section shall apply with respect to fiscal 
year 2005 and each succeeding fiscal year. 
DIVISION H—TRANSPORTATION, TREAS- 

URY, INDEPENDENT AGENCIES, AND 

GENERAL GOVERNMENT | APPROPRIA- 

TIONS ACT, 2005 

TITLE І 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For necessary expenses of the Office of the 
Secretary, $87,234,000, of which not to exceed 
$2,220,000 shall be available for the immediate 
Office of the Secretary; not to exceed $705,000 
shall be available for the immediate Office of the 
Deputy Secretary; not to exceed $15,395,000 shall 
be available for the Office of the General Coun- 
sel; not to exceed $12,627,000 shall be available 
for the Office of the Under Secretary of Trans- 
portation for Policy; not to exceed $8,573,000 
shall be available for the Office of the Assistant 
Secretary for Budget and Programs; not to ex- 
ceed $2,316,000 shall be available for the Office 
of the Assistant Secretary for Governmental Af- 
fairs; not to exceed $23,436,000 shall be available 
for the Office of the Assistant Secretary for Ad- 
ministration; not to exceed $1,929,000 shall be 
available for the Office of Public Affairs; not to 
exceed $1,456,000 shall be available for the Office 
of the Executive Secretariat; not to exceed 
$704,000 shall be available for the Board of Con- 
tract Appeals; not to exceed $1,278,000 shall be 
available for the Office of Small and Disadvan- 
taged Business Utilization; not to exceed 
$2,053,000 for the Office of Intelligence and Se- 
curity; not to exceed $3,150,000 shall be available 
for the Office of Emergency Transportation; and 
not to exceed $11,392,000 shall be available for 
the Office of the Chief Information Officer: Pro- 
vided, That the Secretary of Transportation is 
authorized to transfer funds appropriated for 
any office of the Office of the Secretary to any 
other office of the Office of the Secretary: Pro- 
vided further, That no appropriation for any of- 
fice shall be increased or decreased by more 
than 5 percent by all such transfers: Provided 
further, That any change in funding greater 
than 5 percent shall be submitted for approval 
to the House and Senate Committees on Appro- 
priations: Provided further, That not to exceed 
$60,000 shall be for allocation within the De- 
partment for official reception and representa- 
tion expenses as the Secretary may determine: 
Provided further, That notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, excluding fees author- 
ized in Public Law 107-71, there may be credited 


24467 


to this appropriation up to $2,500,000 in funds 
received in user fees: Provided further, That 
none of the funds provided in this Act shall be 
available for the position of Assistant Secretary 
for Public Affairs. 

OFFICE OF CIVIL RIGHTS 

For necessary expenses of the Office of Civil 
Rights, $8,700,000. 

COMPENSATION FOR AIR CARRIERS 
(RESCISSION) 

Of the funds made available under section 
101(a)(2) of Public Law 107-42, $235,000,000 are 
rescinded. 

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING, RESEARCH, AND 

DEVELOPMENT 

For necessary expenses for conducting trans- 

portation planning, research, systems develop- 


ment, development activities, and making 
grants, to remain available until expended, 
$20,000,000. 


WORKING CAPITAL FUND 

Necessary expenses for operating costs and 
capital outlays of the Working Capital Fund, 
not to exceed $151,054,000, shall be paid from ap- 
propriations made available to the Department 
of Transportation: Provided, That such services 
shall be provided on a competitive basis to enti- 
ties within the Department of Transportation: 
Provided further, That the above limitation on 
operating expenses shall not apply to non-DOT 
entities: Provided further, That no funds appro- 
priated in this Act to an agency of the Depart- 
ment shall be transferred to the Working Capital 
Fund without the approval of the agency modal 
administrator: Provided further, That no assess- 
ments may be levied against any program, budg- 
et activity, subactivity or project funded by this 
Act unless notice of such assessments and the 
basis therefor are presented to the House and 
Senate Committees om Appropriations and are 
approved by such Committees. 

MINORITY BUSINESS RESOURCE CENTER PROGRAM 

For the cost of guaranteed loans, $500,000, as 
authorieed by 49 U.S.C. 332: Provided, That 
Such costs, including the cost of modifying such 
loans, shall be as defined in section 502 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974: Provided fur- 
ther, That these funds are available to subsidize 
total loan principal, any part of which is to be 
guaranteed, not to exceed $18,367,000. In addi- 
tion, for administrative expenses to carry out 
the guaranteed loan program, $400,000. 

MINORITY BUSINESS OUTREACH 

For necessary expenses of Minority Business 
Resource Center outreach activities, $3,000,000, 
to remain available until September 30, 2006: 
Provided, That notwithstanding 49 U.S.C. 332, 
these funds may be used for business opportuni- 
ties related to any mode of transportation. 

NEW HEADQUARTERS BUILDING 

For necessary expenses of the Department of 
Transportation's new headquarters building 
and related services, $68,000,000, to remain 
available until expended. 

PAYMENTS TO AIR CARRIERS 
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 

In addition to funds made available from any 
other source to carry out the essential air serv- 
ice program under 49 U.S.C. 41731 through 
41742, $52,000,000, to be derived from the Airport 
and Airway Trust Fund, to remain available 
until expended. 

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION 
OPERATIONS 

For necessary expenses of the Federal Avia- 
tion Administration, not otherwise provided for, 
including operations and research, activities re- 
lated to commercial space transportation, ad- 
ministrative expenses for research and develop- 
ment, establishment of air navigation facilities, 
the operation (including leasing) and mainte- 
nance of aircraft, subsidieing the cost of aero- 
nautical charts and maps sold to the public, 
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lease or purchase of passenger motor vehicles for 
replacement only, in addition to amounts made 
available by Public Law 108-176, $7,775,000,000, 
of which $4,918,073,000 shall be derived from the 
Airport and Airway Trust Fund, of which not to 
exceed $6,234,417,600 shall be available for air 
traffic services activities; not to exceed 
$916,894,000 shall be available for aviation regu- 
lation and certification activities; not to exceed 
$224,039,000 shall be available for research and 
acquisition activities; not to exceed $11,674,000 
shall be available for commercial space trans- 
portation activities; not to exceed $52,124,000 
shall be available for financial services activi- 
ties; not to exceed $69,821,600 shall be available 
for human resources program activities; not to 
exceed $149,569,800 shall be available for region 
and center operations and regional coordination 
activities; not to exceed $139,302,000 shall be 
available for staff offices; and not to exceed 
$36,254,000 shall be available for information 
services: Provided, That none of the funds in 
this Act shall be available for the Federal Avia- 
tion Administration to finalize or implement any 
regulation that would promulgate new aviation 
user fees not specifically authorized by law after 
the date of the enactment of this Act: Provided 
further, That there may be credited to this ap- 
propriation funds received from States, counties, 
municipalities, foreign authorities, other public 
authorities, and private sources, for expenses in- 
curred in the provision of agency services, in- 
cluding receipts for the maintenance and oper- 
ation of air mavigation facilities, and for 
issuance, renewal or modification of certificates, 
including airman, aircraft, and repair station 
certificates, or for tests related thereto, or for 
processing major repair or alteration forms: Pro- 
vided further, That of the funds appropriated 
under this heading, not less than $7,000,000 
shall be for the contract tower cost-sharing pro- 
gram: Provided further, That funds may be used 
to enter into a grant agreement with a nonprofit 
standard-setting organization to assist in the 
development of aviation safety standards: Рто- 
vided further, That none of the funds in this 
Act shall be available for new applicants for the 
second career training program: Provided fur- 
ther, That none of the funds in this Act shall be 
available for paying premium pay under 5 
U.S.C. 5546(a) to any Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration employee unless such employee actually 
performed work during the time corresponding 
to such premium pay: Provided further, That 
none of the funds in this Act may be obligated 
or expended to operate a manned auxiliary 
flight service station in the contiguous United 
States: Provided further, That none of the funds 
in this Act for aeronautical charting and car- 
tography are available for activities conducted 
by, or coordinated through, the Working Capital 
Fund: Provided further, That of the funds pro- 
vided under this heading, $4,000,000 is available 
only for recruitment, personnel compensation 
and benefits, and related costs to raise the level 
of operational air traffic control supervisors to 
the level of 1,846: Provided further, That none 
of the funds in this Act may be obligated or ex- 
pended for an employee of the Federal Aviation 
Administration to purchase a store gift card or 
gift certificate through use of a Government- 
issued credit card. 
FACILITIES AND EQUIPMENT 
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 

For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro- 
vided for, for acquisition, establishment, tech- 
nical support services, improvement by contract 
or purchase, and hire of air navigation and ex- 
perimental facilities and equipment, as author- 
ized under part A of subtitle VII of title 49, 
United States Code, including initial acquisition 
of necessary sites by lease or grant; engineering 
and service testing, including construction of 
test facilities and acquisition of necessary sites 
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by lease or grant; construction and furnishing 
of quarters and related accommodations for offi- 
cers and employees of the Federal Aviation Ad- 
ministration stationed at remote localities where 
such accommodations are not available; and the 
purchase, lease, or transfer of aircraft from 
funds available under this heading; to be de- 
rived from the Airport and Airway Trust Fund, 
$2,540,000,000, of which $2,119,000,000 shall re- 
main available until September 30, 2007, and of 
which $421,000,000 shall remain available until 
September 30, 2005: Provided, That there may be 
credited to this appropriation funds received 
from States, counties, municipalities, other pub- 
lic authorities, and private sources, for expenses 
incurred in the establishment and moderniza- 
tion of air navigation facilities: Provided fur- 
ther, That upon initial submission to the Con- 
gress of the fiscal year 2006 President’s budget, 
the Secretary of Transportation shall transmit 
to the Congress a comprehensive capital invest- 
ment plan for the Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion which includes funding for each budget 
line item for fiscal years 2006 through 2010, with 
total funding for each year of the plan con- 
strained to the funding targets for those years 
as estimated and approved by the Office of 
Management and Budget. 
RESEARCH, ENGINEERING, AND DEVELOPMENT 
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 

For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro- 
vided for, for research, engineering, and devel- 
opment, as authorized under part A of subtitle 
VII of title 49, United States Code, including 
construction of experimental facilities and ac- 
quisition of necessary sites by lease or grant, 
$130,927,000, to be derived from the Airport and 
Airway Trust Fund and to remain available 
until September 30, 2007: Provided, That there 
may be credited to this appropriation funds re- 
ceived from States, counties, municipalities, 
other public authorities, and private sources, for 
expenses incurred for research, engineering, and 
development. 

GRANTS-IN-AID FOR AIRPORTS 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 
(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 

(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 

For liquidation of obligations incurred for 
grants-in-aid for airport planning and develop- 
ment, and noise compatibility planning and pro- 
grams as authorized under subchapter I of 
chapter 471 and subchapter I of chapter 475 of 
title 49, United States Code, and under other 
law authorizing such obligations; for procure- 
ment, installation, and commissioning of run- 
way incursion prevention devices and systems at 
airports of such title; for grants authorized 
under section 41743 of title 49, United States 
Code; and for inspection activities and adminis- 
tration of airport safety programs, including 
those related to airport operating certificates 
under section 44706 of title 49, United States 
Code, $2,800,000,000 to be derived from the Air- 
port and Airway Trust Fund and to remain 
available until expended: Provided, That none 
of the funds under this heading shall be avail- 
able for the planning or execution of programs 
the obligations for which are in excess of 
$3,500,000,000 in fiscal year 2005, notwith- 
standing section 47117(g) of title 49, United 
States Code: Provided further, That none of the 
funds under this heading shall be available for 
the replacement of baggage conveyor systems, 
reconfiguration of terminal baggage areas, or 
other airport improvements that are necessary to 
install bulk explosive detection systems: Pro- 
vided further, That notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, not more than $68,802,000 of 
funds limited under this heading shall be obli- 
gated for administration and not less than 
$20,000,000 shall be for the Small Community Air 
Service Development Program. 
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GRANTS-IN-AID FOR AIRPORTS 
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 
(RESCISSION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 

Of the amount authorized for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2004, under sections 48103 
and 48112 of title 49, United States Code, 
$265,000,000 are rescinded. 


GENERAL PROVISIONS—FEDERAL AVIATION 
ADMINISTRATION 


SEC. 101. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, airports may transfer, without consider- 
ation, to the Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA) instrument landing systems (along with 
associated approach lighting equipment and 
runway visual range equipment) which conform 
to FAA design and performance specifications, 
the purchase of which was assisted by a Federal 
airport-aid program, airport development aid 
program or airport improvement program grant: 
Provided, That, the Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration shall accept such equipment, which shall 
thereafter be operated and maintained by FAA 
in accordance with agency criteria. 

SEC. 102. None of the funds in this Act may be 
used to compensate in excess of 375 technical 
staff-years under the federally funded research 
and development center contract between the 
Federal Aviation Administration and the Center 
for Advanced Aviation Systems Development 
during fiscal year 2005. 

SEC. 103. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used for engineering work re- 
lated to an additional runway at Louis Arm- 
strong New Orleans International Airport. 

SEC. 104. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be used to pursue or adopt guidelines or regula- 
tions requiring airport sponsors to provide to the 
Federal Aviation Administration without cost 
building construction, maintenance, utilities 
and expenses, or space in airport sponsor-owned 
buildings for services relating to air traffic con- 
trol, air navigation, or weather reporting: Рто- 
vided, That the prohibition of funds in this sec- 
tion does not apply to negotiations between the 
agency and airport sponsors to achieve agree- 
ment on “below-market” rates for these items or 
to grant assurances that require airport spon- 
sors to provide land without cost to the FAA for 
air traffic control facilities. 

SEC. 105. None of the funds appropriated or 
limited by this Act may be used to change 
weight restrictions or prior permission rules at 
Teterboro Airport in Teterboro, New Jersey. 

SEC. 106. (a) Section 44302(f)(1) of title 49, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 
“2004,” each place it appears amd inserting 
“<2005,”. 

(b) Section 44303(b) of such title is amended by 
striking “2004,” and inserting ‘‘2005,’’. 

SEC. 107. Notwithstanding any provision of 
law, the Secretary of Transportation is author- 
ized and directed to make project grants under 
chapter 471 of title 49, United States Code from 
funds available under 49 U.S.C. 48103, for the 
cost of acquisition of land, or reimbursement of 
the cost of land if purchased prior to enactment 
of this provision and prior to a grant agreement, 
for non-exclusive use aeronautical purposes on 
an airport layout plan that has been approved 
by the Secretary on January 23, 2004, pursuant 
to section 49 U.S.C. 47107(a)(16), for any small 
hub airport as defined in 49 U.S.C. 47102, and 
had scheduled or chartered direct international 
flights totaling at least 200 million pounds gross 
aircraft landed weight for calendar year 2002. 


FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 


Necessary expenses for administration and op- 
eration of the Federal Highway Administration, 
not to exceed $346,500,000, shall be paid in ac- 
cordance with law from appropriations made 
available by this Act to the Federal Highway 
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Administration together with advances and re- 
imbursements received by the Federal Highway 


Administration. 


FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAYS 
(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 


None of the funds in this Act shall be avail- 
able for the implementation or execution of pro- 
grams, the obligations for which are in excess of 
$34,700,000,000 for Federal-aid highways and 
highway safety construction programs for fiscal 


year 2005: Provided, That 


within the 


$34,700,000,000 obligation limitation on Federal- 
aid highways and highway safety construction 
programs, not more than $462,500,000 shall be 
available for the implementation or execution of 
programs for transportation research (sections 
502, 503, 504, 506, 507, and 508 of title 23, United 
States Code, as amended; section 5505 of title 49, 
United States Code, as amended; and sections 
5112 and 5204-5209 of Public Law 105-178) for 
fiscal year 2005: Provided further, That this lim- 
itation on transportation research programs 
shall not apply to any authority previously 
made available for obligation: Provided further, 
That within the $232,000,000 obligation limita- 
tion on Intelligent Transportation Systems, the 
following sums shall be made available for Intel- 
ligent Transportation System projects that are 
designed to achieve the goals and purposes set 
forth in section 5203 of the Intelligent Transpor- 
tation Systems Act of 1998 (subtitle C of title V 
of Public Law 105-178; 112 Stat. 453; 23 U.S.C. 
502 note) in the following specified areas: 


Project Name 
Alameda Corridor—East 
Project, San Gabriel Val- 
ley, California .................. 
Alexandria Fiber Optic Cable 
for Traffic Signal Coordi- 
nation, Virginia ............... 
Alliance for Transportation 
Research, Transportation 
Technology Center, New 
"MOTO танана орки 
Appalachian Transportation 
Institute and U3C, West 


Кота аи реа а ыры 
Atlanta Construction and 
Traffic Management 


Project, Georgia ............... 
Baltimore City Intelligent 
Transportation System, 
Maryland. езжен Дашы. 
Bay County Regional ITS, 
Florida eret 
Calmar Research Vehicle 
Communication Systems, 


Alabama. «sace anar 
Central Florida Regional 
Transportation Authority 
(LYNX): North | Orange/ 
South Seminole ITS En- 
hanced Circulator ............ 
Cicero Avenue Smart Сот- 
ridor, Illinois .................... 
City of Boston Directional 
Signage Program, Massa- 
Сие: нану ere pex 
City of Elk Grove ITS 
Project, California ............ 
City of Fort Worth Intel- 
ligent Transportation Sys- 
tems, Texas ...................... 
City of San Antonio Munic- 
ipal ITS | Technologies, 
TOTQS Er et ea ee eh сео вуну 


MOLON iu esci отделе арын 
Commercial Vehicle Informa- 
tion Systems Network, Illi- 
NOUS: oot Nota Оты аты Ы 


Amount 


$2,000,000 


2,000,000 


750,000 


1,000,000 


2,000,000 


1,000,000 


2,000,000 


1,150,000 


2,000,000 


500,000 


1,000,000 


1,000,000 


1,500,000 


1,800,000 


1,300,000 


2,000,000 


500,000 


Project Name 
COTA ITS Integration 
Project Phases II and III, 
ОЛО чк see peso eet e Leto 
DeKalb Co. Signal System 
Improvements, Georgia ..... 


Downtown Signalization 
Project, Mechanicsburg, 
Pennsylvania ................... 


FAST-TRAC Signal Expan- 
SION, Michigan ................. 
Florida State University Sys- 
tem Center for Intermodal 
Transportation Safety ...... 
Freeway Incident Manage- 
ment Program, Houston, 
LOLS etu Dr ardore 
Ft. Lauderdale Intelligent 
Trans | System Improve- 
ment, Florida: eee 
GEARS Demonstration 
Project, Cumberland Coun- 
ty, Pennsylvania .............. 
Germantown ITS, Tennessee 
GMU ITS Appropriations, 
VOA б рга ONER 
Highway Speed E-ZPass, 
Outerbridge Crossing, New 
YOTIO iis cete re a taae 
Hillsborough Area Regional 
Transit | Authority: Bus 
Tracking, Communication 
and Security, Florida ....... 
1-70 Incident Management 
ғ аты Colorado: iis ttt. 
1-01 Fiber and ITS Construc- 
tion, Massachusetts .......... 
Intelligent Transportation at 
George Washington Uni- 
versity, Virginia ............... 
Intelligent Transportation 
System feasibility study 
and implementation plan, 
Edmond, OK .................... 


Intelligent Transportation 
System, Jackson, Ten- 
BORSE. ныне сте Ace té et 

Intelligent Transportation 
System, Wichita, Kansas ... 

Intelligent Transportation 
Systems—Nebraska ........... 

Intelligent Transportation 


Systems, City of Jackson, 
Tennessee. nic eee iren 
Intelligent Transportation 
Systems, Illinois ............... 
Intercity Transit ITS (Thur- 
ston County), Washington 
Interurban Transit Partner- 
Ship, Grand Rapids, MI .... 
ТІРКЕ ККЕ eer у»: 
ITS—Commercial Vehicle 
Safety and Integration 
Statewide, Utah ............... 
ITS—Northwest Arkansas 
Regional Architecture, Ar- 
KO n3. eeeeese see ea nere 
ITS—Rural Recreation & 
Tourism, Statewide, Utah 
ITS—Springfield, Illinois ..... 
ITS Deployment Project, 
Inglewood, California ....... 
ITS Statewide, Maryland ..... 
Jacksonville Transportation 
Authority: Intelligent 
Transportation Systems 
Regional Planning, Florida 
JAXPORT Intermodal Cargo 
Tracking Project, Florida .. 
Kansas City SmartPort, Mis- 
КҮЗЕТКЕН d ue е ien cadence 
King County, County-Wide 
Signal Program, | Wash- 
ОТОТ SI o BE TU. 
Lake County Passage, Lake 
County, Illinois ................ 


Amount 


800,000 


500,000 


750,000 


1,000,000 


3,000,000 


3,250,000 


1,000,000 


150,000 


500,000 


2,000,000 


350,000 


750,000 
1,250,000 


2,500,000 


1,000,000 


100,000 


385,000 
1,250,000 


450,000 


1,000,000 
5,000,000 
2,000,000 
2,000,000 
2,000,000 


500,000 


250,000 


750,000 
650,000 


400,000 
1,000,000 


750,000 
900,000 


750,000 


2,000,000 


1,250,000 


Project Name 
Laredo ITS Multi-Agency In- 
tegration and Incidence 
Project, Texas .................. 
Los Angeles Union Station 
Communication System ..... 
Lynnwood Traffic Manage- 
ment Center of Multi-Juris- 
dictional ITS, Washington 
MARTA Automated | Fare 
Collection/Smart Card Sys- 
tem, Georgia ..................... 
Missouri Statewide Rural 


Montgomery County Inte- 
grated ITS Program, Mary- 
Тапа, қалтаны да Неде coca f 

Montgomery Intelligent 
Transportation System Ac- 
quisition and Implementa- 
tion, Alabama .................. 

Nepperhan Traffic Improve- 
ments, City of Yonkers, 
NCW YOTN пење унарлы teres 

Northwest | Arkansas Re- 
gional Planning Commis- 
sion—ITS Regional Archi- 
LOCUUT Oa ee путна i Rr EIUS 

Park Avenue Corridor Im- 
provements, New Jersey .... 

Park Avenue Corridor Im- 
provements, Union County, 


Pennsylvania Turnpike ITS 
Initiative, Pennsylvania ... 
PSU's Center for Transpor- 
tation Studies ITS Initia- 
tive, Oregom ..................... 
Puget | Sound  In-Vehicle 
Traffic Map Expansion 
Program, Washington ....... 
Pulaski at Irving Park Inter- 
section Improvement, Illi- 
ИЖ КЖ КУКУ КЕСУУ С 
PVTA ITS, Massachusetts ... 
Regional ITS Springfield, 
MÁÍSSOMYI Loser rene 
Reston Traffic Signal 
Prioritieation, Virginia ..... 
Route 28 traffic light sym- 
chronieatiom .................... 
Route 50 signalization im- 
provement, Virginia .......... 
Route 7 signalization im- 
provements, Virginia ........ 
Rural Highway Information 
System, Kentucky ............. 
San Diego Joint Transpor- 
tation Operations Center, 
Calfornid. Жез s 
SCDOT InRoads, South 
Сатопт ала зкарну ннн 
Signal Preemption Upgrades, 
Culver City, California ..... 
South Boulevard Signal Sys- 
tem, North Carolina .......... 
Springfield Regional Intel- 
ligent Transportation Sys- 
tem, Missouri ................... 
Stamford Urban Transitway 
Phase II, Connecticut ....... 
State Transportation Inci- 
dent Management Center, 
WISCONSIN: заннын тз 
STRAP 3 Transportation 
Program Tracking ............ 
The Mass Country Roads 
Traveler Information Sys- 
tem, Massachusetts ........... 
TMC Transportation Oper- 
ations Center, Texas ......... 
Traffic Operations Center, 
City of Fresno, California 
Traffic Response and Infor- 
mation, Partnership Cen- 
ter, Maryland .................. 
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Amount 


500,000 


1,000,000 
1,000,000 


500,000 


2,500,000 


750,000 


1,000,000 


300,000 


300,000 


1,000,000 


765,000 


2,000,000 
400,000 
2,000,000 
500,000 
1,000,000 
2,000,000 
750,000 
500,000 
1,000,000 


500,000 


2,000,000 


750,000 
2,500,000 
110,000 


470,000 


2,000,000 


1,000,000 


500,000 


1,500,000 


200,000 
500,000 


500,000 


1,500,000 
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Project Name 
Transportation Management 
& Emergency Ops Center/ 
Oakland, California 
Transportation Research 
Center, Georgia 
Traveler Information System, 
Seattle, Washington 
Tri-County ITS Coordination 
Initiative, Michigan 
Twin Cities, Minnesota Re- 
dundant Communications 
Pilot 
University of Alaska Arctic 
Transportation Engineer- 
ing Research Center, Alas- 


Amount 


750,000 


1,000,000 


1,000,000 


500,000 


750,000 


1,500,000 
University of Kentucky 
Transportation Center 
US 2 Lohman Rail Crossing 
Advance Warning, Mon- 
14817 Rm 


1,500,000 


1,000,000 


Бата 
US 280, Jefferson County, 
ITS, Alabama ................... 
US 98 Widening from 
Bayshore Road to Portside 
Road, Florida ................... 
Variable Message Signs and 

511 Implementation, Idaho 
Ventura County Intelligent 

Transportation Systems, 

California 
Vermont Roadway Weather 

Information System 
Village of Tarrytown, New 

York 
West Baton Rouge Етет- 

gency Communications 

Center, Louisiana ............. 
Wisconsin State Patrol Mo- 

bile Data Communications 

Network—Phase ПІ .......... 

FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAYS 

(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 

(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

Notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
for carrying out the provisions of title 23, United 
States Code, that are attributable to Federal-aid 
highways, including the National Scenic and 
Recreational Highway as authorized by 23 
U.S.C. 148, not otherwise provided, including re- 
imbursement for sums expended pursuant to the 
provisions of 23 U.S.C. 308, $35,000,000,000 or so 
much thereof as may be available in and derived 
from the Highway Trust Fund, to remain avail- 
able until expended. 

FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAYS 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 
(RESCISSION) 

Of the unobligated balances of funds appor- 
tioned to each State under chapter 1 of title 23, 
United States Code, $520,277,000 are rescinded: 
Provided, That such rescission shall not apply 
to the funds distributed in accordance with 23 
U.S.C. 133(4)(1) and the first sentence of 23 
U.S.C. 133(d)(3)(A) or to the funds apportioned 
to the program authorized under section 163 of 
title 23, United States Code. 

FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAYS 
EMERGENCY RELIEF PROGRAM 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 
(INCLUDING RESCISSION) 

For an additional amount for the “Emergency 
Relief Program” as authorized under section 125 
of title 23, United States Code, $741,000,000, to be 
derived from the Highway Trust Fund (other 
than the Mass Transit Account) and to remain 
available until expended: Provided, That of the 
unobligated balances of funds apportioned to 
each state under chapter 1 of title 23, United 
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States Code, $741,000,000 are rescinded: Provided 
further, That such rescission shall not apply to 
the funds distributed in accordance with 23 
U.S.C. 133(4)(1) and the first sentence of 23 
U.S.C. 133(d)(3)(A) or to the funds apportioned 
to the program authorized under section 163 of 
title 23, United States Code. 

APPALACHIAN DEVELOPMENT HIGHWAY SYSTEM 

For necessary expenses for the Appalachian 
Development Highway System as authorized 
under section 1069(y) of Public Law 102-240, as 
amended, $80,000,000, to remain available until 
expended. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—FEDERAL HIGHWAY 
ADMINISTRATION 

SEC. 110. (a) For fiscal year 2005, the Sec- 
retary of Transportation shall— 

(1) not distribute from the obligation limita- 
tion for Federal-aid Highways amounts author- 
ized for administrative expenses and programs 
funded from the administrative takedown au- 
thorized by section 104(a)(1)(A) of title 23, 
United States Code, for the highway use tax 
evasion program, for the Bureau of Transpor- 
tation Statistics, and for the programs, projects, 
and activities funded from the takedown au- 
thorized by section 117 of this Act; 

(2) not distribute an amount from the obliga- 
tion limitation for Federal-aid Highways that is 
equal to the unobligated balance of amounts 
made available from the Highway Trust Fund 
(other than the Mass Transit Account) for Fed- 
eral-aid highways and highway safety programs 
for the prior fiscal years the funds for which are 
allocated by the Secretary; 

(3) determine the ratio that— 

(A) the obligation limitation for Federal-aid 
Highways less the aggregate of amounts not dis- 
tributed under paragraphs (1) and (2), bears to 

(B) the total of the sums authorized to be ap- 
propriated for Federal-aid highways and high- 
way safety construction programs (other than 
sums authorized to be appropriated for sections 
set forth in paragraphs (1) through (7) of sub- 
section (b) and sums authorized to be appro- 
priated for section 105 of title 23, United States 
Code, equal to the amount referred to in sub- 
section (b)(8)) for such fiscal year less the aggre- 
gate of the amounts not distributed under para- 
graph (1) of this subsection; 

(4) distribute the obligation limitation for Fed- 
eral-aid Highways less the aggregate amounts 
not distributed under paragraphs (1) and (2) for 
section 201 of the Appalachian Regional Devel- 
opment Act of 1965 and $2,000,000,000 for such 
fiscal year under section 105 of title 23, United 
States Code (relating to minimum guarantee) so 
that the amount of obligation authority avail- 
able for each of such sections is equal to the 
amount determined by multiplying the ratio de- 
termined under paragraph (3) by the sums au- 
thorized to be appropriated for such section (ex- 
cept in the case of section 105, $2,000,000,000) for 
such fiscal year; 

(5) distribute the obligation limitation pro- 
vided for Federal-aid Highways less the aggre- 
gate amounts not distributed under paragraphs 
(1) and (2) and amounts distributed under para- 
graph (4) for each of the programs that are allo- 
cated by the Secretary under title 23, United 
States Code (other than activities to which 
paragraph (1) applies and programs to which 
paragraph (4) applies) by multiplying the ratio 
determined under paragraph (3) by the sums au- 
thorized to be appropriated for such program for 
such fiscal year; and 

(6) distribute the obligation limitation pro- 
vided for Federal-aid Highways less the aggre- 
gate amounts not distributed under paragraphs 
(1) and (2) and amounts distributed under para- 
graphs (4) and (5) for Federal-aid highways and 
highway safety construction programs (other 
than the minimum guarantee program, but only 
to the extent that amounts apportioned for the 
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minimum guarantee program for such fiscal 
year exceed $2,639,000,000, and the Appalachian 
development highway system program) that are 
apportioned by the Secretary under title 23, 
United States Code, in the ratio that— 

(A) sums authorized to be appropriated for 
such programs that are apportioned to each 
State for such fiscal year, bear to 

(B) the total of the sums authorized to be ap- 
propriated for such programs that are appor- 
tioned to all States for such fiscal year. 

(b) EXCEPTIONS FROM OBLIGATION LIMITA- 
TION.—The obligation limitation for Federal-aid 
Highways shall not apply to obligations: (1) 
under section 125 of title 23, United States Code; 
(2) under section 147 of the Surface Transpor- 
tation Assistance Act of 1978; (3) under section 
9 of the Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1981; (4) 
under sections 131(b) and 131(j) of the Surface 
Transportation Assistance Act of 1982; (5) under 
section 149(b) and 149(c) of the Surface Trans- 
portation and Uniform Relocation Assistance 
Act of 1987; (6) under sections 1103 through 1108 
of the Intermodal Surface Transportation Effi- 
ciency Act of 1991; (7) under section 157 of title 
23, United States Code, as in effect on the day 
before the date of the enactment of the Trans- 
portation Equity Act for the 21st Century; (8) 
under section 105 of title 23, United States (but, 
only in an amount equal to $639,000,000 for such 
fiscal year); and (9) for Federal-aid highway 
programs for which obligation authority was 
made available under the Transportation Equity 
Act for the 21st Century or subsequent public 
laws for multiple years or to remain available 
until used, but only to the extent that such obli- 
gation authority has not lapsed or been used. 

(c) REDISTRIBUTION OF UNUSED OBLIGATION 
AUTHORITY.—Notwithstanding subsection (a), 
the Secretary shall after August 1 for such fiscal 
year revise a distribution of the obligation limi- 
tation made available under subsection (a) if a 
State will not obligate the amount distributed 
during that fiscal year and redistribute suffi- 
cient amounts to those States able to obligate 
amounts in addition to those previously distrib- 
uted during that fiscal year giving priority to 
those States having large unobligated balances 
of funds apportioned under sections 104 and 144 
of title 23, United States Code, section 160 (as in 
effect on the day before the enactment of the 
Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century) 
of title 23, United States Code, and under sec- 
tion 1015 of the Intermodal Surface Transpor- 
tation Efficiency Act of 1991. 

(d) APPLICABILITY OF OBLIGATION LIMITA- 
TIONS TO TRANSPORTATION RESEARCH PRO- 
GRAMS.—The obligation limitation shall apply to 
transportation research programs carried out 
under chapter 5 of title 23, United States Code, 
except that obligation authority made available 
for such programs under such limitation shall 
remain available for a period of 3 fiscal years. 

(е) REDISTRIBUTION OF CERTAIN AUTHORIZED 
FUNDS.—Not later than 30 days after the date of 
the distribution of obligation limitation under 
subsection (a), the Secretary shall distribute to 
the States any funds: (1) that are authorized to 
be appropriated for such fiscal year for Federal- 
aid highways programs (other than the program 
under section 160 of title 23, United States Code) 
and for carrying out subchapter I of chapter 311 
of title 49, United States Code, and highway-re- 
lated programs under chapter 4 of title 23, 
United States Code; and (2) that the Secretary 
determines will not be allocated to the States, 
and will not be available for obligation, in such 
fiscal year due to the imposition of any obliga- 
tion limitation for such fiscal year. Such dis- 
tribution to the States shall be made in the same 
ratio as the distribution of obligation authority 
under subsection (a)(6). The funds so distributed 
shall be available for any purposes described in 
section 133(b) of title 23, United States Code. 
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(f) SPECIAL RULE.—Obligation limitation dis- 
tributed for a fiscal year under subsection (a)(4) 
of this section for a section set forth in sub- 
section (a)(4) shall remain available until used 
and shall be in addition to the amount of any 
limitation imposed on obligations for Federal- 
aid highway and highway safety construction 
programs for future fiscal years. 

SEC. 111. Notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302, 
funds received by the Bureau of Transportation 
Statistics from the sale of data products, for 
necessary expenses incurred pursuant to 49 
U.S.C. 111 may be credited to the Federal-aid 
highways account for the purpose of reimburs- 
ing the Bureau for such expenses: Provided, 
That such funds shall be subject to the obliga- 
tion limitation for Federal-aid highways and 
highway safety construction. 

SEC. 112. Of the funds made available to the 
Bureau of Transportation Statistics in fiscal 
year 2005, $400,000 shall be available to admin- 
ister section 5402 of title 39, United States Code. 

SEC. 113. (a) Notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of law, in section 1602 of the Transpor- 
tation Equity Act for the 21st Century, item 
number 89 is amended by striking “Construct I- 
495/Route 2 interchange east of existing inter- 
change to provide access to commuter rail sta- 
tion, Littleton" and inserting ‘‘Ayer commuter 
rail station improvements, land acquisition and 
parking improvements". 

(b) Of the $6,000,000 portion of the funds ap- 
propriated under the heading “Highway Dem- 
onstration Projects” in title I of Public Law 102- 
143 (105 Stat. 929) that was allocated for Routes 
70/38 Circle Elimination, NJ, $4,500,000 shall be 
transferred to, and made available for, the fol- 
lowing projects in the specified amounts: Man- 
tua Creek Overpass in Paulsboro, NJ, $2,000,000; 
Delsea Drive Route 47 Timber Creek in 
Westville, NJ, $787,000; Camden Waterfront 
Parking Garage in Camden, NJ, $1,213,000; and 
Route 47 Chapel Heights Avenue in Gloucester, 
NJ, $500,000. 

(c) Of the amount made available under item 
number 89 of the table contained in section 
1107(b) of the Intermodal Surface Transpor- 
tation Efficiency Act of 1991 (105 Stat. 2052), 
$3,300,000 shall be used to carry out a com- 
prehensive regional transportation study on the 
multimodal transportation needs in Grand Tra- 
verse County, Michigan, and to implement rec- 
ommendations resulting from the study. 

(d) Of the funds provided for under ‘‘Trans- 
portation and Community and System Preserva- 
tion Program" in Public Law 106-69 and Public 
Law 106-346 for the project known as ‘‘Utah- 
Colorado ‘Isolated Empire’ Rail Connector 
Study” as referenced in House Report 106-355 
and House Report 106-940, any remaining unob- 
ligated balance as of October 1, 2004, shall be 
made available to the Central Utah Rail Line 
(Sigurd/Salina to Levan) Project. 

(e) Section 378 of the Department of Transpor- 
tation and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 
2001 (114 Stat. 1356.4–38) is amended by striking 
“an extension of Highway 180 from the City of 
Mendota” and inserting “ат extension of High- 
way 180 from the City of Fresno". 

SEC. 114. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used to require a State or local 
government to post a traffic control device or 
variable message sign, or any other type of traf- 
fic warning sign, in a language other than 
English, except with respect to the names of cit- 
ies, streets, places, events, or signs related to an 
international border. 

SEC. 115. Division F, title I, section 115 of Pub- 
lic Law 108-199 is amended by inserting before 
the period at the end the following: ‘‘: Provided 
further, That notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of law and the preceding clauses of this 
provision, the Secretary of Transportation may 
use amounts made available by this section to 
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make grants for any surface transportation 
project otherwise eligible for funding under title 
23 or title 49, United States Code". 

SEC. 116. Of the funds available under section 
104(a)(1)(A) of title 23, United States Code, 
$5,000,000 shall be available for environmental 
streamlining activities, which may include mak- 
ing grants to, or entering into contracts, cooper- 
ative agreements, and other transactions, with a 
Federal agency, State agency, local agency, au- 
thority, association, non-profit or for-profit cor- 
poration, or institution of higher education. 

SEC. 117. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, whenever an allocation is made of the 
sums authorized to be appropriated for expendi- 
ture on the Federal lands highway program, 
and whenever an apportionment is made of the 
sums authorized to be appropriated for the sur- 
face transportation program, the congestion 
mitigation and air quality improvement pro- 
gram, the National Highway System, the Inter- 
state maintenance program, the bridge program, 
the Appalachian development highway system, 
and the minimum guarantee program, the Sec- 
retary of Transportation shall deduct a sum in 
such amount not to exceed 4.1 percent of ай 
sums to authorized: Provided, That of the 
amount so deducted in accordance with this sec- 
tion, $25,000,000 shall be made available to make 
grants to support planning, highway corridor 
development, and highway construction projects 
in the area that comprises the Delta Regional 
Authority; and $1,211,360,000 shall be made 
available for surface transportation projects as 
identified under this section in the statement of 
the managers accompanying this Act: Provided 
further, That notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of law and the preceding clauses of this 
provision, the Secretary of Transportation may 
use amounts made available by this section to 
make grants for any surface transportation 
project otherwise eligible for funding under title 
23 or title 49, United States Code: Provided fur- 
ther, That funds made available under this sec- 
tion, at the request of a State, shall be trans- 
ferred by the Secretary to another Federal agen- 
cy; Provided further, That the Federal share 
payable on account of any program, project, or 
activity carried out with funds made available 
under this section shall be 100 percent: Provided 
further, that the sum deducted in accordance 
with this section shall remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided further, That all funds made 
available under this section shall be subject to 
any limitation on obligations for Federal-aid 
highways and highway safety construction pro- 
grams set forth in this Act or any other Act: 
Provided further, That the obligation limitation 
made available for the programs, projects, and 
activities for which funds are made available 
under this section shall remain available until 
used and shall be in addition to the amount of 
any limitation imposed on obligations for Fed- 
eral-aid highway and highway safety construc- 
tion programs for future fiscal years. 

SEC. 118. Of the funds made available under 
section 188(a)(1) of title 23, United States Code, 
$100,000,000 are rescinded. 

SEC. 119. For the purposes of 23 U.S.C. 
181(9)(D) the project described in section 626 of 
Division B, title VI of Public Law 108-7 is eligi- 
ble as a publicly owned intermodal surface 
freight transfer facility. 

SEC. 120. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, the Department of Transportation shall 
complete approval of the proposed surety substi- 
tution for one-half of the bond debt service re- 
serve amount for the RETRAC project within 30 
days after receiving from RETRAC a binding 
commitment from a qualified provider to deliver 
a surety at an acceptable price. Such bond debt 
service funds so released shall be deposited into 
the RETRAC project contingency fund for pay- 
ment of RETRAC project costs in the event cur- 
rent project cost projections are exceeded. 
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SEC. 121. DESIGNATION OF MIKE 
O’CALLAGHAN-PAT TILLMAN MEMORIAL BRIDGE. 
(а) ІМ GENERAL.—The Hoover Dam Bypass 
Bridge in the Lake Mead National Recreation 
Area between Nevada and Arizona is designated 
as the “МіКе O’Callaghan-Pat Tillman Memo- 
rial Bridge’’. 

(b) REFERENCES IN LAW.—Any reference in a 
law (including regulations), map, document, 
paper, or other record of the United States to 
the bridge described in subsection (a) shall be 
considered to be a reference to the Mike 
O’Callaghan-Pat Tillman Memorial Bridge. 

SEC. 122. BYPASS BRIDGE AT HOOVER DAM. (a) 
IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (b), the Sec- 
retary of Transportation may expend from any 
funds appropriated for expenditure in accord- 
ance with title 23, United States Code, for pay- 
ment of debt service by the States of Arizona 
and Nevada on notes issued for the bypass 
bridge project at Hoover Dam, pending appro- 
priation or replenishment for that project. 

(b) REIMBURSEMENT.—Funds expended under 
subsection (a) shall be reimbursed from the 
funds made available to the States of Arizona 
and Nevada for payment of debt service on notes 
issued for the bypass bridge project at Hoover 
Dam. 

SEC. 123. None of the funds made available in 
this Act shall be available for the development 
or dissemination by the Federal Highway Ad- 
ministration of any version of a programmatic 
agreement which regards the Dwight D. Eisen- 
hower National System of Interstate and De- 
fense Highways as eligible for inclusion on the 
National Register of Historic Places. 

SEC. 124. Of the unobligated balances made 
available under Public Law 100-17, Public Law 
100-457, Public Law 101—516, Public Law 102- 
143, Public Law 102-240, Public Law 102-386, 
Public Law 103-331, Public Law 105-178, and 
Public Law 106—346, $16,407,908.88 are rescinded. 

SEC. 125. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, projects and activities described in the 
statement of managers accompanying this Act 
under the headings ‘‘Federal-Aid Highways" 
and ‘‘Federal Transit Administration" shall be 
eligible for fiscal year 2005 funds made available 
for the project for which each project or activity 
is so designated and projects and activities 
under the heading ‘‘Job Access and Reverse 
Commute Grants" shall be awarded those grants 
upon receipt of an application: Provided, That 
the Federal share payable on account of any 
such projects and activities subject to this sec- 
tion shall be the same as the share required by 
the Federal program under which each project 
or activity is designated unless otherwise pro- 
vided in this Act. 

SEC. 126. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, in addition to amounts provided in this 
or any other Act for fiscal year 2005, $34,000,000, 
to be derived from the Highway Trust Fund and 
to remain available until expended, shall be 
available for the replacement of the Belleair 
Causeway Bridge in Pinellas County, Florida. 

SEC. 127. Of the amounts made available for 
the Federal-Aid Highways Emergency Relief 
Program under division B of the Military Con- 
struction Appropriations and Emergency Hurri- 
cane Supplemental Appropriations Act, 2005 (118 
Stat. 1251), such sums as may be necessary shall 
be available for replacement of the Interstate-10 
bridge spanning Escambia Bay in Escambia and 
Santa Rosa Counties, Florida. 

SEC. 128. Amend Section 14003 of Public Law 
108-287, the Department of Defense Appropria- 
tions Act, 2005 by adding a new subsection (c) at 
the end as follows: 

“(с) Upon a request by a state to the Sec- 
retary that the state has an insufficient amount 
or type of apportionment to effectively utilize 
the funds provided in paragraph (b), the Sec- 
retary shall waive the requirement for appor- 
tionment. Such funds shall be eligible for any 
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activity defined іт section 133(b) of Title 23. 
Funds distributed to each state under this sec- 
tion shall not be subject to section 105 of Title 
23:7. 
FEDERAL MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 
MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY 
LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

Notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
none of the funds in this Act shall be available 
for expenses for administration of motor carrier 
safety programs and motor carrier safety re- 
search, and grants, the obligations for which 
are in excess of $257,547,000 for fiscal year 2005: 
Provided, That $33,000,000 shall be available to 
make grants to, or enter into contracts with, 
States, local governments, or other persons for 
carrying out border commercial motor vehicle 
safety programs and enforcement activities and 
projects for the purposes described in 49 U.S.C. 
31104(f)(2)(B), and the Federal share payable 
under such grants shall be 100 percent; 
$20,000,000 shall be available to make grants to, 
or enter into contracts with, States, local gov- 
ernments, or other persons for commercial driv- 
er's licenses program improvements, and the 
Federal share payable under such grants shall 
be 100 percent; $13,200,000 shall be available to 
make grants to States for implementation of sec- 
tion 210 of the Motor Carrier Safety Improve- 
ment Act of 1999, and the Federal share payable 
under such grant shall be 100 percent; and 
$7,400,000 shall be available to make grants to, 
or enter into contracts with, States, local gov- 
ernments, or other persons for the commercial 
vehicle analysis reporting system, and the Fed- 
eral share payable under such grants shall be 
100 percent: Provided further, That motwith- 
standing any other provision of law, for pay- 
ment of obligations incurred to pay administra- 
tive expenses of and grants by the Federal 
Motor Carrier Safety Administration, 
$257,547,000, to be derived from the Highway 
Trust Fund, together with advances and reim- 
bursements received by the Federal Motor Car- 
rier Safety Administration, the sum of which 
shall remain available until expended. 

NATIONAL MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY PROGRAM 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 
(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

Notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
for payment of obligations incurred in carrying 
out 49  U.S.C. 31102, 31106, and 31309, 
$190,000,000 to be derived from the Highway 
Trust Fund and to remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided, That none of the funds in 
this Act shall be available for the implementa- 
tion or execution of programs the obligations for 
which are in excess of $190,000,000 for ‘‘Motor 
Carrier Safety Grants" and “Information Sys- 
tems," and of which $17,000,000 shall be avail- 
able for grants to States for implementation of 
section 210 of the Motor Carrier Safety Improve- 
ment Act of 1999 (113 Stat. 1764-1765) and 
$1,000,000 shall be available for grants to States, 
local governments, or other entities for commer- 
cial driver’s license program improvements: Pro- 
vided further, That for grants made to States for 
implementation of section 210 of the Motor Car- 
rier Safety Improvement Act of 1999 (113 Stat. 
1764-1765), and for grants to States, local gov- 
ernments, or other entities for commercial driv- 
er’s license program improvements, the Federal 
share payable under such grants shall be 100 
percent. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—FEDERAL MOTOR CARRIER 
SAFETY ADMINISTRATION 

SEC. 130. Funds appropriated or limited in this 

Act shall be subject to the terms and conditions 
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stipulated in section 350 of Public Law 107-87, 
including that the Secretary submit a report to 
the House and Senate Appropriations Commit- 
tees annually on the safety and security of 
transportation into the United States by Mex- 
ico-domiciled motor carriers. 

SEC. 131. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this Act may be 
used before December 31, 2005 to implement or 
enforce any provisions of the Final Rule, issued 
on April 16, 2003 (Docket No. FMCSA-97-2350), 
with respect to either of the following: 

(1) The operators of utility service vehicles, as 
that term is defined in section 395.2 of title 49, 
Code of Federal Regulations. 

(2) Maximum daily hours of service for drivers 
engaged in the transportation of property or 
passengers to or from a motion picture or tele- 
vision production site located within a 100-air 
mile radius of the work reporting location of 
such drivers. 

SEC. 132. None of the funds made available 
under this Act may be used to issue or imple- 
ment the Department of Transportation's pro- 
posed regulation entitled Parts and Accessories 
Necessary for Safe Operation; Certification of 
Compliance With Federal Motor Vehicle Safety 
Standards (FMVSSs), published in the Federal 
Register, volume 67, number 53, on March 19, 
2002, relating to a phase-in period to bring vehi- 
cles into compliance with the requirements of 
the regulation. 

NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 
OPERATIONS AND RESEARCH 


(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

For expenses necessary to discharge the func- 
tions of the Secretary, with respect to traffic 
and highway safety under chapter 301 of title 
49, United States Code, and part C of subtitle VI 
of title 49, United States Code, $157,386,000, to be 
derived from the sum authorized to be deducted 
under section 117 of this Act and transferred to 
the National Highway Traffic Safety Adminis- 
tration, to remain available until expended: Pro- 
vided, That such funds shall be transferred to 
and administered by the National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration: Provided further, 
That none of the funds in this Act may be used 
to augment information technology or computer 
Support funds provided to NHTSA in excess of 
$2,900,000: Provided further, That none of the 
funds appropriated by this Act may be obligated 
or expended to plan, finaliee, or implement any 
rulemaking to add to section 575.104 of title 49 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations any require- 
ment pertaining to a grading standard that is 
different from the three grading standards 
(treadwear, traction, and temperature resist- 
ance) already in effect: Provided further, That 
all funds made available under this heading 
Shall be subject to any limitation on obligations 
for Federal-aid highways and highway safety 
construction programs set forth in this Act or 
any other Act: Provided further, That the obli- 
gation limitation made available for the pro- 
grams, projects, and activities for which funds 
are made available under this heading shall re- 
main available until used and shall be in addi- 
tion to the amount of any limitation imposed on 
obligations for Federal-aid highway and high- 
way safety construction programs for future fis- 
cal years. 

OPERATIONS AND RESEARCH 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 
(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

Notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
for payment of obligations incurred in carrying 
out the provisions of 23 U.S.C. 403, to remain 
available until expended, $72,000,000, to be de- 
rived from the Highway Trust Fund: Provided, 
That none of the funds in this Act shall be 
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available for the planning or execution of pro- 
grams the total obligations for which, in fiscal 
year 2005, are in excess of $72,000,000 for pro- 
grams authorized under 23 U.S.C. 403. 

NATIONAL DRIVER REGISTER 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 
(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

For payment of obligations incurred in car- 
rying out chapter 303 of title 49, United States 
Code, $3,600,000, to be derived from the Highway 
Trust Fund: Provided, That none of the funds 
in this Act shall be available for the implemen- 
tation or execution of programs the obligations 
for which are in excess of $3,600,000 for the Na- 
tional Driver Register authorized under chapter 
303 of title 49, United States Code. 

HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY GRANTS 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 
(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

Notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
for payment of obligations incurred in carrying 
out the provisions of 23 U.S.C. 402, 405, and 410, 
to remain available until expended, $225,000,000, 
to be derived from the Highway Trust Fund: 
Provided, That none of the funds in this Act 
shall be available for the planning or execution 
of programs the total obligations for which, in 
fiscal year 2005, are in excess of $225,000,000 for 
programs authorieed under 23 U.S.C. 402, 405, 
and 410, of which $165,000,000 shall be for 
"Highway Safety Programs" under 23 U.S.C. 
402, $20,000,000 shall be for “Occupant Protec- 
tion Incentive Grants" under 23 U.S.C. 405, and 
$40,000,000 shall be for ‘‘Alcohol-Impaired Driv- 
ing Countermeasures Grants" under 23 U.S.C. 
410: Provided further, That none of these funds 
shall be used for construction, rehabilitation, or 
remodeling costs, or for office furnishings and 
fixtures for State, local, or private buildings or 
structures: Provided further, That not to exceed 
$10,000,000 of the funds made available for sec- 
tion 402, not to exceed $2,306,000 of the funds 
made available for section 405, and not to exceed 
$2,000,000 of the funds made available for sec- 
tion 410 shall be available to NHTSA for admin- 
istering highway safety grants under chapter 4 
of title 23, United States Code: Provided further, 
That not to exceed $1,000,000 of the funds sub- 
ject to allocation under section 157 of title 23, 
United States Code, and not to exceed $1,000,000 
of the funds subject to apportionment under sec- 
tion 163 of that title, shall be available to the 
National Highway Traffic Safety Administra- 
tion for administering highway safety grants 
under those sections: Provided further, That not 
to exceed $500,000 of the funds made available 
for section 410 ‘‘Alcohol-Impaired Driving Coun- 
termeasures Grants” shall be available for tech- 
nical assistance to the States. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—NATIONAL HIGHWAY 
TRAFFIC SAFETY ADMINISTRATION 

SEC. 140. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, States may use funds provided in this 
Act under section 402 of title 23, United States 
Code, to produce and place highway safety pub- 
lic service messages in television, radio, cinema, 
and print media, and on the Internet in accord- 
ance with guidance issued by the Secretary of 
Transportation: Provided, That any State that 
uses funds for such public service messages shall 
submit to the Secretary a report describing and 
assessing the effectiveness of the messages: Рто- 
vided further, That $10,000,000 of the funds allo- 
cated under section 157 of title 23, United States 
Code, shall be used as directed by the National 
Highway Traffic Safety Administrator to pur- 
chase national paid advertising (including pro- 
duction and placement) to support national 
safety belt mobilizations: Provided further, 
That, of the funds allocated under section 163 of 
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title 23, United States Code, $6,000,000 shall be 
used as directed by the Administrator to support 
national impaired driving mobilizations and en- 
forcement efforts, $14,000,000 shall be used as di- 
rected by the Administrator to purchase na- 
tional paid advertising (including production 
and placement) to support such national im- 
paired driving mobilizations and enforcement ef- 
forts. 

SEC. 141. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, funds appropriated or limited in the Act 
to educate the motoring public on how to share 
the road safely with commercial motor vehicles 
shall be administered by the National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration and shall not be 
used by or made available to any other Federal 
agency. 

SEC. 142. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, for fiscal year 2005 the Secretary of 
Transportation is authorized to use amounts 
made available to carry out section 157 of title 
23, United States Code, to make innovative 
project allocations, not to exceed the prior 
year’s amounts for such allocations, before mak- 
ing incentive grants for use of seat belts. 

FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 
SAFETY AND OPERATIONS 

For necessary expenses of the Federal Rail- 
road. Administration, not otherwise provided for, 
$139,769,000, of which $15,350,000 shall remain 
available until expended. 

RAILROAD RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 

For necessary expenses for railroad research 
and development, $36,025,000, to remain avail- 
able until expended. 

RAILROAD REHABILITATION AND IMPROVEMENT 

PROGRAM 

The Secretary of Transportation is authorized 
to issue to the Secretary of the Treasury notes 
or other obligations pursuant to section 512 of 
the Railroad Revitalization and Regulatory Re- 
form Act of 1976 (Public Law 94—210), as amend- 
ed, in such amounts and at such times as may 
be necessary to pay any amounts required рит- 
suant to the guarantee of the principal amount 
of obligations under sections 511 through 513 of 
such Act, such authority to exist as long as any 
such guaranteed obligation is outstanding: Pro- 
vided, That pursuant to section 502 of such Act, 
as amended, no new direct loans or loan guar- 
antee commitments shall be made using Federal 
funds for the credit risk premium during fiscal 
year 2005: Provided further, That the Secretary 
of Transportation and the National Railroad 
Passenger Corporation shall reach agreement on 
a schedule for the repayment of all principal 
and interest on their June 28, 2002 direct loan 
agreement that provides for repayment in five 
equal annual installments over a five-year pe- 
riod beginning in fiscal year 2005: Provided fur- 
ther, That each annual installment payment 
shall be made no later than thirty days after the 
enactment of the Departments of Transportation 
and Treasury, Independent Agencies, and Gen- 
eral Government Appropriations Act for the fis- 
cal year: Provided further, That in the event the 
Secretary and the National Railroad Passenger 
Corporation are unable to agree on the terms 
and conditions of such revised repayment sched- 
ule within sixty days after the enactment of this 
Act, then all principal and interest shall come 
due as provided for under the existing terms of 
the June 28, 2002 direct loan agreement. 

NEXT GENERATION HIGH-SPEED RAIL 

For necessary expenses for the Next Genera- 
tion High-Speed Rail program as authorized 
under 49 U.S.C. 26101 and 26102, $19,650,000, to 
remain available until expended. 

ALASKA RAILROAD REHABILITATION 

To enable the Secretary of Transportation to 
make grants to the Alaska Railroad, $25,000,000, 
for capital rehabilitation and improvements ben- 
efiting its passenger operations, to remain avail- 
able until expended. 
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GRANTS TO THE NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER 
CORPORATION 

To enable the Secretary of Transportation to 
make quarterly grants to the National Railroad 
Passenger Corporation, $1,217,000,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2005: Provided, 
That not less than $500,000,000 shall be provided 
in quarterly grants for capital expenses: Pro- 
vided further, That the Secretary of Transpor- 
tation shall approve funding to cover operating 
losses and capital expenditures, including ad- 
vance purchase orders, for the National Rail- 
road Passenger Corporation only after receiving 
and reviewing a grant request for each specific 
train route: Provided further, That each such 
grant request shall be accompanied by a de- 
tailed financial analysis, revenue projection, 
and capital expenditure projection justifying the 
Federal support to the Secretary’s satisfaction: 
Provided further, That the Secretary of Trans- 
portation shall reserve $60,000,000 of the funds 
provided under this heading and is authorized 
to transfer such sums to the Surface Transpor- 
tation Board, upon request from said Board, to 
carry out directed service orders issued pursuant 
to section 11123 of title 49, United States Code to 
respond to the cessation of commuter rail oper- 
ations by the National Railroad Passenger Cor- 
poration: Provided further, That the Secretary 
of Transportation shall make the reserved funds 
available to the National Railroad Passenger 
Corporation through an appropriate grant in- 
strument during the end of the fourth quarter of 
fiscal year 2005 to the extent that no directed 
service orders have been issued by the Surface 
Transportation Board as of the date of transfer 
or there is a balance of reserved funds not need- 
ed by the Board to pay for any directed service 
order issued through September 30, 2005: Рто- 
vided further, That not later than 60 days after 
enactment of this Act, Amtrak shall transmit, in 
electronic format, to the Secretary of Transpor- 
tation, the House and Senate Committees on Ap- 
propriations, the House Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure and the Senate Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation a comprehensive business plan approved 
by the Board of Directors for fiscal year 2005 
under section 24104(a) of title 49, United States 
Code: Provided further, That the business plan 
shall include, as applicable, targets for rider- 
ship, revenues, and capital and operating ex- 
penses: Provided further, That the plan shall 
also include a separate accounting of such tar- 
gets for the Northeast Corridor; commuter serv- 
ice; long-distance Amtrak service; state-sup- 
ported service; each intercity train route; in- 
cluding Autotrain; and commercial activities in- 
cluding contract operations and mail and ex- 
press: Provided further, That the business plan 
shall include a description of the work to be 
funded, along with cost estimates and an esti- 
mated timetable for completion of the projects 
covered by this business plan: Provided further, 
That not later than December 1, 2004 and no 
later than 30 days following the last business 
day of the previous month thereafter, Amtrak 
shall submit to the Secretary of Transportation 
and the House and Senate Committees on Ap- 
propriations a supplemental report, in electronic 
format, regarding the pending business plan, 
which shall describe the work completed to date, 
any changes to the business plan, and the rea- 
sons for such changes: Provided further, That 
none of the funds in this Act may be used for 
operating expenses, including advance purchase 
orders, and capital projects not approved by the 
Secretary of Transportation nor on the National 
Railroad Passenger Corporation's fiscal year 
2005 business plan: Provided further, That Am- 
trak shall display the business plan and all sub- 
sequent supplemental plans on the Corpora- 
tion's website within a reasonable timeframe fol- 
lowing their submission to the appropriate enti- 
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ties: Provided further, That none of the funds 
under this heading may be obligated or ex- 
pended until the National Railroad Passenger 
Corporation agrees to continue abiding by the 
provisions of paragraphs 1, 2, 3, 5, 9, and 11 of 
the summary of conditions for the direct loan 
agreement of June 28, 2002, in the same manner 
as in effect on the date of enactment of this Act: 
Provided further, That the Secretary of Trans- 
portation is authorized to retain up to $4,000,000 
of the funds provided to be used to retain a con- 
sultant or consultants to assist the Secretary in 
preparing a comprehensive valuation of Am- 
trak’s assets to be completed not later than Sep- 
tember 30, 2005: Provided further, That these 
funds shall be available to the Secretary of 
Transportation until expended: Provided fur- 
ther, That this valuation shall to be used to re- 
tain a consultant or consultants to develop to 
the Secretary’s satisfaction a methodology for 
determining the avoidable and fully allocated 
costs of each Amtrak route: Provided further, 
That once the Secretary has approved the meth- 
odology for determining the avoidable and fully 
allocated costs of each Amtrak route, Amtrak 
shall apply that methodology in compiling an 
annual report to Congress on the avoidable and 
fully allocated costs of each of its routes, with 
the initial report for fiscal year 2005 to be sub- 
mitted to the House and Senate Committees on 
Appropriations, the House Committee on Trans- 
portation and Infrastructure, and the Senate 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation before December 31, 2005, and each subse- 
quent report to be submitted within ninety days 
after the end of the fiscal year to which the re- 
port pertains. 
GENERAL PROVISIONS—FEDERAL RAILROAD 
ADMINISTRATION 

SEC. 150. For the purpose of assisting State- 
supported intercity rail service, in order to dem- 
onstrate whether competition will provide high- 
er quality rail passenger service at reasonable 
prices, the Secretary of Transportation, working 
with affected States, shall develop and imple- 
ment a procedure for fair competitive bidding by 
Amtrak and non-Amtrak operators for State- 
supported routes: Provided, That in the event a 
State desires to select or selects a non-Amtrak 
operator for the route, the State may make an 
agreement with Amtrak to use facilities and 
equipment of, or have services provided by, Am- 
trak under terms agreed to by the State and Am- 
trak to enable the non-Amtrak operator to pro- 
vide the State-supported service: Provided fur- 
ther, That if the parties cannot agree on terms, 
the Secretary shall, as a condition of receipt of 
Federal grant funds, order that the facilities 
and equipment be made available and the serv- 
ices be provided by Amtrak under reasonable 
terms and compensation: Provided further, That 
when prescribing reasonable compensation to 
Amtrak, the Secretary shall consider quality of 
service as a major factor when determining 
whether, and the extent to which, the amount of 
compensation shall be greater than the incre- 
mental costs of using the facilities and providing 
the services: Provided further, That the Sec- 
retary may reprogram up to $2,500,000 from the 
Amtrak operating grant funds for costs associ- 
ated with the implementation of the fair bid pro- 
cedure and demonstration of competition under 
this section. 

SEC. 151. Notwithstanding any provisions of 
this or any other Act, during the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2005, and hereafter, the 
Federal Railroad Administration may use funds 
appropriated by this or any other Act to provide 
for the installation of a broadband high speed 
internet service connection, including necessary 
equipment, for Federal Railroad Administration 
employees, and to either pay directly recurring 
monthly charges or to reimburse a percentage of 
such monthly charges which are paid by such 
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employees: Provided, That the Federal Railroad 
Administration certifies that adequate safe- 
guards against private misuse exist, and that 
the service is necessary for direct support of the 
agency’s mission. 

SEC. 152. Public Law 97-468 is amended— 

(1) in section 608(a)(5) by inserting, ‘‘, includ- 
ing any amount appropriated or otherwise made 
available to the State-owned railroad,’’ before 
“shall be retained’’; 

(2) in section 608 by adding a new subsection 
(e) as follows: 

“(е) The State-owned railroad may take any 
necessary or appropriate action, consistent with 
federal railroad safety laws, to preserve and 
protect its rail properties in the interests of safe- 
ty.”’; and 

(3) in section 604(d)(2) by adding a new para- 
graph (D) as follows: 

“(D) Any hazardous substance, petroleum or 
other contaminant release at or from the State- 
owned rail properties that began prior to Janu- 
ary 5, 1985, shall be and remain the liability of 
the United States for damages and for the costs 
of investigation and cleanup. Such liability 
shall be enforceable under 42 U.S.C. 9601 et seq. 
for any release described in the preceding sen- 
tence.". 

SEC. 153. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, from funds made available to the Fed- 
eral Railroad Administration under the heading 
“Next Generation High-Speed Rail" in the Con- 
solidated Appropriations Act of 2004 (Public 
Law 108-199), the Secretary of Transportation 
may award a grant in the amount of $400,000 to 
the Illinois Department of Transportation for 
KBS Railroad track and grade crossing improve- 
ments in Kankakee County and Northeastern Il- 
linois. 

SEC. 154. The Northern New England High 
Speed Rail Corridor is expanded to include the 
train routes from Boston, Massachusetts, to Al- 
bany, New York, and from Springfield, Massa- 
chusetts, to New Haven, Connecticut. 

SEC. 155. Not later than March 1, 2005, Am- 
trak shall submit to the House and Senate Com- 
mittees on Appropriations a report detailing Am- 
trak’s obligations pursuant to 49 U.S.C. 
24306(a), describing all investments made to de- 
velop mail and express, year-to-year operating 
results generated by mail and express, a detailed 
description of the impact on employees related 
to termination of mail and express, a detailed 
description of the proposed liquidation of assets 
related to mail and express, and an accounting 
of all incurred and estimated costs resulting 
from such termination, including legal and ac- 
counting costs, any contingent obligations that 
may result, and any other related costs. Before 
submission, both the Amtrak Board of Directors 
and the Department of Transportation shall re- 
view this report. 

FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION 
ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 

For necessary administrative expenses of the 
Federal Transit Administration’s programs au- 
thorized by chapter 53 of title 49, United States 
Code, $9,750,000: Provided, That no more than 
$78,000,000 of budget authority shall be avail- 
able for these purposes: Provided further, That 
of the funds available not to exceed $900,000 
shall be available for the Office of the Adminis- 
trator; not to exceed $6,520,000 shall be available 
for the Office of Administration; not to exceed 
$4,100,000 shall be available for the Office of the 
Chief Counsel; not to exceed $1,243,000 shall be 
available for the Office of Communication and 
Congressional Affairs; not to exceed $7,396,000 
shall be available for the Office of Program 
Management; not to exceed $6,929,000 shall be 
available for the Office of Budget and Policy; 
not to exceed $4,645,000 shall be available for the 
Office of Demonstration and Innovation; not to 
exceed $3,013,000 shall be available for the Office 
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of Civil Rights; not to exceed $4,171,000 shall be 
available for the Office of Planning; not to ex- 
ceed $20,150,000 shall be available for regional 
offices; and not to exceed $16,433,000 shall be 
available for the central account: Provided fur- 
ther, That the Administrator is authorized to 
transfer funds appropriated for an office of the 
Federal Transit Administration: Provided fur- 
ther, That no appropriation for an office shall 
be increased or decreased by more than a total 
of 5 percent during the fiscal year by all such 
transfers: Provided further, That any change in 
funding greater than 5 percent shall be sub- 
mitted for approval to the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations: Provided fur- 
ther, That any funding transferred from the 
central account shall be submitted for approval 
to the House and Senate Committees on Appro- 
priations: Provided further, That none of the 
funds provided or limited in this Act may be 
used to create a permanent office of transit se- 
curity under this heading: Provided further, 
That of the funds in this Act available for the 
execution of contracts under section 5327(c) of 
title 49, United States Code, $2,000,000 shall be 
reimbursed to the Department of Transpor- 
tation’s Office of Inspector General for costs as- 
sociated with audits and investigations of tran- 
sit-related issues, including reviews of new fixed 
guideway systems: Provided further, That up to 
$2,500,000 for the National transit database shall 
remain available until expended: Provided fur- 
ther, That upon submission to the Congress of 
the fiscal year 2006 President’s budget, the Sec- 
retary of Transportation shall transmit to Con- 
gress the annual report on new starts, proposed 
allocations of funds for fiscal year 2006: Pro- 
vided further, That the amount herein appro- 
priated shall be reduced by $20,000 per day for 
each day after initial submission of the Presi- 
dent’s budget that the report has not been sub- 
mitted to the Congress. 
FORMULA GRANTS 


(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses to carry out 49 U.S.C. 
5307, 5308, 5310, 5311, 5327, and section 3038 of 
Public Law 105-178, $504,022,000, to remain 
available until expended: Provided, That no 
more than $4,032,175,000 of budget authority 
shall be available for these purposes: Provided 
further, That notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of law, $50,000,000 of the funds to carry out 
49 U.S.C. 5308 shall be transferred to and 
merged with funding provided for the replace- 
ment, rehabilitation, and purchase of buses and 
related equipment and the construction of bus- 
related facilities under ‘‘Federal Transit Admin- 
istration, Capital investment grants”. 

UNIVERSITY TRANSPORTATION RESEARCH 

For necessary expenses to carry out 49 U.S.C. 
5505, $750,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided, That no more than $6,000,000 
of budget authority shall be available for these 
purposes. 

TRANSIT PLANNING AND RESEARCH 

For necessary expenses to carry out 49 U.S.C. 
5303, 5304, 5305, 5311(b)(2), 5312, 5313(а), 5314, 
5315, and 5322, $16,000,000, to remain available 
until expended: Provided, That no more than 
$128,000,000 of budget authority shall be avail- 
able for these purposes: Provided further, That 
$5,250,000 is available to provide rural transpor- 
tation assistance (49 U.S.C. 5311(b)(2)), 
$4,000,000 is available to carry out programs 
under the National Transit Institute (49 U.S.C. 
5315), $8,250,000 is available to carry out transit 
cooperative research programs (49 U.S.C. 
5313(a)), $60,385,600 is available for metropolitan 
planning (49 U.S.C. 5303, 5304, and 5305), 
$12,614,400 is available for State planning (49 
U.S.C. 5313(b)); and $37,500,000 is available for 
the national planning and research program (49 
U.S.C. 5314). 
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TRUST FUND SHARE OF EXPENSES 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

Notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
for payment of obligations incurred in carrying 
out 49 U.S.C. 5303-5308, 5310-5315, 5317(5), 5322, 
5327, 5334, 5505, and sections 3037 and 3038 of 
Public Law 105-178, $6,744,500,000, to remain 
available until expended, and to be derived from 
the Mass Transit Account of the Highway Trust 
Fund: Provided, That $3,528,153,000 shall be 
paid to the Federal Transit Administration’s 
formula grants account: Provided further, That 
$112,000,000 shall be paid to the Federal Transit 
Administration’s transit planning and research 
account: Provided further, That $68,250,000 
shall be paid to the Federal Transit Administra- 
tion's administrative expenses account: Provided 
further, That $5,250,000 shall be paid to the Fed- 
eral Transit Administration’s university trans- 
portation research account: Provided further, 
That $109,375,000 shall be paid to the Federal 
Transit Administration’s job access and reverse 
commute grants program: Provided further, 
That $2,921,472,000 shall be paid to the Federal 
Transit Administration’s capital investment 
grants account. 

CAPITAL INVESTMENT GRANTS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses to carry out 49 U.S.C. 
5308, 5309, 5318, and 5327, $417,353,000, to remain 
available until expended: Provided, That no 
more than $3,338,825,000 of budget authority 
shall be available for these purposes: Provided 
further, That there shall be available for fixed 
guideway modernization, $1,214,400,000; there 
shall be available for the replacement, rehabili- 
tation, and purchase of buses and related equip- 
ment and the construction of bus-related facili- 
ties, $675,000,000, which shall include $50,000,000 
made available under 5309(m)(3)(C) of this title, 
plus $50,000,000 transferred from ‘‘Federal Tran- 
sit Administration, Formula Grants’’; and there 
shall be available for new fixed guideway sys- 
tems $1,449,425,000, together with $3,591,548 in 
unobligated balances made available in Public 
Law 106-346, and $22,554,144 in unobligated bal- 
ances made available in Public Law 107-87, to 
be available as follows: 


Atlanta, Georgia/North 
Springs (North Line Exten- 
MOR) d bos ee E EA ТҮ 

Baltimore, Maryland, Cen- 
tral Light Rail Double 
ТҮТАС гола rer PR ERST 

Birmingham-Transit 
ridor, Alabama 

Boston, Massachusetts, 
ver Line. ПТ retos 

Capital  Metro-Bus Rapid 
Transit Потоп на с 

CATRAIL RTC Rail Project, 
Метдааа; оган eo tus 

Charlotte, North Carolina, 
South Corridor Light Rail 
Ртојебв льных 

Chicago, Illinois, Douglas 
Branch Reconstruction 

Chicago, Illinois, 
Ravenswood Line Exten- 
sion 

Cleveland, Ohio, Euclid Cor- 
ridor Transportation 
Project 

Dallas, Texas NW/SE Exten- 
sion 

Denver, Colorado, Southeast 
Corridor LRT 

Dulles Corridor Rapid Tran- 
sit Project, Virginia 

Fort Lauderdale, Florida, 
South Florida Commuter 
Rail Upgrades 


$265,410 


29,010,000 


1,000,000 


usetts, | Sil- 
3,000,000 
1,000,000 


1,000,000 


30,000,000 


85,000,000 


40,000,000 


25,000,000 


8,500,000 


$0,000,000 


25,000,000 


11,409,506 
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Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, 
Corridor One Rail MOS .... 
Hawaii and Alaska Ferry 
BOGUS ov erra ena erae 
Houston Advanced Metro 
Transit Plan, Texas .......... 
I-5/I-205/SR50, Transit Loop, 
Washington and Oregon ... 
Las Vegas, Nevada, Resort 
Corridor Fixed Guideway 
Pf0lect; а ede 
Little Rock River Rail, Ar- 
071508540 ore ғау дед 
Los Angeles, California/ 
МОЗ Metro Rail (North 
Hollywood) ...................... 
Los Angeles, California, 
Eastside Light Rail Transit 
PLOTCCU vec pd 
Los Angeles, California, Gold 
Line Foothill Extension .... 
Metra Commuter Rail Expan- 
sions and Extensions, Illi- 
КҮТКЕН ТЕРЕН ТЕТІ. 


Minneapolis, Minnesota, 
Hiawatha Light Rail 
Project; iie Қ е Ghee 

Minneapolis, Minnesota, 
Northstar Commuter Rail 
IPPTOJOGU. o ел Nt SMS NA 

Nashville, Tennessee, East 


Corridor Commuter Rail .... 
New Jersey Trans-Hudson 
Midtown Corridor .... 


New Orleans, Louisiana, 
Canal Street Corridor 
РТтоЈео iit eee ed oet еда 


New York, New York Long 
Island Rail Road East Side 
ACCESS ы та қамта s drea ete deae 

Norfolk, Virginia, Light Rail 
Transit Project ................. 

Northern New Jersey Hud- 
son-Bergen Light Rail 
MOSZ аана 

Northern New Jersey Newark 
Rail Link MOS 1 .............. 

Northern New Jersey New- 
ark-Elizabeth Rail Line 
MOSI едн хуры P PRU 

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, 


Schuylkill Valley Metro- 
RGA Mr 
Phoenix, Arizona, Central 


Phoenix/East Valley Light 
Жай decades Sis dedere od redo ede 


Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, 
North Shore Light Rail 
Connector ........................ 

Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, 


Stage II Light Rail ........... 
Portland, Oregon, Interstate 
Мах Light Rail Extension 
Raleigh, North Carolina, Tri- 
angle Transit Authority 
Regional Rail Project ........ 
Rhode Island | Integrated 
Commuter Rail Project ...... 
Regional Commuter Rail 
(Weber County to Salt 
Lake City), Utah .............. 
Salt Lake City, Utah/CBD to 
University LRT ................ 
Salt Lake City, Utah/Medical 
Center Extension .............. 
San Diego, California, Mid- 
Coast Light Rail Extension 
San Diego, California, Mis- 
sion Valley East Light Rail 
EDUCUSION: ees cete eae 


San Diego, California, 
Oceanside-Escondido Rail 
СОӨТТЇДО Lies re даље усни 

San Francisco, California, 


BART Extension to San 
Fran International Airport 
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2,000,000 
10,296,000 
8,500,000 


1,500,000 


30,000,000 


3,500,000 


675,103 


60,000,000 


500,000 


52,000,000 


33,698,453 


5,000,000 
2,000,000 


1,200,000 


16,747,023 


100,000,000 


2,000,000 


100,000,000 


319,463 


1,365,876 


10,000,000 


75,000,000 


55,000,000 
1,140,792 


23,480,000 


20,000,000 


6,000,000 


8,000,000 
1,147,398 
8,836,110 


1,000,000 


61,640,000 


55,000,000 


100,000,000 


San Francisco, California, 
Muni Third Street Light 
ка PLO] CCE eise 

San Juan, Puerto Rico, Tren 
Urbano Rapid Transit Sys- 


10,000,000 


TOR ossis dnd oerte 44,620,000 
Santa Clara County, Cali- 

fornia, Silicon Valley 

Rapid Transit Corridor 

Ртојеб sse te ds 2,500,000 
Seattle, Washington, Central 

Link Initial Segment ......... 80,000,000 
Sound Transit Sounder Com- 

muter Rail, Lakewood to 

Nisqually, Washington ..... 4,000,000 
South Shore Commuter Rail, 

Indiana. seis 2,500,000 
St. Louis, Missouri/Metrolink 

St. Clair Extension ........... 60,436 
Stamford, Connecticut Urban 

Transitway, Phase 2 ......... 3,000,000 
Washington County, Oregon, 

Wilsonville to Beaverton 

Commuter Rail Project ...... 9,000,000 
Washington, DC/Largo Ex- 

tension, Maryland ............ 76,770,615 


JOB ACCESS AND REVERSE COMMUTE GRANTS 

For necessary expenses to carry out section 
3037 of the Federal Transit Act of 1998, 
$15,625,000, to remain available until expended: 
Provided, That no more than $125,000,000 of 
budget authority shall be available for these 
purposes: Provided further, That up to $300,000 
of the funds provided under this heading may 
be used by the Federal Transit Administration 
for technical assistance and support and per- 
formance reviews of the Job Access and Reverse 
Commute Grants program. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—FEDERAL TRANSIT 
ADMINISTRATION 

SEC. 160. The limitations on obligations for the 
programs of the Federal Transit Administration 
shall not apply to any authority under 49 
U.S.C. 5338, previously made available for obli- 
gation, or to any other authority previously 
made available for obligation. 

SEC. 161. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, and except for fixed guideway mod- 
ernization projects, funds made available by this 
Act under ‘‘Federal Transit Administration, 
Capital investment grants’’ for projects specified 
in this Act or identified in reports accom- 
panying this Act not obligated by September 30, 
2007, and other recoveries, shall be made avail- 
able for other projects under 49 U.S.C. 5309. 

SEC. 162. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, any funds appropriated before October 
1, 2004, under any section of chapter 53 of title 
49, United States Code, that remain available 
for expenditure may be transferred to and ad- 
ministered under the most recent appropriation 
heading for any such section. 

SEC. 163. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be available to any Federal transit grantee after 
February 1, 2004, involved directly or indirectly, 
in any activity that promotes the legalization or 
medical use of any substance listed in schedule 
I of section 202 of the Controlled Substances Act 
(21 U.S.C. 812 et seq.). 

SEC. 164. From unobligated balances in the 
Federal Transit Administration’s Discretionary 
Grants account, not to exceed $72,792,311 shall 
be transferred as follows: to the Federal Transit 
Administration’s Formula Grants account, not 
to exceed $42,190,828; and to the Interstate 
Transfer Grants—Transit account, not to exceed 
$30,601,483: Provided, That these unobligated 
balances are used, together with Formula Grant 
funds that are available for reapportionment in 
such account, to restore obligation authority re- 
duced due to a prior deficiency. 

SEC. 165. Funds made available for Alaska or 
Hawaii ferry boats or ferry terminal facilities 
pursuant to 49 U.S.C. 5309(m)(2)(B) may be used 
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to construct new vessels and facilities, or to im- 
prove existing vessels and facilities, including 
both the passenger and vehicle-related elements 
of such vessels and facilities, and for repair fa- 
cilities: Provided, That not more than $3,000,000 
of the funds made available pursuant to 49 
U.S.C. 5309(m)(2)(B) may be used by the State of 
Hawaii to initiate and operate a passenger fer- 
ryboat services demonstration project to test the 
viability of different intra-island and inter-is- 
land ferry boat routes and technology: Provided 
further, That notwithstanding 49 U.S.C. 
5302(a)(7), funds made available for Alaska or 
Hawaii ferry boats may be used to acquire pas- 
senger ferry boats and to provide passenger 
ferry transportation services within areas of the 
State of Hawaii under the control or use of the 
National Park Service. 

SEC. 166. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, unobligated funds made available for a 
new fixed guideway systems projects under the 
heading ‘‘Federal Transit Administration, Cap- 
ital Investment Grants’’ in any appropriations 
act prior to this Act may be used during this fis- 
cal year to satisfy expenses incurred for such 
projects. 

SEC. 167. The Secretary shall continue the 
pilot program authorized under section 166 of 
the Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2004, Pub- 
lic Law 108-199, 118 STAT. 309, for cooperative 
procurement of major capital equipment under 
sections 5307, 5309, and 5311. The program shall 
be administered as required under subsections 
(b) through (g) of section 166, except that there 
shall be five pilot projects: Provided, That the 
Secretary shall evaluate all proposals based on 
selection criteria set forth in the announcement 
of the program and request for proposals (Fed- 
eral Register Notice—Vol. 69, No. 120, Page 
35127, June 23, 2004). All proposed projects shall 
be evaluated and the proposing party shall re- 
ceive notification of acceptance or denial by no 
later than 90 days after the Secretary receives a 
request for review of a proposed project: Pro- 
vided further, That not later than 30 days after 
delivery of the base order under each of the five 
pilot projects, the Secretary shall submit to the 
House and Senate Committees on Appropria- 
tions a report on the results of that pilot project. 
Each report shall evaluate any savings realized 
through the cooperative procurement and the 
benefits of incorporating cooperative procure- 
ment, as shown by that project, into the mass 
transit program as a whole. 

SEC. 168. Amounts made available under 
Chapter 53 of title 49, United States Code and 
section 1108 of Public Law 102-240 to the Port 
Authority of Allegheny County for the Airport 
Busway/Wabash HOV Facility project that re- 
main unexpended may be used by the Port Au- 
thority for the purchase of buses and bus-re- 
lated equipment in accordance with 49 U.S.C. 
5309. 

SEC. 169. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, any unobligated funds made available 
under the bus category of the Capital Invest- 
ment Account in prior fiscal year Appropria- 
tions Act for the Greater New Haven Transit 
District Fuel Cell and Electric Bus project or 
CNG/alternative fuel vehicle project shall be 
transferred to and administered under the Tran- 
sit Planning and Research account, subject to 
such terms and conditions as the Secretary 
deems appropriate. 

SEC. 170. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, any unobligated funds made available to 
the Matanuska Susitna Borough under ‘‘Fed- 
eral Transit Administration, Buses and Bus Fa- 
cilities" shall be available for expenditure on 
ferry boat and ferry facilities and related ex- 
penses as part of the Port MacKenzie Inter- 
modal Facility project. 

SEC. 171. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, $8,900,000 of the funds made available 
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under the new fixed guideway systems category 
of the Capital Investment Grants account in 
Public Law 107-87 for the “Honolulu, Hawaii, 
bus rapid transit project" shall be made avail- 
able to the City and County of Honolulu for re- 
placement, rehabilitation, and purchase of buses 
and related equipment and the construction of 
bus-related facilities under 49 U.S.C. 5309 and 
shall remain available to the City and County of 
Honolulu for those purposes until expended: 
Provided, That any remaining unobligated bal- 
ance from said project in Public Law 107-87 
shall be transferred for any eligible activity 
under Title 23 of the United States Code, and 
administered under that Title, for use on im- 
provements to the Kapolei Interchange Complex 
and shall remain available until expended: Pro- 
vided further, That funds made available in 
Public Law 108-10 for “Hawaii: BRT Systems, 
Appurtenances and Facilities" shall be gen- 
erally available for bus and bus facilities by the 
City and County of Honolulu. 

SEC. 172. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, the Navy may receive funds from the 
State of Hawaii for the procurement of pas- 
senger ferry boats to provide passenger ferry 
transportation services for the Arizona War Me- 
morial. 

SEC. 173. The Federal Transit Administration 
is directed to comply with Section 3042 of the 
Federal Transit Act of 1998 (Public Law 105-178, 
as amended; 112 Stat. 338) and is further di- 
rected to comply with the associated Committee 
report language contained in House Report 108– 
401, accompanying H.R. 2673, pages 997—998. 

SEC. 174. Hereafter, notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, for the purpose of calcu- 
lating the non-New Starts share of the total 
project cost of both phases of San Francisco 
Muni’s Third Street Light Rail Transit project, 
the Secretary of Transportation shall include all 
non-New Starts contributions made towards 
Phase 1 of the two-phase project for engineer- 
ing, final design and construction, and also 
shall allow non-New Starts funds expended on 
one element or phase of the project to be used to 
meet the non-New Starts share requirement of 
any element or phase of the project: Provided 
further, That none of the funds provided in this 
Act for the San Francisco Muni Third Street 
Light Rail Transit Project shall be obligated if 
the Federal Transit Administration determines 
that the project is found to be “той rec- 
ommended” after evaluation and computation 
of revised transportation system user benefit 
data. 

SEC. 175. Funds made available for the Bur- 
lington-Bennington, Vermont Commuter Rail 
project in Public Law 106-346, the Burlington- 
Middlebury, Vermont Commuter Rail project 
and Vermont Transportation Authority Rolling 
Stock in Public Law 108-7 that remain unobli- 
gated, and funds made available for the Bur- 
lington-Essex, Vermont commuter rail project іт 
Public Laws 105-277 and 105-66 that remain un- 
expended shall be transferred to the Federal 
Railroad Administration and made available to 
upgrade and improve the  publicly-owned 
Vermont Rail Infrastructure from Bennington to 
Burlington with a northern terminus in Essex 
Junction: Provided, That the Federal share 
shall be 80 percent of the total cost of the project 
and funds shall remain available until ex- 
pended. 

SEC. 176. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, any unobligated funds designated to the 
Oklahoma Transit Association on pages 1305 
through 1307 of the Joint Explanatory Statement 
of the Committee of Conference for Public Law 
108-7 may be made available to the Metropolitan 
Tulsa Transit Authority and the Central Okla- 
homa Transportation and Parking Authority for 
any project or activity authorized under section 
3037 of Public Law 105-178 upon receipt of an 
application. 
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SEC. 177. Notwithstanding 49 U.S.C. 5336, any 
funds remaining available under Federal Tran- 
sit Administration grant numbers NY-03-345-00, 
NY-03-0325-00, | NY-03-0405, | NY-90-X398-00, 
МҮ-90-Х373-00; МҮ-90-Х418-00, МҮ-90-Х465-00 
together with an amount not to exceed 
$19,200,000 in urbanized area formula funds that 
were allocated by the New York Metropolitan 
Transportation Council to the New York City 
Department of Transportation as a designated 
recipient under 49 U.S.C. 5307 may be made 
available to the New York Metropolitan Trans- 
portation Authority for eligible capital projects 
authorized under 49 U.S.C. 5307 and 5309 subject 
to the agreements, obligations, and responsibil- 
ities as set forth in the contracts of assistance 
applicable to these grants. 

SEC. 178. Hereafter, fixed guideway extensions 
and new segments included in Metropolitan 
Transit Authority of Harris County, Texas, Res- 
olutions 2003-77 and 2003-93, and approved by 
the voters on November 4, 2003, shall be consid- 
ered as the preferred alternatives for purposes of 
49 USC 5309(е)(1)(А), 23 CFR 771.123, and 49 
CFR 611.7. 

SEC. 179. Of the funds made available under 
the heading ‘‘Federal Transit Administration— 
Discretionary Grants" in Public Laws 102-388 
and 103-122 for the Hawthorne-Warwick Com- 
muter Rail Project, $4,000,000 shall be available 
for the Scranton, Pennsylvania, NY City Rail 
Service Fixed Guideway Project to be carried 
out in accordance with 49 U.S.C. 5309, $1,100,000 
Shall be made available to study the feasibility 
of utilizing diesel multiple unit rolling stock on 
MOS-3 of the Hudson Bergen Light Rail Transit 
System to be carried out in accordance with 49 
U.S.C. 5309, and $6,000,000 shall be transferred 
to the Federal Railroad Administration and 
made available for the New York and Susque- 
hanna and Western Rail Road Diesel Multiple 
Unit Compliance and Demonstration Project to 
be carried out under terms and conditions as de- 
termined by the Secretary: Provided, That the 
Federal share shall be 80 percent of the net 
project cost of that demonstration project and 
funds for that project shall remain available 
until expended. 

SAINT LAWRENCE SEAWAY DEVELOPMENT 
CORPORATION 

The Saint Lawrence Seaway Development 
Corporation is hereby authorized to make such 
expenditures, within the limits of funds and bor- 
rowing authority available to the Corporation, 
and in accord with law, and to make such con- 
tracts and commitments without regard to fiscal 
year limitations as provided by section 104 of the 
Government Corporation Control Act, as amend- 
ed, as may be necessary in carrying out the pro- 
grams set forth in the Corporation’s budget for 
the current fiscal year. 

OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE 


(HARBOR MAINTENANCE TRUST FUND) 

For necessary expenses for operations and 
maintenance of those portions of the Saint Law- 
rence Seaway operated and maintained by the 
Saint Lawrence Seaway Development Corpora- 
tion, $15,900,000, to be derived from the Harbor 
Maintenance Trust Fund, pursuant to Public 
Law 99-662: Provided, That, of this amount, 
$1,500,000 shall be for the concrete replacement 
project and related expenses at the Eisenhower 
and Snell Locks. 

MARITIME ADMINISTRATION 
MARITIME SECURITY PROGRAM 

For necessary expenses to maintain and pre- 
serve a U.S.-flag merchant fleet to serve the na- 
tional security needs of the United States, 
$98,700,000, to remain available until expended. 

OPERATIONS AND TRAINING 

For necessary expenses of operations and 
training activities authorized by law, 
$109,478,000, of which $23,753,000 shall remain 
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available until September 30, 2005, for salaries 
and benefits of employees of the United States 
Merchant Marine Academy; of which $13,138,000 
shall remain available until erpended for cap- 
ital improvements at the United States Mer- 
chant Marine Academy; and of which $8,090,000 
shall remain available until expended for the 
State Maritime Schools Schoolship Maintenance 
and Repair. 
SHIP DISPOSAL 

For necessary expenses related to the disposal 
of obsolete vessels in the National Defense Re- 
serve Fleet of the Maritime Administration, 
$21,616,000, to remain available until expended. 
MARITIME GUARANTEED LOAN (TITLE XI) PROGRAM 

ACCOUNT 


(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For administrative expenses to carry out the 
guaranteed loan program, not to exceed 
$4,764,000, which shall be transferred to and 
merged with the appropriation for Operations 
and Training: Provided, That of the $25,000,000 
authorized for the cost of guaranteed loans in 
Chapter 10 of Public Law 108-11, Making Emer- 
gency Wartime Supplemental Appropriations for 
the Fiscal Year 2003, and for Other Purposes, 
available until September 30, 2005, and pursuant 
to the Department of Transportation Inspector 
General report CR-2004-095 certifying that the 
recommendations of report CR-2003-031 have 
been implemented to the Inspector General’s sat- 
isfaction, up to $2,000,000 shall be used by the 
Department of Transportation to develop a com- 
prehensive computer based financial monitoring 
system. 

NATIONAL DEFENSE TANK VESSEL CONSTRUCTION 
PROGRAM 

For necessary expenses to carry out the pro- 
gram of financial assistance for the construction 
of new product tank vessels as authorized by 
section 53101 of title 46, United States Code, as 
amended, $75,000,000, to remain available until 
expended. 

SHIP CONSTRUCTION 


(RESCISSION) 

Of the unobligated balances available under 
this heading, $1,979,000 are rescinded. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—MARITIME 
ADMINISTRATION 

SEC. 180. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of this Act, the Maritime Administration is au- 
thorized to furnish utilities and services and 
make necessary repairs in connection with any 
lease, contract, or occupancy involving Govern- 
ment property under control of the Maritime 
Administration, and payments received there- 
fore shall be credited to the appropriation 
charged with the cost thereof: Provided, That 
rental payments under any such lease, contract, 
or occupancy for items other than such utilities, 
services, or repairs shall be covered into the 
Treasury as miscellaneous receipts. 

SEC. 181. No obligations shall be incurred dur- 
ing the current fiscal year from the construction 
fund established by the Merchant Marine Act, 
1936, or otherwise, in excess of the appropria- 
tions and limitations contained in this Act or in 
any prior appropriations Act. 

RESEARCH AND SPECIAL PROGRAMS 
ADMINISTRATION 
RESEARCH AND SPECIAL PROGRAMS 

For expenses necessary to discharge the func- 
tions of the Research and Special Programs Ad- 
ministration, $47,115,000, of which $645,000 shall 
be derived from the Pipeline Safety Fund, and 
of which $3,425,000 shall remain available until 
September 30, 2007: Provided, That up to 
$1,200,000 in fees collected under 49 U.S.C. 
5108(g) shall be deposited in the general fund of 
the Treasury as offsetting receipts: Provided 
further, That there may be credited to this ap- 
propriation, to be available until expended, 
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funds received from States, counties, municipali- 
ties, other public authorities, and private 
sources for expenses incurred for training, for 
reports publication and dissemination, and for 
travel expenses incurred in performance of haz- 
ardous materials exemptions and approvals 
functions. 
PIPELINE SAFETY 
(PIPELINE SAFETY FUND) 
(OIL SPILL LIABILITY TRUST FUND) 

For expenses necessary to conduct the func- 
tions of the pipeline safety program, for grants- 
in-aid to carry out a pipeline safety program, as 
authorized by 49 U.S.C. 60107, and to discharge 
the pipeline program responsibilities of the Oil 
Pollution Act of 1990, $69,769,000, of which 
$15,000,000 shall be derived from the Oil Spill Li- 
ability Trust Fund and shall remain available 
until September 30, 2007; of which $54,769,000 
shall be derived from the Pipeline Safety Fund, 
of which $23,105,000 shall remain available until 
September 30, 2007: Provided further, That not 
less than $1,000,000 of the funds provided under 
this heading shall be for the one-call state grant 
program. 

EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS GRANTS 
(EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS FUND) 

For necessary expenses to carry out 49 U.S.C. 
5127(c), $200,000, to be derived from the Emer- 
gency Preparedness Fund, to remain available 
until September 30, 2006: Provided, That not 
more than $14,300,000 shall be made available 
for obligation in fiscal year 2005 from amounts 
made available by 49 U.S.C. 5116(i) and 5127(d): 
Provided further, That none of the funds made 
available by 49 U.S.C. 5116(i), 5127(c), and 
5127(d) shall be made available for obligation by 
individuals other than the Secretary of Trans- 
portation, or his designee. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Office of In- 
spector General to carry out the provisions of 
the Inspector General Act of 1978, as amended, 
$59,000,000: Provided, That the Inspector Gen- 
eral shall have all necessary authority, in car- 
rying out the duties specified in the Inspector 
General Act, as amended (5 U.S.C. App. 3) to in- 
vestigate allegations of fraud, including false 
statements to the government (18 U.S.C. 1001), 
by any person or entity that is subject to regula- 
tion by the Department: Provided further, That 
the funds made available under this heading 
shall be used to investigate, pursuant to section 
41712 of title 49, United States Code: (1) unfair 
or deceptive practices and unfair methods of 
competition by domestic and foreign air carriers 
and ticket agents; and (2) the compliance of do- 
mestic and foreign air carriers with respect to 
item (1) of this proviso. 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Surface Trans- 
portation Board, including services authorized 
by 5 U.S.C. 3109, $21,250,000: Provided, That 
notwithstanding any other provision of law, not 
to exceed $1,050,000 from fees established by the 
Chairman of the Surface Transportation Board 
shall be credited to this appropriation as offset- 
ting collections and used for necessary and au- 
thorized expenses under this heading: Provided 
further, That the sum herein appropriated from 
the general fund shall be reduced on a dollar- 
for-dollar basis as such offsetting collections are 
received during fiscal year 2005, to result in a 
final appropriation from the general fund esti- 
mated at no more than $20,200,000. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

SEC. 185. During the current fiscal year appli- 

cable appropriations to the Department of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


Transportation shall be available for mainte- 
nance and operation of aircraft; hire of pas- 
senger motor vehicles and aircraft; purchase of 
liability insurance for motor vehicles operating 
in foreign countries on official department busi- 
ness; and uniforms or allowances therefor, as 
authorized by law (5 U.S.C. 5901-5902). 

SEC. 186. Appropriations contained in this Act 
for the Department of Transportation shall be 
available for services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 
3109, but at rates for individuals not to exceed 
the per diem rate equivalent to the rate for an 
Executive Level IV. 

SEC. 187. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be available for salaries and expenses of more 
than 106 political and Presidential appointees in 
the Department of Transportation: Provided, 
That none of the personnel covered by this pro- 
vision may be assigned on temporary detail out- 
side the Department of Transportation. 

SEC. 188. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be used to implement section 404 of title 23, 
United States Code. 

SEC. 189. (a) No recipient of funds made avail- 
able in this Act shall disseminate personal infor- 
mation (as defined in 18 U.S.C. 2725(3)) obtained 
by a State department of motor vehicles in con- 
nection with a motor vehicle record as defined 
in 18 U.S.C. 2725(1), except as provided in 18 
U.S.C. 2721 for a use permitted under 18 U.S.C. 
2721. 

(b) Notwithstanding subsection (a), the Sec- 
retary shall not withhold funds provided in this 
Act for any grantee if a State is in noncompli- 
ance with this provision. 

SEC. 190. Funds received by the Federal High- 
way Administration, Federal Transit Adminis- 
tration, and Federal Railroad Administration 
from States, counties, municipalities, other pub- 
lic authorities, and private sources for expenses 
incurred for training may be credited respec- 
tively to the Federal Highway Administration’s 
“Federal-Aid Highways" account, the Federal 
Transit Administration’s “Transit Planning and 
Research"' account, and to the Federal Railroad 
Administration's “5а/ейу and Operations" ac- 
count, except for State rail safety inspectors 
participating in training pursuant to 49 U.S.C. 
20105. 

SEC. 191. Notwithstanding any other provi- 
sions of law, rule or regulation, the Secretary of 
Transportation is authorized to allow the issuer 
of any preferred stock heretofore sold to the De- 
partment to redeem or repurchase such stock 
upon the payment to the Department of an 
amount determined by the Secretary. 

SEC. 192. None of the funds in this Act to the 
Department of Transportation may be used to 
make a, grant unless the Secretary of Transpor- 
tation notifies the House and Senate Committees 
on Appropriations not less than 3 full business 
days before any discretionary grant award, let- 
ter of intent, or full funding grant agreement to- 
taling $1,000,000 or more is announced by the 
department or its modal administrations from: 
(1) any discretionary grant program of the Fed- 
eral Highway Administration other tham the 
emergency relief program; (2) the airport im- 
provement program of the Federal Aviation Ad- 
ministration; or (3) any program of the Federal 
Transit Administration other than the formula 
grants and fixed guideway modernization pro- 
grams: Provided, That no notification shall in- 
volve funds that are mot available for obliga- 
tion. 

SEC. 193. Rebates, refunds, incentive pay- 
ments, minor fees and other funds received by 
the Department of Transportation from travel 
management centers, charge card programs, the 
Subleasing of building space, and miscellaneous 
Sources are to be credited to appropriations of 
the Department of Transportation and allocated 
to elements of the Department of Transportation 
using fair and equitable criteria and such funds 
Shall be available until erpended. 
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SEC. 194. Amounts made available in this or 
any other Act that the Secretary determines rep- 
resent improper payments by the Department of 
Transportation to a third party contractor 
under a financial assistance award, which are 
recovered pursuant to law, shall be available— 

(1) to reimburse the actual expenses incurred 
by the Department of Transportation in recov- 
ering improper payments; and 

(2) to pay contractors for services provided in 
recovering improper payments: Provided, That 
amounts in excess of that required for para- 
graphs (1) and (2)— 

(A) shall be credited to and merged with the 
appropriation from which the improper pay- 
ments were made, and shall be available for the 
purposes and period for which such appropria- 
tions are available; or 

(B) if no such appropriation remains avail- 
able, shall be deposited in the Treasury as mis- 
cellaneous receipts: Provided, That prior to the 
transfer of any such recovery to an appropria- 
tions account, the Secretary shall notify the 
House and Senate Committees on Appropria- 
tions of the amount and reasons for such trans- 
fer: Provided further, That for purposes of this 
section, the term ‘‘improper payments", has the 
same meaning as that provided in section 2(d)(2) 
of Public Law 107—300. 

SEC. 195. The Secretary of Transportation is 
authorized to transfer the unerpended balances 
available for the bonding assistance program 
from “Office of the Secretary, Salaries and ex- 
penses” to “Minority Business Outreach’’. 

SEC. 196. None of the funds made available in 
this Act to the Department of Transportation 
may be obligated for the Office of the Secretary 
of Transportation to approve assessments or re- 
imbursable agreements pertaining to funds ap- 
propriated to the modal administrations in this 
Act, except for activities underway on the date 
of enactment of this Act, unless such assess- 
ments or agreements have completed the normal 
reprogramming process for Congressional notifi- 
cation. 

SEC. 197. Funds provided in this Act for the 
Working Capital Fund shall be reduced by 
$20,844,000, which limits fiscal year 2005 Work- 
ing Capital Fund obligational authority for ele- 
ments of the Department of Transportation 
funded in this Act to no more than $130,210,000: 
Provided, That such reductions from the budget 
request shall be allocated by the Department of 
Transportation to each appropriations account 
in proportion to the amount included in each 
account for the Working Capital Fund. 

SEC. 198. For the purpose of any applicable 
law, for fiscal years 2004 and 2005, the city of 
Norman, Oklahoma, shall be considered to be 
part of the Oklahoma City urbanized area. 

SEC. 199. Section 41716(b) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended by adding before the 
period at the end the following: ‘‘; except that 
the Secretary may grant not to exceed 4 addi- 
tional slot exemptions at LaGuardia Airport to 
an incumbent air carrier operating at least 20 
but not more than 28 slots at such airport as of 
October 1, 2004, to provide air transportation be- 
tween LaGuardia Airport and a small hub air- 
port or nonhub airport”. 

TITLE II 
DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 
DEPARTMENTAL OFFICES 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses of the Departmental 
Offices including operation and maintenance of 
the Treasury Building and Annex; hire of pas- 
senger motor vehicles; maintenance, repairs, 
and improvements of, and purchase of commer- 
cial insurance policies for, real properties leased 
or owned overseas, when necessary for the per- 
formance of official business, $157,559,000, of 
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which not to exceed $7,274,000 for executive di- 
rection program activities; not to exceed 
$7,200,000 for general counsel program activities; 
not to exceed $31,657,000 for economic policies 
and programs activities; not to exceed 
$26,072,000 for financial policies and programs 
activities; not to exceed $10,633,000 for terrorism 
and financial intelligence policies and programs 
activities; not to exceed $16,760,000 for Treasury- 
wide management policies and programs activi- 
ties; not to exceed $57,963,000 for administration 
programs activities: Provided, That the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury is authorized to transfer 
funds appropriated for any program activity of 
the Departmental Offices to any other program 
activity of the Departmental Offices upon notifi- 
cation to the House and Senate Committees on 
Appropriations: Provided further, That no ap- 
propriation for any program activity shall be in- 
creased or decreased by more than 2.5 percent by 
all such transfers: Provided further, That any 
change in funding greater than 2.5 percent shall 
be submitted for approval to the House and Sen- 
ate Committees on Appropriations: Provided fur- 
ther, That the funds identified within the ad- 
ministration program activity to support the Of- 
fice of Foreign Assets Control shall be trans- 
ferred to “Office of Foreign Assets Control”: 
Provided further, That this transfer authority 
shall be in addition to any other provided in 
this Act: Provided further, That of the amount 
appropriated under this heading, not to exceed 
$3,000,000, to remain available until September 
30, 2006, for information technology moderniza- 
tion requirements; not to exceed $100,000 for offi- 
cial reception and representation expenses; and 
not to exceed $258,000 for unforeseen emer- 
gencies of a confidential nature, to be allocated 
and expended under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury and to be accounted for 
solely on his certificate: Provided further, That 
of the amount appropriated under this heading, 
$3,393,000, to remain available until September 
30, 2006, is for the Treasury-wide Financial 
Statement Audit Program, of which such 
amounts as may be necessary may be trans- 
ferred to accounts of the Department’s offices 
and bureaus to conduct audits: Provided fur- 
ther, That this transfer authority shall be in ad- 
dition to any other provided in this Act. 
OFFICE OF FOREIGN ASSETS CONTROL 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Office of For- 
eign Assets Control, $22,291,000: Provided, That 
the funding available shall support no less than 
138 full time equivalent positions. 

DEPARTMENT-WIDE SYSTEMS AND CAPITAL 
INVESTMENTS PROGRAMS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For development and acquisition of automatic 
data processing equipment, software, and serv- 
ices for the Department of the Treasury, 
$32,260,000, to remain available until September 
30, 2007: Provided, That these funds shall be 
transferred to accounts and in amounts as nec- 
essary to satisfy the requirements of the Depart- 
ment’s offices, bureaus, and other organiza- 
tions: Provided further, That this transfer au- 
thority shall be in addition to any other transfer 
authority provided in this Act: Provided further, 
That none of the funds appropriated shall be 
used to support or supplement ‘‘Internal Rev- 
enue Service, Information Systems” or ‘‘Internal 
Revenue Service, Business Systems Moderniza- 
tion". 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Office of In- 
spector General in carrying out the provisions of 
the Inspector General Act of 1978, as amended, 
not to exceed $2,000,000 for official travel ex- 
penses, including hire of passenger motor vehi- 
cles; and not to exceed $100,000 for unforeseen 
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emergencies of a confidential nature, to be allo- 
cated and expended under the direction of the 
Inspector General of the Treasury, $16,500,000, 
of which not to exceed $2,500 shall be available 
for official reception and representation ex- 
penses. 
TREASURY INSPECTOR GENERAL FOR TAX 
ADMINISTRATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Treasury In- 
spector General for Tax Administration in car- 
rying out the Inspector General Act of 1978, as 
amended, including purchase (not to exceed 150 
for replacement only for police-type use) and 
hire of passenger motor vehicles (31 U.S.C. 
1343(b)); services authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, at 
such rates as may be determined by the Inspec- 
tor General for Tax Administration; not to ex- 
ceed $6,000,000 for official travel expenses; and 
not to exceed $500,000 for unforeseen emer- 
gencies of a confidential nature, to be allocated 
and expended under the direction of the Inspec- 
tor General for Tax Administration, $129,126,000; 
and of which not to exceed $1,500 shall be avail- 
able for official reception and representation ex- 
penses. 

AIR TRANSPORTATION STABILIZATION PROGRAM 

ACCOUNT 

For necessary expenses to administer the Air 
Transportation Stabilization Board established 
by section 102 of the Air Transportation Safety 
and System Stabilization Act (Public Law 107- 
42), $2,000,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended. 

TREASURY BUILDING AND ANNEX REPAIR AND 

RESTORATION 

For the repair, alteration, and improvement of 
the Treasury Building and Annex, $12,316,000, 
to remain available until September 30, 2007. 

EXPANDED ACCESS TO FINANCIAL SERVICES 
(RESCISSION) 

Of the unobligated balances available under 

this heading, $4,000,000 are rescinded. 
VIOLENT CRIME REDUCTION PROGRAM 


(RESCISSION) 

Of the unobligated balances available under 
this heading, $1,200,000 are rescinded. 

FINANCIAL CRIMES ENFORCEMENT NETWORK 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Financial 
Crimes Enforcement Network, including hire of 
passenger motor vehicles; travel expenses of 
non-Federal law enforcement personnel to at- 
tend meetings concerned with financial intel- 
ligence activities, law enforcement, and finan- 
cial regulation; not to exceed $14,000 for official 
reception and representation expenses; and for 
assistance to Federal law enforcement agencies, 
with or without reimbursement, $72,502,000, of 
which $7,500,000 shall be available for BSA Di- 
rect; of which not to exceed $7,000,000 shall re- 
main available until September 30, 2007; and of 
which $8,354,000 shall remain available until 
September 30, 2006: Provided, That funds appro- 
priated in this account may be used to procure 
personal services contracts: Provided further, 
That up to $350,000 of the funds under this 
heading may be available for planning, spon- 
Soring, administering, receiving, and such other 
expenses as the Director deems necessary, in- 
cluding reception and representation expenses, 
to host the 2005 Annual Plenary of the Egmont 
Group. 

FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT SERVICE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Financial Man- 
agement Service, $230,930,000, of which not to 
exceed $9,220,000 shall remain available until 
September 30, 2007, for information systems mod- 
ernization initiatives; and of which not to ex- 
ceed $2,500 shall be available for official recep- 
tion and representation expenses. 
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ALCOHOL AND TOBACCO TAX AND TRADE BUREAU 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of carrying out section 
1111 of the Homeland Security Act of 2002, in- 
cluding hire of passenger motor vehicles, 
$83,000,000; of which not to exceed $6,000 for of- 
ficial reception and representation expenses; not 
to exceed $50,000 for cooperative research and 
development programs for laboratory services; 
and provision of laboratory assistance to State 
and local agencies with or without reimburse- 
ment. 

UNITED STATES MINT 

UNITED STATES MINT PUBLIC ENTERPRISE FUND 

Pursuant to section 5136 of title 31, United 
States Code, the United States Mint is provided 
funding through the United States Mint Public 
Enterprise Fund for costs associated with the 
production of circulating coins, numismatic 
coins, and protective services, including both 
operating expenses and capital investments. The 
aggregate amount of new liabilities and obliga- 
tions incurred during fiscal year 2005 under 
such section 5136 for circulating coinage and 
protective service capital investments of the 
United States Mint shall not exceed $24,000,000. 

BUREAU OF THE PUBLIC DEBT 
ADMINISTERING THE PUBLIC DEBT 

For necessary expenses connected with any 
public-debt issues of the United States, 
$179,566,000, of which not to exceed $2,500 shall 
be available for official reception and represen- 
tation expenses, and of which not to exceed 
$2,000,000 shall remain available until expended 
for systems modernization: Provided, That the 
sum appropriated herein from the General Fund 
for fiscal year 2005 shall be reduced by not more 
than $4,400,000 as definitive security issue fees 
and Treasury Direct Investor Account Mainte- 
nance fees are collected, so as to result in a final 
fiscal year 2005 appropriation from the general 
fund estimated at $175,166,000. In addition, 
$60,000 to be derived from the Oil Spill Liability 
Trust Fund to reimburse the Bureau for admin- 
istrative and personnel expenses for financial 
management of the Fund, as authorized by sec- 
tion 1012 of Public Law 101-380. 

INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE 

PROCESSING, ASSISTANCE, AND MANAGEMENT 

For necessary expenses of the Internal Rev- 
enue Service for pre-filing taxpayer assistance 
and education, filing and account services, 
shared services support, general management 
and administration; and services as authorized 
by 5 U.S.C. 3109, at such rates as may be deter- 
mined by the Commissioner, $4,089,574,000, of 
which up to $4,100,000 shall be for the Tax 
Counseling for the Elderly Program, of which 
$8,000,000 shall be available for low-income tax- 
payer clinic grants, and of which not to exceed 
$25,000 shall be for official reception and rep- 
resentation expenses. 

TAX LAW ENFORCEMENT 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses of the Internal Rev- 
enue Service for determining and establishing 
tax liabilities; providing litigation support; con- 
ducting criminal investigation and enforcement 
activities; securing unfiled tax returns; col- 
lecting unpaid accounts; conducting a document 
matching program; resolving taxpayer problems 
through prompt identification, referral and set- 
tlement; expanded customer service and public 
outreach programs, strengthened enforcement 
activities, and enhanced research efforts to re- 
duce erroneous filings associated with the 
earned income tax credit; compiling statistics of 
income and conducting compliance research; 
purchase (for police-type use, not to exceed 850) 
and hire of passenger motor vehicles (31 U.S.C. 
1343(b)); and services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 
3109, at such rates as may be determined by the 
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Commissioner, $4,398,729,000, of which not to ex- 
ceed $1,000,000 shall remain available until Sep- 
tember 30, 2007, for research: Provided, That up 
to $10,000,000 may be transferred as necessary 
from this account to the IRS Processing, Assist- 
ance, and Management appropriation or the 
IRS Information Systems appropriation solely 
for the purposes of management of the Earned 
Income Tax Credit compliance program and to 
reimburse the Social Security Administration for 
the cost of inplementing section 1090 of the Тах- 
payer Relief Act of 1997 (Public Law 105-33): 
Provided further, That this transfer authority 
shall be in addition to any other transfer au- 
thority provided in this Act. 
INFORMATION SYSTEMS 

For necessary expenses of the Internal Rev- 
enue Service for information systems and tele- 
communications support, including develop- 
mental information systems and operational in- 
formation systems; the hire of passenger motor 
vehicles (31 U.S.C. 1343(b)); and services as au- 
thorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, at such rates as may 
be determined by the Commissioner, 
$1,590,492,000, of which $200,000,000 shall remain 
available until September 30, 2006. 

BUSINESS SYSTEMS MODERNIZATION 

For necessary expenses of the Internal Rev- 
enue Service, $205,000,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2007, for the capital asset ac- 
quisition of information technology systems, in- 
cluding management and related contractual 
costs of said acquisitions, including contractual 
costs associated with operations authorized by 5 
U.S.C. 3109: Provided, That none of these funds 
may be obligated until the Internal Revenue 
Service submits to the Committees on Appropria- 
tions, and such Committees approve, a plan for 
expenditure that: (1) meets the capital planning 
and investment control review requirements es- 
tablished by the Office of Management and 
Budget, including Circular A-11 part 3; (2) com- 
plies with the Internal Revenue Service’s enter- 
prise architecture, including the modernization 
blueprint; (3) conforms with the Internal Rev- 
enue Service’s enterprise life cycle methodology; 
(4) is approved by the Internal Revenue Service, 
the Department of the Treasury, and the Office 
of Management and Budget; (5) has been re- 
viewed by the Government Accountability Of- 
fice; and (6) complies with the acquisition rules, 
requirements, guidelines, and systems acquisi- 
tion management practices of the Federal Gov- 
ernment. 

HEALTH INSURANCE TAX CREDIT ADMINISTRATION 

For expenses necessary to implement the 
health insurance tax credit included in the 
Trade Act of 2002 (Public Law 107-210), 
$34,841,000. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—INTERNAL REVENUE 
SERVICE 

SEC. 201. Not to exceed 5 percent of any ap- 
propriation made available in this Act to the In- 
ternal Revenue Service or not to exceed 3 per- 
cent of appropriations under the heading “Тах 
Law Enforcement" may be transferred to any 
other Internal Revenue Service appropriation 
upon the advance approval of the Committees 
on Appropriations. 

SEC. 202. The Internal Revenue Service shall 
maintain a training program to ensure that In- 
ternal Revenue Service employees are trained in 
taxpayers’ rights, in dealing courteously with 
the taxpayers, and in cross-cultural relations. 

SEC. 203. The Internal Revenue Service shall 
institute and enforce policies and procedures 
that will safeguard the confidentiality of tax- 
payer information. 

SEC. 204. Funds made available by this or any 
other Act to the Internal Revenue Service shall 
be available for improved facilities and in- 
creased manpower to provide sufficient and ef- 
fective 1-800 help line service for taxpayers. The 
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Commissioner shall continue to make the im- 
provement of the Internal Revenue Service 1-800 
help line service a priority and allocate re- 
sources necessary to increase phone lines and 
staff to improve the Internal Revenue Service 1- 
800 help line service. 
GENERAL PROVISIONS—DEPARTMENT OF THE 
TREASURY 


SEC. 210. Appropriations to the Department of 
the Treasury in this Act shall be available for 
uniforms or allowances therefor, as authorized 
by law (5 U.S.C. 5901), including maintenance, 
repairs, and cleaning; purchase of insurance for 
official motor vehicles operated in foreign coun- 
tries; purchase of motor vehicles without regard 
to the general purchase price limitations for ve- 
hicles purchased and used overseas for the cur- 
rent fiscal year; entering into contracts with the 
Department of State for the furnishing of health 
and medical services to employees and their de- 
pendents serving in foreign countries; and serv- 
ices authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109. 

SEC. 211. Not to exceed 2 percent of any appro- 
priations in this Act made available to the De- 
partmental Offices—Salaries and Expenses, Of- 
fice of Inspector General, Financial Manage- 
ment Service, Alcohol and Tobacco Tax and 
Trade Bureau, Financial Crimes Enforcement 
Network, and Bureau of the Public Debt, may 
be transferred between such appropriations 
upon the advance approval of the Committees 
on Appropriations: Provided, That no transfer 
may increase or decrease any such appropria- 
tion by more than 2 percent. 

SEC. 212. Not to exceed 2 percent of any ap- 
propriation made available in this Act to the In- 
ternal Revenue Service may be transferred to 
the Treasury Inspector General for Tax Admin- 
istration’s appropriation upon the advance ap- 
proval of the Committees on Appropriations: 
Provided, That no transfer may increase or de- 
crease any such appropriation by more than 2 
percent. 

SEC. 213. Of the funds available for the pur- 
chase of law enforcement vehicles, no funds may 
be obligated until the Secretary of the Treasury 
certifies that the purchase by the respective 
Treasury bureau is consistent with Depart- 
mental vehicle management principles: Pro- 
vided, That the Secretary may delegate this au- 
thority to the Assistant Secretary for Manage- 
ment. 

SEC. 214. None of the funds appropriated in 
this Act or otherwise available to the Depart- 
ment of the Treasury or the Bureau of Engrav- 
ing and Printing may be used to redesign the $1 
Federal Reserve note. 

SEC. 215. The Secretary of the Treasury may 
transfer funds from ‘‘Financial management 
Service, salaries and expenses" to ‘‘Debt serv- 
ices" as necessary to cover the costs of debt col- 
lection: Provided, That such amounts shall be 
reimbursed to such salaries and expenses ac- 
count from debt collections received in the Debt 
Services Account. 

SEC. 216. Section 122(g)(1) of Public Law 105— 
119 (5 U.S.C. 3104 note), is further amended by 
striking “6 years” and inserting ‘‘7 years”. 

SEC. 217. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this or any other 
Act may be used by the United States Mint to 
construct or operate any museum without the 
explicit approval of the House Committee on Fi- 
nancial Services and the Senate Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

SEC. 218. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this or any other 
Act or source to the Department of the Treas- 
ury, the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, and 
the United States Mint, individually or collec- 
tively, may be used to consolidate any or all 
functions of the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing and the United States Mint without 
the explicit approval of the House Committee on 


24479 


Financial Services; the Senate Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs; the 
House Committee on Appropriations; and the 
Senate Committee on Appropriations. 

SEC. 219. Section 101(f) of the Treasury De- 
partment Appropriations Act, 1997 (division A of 
Public Law 104-208), as amended, is further 
amended by striking “Тетебу” and “ит Octo- 
бет 1, 2004,” and inserting ‘‘Hereafter’’ before 
the phrase ‘ћете is established’’. 

SEC. 220. (a) Section 3333 of title 31, United 
States Code, is amended as follows: 

(1) By revising paragraph (a)(1) to read as fol- 
lows: 

“(а)(1) The Secretary of the Treasury is not 
liable for a payment made by the Secretary or 
depositary in due course and without neg- 
ligence, of— 

“(А) a check, draft, or warrant drawn on the 
Treasury or the depositary; 

“(В) an electronic payment issued by the 
Treasury or the depositary; and 

“(C) a debt obligation guaranteed or assumed 
by the United States Government.’’; 

(2) By inserting after paragraph (a)(2) the fol- 
lowing new paragraph: 

“(3) The amount of the relief shall be charged 
to the Check Forgery Insurance Fund (31 U.S.C. 
3343). A recovery or repayment of a loss for 
which replacement is made out of the fund shall 
be credited to the fund and is available for the 
purposes for which the fund was established.’’. 

(b) The Check Forgery Insurance Fund (31 
U.S.C. 3343) shall be available to fund amounts 
relating to the payment of items listed in 31 
U.S.C. 3333(a)(1), as amended above, prior to the 
enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 221. Not later than 60 days after enact- 
ment of this Act, the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall submit to the Committees on Appropria- 
tions a, report describing how statutory provi- 
sions addressing currency manipulation by 
America’s trading partners contained in, and re- 
lating to, Title 22 U.S.C. 5304, 5305, and 286y 
can be better clarified administratively to pro- 
vide for improved and more predictable evalua- 
tion, and to enable the problem of currency ma- 
nipulation to be better understood by the Amer- 
ican people and the Congress. 

SEC. 222. Hereafter, notwithstanding any 
other provision of law governing the disclosure 
of income tax returns or return information, 
upon written request of the Chairman of the 
House or Senate Committee on Appropriations, 
the Commissioner of the Internal Revenue Serv- 
ice shall allow agents designated by such Chair- 
man access to Internal Revenue Service facilities 
and any tax returns or return information con- 
tained therein. 

SEC. 223. TERRORISM AND FINANCIAL INTEL- 
LIGENCE. (а) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter I of 
chapter 3 of title 31, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
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“(а) OFFICE OF TERRORISM AND FINANCIAL IN- 
TELLIGENCE.— 

“(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
within the Department of the Treasury the Of- 
fice of Terrorism and Financial Intelligence (in 
this section referred to as ‘OTFI’), which shall 
be the successor to any such office in existence 
on the date of enactment of this section. 

“(2) LEADERSHIP.— 

“(А) UNDERSECRETARY.—There is established 
within the Department of the Treasury, the Of- 
fice of the Undersecretary for Terrorism and Fi- 
nancial Crimes, who shall serve as the head of 
the OTFI, and shall report to the Secretary of 
the Treasury through the Deputy Secretary of 
the Treasury. The Office of the Undersecretary 
for Terrorism and Financial Crimes shall be the 
successor to the Office of the Undersecretary for 
Enforcement. 
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“(В) APPOINTMENT.—The Undersecretary for 
Terrorism and Financial Crimes shall be ap- 
pointed by the President, by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate. 

“(3) ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR TERRORIST FI- 
NANCING.— 

“(А) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
within the OTFI the position of Assistant Sec- 
retary for Terrorist Financing. 

“(В) APPOINTMENT.—The Assistant Secretary 
for Terrorist Financing shall be appointed by 
the President, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate. 

“(С) DUTIES.—The Assistant Secretary for 
Terrorist Financing shall be responsible for for- 
mulating and coordinating the counter terrorist 
financing and anti-money laundering efforts of 
the Department of the Treasury, and shall re- 
port directly to the Undersecretary for Terrorism 
and Financial Crimes. 

“(4) FUNCTIONS.—The functions of the OTFI 
include providing policy, strategic, and oper- 
ational direction to the Department on issues re- 
lating to— 

“(А) implementation of titles I and II of the 
Bank Secrecy Act; 

“(В) United States economic sanctions pro- 
grams; 

“(С) combating terrorist financing; 

*"(D) combating financial crimes, including 
money laundering, counterfeiting, and other of- 
fenses threatening the integrity of the banking 
and financial systems; 

“(Е) other enforcement matters; 

“(Е) those intelligence analysis and coordina- 
tion functions described in subsection (b); and 

“(G) the security functions and programs of 
the Department of the Treasury. 

“(5) REPORTS TO CONGRESS ON PROPOSED 
MEASURES.—The Undersecretary for Terrorism 
and Financial Crimes and the Assistant Sec- 
retary for Terrorist Financing shall report to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af- 
fairs of the Senate and the Committee on Finan- 
cial Services of the House of Representatives not 
later than 72 hours after proposing by rule, reg- 
ulation, order, or otherwise, any measure to re- 
organize the structure of the Department for 
combatting money laundering and terrorist fi- 
nancing, before any such proposal becomes ef- 
fective. 

“(6) OTHER OFFICES WITHIN OTFI.—Notwith- 
standing any other provision of law, the fol- 
lowing offices of the Department of the Treas- 
ury shall be within the OTFI: 

“(А) The Office of the Assistant Secretary for 
Intelligence and Analysis, which shall report di- 
rectly to the Undersecretary for Terrorism and 
Financial Crimes. 

“(В) The Office of the Assistant Secretary for 
Terrorist Financing, which shall report directly 
to the Undersecretary for Terrorism and Finan- 
cial Crimes. 

“(C) The Office of Foreign Assets Control (in 
this section referred to as the ‘OFAC’), which 
shall report directly to the Undersecretary for 
Terrorism and Financial Crimes. 

"(D) The Executive Office for Asset For- 
feiture, which shall report to the Undersecretary 
for Terrorism and Financial Crimes. 

“(Е) The Office of Intelligence and Analysis 
(in this section referred to as the ‘OIA’), which 
shall report to the Assistant Secretary for Intel- 
ligence and Analysis. 

“(Е) The Office of Terrorist Financing, which 
shall report to the Assistant Secretary for Ter- 
rorist Financing. 

“(7) FINCEN.— 

“(А) REPORTING ТО UNDERSECRETARY.—The 
Financial Crimes Enforcement Network (in this 
section referred to as ‘FinCEN’), a bureau of the 
Department of the Treasury, shall report to the 
Undersecretary for Terrorism ата Financial 
Crimes. The Undersecretary for Terrorism and 
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Financial Crimes may not redelegate its report- 
ing authority over FinCEN. 

“(В) OFFICE OF COMPLIANCE.—There is estab- 
lished within FinCEN, an Office of Compliance. 

"(b) OFFICE OF INTELLIGENCE AND ANAL- 
YSIS.— 

“(1) ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR INTELLIGENCE 
AND ANALYSIS.—The Assistant Secretary for In- 
telligence and Analysis shall head the OIA. 

“(2) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The ОТА shall be re- 
Sponsible for the receipt, analysis, collation, and 
dissemination of intelligence and counterintel- 
ligence information related to the operations 
and responsibilities of the entire Department of 
the Treasury, including all components and bu- 
reaus of the Department. 

“(3) PRIMARY FUNCTIONS.—The primary func- 
tions of the OIA are— 

“(А) to build a robust analytical capability on 
terrorist finance by coordinating and overseeing 
work involving intelligence analysts in all com- 
ponents of the Department of the Treasury, fo- 
cusing on the highest priorities of the Depart- 
ment, as well as ensuring that the existing intel- 
ligence needs of the OFAC and FinCEN are met; 
and 

“(В) to provide intelligence support to senior 
officials of the Department on a wide range of 
international economic and other relevant 
issues. 

“(4) OTHER FUNCTIONS AND DUTIES.—The ОТА 
shall— 

“(А) carry out the intelligence support func- 
tions that are assigned, to the Office of Intel- 
ligence Support under section 311 (pursuant to 
section 105 of the Intelligence Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2004); 

“(В) serve in a liaison capacity with the intel- 
ligence community; and 

“(С) represent the Department in various in- 
telligence related activities. 

“(5) DUTIES OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY.— 
The Assistant Secretary for Intelligence and 
Analysis shall serve as the Senior Officer Intel- 
ligence Community, and shall represent the De- 
partment in intelligence community fora, in- 
cluding the National Foreign Intelligence Board 
committees and the Intelligence Community 
Management Staff. 

“(с) DELEGATION.—To0 the extent that any au- 
thorities, powers, and responsibilities over en- 
forcement matters delegated to the Undersecre- 
tary for Terrorism and Financial Crimes, or the 
positions of Assistant Secretary for Terrorism 
and Financial Crimes, Assistant Secretary for 
Enforcement and Operations, or Deputy Assist- 
ant Secretary for Terrorist Financing and Fi- 
nancial Crimes, have not been transferred to the 
Department of Homeland Security, the Depart- 
ment of Justice, or the Assistant Secretary for 
Tax Policy (related to the customs revenue func- 
tions of the Bureau of Alcohol and Tobacco Tax 
and Trade), those remaining authorities, pow- 
ers, and responsibilities are delegated to the Un- 
dersecretary for Terrorism апа Financial 
Crimes. 

“(4) DESIGNATION AS ENFORCEMENT ORGANI- 
ZATION.—The Office of Terrorism and Financial 
Intelligence (including any components thereof) 
is designated as a law enforcement organization 
of the Department of the Treasury for purposes 
of section 9703 of title 31, United States Code, 
and other relevant authorities. 

“(е) USE OF EXISTING RESOURCES.—The Sec- 
retary may employ personnel, facilities, and 
other Department of the Treasury resources 
available to the Secretary on the date of enact- 
ment of this section in carrying out this section, 
except as otherwise prohibited by law. 

“(f) REFERENCES.—References in this section 
to the ‘Secretary’, ‘Undersecretary’, ‘Deputy 
Secretary’, ‘Deputy Assistant Secretary’, ‘Of- 
fice’, ‘Assistant Secretary’, and ‘Department’ 
are references to positions and offices of the De- 
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partment of the Treasury, unless otherwise spec- 
іЙеа.”. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) TITLE 31.—Section 311 of title 31, United 
States Code, is amended— 

(A) in subsection (a)— 

(i) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2) as 
paragraphs (2) and (3), respectively; and 

(ii) by inserting before paragraph (2), as so re- 
designated, the following: 

“(1) be within the Office of Terrorism and Fi- 
nancial Intelligence;’’; and 

(B) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘Enforce- 
ment” and inserting “Terrorism and Financial 
Crimes". 

(2) OTHER OFFICE ABOLISHED.—The Office of 
the Undersecretary for Enforcement of the De- 
partment of the Treasury, established in accord- 
ance with section 103 of the Treasury Depart- 
ment Appropriations Act, 1994 (Public Law 103- 
123) is abolished, and all rights, duties, and re- 
sponsibilities of that office are transferred on 
the date of enactment of this Act to the Office 
of the Undersecretary for Terrorism and Finan- 
cial Crimes of the Department of the Treasury 
in accordance with this section and the amend- 
ments made by this section, except as otherwise 
specifically provided in this section or the 
amendments made by this section, or other ap- 
plicable law. 

TITLE III 


EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 
AND FUNDS APPROPRIATED TO THE 
PRESIDENT 


COMPENSATION OF THE PRESIDENT 


For compensation of the President, including 
an expense allowance at the rate of $50,000 per 
annum as authorized by 3 U.S.C. 102, $450,000: 
Provided, That none of the funds made avail- 
able for official expenses shall be expended for 
any other purpose and any unused amount 
shall revert to the Treasury pursuant to section 
1552 of title 31, United States Code. 

WHITE HOUSE OFFICE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For necessary expenses for the White House as 
authorized by law, including mot to exceed 
$3,850,000 for services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 
3109 and 3 U.S.C. 105; subsistence expenses as 
authorized by 3 U.S.C. 105, which shall be ex- 
pended and accounted for as provided in that 
section; hire of passenger motor vehicles, news- 
papers, periodicals, teletype news service, and 
travel (not to exceed $100,000 to be expended and 
accounted for as provided by 3 U.S.C. 103); and 
not to exceed $19,000 for official entertainment 
expenses, to be available for allocation within 
the Executive Office of the President, 
$62,000,000: Provided, That of the funds appro- 
priated under this heading, up to $9,975,000 
shall be available for reimbursements to the 
White House Communications Agency: Provided 
further, That of the funds appropriated under 
this heading, $2,475,000 shall be for the Home- 
land Security Council. 

EXECUTIVE RESIDENCE AT THE WHITE HOUSE 

OPERATING EXPENSES 

For the care, maintenance, repair and alter- 
ation, refurnishing, improvement, heating, and 
lighting, including electric power and fixtures, 
of the Executive Residence at the White House 
and official entertainment expenses of the Presi- 
dent, $12,760,000, to be expended and accounted 
for as provided by 3 U.S.C. 105, 109, 110, and 
112-114. 

REIMBURSABLE EXPENSES 

For the reimbursable expenses of the Execu- 
tive Residence at the White House, such sums as 
may be necessary: Provided, That all reimburs- 
able operating expenses of the Executive Resi- 
dence shall be made in accordance with the pro- 
visions of this paragraph: Provided further, 
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That, notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, such amount for reimbursable operating ex- 
penses shall be the exclusive authority of the 
Executive Residence to incur obligations and to 
receive offsetting collections, for such expenses: 
Provided further, That the Executive Residence 
shall require each person sponsoring a reimburs- 
able political event to pay in advance an 
amount equal to the estimated cost of the event, 
and all such advance payments shall be credited 
to this account and remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided further, That the Executive 
Residence shall require the national committee 
of the political party of the President to main- 
tain on deposit $25,000, to be separately ac- 
counted for and available for expenses relating 
to reimbursable political events sponsored by 
such committee during such fiscal year: Pro- 
vided further, That the Executive Residence 
shall ensure that a written notice of any 
amount owed for a reimbursable operating ex- 
pense under this paragraph is submitted to the 
person owing such amount within 60 days after 
such expense is incurred, and that such amount 
is collected within 30 days after the submission 
of such notice: Provided further, That the Exec- 
utive Residence shall charge interest and assess 
penalties and other charges on any such 
amount that is not reimbursed within such 30 
days, in accordance with the interest and pen- 
alty provisions applicable to an outstanding 
debt on a United States Government claim under 
section 3717 of title 31, United States Code: Рто- 
vided further, That each such amount that is 
reimbursed, and any accompanying interest and 
charges, shall be deposited in the Treasury as 
miscellaneous receipts: Provided further, That 
the Executive Residence shall prepare and sub- 
mit to the Committees on Appropriations, by not 
later than 90 days after the end of the fiscal 
year covered by this Act, a report setting forth 
the reimbursable operating expenses of the Exec- 
utive Residence during the preceding fiscal year, 
including the total amount of such expenses, the 
amount of such total that consists of reimburs- 
able official and ceremonial events, the amount 
of such total that consists of reimbursable polit- 
ical events, and the portion of each such 
amount that has been reimbursed as of the date 
of the report: Provided further, That the Execu- 
tive Residence shall maintain a system for the 
tracking of expenses related to reimbursable 
events within the Executive Residence that in- 
cludes a standard for the classification of any 
such expense as political or nonpolitical: Pro- 
vided further, That no provision of this para- 
graph may be construed to exempt the Executive 
Residence from any other applicable require- 
ment of subchapter I or II of chapter 37 of title 
31, United States Code. 
WHITE HOUSE REPAIR AND RESTORATION 
For the repair, alteration, and improvement of 
the Executive Residence at the White House, 
$1,900,000, to remain available until expended, 
for required maintenance, safety and health 
issues, and continued preventative mainte- 
nance. 
COUNCIL OF ECONOMIC ADVISERS 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses of the Council of Eco- 
nomic Advisers in carrying out its functions 
under the Employment Act of 1946 (15 U.S.C. 
1021), $4,040,000. 
OFFICE OF POLICY DEVELOPMENT 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses of the Office of Policy 
Development, including services as authorized 
by 5 U.S.C. 3109 and 3 U.S.C. 107, $2,300,000. 
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses of the National Secu- 
rity Council, including services as authorized by 
5 U.S.C. 3109, $8,952,000. 
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OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Office of Ad- 
ministration, including services as authorized by 
5 U.S.C. 3109 and 3 U.S.C. 107, and hire of pas- 
senger motor vehicles, $92,269,000, of which 
$12,075,000 shall remain available until ex- 
pended for the Capital Investment Plan for con- 
tinued modernization of the information tech- 
nology infrastructure within the Executive Of- 
fice of the President: Provided, That $4,000,000 
of Capital Investment Plan funds may not be 
obligated until the Executive Office of the Presi- 
dent has submitted a report to the Committees 
on Appropriations that includes an Enterprise 
Architecture, as defined in OMB Circular А-130 
and the Federal Chief Information Officers 
Council guidance, that is reviewed and ap- 
proved by the Office of Management and Budg- 
et, reviewed by the U.S. Government Account- 
ability Office, and approved by the Committees 
on Appropriations. 

OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Office of Man- 
agement and Budget, including hire of pas- 
senger motor vehicles and services as authorized 
by 5 U.S.C. 3109 and to carry out the provisions 
of chapter 35 of title 44, United States Code, 
$68,411,000, of which not to exceed $1,500 shall 
be available for official representation expenses: 
Provided, That, as provided in 31 U.S.C. 1301(a), 
appropriations shall be applied only to the ob- 
jects for which appropriations were made except 
as otherwise provided by law: Provided further, 
That none of the funds appropriated in this Act 
for the Office of Management and Budget may 
be used for the purpose of reviewing any agri- 
cultural marketing orders or any activities or 
regulations under the provisions of the Agricul- 
tural Marketing Agreement Act of 1937 (7 U.S.C. 
601 et seq.): Provided further, That none of the 
funds made available for the Office of Manage- 
ment and Budget by this Act may be expended 
for the altering of the transcript of actual testi- 
mony of witnesses, except for testimony of offi- 
cials of the Office of Management and Budget, 
before the Committees on Appropriations or 
their subcommittees: Provided further, That the 
preceding shall not apply to printed hearings re- 
leased by the Committees on Appropriations: 
Provided further, That none of the funds appro- 
priated in this Act may be available to pay the 
salary or expenses of any employee of the Office 
of Management and Budget who calculates, pre- 
pares, or approves any tabular or other material 
that proposes the sub-allocation of budget au- 
thority or outlays by the Committees on Appro- 
priations among their subcommittees: Provided 
further, That none of the funds provided in this 
or prior Acts shall be used, directly or indi- 
rectly, by the Office of Management and Budg- 
et, for evaluating or determining if water re- 
source project or study reports submitted by the 
Chief of Engineers acting through the Secretary 
of the Army are in compliance with all applica- 
ble laws, regulations, and requirements relevant 
to the Civil Works water resource planning 
process: Provided further, That the Office of 
Management and Budget shall have not more 
than 60 days in which to perform budgetary pol- 
icy reviews of water resource matters on which 
the Chief of Engineers has reported. The Direc- 
tor of the Office of Management and Budget 
shall notify the appropriate authorizing and 
Appropriations Committees when the 60-day re- 
view is initiated. If water resource reports have 
not been transmitted to the appropriate author- 
izing and appropriating committees within 15 
days of the end of the OMB review period based 
on the notification from the Director, Congress 
shall assume OMB concurrence with the report 
and act accordingly. 
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OFFICE OF NATIONAL DRUG CONTROL POLICY 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For necessary expenses of the Office of Na- 
tional Drug Control Policy; for research activi- 
ties pursuant to the Office of National Drug 
Control Policy Reauthorization Act of 1998 (21 
U.S.C. 1701 et seq.); not to exceed $10,000 for of- 
ficial reception and representation expenses; 
and for participation in joint projects or in the 
provision of services on matters of mutual inter- 
est with nonprofit, research, or public organiza- 
tions or agencies, with or without reimburse- 
ment, $27,000,000; of which $1,350,000 shall re- 
main available until expended for policy re- 
search and evaluation: Provided, That the Of- 
fice is authorized to accept, hold, administer, 
and utilize gifts, both real and personal, public 
and private, without fiscal year limitation, for 
the purpose of aiding or facilitating the work of 
the Office. 


COUNTERDRUG TECHNOLOGY ASSESSMENT CENTER 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


For necessary expenses for the Counterdrug 
Technology Assessment Center for research ac- 
tivities pursuant to the Office of National Drug 
Control Policy Reauthorization Act of 1998 (21 
U.S.C. 1701 et seq.), $42,000,000, which shall re- 
main available until expended, consisting of 
$18,000,000 for counternarcotics research and de- 
velopment projects, and $24,000,000 for the con- 
tinued operation of the technology transfer pro- 
gram: Provided, That the $18,000,000 for coun- 
ternarcotics research and development projects 
shall be available for transfer to other Federal 
departments or agencies. 


FEDERAL DRUG CONTROL PROGRAMS 


HIGH INTENSITY DRUG TRAFFICKING AREAS 
PROGRAM 


(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


For necessary expenses of the Office of Na- 
tional Drug Control Policy’s High Intensity 
Drug Trafficking Areas Program, $228,350,000, 
for drug control activities consistent with the 
approved strategy for each of the designated 
High Intensity Drug Trafficking Areas, of 
which no less than 51 percent shall be trans- 
ferred to State and local entities for drug control 
activities, which shall be obligated within 120 
days of the date of the enactment of this Act: 
Provided, That up to 49 percent, to remain 
available until September 30, 2006, may be trans- 
ferred to Federal agencies and departments at a 
rate to be determined by the Director, of which 
not less than $2,000,000 shall be used for audit- 
ing services and associated activities, and at 
least $500,000 of the $2,000,000 shall be used to 
develop and implement a data collection system 
to measure the performance of the High Inten- 
sity Drug Trafficking Areas Program: Provided 
further, That High Intensity Drug Trafficking 
Areas Programs designated as of September 30, 
2004, shall be funded at no less than the fiscal 
year 2004 initial allocation levels unless the Di- 
rector submits to the Committees on Appropria- 
tions, and the Committees approve, justification 
for changes in those levels based on clearly ar- 
ticulated priorities for the High Intensity Drug 
Trafficking Areas Programs, as well as pub- 
lished Office of National Drug Control Policy 
performance measures of effectiveness: Provided 
further, That a request shall be submitted in 
compliance with the reprogramming guidelines 
to the Committees on Appropriations for ap- 
proval prior to the obligation of funds of an 
amount in excess of the fiscal year 2005 budget 
request: Provided further, That not to exceed 
$2,000,000 of the funds made available under 
this heading in excess of the fiscal year 2005 
budget request shall be available for the Con- 
solidated Priority Organization Target program. 
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OTHER FEDERAL DRUG CONTROL PROGRAMS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For activities to support a national anti-drug 
campaign for youth, and for other purposes, au- 
thorized by the Office of National Drug Control 
Policy Reauthorization Act of 1998 (21 U.S.C. 
1701 et seq.), $213,700,000, to remain available 
until expended, of which the following amounts 
are available as follows: $120,000,000 to support 
a national media campaign, as authorized by 
the Drug-Free Media Campaign Act of 1998; 
$80,000,000 to continue a program of matching 
grants to drug-free communities, of which 
$2,000,000 shall be a directed grant to the Com- 
munity Anti-Drug Coalitions of America for the 
National Community Anti-Drug Coalition Insti- 
tute, as authorized in chapter 2 of the National 
Narcotics Leadership Act of 1988, as amended; 
$2,000,000 for the Counterdrug Intelligence Exec- 
utive Secretariat; $750,000 for the National Drug 
Court Institute; $1,000,000 for the National Alli- 
ance for Model State Drug Laws; $7,500,000 for 
the United States Anti-Doping Agency for anti- 
doping activities; $1,450,000 for the United 
States membership dues to the World Anti- 
Doping Agency; and $1,000,000 for evaluations 
and research related to National Drug Control 
Program performance measures: Provided, That 
such funds may be transferred to other Federal 
departments and agencies to carry out such ac- 
tivities: Provided further, That of the amounts 
appropriated for a national media campaign, 
not to exceed 10 percent shall be for administra- 
tion, advertising production, research and test- 
ing, labor and related costs of the national 
media campaign. 

UNANTICIPATED NEEDS 

For expenses necessary to enable the Presi- 
dent to meet unanticipated needs, in further- 
ance of the national interest, security, or de- 
fense which may arise at home or abroad during 
the current fiscal year, as authorized by 3 
U.S.C. 108, $1,000,000. 

SPECIAL ASSISTANCE TO THE PRESIDENT 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses to enable the Vice 
President to provide assistance to the President 
in connection with specially assigned functions; 
services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109 and 3 
U.S.C. 106, including subsistence expenses as 
authorized by 3 U.S.C. 106, which shall be ex- 
pended and accounted for as provided in that 
section; and hire of passenger motor vehicles, 
$4,571,000. 

OFFICIAL RESIDENCE OF THE VICE PRESIDENT 

OPERATING EXPENSES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the care, operation, refurnishing, im- 
provement, and to the extent not otherwise pro- 
vided for, heating and lighting, including elec- 
tric power and fixtures, of the official residence 
of the Vice President; the hire of passenger 
motor vehicles; and not to exceed $90,000 for of- 
ficial entertainment expenses of the Vice Presi- 
dent, to be accounted for solely on his certifi- 
cate, $333,000: Provided, That advances or re- 
payments or transfers from this appropriation 
may be made to any department or agency for 
expenses of carrying out such activities. 

TITLE IV 
INDEPENDENT AGENCIES 
ARCHITECTURAL AND TRANSPORTATION BARRIERS 
COMPLIANCE BOARD 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For expenses necessary for the Architectural 
and Transportation Barriers Compliance Board, 
as authorized by section 502 of the Rehabilita- 
tion Act of 1973, as amended, $5,686,000: Рто- 
vided, That, notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of law, there may be credited to this appro- 
priation funds received for publications and 
training expenses. 
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ELECTION ASSISTANCE COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses to carry out the Help 
America Vote Act of 2002, $14,000,000, of which 
$2,800,000 shall be transferred to the National 
Institute of Standards and Technology for elec- 
tion reform activities authorized under the Help 
America Vote Act of 2002. 

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses to carry out the provi- 
sions of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 
1971, as amended, $52,159,000, of which no less 
than $4,700,000 shall be available for internal 
automated data processing systems, and of 
which not to exceed $5,000 shall be available for 
reception and representation expenses. 

FEDERAL LABOR RELATIONS AUTHORITY 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses to carry out functions 
of the Federal Labor Relations Authority, pur- 
suant to Reorganization Plan Numbered 2 of 
1978, and the Civil Service Reform Act of 1978, 
including services authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, 
and including hire of experts and consultants, 
hire of passenger motor vehicles, and rental of 
conference rooms in the District of Columbia 
and elsewhere, $25,673,000: Provided, That pub- 
lic members of the Federal Service Impasses 
Panel may be paid travel erpenses and per diem 
in lieu of subsistence as authorized by law (5 
U.S.C. 5703) for persons employed intermittently 
in the Government service, and compensation as 
authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109: Provided further, 
That notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302, funds re- 
ceived from fees charged to non-Federal partici- 
pants at labor-management relations con- 
ferences shall be credited to and merged with 
this account, to be available without further ap- 
propriation for the costs of carrying out these 
conferences. 

(RESCISSION) 

Of the unobligated balances under this head- 
ing from prior year appropriations, $3,000,000 
are rescinded. 

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Federal Mari- 
time Commission as authorized by section 201(d) 
of the Merchant Marine Act, 1936, as amended 
(46 U.S.C. App. 1111), including services as au- 
thorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109; hire of passenger 
motor vehicles as authorized by 31 U.S.C. 
1343(b); and uniforms or allowances therefor, as 
authorized by 5 U.S.C. 5901-5902, $19,496,000: 
Provided, That not to exceed $2,000 shall be 
available for official reception and representa- 
tion expenses. 


GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIVITIES 
FEDERAL BUILDINGS FUND 
LIMITATIONS ON AVAILABILITY OF REVENUE 


(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

To carry out the purposes of the Fund estab- 
lished pursuant to section 210(f) of the Federal 
Property and Administrative Services Act of 
1949, as amended (40 U.S.C. 592), the revenues 
and collections deposited into the Fund shall be 
available for necessary expenses of real property 
management and related activities not otherwise 
provided for, including operation, maintenance, 
and protection of federally owned and leased 
buildings; rental of buildings in the District of 
Columbia; restoration of leased premises; moving 
governmental agencies (including space adjust- 
ments and telecommunications relocation ex- 
penses) in connection with the assignment, allo- 
cation and transfer of space; contractual serv- 
ices incident to cleaning or servicing buildings, 
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and moving; repair and alteration of federally 
owned buildings including grounds, approaches 
and appurtenances; care and safeguarding of 
sites; maintenance, preservation, demolition, 
and equipment; acquisition of buildings and 
sites by purchase, condemnation, or as other- 
wise authorized by law; acquisition of options to 
purchase buildings and sites; conversion and ex- 
tension of federally owned buildings; prelimi- 
nary planning and design of projects by con- 
tract or otherwise; construction of new buildings 
(including equipment for such buildings); and 
payment of principal, interest, and any other 
obligations for public buildings acquired by in- 
stallment purchase and purchase contract; in 
the aggregate amount of $7,217,043,000, of 
which: (1) $708,542,000 shall remain available 
until expended for construction (including 
funds for sites and expenses and associated de- 
sign and construction services) of additional 
projects at the following locations: 

New Construction: 

California: 

Los Angeles, Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Facility, $14,054,000 


Los Angeles, United States Courthouse, 
$314,385,000 
San Diego, United States Courthouse, 
$3,068,000 


District of Columbia: 

Southeast Federal Center Site Remediation, 
$2,650,000 

Illinois: 

Chicago, 10 West Jackson Place (Purchase), 
$53,170,000 

Maine: 

Calais, Border Station, $3,269,000 

Madawaska, Border Station, $1,760,000 

Maryland: 

Montgomery County, Food and Drug Admin- 
istration Consolidation, $88,710,000 

Minnesota: 

Warroad, Border Station, $1,837,000 

New Mexico: 

Las Cruces, 
$60,600,000 

New York: 

Alexandria Bay, Border Station, $8,884,000 

Massena, Border Station, $15,000,000 

North Dakota: 

Dunseith, Border Station, $2,301,000 

Portal, Border Station, $22,351,000 

Texas: 

El Paso, 
$26,191,000 

El Paso, United States Courthouse, $63,462,000 

El Paso, Ysleta Border Station, $2,491,000 

Vermont: 

Derby Line, Border Station, $3,190,000 

Norton, Border Station, $580,000 

Richford, Border Station, $589,000 

Nonprospectus Construction, $10,000,000 

Judgment Fund repayment, $10,000,000: 
Provided, That each of the foregoing limits of 
costs on new construction projects may be ex- 
ceeded to the extent that savings are effected in 
other such projects, but not to exceed 10 percent 
of the amounts included in an approved pro- 
spectus, if required, unless advance approval is 
obtained from the Committees on Appropriations 
of a greater amount: Provided further, That all 
funds for direct construction projects shall ex- 
pire on September 30, 2006, and remain in the 
Federal Buildings Fund except for funds for 
projects as to which funds for design or other 
funds have been obligated in whole or in part 
prior to such date; (2) $980,222,000 shall remain 
available until expended for repairs and alter- 
ations, which includes associated design and 
construction services: 

Repairs and Alterations: 

District of Columbia: 

Eisenhower Executive 
$5,000,000 


United States Courthouse, 


Paso Del Norte Border Station, 


Office | Building, 
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Federal Office Building 6, $8,267,000 

Hoover FBI Building, $10,242,000 

Mary E. Switzer Building, $80,335,000 

New Executive Office Building, $6,262,000 

Steam Distribution System, $2,000,000 

Theodore Roosevelt Building, $9,730,000 

Georgia: 

Atlanta, Martin Luther King, 
Building, $14,800,000 

Atlanta, United States Court of Appeals, 
$32,004,000 

Hawaii: 

Hilo, Federal Building, $5,133,000 

Louisiana: 

New Orleans, 
$22,581,000 

New Orleans, Wisdom Courthouse of Appeals, 
$8,005,000 

Maryland: 

Baltimore, George H. Fallon Federal Building, 
$46,163,000 

Suitland, National Record Center, $7,989,000 

Woodlawn, SSA Altmeyer Building, $6,300,000 

Minnesota: 

St. Paul, Warren E. Burger Federal Build- 
ing—Courthouse, $36,644,000 

Missouri: 

Kansas City, Richard Bolling Federal Build- 
ing, $40,048,000 
New York: 

New York, 
$2,505,000 

Queens, Joseph P. Addabbo Federal Building, 
$5,455,000 

Ohio: 

Cincinnati, 
$37,975,000 

Cleveland, 
$37,375,000 

Washington: 

Seattle, William Nakamura 
$50,210,000 

Special Emphasis Programs: 

Chlorofluorocarbons Program, $13,000,000 

Energy Program, $30,000,000 

Glass Fragment Retention, $20,000,000 

Design Program, $48,699,000 

Basic Repairs and Alterations, $393,500,000: 
Provided further, That funds made available in 
this or any previous Act in the Federal Build- 
ings Fund for Repairs and Alterations shall, for 
prospectus projects, be limited to the amount 
identified for each project, except each project 
in this or any previous Act may be increased by 
an amount not to exceed 10 percent unless ad- 
vance approval is obtained from the Committees 
on Appropriations of a greater amount: Pro- 
vided further, That additional projects for 
which prospectuses have been fully approved 
may be funded under this category only if ad- 
vance approval is obtained from the Committees 
on Appropriations: Provided further, That the 
amounts provided in this or any prior Act for 
“Repairs and Alterations’’ may be used to fund 
costs associated with implementing security im- 
provements to buildings necessary to meet the 
minimum standards for security in accordance 
with current law and in compliance with the re- 
programming guidelines of the appropriate Com- 
mittees of the House and Senate: Provided fur- 
ther, That the difference between the funds ap- 
propriated and expended on any projects in this 
or any prior Act, under the heading ‘‘Repairs 
and Alterations’’, may be transferred to Basic 
Repairs and Alterations or used to fund author- 
ized increases in prospectus projects: Provided 
further, That all funds for repairs and alter- 
ations prospectus projects shall expire on Sep- 
tember 30, 2006 and remain in the Federal Build- 
ings Fund except funds for projects as to which 
funds for design or other funds have been obli- 
gated in whole or in part prior to such date: 
Provided further, That the amount provided in 
this or any prior Act for Basic Repairs and А1- 


Jr. Federal 


Boggs Federal Building, 


Foley Square | Courthouse, 


Potter | Stewart Courthouse, 


Celebreeze Federal Building, 


Courthouse, 
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terations may be used to pay claims against the 
Government arising from any projects under the 
heading “Repairs and Alterations” or used to 
fund authorized increases іп prospectus 
projects; (3) $161,442,000 for installment acquisi- 
tion payments including payments on purchase 
contracts which shall remain available until ex- 
pended; (4) $3,657,315,000 for rental of space 
which shall remain available until expended; 
and (5) $1,709,522,000 for building operations 
which shall remain available until expended: 
Provided further, That funds available to the 
General Services Administration shall not be 
available for expenses of any construction, re- 
pair, alteration and acquisition project for 
which a prospectus, if required by the Public 
Buildings Act of 1959, as amended, has not been 
approved, except that necessary funds may be 
expended for each project for required expenses 
for the development of a proposed prospectus: 
Provided further, That funds available in the 
Federal Buildings Fund may be expended for 
emergency repairs when advance approval is ob- 
tained from the Committees on Appropriations: 
Provided further, That motwithstanding amy 
other provision of law, the Administrator of 
General Services is authorized and directed to 
proceed with site acquisition, design, and sub- 
ject to availability of funds, construction and 
management and inspection, of a new Federal 
Building in Tuscaloosa, Alabama for which 
funds for site acquisition and design were pro- 
vided in Public Law 108-199: Provided further, 
That amounts necessary to provide reimbursable 
Special services to other agencies under section 
210(f)(6) of the Federal Property and Adminis- 
trative Services Act of 1949, as amended (40 
U.S.C. 592(b)(2)) and amounts to provide such 
reimbursable fencing, lighting, guard booths, 
and other facilities on private or other property 
not in Government ownership or control as may 
be appropriate to enable the United States Se- 
cret Service to perform its protective functions 
pursuant to 18 U.S.C. 3056, shall be available 
from such revenues and collections: Provided 
further, That revenues and collections and any 
other sums accruing to this Fund during fiscal 
year 2005, excluding reimbursements under sec- 
tion 210(f)(6) of the Federal Property and Ad- 
ministrative Services Act of 1949 (40 U.S.C. 
592(b)(2)) in excess of the aggregate mew 
obligational authority authorized for Real Prop- 
erty Activities of the Federal Buildings Fund in 
this Act shall remain in the Fund and shall not 
be available for expenditure except as author- 
ized in appropriations Acts. 
GENERAL ACTIVITIES 
GOVERNMENT-WIDE POLICY 

For expenses authorized by law, not otherwise 
provided for, for Government-wide policy and 
evaluation activities associated with the man- 
agement of real and personal property assets 
and certain administrative services; Govern- 
ment-wide policy support responsibilities relat- 
ing to acquisition, teleconmunications, informa- 
tion technology management, and related tech- 
nology activities; and services as authorized by 
5 U.S.C. 3109, $62,100,000. 

OPERATING EXPENSES 


For expenses authorized by law, not otherwise 
provided for, for Government-wide activities as- 
sociated with utilization and donation of sur- 
plus personal property; disposal of real prop- 
erty; providing Internet access to Federal infor- 
mation and services; agency-wide policy direc- 
tion and management, and Board of Contract 
Appeals; accounting, records management, and 
other support services incident to adjudication 
of Indian Tribal Claims by the United States 
Court of Federal Claims; services as authorized 
by 5 U.S.C. 3109; and not to exceed $7,500 for of- 
ficial reception and representation expenses, 
$92,175,000. 
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OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 

For necessary expenses of the Office of In- 
spector General and services authorized by 5 
U.S.C. 3109, $42,351,000: Provided, That not to 
exceed $15,000 shall be available for payment for 
information and detection of fraud against the 
Government, including payment for recovery of 
stolen Government property: Provided further, 
That not to exceed $2,500 shall be available for 
awards to employees of other Federal agencies 
and private citizens in recognition of efforts and 
initiatives resulting in enhanced Office of In- 
spector General effectiveness. 

ELECTRONIC GOVERNMENT FUND 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses in support of inter- 
agency projects that enable the Federal Govern- 
ment to expand its ability to conduct activities 
electronically, through the development and im- 
plementation of innovative uses of the Internet 
and other electronic methods, $3,000,000, to re- 
main available until expended: Provided, That 
these funds may be transferred to Federal agen- 
cies to carry out the purposes of the Fund: Рто- 
vided further, That this transfer authority shall 
be in addition to any other transfer authority 
provided in this Act: Provided further, That 
such transfers may not be made until 10 days 
after a proposed spending plan and justification 
for each project to be undertaken has been sub- 
mitted to the Committees on Appropriations. 

ALLOWANCES AND OFFICE STAFF FOR FORMER 

PRESIDENTS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For carrying out the provisions of the Act of 
August 25, 1958, as amended (3 U.S.C. 102 note), 
and Public Law 95-138, $3,106,000: Provided, 
That the Administrator of General Services shall 
transfer to the Secretary of the Treasury such 
sums as may be necessary to carry out the provi- 
sions of such Acts. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—GENERAL SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 


(INCLUDING RESCISSION OF FUNDS) 

SEC. 401. The appropriate appropriation or 
fund available to the General Services Adminis- 
tration shall be credited with the cost of oper- 
ation, protection, maintenance, upkeep, repair, 
and improvement, included as part of rentals re- 
ceived from Government corporations pursuant 
to law (40 U.S.C. 129). 

SEC. 402. Funds available to the General Serv- 
ices Administration shall be available for the 
hire of passenger motor vehicles. 

SEC. 403. Funds in the Federal Buildings 
Fund made available for fiscal year 2005 for 
Federal Buildings Fund activities may be trans- 
ferred between such activities only to the extent 
necessary to meet program requirements: Рто- 
vided, That any proposed transfers shall be ap- 
proved in advance by the Committees on Appro- 
priations. 

SEC. 404. No funds made available by this Act 
shall be used to transmit a fiscal year 2006 re- 
quest for United States Courthouse construction 
that: (1) does not meet the design guide stand- 
ards for construction as established and ap- 
proved by the General Services Administration, 
the Judicial Conference of the United States, 
and the Office of Management and Budget; and 
(2) does not reflect the priorities of the Judicial 
Conference of the United States as set out in its 
approved 5-year construction plan: Provided, 
That the fiscal year 2006 request must be accom- 
panied by a standardized courtroom utilization 
study of each facility to be constructed, re- 
placed, от expanded. 

SEC. 405. None of the funds provided in this 
Act may be used to increase the amount of occu- 
piable square feet, provide cleaning services, se- 
curity enhancements, or any other service usu- 
ally provided through the Federal Buildings 
Fund, to any agency that does not pay the rate 
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per square foot assessment for space and serv- 
ices as determined by the General Services Ad- 
ministration in compliance with the Public 
Buildings Amendments Act of 1972 (Public Law 
92-313). 

SEC. 406. From funds made available under 
the heading “Federal Buildings Fund, Limita- 
tions on Availability of Revenue", claims 
against the Government of less than $250,000 
arising from direct construction projects and ac- 
quisition of buildings may be liquidated from 
savings effected in other construction projects 
with prior notification to the Committees on Ap- 
propriations. 

SEC. 407. Notwithstanding 40 U.S.C. 524, 571, 
and 572, the Administrator of General Services 
may sell the Middle River Depot at Middle 
River, Maryland, and credit the proceeds of 
such sale as offsetting collections to the Federal 
Buildings Fund, to be available, in addition to 
amounts otherwise appropriated for such Fund, 
for such capital activities of the Fund as the 
Administrator may deem appropriate: Provided, 
That the Administrator shall, to the maximum 
extent practicable, cooperate and consult with 
Baltimore County, Maryland officials and other 
interested persons in communities located near 
the Middle River Depot so that the sale and use 
of the property is compatible with local eco- 
nomic development plans and is not inconsistent 
with local land use, environmental and zoning 
laws. 

SEC. 408. Section 572(a)(2)(ü) of title 40, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting the 
following before the period: ‘‘, highest and best 
use of property studies, utilization of property 
studies, deed compliance inspection, and the ex- 
penses incurred in a relocation”. 

SEC. 409. Of the amounts made available 
under the heading ‘‘Federal Buildings Fund" 
for New Construction and Repairs and Alter- 
ations in this or any prior Act, a total amount 
of $106,000,000 are rescinded: Provided, That the 
Administrator of General Services shall notify 
the Appropriations Committees of the House of 
Representatives and Senate of the specific 
projects, or parts thereof, from which funds 
have been rescinded within 30 days of enact- 
ment of this Act. 

SEC. 410. In order to address heightened secu- 
rity requirements for the proposed Moss United 
States Courthouse Annex project, the Adminis- 
trator of General Services is authorized to ac- 
quire and demolish the real property, including 
land and improvements, located in Salt Lake 
City, Utah, at the corner of 400 South Street 
and West Temple, said land and improvements 
commonly known as the Shubrick Building; to 
use previously appropriated project funds to im- 
mediately initiate compliance procedures in ac- 
cordance with the National Historic Preserva- 
tion Act and the National Environmental Policy 
Act; and to redesign the proposed courthouse 
expansion to incorporate this new site. 

SEC. 411. CONVEYANCE OF LAND TO THE 
RECREATION AND PARK COMMISSION FOR THE 
PARISH OF EAST BATON ROUGE, LOUISIANA. (a) 
CONVEYANCE.—Not later than 60 days after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Postmaster 
General of the United States Postal Service shall 
convey, for the consideration specified in sub- 
section (5), the land described in subsection (а), 
including any improvements thereon, to the 
General Services Administration. 

(b) PURCHASE PRICE.—Upon the conveyance 
described in subsection (a), the Administrator of 
General Services shall pay the United States 
Postal Service a purchase price equaling the fair 
market value not to exceed $975,000, which price 
may be paid by cash or credited to the existing 
USPS/GSA property swap program. 

(c) RECONVEYANCE.—Not later than 10 days 
after the conveyance described in subsection (a), 
the Administrator of General Services shall con- 
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vey, without consideration by quitclaim deed 
and without recourse, the land described in sub- 
section (d), including any improvements there- 
on, to the Recreation and Park Commission for 
the Parish of East Baton Rouge, Louisiana, for 
use as a downtown park or for other public pur- 
poses. 

(а) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.—The land re- 
ferred to in subsections (a) and (c) is the prop- 
erty formerly used as the Main Postal Office 
Carrier Annex in Baton Rouge, Louisiana and 
located at 750 Florida Street. This land is situ- 
ated north of Convention Street, south of Flor- 
ida Street and west of 7th Street. This land com- 
prises approximately 27,500 square feet and is 
improved by a one-story building. 

SEC. 412. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, the Administrator of General Services 
may convey, by sale, lease, exchange or other- 
wise, including through leaseback arrange- 
ments, real and related personal property, or in- 
terests therein, and retain the net proceeds of 
such dispositions in an account within the Fed- 
eral Buildings Fund to be used for the General 
Services Administration’s real property capital 
needs: Provided, That all net proceeds realized 
under this section shall only be expended as au- 
thorized in annual appropriations Acts: Pro- 
vided further, That for the purposes of this sec- 
tion, the term “net proceeds” means the rental 
and other sums received less the costs of the dis- 
position, and the term “тесі property capital 
needs” means any expenses necessary and inci- 
dent to the agency's real property capital acqui- 
sitions, improvements, and dispositions. 

SEC. 413. LAND CONVEYANCE, NAHANT, MASSA- 
CHUSETTS.—(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—Not- 
withstanding any other provision of law, the 
Administrator of the General Services Adminis- 
tration may sell all right, title, and interest of 
the United States in and to a parcel of real 
property, including improvements thereon, that 
is located at Castle Road, Gardner Road and 
Goddard Drive in Nahant, Massachusetts to the 
Town of Nahant. In the event a binding sales 
contract is not executed within 30 days of enact- 
ment the Administrator shall commence with a 
public, competitive sale of the property. 

(b) CONSIDERATION.—As consideration for 
conveyance under subsection (a), the Town of 
Nahant shall pay, in a single lump sum pay- 
ment, $2,000,000. 

(c) DEPOSIT OF FUNDS.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the Administrator may 
deposit the net proceeds in the Real Property 
Relocation account of the General Services Ad- 
ministration. In the event proceeds exceed 
$2,000,000, the net amount in excess of $2,000,000 
shall be deposited in the United States Coast 
Guard Housing Fund established under 14 
U.S.C. Sec. 687. 

(а) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.—The exact 
acreage and legal description of the real prop- 
erty to be conveyed under subsection (a) shall be 
determined by a survey satisfactory to the Ad- 
ministrator. The cost of the survey shall be 
borne by the purchaser. 

(е) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The 
Administrator may require such additional 
terms and conditions in connection with the 
conveyance under subsection (a) as the Admin- 
istrator considers appropriate to protect the in- 
terests of the United States. 

SEC. 414. None of the funds appropriated by 
this Act or any other Act may be used after July 
1, 2005 for the provision of any telecommuni- 
cations service for any federal government 
owned building, unless such building is in com- 
pliance with a regulation or Executive Order 
issued after the date of enactment of this section 
that requires, to the extent deemed appropriate 
by the President or his designee, the provision of 
telecommunications services using redundant 
and physically separate entry points to those 
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buildings, and the use of physically diverse 
local network facilities for the provision of such 
telecommunications services. 
MERIT SYSTEMS PROTECTION BOARD 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses to carry out functions 
of the Merit Systems Protection Board pursuant 
to Reorganization Plan Numbered 2 of 1978 and 
the Civil Service Reform Act of 1978, including 
services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, rental of 
conference rooms in the District of Columbia 
and elsewhere, hire of passenger motor vehicles, 
and direct procurement of survey printing, 
$34,677,000 together with not to exceed $2,626,000 
for administrative expenses to adjudicate retire- 
ment appeals to be transferred from the Civil 
Service Retirement and Disability Fund in 
amounts determined by the Merit Systems Рто- 
tection Board. 


MORRIS K. UDALL SCHOLARSHIP AND EXCEL- 
LENCE IN NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY 
FOUNDATION 


MORRIS K. UDALL SCHOLARSHIP AND EXCELLENCE 
IN NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY TRUST 
FUND 


(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For payment to the Morris K. Udall Scholar- 
ship and Excellence in National Environmental 
Policy Trust Fund, pursuant to the Morris K. 
Udall Scholarship and Excellence in National 
Environmental and Native American Public Pol- 
icy Act of 1992 (20 U.S.C. 5601 et seq.), 
$1,996,000, to remain available until expended, 
of which up to $50,000 shall be used to conduct 
financial audits pursuant to the Accountability 
of Tax Dollars Act of 2002 (Public Law 107-289) 
notwithstanding sections 8 and 9 of Public Law 
102-259: Provided, That up to 60 percent of such 
funds may be transferred by the Morris K. Udall 
Scholarship and Excellence in National Envi- 
ronmental Policy Foundation for the necessary 
expenses of the Native Nations Institute. 

ENVIRONMENTAL DISPUTE RESOLUTION FUND 

For payment to the Environmental Dispute 
Resolution Fund to carry out activities author- 
ized in the Environmental Policy and Conflict 
Resolution Act of 1998, $1,309,000, to remain 
available until expended. 


NATIONAL ARCHIVES AND RECORDS 
ADMINISTRATION 
OPERATING EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses in connection with the 
administration of the National Archives and 
Records Administration (including the Informa- 
tion Security Oversight Office) and archived 
Federal records and related activities, as pro- 
vided by law, and for expenses necessary for the 
review and declassification of documents, and 
for the hire of passenger motor vehicles, 
$266,945,000: Provided, That the Archivist of the 
United States is authorized to use any excess 
funds available from the amount borrowed for 
construction of the National Archives facility, 
for expenses necessary to provide adequate stor- 
age for holdings. 

ELECTRONIC RECORDS ARCHIVES 

For necessary expenses in connection with the 
development of the electronic records archives, 
to include all direct project costs associated with 
research, analysis, design, development, and 
program management, $35,914,000. 

REPAIRS AND RESTORATION 

For the repair, alteration, and improvement of 
archives facilities, and to provide adequate stor- 
age for holdings, $13,432,000, to remain available 
until expended, of which $3,000,000 is for site 
preparation and construction management to 
construct a new regional archives and records 
facility in Anchorage, Alaska, and of which 
$2,000,000 is for the repair and restoration of the 
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plaza that surrounds the Lyndon Baines John- 
son Presidential Library that is under the joint 
control and custody of the University of Texas: 
Provided, That such funds may be transferred 
directly to the University and used, together 
with University funds, for repair and restora- 
tion of the plaza and remain available until ex- 
pended for this purpose. 


NATIONAL HISTORICAL PUBLICATIONS AND 
RECORDS COMMISSION 
GRANTS PROGRAM 

For necessary expenses for allocations and 
grants for historical publications and records as 
authorized by 44 U.S.C. 2504, as amended, 
$5,000,000, to remain available until expended. 

NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY BOARD 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the National Trans- 
portation Safety Board, including hire of pas- 
senger motor vehicles and aircraft; services as 
authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, but at rates for in- 
dividuals not to exceed the per diem rate equiva- 
lent to the rate for a GS-15; uniforms, or allow- 
ances therefor, as authorized by law (5 U.S.C. 
5901-5902) $76,700,000, of which not to exceed 
$2,000 may be used for official reception and 
representation expenses. 

(RESCISSION) 

Of the available unobligated balances made 
available under Public Law 106-246, $8,000,000 
are rescinded. 

OFFICE OF GOVERNMENT ETHICS 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses to carry out functions 
of the Office of Government Ethics pursuant to 
the Ethics in Government Act of 1978, as amend- 
ed and the Ethics Reform Act of 1989, including 
services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, rental of 
conference rooms in the District of Columbia 
and elsewhere, hire of passenger motor vehicles, 
and not to exceed $1,500 for official reception 
and representation expenses, $11,238,000. 

OFFICE OF PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF TRUST FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses to carry out functions 
of the Office of Personnel Management pursu- 
ant to Reorganization Plan Numbered 2 of 1978 
and the Civil Service Reform Act of 1978, includ- 
ing services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109; med- 
ical examinations performed for veterans by pri- 
vate physicians on a fee basis; rental of con- 
ference rooms in the District of Columbia and 
elsewhere; hire of passenger motor vehicles; not 
to exceed $2,500 for official reception and rep- 
resentation expenses; advances for reimburse- 
ments to applicable funds of the Office of Per- 
sonnel Management and the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation for expenses incurred under Exec- 
utive Order No. 10422 of January 9, 1953, as 
amended; and payment of per diem and/or sub- 
sistence allowances to employees where Voting 
Rights Act activities require an employee to re- 
main overnight at his or her post of duty, 
$125,500,000, of which $12,000,000 shall remain 
available until September 30, 2007; and in addi- 
tion $128,462,000 for administrative expenses, to 
be transferred from the appropriate trust funds 
of the Office of Personnel Management without 
regard to other statutes, including direct pro- 
curement of printed materials, for the retirement 
and insurance programs, of which $27,640,000 
shall remain available until expended for the 
cost of automating the retirement recordkeeping 
systems: Provided, That the provisions of this 
appropriation shall not affect the authority to 
use applicable trust funds as provided by sec- 
tions 8348(a)(1)(B), and 9004(f)(1)(A) and (2)(A) 
of title 5, United States Code: Provided further, 
That no part of this appropriation shall be 
available for salaries and expenses of the Legal 
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Examining Unit of the Office of Personnel Man- 
agement established pursuant to Executive 
Order No. 9358 of July 1, 1943, or any successor 
unit of like purpose: Provided further, That the 
President’s Commission on White House Fel- 
lows, established by Executive Order No. 11183 
of October 3, 1964, may, during fiscal year 2005, 
accept donations of money, property, and per- 
sonal services: Provided further, That such do- 
nations, including those from prior years, may 
be used for the development of publicity mate- 
rials to provide information about the White 
House Fellows, except that no such donations 
shall be accepted for travel or reimbursement of 
travel expenses, or for the salaries of employees 
of such Commission. 
OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF TRUST FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses of the Office of In- 
spector General in carrying out the provisions of 
the Inspector General Act, as amended, includ- 
ing services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, hire 
of passenger motor vehicles, $1,627,000, and in 
addition, not to exceed $16,461,000 for adminis- 
trative expenses to audit, investigate, and pro- 
vide other oversight of the Office of Personnel 
Management’s retirement and insurance pro- 
grams, to be transferred from the appropriate 
trust funds of the Office of Personnel Manage- 
ment, as determined by the Inspector General: 
Provided, That the Inspector General is author- 
ized to rent conference rooms in the District of 
Columbia and elsewhere. 

GOVERNMENT PAYMENT FOR ANNUITANTS, 
EMPLOYEES HEALTH BENEFITS 

For payment of Government contributions 
with respect to retired employees, as authorized 
by chapter 89 of title 5, United States Code, and 
the Retired Federal Employees Health Benefits 
Act (74 Stat. 849), as amended, such sums as 
may be necessary. 

GOVERNMENT PAYMENT FOR ANNUITANTS, 
EMPLOYEE LIFE INSURANCE 

For payment of Government contributions 
with respect to employees retiring after Decem- 
ber 31, 1989, as required by chapter 87 of title 5, 
United States Code, such sums as may be nec- 
essary. 

PAYMENT TO CIVIL SERVICE RETIREMENT AND 

DISABILITY FUND 

For financing the unfunded liability of new 
and increased annuity benefits becoming effec- 
tive on or after October 20, 1969, as authorized 
by 5 U.S.C. 8348, and annuities under special 
Acts to be credited to the Civil Service Retire- 
ment and Disability Fund, such sums as may be 
necessary: Provided, That annuities authorized 
by the Act of May 29, 1944, as amended, and the 
Act of August 19, 1950, as amended (33 U.S.C. 
771-775), may hereafter be paid out of the Civil 
Service Retirement and Disability Fund. 

OFFICE OF SPECIAL COUNSEL 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses to carry out functions 
of the Office of Special Counsel pursuant to Re- 
organization Plan Numbered 2 of 1978, the Civil 
Service Reform Act of 1978 (Public Law 95-454), 
as amended, the Whistleblower Protection Act of 
1989 (Public Law 101-12), as amended, Public 
Law 103-424, and the Uniformed Services Em- 
ployment and Reemployment Act of 1994 (Public 
Law 103-353), including services as authorized 
by 5 U.S.C. 3109, payment of fees and expenses 
for witnesses, rental of conference rooms in the 
District of Columbia and elsewhere, and hire of 
passenger motor vehicles; $15,449,000. 

UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE 
PAYMENT TO THE POSTAL SERVICE FUND 

For payment to the Postal Service Fund for 
revenue forgone on free and reduced rate mail, 
pursuant to subsections (c) and (d) of section 
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2401 of title 39, United States Code, $90,709,000, 
of which $61,709,000 shall not be available for 
obligation until October 1, 2005: Provided, That 
mail for overseas voting and mail for the blind 
shall continue to be free: Provided further, That 
6-day delivery and rural delivery of mail shall 
continue at not less than the 1983 level: Pro- 
vided further, That none of the funds made 
available to the Postal Service by this Act shall 
be used to implement any rule, regulation, or 
policy of charging any officer or employee of 
any State or local child support enforcement 
agency, or any individual participating in a 
State or local program of child support enforce- 
ment, a fee for information requested or pro- 
vided concerning an address of a postal cus- 
tomer: Provided further, That none of the funds 
provided in this Act shall be used to consolidate 
or close small rural and other small post offices 
in fiscal year 2005. 
EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS 

For an additional amount for “Payment to 
the Postal Service Fund" for emergency ex- 
penses to enable the Postal Service to protect 
postal employees and postal customers from ех- 
posure to hazardous materials in the mail, 
$507,000,000, to remain available until expended: 
Provided, that the Postal Service shall submit a 
spending plan for funds under this heading to 
the Office of Management and Budget and the 
House and Senate Committees on Appropria- 
tions: Provided further, That the Government 
Accountability Office shall review the spending 
plan and capabilities of the systems to detect 
hazardous materials: Provided further, That 
$7,000,000 is for the mail irradiation facility in 
Washington, D.C.: Provided further, That the 
$7,000,000 specified for the mail irradiation facil- 
ity is designated as an emergency requirement 
pursuant to section 402 of S. Con. Res. 95 (108th 
Congress), as made applicable to the House of 
Representatives by H. Res. 649 (108th Congress) 
and applicable to the Senate by section 14007 of 
Public Law 108-287. 

UNITED STATES TAX COURT 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses, including contract re- 
porting and other services as authorized by 5 
U.S.C. 3109, $41,180,000: Provided, That travel 
erpenses of the judges shall be paid upon the 
written certificate of the judge. 

TITLE V 
GENERAL PROVISIONS 
THIS ACT 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

SEC. 501. Such sums as may be necessary for 
fiscal year 2005 pay raises for programs funded 
in this Act shall be absorbed within the levels 
appropriated in this Act or previous appropria- 
tions Acts. 

SEC. 502. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be used for the planning or execution of any 
program to pay the expenses of, or otherwise 
compensate, non-Federal parties intervening in 
regulatory or adjudicatory proceedings funded 
in this Act. 

SEC. 503. None of the funds appropriated in 
this Act shall remain available for obligation be- 
yond the current fiscal year, nor may any be 
transferred to other appropriations, unless ex- 
pressly so provided herein. 

SEC. 504. The expenditure of any appropria- 
tion under this Act for any consulting service 
through procurement contract pursuant to sec- 
tion 3109 of title 5, United States Code, shall be 
limited to those contracts where such expendi- 
tures are a matter of public record and available 
for public inspection, except where otherwise 
provided under existing law, or under existing 
Executive order issued pursuant to existing law. 

SEC. 505. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be transferred to any department, 


24486 


agency, or instrumentality of the United States 
Government, except pursuant to a transfer made 
by, or transfer authority provided in, this Act or 
any other appropriations Act. 

SEC. 506. None of the funds made available by 
this Act shall be available for any activity or for 
paying the salary of any Government employee 
where funding an activity or paying a salary to 
a Government employee would result in a deci- 
sion, determination, rule, regulation, or policy 
that would prohibit the enforcement of section 
307 of the Tariff Act of 1930. 

SEC. 507. No part of any appropriation con- 
tained in this Act shall be available to pay the 
salary for any person filling a position, other 
than a temporary position, formerly held by an 
employee who has left to enter the Armed Forces 
of the United States and has satisfactorily com- 
pleted his period of active military or naval 
service, and has within 90 days after his release 
from such service or from hospitalization con- 
tinuing after discharge for a period of not more 
than 1 year, made application for restoration to 
his former position and has been certified by the 
Office of Personnel Management as still quali- 
fied to perform the duties of his former position 
and has not been restored thereto. 

SEC. 508. No funds appropriated pursuant to 
this Act may be expended by an entity unless 
the entity agrees that in expending the assist- 
ance the entity will comply with sections 2 
through 4 of the Act of March 3, 1933 (41 U.S.C. 
10а-10с, popularly known as the “Виу America 
Act"). 

SEC. 509. No funds appropriated or otherwise 
made available under this Act shall be made 
available to any person or entity that has been 
convicted of violating the Buy American Act (41 
U.S.C. 10a-10c). 

SEC. 510. None of the funds provided in this 
Act, provided by previous appropriations Acts to 
the agencies or entities funded in this Act that 
remain available for obligation or expenditure in 
fiscal year 2005, or provided from any accounts 
in the Treasury derived by the collection of fees 
and available to the agencies funded by this 
Act, shall be available for obligation or expendi- 
ture through a reprogramming of funds that: (1) 
creates а new program; (2) eliminates а pro- 
gram, project, or activity; (3) increases funds or 
personnel for any program, project, or activity 
for which funds have been denied or restricted 
by the Congress; (4) proposes to use funds di- 
rected for a specific activity by either the House 
or Senate Committees on Appropriations for a 
different purpose; (5) augments existing pro- 
grams, projects, or activities in excess of 
$5,000,000 or 10 percent, whichever is less; (6) re- 
duces existing programs, projects, or activities 
by $5,000,000 or 10 percent, whichever is less; or 
(7) creates, reorganizes, or restructures a 
branch, division, office, bureau, board, commis- 
sion, agency, administration, or department dif- 
ferent from the budget justifications submitted 
to the Committees on Appropriations or the table 
accompanying the Statement of the Managers 
accompanying this Act, whichever is more de- 
tailed, unless prior approval is received from the 
House and Senate Committees on Appropria- 
tions: Provided, That not later than 60 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, each 
agency funded by this Act shall submit a report 
to the Committee on Appropriations of the Sen- 
ate and of the House of Representatives to es- 
tablish the baseline for application of re- 
programming and transfer authorities for the 
current fiscal year: Provided further, That the 
report shall include (1) a table for each appro- 
priation with a separate column to display the 
President’s budget request, adjustments made by 
Congress, adjustments due to enacted rescis- 
sions, if appropriate, and the fiscal year enacted 
level; (2) a delineation in the table for each ap- 
propriation both by object class and program, 
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project, and activity as detailed in the budget 
appendix for the respective appropriation; and 
(3) an identification of items of special congres- 
sional interest: Provided further, That the 
amount appropriated or limited for salaries and 
expenses for an agency shall be reduced by 
$100,000 per day for each day after the required 
date that the report has not been submitted to 
the Congress. 

SEC. 511. Except as otherwise specifically pro- 
vided by law, not to exceed 50 percent of unobli- 
gated balances remaining available at the end of 
fiscal year 2005 from appropriations made avail- 
able for salaries and expenses for fiscal year 
2005 in this Act, shall remain available through 
September 30, 2006, for each such account for 
the purposes authorized: Provided, That a re- 
quest shall be submitted to the Committees on 
Appropriations for approval prior to the expend- 
iture of such funds: Provided further, That 
these requests shall be made in compliance with 
reprogramming guidelines. 

SEC. 512. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used by the Executive Office of 
the President to request from the Federal Bu- 
reau of Investigation any official background 
investigation report on any individual, except 
when— 

(1) such individual has given his or her ex- 
press written consent for such request not more 
than 6 months prior to the date of such request 
and during the same presidential administra- 
tion; or 

(2) such request is required due to extraor- 
dinary circumstances involving national secu- 
rity. 

SEC. 513. The cost accounting standards pro- 
mulgated under section 26 of the Office of Fed- 
eral Procurement Policy Act (Public Law 93-400; 
41 U.S.C. 422) shall not apply with respect to a 
contract under the Federal Employees Health 
Benefits Program established under chapter 89 
of title 5, United States Code. 

SEC. 514. For the purpose of resolving litiga- 
tion and implementing any settlement agree- 
ments regarding the nonforeign area cost-of-liv- 
ing allowance program, the Office of Personnel 
Management may accept and utilize (without 
regard to any restriction on unanticipated trav- 
el expenses imposed in an Appropriations Act) 
funds made available to the Office pursuant to 
court approval. 

SEC. 515. No funds appropriated by this Act 
shall be available to pay for an abortion, or the 
administrative expenses in connection with any 
health plan under the Federal employees health 
benefits program which provides any benefits or 
coverage for abortions. 

SEC. 516. The provision of section 515 shall not 
apply where the life of the mother would be en- 
dangered if the fetus were carried to term, or the 
pregnancy is the result of an act of rape or in- 
cest. 

SEC. 517. In order to promote Government ac- 
cess to commercial information technology, the 
restriction on purchasing nondomestic articles, 
materials, and supplies set forth in the Buy 
American Act (41 U.S.C. 10a et seq.), shall not 
apply to the acquisition by the Federal Govern- 
ment of information technology (as defined in 
section 11101 of title 40, United States Code, that 
is a commercial item (as defined in section 4(12) 
of the Office of Federal Procurement Policy Act 
(41 U.S.C. 403(12)). 

SEC. 518. Public Law 108-199 is amended in 
Division H, section 161, by inserting “ата all 
Federal agencies” after “Office of Management 
and Budget". 

SEC. 519. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used to finalize, implement, ad- 
minister, or enforce— 

(1) the proposed rule relating to the deter- 
mination that real estate brokerage is an activ- 
ity that is financial in nature or incidental to a 
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financial activity published in the Federal Reg- 
ister on January 3, 2991 (66 Fed. Reg. 307 et 
Seq.); or 

(2) the revision proposed in such rule to sec- 
tion 1501.2 of title 12 of the Code of Federal Reg- 
ulations. 

SEC. 520. TREATMENT OF THE TENNESSEE VAL- 
LEY AUTHORITY. The Securities Exchange Act of 
1934 (15 U.S.C. 78a et seq.) is amended— 

(1) in section 3(a)(42)(B) (15 U.S.C. 
78c(a)(42)(B)), by inserting “by the Tennessee 
Valley Authority от” after ‘issued or guaran- 
teed’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
section: 

“SEC. 37. TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY. 

“(а) ІМ GENERAL.—Commencing with the 
issuance by the Tennessee Valley Authority of 
an annual report on Commission Form 10-К (or 
any successor thereto) for fiscal year 2006 and 
thereafter, the Tennessee Valley Authority shall 
file with the Commission, in accordance with 
such rules and regulations as the Commission 
has prescribed or may prescribe, such periodic, 
current, and supplementary information, docu- 
ments, and reports as would be required pursu- 
ant to section 13 if the Tennessee Valley Au- 
thority were an issuer of a security registered 
pursuant to section 12. Notwithstanding the pre- 
ceding sentence, the Tennessee Valley Authority 
shall not be required to register any securities 
under this title, and shall not be deemed to have 
registered any securities under this title. 

“(b) LIMITED TREATMENT AS ISSUER.—Com- 
mencing with the issuance by the Tennessee 
Valley Authority of an annual report on Com- 
mission Form 10-К (or any successor thereto) for 
fiscal year 2006 and thereafter, the Tennessee 
Valley Authority shall be deemed to be an issuer 
for purposes of section 10A, other than for sub- 
section (m)(1) or (m)(3) of section 10A. The Ten- 
nessee Valley Authority shall not be required by 
this subsection to comply with the rules issued 
by any national securities exchange or national 
securities association in response to rules issued 
by the Commission pursuant to section 
10A(m)(1). 

“(с) NO EFFECT ON TVA AUTHORITY.—Noth- 
ing in this section shall be construed to dimin- 
ish, impair, or otherwise affect the authority of 
the Board of Directors of the Tennessee Valley 
Authority to carry out its statutory functions 
under the Tennessee Valley Authority Act of 
1933.". 

SEC. 521. Section 307 of the Denali Commission 
Act of 1998 (42 U.S.C. 3121 note) is amended by 
adding at the end the following new subsection: 

“(е) DOCKS, WATERFRONT TRANSPORTATION 
DEVELOPMENT, AND RELATED INFRASTRUCTURE 
PROJECTS.—The Secretary of Transportation is 
authorized to make direct lump sum payments to 
the Commission to construct docks, waterfront 
development projects, and related transportation 
infrastructure, provided the local community 
provides a ten percent non-federal match in the 
form of any necessary land or planning and de- 
sign funds. To carry out this section, there is 
authorized to be appropriated such sums as may 
be necessary.’’. 

SEC. 522. (a) PRIVACY OFFICER.—Each agency 
shall have a Chief Privacy Officer to assume 
primary responsibility for privacy and data pro- 
tection policy, including— 

(1) assuring that the use of technologies sus- 
tain, and do not erode, privacy protections re- 
lating to the use, collection, and disclosure of 
information in an identifiable form; 

(2) assuring that technologies used to collect, 
use, store, and disclose information in identifi- 
able form allow for continuous auditing of com- 
pliance with stated privacy policies and prac- 
tices governing the collection, use and distribu- 
tion of information in the operation of the pro- 
gram; 
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(3) assuring that personal information con- 
tained in Privacy Act systems of records is han- 
dled in full compliance with fair information 
practices as defined in the Privacy Act of 1974; 

(4) evaluating legislative and regulatory pro- 
posals involving collection, use, and disclosure 
of personal information by the Federal Govern- 
ment; 

(5) conducting a privacy impact assessment of 
proposed rules of the Department on the privacy 
of information in an identifiable form, including 
the type of personally identifiable information 
collected and the number of people affected; 

(6) preparing a report to Congress on an an- 
nual basis on activities of the Department that 
affect privacy, including complaints of privacy 
violations, implementation of section 552a of 
title 5, 11 United States Code, internal controls, 
and other relevant matters; 

(7) ensuring that the Department protects in- 
formation in an identifiable form and informa- 
tion systems from unauthorized access, use, dis- 
closure, disruption, modification, or destruction; 

(8) training and educating employees on pri- 
vacy and data protection policies to promote 
awareness of and compliance with established 
privacy and data protection policies; and 

(9) ensuring compliance with the Departments 
established privacy and data protection policies. 

(b) ESTABLISHING PRIVACY AND DATA PROTEC- 
TION PROCEDURES AND POLICIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Within 12 months of enact- 
ment of this Act, each agency shall establish 
and implement comprehensive privacy and data 
protection procedures governing the agency’s 
collection, use, sharing, disclosure, transfer, 
storage and security of information in an identi- 
fiable form relating to the agency employees and 
the public. Such procedures shall be consistent 
with legal and regulatory guidance, including 
OMB regulations, the Privacy Act of 1974, and 
section 208 of the E-Government Act of 2002. 

(c) RECORDING.—Each agency shall prepare a 
written report of its use of information in an 
identifiable form, along with its privacy and 
data protection policies and procedures and 
record it with the Inspector General of the agen- 
cy to serve as a benchmark for the agency. Each 
report shall be signed by the agency privacy of- 
ficer to verify that the agency intends to comply 
with the procedures in the report. By signing 
the report the privacy officer also verifies that 
the agency is only using information in identifi- 
able form as detailed in the report. 

(а) INDEPENDENT, THIRD-PARTY REVIEW.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—At least every 2 years, each 
agency shall have performed an independent, 
third party review of the use of information in 
identifiable form as the privacy and data protec- 
tion procedures of the agency to— 

(A) determine the accuracy of the description 
of the use of information in identifiable form; 

(B) determine the effectiveness of the privacy 
and data protection procedures; 

(C) ensure compliance with the stated privacy 
and data protection policies of the agency and 
applicable laws and regulations; and 

(D) ensure that all technologies used to col- 
lect, use, store, and disclose information in iden- 
tifiable form allow for continuous auditing of 
compliance with stated privacy policies and 
practices governing the collection, use and dis- 
tribution of information in the operation of the 
program. 

(2) PURPOSES.—The purposes of reviews under 
this subsection are to— 

(A) ensure the agency’s description of the use 
of information in an identifiable form is accu- 
rate and accounts for the agency’s current tech- 
nology and its processing of information in an 
identifiable form. 

(B) measure actual privacy and data protec- 
tion practices against the agency’s recorded pri- 
vacy and data protection procedures; 
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(C) ensure compliance and consistency with 
both online and offline stated privacy and data 
protection policies; and 

(D) provide agencies with ongoing awareness 
and recommendations regarding privacy and 
data protection procedures. 

(3) REQUIREMENTS OF REVIEW.—The Inspector 
General of each agency shall contract with an 
independent, third party that is a recognized 
leader in privacy consulting, privacy tech- 
nology, data collection and data use manage- 
ment, and global privacy issues, to— 

(A) evaluate the agency’s use of information 
in identifiable form; 

(B) evaluate the privacy and data protection 
procedures of the agency; and 

(C) recommend strategies and specific steps to 
improve privacy and data protection manage- 
ment. 

(4) CONTENT.—Each review under this sub- 
section shall include— 

(A) a review of the agency’s technology, prac- 
tices and procedures with regard to the collec- 
tion, use, sharing, disclosure, transfer and stor- 
age of information in identifiable form; 

(B) a review of the agency’s stated privacy 
and data protection procedures with regard to 
the collection, use, sharing, disclosure, transfer, 
and security of personal information in identifi- 
able form relating to agency employees and the 


public; 
(C) a detailed analysis of agency intranet, 
network and Websites for privacy 


vulnerabilities, including— 

(i) noncompliance with stated practices, pro- 
cedures and policies; and 

(ii) risks for inadvertent release of information 
in an identifiable form from the website of the 
agency. 

(D) a review of agency compliance with this 
Act. 

(e) REPORT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Upon completion of a review, 
the Inspector General of an agency shall submit 
to the head of that agency a detailed report on 
the review, including recommendations for im- 
provements or enhancements to management of 
information in identifiable form, and the pri- 
vacy and data protection procedures of the 
agency. 

(2) INTERNET AVAILABILITY.—Each agency 
shall make each independent third party review, 
and each report of the Inspector General relat- 
ing to that review available to the public. 

(f) DEFINITION.—In this section, the definition 
of ‘identifiable form” is consistent with Public 
Law 107-347, the E-Government Act of 2002, and 
means any representation of information that 
permits the identity of an individual to whom 
the information applies to be reasonably in- 
ferred by either direct or indirect means. 

SEC. 523. None of the funds made available 
under this Act may be obligated or expended to 
establish or implement a pilot program under 
which not more than 10 designated essential air 
service communities located in proximity to hub 
airports are required to assume 10 percent of 
their essential air subsidy costs for a 4-year pe- 
riod commonly referred to as the EAS local par- 
ticipation program. 

SEC. 524. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used by the Council of Eco- 
nomic Advisers to produce an Economic Report 
of the President regarding the inclusion of em- 
ployment at a retail fast food restaurant as part 
of the definition of manufacturing employment. 

SEC. 525. Section 302(e)(3)(B) of the Federal 
Election Campaign Act of 1971 (2 U.S.C. 
432(е)(3)(В)) is amended by striking ‘‘$1,000”’ 
and inserting in its place “32,000”. 

SEC. 526. The Former Presidents Act, 3 U.S.C. 
102, note, is amended to add the following at the 
end of Section 1(b): “Amounts provided for ‘Al- 
lowances and Office Staff for Former Presi- 
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dents’ may be used to pay fees of an inde- 
pendent contractor who is not a member of the 
staff of the office of a former President for the 
review of Presidential records of a former Presi- 
dent in connection with the transfer of such 
records to the National Archives and Records 
Administration or a Presidential Library with- 
out regard to the limitation on staff compensa- 
tion set forth herein.’’. 

SEC. 527. Of funds so made available in Items 
18 and 19 of the table contained in Section 3031 
of Public Law 105-178, $5,000,000 shall be avail- 
able for the Buffalo, New York Inner Harbor 
Redevelopment Project; of funds made available 
in Public Law 104-50 for Crossroads Intermodal 
Station, New York, $1,000,000 shall be available 
for the Buffalo Inner Harbor Redevelopment 
Project; of the funds made available in Public 
Law 104-205 for Crossroads Intermodal Station, 
New York, $1,000,000 shall be available for the 
Buffalo, New York Inner Harbor Redevelopment 
Project; of funds made available in Public Law 
106-346 for Buffalo, New York Intermodal facil- 
ity, $500,000 shall be available for the Buffalo, 
New York Inner Harbor Redevelopment Project; 
of funds made available in Public Law 108-7 for 
Buffalo Intermodal Transportation Center, 
$5,000,000 shall be available for the Buffalo, 
New York Inner Harbor Redevelopment Project. 

SEC. 528. Funds in this Act that are appor- 
tioned to the Charleston Area Regional Trans- 
portation Authority to carry out section 5307 of 
title 49, United States Code, may be used to ac- 
quire land, equipment, or facilities used in pub- 
lic transportation from another governmental 
authority in the same geographic area: Рто- 
vided, That the non-Federal share under section 
5307 may include revenues from the sale of ad- 
vertising and concessions. 

SEC. 529. To the extent that funds remain 
available within the current budget for the 
project, the Secretary shall amend the Full 
Funding Grant Agreement for the Tri-Met Inter- 
state light rail extension in Portland, Oregon, to 
allow acquisition of up to a total of twenty-four 
light rail vehicles. 

SEC. 530. Section 1023(h) of the Intermodal 
Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 
(23 U.S.C. 127 note; Public Law 102-240 as 
amended by Section 347 of Public Law 108-7) is 
amended in paragraph (1) by striking ‘‘October 
1,2003” and inserting ‘‘October 1, 2005”. 

SEC. 531. Unobligated funds in an amount not 
to exceed $4,500,000 that were designated to the 
North Country County Consortium, New York 
project in the conference report accompanying 
Public Law 108-99 under the Job Access and Re- 
verse Commute Account shall be transferred to 
and administered under the bus category of the 
Capital Investment Grants Account and avail- 
able for North Country Bus and Bus Related 
Equipment. 

SEC. 532. Section 312a(a) of the Federal Elec- 
tion Campaign Act of 1971 (2 U.S.C. 439a(a)) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking the “от” at the end of para- 
graph (a)(3); 

(2) by striking the period, and adding a semi- 
colon at the end of paragraph (a)(4); 

(3) by adding a new paragraph (a)(5) to read 
as follows: ‘‘(5) for donations to State and local 
candidates subject to the provisions of State 
law; or’’; and 

(4) by adding a new paragraph (a)(6) to read 
as follows: “(6) for any other lawful purpose 
unless prohibited by subsection (b) of this sec- 
tion.". 

SEC. 533. From funds made available in this 
Act under the headings ‘‘White House Office", 
"Executive Residence at the White House", 
“White House Repair and Restoration", ‘“‘Coun- 
cil of Economic Advisors", “Office of Policy De- 
velopment”, “National Security Council", ‘‘Of- 
fice of Administration”, “Office of Management 
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and Budget", “Office of National Drug Control 
Policy", “Special Assistance to the President’’, 
and “‘Official Residence of the Vice President’’, 
the Director of the Office of Management and 
Budget (or such other officer as the President 
may designate in writing), may, fifteen days 
after giving notice to the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations, transfer not to 
exceed ten percent of any such appropriation to 
any other such appropriation, to be merged with 
and available for the same time and for the same 
purposes as the appropriation to which trans- 
ferred: Provided, That the amount of an appro- 
priation shall not be increased by more than 
fifty percent by such transfers: Provided fur- 
ther, That no amount shall be transferred from 
“Special Assistance to the President" or ''Offi- 
cial Residence of the Vice President" without 
the approval of the Vice President. 


TITLE VI 
GENERAL PROVISIONS 
DEPARTMENTS, AGENCIES, AND CORPORATIONS 


SEC. 601. Funds appropriated in this or any 
other Act may be used to pay travel to the 
United States for the immediate family of em- 
ployees serving abroad in cases of death or life 
threatening illness of said employee. 

SEC. 602. No department, agency, or instru- 
mentality of the United States receiving appro- 
priated funds under this or any other Act for 
fiscal year 2005 shall obligate or expend any 
such funds, unless such department, agency, or 
instrumentality has in place, and will continue 
to administer in good faith, a written policy de- 
signed to ensure that all of its workplaces are 
free from the illegal use, possession, or distribu- 
tion of controlled substances (as defined in the 
Controlled Substances Act) by the officers and 
employees of such department, agency, or in- 
strumentality. 

SEC. 603. Unless otherwise specifically pro- 
vided, the maximum amount allowable during 
the current fiscal year in accordance with sec- 
tion 16 of the Act of August 2, 1946 (60 Stat. 
610), for the purchase of any passenger motor 
vehicle (exclusive of buses, ambulances, law en- 
forcement, and undercover surveillance vehi- 
cles), is hereby fixed at $8,100 except station 
wagons for which the maximum shall be $9,100: 
Provided, That these limits may be exceeded by 
not to exceed $3,700 for police-type vehicles, and 
by not to exceed $4,000 for special heavy-duty 
vehicles: Provided further, That the limits set 
forth in this section may mot be exceeded by 
more than 5 percent for electric or hybrid vehi- 
cles purchased for demonstration under the pro- 
visions of the Electric and Hybrid Vehicle Re- 
search, Development, and Demonstration Act of 
1976: Provided further, That the limits set forth. 
in this section may be exceeded by the incre- 
mental cost of clean alternative fuels vehicles 
acquired pursuant to Public Law 101—549 over 
the cost of comparable conventionally fueled ve- 
hicles. 

SEC. 604. Appropriations of the executive de- 
partments and independent establishments for 
the current fiscal year available for expenses of 
travel, or for the expenses of the activity con- 
cerned, are hereby made available for quarters 
allowances and cost-of-living allowances, in ac- 
cordance with 5 U.S.C. 5922-5924. 

SEC. 605. Unless otherwise specified during the 
current fiscal year, no part of any appropria- 
tion contained in this or any other Act shall be 
used to pay the compensation of any officer or 
employee of the Government of the United 
States (including any agency the majority of the 
stock of which is owned by the Government of 
the United States) whose post of duty is in the 
continental United States unless such person: 
(1) is a citizen of the United States; (2) is a per- 
son in the service of the United States on the 
date of the enactment of this Act who, being eli- 
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gible for citizenship, has filed a declaration of 
intention to become a citizen of the United 
States prior to such date and is actually resid- 
ing in the United States; (3) is a person who 
owes allegiance to the United States; (4) is an 
alien from Cuba, Poland, South Vietnam, the 
countries of the former Soviet Union, or the Bal- 
tic countries lawfully admitted to the United 
States for permanent residence; (5) is a South 
Vietnamese, Cambodian, or Laotian refugee pa- 
roled in the United States after January 1, 1975; 
or (6) is a national of the People’s Republic of 
China who qualifies for adjustment of status 
pursuant to the Chinese Student Protection Act 
of 1992: Provided, That for the purpose of this 
section, an affidavit signed by any such person 
shall be considered prima facie evidence that the 
requirements of this section with respect to his 
or her status have been complied with: Provided 
further, That any person making a false affi- 
davit shall be guilty of a felony, and, upon con- 
viction, shall be fined no more than $4,000 or im- 
prisoned for not more than 1 year, or both: Pro- 
vided further, That the above penal clause shall 
be in addition to, and not in substitution for, 
any other provisions of existing law: Provided 
further, That any payment made to any officer 
or employee contrary to the provisions of this 
section shall be recoverable in action by the 
Federal Government. This section shall not 
apply to citizens of Ireland, Israel, or the Re- 
public of the Philippines, or to nationals of 
those countries allied with the United States in 
a current defense effort, or to international 
broadcasters employed by the United States In- 
formation Agency, or to temporary employment 
of translators, or to temporary employment in 
the field service (not to exceed 60 days) as a re- 
sult of emergencies. 

SEC. 606. Appropriations available to any de- 
partment or agency during the current fiscal 
year for necessary expenses, including mainte- 
nance or operating expenses, shall also be avail- 
able for payment to the General Services Admin- 
istration for charges for space and services and 
those expenses of renovation and alteration of 
buildings and facilities which constitute public 
improvements performed in accordance with the 
Public Buildings Act of 1959 (73 Stat. 749), the 
Public Buildings Amendments of 1972 (87 Stat. 
216), or other applicable law. 

SEC. 607. In addition to funds provided in this 
or any other Act, all Federal agencies are au- 
thorized to receive and use funds resulting from 
the sale of materials, including Federal records 
disposed of pursuant to a records schedule re- 
covered through recycling or waste prevention 
programs. Such funds shall be available until 
expended for the following purposes: 

(1) Acquisition, waste reduction and preven- 
tion, and recycling programs as described in Ex- 
ecutive Order No. 13101 (September 14, 1998), in- 
cluding any such programs adopted prior to the 
effective date of the Executive order. 

(2) Other Federal agency environmental man- 
agement programs, including, but not limited to, 
the development and implementation of haz- 
ardous waste management and pollution pre- 
vention programs. 

(3) Other employee programs as authorized by 
law or as deemed appropriate by the head of the 
Federal agency. 

SEC. 608. Funds made available by this or any 
other Act for administrative expenses in the cur- 
rent fiscal year of the corporations and agencies 
subject to chapter 91 of title 31, United States 
Code, shall be available, in addition to objects 
for which such funds are otherwise available, 
for rent in the District of Columbia; services in 
accordance with 5 U.S.C. 3109; and the objects 
specified under this head, all the provisions of 
which shall be applicable to the expenditure of 
such funds unless otherwise specified in the Act 
by which they are made available: Provided, 
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That in the event any functions budgeted as ad- 
ministrative expenses are subsequently trans- 
ferred to or paid from other funds, the limita- 
tions on administrative expenses shall be cor- 
respondingly reduced. 

SEC. 609. No part of any appropriation for the 
current fiscal year contained in this or any 
other Act shall be paid to any person for the 
filling of any position for which he or she has 
been nominated after the Senate has voted not 
to approve the nomination of said person. 

SEC. 610. No part of any appropriation con- 
tained in this or any other Act shall be available 
for interagency financing of boards (except Fed- 
eral Executive Boards), commissions, councils, 
committees, or similar groups (whether or not 
they are interagency entities) which do not have 
a prior and specific statutory approval to re- 
ceive financial support from more than one 
agency or instrumentality. 

SEC. 611. Funds made available by this or any 
other Act to the Postal Service Fund (39 U.S.C. 
2003) shall be available for employment of 
guards for all buildings and areas owned or oc- 
cupied by the Postal Service and under the 
charge and control of the Postal Service, and 
such guards shall have, with respect to such 
property, the powers of special policemen pro- 
vided by the first section of the Act of June 1, 
1948, as amended (62 Stat. 281; 40 U.S.C. 318), 
and, as to property owned or occupied by the 
Postal Service, the Postmaster General may take 
the same actions as the Administrator of Gen- 
eral Services may take under the provisions of 
sections 2 and 3 of the Act of June 1, 1948, as 
amended (62 Stat. 281; 40 U.S.C. 318a and 318b), 
attaching thereto penal consequences under the 
authority and within the limits provided in sec- 
tion 4 of the Act of June 1, 1948, as amended (62 
Stat. 281; 40 U.S.C. 318c). 

SEC. 612. None of the funds made available 
pursuant to the provisions of this Act shall be 
used to implement, administer, or enforce any 
regulation which has been disapproved pursu- 
ant to a resolution of disapproval duly adopted 
in accordance with the applicable law of the 
United States. 

SEC. 613. (a) Notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of law, and except as otherwise provided in 
this section, no part of any of the funds appro- 
priated for fiscal year 2005, by this or any other 
Act, may be used to pay any prevailing rate em- 
ployee described in section 5342(a)(2)(A) of title 
5, United States Code— 

(1) during the period from the date of expira- 
tion of the limitation imposed by the comparable 
section for previous fiscal years until the normal 
effective date of the applicable wage survey ad- 
justment that is to take effect in fiscal year 2005, 
in an amount that exceeds the rate payable for 
the applicable grade and step of the applicable 
wage schedule in accordance with such section; 
and 

(2) during the period consisting of the remain- 
der of fiscal year 2005, in an amount that ex- 
ceeds, as a result of a wage survey adjustment, 
the rate payable under paragraph (1) by more 
than the sum of— 

(A) the percentage adjustment taking effect in 
fiscal year 2005 under section 5303 of title 5, 
United States Code, in the rates of pay under 
the General Schedule; and 

(B) the difference between the overall average 
percentage of the locality-based comparability 
payments taking effect in fiscal year 2005 under 
section 5304 of such title (whether by adjustment 
or otherwise), and the overall average percent- 
age of such payments which was effective in the 
previous fiscal year under such section. 

(b) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, no prevailing rate employee described in 
subparagraph (B) or (C) of section 5342(a)(2) of 
title 5, United States Code, and no employee 
covered by section 5348 of such title, may be 
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paid during the periods for which subsection (a) 
is in effect at a rate that exceeds the rates that 
would be payable under subsection (a) were sub- 
section (a) applicable to such employee. 

(c) For the purposes of this section, the rates 
payable to an employee who is covered by this 
section and who is paid from a schedule not in 
existence on September 30, 2004, shall be deter- 
mined under regulations prescribed by the Of- 
fice of Personnel Management. 

(а) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, rates of premium pay for employees subject 
to this section may not be changed from the 
rates in effect on September 30, 2004, except to 
the extent determined by the Office of Personnel 
Management to be consistent with the purpose 
of this section. 

(e) This section shall apply with respect to 
pay for service performed after September 30, 
2004. 

(f) For the purpose of administering any pro- 
vision of law (including any rule or regulation 
that provides premium pay, retirement, life in- 
surance, or any other employee benefit) that re- 
quires any deduction or contribution, or that 
imposes any requirement or limitation on the 
basis of a rate of salary or basic pay, the rate 
of salary or basic pay payable after the applica- 
tion of this section shall be treated as the rate 
of salary or basic pay. 

(g) Nothing in this section shall be considered 
to permit or require the payment to any em- 
ployee covered by this section at a rate in excess 
of the rate that would be payable were this sec- 
tion not in effect. 

(h) The Office of Personnel Management may 
provide for exceptions to the limitations imposed 
by this section if the Office determines that such 
exceptions are necessary to ensure the recruit- 
ment or retention of qualified employees. 

SEC. 614. During the period in which the head 
of any department or agency, or any other offi- 
cer or civilian employee of the Government ap- 
pointed by the President of the United States, 
holds office, no funds may be obligated or ex- 
pended in excess of $5,000 to furnish or redeco- 
rate the office of such department head, agency 
head, officer, or employee, or to purchase fur- 
niture or make improvements for any such of- 
fice, unless advance notice of such furnishing or 
redecoration is expressly approved by the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations. For the purposes of 
this section, the term ‘‘office’’ shall include the 
entire suite of offices assigned to the individual, 
as well as any other space used primarily by the 
individual or the use of which is directly con- 
trolled by the individual. 

SEC. 615. Notwithstanding section 1346 of title 
31, United States Code, or section 610 of this 
Act, funds made available for the current fiscal 
year by this or any other Act shall be available 
for the interagency funding of national security 
and emergency preparedness  telecommuni- 
cations initiatives which benefit multiple Fed- 
eral departments, agencies, or entities, as pro- 
vided by Executive Order No. 12472 (April 3, 
1984). 

SEC. 616. (a) None of the funds appropriated 
by this or any other Act may be obligated or ex- 
pended by any Federal department, agency, or 
other instrumentality for the salaries or ex- 
penses of any employee appointed to a position 
of a confidential or policy-determining char- 
acter excepted from the competitive service pur- 
suant to section 3302 of title 5, United States 
Code, without a certification to the Office of 
Personnel Management from the head of the 
Federal department, agency, or other instru- 
mentality employing the Schedule C appointee 
that the Schedule C position was not created 
solely or primarily in order to detail the em- 
ployee to the White House. 

(b) The provisions of this section shall not 
apply to Federal employees or members of the 
armed services detailed to or from— 
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(1) the Central Intelligence Agency; 

(2) the National Security Agency; 

(3) the Defense Intelligence Agency; 

(4) the offices within the Department of De- 
fense for the collection of specialized national 
foreign intelligence through reconnaissance pro- 
grams; 

(5) the Bureau of Intelligence and Research of 
the Department of State; 

(6) any agency, office, or unit of the Army, 
Navy, Air Force, and Marine Corps, the Depart- 
ment of Homeland Security, the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation and the Drug Enforcement Ad- 
ministration of the Department of Justice, the 
Department of Transportation, the Department 
of the Treasury, and the Department of Energy 
performing intelligence functions; and 

(7) the Director of Central Intelligence. 

SEC. 617. No department, agency, or instru- 
mentality of the United States receiving appro- 
priated funds under this or any other Act for 
the current fiscal year shall obligate or expend 
any such funds, unless such department, agen- 
cy, or instrumentality has in place, and will 
continue to administer in good faith, a written 
policy designed to ensure that all of its work- 
places are free from discrimination and sexual 
harassment and that all of its workplaces are 
not in violation of title VII of the Civil Rights 
Act of 1964, as amended, the Age Discrimination 
in Employment Act of 1967, and the Rehabilita- 
tion Act of 1973. 

SEC. 618. No part of any appropriation con- 
tained in this or any other Act shall be available 
for the payment of the salary of any officer or 
employee of the Federal Government, who— 

(1) prohibits or prevents, or attempts or 
threatens to prohibit or prevent, any other offi- 
cer or employee of the Federal Government from 
having any direct oral or written communica- 
tion or contact with any Member, committee, or 
subcommittee of the Congress in connection with 
any matter pertaining to the employment of 
such other officer or employee or pertaining to 
the department or agency of such other officer 
or employee in any way, irrespective of whether 
such communication or contact is at the initia- 
tive of such other officer or employee or in re- 
sponse to the request or inquiry of such Member, 
committee, or subcommittee; or 

(2) removes, suspends from duty without pay, 
demotes, reduces in rank, seniority, status, pay, 
or performance of efficiency rating, denies pro- 
motion to, relocates, reassigns, transfers, dis- 
ciplines, or discriminates in regard to any em- 
ployment right, entitlement, or benefit, or any 
term or condition of employment of, any other 
officer or employee of the Federal Government, 
or attempts or threatens to commit any of the 
foregoing actions with respect to such other offi- 
cer or employee, by reason of any communica- 
tion or contact of such other officer or employee 
with any Member, committee, or subcommittee of 
the Congress as described in paragraph (1). 

SEC. 619. (a) None of the funds made available 
in this or any other Act may be obligated or ex- 
pended for any employee training that— 

(1) does not meet identified needs for knowl- 
edge, skills, and abilities bearing directly upon 
the performance of official duties; 

(2) contains elements likely to induce high lev- 
els of emotional response or psychological stress 
in some participants; 

(3) does not require prior employee notifica- 
tion of the content and methods to be used in 
the training and written end of course evalua- 
tion; 

(4) contains any methods or content associ- 
ated with religious or quasi-religious belief sys- 
tems or “пеш age" belief systems as defined in 
Equal Employment Opportunity Commission No- 
tice N-915.022, dated September 2, 1988; or 

(5) is offensive to, or designed to change, par- 
ticipants’ personal values or lifestyle outside the 
workplace. 
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(b) Nothing in this section shall prohibit, re- 
strict, or otherwise preclude an agency from 
conducting training bearing directly upon the 
performance of official duties. 

SEC. 620. No funds appropriated in this or any 
other Act may be used to implement or enforce 
the agreements in Standard Forms 312 and 4414 
of the Government or any other nondisclosure 
policy, form, or agreement if such policy, form, 
or agreement does not contain the following pro- 
visions: “Тһезе restrictions are consistent with 
and do not supersede, conflict with, or other- 
wise alter the employee obligations, rights, or li- 
abilities created by Executive Order No. 12958; 
section 7211 of title 5, United States Code (gov- 
erning disclosures to Congress); section 1034 of 
title 10, United States Code, as amended by the 
Military Whistleblower Protection Act (gov- 
erning disclosure to Congress by members of the 
military); section 2302(b)(8) of title 5, United 
States Code, as amended by the Whistleblower 
Protection Act (governing disclosures of ille- 
gality, waste, fraud, abuse or public health or 
safety threats); the Intelligence Identities Pro- 
tection Act of 1982 (50 U.S.C. 421 et seq.) (gov- 
erning disclosures that could expose confidential 
Government agents); and the statutes which 
protect against disclosure that may compromise 
the national security, including sections 641, 
793, 794, 798, and 952 of title 18, United States 
Code, and section 4(b) of the Subversive Activi- 
ties Act of 1950 (50 U.S.C. 783(b)). The defini- 
tions, requirements, obligations, rights, sanc- 
tions, and liabilities created by said Executive 
order and listed statutes are incorporated into 
this agreement and are controlling.": Provided, 
That notwithstanding the preceding paragraph, 
a nondisclosure policy form or agreement that is 
to be executed by a person connected with the 
conduct of an intelligence or intelligence-related 
activity, other than an employee or officer of 
the United States Government, may contain pro- 
visions appropriate to the particular activity for 
which such document is to be used. Such form 
or agreement shall, at a minimum, require that 
the person will not disclose any classified infor- 
mation received in the course of such activity 
unless specifically authorized to do so by the 
United States Government. Such nondisclosure 
forms shall also make it clear that they do not 
bar disclosures to Congress or to an authorized 
official of an executive agency or the Depart- 
ment of Justice that are essential to reporting a 
substantial violation of law. 

SEC. 621. No part of any funds appropriated 
in this or any other Act shall be used by an 
agency of the executive branch, other than for 
normal and recognized executive-legislative rela- 
tionships, for publicity or propaganda purposes, 
and for the preparation, distribution or use of 
any kit, pamphlet, booklet, publication, radio, 
television or film presentation designed to sup- 
port or defeat legislation pending before the 
Congress, except in presentation to the Congress 
itself. 

SEC. 622. None of the funds appropriated by 
this or any other Act may be used by an agency 
to provide a Federal employee’s home address to 
any labor organization except when the em- 
ployee has authorized such disclosure or when 
such disclosure has been ordered by a court of 
competent jurisdiction. 

SEC. 623. None of the funds made available in 
this Act or any other Act may be used to provide 
any non-public information such as mailing or 
telephone lists to any person or any organiza- 
tion outside of the Federal Government without 
the approval of the Committees on Appropria- 
tions. 

SEC. 624. No part of any appropriation con- 
tained in this or any other Act shall be used for 
publicity or propaganda purposes within the 
United States not heretofor authorized by the 
Congress. 
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SEC. 625. (a) In this section the term ‘‘agen- 
су”— 

(1) means an Executive agency as defined 
under section 105 of title 5, United States Code; 

(2) includes a military department as defined 
under section 102 of such title, the Postal Serv- 
ice, and the Postal Rate Commission; and 

(3) shall not include the Government Account- 
ability Office. 

(b) Unless authorized in accordance with law 
or regulations to use such time for other pur- 
poses, an employee of an agency shall use offi- 
cial time in an honest effort to perform official 
duties. An employee not under a leave system, 
including a Presidential appointee exempted 
under section 6301(2) of title 5, United States 
Code, has an obligation to expend an honest ef- 
fort and a reasonable proportion of such em- 
ployee’s time in the performance of official du- 
ties. 

SEC. 626. Notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 1346 and 
section 610 of this Act, funds made available for 
the current fiscal year by this or any other Act 
to any department or agency, which is a member 
of the Joint Financial Management Improve- 
ment Program (JFMIP), shall be available to fi- 
nance an appropriate share of JFMIP adminis- 
trative costs, as determined by the JFMIP, but 
not to exceed a total of $800,000 including the 
salary of the Executive Director and staff sup- 
port. 

SEC. 627. Notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 1346 and 
section 610 of this Act, the head of each Execu- 
tive department and agency is hereby author- 
ized to transfer to or reimburse ‘‘General Serv- 
ices Administration, Government-wide Policy" 
with the approval of the Director of the Office 
of Management and Budget, funds made avail- 
able for the current fiscal year by this or any 
other Act, including rebates from charge card 
and other contracts: Provided, That these funds 
shall be administered by the Administrator of 
General Services to support Government-wide fi- 
nancial, information technology, procurement, 
and other management innovations, initiatives, 
and activities, as approved by the Director of 
the Office of Management and Budget, in con- 
sultation with the appropriate interagency 
groups designated by the Director (including the 
Chief Financial Officers Council and the Joint 
Financial Management Improvement Program 
for financial management initiatives, the Chief 
Information Officers Council for information 
technology initiatives, the Chief Human Capital 
Officers Council for human capital initiatives, 
and the Federal Acquisition Council for pro- 
curement initiatives). The total funds trans- 
ferred or reimbursed shall not exceed $17,000,000. 
Such transfers or reimbursements may only be 
made 15 days following notification of the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations by the Director of the 
Office of Management and Budget. 

SEC. 628. None of the funds made available in 
this or any other Act may be used by the Office 
of Personnel Management or any other depart- 
ment or agency of the Federal Government to 
prohibit any agency from using appropriated 
funds as they see fit to independently contract 
with private companies to provide online em- 
ployment applications and processing services. 

SEC. 629. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, a woman may breastfeed her child at 
any location in a Federal building or on Federal 
property, if the woman and her child are other- 
wise authorized to be present at the location. 

SEC. 630. Nothwithstanding section 1346 of 
title 31, United States Code, or section 610 of 
this Act, funds made available for the current 
fiscal year by this or any other Act shall be 
available for the interagency funding of specific 
projects, workshops, studies, and similar efforts 
to carry out the purposes of the National 
Science and Technology Council (authorized by 
Executive Order No. 12881), which benefit mul- 
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tiple Federal departments, agencies, or entities: 
Provided, That the Office of Management and 
Budget shall provide a report describing the 
budget of and resources connected with the Na- 
tional Science and Technology Council to the 
Committees on Appropriations, the House Com- 
mittee on Science; and the Senate Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation 90 days 
after enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 631. Any request for proposals, solicita- 
tion, grant application, form, notification, press 
release, or other publications involving the dis- 
tribution of Federal funds shall indicate the 
agency providing the funds, the Catalog of Fed- 
eral Domestic Assistance Number, as applicable, 
and the amount provided: Provided, That this 
provision shall apply to direct payments, for- 
mula funds, and grants received by a State re- 
ceiving Federal funds. 

SEC. 632. Subsection (f) of section 403 of Public 
Law 103-356 (31 U.S.C. 501 note), as amended, is 
further amended by striking ‘‘October 1, 2004” 
and inserting ‘‘October 1, 2005”, 

SEC. 633. (a) PROHIBITION OF FEDERAL AGEN- 
СҮ MONITORING OF INDIVIDUALS’ INTERNET 
UsE.—None of the funds made available in this 
or any other Act may be used by any Federal 
agency— 

(1) to collect, review, or create any aggrega- 
tion of data, derived from any means, that in- 
cludes any personally identifiable information 
relating to an individual's access to or use of 
any Federal Government Internet site of the 
agency; or 

(2) to enter into any agreement with a third 
party (including another government agency) to 
collect, review, or obtain any aggregation of 
data, derived from any means, that includes any 
personally identifiable information relating to 
an individual's access to or use of any mon- 
governmental Internet site. 

(b) EXCEPTIONS.—The limitations established 
in subsection (a) shall not apply to— 

(1) any record of aggregate data that does not 
identify particular persons; 

(2) any voluntary submission of personally 
identifiable information; 

(3) any action taken for law enforcement, reg- 
ulatory, or supervisory purposes, in accordance 
with applicable law; or 

(4) any action described in subsection (a)(1) 
that is a system security action taken by the op- 
erator of an Internet site and is necessarily inci- 
dent to the rendition of the Internet site services 
or to the protection of the rights or property of 
the provider of the Internet site. 

(c) DEFINITIONS.—For the purposes of this sec- 
tion: 

(1) The term “regulatory” means agency ac- 
tions to implement, interpret or enforce authori- 
ties provided in law. 

(2) The term “supervisory” means examina- 
tions of the agency's supervised institutions, in- 
cluding assessing safety and soundness, overall 
financial condition, management practices and 
policies and compliance with applicable stand- 
ards as provided in law. 

SEC. 634. (a) None of the funds appropriated 
by this Act may be used to enter into or renew 
a contract which includes a provision providing 
prescription drug coverage, except where the 
contract also includes a provision for contracep- 
tive coverage. 

(b) Nothing in this section shall apply to a 
contract with— 

(1) any of the following religious plans: 

(A) Personal Care's HMO; and 

(B) OSF Health Plans, Inc.; and 

(2) any existing or future plan, if the carrier 
for the plan objects to such coverage on the 
basis of religious beliefs. 

(c) In implementing this section, any plam 
that enters into or renews a contract under this 
section may not subject any individual to dis- 


November 19, 2004 


crimination on the basis that the individual re- 
fuses to prescribe or otherwise provide for con- 
traceptives because such activities would be con- 
trary to the individual's religious beliefs or 
moral convictions. 

(d) Nothing in this section shall be construed 
to require coverage of abortion or abortion-re- 
lated services. 

SEC. 635. The Congress of the United States 
recognizes the United States Anti-Doping Agen- 
cy (USADA) as the official anti-doping agency 
for Olympic, Pan American, and Paralympic 
sport in the United States. 

SEC. 636. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, funds appropriated for official travel by 
Federal departments and agencies may be used 
by such departments and agencies, if consistent 
with Office of Management and Budget Circular 
A-126 regarding official travel for Government 
personnel, to participate in the fractional air- 
craft ownership pilot program. 

SEC. 637. None of the funds made available 
under this or any other Act for fiscal year 2005 
and each fiscal year thereafter shall be ex- 
pended for the purchase of a product or service 
offered by Federal Prison Industries, Inc. unless 
the agency making such purchase determines 
that such offered product or service provides the 
best value to the buying agency pursuant to 
governmentwide procurement regulations, issued 
pursuant to section 25(c)(1) of the Office of Fed- 
eral Procurement Act (41 U.S.C. 421(c)(1)) that 
impose procedures, standards, and limitations of 
section 2410n of title 10, United States Code. 

SEC. 638. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, none of the funds appropriated or made 
available under this Act or any other appropria- 
tions Act may be used to implement or enforce 
restrictions or limitations on the Coast Guard 
Congressional Fellowship Program, or to imple- 
ment the proposed regulations of the Office of 
Personnel Management to add sections 300.311 
through 300.316 to part 300 of title 5 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations, published in the Federal 
Register, volume 68, number 174, on September 9, 
2003 (relating to the detail of executive branch 
employees to the legislative branch). 

SEC. 639. Each Executive department and 
agency shall evaluate the creditworthiness of an 
individual before issuing the individual a gov- 
ernment purchase charge card or government 
travel charge card. The department or agency 
may not issue a government purchase charge 
card or government travel charge card to an in- 
dividual that either lacks a credit history or is 
found to have an unsatisfactory credit history 
as a result of this evaluation: Provided, That 
this restriction shall not preclude issuance of a 
restricted-use charge, debit, or stored value card 
made in accordance with agency procedures to 
(a) an individual with an unsatisfactory credit 
history where such card is used to pay travel ex- 
penses and the agency determines there is no 
suitable alternative payment mechanism avail- 
able before issuing the card, or (b) an individual 
who lacks a credit history. Each Executive de- 
partment and agency shall establish guidelines 
and procedures for disciplinary actions to be 
taken against agency personnel for improper, 
fraudulent, or abusive use of government charge 
cards, which shall include appropriate discipli- 
nary actions for use of charge cards for pur- 
poses, and at establishments, that are incon- 
sistent with the official business of the Depart- 
ment or agency or with applicable standards of 
conduct. 

SEC. 640. (a) The adjustment in rates of basic 
pay for employees under the statutory pay sys- 
tems that takes effect in fiscal year 2005 under 
sections 5303 and 5304 of title 5, United States 
Code, shall be an increase of 3.5 percent, and 
this adjustment shall apply to civilian employ- 
ees in the Department of Defense and the De- 
partment of Homeland Security and such ad- 
justments shall be effective as of the first day of 
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the first applicable pay period beginning on or 
after January 1, 2005. 

(b) Notwithstanding section 613 of this Act, 
the adjustment in rates of basic pay for the stat- 
utory pay systems that take place in fiscal year 
2005 under sections 5344 and 5348 of title 5, 
United States Code, shall be no less than the 
percentage in paragraph (a) as employees in the 
same location whose rates of basic pay are ad- 
justed pursuant to the statutory pay systems 
under section 5303 and 5304 of title 5, United 
States Code. Prevailing rate employees at loca- 
tions where there are no employees whose pay is 
increased pursuant to sections 5303 and 5304 of 
title 5 and prevailing rate employees described 
in section 5343(a)(5) of title 5 shall be considered 
to be located in the pay locality designated as 
“Rest of 08” pursuant to section 5304 of title 5 
for purposes of this paragraph. 

(c) Funds used to carry out this section shall 
be paid from appropriations, which are made to 
each applicable department or agency for sala- 
ries and expenses for fiscal year 2005. 

SEC. 641. (a) Not later than 180 days after the 
end of the fiscal year, the head of each Federal 
agency shall submit a report to Congress on the 
amount of the acquisitions made by the agency 
from entities that manufacture the articles, ma- 
terials, or supplies outside of the United States 
in that fiscal year. 

(b) The report required by subsection (a) shall 
separately indicate— 

(1) the dollar value of any articles, materials, 
or supplies purchased that were manufactured 
outside of the United States; 

(2) an itemized list of all waivers granted with 
respect to such articles, materials, or supplies 
under the Buy American Act (41 U.S.C. 10a et 
seq.); and 

(3) a summary of the total procurement funds 
spent on goods manufactured in the United 
States versus funds spent on goods manufac- 
tured outside of the United States. 

(c) The head of each Federal agency submit- 
ting a report under subsection (a) shall make 
the report publicly available to the maximum ex- 
tent practicable. 

(а) This section shall not apply to acquisitions 
made by an agency, or component, thereof, that 
is an element of the intelligence community as 
set forth in or designated under section 3(4) of 
the National Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 
401a(4)). 

SEC. 642. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, no executive branch agency shall pur- 
chase, construct, and/or lease any additional fa- 
cilities, except within or contiguous to existing 
locations, to be used for the purpose of con- 
ducting Federal law enforcement training with- 
out the advance approval of the Committees on 
Appropriations, except that the Federal Law 
Enforcement Training Center is authorized to 
obtain the temporary use of additional facilities 
by lease, contract, or other agreement for train- 
ing which cannot be accommodated in existing 
Center facilities. 

SEC. 643. (a) IN GENERAL.—Section 6402 of title 
26, United States Code, is amended by redesig- 
nating subsections (f) through (k) as subsections 
(g) through (1), respectively, and by inserting 
after subsection (e) the following new sub- 
Section: 

“(/) COLLECTION OF PAST-DUE, LEGALLY EN- 
FORCEABLE STATE UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSA- 
TION DEBTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Upon receiving notice from 
any State that a person owes a past-due, legally 
enforceable State unemployment compensation 
debt to such State, the Secretary shall, under 
Such conditions as may be prescribed by the Sec- 
retary— 

“(А) reduce the amount of any overpayment 
payable to such person by the amount of such 
unemployment compensation debt; 
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“(В) pay the amount by which such overpay- 
ment is reduced under subparagraph (A) to such 
State and notify such State of such person’s 
name, taxpayer identification number, address, 
and the amount collected; and 

“(С) notify the person making such overpay- 
ment that the overpayment has been reduced by 
an amount necessary to satisfy a past-due, le- 
gally enforceable State unemployment com- 
pensation debt. If an offset is made pursuant to 
a joint return, the notice under subparagraph 
(B) shall include the names, taxpayer identifica- 
tion numbers, and addresses of each person fil- 
ing such return. 

“(2) PRIORITIES FOR OFFSET.—Any overpay- 
ment by a person shall be reduced pursuant to 
this subsection— 

“(А) after such overpayment is reduced pur- 
suant to— 

“(1) subsection (а) with respect to any liability 
for any internal revenue tax on the part of the 
person who made the overpayment; 

“(ї) subsection (c) with respect to past-due 
support; 

(1) subsection (d) with respect to any past- 
due, legally enforceable debt owed to a Federal 
agency; and 

“(В) before such overpayment is credited to 
the future liability for any Federal internal rev- 
enue tax of such person pursuant to subsection 
(b). If the Secretary receives notice from a State 
or States of more than one debt subject to para- 
graph (1) and/or subsection (e) that is owed by 
a person to such State or States, any overpay- 
ment by such person shall be applied against 
such debts in the order in which such debts ac- 
crued. 

"(3) NOTICE; CONSIDERATION OF EVIDENCE.— 
No State may take action under this subsection 
until such State— 

“(А) notifies the person owing the past-due le- 
gally enforceable State unemployment com- 
pensation debt that the State proposes to take 
action pursuant to this section; 

“(В) gives such person at least 60 days to 
present evidence that all or part of such liability 
is not past-due or not legally enforceable; 

“(С) considers any evidence presented by such 
person and determines that an amount of such 
debt is past-due and legally enforceable; and 

"(D) satisfies such other conditions as the 
Secretary may prescribe to ensure that the de- 
termination made under subparagraph (C) is 
valid and that the State has made reasonable ef- 
forts to obtain payment of such unemployment 
compensation debt. 

“(4) PAST-DUE, LEGALLY ENFORCEABLE STATE 
UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSATION DEBT.—For pur- 
poses of this subsection, the term 'past-due, le- 
gally enforceable State unemployment com- 
pensation debt’ means overpayments of unem- 
ployment compensation assessed under the law 
of a State certified by the Secretary of Labor 
pursuant to section 3304 of the Internal Revenue 
Code, which have become final under State law 
and remain uncollected. 

“(5) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall issue 
regulations prescribing the time and manner in 
which States must submit notices of past-due, 
legally enforceable State unemployment com- 
pensation debt and the necessary information 
that must be contained in or accompany such 
notices. The regulations shall specify the min- 
imum amount of debt to which the reduction 
procedure established by paragraph (1) may be 
applied. The regulations may require States to 
pay a fee to the Secretary, which may be de- 
ducted from amounts collected, to reimburse the 
Secretary for the cost of applying such ртосе- 
dure. Any fee paid to the Secretary pursuant to 
the preceding sentence shall be used to reim- 
burse appropriations which bore all or part of 
the cost of applying such procedure. The regula- 
tions may include a requirement that States sub- 
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mit notices of past-due, legally enforceable State 
unemployment compensation debt to the Sec- 
retary via the Secretary of Labor in accordance 
with procedures established by the Secretary of 
Labor. Such procedures may require States to 
pay a fee to the Secretary of Labor to reimburse 
the Secretary of Labor for the costs of applying 
this subsection. Any such fee shall be estab- 
lished in consultation with the Secretary of the 
Treasury. Any fee paid to the Secretary of 
Labor may be deducted from amounts collected 
and shall be used to reimburse the appropriation 
account which bore all or part of the cost of ap- 
plying this subsection. 

“(6) ERRONEOUS PAYMENT ТО STATE.—Any 
State receiving notice from the Secretary that an 
erroneous payment has been made to such State 
under paragraph (1) shall pay promptly to the 
Secretary, in accordance with such regulations 
as the Secretary may prescribe, an amount 
equal to the amount of such erroneous payment 
(without regard to whether any other amounts 
payable to such State under such paragraph 
have been paid to such State).’’. 

(b) Disclosure of certain information to States 
requesting refund offsets for past-due legally en- 
forceable State unemployment compensation 
debt. 

(1) Paragraph (10) of section 6103(1) is amend- 
ed by striking ‘‘(c), (а), or (е)” each place it ap- 
pears and inserting ‘‘(c), (d), (e) or (f)." 

(2) Paragraph (10)(A) of section 61030) is 
amended by inserting “ата to officers and ет- 
ployees of the Department of Labor in connec- 
tion with a reduction under subsection (f) of 
section 6402” after the words ‘‘section 6402”, 

(3) The heading of paragraph (10) is amended 
by striking ‘‘subsection (c), (d), or (e) of section 
6402 and inserting ‘‘subsection (c), (d), (e) or (f) 
of section 6402.’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) Subsection (a) of section 6402 is amended 
by striking “(с), (d), and (e)," and inserting 
“(с), (d), (e) and ()”. 

(2) Paragraph (2) of section 6402(d) is amend- 
ed by striking “ата before such overpayment is 
reduced pursuant to subsection (е)” and insert- 
ing “апа before such overpayment is reduced 
pursuant to subsections (e) and (f)’’. 

(3) Subsection (g) of section 6402, as redesig- 
nated by subsection (a), is amended by striking 
“(с), (d) от (e)" and inserting “(с), (а), (e) or 
7”. 

(4) Subsection (i) of section 6402, аз redesig- 
nated by subsection (a), is amended by striking 
“subsection (с) or (е)” and inserting ‘‘subsection 
(c), (е) or (f)”’. 

(а) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section shall be effective as to refunds 
payable under section 6402 of the Internal Rev- 
enue Code on or after the date of enactment. 

SEC. 644. Notwithstanding section 1346 of title 
31, United States Code, and section 610 of this 
Act and any other provision of law, the head of 
each appropriate executive department and 
agency shall transfer to or reimburse the Fed- 
eral Aviation Administration, upon the direction 
of the Director of the Office of Management and 
Budget, funds made available by this or any 
other Act for the purposes described below, and 
shall submit budget requests for such purposes. 
These funds shall be administered by the Fed- 
eral Aviation Administration, in consultation 
with the appropriate interagency groups des- 
ignated by the Director and shall be used to en- 
sure the uninterrupted, continuous operation of 
the Midway Atoll Airfield by the Federal Avia- 
tion Administration pursuant to an operational 
agreement with the Department of the Interior 
for the entirety of fiscal year 2005 and any pe- 
riod thereafter that precedes the enactment of 
the Transportation, Treasury, and Independent 
Agencies Appropriations Act, 2006. The Director 
of the Office of Management and Budget shall 
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mandate the necessary transfers after deter- 
mining an equitable allocation between the ap- 
propriate executive departments and agencies of 
the responsibility for funding the continuous 
operation of the Midway Atoll Airfield based on, 
but not limited to, potential use, interest in 
maintaining aviation safety, and applicability 
to governmental operations and agency mission. 
The total funds transferred or reimbursed shall 
not exceed $6,000,000 for any twelve-month pe- 
riod. Such sums shall be sufficient to ensure 
continued operation of the airfield throughout 
the period cited above. Funds shall be available 
for operation of the airfield or airfield-related 
capital upgrades. The Director of the Office of 
Management and Budget shall notify the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations of such transfers or 
reimbursements within 15 days of this Act. Such 
transfers or reimbursements shall begin within 
30 days of enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 645. (a) DESIGNATION.—The United States 
courthouse located at 95 Seventh Street in San 
Francisco, California, shall be known and des- 
ignated as the “James R. Browning United 
States Courthouse". 

(b) Any reference in a law, map, regulation, 
document, paper, or other record of the United 
States to the United States courthouse referred 
to in section (a) shall be deemed to be a ref- 
erence to the ‘James В. Browning United States 
Courthouse". 

This division may be cited as the ‘‘Transpor- 
tation, Treasury, Independent Agencies, and 
General Government Appropriations Act, 2005”, 
DIVISION I—DEPARTMENTS OF VETERANS 

AFFAIRS AND HOUSING AND URBAN DE- 

VELOPMENT, AND INDEPENDENT AGEN- 

CIES APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2005 

TITLE I—DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS 
AFFAIRS 
VETERANS BENEFITS ADMINISTRATION 
COMPENSATION AND PENSIONS 


(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the payment of compensation benefits to 
or on behalf of veterans and a pilot program for 
disability examinations as authorized by law (38 
U.S.C. 107, chapters 11, 13, 18, 51, 53, 55, and 
61); pension benefits to or on behalf of veterans 
as authorized by law (38 U.S.C. chapters 15, 51, 
53, 55, and 61; 92 Stat. 2508); and burial benefits, 
emergency and other officers’ retirement pay, 
adjusted-service credits and certificates, pay- 
ment of premiums due on commercial life insur- 
ance policies guaranteed under the provisions of 
article IV of the Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Civil Re- 
lief Act of 1940 (50 U.S.C. App. 540 et seq.) and 
for other benefits as authorized by law (38 
U.S.C. 107, 1312, 1977, and 2106, chapters 23, 51, 
53, 55, and 61; 50 U.S.C. App. 540-548; 43 Stat. 
122, 123; 45 Stat. 735; 76 Stat. 1198), 
$32,607,688,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided, That not to exceed $20,703,000 
of the amount appropriated under this heading 
shall be reimbursed to “General operating ex- 
penses" and ‘‘Medical services" for necessary 
expenses in implementing those provisions au- 
thorized in the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation 
Act of 1990, and in the Veterans’ Benefits Act of 
1992 (38 U.S.C. chapters 51, 53, and 55), the 
funding source for which is specifically provided 
as the “Compensation and pensions" appropria- 
tion: Provided further, That such sums as may 
be earned on an actual qualifying patient basis, 
shall be reimbursed to ‘‘Medical facilities revolv- 
ing fund” to augment the funding of individual 
medical facilities for nursing home care provided 
to pensioners as authorized. 

READJUSTMENT BENEFITS 

For the payment of readjustment and rehabili- 
tation benefits to or on behalf of veterans as au- 
thorized by law (38 U.S.C. chapters 21, 30, 31, 
34, 35, 36, 39, 51, 53, 55, and 61), $2,556,232,000, 
to remain available until expended: Provided, 
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That expenses for rehabilitation program serv- 
ices and assistance which the Secretary is au- 
thorized to provide under section 3104(a) of title 
38, United States Code, other than under sub- 
section (a)(-1), (2), (5), and (11) of that section, 
shall be charged to this account. 

VETERANS INSURANCE AND INDEMNITIES 

For military and naval insurance, national 
service life insurance, servicemen’s indemnities, 
service-disabled veterans insurance, and vet- 
erans mortgage life insurance as authorized by 
38 U.S.C. chapter 19; 70 Stat. 887; 72 Stat. 487, 
$44,380,000, to remain available until expended. 

VETERANS HOUSING BENEFIT PROGRAM FUND 
PROGRAM ACCOUNT 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the cost of direct and guaranteed loans, 
such sums as may be necessary to carry out the 
program, as authorized by 38 U.S.C. chapter 37, 
as amended: Provided, That such costs, includ- 
ing the cost of modifying such loans, shall be as 
defined in section 502 of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974, as amended: Provided fur- 
ther, That during fiscal year 2005, within the re- 
sources available, not to exceed $500,000 in gross 
obligations for direct loans are authorized for 
specially adapted housing loans. 

In addition, for administrative expenses to 
carry out the direct and guaranteed loan pro- 
grams, $154,075,000, which may be transferred to 
and merged with the appropriation for ‘‘General 
operating expenses”. 

VOCATIONAL REHABILITATION LOANS PROGRAM 

ACCOUNT 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the cost of direct loans, $47,000, as au- 
thorized by 38 U.S.C. chapter 31, as amended: 
Provided, That such costs, including the cost of 
modifying such loans, shall be as defined in sec- 
tion 502 of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974, 
as amended: Provided further, That funds made 
available under this heading are available to 
subsidize gross obligations for the principal 
amount of direct loans not to exceed $4,108,000. 

In addition, for administrative expenses nec- 
essary to carry out the direct loan program, 
$311,000, which may be transferred to and 
merged with the appropriation for “General op- 
erating expenses". 

NATIVE AMERICAN VETERAN HOUSING LOAN 
PROGRAM ACCOUNT 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For administrative expenses to carry out the 
direct loan program authorized by 38 U.S.C. 
chapter 37, subchapter V, as amended, $571,000, 
which may be transferred to and merged with 
the appropriation for ‘‘General operating ex- 
penses”: Provided, That no new loans in excess 
of $50,000,000 may be made in fiscal year 2005. 
GUARANTEED TRANSITIONAL HOUSING LOANS FOR 

HOMELESS VETERANS PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

For the administrative expenses to carry out 
the guaranteed transitional housing loan pro- 
gram authorieed by 38 U.S.C. chapter 37, sub- 
chapter VI, mot to exceed $750,000 of the 
amounts appropriated by this Act for ‘‘General 
operating expenses" and ''Medical administra- 
tion” may be expended. 

VETERANS HEALTH ADMINISTRATION 
MEDICAL SERVICES 


(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses for furnishing, as au- 
thorized by law, inpatient and outpatient care 
and treatment to beneficiaries of the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs and veterans described 
in paragraphs (1) through (8) of section 1705(a) 
of title 38, United States Code, including care 
and treatment in facilities not under the juris- 
diction of the department and including medical 
supplies and equipment and salaries and ex- 
penses of health-care employees hired under 
title 38, United States Code, and aid to State 
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homes as authorized by section 1741 of title 38, 
United States Code; $19,472,777,000, plus reim- 
bursements: Provided, That of the funds made 
available under this heading, not to exceed 
$1,100,000,000 shall be available until September 
30, 2006: Provided further, That, notwith- 
standing any other provision of law, the Sec- 
retary of Veterans Affairs shall establish a pri- 
ority for treatment for veterans who are service- 
connected disabled, lower income, or have spe- 
cial needs: Provided further, That, notwith- 
standing any other provision of law, the Sec- 
retary of Veterans Affairs shall give priority 
funding for the provision of basic medical bene- 
fits to veterans in enrollment priority groups 1 
through 6: Provided further, That of the funds 
made available under this heading, the Sec- 
retary may transfer up to $400,000,000, to remain 
available until expended, to ‘‘Construction, 
major projects" for purposes of implementing 
CARES subject to a determination by the Sec- 
retary that such funds will improve access and 
quality of veteran’s health care needs: Provided 
further, That, during the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2005, the Secretary may transfer 
not more than $125,000,000 of the unobligated 
balances in this account and amounts made 
available under this heading to “Сепетаї oper- 
ating expenses” for costs associated with proc- 
essing claims where the basis of the entitlement 
is claimed disability incurred as a result of a 
veteran's service, subject to a, determination by 
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs that such ad- 
ditional funds are necessary: Provided. further, 
That, notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, the Secretary of Veterans Affairs may au- 
thorize the dispensing of prescription drugs from 
Veterans Health Administration facilities to en- 
rolled veterans with privately written prescrip- 
tions based on requirements established by the 
Secretary: Provided further, That the implemen- 
tation of the program described in the previous 
proviso shall incur no additional cost to the De- 
partment of Veterans Affairs: Provided further, 
That for the DOD VA Health Care Sharing In- 
centive Fund, as authorized by section 721 of 
Public Law 107-314, a minimum of $15,000,000, 
to remain available until expended, for any pur- 
pose authorized by 38 U.S.C. 8111. 
MEDICAL ADMINISTRATION 

For necessary expenses in the administration 
of the medical, hospital, nursing home, domi- 
ciliary, construction, supply, and research ac- 
tivities, as authorized by law; administrative ex- 
penses in support of capital policy activities; in- 
formation technology hardware and software; 
uniforms or allowances therefor, as authorized 
by sections 5901-5902 of title 5, United States 
Code; and administrative and legal expenses of 
the department for collecting and recovering 
amounts owed the department as authorized 
under chapter 17 of title 38, United States Code, 
and the Federal Medical Care Recovery Act (42 
U.S.C. 2651 et seq.); $4,705,000,000, of which 
$250,000,000 shall be available until September 
30, 2006, plus reimbursements. 

MEDICAL FACILITIES 

For necessary expenses for the maintenance 
and operation of hospitals, nursing homes, and 
domiciliary facilities and other necessary facili- 
ties for the Veterans Health Administration; for 
administrative expenses in support of planning, 
design, project management, real property ac- 
quisition and disposition, construction and ren- 
ovation of any facility under the jurisdiction or 
for the use of the department; for oversight, en- 
gineering and architectural activities not 
charged to project costs; for repairing, altering, 
improving or providing facilities in the several 
hospitals and homes under the jurisdiction of 
the department, not otherwise provided for, ei- 
ther by contract or by the hire of temporary em- 
ployees and purchase of materials; for leases of 
facilities; and for laundry and food services, 
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$3,745,000,000, of which $250,000,000 shall be 
available until September 30, 2006. 
MEDICAL AND PROSTHETIC RESEARCH 

For necessary expenses in carrying out pro- 
grams of medical and prosthetic research and 
development as authorized by chapter 73 of title 
38, United States Code, to remain available until 
September 30, 2006, $405,593,000, plus reimburse- 
ments. 

DEPARTMENTAL ADMINISTRATION 
GENERAL OPERATING EXPENSES 

For necessary operating expenses of the De- 
partment of Veterans Affairs, not otherwise pro- 
vided for, including administrative expenses in 
support of department-wide capital planning, 
management and policy activities, uniforms or 
allowances therefor; not to exceed $25,000 for of- 
ficial reception and representation expenses; 
hire of passenger motor vehicles; and reimburse- 
ment of the General Services Administration for 
security guard services, and the Department of 
Defense for the cost of overseas employee mail, 
$1,324,753,000: Provided, That expenses for serv- 
ices and assistance authorized under 38 U.S.C. 
3104(a)(1), (2), (5), and (11) that the Secretary 
determines are necessary to enable entitled vet- 
erans: (1) to the maximum extent feasible, to be- 
come employable and to obtain and maintain 
suitable employment; or (2) to achieve maximum 
independence in daily living, shall be charged to 
this account: Provided further, That the Vet- 
erans Benefits Administration shall be funded 
at not less than $1,027,193,000: Provided further, 
That of the funds made available under this 
heading, not to exceed $66,000,000 shall be avail- 
able for obligation until September 30, 2006: Pro- 
vided further, That from the funds made avail- 
able under this heading, the Veterans Benefits 
Administration may purchase up to two pas- 
senger motor vehicles for use in operations of 
that Administration in Manila, Philippines. 

NATIONAL CEMETERY ADMINISTRATION 

For necessary expenses of the National Ceme- 
tery Administration for operations and mainte- 
nance, not otherwise provided for, including 
uniforms or allowances therefor; cemeterial ex- 
penses as authorized by law; purchase of one 
passenger motor vehicle for use in cemeterial op- 
erations; and hire of passenger motor vehicles, 
$148,925,000: Provided, That of the funds made 
available under this heading, not to exceed 
$7,400,000 shall be available until September 30, 
2006. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 

For necessary expenses of the Office of In- 
spector General in carrying out the provisions of 
the Inspector General Act of 1978, as amended, 
$69,711,000, to remain available until September 
30, 2006. 

CONSTRUCTION, MAJOR PROJECTS 

For constructing, altering, extending and im- 
proving any of the facilities including parking 
projects under the jurisdiction or for the use of 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, or for any 
of the purposes set forth in sections 316, 2404, 
2406, 8102, 8103, 8106, 8108, 8109, 8110, and 8122 
of title 38, United States Code, including plan- 
ning, architectural and engineering services, 
maintenance or guarantee period services costs 
associated with equipment guarantees provided 
under the project, services of claims analysts, 
offsite utility and storm drainage system con- 
struction costs, and site acquisition, where the 
estimated cost of a project is more than the 
amount set forth in 38 U.S.C. 8104(a)(3)(A) or 
where funds for a project were made available 
in a previous major project appropriation, 
$458,800,000, to remain available until expended, 
of which $370,709,000 shall be for Capital Asset 
Realignment for Enhanced Services (CARES) 
activities; and of which $8,091,000 shall be to 
make reimbursements as provided in 41 U.S.C. 
612 for claims paid for contract disputes: Pro- 
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vided, That except for advance planning activi- 
ties, including needs assessments which may or 
may not lead to capital investments, and other 
capital asset management related activities, 
such as portfolio development and management 
activities, and investment strategy studies fund- 
ed through the advance planning fund and the 
planning and design activities funded through 
the design fund and CARES funds, including 
needs assessments which may or may not lead to 
capital investments, none of the funds appro- 
priated under this heading shall be used for any 
project which has not been approved by the 
Congress in the budgetary process: Provided 
further, That funds provided in this appropria- 
tion for fiscal year 2005, for each approved 
project (except those for CARES activities ref- 
erenced above) shall be obligated: (1) by the 
awarding of a construction documents contract 
by September 30, 2005; and (2) by the awarding 
0f a construction contract by September 30, 2006: 
Provided further, That the Secretary of Vet- 
erans Affairs shall promptly report in writing to 
the Committees on Appropriations any approved 
major construction project in which obligations 
are not incurred within the time limitations es- 
tablished above. 
CONSTRUCTION, MINOR PROJECTS 
For constructing, altering, extending, and im- 
proving any of the facilities including parking 
projects under the jurisdiction or for the use of 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, including 
planning and assessments of needs which may 
lead to capital investments, architectural and 
engineering services, maintenance or guarantee 
period services costs associated with equipment 
guarantees provided under the project, services 
of claims analysts, offsite utility and storm 
drainage system construction costs, and site ac- 
quisition, or for any of the purposes set forth in 
sections 316, 2404, 2406, 8102, 8103, 8106, 8108, 
6109, 8110, 8122, and 8162 of title 38, United 
States Code, where the estimated cost of a 
project is equal to or less than the amount set 
forth in 38 U.S.C. 8104(a)(3)(A), $230,779,000, to 
remain available until expended, along with un- 
obligated balances of previous ‘‘Construction, 
minor projects" appropriations which are һете- 
by made available for any project where the es- 
timated cost is equal to or less than the amount 
set forth in 38 U.S.C. 8104(a)(3)(A), of which 
$182,100,000 shall be for Capital Asset Realign- 
ment for Enhanced Services (CARES) activities: 
Provided, That from amounts appropriated 
under this heading, additional amounts may be 
used for CARES activities upon notification of 
and approval by the Committees on Appropria- 
tions: Provided further, That funds in this ac- 
count shall be available for: (1) repairs to any of 
the nonmedical facilities under the jurisdiction 
or for the use of the department which are nec- 
essary because of loss or damage caused by any 
natural disaster or catastrophe; and (2) tem- 
porary measures necessary to prevent or to mini- 
mize further loss by such causes. 
GRANTS FOR CONSTRUCTION OF STATE EXTENDED 
CARE FACILITIES 
For grants to assist States to acquire or con- 
struct State nursing home and domiciliary fa- 
cilities and to remodel, modify or alter existing 
hospital, nursing home and domiciliary facilities 
in State homes, for furnishing care to veterans 
as authorized by 38 U.S.C. 6131-6137, 
$105,163,000, to remain available until expended. 
GRANTS FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF STATE 
VETERANS CEMETERIES 
For grants to aid States in establishing, ex- 
panding, or improving State veterans cemeteries 
as authorized by 38 U.S.C. 2408, $32,000,000, to 
remain available until expended. 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 101. Any appropriation for fiscal year 
2005 for “Compensation and pensions", ''Read- 
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justment benefits", and ‘‘Veterans insurance 
and indemnities’’ may be transferred to any 
other of the mentioned appropriations. 

SEC. 102. Appropriations available to the De- 
partment of Veterans Affairs for fiscal year 2005 
for salaries and expenses shall be available for 
services authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109 hire of pas- 
senger motor vehicles; lease of a facility or land 
or both; and uniforms or allowances therefore, 
as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 5901-5902. 

SEC. 103. No appropriations in this Act for the 
Department of Veterans Affairs (except the ap- 
propriations for “Construction, major projects", 
“Construction, minor projects", and the ‘‘Park- 
ing revolving fund’’) shall be available for the 
purchase of any site for or toward the construc- 
tion of any new hospital or home. 

SEC. 104. No appropriations in this Act for the 
Department of Veterans Affairs shall be avail- 
able for hospitalization or examination of any 
persons (except beneficiaries entitled under the 
laws bestowing such benefits to veterans, and 
persons receiving such treatment under 5 U.S.C. 
7901-7904 or 42 U.S.C. 5141-5204), unless reim- 
bursement of cost is made to the ‘‘Medical serv- 
ices’’ account at such rates as may be fixed by 
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs. 

SEC. 105. Appropriations available to the De- 
partment of Veterans Affairs for fiscal year 2005 
for “Compensation and pensions", ''Readjust- 
ment benefits", and “Veterans insurance and 
indemnities’’ shall be available for payment of 
prior year accrued obligations required to be re- 
corded by law against the corresponding prior 
year accounts within the last quarter of fiscal 
year 2004. 

SEC. 106. Appropriations accounts available to 
the Department of Veterans Affairs for fiscal 
year 2005 shall be available to pay prior year ob- 
ligations of corresponding prior year appropria- 
tions accounts resulting from title X of the Com- 
petitive Equality Banking Act, Public Law 100- 
66, except that if such obligations are from trust 
fund accounts they shall be payable from “Сот- 
pensation and pensions”. 

SEC. 107. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, during fiscal year 2005, the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs shall, from the National Serv- 
ice Life Insurance Fund (38 U.S.C. 1920), the 
Veterans’ Special Life Insurance Fund (38 
U.S.C. 1923), and the United States Government 
Life Insurance Fund (38 U.S.C. 1955), reimburse 
the ‘‘General operating expenses" account for 
the cost of administration of the insurance pro- 
grams financed through those accounts: Pro- 
vided, That reimbursement shall be made only 
from the surplus earnings accumulated in an in- 
surance program in fiscal year 2005 that are 
available for dividends in that program after 
claims have been paid amd actuarially deter- 
mined reserves have been set aside: Provided 
further, That if the cost of administration of an 
insurance program exceeds the amount of sur- 
plus earnings accumulated in that program, re- 
imbursement shall be made only to the extent of 
such surplus earnings: Provided further, That 
the Secretary shall determine the cost of admin- 
istration for fiscal year 2005 which is properly 
allocable to the provision of each insurance pro- 
gram and to the provision of any total disability 
income insurance included in such insurance 
program. 

SEC. 108. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, the Department of Veterans Affairs shall 
continue the Franchise Fund pilot program au- 
thorized to be established by section 403 of Pub- 
lic Law 103-356 until October 1, 2005: Provided, 
That the Franchise Fund, established by title I 
of Public Law 104—204 to finance the operations 
of the Franchise Fund pilot program, shall con- 
tinue until October 1, 2005. 

SEC. 109. Amounts deducted from enhanced- 
use lease proceeds to reimburse an account for 
expenses incurred by that account during a 
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prior fiscal year for providing enhanced-use 
lease services, may be obligated during the fiscal 
year in which the proceeds are received. 

SEC. 110. Funds available in any Department 
of Veterans Affairs appropriation for fiscal year 
2005 or funds for salaries and other administra- 
tive expenses shall also be available to reimburse 
the Office of Resolution Management and the 
Office of Employment Discrimination Complaint 
Adjudication for all services provided at rates 
which will recover actual costs but not exceed 
$29,318,000 for the Office of Resolution Manage- 
ment and $3,059,000 for the Office of Employ- 
ment and Discrimination Complaint Adjudica- 
tion: Provided, That payments may be made in 
advance for services to be furnished based on es- 
timated costs: Provided further, That amounts 
received shall be credited to ‘‘General operating 
expenses" for use by the office that provided the 
Service. 

SEC. 111. No appropriations in this Act for the 
Department of Veterans Affairs shall be avail- 
able to enter into any new lease of real property 
if the estimated annual rental is more than 
$300,000 unless the Secretary submits a report 
which the Committees on Appropriations of the 
Congress approve within 30 days following the 
date on which the report is received. 

SEC. 112. No funds of the Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs shall be available for hospital 
care, nursing home care, or medical services pro- 
vided to any person under chapter 17 of title 38, 
United States Code, for a non-service-connected 
disability described in section 1729(a)(2) of such 
title, unless that person has disclosed to the Sec- 
retary of Veterans Affairs, in such form as the 
Secretary may require, current, accurate third- 
party reimbursement information for purposes of 
section 1729 of such title: Provided, That the 
Secretary may recover, in the same manner as 
any other debt due the United States, the rea- 
sonable charges for such care or services from 
any person who does not make such disclosure 
as required: Provided further, That any 
amounts so recovered for care or services pro- 
vided in a prior fiscal year may be obligated by 
the Secretary during the fiscal year in which 
amounts are received. 

SEC. 113. Of the amounts provided in this Act, 
$25,000,000 shall be for information technology 
initiatives to support the enterprise architecture 
of the Department of Veterans Affairs. 

SEC. 114. None of the funds made available to 
the Department in this Act, or any other Act, 
may be used to implement sections 2 and 5 of 
Public Law 107-287. 

SEC. 115. (a) Hereafter receipts that would 
otherwise be credited to the accounts listed in 
subsection (c) shall be deposited into the Med- 
ical Care Collections Fund, and shall be trans- 
ferred to and merged with the ‘‘Medical serv- 
ices" account, in fiscal year 2005 and subse- 
quent years, to remain available until expended, 
to carry out the purposes of the “Мейіса! serv- 
ices" account. 

(b) The unobligated balances in the accounts 
listed in subsection (c), shall be transferred to 
and merged with the ‘‘Medical services" account 
in fiscal year 2005 and subsequent years, and re- 
main available until expended, to carry out the 
purposes of the ''Medical services" account: 
Provided, That the obligated balances in these 
accounts may be transferred to the ‘‘Medical 
services" account at the discretion of the Sec- 
retary of Veterans Affairs and shall remain 
available until expended. 

(c) Veterans Extended Care Revolving Fund; 
Medical Facilities Revolving Fund; Special 
Therapeutic and Rehabilitation Fund; Nursing 
Home Revolving Fund; Veterans Health Services 
Improvement Fund; and Parking Revolving 
Fund. 

SEC. 116. (a) The Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
shall conduct by contract a program of recovery 
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audits for the fee basis and other medical serv- 
ices contracts with respect to payments for hos- 
pital care. Notwithstanding section 3302(b) of 
title 31, United States Code, amounts collected, 
by setoff or otherwise, as the result of such au- 
dits shall be available, without fiscal year limi- 
tation, for the purposes for which funds are ap- 
propriated under ‘‘Medical services" and the 
purposes of paying a contractor a percent of the 
amount collected as a result of an audit carried 
out by the contractor. 

(b) All amounts so collected under subsection 
(a) with respect to a designated health care re- 
gion (as that term is defined іт section 
1729A(d)(2) of title 38, United States Code) shall 
be allocated, net of payments to the contractor, 
to that region. 

SEC. 117. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, at the discretion of the Secretary of Vet- 
erans Affairs, proceeds or revenues derived from 
enhanced-use leasing activities (including dis- 
posal) that are deposited into the Medical Care 
Collections Fund may be transferred and merged 
with ''Construction, major projects" and ‘‘Con- 
struction, minor projects" accounts and be used 
for construction (including site acquisition and 
disposition), alterations and improvements of 
any medical facility under the jurisdiction or for 
the use of the Department of Veterans Affairs. 
Such sums as realized are in addition to the 
amount provided for in “Construction, major 
projects” and “Construction, minor projects". 

SEC. 118. Amounts made available under 
“Medical services” are available— 

(1) for furnishing recreational facilities, sup- 
plies, and equipment; and 

(2) for funeral expenses, burial expenses, and 
other expenses incidental to funerals and bur- 
ials for beneficiaries receiving care in the de- 
partment. 

SEC. 119. That such sums as may be deposited 
to the Medical Care Collections Fund pursuant 
to 38 U.S.C. 17294 тау be transferred to ‘‘Med- 
ical services", to remain available until ex- 
pended for the purposes of this account. 

SEC. 120. Amounts made available for fiscal 
year 2005 under the ‘‘Medical services’’, ‘‘Med- 
ical administration", and ‘‘Medical facilities” 
accounts may be transferred between the ac- 
counts to the extent necessary to implement the 
restructuring of the Veterans Health Adminis- 
tration accounts after notice of the amount and 
purpose of the transfer is provided to the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations of the Senate and 
House of Representatives and a period of 30 
days has elapsed: Provided, That the limitation 
on transfers is 20 percent in fiscal year 2005. 

SEC. 121. Any appropriation for fiscal year 
2005 for the Veterans Benefits Administration 
made available under the heading ‘‘General op- 
erating expenses’’ may be transferred to the 
“Veterans Housing Benefit Program Fund Рто- 
gram Account” for the purpose of providing 
funds for the nationwide property management 
contract if the administrative costs of such con- 
tract exceed $8,800,000 in the budget year. 

SEC. 122. The Department of Veterans Affairs 
is authorized to expend such sums as are avail- 
able in the unobligated balances of the funds 
originally appropriated to ‘‘Medical Care" for 
emergency expenses resulting from the January 
1994 earthquake in Southern California in Pub- 
lic Law 103-211, Emergency Supplemental Ap- 
propriations Act of 1994, for the same purposes 
of the ‘‘Medical Services’’ account, to remain 
available until expended. 

SEC. 123. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, the Secretary of Veterans Affairs (Sec- 
retary) shall allow veterans eligible under exist- 
ing VA Medical Care requirements and who re- 
side in Alaska to obtain medical care services 
from medical facilities supported by the Indian 
Health Services or tribal organizations. The Sec- 
retary shall (1) limit the application of this pro- 
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vision to rural Alaskan veterans in areas where 
an existing VA facility or VA-contracted service 
is unavailable, (2) require participating veterans 
and facilities to comply with all appropriate 
rules and regulations, as established by the Sec- 
retary, (3) require this provision to be consistent 
with CARES, and (4) result in no additional 
cost to the Department of Veterans Affairs or 
the Indian Health Service. 

SEC. 124. Of the funds made available under 
the heading ‘‘Construction, minor projects" in 
Chapter 11 of Division B of the Military Con- 
struction Appropriations and Emergency Hurri- 
cane Supplemental Appropriations Act, 2005, 
Public Law 106—324, the Secretary of Veterans 
Affairs may transfer up to $19,800,000 to the 
“Medical Facilities" account for non-recurring 
maintenance expenses related to hurricane and 
tropical storm damage. 

TITLE II—DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
PUBLIC AND INDIAN HOUSING 
TENANT-BASED RENTAL ASSISTANCE 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For activities and assistance for the provision 
of tenant-based rental assistance authorized 
under the United States Housing Act of 1937, as 
amended (42 U.S.C. 1437 et seq.) (‘the Act’ here- 
in), not otherwise provided for, $14,885,000,000, 
to remain available until expended, of which 
$10,685,000,000 shall be available on October 1, 
2004 and $4,200,000,000 shall be available on Oc- 
tober 1, 2005: Provided, That the amounts made 
available under this heading are provided as 
follows: 

(1) $13,462,989,000 for renewals of expiring sec- 
tion 8 tenant-based annual contributions con- 
tracts (including renewals of enhanced vouchers 
under any provision of law authorizing such as- 
sistance under section 8(t) of the Act): Provided, 
That notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, from amounts provided under this para- 
graph, the Secretary for the calendar year 2005 
funding cycle shall renew such contracts for 
each public housing agency based on verified 
Voucher Management System (VMS) leasing 
and cost data averaged for the months of May, 
June, and July of 2004, and by applying the 2005 
Annual Adjustment Factor as established by the 
Secretary, and by making any necessary adjust- 
ments for the costs associated with the first-time 
renewal of tenant protection or HOPE VI 
vouchers: Provided further, That if such data is 
not available, verifiable, or complete, the Sec- 
retary shall use verified VMS leasing and cost 
data averaged for the months of February, 
March, and April of 2004, and by applying the 
2005 Annual Adjustment Factor as established 
by the Secretary, and by making any necessary 
adjustments for the costs associated with the 
first-time renewal of tenant protection or HOPE 
VI vouchers: Provided further, That if such 
data is not available, verifiable, or complete, the 
Secretary shall use leasing and cost data from 
the most recent end-of-year financial statements 
for public housing agency fiscal years ending no 
later than March 31, 2004, and by applying the 
2005 Annual Adjustment Factor as established 
by the Secretary, and by making any necessary 
adjustments for the costs associated with the 
first-time renewal of tenant protection or HOPE 
VI vouchers: Provided further, That the Sec- 
retary shall, to the extent necessary to stay 
within the amount provided under this para- 
graph, pro rate each public housing agency’s al- 
location otherwise established pursuant to this 
paragraph: Provided further, That the entire 
amount provided under this paragraph shall be 
obligated to the public housing agencies based 
on the allocation and pro rata method described 
above: Provided further, That public housing 
agencies participating in the Moving to Work 
demonstration shall be funded pursuant to their 
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Moving to Work agreements and shall be subject 
to the same pro rata adjustments under the pre- 
vious proviso: Provided further, That none of 
the funds provided in this paragraph may be 
used to support a total number of unit months 
under lease which exceeds a public housing 
agency’s authorized level of units under con- 
tract; 

(2) $163,000,000 for section 8 rental assistance 
for relocation and replacement of housing units 
that are demolished or disposed of pursuant to 
the Omnibus Consolidated Rescissions and Ap- 
propriations Act of 1996 (Public Law 104-134), 
conversion of section 23 projects to assistance 
under section 8, the family unification program 
under section 8(x) of the Act, relocation of wit- 
nesses in connection with efforts to combat 
crime in public and assisted housing pursuant 
to a request from a law enforcement or prosecu- 
tion agency, enhanced vouchers under any pro- 
vision of law authorizing such assistance under 
section 8(t) of the Act, and tenant protection as- 
sistance, including replacement and relocation 
assistance; 

(3) $46,000,000 for family self-sufficiency coor- 
dinators under section 23 of the Act; 

(4) $2,904,000 shall be transferred to the Work- 
ing Capital Fund; and 

(5) $1,210,107,000 for administrative and other 
expenses of public housing agencies in admin- 
istering the section 8 tenant-based rental assist- 
ance program, of which up to $25,000,000 shall 
be available to the Secretary to allocate to pub- 
lic housing agencies that need additional funds 
to administer their section 8 programs: Provided, 
That $1,185,107,000 of the amount provided in 
this paragraph shall be allocated for the cal- 
endar year 2005 funding cycle on a pro rata 
basis to public housing agencies based on the 
amount public housing agencies were eligible to 
receive in calendar year 2004: Provided further, 
That all amounts provided under this para- 
graph shall be only for activities related to the 
provision of tenant-based rental assistance au- 
thorized under section 8, including related de- 
velopment activities. 

PROJECT-BASED RENTAL ASSISTANCE 


(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For activities and assistance for the provision 
of project-based subsidy contracts under the 
United States Housing Act of 1937, as amended 
(42 U.S.C. 1437 et seq.) (‘the Act’ herein), not 
otherwise provided for, $5,341,000,000 to remain 
available until expended: Provided, That the 
amounts made available under this heading are 
provided as follows: 

(1) $5,237,100,000 for expiring or terminating 
section 8 project-based subsidy contracts (in- 
cluding section 8 moderate rehabilitation con- 
tracts), for amendments to section 8 project- 
based subsidy contracts (including section 8 
moderate rehabilitation contracts), for contracts 
entered into pursuant to section 441 of the 
McKinney-Vento Homeless Assistance Act, for 
renewal of section 8 contracts for units in 
projects that are subject to approved plans of 
action under the Emergency Low Income Hous- 
ing Preservation Act of 1987 or the Low-Income 
Housing Preservation and Resident Homeowner- 
ship Act of 1990, and for administrative and 
other expenses associated with project-based ac- 
tivities and assistance funded under this para- 
graph; 

(2) $101,900,000 for performance-based contract 
administrators for section 8 project-based assist- 
ance; and 

(3) $2,000,000 shall be transferred to the Work- 
ing Capital Fund. 

PUBLIC HOUSING CAPITAL FUND 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the Public Housing Capital Fund Program 
to carry out capital and management activities 
for public housing agencies, as authorized 
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under section 9 of the United States Housing 
Act of 1937, as amended (42 U.S.C. 1437g) (the 
“Act’’) $2,600,000,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2008: Provided, That notwith- 
standing any other provision of law or regula- 
tion, during fiscal year 2005, the Secretary may 
not delegate to any Department official other 
than the Deputy Secretary and the Assistant 
Secretary for Public and Indian Housing any 
authority under paragraph (2) of section 9(j) re- 
garding the extension of the time periods under 
such section: Provided further, That for pur- 
poses of such section 9(j), the term ‘‘obligate”’ 
means, with respect to amounts, that the 
amounts are subject to a binding agreement that 
will result in outlays, immediately or in the fu- 
ture: Provided further, That of the total amount 
provided under this heading, up to $38,700,000 
shall be for carrying out activities under section 
9(h) of such Act, of which $12,500,000 shall be 
for the provision of remediation services to pub- 
lic housing agencies identified as "troubled" 
under the Section 8 Management Assessment 
Program and for surveys used to calculate local 
Fair Market Rents and assess housing condi- 
tions in connection with rental assistance under 
section 8 of the Act: Provided further, That 
$10,150,000 shall be transferred to the Working 
Capital Fund: Provided further, That no funds 
may be used under this heading for the purposes 
specified in section 9(k) of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937, as amended: Provided fur- 
ther, That of the total amount provided under 
this heading, up to $30,000,000 shall be available 
for the Secretary of Housing and Urban Devel- 
opment to make grants, notwithstanding section 
205 of this Act, to public housing agencies for 
emergency capital needs resulting from unfore- 
seen emergencies and natural disasters occur- 
ring in fiscal year 2005: Provided further, That 
of the total amount provided under this head- 
ing, $53,500,000 shall be for supportive services, 
service coordinators and congregate services as 
authorized by section 34 of the Act and the Na- 
tive American Housing Assistance and Self-De- 
termination Act of 1996: Provided further, That 
up to $3,000,000 is to support the costs of admin- 
istrative and judicial receiverships іт effect 
prior to date of enactment of this Act: Provided 
further, That of the total amount provided 
under this heading, $15,000,000 shall be for 
Neighborhood Networks grants for activities au- 
thorized in section 9(d)(1)(E) of the United 
States Housing Act of 1937, as amended, of 
which up to $1,000,000 may be used for technical 
assistance in connection with such grants as 
authorized in section 9(h)(8) of such Act: Pro- 
vided further, That notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, amounts made available in the 
previous proviso shall be awarded to public 
housing agencies on a competitive basis: Pro- 
vided further, That notwithstanding section 
9(d)(1)(E) of the United States Housing Act of 
1937, any Neighborhood Networks computer cen- 
ter established with funding made available 
under this heading in this or any other Act, 
Shall be available for use by residents of public 
housing and residents of other housing assisted 
with funding made available under this title in 
this Act or any other Act. 
PUBLIC HOUSING OPERATING FUND 

For 2005 payments to public housing agencies 
for the operation and management of public 
housing, as authorized by section 9(e) of the 
United States Housing Act of 1937, as amended 
(42 U.S.C. 14379(е)), $2,458,000,000, of which 
$10,000,000 in bonus funds shall be provided to 
public housing agencies that assist program par- 
ticipants in moving away from dependency on 
housing assistance programs: Provided, That of 
the total amount provided under this heading, 
$8,000,000 shall be for programs, as determined 
appropriate by the Attorney General, which as- 
sist in the investigation, prosecution, and pre- 
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vention of violent crimes and drug offenses in 
public and federally-assisted low-income hous- 
ing, including Indian housing, which shall be 
administered by the Department of Justice 
through a cooperative agreement with the De- 
partment of Housing and Urban Development: 
Provided further, That any such 2005 payment 
shall be provided in an amount sufficient to 
cover only the period beginning with the start of 
a public housing agency’s fiscal year and end- 
ing on December 31, 2005: Provided further, 
That for fiscal year 2006 and all fiscal years 
thereafter, the Secretary shall provide assist- 
ance under this heading to public housing agen- 
cies on a calendar year basis: Provided further, 
That, in fiscal year 2005 and all fiscal years 
hereafter, no amounts under this heading in 
any appropriations Act may be used for pay- 
ments to public housing agencies for the costs of 
operation and management of public housing 
for any year prior to the current year of such 
Act: Provided further, That no funds may be 
used under this heading for the purposes speci- 
fied in section 9(k) of the United States Housing 
Act of 1937, as amended. 

REVITALIZATION OF SEVERELY DISTRESSED PUBLIC 

HOUSING (HOPE VI) 

For grants to public housing agencies for dem- 
olition, site revitalization, replacement housing, 
and tenant-based assistance grants to projects 
as authorized by section 24 of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937, as amended, $144,000,000, 
to remain available until September 30, 2006, of 
which the Secretary may use up to $4,000,000 for 
technical assistance and contract expertise, to 
be provided directly or indirectly by grants, con- 
tracts or cooperative agreements, including 
training and cost of necessary travel for partici- 
pants in such training, by or to officials and 
employees of the department and of public hous- 
ing agencies and to residents: Provided, That 
none of such funds shall be used directly or in- 
directly by granting competitive advantage in 
awards to settle litigation or pay judgments, un- 
less expressly permitted herein. 

NATIVE AMERICAN HOUSING BLOCK GRANTS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

For the Native American Housing Block 
Grants program, as authorized under title I of 
the Native American Housing Assistance and 
Self-Determination Act of 1996 (NAHASDA) (25 
U.S.C. 4111 et seq.), $627,000,000, to remain 
available until expended, of which $2,200,000 
shall be contracted through the Secretary as 
technical assistance and capacity building to be 
used by the National American Indian Housing 
Council in support of the implementation of 
NAHASDA; of which $4,500,000 shall be to sup- 
port the inspection of Indian housing units, 
contract expertise, training, and technical as- 
sistance in the training, oversight, and manage- 
ment of Indian housing and tenant-based assist- 
ance, including up to $300,000 for related travel; 
and of which $2,600,000 shall be transferred to 
the Working Capital Fund: Provided, That of 
the amount provided under this heading, 
$2,000,000 shall be made available for the cost of 
guaranteed notes and other obligations, as au- 
thorized by title VI of NAHASDA: Provided fur- 
ther, That such costs, including the costs of 
modifying such notes and other obligations, 
shall be as defined in section 502 of the Congres- 
sional Budget Act of 1974, as amended: Provided 
further, That these funds are available to sub- 
sidize the total principal amount of any notes 
and other obligations, any part of which is to be 
guaranteed, not to exceed $17,926,000: Provided 
further, That for administrative expenses to 
carry out the guaranteed loan program, up to 
$150,000 from amounts in the first proviso, 
which shall be transferred to and merged with 
the appropriation for “Salaries and expenses”, 
to be used only for the administrative costs of 
these guarantees. 
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INDIAN HOUSING LOAN GUARANTEE FUND 
PROGRAM ACCOUNT 


(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


For the cost of guaranteed loans, as author- 
ized by section 184 of the Housing and Commu- 
nity Development Act of 1992 (12 U.S.C. 17152- 
13a), $5,000,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided, That such costs, including 
the costs of modifying such loans, shall be as 
defined in section 502 of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974, as amended: Provided fur- 
ther, That these funds are available to subsidize 
total loan principal, any part of which is to be 
guaranteed, not to exceed $145,345,000. 

In addition, for administrative expenses to 
carry out the guaranteed loan program, up to 
$250,000 from amounts in the first paragraph, 
which shall be transferred to and merged with 
the appropriation for “Salaries and expenses”, 
to be used only for the administrative costs of 
these guarantees. 

NATIVE HAWAIIAN HOUSING LOAN GUARANTEE 

FUND PROGRAM ACCOUNT 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the cost of guaranteed loans, as author- 
ized by section 184A of the Housing and Commu- 
nity Development Act of 1992 (12 U.S.C. 17152- 
13b), $1,000,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided, That such costs, including 
the costs of modifying such loans, shall be as 
defined in section 502 of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974, as amended: Provided fur- 
ther, That these funds are available to subsidize 
total loan principal, any part of which is to be 
guaranteed, not to exceed $37,403,000. 

In addition, for administrative expenses to 
carry out the guaranteed loan program, up to 
$35,000 from amounts in the first paragraph, 
which shall be transferred to and merged with 
the appropriation for “Salaries and expenses”, 
to be used only for the administrative costs of 
these guarantees. 


COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
HOUSING OPPORTUNITIES FOR PERSONS WITH AIDS 


For carrying out the Housing Opportunities 
for Persons with AIDS program, as authorized 
by the AIDS Housing Opportunity Act (42 
U.S.C. 12901 et seq.), $284,000,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2006: Provided, 
That the Secretary shall renew all expiring con- 
tracts for permanent supportive housing that 
were funded under section 854(c)(3) of such Act 
that meet all program requirements before 
awarding funds for new contracts and activities 
authorized under this section: Provided further, 
That the Secretary may use up to $2,500,000 of 
the funds under this heading for training, over- 
sight, and technical assistance activities. 

RURAL HOUSING AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 


For the Office of Rural Housing and Есо- 
nomic Development in the Department of Hous- 
ing and Urban Development, $24,000,000 to re- 
main available until erpended, which amount 
shall be competitively awarded by September 1, 
2005, to Indian tribes, State housing finance 
agencies, State community and/or economic de- 
velopment agencies, local rural nonprofits and 
community development corporations to support 
innovative housing and economic development 
activities in rural areas. 

EMPOWERMENT ZONES/ENTERPRISE COMMUNITIES 


For grants in connection with a second round 
of empowerment zones and enterprise commu- 
nities, $10,000,000, to remain available until Sep- 
tember 30, 2005, for “Urban Empowerment 
?опев”, as authorized in section 1391(g) of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 (26 U.S.C. 
1391(g)), including $666,666 for each empower- 
ment zone for use in conjunction with economic 
development activities consistent with the stra- 
tegic plan of each empowerment zone. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT FUND 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

For assistance to units of State and local gov- 
ernment, and to other entities, for economic and 
community development activities, and for other 
purposes, $4,709,000,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2007 unless otherwise speci- 
fied: Provided, That of the amount provided, 
$4,150,035,000 is for carrying out the community 
development block grant program under title I of 
the Housing and Community Development Act 
of 1974, as amended (the “Act”? herein) (42 
U.S.C. 5301 et seq.): Provided further, That un- 
less explicitly provided for under this heading 
(except for planning grants provided in the 
third paragraph and amounts made available in 
the second paragraph), not to exceed 20 percent 
of any grant made with funds appropriated 
under this heading (other than a grant made 
available in this paragraph to the Housing As- 
sistance Council or the National American In- 
dian Housing Council, or a grant using funds 
under section 107(b)(3) of the Act) shall be ex- 
pended for planning and management develop- 
ment and administration: Provided further, 
That $69,000,000 shall be for grants to Indian 
tribes notwithstanding section 106(a)(1) of such 
Act, of which, notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of law (including Section 205 of this Act), 
up to $4,000,000 may be used for emergencies 
that constitute imminent threats to health and 
safety; $3,900,000 shall be for a grant to the 
Housing Assistance Council; $2,400,000 shall be 
for a grant to the National American Indian 
Housing Council; $4,800,000 shall be available as 
a grant to the National Housing Development 
Corporation, for operating expenses not to ex- 
ceed $2,000,000 and for a program of affordable 
housing acquisition and rehabilitation; 
$4,800,000 shall be available as a grant to the 
Raza Development Fund of La Raza for the 
HOPE Fund, of which $500,000 is for technical 
assistance and fund management, and $4,300,000 
is for investments in the HOPE Fund and fi- 
nancing to affiliated organizations; $43,700,000 
Shall be for grants pursuant to section 107 of the 
Act, of which $9,000,000 shall be for the Native 
Hawaiian block grant authorized under title 
VIII of the Native American Housing Assistance 
and Self-Determination Act of 1996, to remain 
available until expended, of which $500,000 shall 
be for training апа technical assistance; 
$3,465,000 shall be transferred to the Working 
Capital Fund; $25,000,000 shall be for grants 
pursuant to the Self Help Homeownership Op- 
portunity Program; $34,500,000 shall be for ca- 
pacity building, of which $30,000,000 shall be for 
Capacity Building for Community Development 
and Affordable Housing for LISC and the Enter- 
prise Foundation for activities as authorized by 
section 4 of the HUD Demonstration Act of 1993 
(42 U.S.C. 9816 note), as in effect immediately 
before June 12, 1997, with not less than 
$5,000,000 of the funding to be used in rural 
areas, including tribal areas, and of which 
$4,500,000 shall be for capacity building activi- 
ties administered by Habitat for Humanity 
International; $2,000,000 shall be for the Special 
Olympics National Games Organizing Committee 
for planning, equipment, and operational ex- 
penses associated with the 2006 games in Ames, 
Iowa; $62,000,000 shall be available for 
YouthBuild program activities authorized by 
subtitle D of title IV of the Cranston-Gonzalez 
National Affordable Housing Act, as amended, 
and such activities shall be an eligible activity 
with respect to any funds made available under 
this heading: Provided, That local YouthBuild 
programs that demonstrate an ability to leverage 
private and nonprofit funding shall be given a 
priority for YouthBuild funding: Provided fur- 
ther, That no more than 10 percent of any grant 
award under the YouthBuild program may be 
used for administrative costs: Provided further, 
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That of the amount made available for 
YouthBuild not less than $9,000,000 is for grants 
to establish YouthBuild programs іт under- 
served and rural areas and $2,000,000 is to be 
made available for a grant to YouthBuild USA 
for capacity building for community develop- 
ment and affordable housing activities as speci- 
fied in section 4 of the HUD Demonstration Act 
of 1993, as amended. 

Of the amount made available under this 
heading, $42,000,000 shall be available for neigh- 
borhood initiatives that are utilized to improve 
the conditions of distressed and blighted areas 
and neighborhoods, to stimulate investment, 
economic diversification, and community revi- 
talization in areas with population outmigration 
or a stagnating or declining economic base, or to 
determine whether housing benefits can be inte- 
grated more effectively with welfare reform ini- 
tiatives: Provided, That amounts made available 
under this paragraph shall be provided in ac- 
cordance with the terms and conditions speci- 
fied in the statement of managers accompanying 
this Act. 

Of the amount made available under this 
heading, $262,000,000 shall be available for 
grants for the Economic Development Initiative 
(EDI) to finance a variety of targeted economic 
investments in accordance with the terms and 
conditions specified in the statement of man- 
agers accompanying this Act: Provided, That 
none of the funds provided under this para- 
graph may be used for program operations. 

The referenced statement of the managers 
under this heading in Public Law 108-7 is 
deemed to be amended with respect to item num- 
ber 2 with respect to amounts made available for 
the City of Boaz, Alabama by striking ‘‘facilities 
renovation and expansion" and inserting ‘‘con- 
struction of a new library". 

The referenced statement of the managers 
under this heading in Public Law 108-7 is 
deemed to be amended with respect to item num- 
ber 740 by striking ‘‘facilities renovation and 
construction” and inserting “ап economic de- 
velopment planning study". 

The referenced statement of the managers 
under this heading in Public Law 108-7 is 
deemed to be amended with respect to item num- 
ber 254 by striking "Greater Community Council 
in Louisville, Kentucky for construction of a fa- 
cility for low-income, disabled persons" and in- 
serting "Portland Promise, Inc. in Louisville, 
Kentucky for a multi-purpose facility". 

The referenced statement of the managers 
under this heading in Public Law 108-7 is 
deemed to be amended with respect to item num- 
ber 10 with respect to amounts made available to 
the St. Stephen Family Life Center in Louisville, 
Kentucky by striking “renovation” and insert- 
ing "construction". 

The referenced statement of the managers 
under this heading in Public Law 108-7 is 
deemed to be amended with respect to item num- 
ber 584 with respect to amounts made available 
for Queens Borough Public Library in Queens, 
New York by striking ‘‘for facilities rehabilita- 
tion and expansion of the Parsons Boulevard 
complex” and inserting “Уот facilities construc- 
tion and renovations". 

The referenced statement of the managers 
under this heading in Public Law 108-199 is 
deemed to be amended with respect to item num- 
ber 198 by striking ‘$160,000 for the Pine Moun- 
tain Beautification and Economic Development 
project in Harris County, Georgia for streetscape 
improvements" and inserting “360,000 for the 
Beautification and | Economic Development 
project in Harris County, Georgia for construc- 
tion; and $100,000 for the Beautification and 
Economic Development project in the Town of 
Pine Mountain, Georgia for streetscape improve- 
ments". 

The referenced statement of the managers 
under this heading in Public Law 108—199 is 
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deemed to be amended with respect to item num- 
ber 96 with respect to amounts made available 
for the City of Corona, California by striking 
"construction" and inserting "rehabilitation 
and conversion". 

The referenced statement of the managers 
under this heading in Public Law 108—199 is 
deemed to be amended with respect to item num- 
ber 257 with respect to amounts made available 
for Fort Dodge, Iowa by inserting "planning, 
design апа” before the word "facilities". 

The referenced statement of the managers 
under this heading in Public Law 108—199 is 
deemed to be amended with respect to item num- 
ber 776 with respect to amounts made available 
for Rice University by inserting "planning, de- 
sign ата” before the word ‘‘construction’’. 

The referenced statement of the managers 
under this heading in Public Law 108—199 is 
deemed to be amended with respect to item num- 
ber 535 by striking "facilities renovation, expan- 
sion and buildout for the D’Youville College Li- 
brary Improvement project” and inserting ‘‘Ad- 
ministration building renovation”. 

The referenced statement of the managers 
under this heading in Public Law 108-7 is 
deemed to be amended with respect to item num- 
ber 215 by striking ‘‘construction of a fieldhouse 
located at 39th and Cottage Grove” and insert- 
ing ''costs associated with construction of a 
LULA lift at Ogden Park”. 

The referenced statement of the managers 
under this heading in Public Law 108-7 is 
deemed to be amended with respect to item num- 
ber 831 by striking ‘‘Bread and Rose in Olympia, 
Washington for renovations to a homeless shel- 
ter" and inserting ''Catholic Community Serv- 
ices in Olympia, Washington for construction of 
a homeless shelter". 

The referenced statement of the managers 
under this heading in Public Law 108—199 is 
deemed to be amended with respect to item num- 
ber 303 by striking “Maine Environmental” and 
inserting ‘‘Marine Environmental". 

The referenced statement of the managers 
under this heading in Public Law 108—199 is 
deemed to be amended with respect to item num- 
ber 163 by striking “а special needs evacuation, 
senior, multipurpose center" and inserting “Уот 
Lakefront improvements to Lake Toho”. 

The referenced statement of the managers 
under this heading in Public Law 108-199 is 
deemed to be amended with respect to item num- 
ber 499 by striking ‘‘relocation of and renova- 
tions to the Wolcott Carriage House” and insert- 
ing ‘‘facilities improvements to Erie Canal 
parks". 

The referenced statement of the managers 
under this heading in title II of Public Law 107— 
73; H. Rept. 107-272 is deemed to be amended by 
striking "Southern New Mexico Fair and Rodeo 
in Dona Ana County for infrastructure improve- 
ments and to build a multipurpose event cen- 
ter;" and insert in lieu thereof “Dona Ana 
County, New Mexico, for the Southern New 
Mexico State Fair to make infrastructure im- 
provements and to build a multi-purpose event 
center;’’. 

The referenced statement of the managers 
under this heading in title II of Division G of 
the Consolidated Appropriations Resolution, 
2004 (Public Law 108-199; H. Rept. 108-401) is 
deemed to be amended with respect to item 218 
by striking "construction" and insert in lieu 
thereof “planning and design”. 

The statement of managers accompanying 
Public Law 106-74, as amended by chapter 8 of 
title II of the Emergency Supplemental Act, 2000 
(Public Law 106-246), is further amended by in- 
serting “, to remain available to be expended 
until September 30, 2007,” after ‘‘$25,000,000’’. 

The referenced statement of managers under 
the heading in title II of Division G of the Con- 
solidated Appropriations Resolution, 2004 (Pub- 
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lic Law 108-199; H. Rpt. 108-401) is deemed to be 
amended with respect to numbers 418 and 423 by 
striking out both specified grants and inserting 
in lieu thereof “418. $900,000 to Northland 
Neighborhoods, Inc. in Clay County, Missouri 
for the expansion of the current Home Repair 
Program to provide home repairs to low- to mod- 
erate-income neighborhoods;’’. 

The referenced statement of managers under 
this heading in title II of Division G of the Con- 
solidated Appropriations Resolution, 2004 (Pub- 
lic Law 108-199; H. Rept. 108-401) is deemed to 
be amended with respect to item 791 by inserting 
“for planning and design” after “Texas”. 

The referenced statement of managers under 
this heading in title II of Division G of the Con- 
solidated Appropriations Resolution, 2004 (Pub- 
lic Law 108-199; H. Rept. 108-401) is deemed to 
be amended with respect to item 218 by striking 
"construction" and inserting in lieu thereof 
“planning and design”. 

The referenced statement of the managers 
under this heading in Public Law 108-199 is 
deemed to be amended with respect to item num- 
ber 169 by striking ‘‘for renovation of an avia- 
tion high technology facility" and inserting in 
lieu thereof “јот a feasibility study of a facilities 
improvement to the Airco Complex ата sur- 
rounding properties”. 

The referenced statement of the managers 
under this heading in Public Law 108-7 is 
deemed to be amended with respect to item num- 
ber 740 by striking ‘‘for facilities renovation and 
construction" and inserting “Тот development 
and continuation of the National Medal of 
Honor Museum of Military History". 

The referenced statement of the managers 
under this heading in Public Law 108-199 is 
deemed to be amended with respect to item num- 
ber 163 by striking “Уот a special needs evacu- 
ation, senior, multipurpose center” and insert- 
ing ''for construction at the Lakefront Improve- 
ment Project". 

The referenced statement of the managers 
under this heading in Public Law 108-7 is 
deemed to be amended with respect to item num- 
ber 54 by striking ‘‘for renovation of facilities" 
and inserting “Уот the Screen Education Cen- 
ter". 

The referenced statement of the managers 
under this heading in Public Law 108-199 is 
deemed to be amended with respect to item num- 
ber 104 by striking “Чо Sonoma State University 
in California for construction of the Green 
Music Center" and inserting ‘‘to Center Point, 
Inc. to acquire and renovate a facility for the 
adolescent residential treatment center". 

The referenced statement of the managers 
under this heading in Public Law 108-199 is 
deemed to be amended with respect to item num- 
ber 4 by striking “Тот renovation of the Old 
Uniontown Middle School" and inserting ‘‘for 
enhancements to facilities for industrial devel- 
opment’’. 

The referenced statement of the managers 
under this heading in Public Law 108-199 is 
deemed to be amended with respect to item num- 
ber 583 by striking ‘‘$200,000 to the North Caro- 
lina Museum of Natural Sciences for construc- 
tion of the Nature Research Center” and insert- 
ing ‘‘$200,000 to the Friends of the North Caro- 
lina Museum of Natural Sciences for construc- 
tion of the Nature Research Center". 

The referenced statement of the managers 
under this heading in Public Law 108-199 is 
deemed to be amended with respect to item num- 
ber 469 by striking ‘о Rutgers University in 
New Jersey land acquisition for LEAP Univer- 
sity High School" and inserting ‘‘to the LEAP 
Academy University Charter High School in 
Camden City, New Jersey for facilities construc- 
tion, renovation, and buildout’’. 

The referenced statement of the managers 
under this heading in Public Law 108-199 is 
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deemed to be amended with respect to item num- 
ber 575 by striking ‘“‘construction’’ and inserting 
“acquisition, renovation’’. 

The referenced statement of the managers 
under this heading in Public Law 108-199 is 
deemed to be amended with respect to item num- 
ber 683 by striking ‘‘for construction related to 
Bailey Park and downtown streetscape, beau- 
tification, building renovation and restoration”? 
and inserting ‘‘for master plan development, 
building acquisition, demolition, renovation and 
restoration". 

Section 167 of division Н of Public Law 108– 
199 is amended by allocating the funding made 
available under the heading Community Devel- 
opment Fund for project number 177 (House Re- 
port 108-235) to “the Chicago Children’s Choir 
Academy in Illinois for facility design and con- 
struction”. 

The referenced statement of the managers 
under this heading in title II of Division G of 
the Consolidated Appropriations Resolution, 
2004 (Public Law 108-199; H. Rept. 108-401) is 
deemed to be amended with respect to item 24 by 
striking “Tuscaloosa County Commission for 
Community Development in Tuscaloosa County, 
Alabama;” and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘City of 
Tuscaloosa for community development in Tus- 
caloosa, Alabama; ”’. 

The referenced statement of the managers 
under this heading in title II of Division G of 
the Consolidated Appropriations Resolution, 
2004 (Public Law 108-199; H. Rept. 108-401) is 
deemed to be amended with respect to item 796 
by striking “Community Center" and insert in 
lieu thereof ‘‘Convention Center’’. 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT LOAN GUARANTEES 

PROGRAM ACCOUNT 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the cost of guaranteed loans, $6,000,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2006, as au- 
thorized by section 108 of the Housing and Com- 
munity Development Act of 1974, as amended: 
Provided, That such costs, including the cost of 
modifying such loans, shall be as defined in sec- 
tion 502 of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974, 
as amended: Provided further, That these funds 
are available to subsidize total loan principal, 
any part of which is to be guaranteed, not to ex- 
ceed $275,000,000, notwithstanding any aggre- 
gate limitation on outstanding obligations guar- 
anteed in section 108(k) of the Housing and 
Community Development Act of 1974, as amend- 
ed. 

In addition, for administrative expenses to 
carry out the guaranteed loan program, 
$1,000,000, which shall be transferred to and 
merged with the appropriation for ‘Salaries and 
expenses”. 

BROWNFIELDS REDEVELOPMENT 

For competitive economic development grants, 
as authorized by section 108(q) of the Housing 
and Community Development Act of 1974, as 
amended, for Brownfields redevelopment 
projects, $24,000,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2006. 

HOME INVESTMENT PARTNERSHIPS PROGRAM 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the HOME investment partnerships pro- 
gram, as authorized under title II of the Cran- 
ston-Gonzalez National Affordable Housing Act, 
as amended, $1,865,000,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2007: Provided, That of the 
total amount provided in this paragraph, up to 
$42,000,000 shall be available for housing coun- 
seling under section 106 of the Housing and 
Urban Development Act of 1968, and $2,000,000 
shall be transferred to the Working Capital 
Fund. 

In addition to amounts otherwise made avail- 
able under this heading, $50,000,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2007, for assistance 
to homebuyers as authorized under title I of the 
American Dream Downpayment Act. 
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HOMELESS ASSISTANCE GRANTS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the emergency shelter grants program as 
authorized under subtitle B of title IV of the 
McKinney-Vento Homeless Assistance Act, as 
amended; the supportive housing program as 
authorized under subtitle C of title IV of such 
Act; the section 8 moderate rehabilitation single 
room occupancy program as authorized under 
the United States Housing Act of 1937, as 
amended, to assist homeless individuals pursu- 
ant to section 441 of the McKinney-Vento Home- 
less Assistance Act; and the shelter plus care 
program as authorized under subtitle F of title 
IV of such Act, $1,250,515,000, of which 
$1,230,515,000 shall remain available until Sep- 
tember 30, 2007, and of which $20,000,000 shall 
remain available until expended: Provided, That 
not less than 30 percent of funds made avail- 
able, excluding amounts provided for renewals 
under the shelter plus care program, shall be 
used for permanent housing: Provided further, 
That all funds awarded for services shall be 
matched by 25 percent in funding by each 
grantee: Provided further, That the Secretary 
shall renew on an annual basis expiring con- 
tracts or amendments to contracts funded under 
the shelter plus care program if the program is 
determined to be needed under the applicable 
continuum of care and meets appropriate pro- 
gram requirements and financial standards, as 
determined by the Secretary: Provided further, 
That all awards of assistance under this head- 
ing shall be required to coordinate and integrate 
homeless programs with other mainstream 
health, social services, and employment рто- 
grams for which homeless populations may be 
eligible, including Medicaid, State Children's 
Health Insurance Program, Temporary Assist- 
ance for Needy Families, Food Stamps, and 
services funding through the Mental Health and 
Substance Abuse Block Grant, Workforce In- 
vestment Act, and the Welfare-to-Work grant 
program: Provided further, That up to 
$11,500,000 of the funds appropriated under this 
heading shall be available for the national 
homeless data analysis project and technical as- 
sistance: Provided further, That $2,500,000 of 
the funds appropriated under this heading shall 
be transferred to the Working Capital Fund: 
Provided further, That all balances for Shelter 
Plus Care renewals previously funded from the 
Shelter Plus Care Renewal account shall be 
transferred to this account, to be available for 
Shelter Plus Care renewals in fiscal year 2005. 

HOUSING PROGRAMS 
HOUSING FOR THE ELDERLY 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For capital advances, including amendments 
to capital advance contracts, for housing for the 
elderly, as authorized by section 202 of the 
Housing Act of 1959, as amended, and for 
project rental assistance for the elderly under 
section 202(c)(2) of such Act, including amend- 
ments to contracts for such assistance and re- 
newal of expiring contracts for such assistance 
for up to a 1-year term, and for supportive serv- 
ices associated with the housing, $747,000,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2008, of 
which amount $50,000,000 shall be for service co- 
ordinators and the continuation of existing con- 
gregate service grants for residents of assisted 
housing projects, and of which amount up to 
$25,000,000 shall be for grants under section 202b 
of the Housing Act of 1959 (12 U.S.C. 1701q-2) 
for conversion of eligible projects under such 
section to assisted living or related use and for 
emergency capital repairs as determined by the 
Secretary: Provided, That of the amount made 
available under this heading, $18,000,000 shall 
be available to the Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development only for making competitive 
grants to private nonprofit organieations and 
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consumer cooperatives for covering costs of ar- 
chitectural and engineering work, site control, 
and other planning relating to the development 
of supportive housing for the elderly that is eli- 
gible for assistance under section 202 of the 
Housing Act of 1959 (12 U.S.C. 17014): Provided 
further, That $450,000 shall be transferred to the 
Working Capital Fund: Provided further, That 
the Secretary may waive the provisions of sec- 
tion 202 governing the terms and conditions of 
project rental assistance, except that the initial 
contract term for such assistance shall not ex- 
ceed 5 years in duration. 

Title II of the Departments of Veterans Affairs 
and Housing and Urban Development, and 
Independent Agencies Appropriations Act, 2004, 
is amended under this heading by striking the 
fourth proviso. 

HOUSING FOR PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For capital advance contracts, including 
amendments to capital advance contracts, for 
supportive housing for persons with disabilities, 
as authorized by section 811 of the Cranston- 
Gonzalez National Affordable Housing Act, for 
project rental assistance for supportive housing 
for persons with disabilities under section 
811(а)(2) of such Act, including amendments to 
contracts for such assistance and renewal of ex- 
piring contracts for such assistance for up to a 
1-year term, and for supportive services associ- 
ated with the housing for persons with disabil- 
ities as authorized by section 811(b)(1) of such 
Act, and for tenant-based rental assistance con- 
tracts entered into pursuant to section 811 of 
such Act, $240,000,000: Provided, That $450,000 
shall be transferred to the Working Capital 
Fund: Provided further, That, of the amount 
provided under this heading $28,890,000 shall be 
for amendments to existing tenant-based assist- 
ance contracts entered into prior to fiscal year 
2004 (only one amendment authorized for any 
such contract): Provided further, That of the 
amount provided under this heading, the Sec- 
retary may make available up to $10,000,000 for 
incremental tenant-based rental assistance, as 
authorized by section 811 of such Act, (which 
assistance is five years in duration): Provided 
further, That all tenant-based assistance made 
available under this heading shall continue to 
remain available only to persons with disabil- 
ities: Provided further, That the Secretary may 
waive the provisions of section 811 governing the 
terms and conditions of project rental assistance 
and tenant-based assistance, except that the ini- 
tial contract term for such assistance shall not 
exceed five years in duration. 

Title II of the Departments of Veterans Affairs 
and Housing and Urban Development, and 
Independent Agencies Appropriations Act, 2004, 
is amended under this heading by striking the 
fourth proviso and inserting ‘‘ Provided further, 
That all section 811 balances outstanding, as of 
September 30, 2003, shall be transferred to the 
appropriation under this heading.’’. 

FLEXIBLE SUBSIDY FUND 
(TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

From the Rental Housing Assistance Fund, all 
uncommitted balances of excess rental charges 
as of September 30, 2004, and any collections 
made during fiscal year 2005 and all subsequent 
fiscal years, shall be transferred to the Flexible 
Subsidy Fund, as authorized by section 236(g) of 
the National Housing Act, as amended. 

MANUFACTURED HOUSING FEES TRUST FUND 

For necessary expenses as authorized by the 
National Manufactured Housing Construction 
and Safety Standards Act of 1974, as amended 
(42 U.S.C. 5401 et seq.), up to $13,000,000 to re- 
main available until expended, to be derived 
from the Manufactured Housing Fees Trust 
Fund: Provided, That not to exceed the total 
amount appropriated under this heading shall 
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be available from the general fund of the Treas- 
ury to the extent necessary to incur obligations 
and make expenditures pending the receipt of 
collections to the Fund pursuant to section 620 
of such Act: Provided further, That the amount 
made available under this heading from the gen- 
eral fund shall be reduced as such collections 
are received during fiscal year 2005 so as to re- 
sult in a final fiscal year 2005 appropriation 
from the general fund estimated at not more 
than $0 and fees pursuant to such section 620 
shall be modified as necessary to ensure such a 
final fiscal year 2005 appropriation. 
FEDERAL HOUSING ADMINISTRATION 


MUTUAL MORTGAGE INSURANCE PROGRAM 
ACCOUNT 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

During fiscal year 2005, commitments to guar- 
antee loans to carry out the purposes of section 
203(b) of the National Housing Act, as amended, 
shall not exceed а loan principal of 
$185,000,000,000. 

During fiscal year 2005, obligations to make 
direct loans to carry out the purposes of section 
204(g) of the National Housing Act, as amended, 
shall not exceed $50,000,000: Provided, That the 
foregoing amount shall be for loans to nonprofit 
and governmental entities in connection with 
sales of single family real properties owned by 
the Secretary and formerly insured under the 
Mutual Mortgage Insurance Fund. 

For administrative expenses necessary to 
carry out the guaranteed and direct loan pro- 
gram, $356,906,000, of which not to exceed 
$352,906,000 shall be transferred to the appro- 
priation for “Salaries and expenses"; and not to 
exceed $4,000,000 shall be transferred to the ap- 
propriation for ''Office of Inspector General”. 
In addition, for administrative contract ex- 
penses, $78,000,000, of which $15,000,000 shall be 
transferred to the Working Capital Fund: Рто- 
vided, That to the extent guaranteed loan com- 
mitments exceed $65,500,000,000 on or before 
April 1, 2005, an additional $1,400 for adminis- 
trative contract expenses shall be available for 
each $1,000,000 in additional guaranteed loan 
commitments (including a pro rata amount for 
any amount below $1,000,000), but in no case 
shall funds made available by this proviso ex- 
ceed $30,000,000. 

GENERAL AND SPECIAL RISK PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the cost of guaranteed loans, as author- 
ized by sections 238 and 519 of the National 
Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 17152-3 and 1735c), in- 
cluding the cost of loan guarantee modifica- 
tions, as that term is defined in section 502 of 
the Congressional Budget Act of 1974, as amend- 
ed, $10,000,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided, That these funds are avail- 
able to subsidize total loan principal, any part 
of which is to be guaranteed, of up to 
$35,000,000,000. 

Gross obligations for the principal amount of 
direct loans, as authorized by sections 204(g), 
207(1), 238, and 519(a) of the National Housing 
Act, shall not exceed $50,000,000, of which not to 
exceed $30,000,000 shall be for bridge financing 
in connection with the sale of multifamily real 
properties owned by the Secretary and formerly 
insured under such Act; and of which not to ex- 
ceed $20,000,000 shall be for loans to nonprofit 
and governmental entities in connection with 
the sale of single-family real properties owned 
by the Secretary and formerly insured under 
such Act. 

In addition, for administrative expenses nec- 
essary to carry out the guaranteed and direct 
loan programs, $227,767,000, of | which 
$207,767,000 shall be transferred to the appro- 
priation for “Salaries and expenses"; and of 
which $20,000,000 shall be transferred to the ap- 
propriation for “Office of Inspector General". 
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In addition, for administrative contract ex- 
penses necessary to carry out the guaranteed 
and direct loan programs, $86,000,000, of which 
$9,600,000 shall be transferred to the Working 
Capital Fund: Provided, That to the extent 
guaranteed loan commitments exceed 
$8,426 ,000,000 on or before April 1, 2005, an addi- 
tional $1,980 for administrative contract ex- 
penses shall be available for each $1,000,000 in 
additional guaranteed loan commitments over 
$8,426,000,000 (including a pro rata amount for 
any increment below $1,000,000), but in no case 
shall funds made available by this proviso ex- 
ceed $14,400,000. 

GOVERNMENT NATIONAL MORTGAGE ASSOCIATION 
GUARANTEES OF MORTGAGE-BACKED SECURITIES 
LOAN GUARANTEE PROGRAM ACCOUNT 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

New commitments to issue guarantees to carry 
out the purposes of section 306 of the National 
Housing Act, as amended (12 U.S.C. 1721(g)), 
shall not exceed $200,000,000,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2006. 

For administrative expenses necessary to 
carry out the guaranteed mortgage-backed secu- 
rities program, $10,695,000, to be derived from 
the GNMA guarantees of mortgage-backed secu- 
rities guaranteed loan receipt account, of which 
not to exceed $10,695,000, shall be transferred to 
the appropriation for ‘‘Salaries and expenses”. 

POLICY DEVELOPMENT AND RESEARCH 
RESEARCH AND TECHNOLOGY 

For contracts, grants, and necessary expenses 
of programs of research and studies relating to 
housing and urban problems, not otherwise pro- 
vided for, as authorized by title V of the Hous- 
ing and Urban Development Act of 1970, as 
amended (12 U.S.C. 17012-1 et seq.), including 
carrying out the functions of the Secretary 
under section 1(a)(1)(i) of Reorganization Plan 
No. 2 of 1968, $45,500,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2006: Provided, That of the 
total amount provided under this heading, 
$7,000,000 shall be for the Partnership for Ad- 
vancing Technology in Housing (PATH) Initia- 
tive: Provided further, that of the amounts made 
available for PATH under this heading, 
$3,500,000 shall not be subject to the require- 
ments of section 205 of this title. 

FAIR HOUSING AND EQUAL OPPORTUNITY 
FAIR HOUSING ACTIVITIES 

For contracts, grants, and other assistance, 
not otherwise provided for, as authorized by 
title VIII of the Civil Rights Act of 1968, as 
amended by the Fair Housing Amendments Act 
of 1988, and section 561 of the Housing and 
Community Development Act of 1987, as amend- 
ed, $46,500,000, to remain available until Sep- 
tember 30, 2006, of which $20,000,000 shall be to 
carry out activities pursuant to such section 561: 
Provided, That no funds made available under 
this heading shall be used to lobby the executive 
or legislative branches of the Federal Govern- 
ment in connection with a specific contract, 
grant or loan. 

OFFICE OF LEAD HAZARD CONTROL 
LEAD HAZARD REDUCTION 

For the Lead Hazard Reduction Program, as 
authorized by section 1011 of the Residential 
Lead-Based Paint Hazard Reduction Act of 
1992, $168,000,000, to remain available until Sep- 
tember 30, 2006, of which $9,900,000 shall be for 
the Healthy Homes Initiative, pursuant to sec- 
tions 501 and 502 of the Housing and Urban De- 
velopment Act of 1970 that shall include re- 
search, studies, testing, and demonstration ef- 
forts, including education and outreach con- 
cerning lead-based paint poisoning and other 
housing-related diseases and hazards: Provided, 
That for purposes of environmental review, pur- 
suant to the National Environmental Policy Act 
of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) and other provi- 
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sions of law that further the purposes of such 
Act, a grant under the Healthy Homes Initia- 
tive, Operation Lead Elimination Action Plan 
(LEAP), or the Lead Technical Studies program 
under this heading or under prior appropria- 
tions Acts for such purposes under this heading, 
Shall be considered to be funds for a special 
project for purposes of $305(c) of the Multi- 
family Housing Property Disposition Reform Act 
of 1994: Provided further, That of the total 
amount made available under this heading, 
$47,000,000 shall be made available on a competi- 
tive basis for areas with the highest lead. paint 
abatement needs, as identified by the Secretary 
as having: (1) the highest number of occupied 
pre-1940 units of rental housing; and (2) a dis- 
proportionately high number of documented 
cases of lead-poisoned children: Provided fur- 
ther, That each grantee receiving funds under 
the previous proviso shall target those privately 
owned units and multifamily buildings that are 
occupied by low-income families as defined 
under section 3(b)(2) of the United States Hous- 
ing Act of 1937: Provided further, That not less 
than 90 percent of the funds made available 
under this paragraph shall be used exclusively 
for abatement, inspections, risk assessments, 
temporary relocations and interim control of 
lead-based hazards as defined by 42 U.S.C. 4851: 
Provided further, That each recipient of funds 
provided under the first proviso shall make a 
matching contribution in an amount not less 
than 25 percent: Provided further, That each 
applicant shall submit a detailed plan and strat- 
egy that demonstrates adequate capacity that is 
acceptable to the Secretary to carry out the pro- 
posed use of funds pursuant to a Notice of 
Funding Availability. 
MANAGEMENT AND ADMINISTRATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary administrative and non-admin- 
istrative expenses of the Department of Housing 
and Urban Development, not otherwise provided 
for, including purchase of uniforms, or allow- 
ances therefor, as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 5901- 
5902; hire of passenger motor vehicles; services 
as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109; and not to ex- 
ceed $25,000 for official reception and represen- 
tation expenses, $1,120,000,000, of which 
$560,673,000 shall be provided from the various 
funds of the Federal Housing Administration, 
$10,695,000 shall be provided from funds of the 
Government National Mortgage Association, 
$1,000,000 shall be provided from the ‘‘Commu- 
nity development loan guarantees program" ac- 
count, $150,000 shall be provided by transfer 
from the “Native American housing block 
grants" account, $250,000 shall be provided by 
transfer from the ''Indiam housing loan guar- 
antee fund program” account and $35,000 shall 
be transferred from the “Native Hawaiian hous- 
ing loan guarantee fund" account: Provided, 
That funds made available under this heading 
Shall only be allocated in the manner specified 
in the report accompanying this Act unless the 
Committees on Appropriations of both the House 
of Representatives and the Senate are notified 
of any changes in an operating plan or re- 
programming: Provided further, That no official 
or employee of the Department shall be des- 
ignated as an allotment holder unless the Office 
of the Chief Financial Officer (OCFO) has de- 
termined that such allotment holder has imple- 
mented an adequate system of funds control and 
has received training in funds control proce- 
dures and directives: Provided further, That the 
Chief Financial Officer shall establish positive 
control of and maintain adequate systems of ac- 
counting for appropriations and other available 
funds as required by 31 U.S.C. 1514: Provided 
further, That for purposes of funds control and 
determining whether a violation exists under the 
Anti-Deficiency Act (31 U.S.C. 1341 et seq.), the 
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point of obligation shall be the executed agree- 
ment or contract, except with respect to insur- 
ance and guarantee programs, certain types of 
salaries and expenses funding, and incremental 
funding that is authorized under an executed 
agreement or contract, and shall be designated 
in the approved funds control plan: Provided 
further, That the Chief Financial Officer shall: 
(1) appoint qualified personnel to conduct inves- 
tigations of potential or actual violations; (2) es- 
tablish minimum training requirements and 
other qualifications for personnel that may be 
appointed to conduct investigations; (3) estab- 
lish guidelines and timeframes for the conduct 
and completion of investigations; (4) prescribe 
the content, format and other requirements for 
the submission of final reports on violations; 
and (5) prescribe such additional policies and 
procedures as may be required for conducting 
investigations of, and administering, processing, 
and reporting on, potential and actual viola- 
tions of the Anti-Deficiency Act and all other 
statutes and regulations governing the obliga- 
tion and expenditure of funds made available in 
this or any other Act: Provided further, That up 
to $20,000,000 may be transferred to the Working 
Capital Fund: Provided further, That the Sec- 
retary shall fill 7 out of 10 vacancies at the GS- 
14 and GS-15 levels until the total number of 
GS-14 and GS-15 positions in the Department 
has been reduced from the number of GS-14 and 
GS-15 positions on the date of enactment of 
Public Law 106-377 by 272 percent. 
WORKING CAPITAL FUND 

For additional capital for the Working Capital 
Fund (42 U.S.C. 3535) for the development of, 
modifications to, and infrastructure for Depart- 
ment-wide information technology systems, for 
the continuing operation of both Department- 
wide and program-specific information systems, 
and for program-related development activities, 
$270,000,000, to remain available until September 
30, 2006: Provided, That any amounts trans- 
ferred to this Fund under this Act shall remain 
available until expended: Provided further, 
That any amounts transferred to this Fund from 
amounts appropriated by previously enacted ap- 
propriations Acts or from within this Act may be 
used only for the purposes specified under this 
Fund, in addition to the purposes for which 
such amounts were appropriated. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses of the Office of In- 
spector General in carrying out the Inspector 
General Act of 1978, as amended, $104,000,000, of 
which $24,000,000 shall be provided from the var- 
ious funds of the Federal Housing Administra- 
tion: Provided, That the Inspector General shall 
have independent authority over all personnel 
issues within this office: Provided further, That 
$300,000 shall be transferred to the Working 
Capital Fund. 

OFFICE OF FEDERAL HOUSING ENTERPRISE 
OVERSIGHT 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For carrying out the Federal Housing Enter- 
prises Financial Safety and Soundness Act of 
1992, including not to exceed $500 for official re- 
ception and representation expenses, $59,209,000, 
to remain available until expended, to be de- 
rived from the Federal Housing Enterprises 
Oversight Fund: Provided, That of the amount 
made available under this heading, $5,000,000 is 
for litigation and to continue ongoing special 
investigations of the federal housing enterprises: 
Provided further, That the Director shall submit 
a spending plan for the amounts provided under 
this heading no later than January 15, 2005: 
Provided further, That not less than 80 percent 
of total amount made available under this head- 
ing shall be used only for examination, super- 
vision, and capital oversight of the enterprises 
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(as such term is defined in section 1303 of the 
Federal Housing Enterprises Financial Safety 
and Soundness Act of 1992 (12 U.S.C. 4502)) to 
ensure that the enterprises are operating in a fi- 
nancially safe and sound manner and com- 
plying with the capital requirements under Sub- 
title B of such Act: Provided further, That not 
to exceed the amount provided herein shall be 
available from the general fund of the Treasury 
to the extent necessary to incur obligations and 
make expenditures pending the receipt of collec- 
tions to the Fund: Provided further, That the 
general fund amount shall be reduced as collec- 
tions are received during the fiscal year so as to 
result in a final appropriation from the general 
fund estimated at not more than $0. 

PUBLIC AND INDIAN HOUSING 

HOUSING CERTIFICATE FUND 

(RESCISSION) 

Of the unobligated balances, including recap- 
tures and carryover, remaining from funds ap- 
propriated to the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development under this heading or the 
heading “Annual contributions for assisted 
housing” or any other heading for fiscal year 
2004 and prior years, $1,557,000,000 is rescinded, 
to be effected by the Secretary no later than 
September 30, 2005: Provided, That any such 
balances governed by reallocation provisions 
under the statute authorieing the program for 
which the funds were originally appropriated 
shall be available for the rescission: Provided 
further, That any obligated balances of contract 
authority from fiscal year 1974 and prior that 
have been terminated shall be cancelled: Pro- 
vided further, That no amounts recaptured from 
amounts appropriated in prior years under this 
heading or the heading “Annual contributions 
for assisted housing” and no carryover of such 
appropriated amounts for project-based assist- 
ance shall be available for the calendar year 
2005 funding cycle for activities provided for 
under the heading ‘‘Tenant-based rental assist- 
ance": Provided further, That amounts recap- 
tured under this heading or the heading ‘‘An- 
nual contributions for assisted housing" from 
amounts appropriated for project-based section 
8 activities may be used for amendments to sec- 
tion 8 project-based subsidy contracts or for per- 
formance-based contract administrators, not- 
withstanding the purposes for which such 
amounts were appropriated. 

DRUG ELIMINATION GRANTS FOR LOW-INCOME 

HOUSING 


(RESCISSION) 

Of the unobligated balances remaining from 
funds appropriated in fiscal year 2001 and prior 
years under the heading “Drug elimination 
grants for low-income housing’’, $5,000,000 are 
rescinded. 

NATIVE AMERICAN HOUSING BLOCK GRANTS 
(RESCISSION) 

Of the unobligated balances remaining from 
funds appropriated in fiscal year 2004 and prior 
years under the heading ‘‘Native American 
housing block grants’’ for activities related to 
title VI of NAHASDA, $21,000,000 are rescinded. 

INDIAN HOUSING LOAN GUARANTEE PROGRAM 

ACCOUNT 
(RESCISSION) 

Of the unobligated balances remaining from 
funds appropriated in fiscal year 2004 and prior 
years under the heading “Indian housing loan 
guarantee fund program account" for activities 
related to the cost of guaranteed loans, 
$33,000,000 are rescinded. 

HOUSING PROGRAMS 
RENTAL HOUSING ASSISTANCE 
(RESCISSION) 

Of the amounts made available under the 

heading “Rent Supplement" in Public Law 98- 
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63 for amendments to contracts under section 
101 of the Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1965 (12 U.S.C. 1701s) and section 236(f)(2) of 
the National Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 17152-1) in 
State-aided, non-insured rental housing 
projects, up to $675,000,000 is cancelled. 
FEDERAL HOUSING ADMINISTRATION 
GENERAL AND SPECIAL RISK PROGRAM ACCOUNT 


(RESCISSION) 

Of the unobligated balances remaining from 
credit subsidy appropriated in fiscal year 2004 
and prior years under the heading ‘‘General 
and special risk program account’’, $30,000,000 
are rescinded. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 


SEC. 201. Fifty percent of the amounts of 
budget authority, or in lieu thereof 50 percent of 
the cash amounts associated with such budget 
authority, that are recaptured from projects de- 
scribed in section 1012(a) of the Stewart B. 
McKinney Homeless Assistance Amendments Act 
of 1988 (42 U.S.C. 1437 note) shall be rescinded, 
or in the case of cash, shall be remitted to the 
Treasury, and such amounts of budget author- 
ity or cash recaptured and not rescinded or re- 
mitted to the Treasury shall be used by State 
housing finance agencies or local governments 
or local housing agencies with projects approved 
by the Secretary of Housing and Urban Devel- 
opment for which settlement occurred after Jan- 
uary 1, 1992, in accordance with such section. 
Notwithstanding the previous sentence, the Sec- 
retary may award up to 15 percent of the budget 
authority or cash recaptured and not rescinded 
or remitted to the Treasury to provide project 
owners with incentives to refinance their project 
at a lower interest rate. 

SEC. 202. None of the amounts made available 
under this Act may be used during fiscal year 
2005 to investigate or prosecute under the Fair 
Housing Act any otherwise lawful activity en- 
gaged in by one or more persons, including the 
filing or maintaining of a non-frivolous legal ac- 
tion, that is engaged in solely for the purpose of 
achieving or preventing action by a Government 
official or entity, or a court of competent juris- 
diction. 

SEC. 203. (a) Notwithstanding | section 
854(c)(1)(A) of the AIDS Housing Opportunity 
Act (42 U.S.C. 12903(c)(1)(A)), from any amounts 
made available under this title for fiscal year 
2005 that are allocated under such section, the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Development 
Shall allocate and make a grant, in the amount 
determined under subsection (b), for any State 
that— 

(1) received an allocation in a prior fiscal year 
under clause (ii) of such section; and 

(2) is not otherwise eligible for an allocation 
for fiscal year 2005 under such clause (ii) be- 
cause the areas in the State outside of the met- 
ropolitan statistical areas that qualify under 
clause (i) in fiscal year 2005 do not have the 
number of cases of acquired immunodeficiency 
syndrome (AIDS) required under such clause. 

(b) The amount of the allocation and grant 
for any State described in subsection (a) shall be 
an amount based on the cumulative number of 
AIDS cases in the areas of that State that are 
outside of metropolitan statistical areas that 
qualify under clause (i) of such section 
854(с)(1)(А) in fiscal year 2005, in proportion to 
AIDS cases among cities and States that qualify 
under clauses (i) and (ii) of such section and 
States deemed eligible under subsection (a). 

(c) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, the amount allocated for fiscal year 2005 
under section 654(c) of the AIDS Housing Op- 
portunity Act (42 U.S.C. 12903(c)), to the City of 
New York, New York, on behalf of the New 
York-Wayne-White Plains, New York-New Jer- 
sey Metropolitan Division (hereafter ‘‘metropoli- 
tan division’’) of the New York-Newark-Edison, 
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NY-NJ-PA Metropolitan Statistical Area, shall 
be adjusted by the Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development by: (a) allocating to the 
City of Jersey City, New Jersey, the proportion 
of the metropolitan area’s or division’s amount 
that is based on the number of cases of AIDS re- 
ported in the portion of the metropolitan area or 
division that is located in Hudson County, New 
Jersey, and adjusting for the proportion of the 
metropolitan division’s high incidence bonus if 
this area in New Jersey also has a higher than 
average per capita incidence of AIDS; and (b) 
allocating to the City of Paterson, New Jersey, 
the proportion of the metropolitan area’s or di- 
vision’s amount that is based on the number of 
cases of AIDS reported in the portion of the met- 
ropolitan area or division that is located in Ber- 
gen County and Passaic County, New Jersey, 
and adjusting for the proportion of the metro- 
politan division’s high incidence bonus if this 
area in New Jersey also has a higher than aver- 
age per capita incidence of AIDS. The recipient 
cities shall use amounts allocated under this 
subsection to carry out eligible activities under 
section 855 of the AIDS Housing Opportunity 
Act (42 U.S.C. 12904) in their respective portions 
of the metropolitan division that is located in 
New Jersey. 

SEC. 204. (a) During fiscal year 2005, in the 
provision of rental assistance under section 8(о) 
of the United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 
U.S.C. 1437f(0)) in connection with a program to 
demonstrate the economy and effectiveness of 
providing such assistance for use in assisted liv- 
ing facilities that is carried out in the counties 
of the State of Michigan specified in subsection 
(b) of this section, notwithstanding paragraphs 
(3) and (18)(B)(iii) of such section 8(0), a family 
residing in an assisted living facility in any 
such county, on behalf of which a public hous- 
ing agency provides assistance pursuant to sec- 
tion 8(0)(18) of such Act, may be required, at the 
time the family initially receives such assist- 
ance, to pay rent in an amount exceeding 40 
percent of the monthly adjusted income of the 
family by such a percentage or amount as the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Development 
determines to be appropriate. 

(b) The counties specified in this subsection 
are Oakland County, Macomb County, Wayne 
County, and Washtenaw County, in the State of 
Michigan. 

SEC. 205. Except as explicitly provided in law, 
any grant, cooperative agreement or other as- 
sistance made pursuant to title II of this Act 
shall be made on a competitive basis and in ac- 
cordance with section 102 of the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development Reform Act of 
1989. 

SEC. 206. Funds of the Department of Housing 
and Urban Development subject to the Govern- 
ment Corporation Control Act or section 402 of 
the Housing Act of 1950 shall be available, with- 
out regard to the limitations on administrative 
expenses, for legal services on a contract or fee 
basis, and for utilizing and making payment for 
services and facilities of the Federal National 
Mortgage Association, Government National 
Mortgage Association, Federal Home Loan 
Mortgage Corporation, Federal Financing 
Bank, Federal Reserve banks or any member 
thereof, Federal Home Loan banks, and any in- 
sured bank within the meaning of the Federal 
Deposit Insurance Corporation Act, as amended 
(12 U.S.C. 1811-1831). 

SEC. 207. Unless otherwise provided for in this 
Act or through a reprogramming of funds, no 
part of any appropriation for the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development shall be avail- 
able for any program, project or activity in ex- 
cess of amounts set forth in the budget estimates 
submitted to Congress. 

SEC. 208. Corporations and agencies of the De- 
partment of Housing and Urban Development 
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which are subject to the Government Corpora- 
tion Control Act, as amended, are hereby au- 
thorized to make such expenditures, within the 
limits of funds and borrowing authority avail- 
able to each such corporation or agency and in 
accordance with law, and to make such con- 
tracts and commitments without regard to fiscal 
year limitations as provided by section 104 of 
such Act as may be necessary in carrying out 
the programs set forth in the budget for 2005 for 
such corporation or agency except as herein- 
after provided: Provided, That collections of 
these corporations and agencies may be used for 
new loan or mortgage purchase commitments 
only to the extent expressly provided for in this 
Act (unless such loans are in support of other 
forms of assistance provided for in this or prior 
appropriations Acts), except that this proviso 
Shall not apply to the mortgage insurance or 
guaranty operations of these corporations, or 
where loans or mortgage purchases are mec- 
essary to protect the financial interest of the 
United States Government. 

SEC. 209. None of the funds provided in this 
title for technical assistance, training, or man- 
agement improvements may be obligated or ex- 
pended unless HUD provides to the Committees 
on Appropriations a description of each рто- 
posed activity and a detailed budget estimate of 
the costs associated with each program, project 
or activity as part of the Budget Justifications. 
For fiscal year 2005, HUD shall transmit this in- 
formation to the Committees by March 15, 2005 
for 30 days of review. 

SEC. 210. The Secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development shall provide quarterly reports to 
the House and Senate Committees on Appropria- 
tions regarding all uncommitted, unobligated, 
recaptured and excess funds in each program 
and activity within the jurisdiction of the De- 
partment and shall submit additional, updated 
budget information to these Committees upon re- 
quest. 

SEC. 211. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, in fiscal year 2005, in managing and dis- 
posing of any multifamily property that is 
owned or held by the Secretary and is occupied 
primarily by elderly or disabled families, the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Development 
shall maintain any rental assistance payments 
under section 8 of the United States Housing 
Act of 1937 that are attached to any dwelling 
units in the property. To the extent the Sec- 
retary determines that such a multifamily prop- 
erty owned or held by the Secretary is not fea- 
sible for continued rental assistance payments 
under such section 8, the Secretary may, in con- 
sultation with the tenants of that property, con- 
tract for project-based rental assistance pay- 
ments with an owner or owners of other existing 
housing properties or provide other rental assist- 
ance. 

SEC. 212. (a) Notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of law, the amount allocated for fiscal year 
2005 under section 854(c) of the AIDS Housing 
Opportunity Act (42 U.S.C. 12903(c)), to the City 
of Wilmington, Delaware, on behalf of the Wil- 
mington, Delaware-Maryland-New Jersey Met- 
ropolitan Division (hereafter ‘‘metropolitan divi- 
sion’’), shall be adjusted by the Secretary of 
Housing and Urban Development by allocating 
to the State of New Jersey the proportion of the 
metropolitan division’s amount that is based on 
the number of cases of AIDS reported in the por- 
tion of the metropolitan division that is located 
in New Jersey. The State of New Jersey shall use 
amounts allocated to the State under this sub- 
section to carry out eligible activities under sec- 
tion 855 of the AIDS Housing Opportunity Act 
(42 U.S.C. 12904) in the portion of the metropoli- 
tan division that is located in New Jersey. 

(b) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, the Secretary of Housing and Urban Devel- 
opment shall allocate to Wake County, North 
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Carolina, the amounts that otherwise would be 
allocated for fiscal year 2005 under section 
854(с) of the AIDS Housing Opportunity Act (42 
U.S.C. 12903(c)) to the City of Raleigh, North 
Carolina, on behalf of the Raleigh-Cary, North 
Carolina Metropolitan Statistical Area. Any 
amounts allocated to Wake County shall be used 
to carry out eligible activities under section 855 
of such Act (42 U.S.C. 12904) within such metro- 
politan statistical area. 

(c) Notwithstanding section 854(c) of the AIDS 
Housing Opportunity Act (42 U.S.C. 12903(c)), 
the Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop- 
ment may adjust the allocation of the amounts 
that otherwise would be allocated for fiscal year 
2005 under section 854(c) of such Act, upon the 
written request of an applicant, in conjunction 
with the State(s), for a formula allocation on be- 
half of a metropolitan statistical area, to des- 
ignate the State or States in which the metro- 
politan statistical area is located as the eligible 
grantee(s) of the allocation. In the case that a 
metropolitan statistical area, involves more than 
one State, such amounts allocated to each State 
Shall be in proportion to the number of cases of 
AIDS reported in the portion of the metropolitan 
Statistical area located in that State. Amy 
amounts allocated to a State under this section 
Shall be used to carry out eligible activities 
within the portion of the metropolitan statistical 
area located in that State. 

SEC. 213. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, for this fiscal year and every fiscal year 
thereafter, funds appropriated for housing for 
the elderly, as authorized by section 202 of the 
Housing Act of 1959, as amended, and for sup- 
portive housing for persons with disabilities, as 
authorized by section 811 of the Cranston-Gon- 
ealee National Affordable Housing Act, shall be 
available for the cost of maintaining and dis- 
posing of such properties that are acquired or 
otherwise become the responsibility of the De- 
partment. 

SEC. 214. The Secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development shall submit an annual report no 
later than August 30, 2005 and annually there- 
after to the House and Senate Committees on 
Appropriations regarding the number of Feder- 
ally assisted units under lease and the per unit 
cost of these units to the Department of Housing 
and Urban Development. 

SEC. 215. The Department of Housing and 
Urban Development shall submit the Depart- 
ment's fiscal year 2006 congressional budget jus- 
tifications to the Committees on Appropriations 
of the House of Representatives and the Senate 
using the identical structure provided under this 
Act and only in accordance with the direction 
Specified in the report accompanying this Act. 

SEC. 216. That incremental voucher previously 
made available under the heading ‘‘Housing 
Certificate Fund" for non-elderly disabled fami- 
lies shall, to the extent practicable, continue to 
be provided to non-elderly disabled families 
upon turnover. 

SEC. 217. The installment contract between the 
Village of Hanna City, Illinois and the General 
Services Administration is in the nature of a 
purchase money mortgage which will be paid off 
at initial closing. The Department of Housing 
and Urban Development shall accept the Village 
of Hanna City, Illinois’ holding of equitable title 
to this property as sufficient for the purposes of 
the section 202 housing program. 

SEC. 218. A public housing agency or such 
other entity that administers Federal housing 
assistance in the states of Alaska, Iowa, and 
Mississippi shall not be required to include a 
resident of public housing or a recipient of as- 
sistance provided under section 8 of the United 
States Housing Act of 1937 on the board of direc- 
tors or a similar governing board of such agency 
or entity as required under section (2)(b) of such 
Act. Each public housing agency or other entity 


24501 


that administers Federal housing assistance 
under section 8 in the states of Alaska, Iowa 
and Mississippi shall establish an advisory 
board of not less than 6 residents of public hous- 
ing or recipients of section 8 assistance to pro- 
vide advice and comment to the public housing 
agency or other administering entity om issues 
related to public housing and section 8. Such 
advisory board shall meet not less than quar- 
terly. 

SEC. 219. (a) Section 536(b)(1) of the National 
Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1735f-14(b)(1)) is amend- 
ed by adding the following new subparagraph 
at the end: 

“(J) Failure to perform a required physical in- 
spection of the mortgaged property.’’. 

(b) Section 537(c)(1)(B)(ii) of such Асі (12 
U.S.C. 1735f-15(c)(1)(B)(ti)) is amended by in- 
serting after ‘‘rents,’’ the following: “other reve- 
nues, or contract rights,’’. 

(c) Section 537(c)(1)(B)(x) of such Act (12 
U.S.C. 1735f-15(c)(1)(B)(x)) is amended to read 
as follows: 

“(х) Failure to furnish the Secretary, by the 
expiration of the 90-day period beginning on the 
first day after the completion of each fiscal year 
(unless the Secretary has approved an extension 
of the 90-day period in writing), with a complete 
annual financial report, in accordance with re- 
quirements prescribed by the Secretary, includ- 
ing requirements that the report be— 

“(І) based upon an examination of the books 
and records of the mortgagor; 

"(II) prepared and certified to by an inde- 
pendent public accountant or a certified public 
accountant (unless the Secretary has waived 
this requirement in writing); and 

“(Ш) certified to by the mortgagor or an au- 
thorized representative of the mortgagor. 


“The Secretary shall approve am extension 
where the mortgagor demonstrates that failure 
to comply with this clause is due to events be- 
yond the control of the mortgagor.’’. 

SEC. 220. Section 421 of the Housing and Com- 
munity Development Act of 1987 (12 U.S.C. 
17152-4a) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(1)(A), by inserting after 
“project” the following: ‘‘, nursing home, inter- 
mediate care facility, board and care home, as- 
sisted living facility, or hospital"; 

(2) in subsection (a)(1)(B), by inserting after 
“is” the following: “от, at the time of the viola- 
tions, was"; 

(3) in the second sentence of subsection(a)(1), 
by striking ''project" and inserting "property"; 

(4) in subsection (a)(2) by striking “which” 
and all that follows through “ату owner” and 
inserting the following: ‘that owns or operates 
a property, as identified in the regulatory agree- 
ment, including but not limited to— 

“(А) any stockholder holding 25 percent or 
more interest of a corporation that owns that 
property; 

“(В) any beneficial owner of the property 
under any business or trust; 

“(С) any officer, director, or partner of an en- 
tity owning or controlling the property; 

“(D) any nursing home lessee or operator; 

“(Е) any hospital lessee or operator; 

“(Е) any other person or entity that controls 
the property regardless of that person or entity’s 
official relationship to the property; and 

“(G) any heir, assignee, successor in interest, 
or agent of any person or entity described in the 
preceding subparagraphs’’; 

(5) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘project’’ the 
first two places it appears and inserting ‘‘prop- 
erty”; and 

(6) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘project’’ and 
inserting “а property’s’’. 

SEC. 221. Section 204(h) of the National Hous- 
ing Act (12 U.S.C. 1710(h)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘following assets of the Sec- 
retary" and inserting ‘‘following categories of 
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assets of the Secretary, unless the Secretary de- 
termines at any time that the asset property is 
economically or otherwise infeasible to rehabili- 
tate or that the best use of the asset property is 
as open space (including park land)"; 

(B) in subparagraph (B)(ii), by inserting after 
“Act” the following: “етсері for mortgages in- 
sured under or made pursuant to sections 235, 
247, or 255”: and 

(C) by striking subparagraph (C); 

(2) in the second sentence of paragraph (3), by 
inserting after “government” the following: ©“, 
States, and Indian tribes’’; 

(3) in paragraph (4)— 

(A) in subparagraph (A)(i), by inserting after 
"government" the following: ‘‘, State, or Indian 
tribe’’; 

(B) by revising subparagraph (B)(ii) to read 
as follows: 

“(ii) purchases all assets of the Secretary in 
the category or categories of eligible assets set 
forth in the sale agreement required under para- 
graph (7) that, at any time during the period 
which shall be set forth in the sale agreement— 

“(Т) are or become eligible for purchase under 
this subsection; and 

“(II) are located in the asset control area of 
the purchaser; ата”; and 

(С) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘pur- 
chase of eligible assets under" and inserting 
“purchase of the category or categories of eligi- 
ble assets set forth in the sale agreement 
under"; 

(4) in paragraph (6)— 

(A) by revising subparagraph (C) to read as 
follows: 

“(С) DISCOUNTS.—The Secretary, in the sole 
discretion of the Secretary, shall establish the 
discount under this paragraph for an eligible 
asset. In determining the discount, the Secretary 
may consider the condition of the asset prop- 
erty, the extent of resources available to the pre- 
ferred purchaser, the comprehensive revitaliza- 
tion plan undertaken by such purchaser, the fi- 
nancial safety and soundness of the Mutual 
Mortgage Insurance Fund, and any other cir- 
cumstances the Secretary considers аррто- 
priate”; and 

(B) by striking subparagraph (D); 

(5) in paragraph (7)(A), by striking ‘‘eligible 
assets to be purchased and the interests sold" 
and inserting ‘‘category or categories of eligible 
assets to be purchased and, based on the pur- 
chaser’s capacity to manage and dispose of as- 
sets, the maximum number of assets owned by 
the Secretary at the time the sale agreement is 
executed that shall be sold to the purchaser"; 
and 

(6) in paragraph (8)— 

(A) in subparagraph (F), by inserting after 
“State” the following: “, and any agency от in- 
strumentality thereof that is established pursu- 
ant to legislation and designated by the chief 
executive officer to act on behalf of the jurisdic- 
tion with regard to the provisions of this sub- 
section"; and 

(B) by adding the following new subpara- 
graphs at the end: 

“(G) STATE.—The term ‘State’ means any 
State of the United States, the District of Co- 
lumbia, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, 
Guam, American Samoa, the Virgin Islands, the 
Northern Mariana Islands, or any agency or in- 
strumentality thereof that is established pursu- 
ant to legislation and designated by the chief 
executive officer to act on behalf of the State 
with regard to provisions of this subjection. 

“(Н) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term “Indian tribe” 
has the same meaning as in section 248(1)(1) of 
this Act.". 

SEC. 222. Section 203(c) of the National Hous- 
ing Act (12 U.S.C. 1709(c)), as amended, is fur- 
ther amended in paragraph (1) by striking ‘‘sub- 
sections (n) and (k)’’ and inserting "subsection 
(n)" and striking “от (k)’’. 
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SEC. 223. Section 203(c)(2)(A) of the National 
Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1709(c)(2)(A)) is amended 
in the last sentence after “subparagraph” by in- 
serting the following: ‘‘, provided that the mort- 
gagor refinances the unpaid principal obligation 
under title II of this Act". This provision shall 
apply to loans that become insured on or after 
date of enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 224. The portion of any athletic scholar- 
ship assistance that is available for housing 
costs shall be considered adjusted income for 
purposes of section 3(b)(5) of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937. The Secretary of Housing 
and Urban Development shall by notice estab- 
lish criteria under which persons who receive 
athletic scholarship assistance may be denied 
housing assistance under the United State 
Housing Act of 1937. 

SEC. 225. The funds made available for Native 
Alaskans under the heading ‘‘Native American 
Housing Block Grants" in title II of this Act 
shall be allocated to the same Native Alaskan 
housing block gramt recipients that received 
funds in fiscal year 2004. 

TITLE III INDEPENDENT AGENCIES 
AMERICAN BATTLE MONUMENTS COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro- 
vided for, of the American Battle Monuments 
Commission, including the acquisition of land or 
interest in land in foreign countries; purchases 
and repair of uniforms for caretakers of na- 
tional cemeteries and monuments outside of the 
United States and its territories and possessions; 
rent of office and garage space in foreign coun- 
tries; purchase (one for replacement only) and 
hire of passenger motor vehicles; not to exceed 
$7,500 for official reception and representation 
expenses; and insurance of official motor vehi- 
cles in foreign countries, when required by law 
of such countries, $41,100,000, to remain avail- 
able until expended. 

FOREIGN CURRENCY FLUCTUATIONS ACCOUNT 

For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro- 
vided for, of the American Battle Monuments 
Commission, $12,000,000, to remain available 
until expended, for purposes authorized by 36 
U.S.C. 2109. 


CHEMICAL SAFETY AND HAZARD INVESTIGATION 
BOARD 


SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For necessary expenses in carrying out activi- 
ties pursuant to section 112(7)(6) of the Clean 
Air Act, as amended, including hire of passenger 
vehicles, uniforms or allowances therefore, as 
authorized by 5 U.S.C. 5901-5902, and for serv- 
ices authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109 but at rates for 
individuals not to exceed the per diem equiva- 
lent to the maximum rate payable for senior 
level positions under 5 U.S.C. 5376, $9,100,000: 
Provided, That the Chemical Safety and Hazard 
Investigation Board (Board) shall have not more 
than three career Senior Executive Service posi- 
tions: Provided further, That notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, the individual ap- 
pointed to the position of Inspector General of 
the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
shall, by virtue of such appointment, also hold 
the position of Inspector General of the Board: 
Provided further, That notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the Inspector General of 
the Board shall utilize personnel of the Office of 
Inspector General of EPA in performing the du- 
ties of the Inspector General of the Board, and 
shall not appoint any individuals to positions 
within the Board. 

EMERGENCY FUND 

For necessary expenses of the Chemical Safety 
and Hazard Investigation Board for accident in- 
vestigations not otherwise provided for, $400,000, 
to remain available until expended. 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 


COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT FINANCIAL 
INSTITUTIONS 


COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT FINANCIAL 
INSTITUTIONS FUND PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

To carry out the Community Development 
Banking and Financial Institutions Act of 1994, 
including services authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, 
but at rates for individuals not to exceed the per 
diem rate equivalent to the rate for ES-3, 
$55,522,000, to remain available until September 
30, 2006, of which $4,000,000 shall be for finan- 
cial assistance, technical assistance, training 
and outreach programs designed to benefit Na- 
tive American, Native Hawaiian, and Alaskan 
Native communities and provided primarily 
through qualified community development lend- 
er organizations with experience and expertise 
in community development banking and lending 
in Indian country, Native American organiza- 
tions, tribes and tribal organizations and other 
suitable providers, and up to $14,900,000 may be 
used for administrative expenses, including ad- 
ministration of the New Markets Tax Credit, up 
to $6,000,000 may be used for the cost of direct 
loans, and up to $250,000 may be used for ad- 
ministrative expenses to carry out the direct 
loan program: Provided, That the cost of direct 
loans, including the cost of modifying such 
loans, shall be as defined in section 502 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974, as amended: 
Provided further, That these funds are available 
to subsidize gross obligations for the principal 
amount of direct loans not to exceed $11,000,000. 

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Consumer Prod- 
uct Safety Commission, including hire of pas- 
senger motor vehicles, services as authorized by 
5 U.S.C. 3109, but at rates for individuals not to 
exceed the per diem rate equivalent to the max- 
imum rate payable under 5 U.S.C. 5376, pur- 
chase of nominal awards to recognize non-Fed- 
eral officials’ contributions to Commission ac- 
tivities, and not to exceed $500 for official recep- 
tion and representation expenses, $62,650,000. 

CORPORATION FOR NATIONAL AND COMMUNITY 

SERVICE 


NATIONAL AND COMMUNITY SERVICE PROGRAMS 
OPERATING EXPENSES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses for the Corporation 
for National and Community Service (the ‘‘Cor- 
poration’’) in carrying out programs, activities, 
and initiatives under the National and Commu- 
nity Service Act of 1990 (the ‘‘Act’’) (42 U.S.C. 
12501 et seq.), $545,884,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2006: Provided, That not 
more than $290,000,000 of the amount provided 
under this heading shall be available for grants 
under the National Service Trust Program au- 
thorized under subtitle C of title I of the Act (42 
U.S.C. 12571 et seq.) (relating to activities of the 
AmeriCorps program), including grants to orga- 
nizations operating | projects | under the 
AmeriCorps Education Awards Program (with- 
out regard to the requirements of sections 121(d) 
and (e), section 131(e), section 132, and sections 
140(a), (d), and (e) of the Act): Provided further, 
That not less than $144,000,000 of the amount 
provided under this heading, to remain avail- 
able without fiscal year limitation, shall be 
transferred to the National Service Trust for 
educational awards authorized under subtitle D 
of title I of the Act (42 U.S.C. 12601), of which 
up to $3,900,000 shall be available to support na- 
tional service scholarships for high school stu- 
dents performing community service, and of 
which $13,000,000 shall be held in reserve as de- 
fined in Public Law 108-45: Provided further, 
That in addition to amounts otherwise provided 
to the National Service Trust under the second 
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proviso, the Corporation may transfer funds 
from the amount provided under the first pro- 
viso, to the National Service Trust authorized 
under subtitle D of title I of the Act (42 U.S.C. 
12601) upon determination that such transfer is 
necessary to support the activities of national 
service participants and after notice is trans- 
mitted to Congress: Provided further, That of 
the amount provided under this heading for 
grants under the National Service Trust pro- 
gram authorized under subtitle C of title I of the 
Act, not more than $55,000,000 may be used to 
administer, reimburse, or support any national 
service program authorized under section 
121(а)(2) of such Act (42 U.S.C. 12581(d)(2)): 
Provided further, That not тоте than 
$13,334,000 shall be available for quality and in- 
novation activities authorized under subtitle H 
of title I of the Act (42 U.S.C. 12853 et seq.), of 
which $4,000,000 shall be available for challenge 
grants to non-profit organizations: Provided 
further, That notwithstanding subtitle H of title 
I of the Act (42 U.S.C. 12853), none of the funds 
provided under the previous proviso shall be 
used to support salaries and related expenses 
(including travel) attributable to Corporation 
employees: Provided further, That to the maz- 
imum extent feasible, funds appropriated under 
subtitle C of title I of the Act shall be provided 
in a manner that is consistent with the rec- 
ommendations of peer review panels in order to 
ensure that priority is given to programs that 
demonstrate quality, innovation, replicability, 
and sustainability: Provided further, That 
$25,500,000 of the funds made available under 
this heading shall be available for the Civilian 
Community Corps authorized under subtitle E of 
title I of the Act (42 U.S.C. 12611 et seq.): Pro- 
vided further, That $43,000,000 shall be available 
for school-based and community-based service- 
learning programs authorized under subtitle B 
of title I of the Act (42 U.S.C. 12521 et seq.): Pro- 
vided further, That $3,550,000 shall be available 
for audits and other evaluations authorized 
under section 179 of the Act (42 U.S.C. 12639): 
Provided further, That $10,000,000 of the funds 
made available under this heading shall be 
made available for the Points of Light Founda- 
tion for activities authorized under title III of 
the Act (42 U.S.C. 12661 et seq.), of which not 
more than $2,500,000 may be used to support an 
endowment fund, the corpus of which shall re- 
main intact and the interest income from which 
shall be used to support activities described in 
title III of the Act, provided that the Founda- 
tion may invest the corpus and income in feder- 
ally insured bank savings accounts or com- 
parable interest bearing accounts, certificates of 
deposit, money market funds, mutual funds, ob- 
ligations of the United States, and other market 
instruments and securities but not in real estate 
investments: Provided further, That no funds 
shall be available for national service programs 
run by Federal agencies authorized under sec- 
tion 121(b) of such Act (42 U.S.C. 12571(b)): Pro- 
vided further, That $4,500,000 of the funds made 
available under this heading shall be made 
available to America's Promise—The Alliance 
for Youth, Inc.: Provided further, That to the 
maximum extent practicable, the Corporation 
shall increase significantly the level of matching 
funds and in-kind contributions provided by the 
private sector, and shall reduce the total Fed- 
eral costs per participant in all programs. 


SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For necessary expenses of administration as 
provided under section 501(a)(4) of the National 
and Community Service Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 
12501 et seq.) including payment of salaries, au- 
thorized travel, hire of passenger motor vehicles, 
the rental of conference rooms in the District of 
Columbia, the employment of experts and con- 
sultants authorized under 5 U.S.C. 3109, and not 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


to exceed $2,500 for official reception and rep- 
resentation expenses, $26,000,000. 
OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 

For necessary expenses of the Office of In- 
spector General in carrying out the Inspector 
General Act of 1978, as amended, $6,000,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2006. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 

Notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
the term “qualified student loan" with respect 
to national service education awards shall mean 
any loan determined by an institution of higher 
education to be necessary to cover a student’s 
cost of attendance at such institution and made, 
insured, or guaranteed directly to a student by 
a State agency, in addition to other meanings 
under section 148(b)(7) of the National and Com- 
munity Service Act. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
funds made available under section 129(d)(5)(B) 
of the National and Community Service Act to 
assist entities in placing applicants who are in- 
dividuals with disabilities may be provided to 
any entity that receives a grant under section 
121 of the Act. 

The Inspector General of the Corporation for 
National and Community Service shall conduct 
random audits of the grantees that administer 
activities under the AmeriCorps programs and 
shall levy sanctions in accordance with stand- 
ard Inspector General audit resolution proce- 
dures which include, but are not limited to, de- 
barment of any grantee (or successor in interest 
or any entity with substantially the same person 
or persons in control) that has been determined 
to have committed any substantial violations of 
the requirements of the AmeriCorps programs, 
including any grantee that has been determined 
to have violated the prohibition of using Federal 
funds to lobby the Congress: Provided, That the 
Inspector General shall obtain reimbursements 
in the amount of any misused funds from any 
grantee that has been determined to have com- 
mitted any substantial violations of the require- 
ments of the AmeriCorps programs. 

For fiscal year 2005, the Corporation shall 
make any significant changes to program re- 
quirements or policy only through public notice 
and comment rulemaking. For fiscal year 2005, 
during any grant selection process, no officer or 
employee of the Corporation shall knowingly 
disclose any covered grant selection information 
regarding such selection, directly or indirectly, 
to any person other than an officer or employee 
of the Corporation that is authorized by the 
Corporation to receive such information. 

U.S. COURT OF APPEALS FOR VETERANS CLAIMS 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses for the operation of 
the United States Court of Appeals for Veterans 
Claims as authorized by 38 U.S.C. 7251-7298, 
$17,250,000, of which $1,100,000 shall be avail- 
able for the purpose of providing financial as- 
sistance as described, and in accordance with 
the process and reporting procedures set forth, 
under this heading in Public Law 102-229. 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE—CIVIL 
CEMETERIAL EXPENSES, ARMY 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses, as authorized by law, 
for maintenance, operation, and improvement of 
Arlington National Cemetery and Soldiers’ and 
Airmen’s Home National Cemetery, including 
the purchase of one passenger motor vehicle for 
replacement only, and not to exceed $1,000 for 
official reception and representation expenses, 
$29,600,000, to remain available until expended. 
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES 

NATIONAL INSTITUTES OF HEALTH 
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH 
SCIENCES 

For necessary expenses for the National Insti- 

tute of Environmental Health Sciences in car- 
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rying out activities set forth in section 311(a) of 
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980, as 
amended, and section 126(g) of the Superfund 
Amendments and Reauthorization Act of 1986, 
$80,486,000. 

AGENCY FOR TOXIC SUBSTANCES AND DISEASE 

REGISTRY 
TOXIC SUBSTANCES AND ENVIRONMENTAL PUBLIC 
HEALTH 

For necessary expenses for the Agency for 
Toxic Substances and Disease Registry (ATSDR) 
in carrying out activities set forth in sections 
104(i), 111(с)(4), and 111(с)(14) of the Com- 
prehensive Environmental Response, Compensa- 
tion, and Liability Act of 1980 (CERCLA), as 
amended; section 118(f) of the Superfund 
Amendments and Reauthorization Act of 1986 
(SARA), as amended; and section 3019 of the 
Solid Waste Disposal Act, as amended, 
$76,654,000: Provided, That notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, in lieu of performing a 
health assessment under section 104(i)(6) of 
CERCLA, the Administrator of ATSDR may 
conduct other appropriate health studies, eval- 
uations, or activities, including, without limita- 
tion, biomedical testing, clinical evaluations, 
medical monitoring, and referral to accredited 
health care providers: Provided further, That in 
performing any such health assessment or 
health study, evaluation, or activity, the Ad- 
ministrator of ATSDR shall not be bound by the 
deadlines in section 104(i)(6)(A) of CERCLA: 
Provided further, That none of the funds appro- 
priated under this heading shall be available for 
ATSDR to issue in excess of 40 toxicological pro- 
files pursuant to section 104(i) of CERCLA dur- 
ing fiscal year 2005, and existing profiles may be 
updated as necessary. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For science and technology, including re- 
search and development activities, which shall 
include research and development activities 
under the Comprehensive Environmental Re- 
sponse, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980, 
as amended; necessary expenses for personnel 
and related costs and travel expenses, including 
uniforms, or allowances therefor, as authorized 
by 5 U.S.C. 5901-5902; services as authorized by 
5 U.S.C. 3109, but at rates for individuals not to 
exceed the per diem rate equivalent to the max- 
imum rate payable for senior level positions 
under 5 U.S.C. 5376; procurement of laboratory 
equipment and supplies; other operating ex- 
penses in support of research and development; 
construction, alteration, repair, rehabilitation, 
and renovation of facilities, not to exceed 
$85,000 per project, $750,061,000, which shall re- 
main available until September 30, 2006: Pro- 
vided, That of the amounts made available 
under this heading $1,000,000 shall be trans- 
ferred to the Office of Environmental Quality 
Management fund. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROGRAMS AND MANAGEMENT 

For environmental programs and manage- 
ment, including necessary expenses, not other- 
wise provided for, for personnel and related 
costs and travel expenses, including uniforms, 
or allowances therefor, as authorized by 5 
U.S.C. 5901-5902; services as authorized by 5 
U.S.C. 3109, but at rates for individuals not to 
exceed the per diem rate equivalent to the max- 
imum rate payable for senior level positions 
under 5 U.S.C. 5376; hire of passenger motor ve- 
hicles; hire, maintenance, and operation of air- 
craft; purchase of reprints; library memberships 
in societies or associations which issue publica- 
tions to members only or at a price to members 
lower than to subscribers who are not members; 
construction, alteration, repair, rehabilitation, 
and renovation of facilities, not to exceed 
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$85,000 per project; and not to exceed $9,000 for 
official reception and representation expenses, 
$2,313,409,000, which shall remain available 
until September 30, 2006, including administra- 
tive costs of the brownfields program under the 
Small Business Liability Relief and Brownfields 
Revitalization Act of 2002. 
OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 

For necessary expenses of the Office of In- 
spector General in carrying out the provisions of 
the Inspector General Act of 1978, as amended, 
and for construction, alteration, repair, reha- 
bilitation, and renovation of facilities, not to ex- 
ceed $85,000 per project, $38,000,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2006. 

BUILDINGS AND FACILITIES 

For construction, repair, improvement, exten- 
sion, alteration, and purchase of fixed equip- 
ment or facilities of, or for use by, the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency, $39,000,000, to remain 
available until expended. 

HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCE SUPERFUND 


(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses to carry out the Com- 
prehensive Environmental Response, Compensa- 
tion, and Liability Act of 1980 (CERCLA), as 
amended, including sections 111(c)(3), (c)(5), 
(c)(6), and (e)(4) (42 U.S.C. 9611), and for con- 
struction, alteration, repair, rehabilitation, and 
renovation of facilities, not to exceed $85,000 per 
project; $1,257,537,000, to remain available until 
expended, consisting of such sums as are avail- 
able in the Trust Fund upon the date of enact- 
ment of this Act as authorized by section 517(a) 
of the Superfund Amendments and Reauthoriza- 
tion Act of 1986 (SARA) and up to $1,257,537,000 
as a payment from general revenues to the Наг- 
ardous Substance Superfund for purposes as au- 
thorized by section 517(b) of SARA, as amended: 
Provided, That funds appropriated under this 
heading may be allocated to other Federal agen- 
cies in accordance with section 111(а) of 
CERCLA: Provided further, That of the funds 
appropriated under this heading, $13,000,000 
shall be transferred to the “Office of Inspector 
General" appropriation to remain available 
until September 30, 2006, and $36,097,000 shall be 
transferred to the ‘‘Science and technology” ap- 
propriation to remain available until September 
30, 2006. 

LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK PROGRAM 

For necessary expenses to carry out leaking 
underground storage tank cleanup activities au- 
thorized by section 205 of the Superfund Amend- 
ments and Reauthorieation Act of 1986, and for 
construction, alteration, repair, rehabilitation, 
and renovation of facilities, not to exceed 
$85,000 per project, $70,000,000, to remain avail- 
able until expended. 

OIL SPILL RESPONSE 

For expenses necessary to carry out the Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency’s responsibilities 
under the Oil Pollution Act of 1990, $16,000,000, 
to be derived from the Oil Spill Liability trust 
fund, to remain available until erpended. 

STATE AND TRIBAL ASSISTANCE GRANTS 

For environmental programs and infrastruc- 
ture assistance, including capitalization grants 
for State revolving funds and performance part- 
nership grants, $3,604,182,000, to remain avail- 
able until expended, of which $1,100,000,000 
shall be for making capitalization grants for the 
Clean Water State Revolving Funds under title 
VI of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act, 
as amended (the ‘‘Act’’), of which up to 
$50,000,000 shall be available for loans, includ- 
ing interest free loans as authorized by 33 
U.S.C. 1383(d)(1)(A), to municipal, inter-munic- 
ipal, interstate, or State agencies or nonprofit 
entities for projects that provide treatment for or 
that minimize sewage or stormwater discharges 
using one or more approaches which include, 
but are not limited to, decentralized or distrib- 
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uted stormwater controls, decentralized waste- 
water treatment, low-impact development prac- 
tices, conservation easements, stream buffers, or 
wetlands restoration; $850,000,000 shall be for 
capitalization grants for the Drinking Water 
State Revolving Funds under section 1452 of the 
Safe Drinking Water Act, as amended, except 
that, notwithstanding section 1452(n) of the 
Safe Drinking Water Act, as amended, none of 
the funds made available under this heading in 
this Act, or in previous appropriations Acts, 
shall be reserved by the Administrator for health. 
effects studies on drinking water contaminants; 
$50,000,000 shall be for architectural, engineer- 
ing, planning, design, construction and related 
activities in connection with the construction of 
high priority water and wastewater facilities in 
the area of the United States-Mexico Border, 
after consultation with the appropriate border 
commission; $45,000,000 shall be for grants to the 
State of Alaska to address drinking water and 
waste infrastructure needs of rural and Alaska 
Native Villages: Provided, That, of these funds 
(1) the State of Alaska shall provide a match of 
25 percent, (2) no more than 5 percent of the 
funds may be used for administrative and over- 
head expenses, and (3) not later than October 1, 
2005 the State of Alaska shall make awards con- 
sistent with the statewide priority list estab- 
lished in 2004 for all water, sewer, waste dis- 
posal, and similar projects carried out by the 
State of Alaska that are funded under section 
221 of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act 
(83 U.S.C. 1301) or the Consolidated Farm and 
Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1921 et seq.) 
which shall allocate not less than 25 percent of 
the funds provided for projects in regional hub 
communities; $4,000,000 shall be for remediation 
of above ground leaking fuel tanks pursuant to 
Public Law 106—554; $309,925,000 shall be for 
making grants for the construction of drinking 
water, wastewater and storm water infrastruc- 
ture and for water quality protection in accord- 
ance with the terms and conditions specified for 
Such grants in the joint explanatory statement 
of the managers accompanying this Act, and, 
for purposes of these grants, each grantee shall 
contribute not less than 45 percent of the cost of 
the project unless the grantee is approved for a 
waiver by the Agency; $90,000,000 shall be to 
carry out section 104(k) of the Comprehensive 
Environmental Response, Compensation, and 
Liability Act of 1980 (CERCLA), as amended, in- 
cluding grants, interagency agreements, and as- 
sociated program support costs; $7,500,000 for a 
cost-shared grant program to school districts for 
necessary upgrades of their diesel bus fleets; 
and $1,145,757,000 shall be for grants, including 
associated program support costs, to States, fed- 
erally recognized tribes, interstate agencies, trib- 
al consortia, and air pollution control agencies 
for multi-media or single media pollution pre- 
vention, control and abatement and related ac- 
tivities, including activities pursuant to the pro- 
visions set forth under this heading in Public 
Law 104-134, and for making grants under sec- 
tion 103 of the Clean Air Act for particulate 
matter monitoring and data collection activities 
of which and subject to terms and conditions 
specified by the Administrator, of which 
$50,000,000 shall be for carrying out section 128 
of CERCLA, as amended, and $19,500,000 shall 
be for Environmental Information Exchange 
Network grants, including associated program 
support costs, and $18,000,000 shall be for mak- 
ing competitive targeted watershed grants: Pro- 
vided further, That for fiscal year 2005, State 
authority under section 302(a) of Public Law 
104-182 shall remain in effect: Provided further, 
That notwithstanding section 603(d)(7) of the 
Act, the limitation on the amounts in a State 
water pollution control revolving fund that may 
be used by a State to administer the fund shall 
not apply to amounts included as principal in 
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loans made by such fund in fiscal year 2005 and 
prior years where such amounts represent costs 
of administering the fund to the extent that 
such amounts are or were deemed reasonable by 
the Administrator, accounted for separately 
from other assets in the fund, and used for eligi- 
ble purposes of the fund, including administra- 
tion: Provided further, That for fiscal year 2005, 
and notwithstanding section 518(f) of the Act, 
the Administrator is authorized to use the 
amounts appropriated for any fiscal year under 
section 319 of that Act to make grants to Indian 
tribes pursuant to sections 319(h) and 518(e) of 
that Act: Provided further, That for fiscal year 
2005, notwithstanding the limitation on amounts 
in section 518(с) of the Act, up to a total of 172 
percent of the funds appropriated for State Re- 
volving Funds under title VI of that Act may be 
reserved by the Administrator for grants under 
section 518(c) of such Act: Provided further, 
That no funds provided by this legislation to ad- 
dress the water, wastewater and other critical 
infrastructure needs of the colonias in the 
United States along the United States-Mexico 
border shall be made available to a county or 
municipal government unless that government 
has established an enforceable local ordinance, 
or other zoning rule, which prevents in that ju- 
risdiction the development or construction of 
any additional colonia areas, or the develop- 
ment within an existing colonia the construction 
of any new home, business, or other structure 
which lacks water, wastewater, or other nec- 
essary infrastructure: Provided further, That 
the referenced statement of the managers under 
this heading in Public Law 108-7, in reference to 
item number 471, is deemed to be amended by 
striking everything after “Уот” and inserting, 
“for water infrastructure improvements’’: Pro- 
vided further, That the referenced statement of 
the managers under this heading in Public Law 
108-199, in reference to item number 22, is 
deemed to be amended by striking everything 
after “22.” and inserting, ‘$200,000 to Jackson 
County, Alabama, for water system improve- 
ments and $200,000 to the City of Muscle Shoals, 
Alabama, for water and sewer infrastructure im- 
provements": Provided further, That the ref- 
erenced statement of the managers under this 
heading in Public Law 108—199, in reference to 
item number 158, is deemed to be amended by in- 
serting “water апа” after “Тот”: Provided fur- 
ther, That the referenced statement of the man- 
agers under this heading in Public Law 107-73 
is deemed to be amended by striking ‘‘South- 
east" in reference to item 9 and inserting 
"Southwest": Provided further, That the ref- 
erenced statement of the managers under this 
heading in Public Law 107-73, in reference to 
item number 103, is deemed to be amended by 
striking everything after the word ‘‘for’’, and 
adding, ‘пе City of Chicago, Illinois for water 
infrastructure improvements at the Thomas Jef- 
ferson and Lakeview Pumping Stations": Pro- 
vided further, That the referenced statement of 
the managers under this heading in Public Law 
108-199, in reference to item number 484, is 
deemed to be amended by striking ‘‘City of Nor- 
folk" and inserting ‘‘Portsmouth Virginia”: 
Provided further, That the referenced statement 
of the managers under this heading in Public 
Law 108-199, in reference to item number 283, is 
deemed to be amended by striking ‘‘City of Kali- 
spell, Montana” and inserting ‘‘Flathead Coun- 
ty Water and Sewer District No. 1—Evergreen”’: 
Provided further, That the referenced statement 
of managers under this heading in Public Law 
108-7, in reference to item number 139, is deemed 
to be amended by striking “State of Hawaii 
Health Department” and inserting County of 
Hawaii": Provided further, That the referenced 
statement of managers under this heading im 
Public Law 108—199, in reference to item number 
148, is deemed to be amended by striking every- 
thing after the word “for”? and inserting ‘‘the 
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replacement of cesspools in Hawaii, $250,000 to 
the City and County of Honolulu for Varona 
Village, $500,000 to the County of Hawaii and 
the remainder to the Housing and Community 
Development Corporation of Hawaii;’’: Provided 
further, That the referenced statememt of the 
managers under this heading in Public Law 108– 
199, in reference to item number 388, is deemed 
to be amended by striking everything after the 
word ''for" and inserting ‘‘the Southeast Water 
Treatment Plant in Lawton, Oklahoma for 
water and wastewater infrastructure improve- 
ments;": Provided further, That the referenced 
statement of the managers under this heading in 
Public Law 106—377, in reference to item number 
46, is deemed to be amended by striking, ‘о 
construct pump stations, force mains, storage la- 
goons and spray irrigation facility”, and insert- 
ing, “Уот wastewater treatment improvements": 
Provided further, That the referenced statement 
of the managers under this heading in Public 
Law 108-199, in reference to item number 409, is 
deemed to be amended by striking ‘‘City of” and 
“Pennsylvania’’: Provided further, That the ref- 
erenced statement of the managers under this 
heading in Public Law 108—199, in reference to 
item number 265, is deemed to be amended by 
striking, "Franklin County", and inserting, 
“Okhissa Lake Sewer District": Provided fur- 
ther, That the referenced statement of the man- 
agers under this heading in Public Law 108—199, 
in reference to item number 322, is deemed to be 
amended by inserting “апа water" after 
“wastewater’’: Provided further, That the ref- 
erenced statement of the managers under this 
heading in Public Law 108-199, in reference to 
item number 173, is deemed to be amended by in- 
serting ‘‘planning, design апа” prior to ‘‘con- 
struction”: Provided further, notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, the Environmental 
Protection Agency and the New York State De- 
partment of Environmental Conservation are 
authorized to award a $2,000,000 grant to the 
Town of Wheatfield, Niagara County, New York 
for the construction of sanitary collector sewers 
from funds realloted to the State of New York 
under title II of the Clean Water Act:Provided 
further, That the referenced statement of the 
managers under this heading in Public Law 108– 
199, in reference to item number 184, is deemed 
to be amended by striking “Фе divided equally 
between” and by striking “апа” and inserting 
in place of “апа”, “от” 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 

For fiscal year 2005, notwithstanding 31 
U.S.C. 6303(1) and 6305(1), the Administrator of 
the Environmental Protection Agency, in car- 
rying out the Agency’s function to implement 
directly Federal environmental programs те- 
quired or authorized by law in the absence of an 
acceptable tribal program, may award coopera- 
tive agreements to federally-recognized Indian 
Tribes or Intertribal consortia, if authorized by 
their member Tribes, to assist the Administrator 
in implementing Federal environmental pro- 
grams for Indian Tribes required or authorized 
by law, except that no such cooperative agree- 
ments may be awarded from funds designated 
for State financial assistance agreements. 

The Administrator of the Envirommental Pro- 
tection Agency is authorized to collect and obli- 
gate pesticide registration service fees in accord- 
ance with section 33 of the Federal Insecticide, 
Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (as added by 
subsection (f)(2) of the Pesticide Registration 
Improvement Act of 2003), as amended. 

Notwithstanding CERCLA 104(k)(4)(B)(i)UV), 
appropriated funds for fiscal year 2005 may be 
used to award grants or loans under section 
104(k) of CERCLA to eligible entities that satisfy 
all of the elements set forth in CERCLA section 
101(40) to qualify as a bona fide prospective pur- 
chaser except that the date of acquisition of the 
property was prior to the date of enactment of 
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the Small Business Liability Relief and 
Brownfield Revitalization Act of 2001. 

The Administrator may hereafter receive and 
use funds contributed by a non-Federal sponsor 
as its share of the cost of a project to carry out 
a project under paragraph (c)(12) of section 118 
of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act, as 
amended. 

EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 
OFFICE OF SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY POLICY 
For mecessary expenses of the Office of 

Science and Technology Policy, in carrying out 
the purposes of the National Science and Tech- 
nology Policy, Organization, and Priorities Act 
of 1976 (42 U.S.C. 6601 and 6671), hire of pas- 
senger motor vehicles, and services as author- 
ized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, not to exceed $2,500 for of- 
ficial reception and representation expenses, 
and rental of conference rooms in the District of 
Columbia, $6,379,000. 
COUNCIL ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY AND 
OFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

For necessary expenses to continue functions 
assigned to the Council on Environmental Qual- 
ity and Office of Environmental Quality pursu- 
ant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, the Environmental Quality Improvement 
Act of 1970, and Reorganization Plan No. 1 of 
1977, and not to exceed $750 for official recep- 
tion and representation expenses, $3,284,000: 
Provided, That notwithstanding section 202 of 
the National Environmental Policy Act of 1970, 
the Council shall consist of one member, ap- 
pointed by the President, by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate, serving as chair- 
man and exercising all powers, functions, and 
duties of the Council. 

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE CORPORATION 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 

For necessary expenses of the Office of In- 
spector General in carrying out the provisions of 
the Inspector General Act of 1978, as amended, 
$30,125,000, to be derived from the Bank Insur- 
ance Fund, the Savings Association Insurance 
Fund, and the FSLIC Resolution Fund. 

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 

FEDERAL CITIZEN INFORMATION CENTER FUND 

For necessary expenses of the Federal Citizen 
Information Center, including services author- 
ized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, $14,907,000, to be deposited 
into the Federal Citizen Information Center 
Fund: Provided, That the appropriations, reve- 
nues, and collections deposited into the Fund 
shall be available for necessary expenses of Fed- 
eral Citizen Information Center activities in the 
aggregate amount not to exceed $27,000,000. Ap- 
propriations, revenues, and collections accruing 
to this Fund during fiscal year 2005 in excess of 
such amount shall remain in the Fund and shall 
not be available for expenditure except as au- 
thorized in appropriations Acts. 

UNITED STATES INTERAGENCY COUNCIL ON 
HOMELESSNESS 
OPERATING EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses (including payment of 
salaries, authorized travel, hire of passenger 
motor vehicles, the rental of conference rooms, 
and the employment of experts and consultants 
under section 3109 of title 5, United States Code) 
of the United States Interagency Council on 
Homelessness in carrying out the functions pur- 
suant to title II of the McKinney-Vento Home- 
less Assistance Act, as amended, $1,500,000. 

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION 
SCIENCE, AERONAUTICS AND EXPLORATION 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro- 
vided for, in the conduct and support of science, 
aeronautics and exploration research and devel- 
opment activities, including research, develop- 


24505 


ment, operations, support and services; mainte- 
nance; construction of facilities including re- 
pair, rehabilitation, revitalization, and modi- 
fication of facilities, construction of new facili- 
ties and additions to existing facilities, facility 
planning and design, and restoration, and ac- 
quisition or condemnation of real property, as 
authorized by law; environmental compliance 
and restoration; space flight, spacecraft control 
and communications activities including oper- 
ations, production, and services; program man- 
agement; personnel and related costs, including 
uniforms or allowances therefor, as authorized 
by 5 U.S.C. 5901-5902; travel expenses; purchase 
and hire of passenger motor vehicles; not to ex- 
ceed $35,000 for official reception and represen- 
tation expenses; and purchase, lease, charter, 
maintenance and operation of mission and ad- 
ministrative aircraft, $7,742,550,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2006, of which 
amounts as determined by the Administrator for 
salaries and benefits; training, travel and 
awards; facility and related costs; information 
technology services; science, engineering, fabri- 
cating and testing services; and other adminis- 
trative services may be transferred to ‘‘Explo- 
ration capabilities" in accordance with section 
312(b) of the National Aeronautics and Space 
Act of 1958, as amended by Public Law 106-377. 


EXPLORATION CAPABILITIES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro- 
vided for, in the conduct and support of explo- 
ration capabilities research and development ac- 
tivities, including research, development, oper- 
ations, support and services; maintenance; con- 
struction of facilities including repair, rehabili- 
tation, revitalization and modification of facili- 
ties, construction of new facilities and additions 
to existing facilities, facility planning and de- 
sign, and acquisition or condemnation of real 
property, as authorized by law; environmental 
compliance and restoration; space flight, space- 
craft control and communications activities in- 
cluding operations, production, and services; 
program management; personnel and related 
costs, including uniforms or allowances there- 
for, as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 5901-5902; travel 
expenses; purchase and hire of passenger motor 
vehicles; not to exceed $35,000 for official recep- 
tion and representation expenses; and purchase, 
lease, charter, maintenance and operation of 
mission and administrative aircraft, 
$8,425,850,000, to remain available until Sep- 
tember 30, 2006, of which amounts as determined 
by the Administrator for salaries and benefits; 
training, travel and awards; facility and related 
costs; information technology services; science, 
engineering, fabricating and testing services; 
and other administrative services may be trans- 
ferred to “Science, aeronautics and explo- 
ration’’ in accordance with section 312(b) of the 
National Aeronautics and Space Act of 1958, as 
amended by Public Law 106-377. 


OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 


For necessary expenses of the Office of In- 
spector General in carrying out the Inspector 
General Act of 1978, as amended, $31,600,000. 


ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 


Notwithstanding the limitation on the avail- 
ability of funds appropriated for “Science, aero- 
nautics and exploration”, or “Exploration capa- 
bilities" by this appropriations Act, when any 
activity has been initiated by the incurrence of 
obligations for construction of facilities or envi- 
ronmental compliance and restoration activities 
as authorized by law, such amount available for 
such activity shall remain available until ex- 
pended. This provision does not apply to the 
amounts appropriated for institutional minor re- 
vitalization and construction of facilities, and 
institutional facility planning and design. 
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Notwithstanding the limitation on the avail- 
ability of funds appropriated for ‘‘Science, aero- 
nautics and exploration”, or “Exploration capa- 
bilities” by this appropriations Act, the amounts 
appropriated for construction of facilities shall 
remain available until September 30, 2007. 

The unexpired balances of prior appropria- 
tions to NASA for activities for which funds are 
provided under this Act may be transferred to 
the new account established for the appropria- 
tion that provides such activity under this Act. 
Balances so transferred may be merged with 
funds in the newly established account and 
thereafter may be accounted for as one fund 
under the same terms and conditions but shall 
remain available for the same period of time as 
originally appropriated. 

From amounts made available in this Act for 
these activities, subject to the operating plan 
procedures of the House and Senate Committees 
on Appropriations, the Administrator may 
transfer amounts between the ‘‘Science, аето- 
nautics, and exploration” account and the “Ex- 
ploration capabilities” account. 

Funds for announced prizes otherwise author- 
ieed shall remain available, without fiscal year 
limitation, until the prize is claimed or the offer 
is withdrawn. Funding shall not be made avail- 
able for Centennial Challenges unless author- 
ized. 

Funding made available under the headings 
“Exploration Capabilities" and ‘‘Science, aero- 
nautics, and exploration” in this Act shall be 
governed by the terms and conditions specified 
in the statement of managers except to the ex- 
tent changes are made in accordance with the 
operating plan procedures of the House and 
Senate Committees on Appropriations. 

NATIONAL CREDIT UNION ADMINISTRATION 
CENTRAL LIQUIDITY FACILITY 

During fiscal year 2005, gross obligations of 
the Central Liquidity Facility for the principal 
amount of new direct loans to member credit 
unions, as authorized by 12 U.S.C. 1795 et seq., 
shall not exceed $1,500,000,000: Provided, That 
administrative expenses of the Central Liquidity 
Facility in fiscal year 2005 shall mot exceed 
$310,000. 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT REVOLVING LOAN 

FUND 

For the Community Development Revolving 
Loan Fund program as authorized by 42 U.S.C. 
9812, 9822 and 9910, $1,000,000 shall be available: 
Provided, That of this amount $200,000, together 
with amounts of principal and interest on loans 
repaid, is available until expended for loans to 
community development credit unions, and 
$800,000 is available until September 30, 2006 for 
technical assistance to low-income and commu- 
nity development credit unions. 

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 
RESEARCH AND RELATED ACTIVITIES 

For necessary expenses in carrying out the 
National Science Foundation Act of 1950, as 
amended (42 U.S.C. 1861-1875), and the Act to 
establish a National Medal of Science (42 U.S.C. 
1880-1881); services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 
3109; maintenance and operation of aircraft and 
purchase of flight services for research support; 
acquisition of aircraft; $4,254,593,000, of which 
not to exceed $350,000,000 shall remain available 
until expended for Polar research and oper- 
ations support, and for reimbursement to other 
Federal agencies for operational and science 
support and logistical and other related activi- 
ties for the United States Antarctic program; the 
balance to remain available until September 30, 
2006: Provided, That receipts for scientific sup- 
port services and materials furnished by the Na- 
tional Research Centers and other National 
Science Foundation supported research facilities 
may be credited to this appropriation: Provided 
further, That to the extent that the amount ap- 
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propriated is less than the total amount author- 
ized to be appropriated for included program ac- 
tivities, all amounts, including floors and ceil- 
ings, specified in the authorizing Act for those 
program activities or their subactivities shall be 
reduced proportionally: Provided further, That 
$95,000,000 of the funds available under this 
heading shall be made available for a com- 
prehensive research initiative on plant genomes 
for economically significant crops: Provided fur- 
ther, That, not to exceed $25,954,000 of these 
funds shall be for all costs, direct and indirect, 
associated with personnel assignments under 
the Intergovernmental Personnel Act. 

MAJOR RESEARCH EQUIPMENT AND FACILITIES 

CONSTRUCTION 

For necessary expenses for the acquisition, 
construction, commissioning, and upgrading of 
major research equipment, facilities, and other 
such capital assets pursuant to the National 
Science Foundation Act of 1950, as amended, in- 
cluding authorized travel, $175,050,000, to re- 
main available until expended. 

EDUCATION AND HUMAN RESOURCES 

For necessary expenses in carrying out science 
and engineering education and human resources 
programs and activities pursuant to the Na- 
tional Science Foundation Act of 1950, as 
amended (42 U.S.C. 1961-1875), including serv- 
ices as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, and rental 
of conference rooms in the District of Columbia, 
$848,207,000, to remain available until September 
30, 2006: Provided, That to the extent that the 
amount of this appropriation is less than the 
total amount authorized to be appropriated for 
included program activities, all amounts, in- 
cluding floors and ceilings, specified in the au- 
thorizing Act for those program activities or 
their subactivities shall be reduced proportion- 
ally: Provided further, That not to exceed 
$5,500,000 of these funds shall be for all costs, 
direct and indirect, associated with personnel 
assignments under the Intergovernmental Per- 
sonnel Act. 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For salaries and expenses necessary in car- 
rying out the National Science Foundation Act 
of 1950, as amended (42 U.S.C. 1861-1875); serv- 
ices authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109; hire of pas- 
senger motor vehicles; not to exceed $9,000 for 
official reception and representation expenses; 
uniforms or allowances therefor, as authorized 
by 5 U.S.C. 5901-5902; rental of conference rooms 
in the District of Columbia; and reimbursement 
of the General Services Administration for secu- 
rity guard services; $225,000,000: Provided, That 
contracts may be entered into under ‘‘Salaries 
and expenses” in fiscal year 2005 for mainte- 
nance and operation of facilities, and for other 
services, to be provided during the next fiscal 
year. 

OFFICE OF THE NATIONAL SCIENCE BOARD 

For necessary expenses (including payment of 
salaries, authorized travel, hire of passenger 
motor vehicles, the rental of conference rooms in 
the District of Columbia, and the employment of 
experts and consultants under section 3109 of 
title 5, United States Code) involved in carrying 
out section 4 of the National Science Founda- 
tion Act of 1950 (42 U.S.C. 1863) and Public Law 
86-209 (42 U.S.C. 1880 et seq.), $4,000,000: Pro- 
vided, That not more than $9,000 shall be avail- 
able for official reception and representation ex- 
penses. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 

For necessary expenses of the Office of In- 
spector General as authorized by the Inspector 
General Act of 1978, as amended, $10,110,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2006. 

NEIGHBORHOOD REINVESTMENT CORPORATION 
PAYMENT TO THE NEIGHBORHOOD REINVESTMENT 

CORPORATION 

For payment to the Neighborhood Reinvest- 

ment Corporation for use in neighborhood rein- 
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vestment activities, as authorized by the Neigh- 
borhood Reinvestment Corporation Act (42 
U.S.C. 8101—8107),  $115,000,000, of which 
$5,000,000 shall be for a multi-family rental 
housing program. 
SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Selective Service 
System, including expenses of attendance at 
meetings and of training for uniformed рет- 
sonnel assigned to the Selective Service System, 
as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 4101-4118 for civilian 
employees; purchase of uniforms, or allowances 
therefor, as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 5901-5902; 
hire of passenger motor vehicles; services as au- 
thorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109; and not to exceed $750 
for official reception and representation ex- 
penses; $26,300,000: Provided, That during the 
current fiscal year, the President may exempt 
this appropriation from the provisions of 31 
U.S.C. 1341, whenever the President deems such 
action to be necessary in the interest of national 
defense: Provided further, That none of the 
funds appropriated by this Act may be expended 
for or in connection with the induction of any 
person into the Armed Forces of the United 
States. 

WHITE HOUSE COMMISSION ON THE NATIONAL 

MOMENT OF REMEMBRANCE 

For necessary expenses of the White House 
Commission on the National Moment of Remem- 
brance, $250,000. 

TITLE IV—GENERAL PROVISIONS 

SEC. 401. No part of any appropriation con- 
tained in this Act shall remain available for ob- 
ligation beyond the current fiscal year unless 
expressly so provided herein. 

SEC. 402. No funds appropriated by this Act 
may be expended— 

(1) pursuant to a certification of an officer or 
employee of the United States unless— 

(A) such certification is accompanied by, or is 
part of, a voucher or abstract which describes 
the payee or payees and the items or services for 
which such expenditure is being made; or 

(B) the expenditure of funds pursuant to such 
certification, and without such a voucher or ab- 
stract, is specifically authorized by law; and 

(2) unless such expenditure is subject to audit 
by the General Accounting Officer or is specifi- 
cally exempt by law from such audit. 

SEC. 403. None of the funds provided in this 
Act to any department or agency may be obli- 
gated or expended for: (1) the transportation of 
any officer or employee of such department or 
agency between the domicile and the place of 
employment of the officer or employee, with the 
exception of an officer or employee authorized 
such transportation under 31 U.S.C. 1344 or 5 
U.S.C. 7905 or (2) to provide a cook, chauffeur, 
or other personal servants to any officer or em- 
ployee of such department or agency. 

SEC. 404. None of the funds provided in this 
Act may be used for payment, through grants or 
contracts, to recipients that do not share in the 
cost of conducting research resulting from pro- 
posals not specifically solicited by the Govern- 
ment: Provided, That the extent of cost sharing 
by the recipient shall reflect the mutuality of in- 
terest of the grantee or contractor and the Gov- 
ernment in the research. 

SEC. 405. None of the funds provided in this 
Act may be used, directly or through grants, to 
pay or to provide reimbursement for payment of 
the salary of a consultant (whether retained by 
the Federal Government or a grantee) at more 
than the daily equivalent of the rate paid for 
level IV of the Executive Schedule, unless spe- 
cifically authorized by law. 

SEC. 406. None of the funds provided in this 
Act may be used to pay the expenses of, or oth- 
erwise compensate, non-Federal parties inter- 
vening in regulatory or adjudicatory pro- 
ceedings. Nothing herein affects the authority of 
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the Consumer Product Safety Commission pur- 
suant to section 7 of the Consumer Product 
Safety Act (15 U.S.C. 2056 et seq.). 

SEC. 407. Except as otherwise provided under 
existing law, or under an existing Executive 
order issued pursuant to an existing law, the ob- 
ligation or expenditure of any appropriation 
under this Act for contracts for any consulting 
service shall be limited to contracts which are: 
(1) a matter of public record and available for 
public inspection; and (2) thereafter included in 
a publicly available list of all contracts entered 
into within 24 months prior to the date on which 
the list is made available to the public and of all 
contracts on which performance has not been 
completed by such date. The list required by the 
preceding sentence shall be updated quarterly 
and shall include a narrative description of the 
work to be performed under each such contract. 

SEC. 408. None of the funds appropriated in 
this Act may be used to implement any cap on 
reimbursements to grantees for indirect costs, ex- 
cept as published in Office of Management and 
Budget Circular А-21. 

SEC. 409. Such sums as may be necessary for 
fiscal year 2005 pay raises for programs funded 
by this Act shall be absorbed within the levels 
appropriated in this Act. 

SEC. 410. (a) It is the sense of the Congress 
that, to the greatest extent practicable, ай 
equipment and products purchased with funds 
made available in this Act should be American- 
made. 

(b) In providing financial assistance to, or en- 
tering into any contract with, any entity using 
funds made available in this Act, the head of 
each Federal agency, to the greatest extent 
practicable, shall provide to such entity a notice 
describing the statement made in subsection (a) 
by the Congress. 

SEC. 411. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used for any program, project, 
or activity, when it is made known to the Fed- 
eral entity or official to which the funds are 
made available that the program, project, or ac- 
tivity is not in compliance with any Federal law 
relating to risk assessment, the protection of pri- 
vate property rights, or unfunded mandates. 

SEC. 412. Except in the case of entities that are 
funded solely with Federal funds or any natural 
persons that are funded under this Act, none of 
the funds in this Act shall be used for the plan- 
ning or execution of any program to pay the ex- 
penses of, or otherwise compensate, non-Federal 
parties to lobby or litigate in respect to adju- 
dicatory proceedings funded in this Act. A chief 
executive officer of any entity receiving funds 
under this Act shall certify that none of these 
funds have been used to engage in the lobbying 
of the Federal Government or in litigation 
against the United States unless authorized 
under existing law. 

SEC. 413. No part of any funds appropriated 
in this Act shall be used by an agency of the ex- 
ecutive branch, other than for normal and rec- 
ognized executive-legislative relationships, for 
publicity or propaganda purposes, and for the 
preparation, distribution or use of any kit, pam- 
phlet, booklet, publication, radio, television or 
film presentation designed to support or defeat 
legislation pending before the Congress, except 
in presentation to the Congress itself. 

SEC. 414. All departments and agencies funded 
under this Act are encouraged, within the limits 
of the existing statutory authorities and fund- 
ing, to expand their use of “Е-Соттетсе” tech- 
nologies and procedures in the conduct of their 
business practices and public service activities. 

SEC. 415. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be transferred to any department, 
agency, or instrumentality of the United States 
Government except pursuant to a transfer made 
by, or transfer authority provided in, this Act or 
any other appropriation Act. 
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SEC. 416. None of the funds provided in this 
Act to any department or agency shall be obli- 
gated or expended to procure passenger auto- 
mobiles as defined in 15 U.S.C. 2001 with an 
EPA estimated miles per gallon average of less 
than 22 miles per gallon. 

SEC. 417. Section 313 of the National Aero- 
nautics and Space Act of 1958, as amended, is 
further amended in subsection (A)— 

(1) by striking “2004” and inserting 2005”; 
and 

(2) by striking “Space flight capabilities" and 
inserting ''Exploration capabilities". 

SEC. 418. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used to implement any policy 
prohibiting the Directors of the Veterans Inte- 
grated Service Networks from conducting out- 
reach or marketing to enroll new veterans with- 
in their respective Networks. 

SEC. 419. It is the sense of Congress that no 
veteran should wait more than 30 days for an 
initial doctor's appointment. 

SEC. 420. None of the funds made available to 
NASA in this Act may be used for voluntary 
Separation incentive payments as provided for 
in subchapter II of chapter 35 of title 5, United 
States Code, unless the Administrator of NASA 
has first certified to Congress that such pay- 
ments would not result in the loss of skills re- 
lated to the safety of the Space Shuttle or the 
International Space Station or to the conduct of 
independent safety oversight in the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration. 

SEC. 421. (a) TREATMENT OF PIONEER HOMES 
IN ALASKA AS STATE HOME FOR VETERANS.—For 
this fiscal year and each fiscal year hereafter, 
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs may— 

(1) treat the Pioneer Homes in the State of 
Alaska collectively as a single State home for 
veterans for purposes of section 1741 of title 38, 
United States Code; and 

(2) make per diem payments to the State of 
Alaska for care provided to veterans in the Pio- 
neer Homes in accordance with the provisions of 
that section. 

(b) TREATMENT NOTWITHSTANDING NON-VET- 
ERAN RESIDENCY.—The Secretary may treat the 
Pioneer Homes as a State home under subsection 
(a) notwithstanding the residency of non-vet- 
erans in one or more of the Pioneer Homes. 

(c) PIONEER HOMES DEFINED.—In this section, 
the term ''Pioneer Homes" means the six re- 
gional homes in the State of Alaska known as 
Pioneer Homes, which are located in the fol- 
lowing: 

(1) Anchorage, Alaska. 

(2) Fairbanks, Alaska. 

(3) Juneau, Alaska. 

(4) Ketchikan, Alaska. 

(5) Palmer, Alaska. 

(6) Sitka, Alaska. 

(d) LIMITATION.—The mumber of beds occu- 
pied by veterans collectively in the six Pioneer 
Homes listed under subsection (c) for which per 
diem would be paid under this authority shall 
not exceed the number of veterans in state beds 
that otherwise would be permitted in Alaska 
under the Department of Veterans Affairs state 
home regulations governing the number of beds 
per veteran population. 

SEC. 422. Of the amounts available to the Na- 
tional Aeronautics and Space Administration, 
Such sums as may be necessary for the benefit of 
the families of the astronauts who died on board 
the Space Shuttle Columbia on February 1, 2003, 
are available under the terms of section 
203(c)(13) of the National Aeromautics and 
Space Act of 1958, as amended, independent of 
the limitations established therein. 

SEC. 423. Section 428 of the Departments of 
Veterans Affairs and Housing and Urban Devel- 
opment, and Independent Agencies Appropria- 
tions Act, 2004 is amended— 

(1) in subsection (с), by inserting “теш” be- 
fore “spark ignition engines”; and 
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(2) in subsection (d), by striking out “Тһе pro- 
hibition in subsection (e)’’ and inserting in lieu 
thereof: “Тһе prohibition in subsection (с)”. 

SEC. 424. In addition to the amounts otherwise 
provided in this or any other Act for fiscal year 
2005, for "Department of Housing and Urban 
Development, Community Development Fund", 
$31,000,000 to remain available until expended 
for a grant to The Hudson River Park Trust for 
planning, design and reconstruction of Pier 86 
in New York City. 

SEC. 425. From within funds available to the 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs, $200,000 shall be 
made available until expended to Eric and 
Brian Simon of Minneapolis, Minnesota, to be 
divided evenly between the individuals. 

SEC. 426. (a) WAIVER OF REQUIREMENTS.—Sub- 
ject to section 2, the limitation on the release of 
funds in sectiom 104(g)(2) of the Housing and 
Community Development Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 
5304) shall not apply to the Village of Chicka- 
saw Sewer Collection and Treatment System, lo- 
cated in the Village of Chickasaw, Mercer 
County, Ohio. 

(b) APPLICABILITY.—Section 1 only applies to 
the grant that was awarded to the Village of 
Chickasaw (Ohio Small Cities CDBG Grant # C- 
W-03-283-1), for the period beginning September 
1, 2003 and emding October 31, 2005 and in the 
amount of $600,000. 

(c) ENVIRONMENTAL | REVIEWS.—Notwith- 
standing the provisions of this Act, the Village 
of Chickasaw must complete all appropriate en- 
vironmental reviews in a timely manner and to 
the satisfaction of the state of Ohio. 

This division may be cited as the ‘‘Depart- 
ments of Veterans Affairs and Housing and 
Urban Development, and Independent Agencies 
Appropriations Act, 2005”, 

DIVISION J—OTHER MATTERS 

TITLE I——MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 

AND OFFSETS 


SEC. 101. For an additional amount for the 
Department of Energy for the weatherieation 
assistance program pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 6661 et 
seq. and notwithstanding section 3003(d)(2) of 
Public Law 99—509, $230,000,000, to remain avail- 
able until expended. 

SEC. 102. Section 1201(a) of the Ronald W. 
Reagan National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2005 (Public Law 108—375) is amend- 
ed by striking ‘‘$300,000,000’’ in the matter pre- 
ceding paragraph (1) and inserting 
“*$500,000,000’’. 

SEC. 103. (a) The District of Columbia Ap- 
propriations Act, 2005 (Public Law 108-335) is 
amended as follows: 

(1) The paragraph under the heading “САР- 
ITAL OUTLAY” is amended by striking ‘‘For con- 
struction projects, an increase of $1,087,649,000, 
of which $839,898,000 shall be from local funds, 
$38,542,000 from Highway Trust funds, 
$37,000,000 from the Rights-of-way funds, 
$172,209,000 from Federal grant funds, and a re- 
scission of $361,763,000 from local funds appro- 
priated under this heading in prior fiscal years, 
for a net amount of $725,886,000, to remain 
available until expended;’’ and inserting ‘‘For 
construction projects, an increase of 
$1,102,039,000, of which $839,898,000 shall be 
from local funds, $38,542,000 from Highway 
Trust funds, $51,390,000 from the Rights-of-way 
funds, $172,209,000 from Federal grant funds, 
and a rescission of $361,763,000 from local funds 
appropriated under this heading in prior fiscal 
years, for a net amount of $740,276,000, to re- 
main available until expended;’’. 

(2) Section 340(a) is amended to read as fol- 
lows: 

“(а) Section 603(e)(3)(E) of the Student 
Loan Marketing Association Reorganization Act 
of 1996 (20 U.S.C. 1155(e)(3)(E)) is amended— 

“(1) by striking ‘and’ at the end of sub- 
clause (11); 
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“(2) by striking the period at the end of sub- 
clause (III) and inserting ‘; and’; and 

“(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subclause: 

“(IV) obtaining lease guarantees (іп accord- 
ance with regulations promulgated by the Office 
of Public Charter School Financing).’’. 

(3) Section 342 is amended to read as fol- 
lows: 

“SEC. 342. PUBLIC SCHOOL SERVICES TO 
CHARTER SCHOOLS. Section 2209(b) of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia School Reform Act of 1995 (sec. 
36—1802.09(b), D.C. Official Code) is amended as 
follows: 

“(1) In paragraph (1)— 

“(А) by amending subparagraph (А) to read 
as follows: 

(А) ІМ GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, regulation, or order re- 
lating to the disposition of a facility or property 
described in subparagraph (B), the Mayor and 
the District of Columbia government shall give a 
right of first offer with respect to any facility or 
property described in subparagraph (B) not pre- 
viously purchased, leased, or transferred, or 
under contract to be purchased, leased, or 
transferred, or the subject of a previously pro- 
posed resolution submitted by the Mayor on or 
before December 1, 2004, to the Council of the 
District of Columbia seeking authority for dis- 
position of such facility or property, or under 
an Exclusive Rights Agreement executed on or 
before December 1, 2004, to an eligible applicant 
whose petition to establish a public charter 
school has been conditionally approved under 
section 2203(d)(2), or a Board of Trustees, with 
respect to the purchase, lease, transfer, or use of 
a facility or property described in subparagraph 
(B).’; 

“(В) by amending subparagraph (B)(iii) to 
read as follows: 

‘(iii) with respect to which— 

(0 the Board of Education has transferred 
jurisdiction to the Mayor and over which the 
Mayor has jurisdiction on the effective date of 
this subclause; or 

'(1I) over which the Mayor от any successor 
agency gains jurisdiction after the effective date 
of this subclause.’; and 

“(С) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

(С) TERMS OF PURCHASE OR LEASE.—The 
terms of purchase or lease of a facility or prop- 
erty described in subparagraph (B) shall— 

'() be negotiated by the Mayor in accord- 
ance with written rules or regulations as deter- 
mined by the Mayor, and published in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia Register; 

(її) include rent or an acquisition price, as 
applicable, that is at the appraised value of the 
property based on use of the property for school 
purposes; and 

‘(iii) include a lease period, if the property 
is to be leased, of not less than 25 years, and re- 
newable for additional 25-year periods as long 
as the eligible applicant or Board of Trustees 
maintains its charter.’. 

“(2) In paragraph (2)(А), by striking ‘first 
preference’ and inserting ‘a right of first offer’. 

“(3) By adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

43) CONVERSION PUBLIC CHARTER SCHOOLS.— 
Any District of Columbia public school that was 
approved to become a conversion public charter 
school under section 2201 before the effective 
date of this subsection or is approved to become 
a conversion public charter school after the ef- 
fective date of this subsection, shall have the 
right to exclusively occupy the facilities the 
School occupied as a District of Columbia public 
school under a lease for a period of not less 
than 25 years, renewable for additional 25-year 
periods as long as the school maintains its char- 
ter at the appraised value of the property based 
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on use of the property for school purposes.’. 
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(4) Section 347 is amended by striking para- 
graphs (1) and (2) and inserting the following: 

"(1) by striking subsection (f) and inserting 
the following: 

'(f) AUDIT.—The Board shall maintain its ac- 
counts according to Generally Accepted Ac- 
counting Principles. The Board shall provide for 
an audit of the financial statements of the 
Board by an independent certified public ac- 
countant in accordance with Government audit- 
ing standards for financial audits issued by the 
Comptroller General. The findings amd rec- 
ommendations of any such audit shall be for- 
warded to the Mayor, the Council of the District 
of Columbia, and the Office of the Chief Finan- 
cial Officer of the District of Columbia.’; and 

“(2) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

'(h) CONTRACTING AND PROCUREMENT.—The 
Board shall have the authority to solicit, award, 
and execute contracts independently of the Of- 
fice of Contracting and Procurement and the 
Chief Procurement Officer.’.’’. 

(b) The amendments made by this section 
shall take effect as if included in the enactment 
of the District of Columbia Appropriations Act, 
2005. 

SEC. 104. The Secretary of the Department of 
Homeland Security shall transfer ир to 
$40,000,000 from funds appropriated to the Coast 
Guard's ‘‘Acquisition, Construction, and Im- 
provements” account in fiscal year 2005 from 
the Rescue 21 project to the HH-65 re-engining 
project, subject to 15-day advance notification 
to the House and Senate Committees on Appro- 
priations. 

SEC. 105. Section 203(m) of the Robert T. Staf- 
ford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance 
Act (42 U.S.C. 5133(m)) is amended by striking 
“December 31, 2004” and inserting ‘‘December 
31, 2005”. 

SEC. 106. Notwithstanding the amounts in the 
detailed funding table included in House Report 
108-774, the appropriation for “Transportation 
Security Administration, Maritime and Land Se- 
curity" shall include the following: 
“Credentialing, $5,000,000; TWIC, $15,000,000; 
Hazardous materials truck tracking, $2,000,000; 
Hazardous materials safety, $17,000,000; Enter- 


prise staffing, $24,000,000; Rail security, 
$12,000,000; Offsetting collections, 
$— 27,000,000". 


SEC. 107. The matter under the heading ‘‘Mili- 
tary Construction, Navy and Marine Corps" in 
the Military Construction Appropriations Act, 
2005 (division A of Public Law 108—324), is 
amended by striking ''$1,069,947,000"' and insert- 
ing ':$1,065,597,000" and the matter under the 
heading “МИ ату Construction, Naval Re- 
Serve" in such Act is amended by striking 
**$44,246,000"' and inserting ‘‘$48,596,000’’. 

SEC. 108. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, in addition to amounts otherwise made 
available in the Department of Defense Appro- 
priations Act, 2005 (Public Law 108-287), an ad- 
ditional $2,000,000 is hereby appropriated and 
Shall be made available under the heading 
“Shipbuilding and Conversion, Navy", only for 
the Secretary of the Navy for the purpose of ac- 
quiring a vessel with the Coast Guard registra- 
tion number 225115: Provided, That the Sec- 
retary of the Navy shall provide for the trans- 
portation of the vessel from its present location: 
Provided further, That the Secretary of the 
Navy may lend, give, or otherwise dispose of the 
vessel at his election pursuant to 10 U.S.C. sec- 
tion 2572, 7545, or 7306, or using such procedures 
as the Secretary deems appropriate, and to such 
recipient as the Secretary deems appropriate, 
without regard to these provisions. 

SECTION 109. DESIGNATION OF NATIONAL TREE. 

(a) DESIGNATION.—Chapter 3 of title 36, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 
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*$ 305. National tree 


“The tree genus Quercus, commonly known as 
the oak tree, is the national tree.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Such title is 
amended— 

(1) in the table of contents for part A of sub- 
title I, by striking % and March” and inserting 
“March, and Tree”; 

(2) in the chapter heading for chapter 3, by 
striking 4) AND MARCH” ата inserting 
“MARCH, AND TREE’’; and 

(3) in the table of sections for chapter 3, by 
adding at the end the following: 


“305. National tree.’’. 


SEC. 110. Section 204(g) of the Employee Re- 
tirement Income Security Act of 1974, as amend- 
ed (29 U.S.C. $1054(g)) shall not apply at any 
time, whether before or after the enactment of 
this section, to an amendment adopted prior to 
June 7, 2004 by a [multiemployer] pension plan 
covering primarily employees working in the 
State of Alaska, to the extent that such amend- 
ment— 

(a) provides for the suspension of the payment 
of benefits, modifies the conditions under which 
the payment of benefits is suspended, or sus- 
pends actual adjustments in benefit payments in 
accordance with section 203(a)(3)(B) of said Act 
(29 U.S.C. $1053(a)(3)(B)) and applicable regula- 
tions, and 

(b) applies to participants who have not re- 
tired before the adoption of such amendment. 

SEC. 111. (a) The head of each Federal agency 
or department shall— 

(1) provide each new employee of the agency 
or department with educational and training 
materials concerning the United States Con- 
stitution as part of the orientation materials 
provided to the new employee; and 

(2) provide educational and training materials 
concerning the United States Constitution to 
each employee of the agency or department on 
September 17 of each year. 

(b) Each educational institution that receives 
Federal funds for a fiscal year shall hold an 
educational program on the United States Con- 
stitution on September 17 of such year for the 
students served by the educational institution. 

(c) Title 36 of the United States Code is 
amended— 

(1) in section 106— 

(A) in the heading, by inserting ‘‘Constitution 
Day ата” before ‘‘Citizenship Day’’; 

(В) in subsection (a), by striking “із Citizen- 
ship Day." and inserting ‘‘is designated as Con- 
stitution Day and Citizenship Day.’’; 

(C) in subsection (b)— 

(i) by inserting "Constitution Day and" be- 
fore “Citizenship Рау”; and 

(11) by striking “commemorates” and inserting 
“commemorate’’; and 

(iii) by striking “тесоотігев” and inserting 
“recognize”; 

(D) in subsection (c), by inserting ‘‘Constitu- 
tion Day and" before ‘‘Citizenship Day” both 
places where such term appears; and 

(E) in subsection (d), by inserting ‘‘Constitu- 
tion Day and" before ‘Citizenship Рау”; and 

(2) in the item relating to section 106 of the 
table of contents, by inserting ‘‘Constitution 
Day ата” before ‘‘Citizenship Day". 

(а) This section shall be without fiscal year 
limitation. 

SEC. 112. (a) Notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of law or any contract, (1) the rates in ef- 
fect on November 15, 2004, under the tariff (the 
“tariff’’) required by FCC 94-116 (reduced three 
percent annually starting January 1, 2006) shall 
apply beginning 45 days after the date of enact- 
ment of this Act through December 31, 2009, to 
the sale and purchase of interstate switched 
wholesale service elements offered by any pro- 
vider originating or terminating anywhere in 
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the area (the ‘‘market’’) described in section 4.7 
of the tariff (collectively, the ‘‘covered serv- 
ices’’); (2) beginning April 1, 2005, through De- 
cember 31, 2009, no provider of covered services 
may provide, and no purchaser of such services 
may obtain, covered services in the same con- 
tract with services other than those that origi- 
nate or terminate in the market, if the covered 
services in the contract represent more than five 
percent of such contract’s total value; and (3) 
revenues collected hereunder (less costs) for cal- 
endar years 2005 through 2009 shall be used to 
support and expand the network in the market. 

(b) Effective on the date of enactment of this 
Act, (1) the conditions described in FCC 95-334 
and the related conditions imposed in FCC 94- 
116, FCC 95-427, and FCC 96-485, and (2) all 
pending proceedings relating to the tariff, shall 
terminate. Thereafter, the State regulatory com- 
mission with jurisdiction over the market shall 
treat all interexchange carriers serving the mar- 
ket the same with respect to the provision of 
intrastate services, with the goal of reducing 
regulation, and shall not require such carriers 
to file reports based on the Uniform System of 
Accounts. 

(c) Any provider may file to enforce this sec- 
tion (including damages and injunctive relief) 
before the FCC (whose final order may be ap- 
pealed under 47 U.S.C. 402(a)) or under 47 
U.S.C. 207 if the FCC fails to issue a final order 
within 90 days of a filing. Nothing herein shall 
affect rate integration, carrier-of-last-resort ob- 
ligations of any carrier or its successor, or the 
purchase of covered services by any rural tele- 
phone company (as defined in 47 U.S.C. 153(37)), 
or an affiliate under its control, for its provision 
of retail interstate intererchange services origi- 
nating in the market. 

SEC. 113. Direct loans, credits, insurance and 
guarantees of the Export-Import Bank or its 
agents may be made available for or in Libya, 
notwithstanding section 507 or similar provi- 
sions in the Foreign Operations, Export Financ- 
ing, and Related Programs Appropriations Act, 
2005, or prior acts making appropriations for 
foreign operations, export financing, and re- 
lated programs, if the President determines that 
to do so is important to the national security in- 
terests of the United States. 

SEC. 114. (a) Section 146 of Pub. L. 108-199 is 
amended: 

(1) by striking ‘‘section 386 of the Energy Pol- 
icy Act of 2003” and inserting іт lieu thereof 
“section 116 of Division С of Pub. L. 108-324”; 

(2) by striking “, except that upon that Act 
becoming law, section 386 is amended through 
this Асы” and inserting “апа section 116 of Di- 
vision С of Pub. L. 108-324 is amended:’’ 

(3) by striking “paragraph 386(b)(1)" and in- 
serting in lieu thereof ‘‘paragraph (b)(1) of sec- 
tion 116 of Division С of Pub. L. 106-324”; 

(4) by striking "paragraph 386(c)(2)’’ and in- 
serting in lieu thereof ‘‘paragraph (с)(2) of sec- 
tion 116 of Division C of Pub. L. 108-324"; and 

(5) by striking “paragraph 386(9)(4)'' and in- 
serting in lieu thereof ‘‘paragraph (g)(4) of sec- 
tion 116 of Division C of Pub. L. 324; 

(b) Section 116(b) of Division C of Pub. L. 108— 
324, the Military Construction bill, is amended 
by adding a new paragraph as follows: 

“(4) Such loan guarantee may be utilized only 
by the project chosen by the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission ав the qualified 
project." 

SEC. 115. Any unobligated mount appropriated 
pursuant to section 353(b) of the Department of 
the Interior and Related Agencies Appropria- 
tions Act, 1999 (Public Law 105-277; 112 Stat. 
2681-303), shall be made available to complete 
the project described in section 353(a) of that 
Act. 

SEC. 116. (a) DESIGNATION OF NATIONAL VET- 
ERANS MEMORIAL.—The Mt. Soledad Veterans 
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Memorial located within the Soledad Natural 
Park in San Diego, California, which consists of 
a 29 foot-tall cross and surrounding granite me- 
morial walls containing plaques engraved with 
the names and photographs of veterans of the 
United States Armed Forces, is hereby des- 
ignated as a national memorial honoring vet- 
erans of the United States Armed Forces. 

(b) ACQUISITION AND ADMINISTRATION BY 
UNITED STATES.—Not later than 90 days after 
the date on which the City of San Diego, Cali- 
fornia, offers to donate the Mt. Soledad Vet- 
erans Memorial to the United States, the Sec- 
retary of the Interior shall accept, on behalf of 
the United States, all right, title, and interest of 
the City in and to the Mt. Soledad Veterans Me- 
morial. 

(c) ADMINISTRATION OF MEMORIAL.—Upon ac- 
quisition of the Mt. Soledad Veterans Memorial 
by the United States, the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior shall administer the Mt. Soledad Veterans 
Memorial as a unit of the National Park System, 
except that the Secretary shall enter into a 
memorandum of understanding with the Mt. 
Soledad Memorial Association for the continued 
maintenance by the Association of the cross and 
surrounding granite memorial walls and plaques 
of the Memorial. 

(а) LEGAL DESCRIPTION.—The Mt. Soledad 
Veterans Memorial referred to in this section is 
all that portion of Pueblo lot 1265 of the Pueblo 
Lands of San Diego in the City and County of 
San Diego, California, according to the map 
thereof prepared by James Pascoe in 1879, a 
copy of which was filed in the office of the 
County Recorder of San Diego County on No- 
vember 14, 1921, and is known as miscellaneous 
map NO. 36, more particularly described as fol- 
lows: The area bounded by the back of the exist- 
ing inner sidewalk on top of Mt. Soledad, being 
also a circle with a radius of 84 feet, the center 
of which circle is located as follows: Beginning 
at the Southwesterly corner of such Pueblo Lot 
1265, such corner being South 17 degrees 1433” 
East (Record South 17 degrees 14'09" East) 
607.21 feet distant along the westerly line of 
such Pueblo lot 1265 from the intersection with 
the North line of La Jolla Scenic Drive South as 
described and dedicated as parcel 2 of City 
Council Resolution NO. 216644 adopted August 
25, 1976; thence North 39 degrees 59'24" East 
1147.62 feet to the center of such circle. The 
exact boundaries and legal description of the 
Mt. Soledad Veterans Memorial shall be deter- 
mined by a survey prepared jointly by the City 
of San Diego and the Secretary of the Interior. 
Upon acquisition of the Mt. Soledad Veterans 
Memorial by the United States, the boundaries 
of the Memorial may not be expanded. 

SEC. 117. Notwithstanding any other provi- 
sions of law, except section 551 of the Foreign 
Operations, Export Financing, and Related Pro- 
grams Appropriations Act, 2005, $80,000,000 of 
the funds appropriated for the Department of 
Defense for fiscal year 2005 may be transferred 
with the concurrence of the Secretary of De- 
fense to the Department of State under ‘‘Peace- 
keeping Operations." 

SEC. 118. In addition, for construction and re- 
lated expenses of a facility for the United States 
Institute of Peace, $100,000,000, to remain avail- 
able until expended. 

SEC. 119. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, in addition to amounts otherwise pro- 
vided in this or any other act for fiscal year 
2005, the following amounts are appropriated: 
$2,000,000 for the Helen Keller National Center 
for Deaf-Blind Youths and Adults for activities 
authorized under the Helen Keller National 
Center Act; and for the Department of Health 
and Human Services, Health Resources and 
Services Administration, $1,000,000 for the Hos- 
pital for Special Surgery to establish a National 
Center for Musculoskeletal Research, New York, 
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New York, for facilities and equipment; and for 

the Department of Health and Human Services, 

Health Resources and Services Administration, 

$1,000,000 for the Jesse Helms Nursing Center at 

Union Regional Medical Center, Union County, 

North Carolina for facilities and equipment. 
SEC. 120. In addition to any amounts provided 

in this or any other Act for fiscal year 2005, 

$1,000,000 is appropriated for necessary expenses 

of the Benjamin A. Gilman Institute for Polit- 
ical and International Studies program at the 

State University of New York’s Orange County 

Community College in Orange, New York. 

SEC. 121. WEIGHT LIMITATIONS.—The next to 
the last sentence of section 127(a) of title 23, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 
“Interstate Route 95” and inserting ‘‘Interstate 
Routes 89, 93, and 95.” 

SEC. 122. (а) ACROSS-THE-BOARD RESCIS- 
SIONS.—There is hereby rescinded an amount 
equal to 0.83 percent of— 

(1) the budget authority provided (or obliga- 
tion limitation imposed) for fiscal year 2005 for 
any discretionary account in divisions A 
through J of this Act and in any other fiscal 
year 2005 appropriation Act (except any fiscal 
year 2005 supplemental appopriation Act, the 
Department of Homeland Security Appropria- 
tions Act, 2005, the Department of Defense Ap- 
propriations Act, 2005, or the Military Construc- 
tion Appropriations Act, 2005); 

(2) the budget authority provided in any ad- 
vance appropriation for fiscal year 2005 for any 
dis 15 cretionary account in any prior fiscal 
year appropriation Act; and 

(3) the contract authority provided im fiscal 
year 2005 for any program subject to limitation 
con 19 tained in any division or appropriation 
Act subject 20 to paragraph (1). 

(b) PROPORTIONATE APPLICATIONS.—Any re- 
scission 22 made by subsection (a) shall be ap- 
plied proportionately— 

(1) to each discretionary account and each 
item 24 of budget authority described in such 
subsection; and 

(2) within each such account amd item, to 
each program, project, and activity (with pro- 
grams, projects, and activities as delineated in 
the appropriation Act or accompanying reports 
for the relevant fiscal year covering such ac- 
count or item, or for accounts and items not in- 
cluded in appropriation Acts, as delineated in 
the most recently submitted President's budget). 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Miscellaneous 
Appropriations and Offsets Act, 2005”, 

TITLE II—225TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
AMERICAN REVOLUTION COMMEMORA- 
TION ACT 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the ‘225th Anniver- 
sary of the American Revolution Commemora- 
tion Act’. 

SEC. 2. FINDINGS AND PURPOSES. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the following: 

(1) The American Revolution, inspired by the 
spirit of liberty and independence among the in- 
habitants of the original 13 colonies of Great 
Britain, was an event of global significance 
having a profound and lasting effect upon 
American Government, laws, culture, society, 
and values. 

(2) The years 2000 through 2008 mark the 
225th anniversary of the Revolutionary War. 

(3) Every generation of American citizens 
should have an opportunity to understand and 
appreciate the continuing legacy of the Amer- 
ican Revolution. 

(4) This 225th anniversary provides an oppor- 
tunity to enhance public awareness and under- 
standing of the impact of the American Revolu- 
tion’s legacy on the lives of citizens today. 

(5) Although the National Park Service ad- 
ministers battlefields, historical parks, historic 
sites, and programs that address elements of the 
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story of the American Revolution, there is a 
need to establish partnerships that link sites 
and programs administered by the National 
Park Service with those of other Federal and 
non-Federal entities in order to place the story 
of the American Revolution in the broad context 
of its causes, consequences, and meanings. 

(6) The story and significance of the American 
Revolution can best engage the American people 
through a national program of the National 
Park Service that links historic structures and 
sites, routes, activities, community projects, ex- 
hibits, and multimedia materials, in a manner 
that is both unified and flexible. 

(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this Act are 
as follows: 

(1) To recognize the enduring importance of 
the American Revolution in the lives of Amer- 
ican citizens today. 

(2) To authorize the National Park Service to 
coordinate, connect, and facilitate Federal and 
non-Federal activities to commemorate, honor, 
and interpret the history of the American Revo- 
lution, its significance, and its relevance to the 
shape and spirit of American Government and 


society. 

SEC. 3. 225TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE AMERICAN 
REVOLUTION COMMEMORATION 
PROGRAM. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Inte- 
rior (hereinafter in this Act referred to as the 
“Secretary’’) shall establish a program to be 
known as the ‘‘225th Anniversary of the Amer- 
ican Revolution Commemoration" (hereinafter 
in this Act referred to as the “225th Anniver- 
sary”). In administering the 225th Anniversary, 
the Secretary shall— 

(1) produce and disseminate to appropriate 
persons educational materials, such as hand- 
books, maps, interpretive guides, or electronic 
information related to the 225th Anniversary 
and the American Revolution; 

(2) enter into appropriate cooperative agree- 
ments and memoranda of understanding to pro- 
vide technical assistance under subsection (c); 

(3) assist in the protection of resources associ- 
ated with the American Revolution; 

(4) enhance communications, connections, and 
collaboration among the National Park Service 
units and programs related to the Revolutionary 
War; 

(5) expand the research base for American 
Revolution interpretation and education; andt 

(6) create and adopt an official, uniform sym- 
bol or device for the theme ‘‘Lighting Freedom's 
Flame: American Revolution, 225th Anniver- 
sary" and issue regulations for its use. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The 225th Anniversary shall 
encompass the following elements: 

(1) All units and programs of the National 
Park Service determined by the Secretary to per- 
tain to the American Revolution. 

(2) Other governmental and nongovernmental 
sites, facilities, and programs of an educational, 
research, or interpretive nature that are docu- 
mented to be directly related to the American 
Revolution. 

(3) Through the Secretary of State, the par- 
ticipation of the Governments of the United 
Kingdom, France, the Netherlands, Spain, and 
Canada. 

(c) COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS AND MEMO- 
RANDA OF UNDERSTANDING.—To achieve the pur- 
poses of this Act and to ensure effective coordi- 
nation of the Federal and non-Federal elements 
of the 225th Anniversary with National Park 
Service units and programs, the Secretary may 
enter into cooperative agreements and memo- 
randa of understanding with, and provide tech- 
nical assistance to, the following: 

(1) The heads of other Federal agencies, 
States, units of local government, and private 
entities. 

(2) In cooperation with the Secretary of State, 
the Governments of the United Kingdom, 
France, the Netherlands, Spain, and Canada. 
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(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary to carry out this Act $500,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2004 through 2009. 

SEC. TITLE III—RURAL AIR SERVICE IMPROVE- 
MENTS 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be cited 
as the “Rural Air Service Improvement Act of 
2004”. 

(b) FURTHER AMENDMENTS.—The amendments 
made by this section are further amendments to 
section 5402 of title 39, United States Code, in- 
cluding the amendments made by section 3002 of 
the 2002 Supplemental Appropriations Act for 
Further Recovery From and Response To Ter- 
rorist Attacks on the United States (Public Law 
107-206) to that section of title 39, United States 
Code. 

(c) EXISTING MAINLINE CARRIERS.—Section 
5402(a)(10) of title 39, United States Code, is 
amended by striking subparagraph (C) and in- 
serting the following: 

“(С) actually engaged in the carriage, on 
scheduled service within the State of Alaska, of 
mainline nonpriority bypass mail tendered to it 
under its designator code.’’. 

(d) NONPRIORITY BYPASS MAIL.—Section 
5402(g) of title 39, United States Code, is amend- 
ed by striking the matter preceding paragraph 
(2) and inserting the following: 

"(g)(1)(A) The Postal Service, in selecting car- 
riers of nonpriority bypass mail to any point 
served by more than 1 carrier in the State of 
Alaska, shall adhere to an equitable tender pol- 
icy within a qualified group of carriers, in ac- 
cordance with the regulations of the Postal 
Service, and shall, at a minimum, require that 
any such carrier— 

“(Ч) hold a certificate of public convenience 
and necessity issued under section 41102(a) of 
title 49; 

11) operate at least to such point at least the 
number of scheduled flights each week estab- 
lished under subparagraph (B)(i); 

“(iii) exhibit an adherence to such scheduled 
flights; and 

“(іш) have provided scheduled service with at 
least the number of scheduled noncontract 
flights each week established under subpara- 
graph (B)(ii) between 2 points within the State 
of Alaska for at least 12 consecutive months 
with aircraft— 

“(І) up to 7,500 pounds payload capacity be- 
fore being selected as a carrier of nonpriority 
bypass mail at an applicable intra-Alaska bush 
service mail rate; and 

"(II) over 7,500 pounds payload capacity be- 
fore being selected as a carrier of nonpriority 
bypass mail at the intra-Alaska mainline service 
mail rate. 

"(B)(i) For purposes of subparagraph (A)(ii)— 

“(Т) for aircraft described under subparagraph 
(A)(iv)(I) the number is 3; and 

"(II) for aircraft described under subpara- 
graph ( A)(iv)(1I), the number is 2, except as may 
be provided under subparagraph (C). 

11) For purposes of subparagraph (A)(iv)— 

“(Т) for aircraft described under subparagraph 
(A)(iv)(I), the number is 3; and 

“(П) for aircraft described under subpara- 
graph (А)(ї0)(П), for any week in any month 
before the effective date of the Rural Air Service 
Improvement Act of 2004, the number is 3, and 
after such date, the number is 2. 

"(C) The Postal Service, after consultation 
with affected carriers, may establish for service 
by aircraft described under subparagraph 
(A) (iv) ID— 

“(i) a larger number of flights than required 
under subparagraph (B)(i); or 

“(їїй) the days that service will operate.’’. 

(е) SUBCONTRACTS BY EXISTING MAINLINE 
CARRIERS.—Section 5402(g)(4) of title 39, United 
States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 
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“(С) A providing carrier selected under sub- 
paragraph (A) may subcontract the transpor- 
tation of nonpriority bypass mail to another ex- 
isting mainline carrier when additional or sub- 
stitute aircraft are temporarily needed to meet 
the delivery schedule of the Postal Service or the 
carrier’s operating requirements. The providing 
carrier shall remain responsible for the mail 
from origin through destination.’’. 

(f) AIRCRAFT PREFERENCES FOR OTHER POST- 
AL PRODUCTS.—Section 5402(9) of title 39, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

“(7) Nothing in this section shall preclude the 
Postal Service from establishing by regulation 
aircraft preferences for the dispatch of postal 
products other than nonpriority bypass mail.". 

TITLE IV—VISA REFORM 
SEC. 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the “1—1 Visa and 
H-1B Visa Reform Act”. 

Subtitle A—L-1 Visa Reform 
SEC. 11. SHORT TITLE. 

This subtitle may be cited as the “1—1 Visa 
(Intracompany Transferee) Reform Act of 2004”. 
SEC. 12. NONIMMIGRANT L-1 VISA CATEGORY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 214(c)(2) of the Im- 
migration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1184(c)(2)) is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

“(Е) An alien who will serve in a capacity in- 
volving specialieed knowledge with respect to an 
employer for purposes of section 101(a)(15)(L) 
and will be stationed primarily at the worksite 
of an employer other than the petitioning em- 
ployer or its affiliate, subsidiary, or parent shall 
not be eligible for classification under section 
101(a)(15)(L) if— 

“(1) the alien will be controlled and supervised 
principally by such unaffiliated employer; or 

“(й) the placement of the alien at the worksite 
of the unaffiliated employer is essentially an ar- 
rangement to provide labor for hire for the unaf- 
filiated employer, rather than a placement in 
connection with the provision of a product or 
service for which specialized knowledge specific 
to the petitioning employer is necessary.’’. 

(b) APPLICABILITY.—The amendment made by 
subsection (a) shall apply to petitions filed on or 
after the effective date of this subtitle, whether 
for initial, extended, or amended classification. 
SEC. 13. REQUIREMENT FOR PRIOR CONTINUOUS 

EMPLOYMENT FOR CERTAIN 
INTRACOMPANY TRANSFEREES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 214(c)(2)(A) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1184(c)(2)(A)) is amended by striking the last 
sentence (relating to reduction of the 1-year pe- 
riod of continuous employment abroad to 6 
months). 

(b) APPLICABILITY.—The amendment made by 
subsection (a) shall apply only to petitions for 
initial classification filed on or after the effec- 
tive date of this subtitle. 

SEC. 14. MAINTENANCE OF STATISTICS BY THE 
DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECU- 
RITY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Department of Home- 
land Security shall maintain statistics regarding 
petitions filed, approved, extended, and amend- 
ed with respect to nonimmigrants described in 
section 101(a)(15)(L) of the Immigration and Na- 
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(15)( L)), including 
the number of such nonimmigrants who are 
classified on the basis of specialieed knowledge 
and the number of nonimmigrants who are clas- 
sified om the basis of specialieed knowledge in 
order to work primarily at offsite locations. 

(b)  APPLICABILITY.—Subsection (а) shall 
apply to petitions filed on or after the effective 
date of this subtitle. 

SEC. 15. INSPECTOR GENERAL REPORT ON L VISA 
PROGRAM. 

Not later than 6 months after the date of en- 

actment of this Act, the Inspector General of the 
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Department of Homeland Security shall, con- 
sistent with the authority granted the Depart- 
ment under section 428 of the Homeland Secu- 
rity Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 236), examine and re- 
port to the Committees on the Judiciary of the 
House of Representatives and the Senate on the 
vulnerabilities and potential abuses in the visa 
program carried out under section 214(c) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1184(c)) with respect to nonimmigrants described 
in section 101(a)(15)(L) of such Act (8 U.S.C. 
1101(a)(15)(L)). 

SEC. 16. ESTABLISHMENT OF TASK FORCE. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—Not later than 6 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, there 
shall be established an L Visa Interagency Task 
Force that consists of representatives from the 
Department of Homeland Security, the Depart- 
ment of Justice, and the Department of State. 
The Secretaries of each Department and each 
relevant bureau of the Department of Homeland 
Security shall appoint designees to the L Visa 
Interagency Task Force. The L Visa Inter- 
agency Task Force shall consult with other 
agencies deemed appropriate. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 6 months after 
the submission of the report by the Inspector 
General of the Department of Homeland Secu- 
rity in accordance with section 6, the L Visa 
Interagency Task Force shall report to the Com- 
mittees om the Judiciary of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Senate on the efforts to im- 
plement the recommendations set forth by the 
Inspector Gemeral's report. The L Visa Inter- 
agency Task Force shall note specific areas of 
agreement and disagreement, and make rec- 
ommendations to Congress on the findings of the 
Task Force, including any suggestions for legis- 
lation. The Task Force shall also review other 
additional issues as may be raised by the In- 
spector General's report or by the Task Force's 
own deliberations regarding the policies and 
purposes of the visa program relative to national 
goals and transnational commerce. 

SEC. 17. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

This subtitle and the amendments made by 
this subtitle shall take effect 180 days after the 
date of enactment of this Act. 

Subtitle B—H-1B Visa Reform 
SEC. 21. SHORT TITLE. 

This subtitle may be cited as the “Н-ІВ Visa 
Reform Act of 2004”. 

SEC. 22. TEMPORARY WORKER PROVISIONS. 

(a) ATTESTATION REQUIREMENTS FOR H-1B 
WORKERS.—Section 212(n)(1)(E)(ii) of the Immi- 
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1182(n)(1)(E)(ii)) is amended by striking ‘‘Octo- 
бет 1, 2003,". 

(b)  H-1B EMPLOYER  PETITIONS.—Section 
214(c)(9) of the Immigration and Nationality Act 
(8 U.S.C. 1184(c)(9)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘October 
1,2003”; 

(2) іт subparagraph (В), by striking “81,000” 
and inserting ‘‘$1,500’’; and 

(3) in subparagraph (B), by inserting before 
the period ‘“‘except that the fee shall be half the 
amount for each such petition by any employer 
with not more than 25 full-time equivalent em- 
ployees who are employed in the United States 
(determined by including any affiliate or sub- 
sidiary of such employer)”. 

SEC. 23. H-1B PREVAILING WAGE LEVEL. 

Section 212(p) of the Immigration and Nation- 
ality Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(p)) is amended by add- 
ing at the end the following: 

“(3) The prevailing wage required to be paid 
pursuant to subsections (a)(5)(A), 
(т)(1)(А)@)(11), апа (t)G)(A)G)GI) shall be 100 
percent of the wage determined pursuant to 
those sections. 

“(4) Where the Secretary of Labor uses, or 
makes available to employers, a governmental 
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survey to determine the prevailing wage, such 
survey shall provide at least 4 levels of wages 
commensurate with experience, education, and 
the level of supervision. Where an existing gov- 
ernment survey has only 2 levels, 2 intermediate 
levels may be created by dividing by 3, the dif- 
ference between the 2 levels offered, adding the 
quotient thus obtained to the first level and sub- 
tracting that quotient from the second level."'. 

SEC. 24. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR INVESTIGATIVE 

AUTHORITIES. 

(a) SECRETARY OF LABOR INVESTIGATIVE AU- 
THORITY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 212(n)(2) of the Im- 
migration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1182(n)(2)) is amended by inserting after sub- 
paragraph (F) the following: 

"(G)(i) The Secretary of Labor may initiate an 
investigation of any employer that employs non- 
immigrants described in section 
101(a)(15)(H)(i)(b) if the Secretary of Labor has 
reasonable cause to believe that the employer is 
not in compliance with this subsection. In the 
case of an investigation under this clause, the 
Secretary of Labor (or the acting Secretary in 
the case of the absence of disability of the Sec- 
retary of Labor) shall personally certify that 
reasonable cause exists and shall approve com- 
mencement of the investigation. The investiga- 
tion may be initiated for reasons other than 
completeness and obvious inaccuracies by the 
employer in complying with this subsection . 

011) If the Secretary of Labor receives specific 
credible information from a source who is likely 
to have knowledge of an employer’s practices or 
employment conditions, or an employer’s compli- 
ance with the employer’s labor condition appli- 
cation under paragraph (1), and whose identity 
is known to the Secretary of Labor, and such 
information provides reasonable cause to believe 
that the employer has committed a willful fail- 
ure to meet a condition of paragraph (1)(A), 
(1)(В), D(C), (1ХЕ), DF), от (090), has 
engaged іт a pattern or practice of failures to 
meet such a condition, or has committed a sub- 
stantial failure to meet such a condition that af- 
fects multiple employees, the Secretary of Labor 
may conduct an investigation into the alleged 
failure or failures. The Secretary of Labor may 
withhold the identity of the source from the em- 
ployer, and the source’s identity shall not be 
subject to disclosure under section 552 of title 5, 
United states Code. 

“(їй) The Secretary of Labor shall establish a 
procedure for any person desiring to provide to 
the Secretary of Labor information described in 
clause (ii) that may be used, in whole or in part, 
as the basis for the commencement of an inves- 
tigation described in such clause, to provide the 
information in writing on a form developed and 
provided by the Secretary of Labor and com- 
pleted by or on behalf of the person. The person 
may not be an officer or employee of the Depart- 
ment of Labor, unless the information satisfies 
the requirement of clause (iv)(II) (although an 
officer or employee of the Department of Labor 
may complete the form on behalf of the person). 

“(іш) Any investigation initiated or approved 
by the Secretary of Labor under clause (ii) shall 
be based on information that satisfies the re- 
quirements of such clause and that— 

“(Т) originates from a source other than an of- 
ficer or employee of the Department of Labor; or 

"(II) was lawfully obtained by the Secretary 
of Labor in the course of lawfully conducting 
another Department of Labor investigation 
under this Act of any other Act. 

“(v) The receipt by the Secretary of Labor of 
information submitted by an employer to the At- 
torney General or the Secretary of Labor for 
purposes of securing the employment of a non- 
immigrant described in section 
101(a)(15)(H)(i)(b) shall not be considered a re- 
ceipt of information for purposes of clause (ii). 


24511 


“(ві) No investigation described in clause (ii) 
(or hearing described in clause (viii) based on 
such investigation) may be conducted with re- 
spect to information about a failure to meet a 
condition described in clause (ii), unless the Sec- 
retary of Labor receives the information not 
later than 12 months after the date of the al- 
leged failure. 

“(оп) The Secretary of Labor shall provide 
notice to an employer with respect to whom 
there is reasonable cause to initiate an inves- 
tigation described in clauses (i) or (ii), prior to 
the commencement of an investigation under 
such clauses, of the intent to conduct an inves- 
tigation. The notice shall be provided in such a 
manner, and shall contain sufficient detail, to 
permit the employer to respond to the allega- 
tions before an investigation is commenced. The 
Secretary of Labor is not required to comply 
with this clause if the Secretary of Labor deter- 
mines that to do so would interfere with an ef- 
fort by the Secretary of Labor to secure compli- 
ance by the employer with the requirements of 
this subsection. There shall be no judicial review 
of a determination by the Secretary of Labor 
under this clause. 

"(viii An investigation under clauses (i) or 
(ii) may be conducted for a period of up to 60 
days. If the Secretary of Labor determines after 
such an investigation that a reasonable basis 
exists to make a finding that the employer has 
committed a willful failure to meet a condition 
of paragraph (1)(A), (1)(В), (1)(C), (1ХЕ), (ХЕ), 
or (1)(С)(%@)(1), has engaged in a pattern or prac- 
tice of failures to meet such a condition, or has 
committed a substantial failure to meet such a 
condition that affects multiple employees, the 
Secretary of Labor shall provide for notice of 
such determination to the interested parties and 
an opportunity for a hearing in accordance 
with section 556 of title 5, United States Code, 
within 120 days after the date of the determina- 
tion. If such a hearing is requested, the Sec- 
retary of Labor shall make a finding concerning 
the matter by not later than 120 days after the 
date of the hearing.’’. 

(2) RETROACTIVE.—The amendment made by 
paragraph (1) shall take effect as if enacted on 
October 1, 2003. 

(b) GOOD FAITH COMPLIANCE OR CON- 
FORMITY.—Section 212(n)(2) of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(n)(2)) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating subparagraph (H) as sub- 
paragraph (1); and 

(2) by inserting after subparagraph (G), as 
added by subsection (a)(1), the following: 

“(Н)(1) Except as provided in clauses (ii) and 
(iii), a person or entity is considered to have 
complied with the requirements of this sub- 
section, notwithstanding a technical or proce- 
dural failure to meet such requirements, if there 
was a good faith attempt to comply with the re- 
quirements. 

“(ii) Clause (i) shall not apply if— 

“(І) the Department of Labor (or another en- 
forcement agency) has explained to the person 
or entity the basis for the failure; 

“(П) the person or entity has been provided а 
period of not less than 10 business days (begin- 
ning after the date of the explanation) within 
which to correct the failure; and 

“(Ш) the person or entity has not corrected 
the failure voluntarily within such period. 

“(iti) A person or entity that, in the course of 
an investigation, is found to have violated the 
prevailing wage requirements set forth in para- 
graph (1)(A), shall not be assessed fines or other 
penalties for such violation if the person or enti- 
ty can establish that the manner in which the 
prevailing wage was calculated was consistent 
with recognized industry standards and prac- 
tices. 
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“(іш) Clauses (i) and (iii) shall not apply to a 
person or entity that has engaged in or is en- 
gaging in a pattern or practice of willful viola- 
tions this subsection.”’. 

(c) SECRETARY OF LABOR REPORT.—Not later 
than January 31 of each year, the Secretary of 
Labor shall report to the Committees on the Ju- 
diciary of the Senate and the House of Rep- 
resentatives on the investigations undertaken 
based on— 

(1) the authorities described in clauses (i) and 
(ii) of section 212(n)(2)(G) of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(n)(2)(G)(i) 
and (ii)); and 

(2) the expenditures by the Secretary of Labor 
described in section 286(v)(2)(D) of the Immigra- 
tion and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1356(v)(2)(D)). 

SEC. 25. EXEMPTION OF CERTAIN ALIENS FROM 
NUMERICAL LIMITATIONS ON H-1B 
NONIMMIGRANTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 214(g)(5) of the Im- 
migration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1184(9)(5)) is amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding subparagraph (A), 
by striking‘‘is employed (or has received an offer 
of employment) at^; 

(2) in subparagraph (A)— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘is employed (or has received 
an offer of employment) at” before “ап institu- 
tion"; and 

(B) by striking “от” at the end; 

(3) in subparagraph (B)— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘is employed (or has received 
an offer of employment) at" before “а non- 
profit”; and 

(B) by striking the period and inserting '5; 
от”; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 

“(С) has earned a master's or higher degree 
from a, United States institution of higher edu- 
cation (as defined in section 101(a) of the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1001(a)), until 
the number of aliens who are exempted from 
such numerical limitation during such year ex- 
ceeds 20,000.’’. 

(b) STATISTICS.—Beginning on the date of en- 
actment of this Act, the Secretary of Homeland 
Security shall maintain statistical information 
on the country of origin and occupation of, edu- 
cational level maintained by, and compensation 
paid to, each alien who is issued a visa or other- 
wise provided nonimmigrant status and is ex- 
empt under section 214(g)(5) of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1184(g)(5)) for 
each fiscal year. The statistical information 
Shall be included in the annual report to Con- 
gress under section 416(c) of the American Com- 
petitiveness and Workforce Improvement Act of 
1998 (Public Law 105-277; 112 Stat. 2681-655). 
SEC. 26. FRAUD PREVENTION AND DETECTION 

FEE. 

(a) IMPOSITION OF FEE.—Section 214(c) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1184(c)) is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing: 

“(12(А) In addition to any other fees author- 
ized by law, the Secretary of Homeland Security 
shall impose a fraud prevention and detection 
fee on an employer filing a petition under para- 
graph (1)— 

“(i) initially to grant an alien nonimmigrant 
status described in subparagraph (H)(i)(b) or (L) 
of section 101(a)(15); or 

“(ii) to obtain authorization for an alien hav- 
ing such status to change employers. 

“(В) In addition to any other fees authorized 
by law, the Secretary of State shall impose a 
fraud prevention and detection fee on an alien 
filing an application abroad for a visa author- 
izing admission to the United States as a non- 
immigrant described im section 101(a)(15)(L), if 
the alien is covered under a blanket petition de- 
Scribed in paragraph (2)(A). 
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"(C) The amount of the fee imposed under 
subparagraph (A) or (B) shall be $500. 

"(D) The fee imposed under subparagraph (A) 
or (B) shall only apply to principal aliens and 
not to the spouses or children who are accom- 
panying or following to join such principal 
aliens. 

“(Е) Fees collected under this paragraph shall 
be deposited in the Treasury in accordance with 
section 286(v).’’. 

(b) ESTABLISHMENT OF ACCOUNT; USE OF 
FEES.—Section 286 of the Immigration and Na- 
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1356) is amended by add- 
ing at the end the following: 

“(0) Н-ІВ AND L FRAUD PREVENTION AND DE- 
TECTION ACCOUNT.— 

“(1) ІМ GENERAL.—There is established in the 
general fund of the Treasury a separate ac- 
count, which shall be known as the ‘H-1B and 
L Fraud Prevention and Detection Account’. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
there shall be deposited as offsetting receipts 
into the account all fees collected under section 
214(c)(12). 

“(2) USE OF FEES TO COMBAT FRAUD.— 

“(А) SECRETARY OF STATE.—One-third of the 
amounts deposited into the H-1B and L Fraud 
Prevention and Detection Account shall remain 
available to the Secretary of State until ex- 
pended for programs and activities at United 
States embassies and consulates abroad— 

“(14) to increase the number diplomatic secu- 
rity personnel assigned exclusively to the func- 
tion of preventing and detecting fraud by appli- 
cants for visas described in subparagraph (H)(i) 
or (L) of section 101(a)(15); 

“(ii) otherwise to prevent and detect such 
fraud pursuant to the terms of a memorandum 
of understanding or other cooperative agreement 
between the Secretary of State and the Sec- 
retary of Homeland Security; and 

“(iii) upon request by the Secretary ој Home- 
land Security, to assist such Secretary in car- 
rying out the fraud prevention and detection 
programs and activities described in subpara- 
graph (B). 

“(В) SECRETARY OF HOMELAND SECURITY.— 
One-third of the amounts deposited into the Н- 
1B and L Fraud Prevention and Detection Ac- 
count shall remain available to the Secretary of 
Homeland Security until expended for programs 
and activities to prevent and detect fraud with 
respect to petitions under paragraph (1) or 
(2)(A) of section 214(c) to grant an alien non- 
immigrant status described in subparagraph 
(Н)(1) or (L) of section 101(a)(15). 

“(С) SECRETARY OF LABOR.—One-third of the 
amounts deposited into the H-1B and L Fraud 
Prevention and Detection Account shall remain 
available to the Secretary of Labor until ex- 
pended for enforcement programs and activities 
described in section 212(n). 

"(D) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary of State, 
the Secretary of Homeland Security, and the 
Secretary of Labor shall consult one another 
with respect to the use of the funds in the H-1B 
and L Fraud Prevention and Detection Ac- 
count.”’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section shall take effect on the date of 
enactment of this Act, and the fees imposed 
under such amendments shall apply to petitions 
under section 214(c) of the Immigration and Na- 
tionality Act, and applications for non- 
immigrant visas under section 222 of such Act, 
filed on or after the date that is 90 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 27. CHANGE OF FEE FORMULA. 

Section 286(s) of the Immigration and Nation- 
ality Act (8 U.S.C. 1356(s)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2), by striking “55 percent" 
and inserting ‘‘50 percent^'; 

(2) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘22 percent" 
and inserting ‘‘30 percent’’; 


November 19, 2004 


(3) in paragraph (4)(A), by striking “15 per- 
cent” and inserting “10 percent”; 

(4) in paragraph (5)— 

(A) by striking ‘4 percent" and inserting “5 
percent"; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘Attorney General" each place 
that term appears and inserting ‘‘Secretary of 
Homeland Security’’; and 

(5) in paragraph (6), by striking ‘‘Beginning 
with fiscal year 2000," and all that follows 
through “within a 7-day period.” and inserting 
“Beginning with fiscal year 2000, 5 percent of 
the amounts deposited into the H-1B Non- 
immigrant Petitioner Account shall remain 
available to the Secretary of Labor until ex- 
pended for decreasing the processing time for 
applications under section 212(n)(1).’’. 

SEC. 28. GRANTS FOR JOB TRAINING FOR EM- 
PLOYMENT IN HIGH GROWTH INDUS- 
TRIES. 

Section 414(c) of the American Competitive- 
ness and Workforce Improvement Act of 1998 
(112 Stat. 2681-653) is amended to read as fol- 
lows: 

“(с) JOB TRAINING GRANTS.— 

“(1) ІМ GENERAL.—The Secretary of Labor 
shall use funds available under section 286(s)(2) 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1356(s)(2)) to award grants to eligible en- 
tities to provide job training and related activi- 
ties for workers to assist them in obtaining or 
upgrading employment in industries and eco- 
nomic sectors identified pursuant to paragraph 
(4) that are projected to experience significant 
growth and ensure that job training and related 
activities funded by such grants are coordinated 
with the public workforce investment system. 

“(2) USE OF FUNDS.— 

“(А) TRAINING PROVIDED.—Funds under this 
subsection may be used to provide job training 
services and related activities that are designed 
to assist workers (including unemployed and 
employed workers) in gaining the skills and 
competencies needed to obtain or upgrade career 
ladder employment positions in the industries 
and economic sectors identified pursuant to 
paragraph (4). 

“(В) ENHANCED TRAINING PROGRAMS АМР ІҺ- 
FORMATION.—In order to facilitate the provision 
of job training services described in subpara- 
graph (A), funds under this subsection may be 
used to assist in the development and implemen- 
tation of model activities such as developing ap- 
propriate curricula to build core competencies 
and train workers, identifying ата dissemi- 
nating career and skill information, and in- 
creasing the integration of community and tech- 
nical college activities with activities of busi- 
nesses and the public workforce investment sys- 
tem to meet the training needs for the industries 
and economic sectors identified pursuant to 
paragraph (4). 

“(3) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—Grants under this 
subsection may be awarded to partnerships of 
private and public sector entities, which may in- 
clude— 

“(А) businesses or business-related nonprofit 
organizations, such as trade associations; 

“(B) education and training providers, in- 
cluding community colleges and other commu- 
nity-based organizations; and 

“(С) entities involved in administering the 
workforce investment system established under 
title I of the Workforce Investment Act of 1998, 
and economic development agencies. 

“(4) HIGH GROWTH INDUSTRIES AND ECONOMIC 
SECTORS.—For purposes of this subsection, the 
Secretary of Labor, in consultation with State 
workforce investment boards, shall identify in- 
dustries and economic sectors that are projected 
to experience significant growth, taking into ac- 
count appropriate factors, such as the industries 
and sectors that— 

“(А) are projected to add substantial numbers 
of new jobs to the economy; 
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“(В) are being transformed by technology and 
innovation requiring new skill sets for workers; 

“(C) are new and emerging businesses that 
are projected to grow; or 

“(D) have a significant impact on the econ- 
omy overall or on the growth of other industries 
and economic sectors. 

“(5) EQUITABLE DISTRIBUTION.—In awarding 
grants under this subsection, the Secretary of 
Labor shall ensure an equitable distribution of 
such grants across geographically diverse areas. 

“(6) LEVERAGING OF RESOURCES AND AUTHOR- 
ITY TO REQUIRE MATCH.— 

“(А) LEVERAGING OF RESOURCES.—In award- 
ing grants under this subsection, the Secretary 
of Labor shall take into account, in addition to 
other factors the Secretary determines are ap- 
propriate— 

“(1) the extent to which resources other than 
the funds provided under this subsection will be 
made available by the eligible entities applying 
for grants to support the activities carried out 
under this subsection; and 

“(ii) the ability of such entities to continue to 
carry out and expand such activities after the 
expiration of the grants. 

“(В) AUTHORITY TO REQUIRE MATCH.—The 
Secretary of Labor may require the provision of 
specified levels of a, matching share of cash or 
noncash resources from resources other than the 
funds provided under this subsection for 
projects funded under this subsection. 

“(7) PERFORMANCE | ACCOUNTABILITY.—The 
Secretary of Labor shall require grantees to re- 
port on the employment outcomes obtained by 
workers receiving training under this subsection 
using indicators of performance that are con- 
sistent with other indicators used for employ- 
ment and training programs administered by the 
Secretary, such as entry into employment, reten- 
tion in employment, and increases in earnings. 
The Secretary of Labor may also require grant- 
ees to participate in evaluations of projects car- 
ried out under this subsection.’’. 

SEC. 29. NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION LOW- 
INCOME SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAM. 

(a) EXPANSION OF ELIGIBILITY.—Section 
414(d)(2)(A)(iii) of the American Competitiveness 
and Workforce Improvement Act of 1998 (42 
U.S.C. 1869c(d)(2)(A)(iii)) is amended by striking 
“or computer science." and inserting ‘‘computer 
science, or other technology and science pro- 
grams designated by the Director.’’. 

(b) INCREASE IN AWARD AMOUNT.—Section 
414(d)(3) of the American Competitiveness and 
Workforce Improvement Act of 1998 (42 U.S.C. 
1869c(d)(3)) is amended by striking ‘‘$3,125 per 
year" and inserting ‘‘$10,000 per year". 

(c) FUNDS.—Section 414(d)(4) of the Amer- 
ican Competitiveness and Workforce Improve- 
ment Act of 1998 (42 U.S.C. 1869c(d)(4)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
“The Director may use no more than 50 percent 
of such funds for undergraduate programs for 
curriculum development, professional and work- 
force development, and to advance technological 
education. Funds for these other programs may 
be used for purposes other than scholarships.’’. 

(d) PUBLICATION OF ELIGIBLE PROGRAMS.— 
Section 414(d) of the American Competitiveness 
and Workforce Improvement Act of 1998 (42 
U.S.C. 1869c(d)) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

“(5) FEDERAL REGISTER.—Not later than 60 
days after the date of enactment of the L-1 Visa 
and H-1B Visa Reform Act, the Director shall 
publish in the Federal Register a list of eligible 
programs of study.’’. 

SEC. 30. EFFECTIVE DATES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub- 
section (b), this subtitle and the amendments 
made by this subtitle shall take effect 90 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act. 

(b) EXCEPTIONS.—The amendments made by 
sections | 22(5), | 26(a), and | 27 shall 
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take effect upon the date of enactment of this 

Act. 

TITLE V—NATIONAL AVIATION HERITAGE 
AREA 

SEC. 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the “Майота! Avia- 
tion Heritage Area Act". 

SEC. 2. FINDINGS AND PURPOSE. 

(а) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the following: 

(1) Few technological advances have trans- 
formed the world or our Nation's economy, soci- 
ety, culture, and national character as the de- 
velopment of powered flight. 

(2) The industrial, cultural, and natural her- 
itage legacies of the aviation and aerospace in- 
dustry in the State of Ohio are nationally sig- 
nificant. 

(3) Dayton, Ohio, and other defined areas 
where the development of the airplane and aero- 
Space technology established our Nation's lead- 
ership in both civil and military aeronautics 
and astronautics set the foundation for the 20th 
Century to be an American Century. 

(4) Wright-Patterson Air Force Base in Day- 
ton, Ohio, is the birthplace, the home, and an 
integral part of the future of aerospace. 

(5) The economic strength of our Nation is 
connected integrally to the vitality of the avia- 
tion and aerospace industry, which is respon- 
sible for an estimated 11,200,000 American jobs. 

(6) The industrial and cultural heritage of the 
aviation and aerospace industry in the State of 
Ohio includes the social history and living cul- 
tural traditions of several generations. 

(7) The Department of the Interior is respon- 
sible for protecting and interpreting the Nation’s 
cultural and historic resources, and there are 
significant examples of these resources within 
Ohio to merit the involvement of the Federal 
Government to develop programs and projects in 
cooperation with the Aviation Heritage Founda- 
tion, Incorporated, the State of Ohio, and other 
local and governmental entities to adequately 
conserve, protect, and interpret this heritage for 
the educational and recreational benefit of this 
and future generations of Americans, while pro- 
viding opportunities for education and revital- 
ization. 

(8) Since the enactment of the Dayton Avia- 
tion Heritage Preservation Act of 1992 (Public 
Law 102-419), partnerships among the Federal, 
State, and local governments and the private 
sector have greatly assisted the development and 
preservation of the historic aviation resources in 
the Miami Valley. 

(9) An aviation heritage area centered in 
Southwest Ohio is a suitable and feasible man- 
agement option to increase collaboration, pro- 
mote heritage tourism, and build on the estab- 
lished partnerships among Ohio’s historic avia- 
tion resources and related sites. 

(10) A critical level of collaboration among the 
historic aviation resources in Southwest Ohio 
cannot be achieved without a congressionally 
established national heritage area and the sup- 
port of the National Park Service and other 
Federal agencies which own significant historic 
aviation-related sites in Ohio. 

(11) The Aviation Heritage Foundation, Incor- 
porated, would be an appropriate management 
entity to oversee the development of the Na- 
tional Aviation Heritage Area. 

(12) Five National Park Service and Dayton 
Aviation Heritage Commission studies and plan- 
ning documents: "Study of Alternatives: Day- 
ton’s Aviation Heritage", “Dayton Aviation 
Heritage National Historical Park Suitability/ 
Feasibility Study", “Dayton Aviation Heritage 
General Management Plan", “Dayton Historic 
Resources Preservation and Development Plan", 
and Heritage Area Concept Study, demonstrated 
that sufficient historical resources exist to estab- 
lish the National Aviation Heritage Area. 

(13) With the advent of the 100th anniversary 
of the first powered flight in 2003, it is recog- 
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nieed that the preservation of properties nation- 
ally significant in the history of aviation is an 
important goal for the future education of 
Americans. 

(14) Local governments, the State of Ohio, and 
private sector interests have embraced the herit- 
age area concept and desire to enter into a part- 
nership with the Federal government to pre- 
serve, protect, and develop the Heritage Area for 
public benefit. 

(15) The National Aviation Heritage Area 
would complement and enhance the aviation-re- 
lated resources within the National Park Serv- 
ice, especially the Dayton Aviation Heritage Na- 
tional Historical Park, Ohio. 

(b) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this title is to 
establish the Heritage Area to— 

(1) encourage ата facilitate collaboration 
among the facilities, sites, organizations, gov- 
ernmental entities, and educational institutions 
within the Heritage Area to promote heritage 
tourism and to develop educational and cultural 
programs for the public; 

(2) preserve and interpret for the educational 
and inspirational benefit of present and future 
generations the unique and significant contribu- 
tions to our national heritage of certain historic 
and cultural lands, structures, facilities, and 
sites within the National Aviation Heritage 
Area; 

(3) encourage within the National Aviation 
Heritage Area a broad range of economic oppor- 
tunities enhancing the quality of life for present 
and future generations; 

(4) provide a management framework to assist 
the State of Ohio, its political subdivisions, 
other areas, and private organizations, or com- 
binations thereof, in preparing and imple- 
menting an integrated Management Plan to 
conserve their aviation heritage and in devel- 
oping policies and programs that will preserve, 
enhance, and interpret the cultural, historical, 
natural, recreation, and scenic resources of the 
Heritage Area; and 

(5) authorize the Secretary to provide finan- 
cial and technical assistance to the State of 
Ohio, its political subdivisions, and private or- 
ganizations, or combinations thereof, in рте- 
paring and implementing the private Manage- 
ment Plan. 

SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

For purposes of this title: 

(1) BOARD.—The term “Board”? means the 
Board of Directors of the Foundation. 

(2) FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE.—The term ‘‘finan- 
cial assistance" means funds appropriated by 
Congress and made available to the management 
entity for the purpose of preparing and imple- 
menting the Management Plan. 

(3) HERITAGE AREA.—The term “Heritage 
Area" means the National Aviation Heritage 
Area established by section 104 to receive, dis- 
tribute, and account for Federal funds appro- 
priated for the purpose of this title. 

(4) MANAGEMENT PLAN.—The term “Матаде- 
ment Plan’’ means the management plan for the 
Heritage Area developed under section 106. 

(5) MANAGEMENT ENTITY.—The term ‘‘manage- 
ment entity" means the Aviation Heritage 
Foundation, Incorporated (a nonprofit corpora- 
tion established under the laws of the State of 
Ohio). 

(6) PARTNER.—The term “ратіпет” means а 
Federal, State, or local governmental entity, or- 
ganization, private industry, educational insti- 
tution, or individual involved in promoting the 
conservation and preservation of the cultural 
and natural resources of the Heritage Area. 

(7) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” means 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

(8) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—The term ‘‘tech- 
nical assistance" means any guidance, advice, 
help, or aid, other than financial assistance, 
provided by the Secretary. 
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SEC. 4. NATIONAL AVIATION HERITAGE AREA. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established in 
the States of Ohio and Indiana, the National 
Aviation Heritage Area. 

(b) BOUNDARIES.—The Heritage Area shall in- 
clude the following: 

(1) A core area consisting of resources in 
Montgomery, Greene, Warren, Miami, Clark, 
Champaign, Shelby, and Auglaize Counties in 
Ohio. 

(2) The Neil Armstrong Air & Space Museum, 
Wapakoneta, Ohio. 

(3) Sites, buildings, and districts within the 
core area recommended by the Management 
Plan. 

(с) MAP.—A map of the Heritage Area shall be 
included in the Management Plan. The map 
shall be on file in the appropriate offices of the 
National Park Service, Department of the Inte- 
rior. 

(d) MANAGEMENT ENTITY.—The management 
entity for the Heritage Area shall be the Avia- 
tion Heritage Foundation. 

SEC. 5. AUTHORITIES AND DUTIES OF THE MAN- 
AGEMENT ENTITY. 

(a) AUTHORITIES.—For purposes of imple- 
menting the Management Plan, the management 
entity may use Federal funds made available 
through this title to— 

(1) make grants to, and enter into cooperative 
agreements with, the State of Ohio and political 
subdivisions of that State, private organiza- 
tions, or any person; 

(2) hire and compensate staff; and 

(3) enter into contracts for goods and services. 

(b) DUTIES.—The management entity shall.— 

(1) develop and submit to the Secretary for ap- 
proval the proposed Management Plan in ac- 
cordance with section 106; 

(2) give priority to implementing actions set 
forth in the Management Plan, including taking 
steps to assist units of government and non- 
profit organizations in preserving resources 
within the Heritage Area; 

(3) consider the interests of diverse govern- 
mental, business, and nonprofit groups within 
the Heritage Area in developing and imple- 
menting the Management Plan; 

(4) maintain a collaboration among the part- 
ners to promote heritage tourism and to assist 
partners to develop educational and cultural 
programs for the public; 

(5) encourage economic viability in the Herit- 
age Area consistent with the goals of the Man- 
agement Plan; 

(6) assist units of government and nonprofit 
organizations in— 

(A) establishing and maintaining interpretive 
exhibits in the Heritage Area; 

(B) developing recreational resources in the 
Heritage Area; 

(C) increasing public awareness ој and аррте- 
ciation for the historical, natural, and architec- 
tural resources and sites in the Heritage Area; 
and 

(D) restoring historic buildings that relate to 
the purposes of the Heritage Area; 

(7) conduct public meetings at least quarterly 
regarding the implementation of the Manage- 
ment Plan; 

(8) submit substantial amendments to the 
Management Plan to the Secretary for the ap- 
proval of the Secretary; and 

(9) for any year in which Federal funds have 
been received under this title— 

(A) submit an annual report to the Secretary 
that sets forth the accomplishments of the man- 
agement entity and its expenses and income; 

(B) make available to the Secretary for audit 
all records relating to the expenditure of such 
funds and any matching funds; and 

(C) require, with respect to all agreements au- 
thorizing expenditure of Federal funds by other 
organieations, that the receiving organieations 
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make available to the Secretary for audit all 
records concerning the expenditure of such 
funds. 

(c) USE OF FEDERAL FUNDS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The management entity shall 
not use Federal funds received under this title 
to acquire real property or am interest in real 
property. 

(2) OTHER SOURCES.—Nothing in this title pre- 
cludes the management entity from using Fed- 
eral funds from other sources for authorized 
purposes. 

SEC. 6. MANAGEMENT PLAN. 

(a) PREPARATION OF PLAN.—Not later than 3 
years after the date of the enactment of this 
title, the management entity shall submit to the 
Secretary for approval a proposed Management 
Plan that shall take into consideration State 
and local plans and involve residents, public 
agencies, and private organizations in the Herit- 
age Area. 

(b) CONTENTS.—The Management Plan shall 
incorporate am integrated and cooperative ap- 
proach for the protection, enhancement, and in- 
terpretation of the natural, cultural, historic, 
scenic, and. recreational resources of the Herit- 
age Area and shall include the following: 

(1) An inventory of the resources contained in 
the core area of the Heritage Area, including the 
Dayton Aviation Heritage Historical Park, the 
Sites, buildings, and districts listed in section 202 
of the Dayton Aviation Heritage Preservation 
Act of 1992 (Public Law 102-419), and any other 
property in the Heritage Area that is related to 
the themes of the Heritage Area and that should 
be preserved, restored, managed, or maintained 
because of its significance. 

(2) An assessment of cultural landscapes with- 
in the Heritage Area. 

(3) Provisions for the protection, interpreta- 
tion, and enjoyment of the resources of the Her- 
itage Area consistent with the purposes of this 
title. 

(4) An interpretation plan for the Heritage 
Area. 

(5) A program for implementation of the Man- 
agement Plan by the management entity, in- 
cluding the following: 

(A) Facilitating ongoing collaboration among 
the partners to promote heritage tourism and to 
develop educational and cultural programs for 
the public. 

(B) Assisting partners planning for restora- 
tion and construction. 

(C) Specific commitments of the partners for 
the first 5 years of operation. 

(6) The identification of sources of funding for 
implementing the plan. 

(7) A description and evaluation of the man- 
agement entity, including its membership and 
organizational structure. 

(c) DISQUALIFICATION FROM FUNDING.—If a 
proposed Management Plan is not submitted to 
the Secretary within 3 years of the date of the 
enactment of this title, the management entity 
shall be ineligible to receive additional funding 
under this title until the date on which the Sec- 
retary receives the proposed Management Plan. 

(а) APPROVAL AND DISAPPROVAL ОҒ MANAGE- 
MENT PLAN.—The Secretary, in consultation 
with the State of Ohio, shall approve or dis- 
approve the proposed Management Plan sub- 
mitted under this title not later than 90 days 
after receiving such proposed Management 
Plan. 

(е) ACTION FOLLOWING DISAPPROVAL.—If the 
Secretary disapproves a proposed Management 
Plan, the Secretary shall advise the manage- 
ment entity in writing of the reasons for the dis- 
approval and shall make recommendations for 
revisions to the proposed Management Plan. 
The Secretary shall approve or disapprove a 
proposed revision within 90 days after the date 
it is submitted. 
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(f) APPROVAL OF AMENDMENTS.—The Sec- 
retary shall review and approve substantial 
amendments to the Management Plan. Funds 
appropriated under this title may not be ex- 
pended to implement any changes made by such 
amendment until the Secretary approves the 
amendment. 

SEC. 7. TECHNICAL AND FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE; 
OTHER FEDERAL AGENCIES. 

(a) TECHNICAL AND FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE.— 
Upon the request of the management entity, the 
Secretary may provide technical assistance, on a 
reimbursable or nonreimbursable basis, and fi- 
nancial assistance to the Heritage Area to de- 
velop and implement the management plan. The 
Secretary is authorized to enter into cooperative 
agreements with the management entity and 
other public or private entities for this purpose. 
In assisting the Heritage Area, the Secretary 
shall give priority to actions that in general as- 
sist in— 

(1) conserving the significant natural, his- 
toric, cultural, and scenic resources of the Herit- 
age Area; and 

(2) providing educational, interpretive, and 
recreational opportunities consistent with the 
purposes of the Heritage Area. 

(b) DUTIES OF OTHER FEDERAL AGENCIES.— 
Any Federal agency conducting or supporting 
activities directly affecting the Heritage Area 
shall— 

(1) consult with the Secretary and the man- 
agement entity with respect to such activities; 

(2) cooperate with the Secretary and the man- 
agement entity in carrying out their duties 
under this title; 

(3) to the maximum extent practicable, coordi- 
nate such activities with the carrying out of 
such duties; and 

(4) to the maximum extent practicable, con- 
duct or support such activities in а manner 
which the management entity determines will 
not have an adverse effect on the Heritage Area. 
SEC. 8. COORDINATION BETWEEN THE SEC- 

RETARY AND THE SECRETARY OF 
DEFENSE AND THE ADMINISTRATOR 
OF NASA. 

The decisions concerning the execution of this 
title as it applies to properties under the control 
of the Secretary of Defense and the Adminis- 
trator of the National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration shall be made by such Secretary 
or such Administrator, in consultation with the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

SEC. 9. REQUIREMENTS FOR INCLUSION OF PRI- 
VATE PROPERTY. 

(a) NOTIFICATION AND CONSENT OF PROPERTY 
OWNERS REQUIRED.—No privately owned prop- 
erty shall be preserved, conserved, or promoted 
by the management plan for the Heritage Area 
until the owner of that private property has 
been notified in writing by the management en- 
tity and has given written consent for such 
preservation, conservation, or promotion to the 
management entity. 

(b LANDOWNER WITHDRAW.—Any owner of 
private property included within the boundary 
of the Heritage Area shall have their property 
immediately removed from the boundary by sub- 
mitting a written request to the management en- 
tity. 

SEC. 10. PRIVATE PROPERTY PROTECTION. 

(a) ACCESS TO PRIVATE PROPERTY.—Nothing 
in this title shall be construed to— 

(1) require any private property owner to 
allow public access (including Federal, State, or 
local government access) to such private prop- 
erty; or 

(2) modify any provision of Federal, State, or 
local law with regard to public access to or use 
of private property. 

(b) LIABILITY.—Designation of the Heritage 
Area shall not be considered to create any liabil- 
ity, or to have any effect on any liability under 


November 19, 2004 


any other law, of any private property owner 
with respect to any persons injured on such pri- 
vate property. 

(c) RECOGNITION OF AUTHORITY TO CONTROL 
LAND USE.—Nothing in this title shall be con- 
strued to modify the authority of Federal, State, 
or local governments to regulate land use. 

(d) PARTICIPATION OF PRIVATE PROPERTY 
OWNERS IN HERITAGE AREA.—Nothing in this 
title shall be construed to require the owner of 
any private property located within the bound- 
aries of the Heritage Area to participate in or be 
associated with the Heritage Area. 

(e) EFFECT OF ESTABLISHMENT.—The bound- 
aries designated for the Heritage Area represent 
the area within which Federal funds appro- 
priated for the purpose of this title may be ex- 
pended. The establishment of the Heritage Area 
and its boundaries shall not be construed to pro- 
vide any nonexisting regulatory authority om 
land use within the Heritage Area or its 
viewshed by the Secretary, the National Park 
Service, or the management entity. 

SEC. 11. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

(а) IN GENERAL.—To carry out this title there 
is authorized to be appropriated $10,000,000, ex- 
cept that not more than $1,000,000 may be ap- 
propriated to carry out this title for any fiscal 
year. 

(b) FIFTY PERCENT MATCH.—The Federal 
share of the cost of activities carried out using 
any assistance or grant under this title shall not 
exceed 50 percent. 

SEC. 12. SUNSET PROVISION. 

The authority of the Secretary to provide as- 
sistance under this title terminates on the date 
that is 15 years after the date that funds are 
first made available for this title. 

SEC. 13. WRIGHT COMPANY FACTORY STUDY AND 
REPORT. 

(a) STUDY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall conduct 
a special resource study updating the study re- 
quired under section 104 of the Dayton Aviation 
Heritage Preservation Act of 1992 (Public Law 
102-419) and detailing alternatives for incor- 
porating the Wright Company factory as a unit 
of Dayton Aviation Heritage National Historical 
Park. 

(2) CONTENTS.—The study shall include an 
analysis of alternatives for including the Wright 
Company factory as a unit of Dayton Aviation 
Heritage National Historical Park that detail 
management and development options and costs. 

(3) CONSULTATION.—In conducting the study, 
the Secretary shall consult with the Delphi Cor- 
poration, the Aviation Heritage Foundation, 
State and local agencies, and other interested 
parties in the area. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 3 years after 
funds are first made available for this section, 
the Secretary shall submit to the Committee on 
Resources of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Energy and Natural Resources 
of the Senate a report describing the results of 
the study conducted under this section. 

TITLE VI—OIL REGION NATIONAL 
HERITAGE AREA 


SEC. 1. SHORT TITLE; DEFINITIONS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This title may be cited as 
the “Ой Region National Heritage Area Act.’’. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this title, 
the following definitions shall apply: 

(1) HERITAGE AREA.—The term “Heritage 
Area’’ means the Oil Region National Heritage 
Area established in section 3(a).] 

(2) MANAGEMENT ENTITY.—The term ‘‘manage- 
ment entity" means the Oil Heritage Region, 
Inc., or its successor entity. 

(3) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” means 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

SEC. 2. FINDINGS AND PURPOSE. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds the fol- 

lowing: 
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(1) The Oil Region of Northwestern Pennsyl- 
vania, with numerous sites and districts listed 
on the National Register of Historic Places, and 
designated by the Governor of Pennsylvania as 
one of the State Heritage Park Areas, is a region 
with tremendous physical and natural resources 
and possesses a story of State, national, and 
international significance. 

(2) The single event of Colonel Edwin Drake’s 
drilling of the world’s first successful oil well in 
1859 has affected the industrial, natural, social, 
and political structures of the modern world. 

(3) Six national historic districts are located 
within the State Heritage Park boundary, in 
Emlenton, Franklin, Oil City, and Titusville, as 
well as 17 separate National Register sites. 

(4) The Allegheny River, which was des- 
ignated as a component of the national wild 
and scenic rivers system in 1992 by Public Law 
102-271, traverses the Oil Region and connects 
several of its major sites, as do some of the riv- 
er’s tributaries such as Oil Creek, French Creek, 
and Sandy Creek. 

(5) The unspoiled rural character of the Oil 
Region provides many natural and recreational 
resources, scenic vistas, and excellent water 
quality for people throughout the United States 
to enjoy. 

(6) Remnants of the oil industry, visible on the 
landscape to this day, provide a direct link to 
the past for visitors, as do the historic valley 
settlements, riverbed settlements, plateau devel- 
opments, farmlands, and industrial landscapes. 

(7) The Oil Region also represents a cross sec- 
tion of American history associated with Native 
Americans, frontier settlements, the French and 
Indian War, African Americans and the Under- 
ground Railroad, and immigration of Swedish 
and Polish individuals, among others. 

(8) Involvement by the Federal Government 
shall serve to enhance the efforts of the Com- 
monwealth of Pennsylvania, local subdivisions 
of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, volun- 
teer organizations, and private businesses, to 
promote the cultural, national, and recreational 
resources of the region in order to fulfill their 
full potential. 

(b) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this title is to 
enhance a cooperative management framework 
to assist the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, its 
units of local government, and area citizens in 
conserving, enhancing, and interpreting the sig- 
nificant features of the lands, water, and struc- 
tures of the Oil Region, in a manner consistent 
with compatible economic development for the 
benefit and inspiration of present and future 
generations in the Commonwealth of Pennsyl- 
vania and the United States. 

SEC. 3. OIL REGION NATIONAL HERITAGE AREA. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is hereby estab- 
lished the Oil Region National Heritage Area. 

(b) BOUNDARIES.—The boundaries of the Her- 
itage Area shall include all of those lands de- 
picted on a map entitled “Ой Region National 
Heritage Area", numbered OIRE/20,000 and 
dated October, 2000. The map shall be on file in 
the appropriate offices of the National Park 
Service. The Secretary of the Interior shall pub- 
lish in the Federal Register, as soon as practical 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, a de- 
tailed description and map of the boundaries es- 
tablished under this subsection. 

(c) MANAGEMENT ENTITY.—The management 
entity for the Heritage Area shall be the Oil 
Heritage Region, Inc., the locally based private, 
nonprofit management corporation which shall 
oversee the development of a management plan 
in accordance with section 5(b). 

SEC. 4. COMPACT. 

To carry out the purposes of this title, the 
Secretary shall enter into a compact with the 
management entity. The compact shall include 
information relating to the objectives and man- 
agement of the area, including a discussion of 
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the goals and objectives of the Heritage Area, 
including an explanation of the proposed ap- 
proach to conservation and interpretation and a 
general outline of the protection measures com- 
mitted to by the Secretary and management en- 
tity. 

SEC. 5. AUTHORITIES AND DUTIES OF МАМАСЕ- 

MENT ENTITY. 

(a) AUTHORITIES OF THE MANAGEMENT ENTI- 
TY.—The management entity may use funds 
made available under this title for purposes of 
preparing, updating, and implementing the 
management plan developed under subsection 
(b). Such purposes may include— 

(1) making grants to, and entering into coop- 
erative agreements with, States and their polit- 
ical subdivisions, private organizations, or any 
other person; 

(2) hiring and compensating staff; and 

(3) undertaking initiatives that advance the 
purposes of the Heritage Area. 

(b) MANAGEMENT PLAN.—The management en- 
tity shall develop a management plan for the 
Heritage Area that— 

(1) presents comprehensive strategies and rec- 
ommendations for conservation, funding, man- 
agement, and development of the Heritage Area; 

(2) takes into consideration existing State, 
county, and local plans and involves residents, 
public agencies, and private organizations 
working in the Heritage Area; 

(3) includes a description of actions that units 
of government and private organizations have 
agreed to take to protect the resources of the 
Heritage Area; 

(4) specifies the existing and potential sources 
of funding to protect, manage, and develop the 
Heritage Area; 

(5) includes an inventory of the resources con- 
tained in the Heritage Area, including a list of 
any property in the Heritage Area that is re- 
lated to the themes of the Heritage Area and 
that should be preserved, restored, managed, de- 
veloped, or maintained because of its natural, 
cultural, historic, recreational, or scenic signifi- 
cance; 

(6) describes a program for implementation of 
the management plan by the management enti- 
ty, including plans for restoration and construc- 
tion, and specific commitments for that imple- 
mentation that have been made by the manage- 
ment entity and any other persons for the first 
5 years of implementation; 

(7) lists any revisions to the boundaries of the 
Heritage Area proposed by the management en- 
tity and requested by the affected local govern- 
ment; and 

(8) includes an interpretation plan for the 
Heritage Area. 

(с) DEADLINE; TERMINATION OF FUNDING.— 

(1) DEADLINE.—The management entity shall 
submit the management plan to the Secretary 
within 2 years after the funds are made avail- 
able for this title. 

(2) TERMINATION OF FUNDING.—If a manage- 
ment plan is not submitted to the Secretary in 
accordance with this subsection, the manage- 
ment entity shall not qualify for Federal assist- 
ance under this title. 

(d) DUTIES OF MANAGEMENT ENTITY.—The 
management entity shall— 

(1) give priority to implementing actions set 
forth in the compact and management plan; 

(2) assist units of government, regional plan- 
ning organizations, and nonprofit organieations 
in— 

(A) establishing and maintaining interpretive 
exhibits in the Heritage Area; 

(B) developing recreational resources in the 
Heritage Area; 

(C) increasing public awareness ој and аррте- 
ciation for the natural, historical, and architec- 
tural resources and sites in the Heritage Area; 

(D) the restoration of any historic building re- 
lating to the themes of the Heritage Area; 
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(E) ensuring that clear signs identifying ac- 
cess points and sites of interest are put in place 
throughout the Heritage Area; and 

(F) carrying out other actions that the man- 
agement entity determines to be advisable to ful- 
fill the purposes of this title; 

(3) encourage by appropriate means economic 
viability in the Heritage Area consistent with 
the goals of the management plan; 

(4) consider the interest of diverse govern- 
mental, business, and nonprofit groups within 
the Heritage Area; and 

(5) for any year in which Federal funds have 
been provided to implement the management 
plan under subsection (b)— 

(A) conduct public meetings at least annually 
regarding the implementation of the manage- 
ment plan; 

(B) submit an annual report to the Secretary 
setting forth accomplishments, expenses and in- 
come, and each person to which any grant was 
made by the management entity in the year for 
which the report is made; and 

(C) require, for all agreements entered into by 
the management entity authorizing expenditure 
of Federal funds by any other person, that the 
person making the expenditure make available 
to the management entity for audit all records 
pertaining to the expenditure of such funds. 

(е) PROHIBITION ON THE ACQUISITION OF REAL 
PROPERTY.—The management entity may not 
use Federal funds received under this title to ac- 
quire real property or an interest in real prop- 
erty. 

SEC. 6. DUTIES AND AUTHORITIES OF THE SEC- 
RETARY. 

(a) TECHNICAL AND FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.— 

(A) OVERALL ASSISTANCE.—The Secretary 
may, upon the request of the management enti- 
ty, and subject to the availability of appropria- 
tions, provide technical and financial assistance 
to the management entity to carry out its duties 
under this title, including updating and imple- 
menting a management plan that is submitted 
under section 5(b) and approved by the Sec- 
retary and, prior to such approval, providing 
assistance for initiatives. 

(B) OTHER ASSISTANCE.—If the Secretary has 
the resources available to provide technical as- 
sistance to the management entity to carry out 
its duties under this title (including updating 
and implementing a management plan that is 
submitted under section 5(b) and approved by 
the Secretary and, prior to such approval, pro- 
viding assistance for initiatives), upon the re- 
quest of the management entity the Secretary 
shall provide such assistance on a reimbursable 
basis. This subparagraph does not preclude the 
Secretary from providing nonreimbursable as- 
sistance under subparagraph (A). 

(2) PRIORITY.—In assisting the management 
entity, the Secretary shall give priority to ac- 
tions that assist in the— 

(A) implementation of the management plan; 

(B) provision of educational assistance and 
advice regarding land and water management 
techniques to conserve the significant natural 
resources of the region; 

(C) development and application of techniques 
promoting the preservation of cultural and his- 
toric properties; 

(D) preservation, restoration, and reuse of 
publicly and privately owned historic buildings. 

(E) design and fabrication of a wide range of 
interpretive materials based on the management 
plan, including guide brochures, visitor dis- 
plays, audio-visual and interactive exhibits, and 
educational curriculum materials for public edu- 
cation; and 

(F) implementation of initiatives prior to ap- 
proval of the management plan. 

(3) DOCUMENTATION OF STRUCTURES.—The 
Secretary, acting through the Historic American 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


Building Survey and the Historic American En- 
gineering Record, shall conduct studies nec- 
essary to document the industrial, engineering, 
building, and architectural history of the Herit- 
age Area. 

(b) APPROVAL AND DISAPPROVAL OF MANAGE- 
MENT PLANS.—The Secretary, in consultation 
with the Governor of Pennsylvania, shall ap- 
prove a management plan submitted under this 
title no later than 90 days after receiving such 
plan. In approving the plan, the Secretary shall 
take into consideration the following criteria: 

(1) The extent to which the management plan 
adequately preserves and protects the natural, 
cultural, and historical resources of the Herit- 
age Area. 

(2) The level of public participation in the de- 
velopment of the management plan. 

(3) The extent to which the board of directors 
of the management entity is representatives of 
the local government and a wide range of inter- 
ested organizations and citizens. 

(c) ACTION FOLLOWING DISAPPROVAL.—If the 
Secretary disapproves a management plan, the 
Secretary shall advise the management entity in 
writing of the reasons for the disapproval and 
shall make recommendations for revisions in the 
management plan. The Secretary shall approve 
or disapprove a proposed revision within 90 days 
after the date is submitted. 

(d) APPROVING CHANGES.—The Secretary shall 
review and approve amendments to the manage- 
ment plan under section 5(b) that make substan- 
tial changes. Funds appropriated under this 
title may not be expended to implement such 
changes until the Secretary approves the 
amendments. 

(е) EFFECT OF INACTION.—If the Secretary 
does not approve or disapprove a management 
plan, revision, or change within 90 days after it 
is submitted to the Secretary, then such man- 
agement plan, revision, or change shall be 
deemed to have been approved by the Secretary. 
SEC. 7. DUTIES OF OTHER FEDERAL ENTITIES. 

Any Federal entity conducting or supporting 
activities directly affecting the Heritage Area 
shall— 

(1) consult with the Secretary and the man- 
agement entity with respect to such activities; 

(2) cooperate with the Secretary and the man- 
agement entity in carrying out their duties 
under this rule and, to the maximum extent 
practicable, coordinate such activities with the 
carrying out of such duties; and 

(3) to the maximum extent practicable, con- 
duct or support such activities in a manner that 
the management entity determines shall not 
have an adverse effect on the Heritage Area. 
SEC. 8. SUNSET. 

The Secretary may not make any grant or 
provide any assistance under this title after the 
expiration of the 15-year period beginning on 
the date that funds are first made available for 
this title. 

SEC. 9. REQUIREMENTS FOR INCLUSION OF PRI- 
VATE PROPERTY. 

(a) NOTIFICATION AND CONSENT OF PROPERTY 
OWNERS REQUIRED.—No privately owned prop- 
erty shall be preserved, conserved, or promoted 
by the management plan for the Heritage Area 
until the owner of that private property has 
been notified in writing by the management en- 
tity and has given written request consent for 
such preservation, conservation, orpromotion to 
the management entity. 

(b) LANDOWNER WITHDRAW.—Any owner of 
private property included within the boundary 
of the Heritage Area shall have their property 
immediately removed from the boundary by sub- 
mitting a written request to the management en- 
tity. 

SEC. 10. PRIVATE PROPERTY PROTECTION. 

(a) ACCESS TO PRIVATE PROPERTY.—Nothing 

in this title shall be construed to— 
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(1) require any private property owner to 
allow public access (including Federal, State, or 
local government access) to such private prop- 
erty; or 

(2) modify any provision of Federal, State, or 
local law with regard to public access to or use 
of private property. 

(b) LIABILITY.—Designation of the Heritage 
Area shall not be considered to create any liabil- 
ity, or to have any effect on any liability under 
any other law, of any private property owner 
with respect to any persons injured on such pri- 
vate property. 

(c) RECOGNITION OF AUTHORITY TO CONTROL 
LAND USE.—Nothing in this title shall be con- 
strued to modify the authority of Federal, State, 
or local governments to regulate land use. 

(а) PARTICIPATION OF PRIVATE PROPERTY 
OWNERS IN HERITAGE AREA.—Nothing in this 
title shall be construed to require the owner of 
any private property located within the bound- 
aries of the Heritage Area to participate in or be 
associated with the Heritage Area. 

(е) EFFECT OF ESTABLISHMENT.—The bound- 
aries designated for the Heritage Area represent 
the area within which Federal funds appro- 
priated for the purpose of this title may be ex- 
pended. The establishment of the Heritage Area 
and its boundaries shall not be construed to pro- 
vide any nonexisting regulatory authority on 
land use within the Heritage Area or its viewed 
by the Secretary, the National Park Service, or 
the management entity. 

SEC. 11. USE OF FEDERAL FUNDS FROM OTHER 
SOURCES. 

Nothing in this title shall preclude the man- 
agement entity from using Federal funds avail- 
able under Acts other than this title for the pur- 
poses for which those funds were authorized. 
SEC 12. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to be 
appropriated to carry out this title— 

(1) not more than $1,000,000 for any fiscal 
year; and 

(2) not more than a total of $10,000,000. 

(b) 50 PERCENT MATCH.—Financial assistance 
provided under this title may not be used to pay 
more than 50 percent of the total cost of any ac- 
tivity carried out with that assistance. 

TITLE VII—MISSISSIPPI GULF COAST 
NATIONAL HERITAGE AREA ACT 
SEC. 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the 'Mississippi Gulf 
Coast National Heritage Area Act’ 

SEC. 2. CONGRESSIONAL FINDINGS. 

Congress finds that— 

(1) the 6-county area in southern Mississippi 
located on the Gulf of Mexico and in the Mis- 
sissippi Coastal Plain has a unique identity that 
is shaped by— 

(A) the coastal and riverine environment; and 

(B) the diverse cultures that have settled in 
the area; 

(2) The area is rich with diverse cultural and 
historical significance, including— 

(A) early Native American settlements; and 

(B) Spanish, French, and English settlements 
originating in the 1600s; 

(3) the area includes spectacular natural, sce- 
nic, and recreational resources; 

(4) there is broad support from local govern- 
ments and other interested individuals for the 
establishment of the Mississippi Gulf Coast Na- 
tional Heritage Area to coordinate and assist in 
the preservation and interpretation of those re- 
sources; 

(5) the Comprehensive Resource Management 
Plan, coordinated by the Mississippi Depart- 
ment of Marine Resources— 

(A) is a collaborative effort of the Federal 
Government and State and local governments in 
the area; and 

(B) is a natural foundation on which to estab- 
lish the Heritage Area; and 
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(6) establishment of the Heritage Area would 
assist local communities and residents in pre- 
serving the unique cultural, historical, and nat- 
ural resources of the area. 

SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 

(1) HERITAGE AREA.—The term “Heritage 
Area” means the Mississippi Gulf Coast Na- 
tional heritage Area established by section 4(a). 

(2) COORDINATING ENTITY.—The term ‘‘coordi- 
nating entity" means the coordinating entity for 
the Heritage Area designated by section 4(c). 

(3) MANAGEMENT PLAN.—The term ‘‘manage- 
ment plan” means the management plan for the 
Heritage Area developed under section 5. 

(4) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” means 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

(5) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’’ means the State 
of Mississippi. 

SEC. 4. MISSISSIPPI GULF COAST NATIONAL HER- 
ITAGE AREA. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established in 
the State the Mississippi Gulf Coast National 
Heritage Area. 

(b) BOUNDARIES.—The Heritage Area shall 
consist of the counties of Pearl River, Stone, 
George, Hancock, Harrison, and Jackson in the 
State. 

(c) COORDINATING ENTITY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Mississippi Department 
of Marine Resources, in consultation with the 
Mississippi Department of archives and History, 
Shall serve as the coordinating entity for the 
Heritage Area. 

(2) OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE.—The coordinating 
entity shall ensure that each of the 6 counties 
included in the Heritage Area is appropriately 
represented on any oversight committee. 

SEC. 5. MANAGEMENT PLAN. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 3 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the coordi- 
nating entity shall develop and submit to the 
Secretary a management plan for the Heritage 
Area. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—The management plan 
shall— 

(1) provide recommendations for the conserva- 
tion, funding, management, interpretation, and 
development of the cultural, historical, archae- 
ological, natural, and recreational resources of 
the Heritage Area; 

(2) identify sources of funding for the Herit- 
age Area; 

(3) include— 

(A) an inventory of the cultural, historical, 
archaeological, natural, and recreational re- 
sources of the Heritage Area; and 

(B) an analysis of ways in which Federal, 
State, tribal, and local programs may best be co- 
ordinated to promote the purposes of this Act; 

(4) provide recommendations for educational 
and interpretive programs to inform the public 
about the resources of the Heritage Area; and 

(5) involve residents of affected communities 
and tribal and local governments. 

(c) FAILURE TO SUBMIT.—If a management 
plan is not submitted to the Secretary by the 
date specified in subsection (a), the Secretary 
shall not provide any additional funding under 
this Act until a management plan for the herit- 
age Area is submitted to the Secretary. 

(d) APPROVAL OR DISAPPROVAL OF THE MAN- 
AGEMENT PLAN.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days after 
receipt of the management plan under sub- 
section (a), the Secretary shall approve or dis- 
approve the management plan. 

(2) ACTION FOLLOWING DISAPPROVAL.—If the 
Secretary disapproves a management plan under 
paragraph (1), the Secretary shall— 

(A) advise the coordinating entity in writing 
of the reasons for disapproval; 

(B) make recommendations for revision of the 
management plan; and 
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(C) allow the coordinating entity to submit to 
the Secretary revisions to the management plan. 

(e) REVISION.—After approval by the Sec- 
retary of the management plan, the coordi- 
nating entity shall periodically— 

(1) review the management plan; and 

(2) submit to the Secretary, for review and ap- 
proval by the Secretary, any recommendations 
for revisions to the management plan. 

SEC. 6. AUTHORITIES AND DUTIES OF COORDI- 
NATING ENTITY. 

(a) AUTHORITIES.—For purposes of developing 
and implementing the management plan and 
otherwise carrying out this Act, the coordi- 
nating entity may make grants to and provide 
technical assistance to tribal and local govern- 
ments, and other public and private entities. 

(b) DUTIES.—In addition to developing the 
management plan under section 5, in carrying 
out this Act, the coordinating entity shall— 

(1) inplement the management plan; and 

(2) assist local and tribal governments and 
non-profit organization in— 

(A) establishing and maintaining interpretive 
exhibits in the heritage Area; 

(B) developing recreational resources in the 
Heritage Area; 

(C) increasing public awareness of, and ap- 
preciation for, the cultural, historical, archae- 
ological, and natural resources of the heritage 
Area; 

(D) restoring historic structures that relate to 
the Heritage Area; and 

(E) carrying out any other activity that the 
coordinating entity determines to be appropriate 
to carry out this Act, consistent with the man- 
agement plan; 

(3) conduct public meetings at least annually 
regarding the implementation of the manage- 
ment plan; and 

(4) for any fiscal year for which Federal funds 
are made available under section 9— 

(A) submit to the Secretary a report that de- 
scribes, for the fiscal year, the actions of the co- 
ordinating entity in carrying out this Act; 

(B) make available to the Secretary for audit 
all records relating to the expenditure of funds 
and any matching funds; and 

(C) require, for all agreements authorizing the 
expenditure of Federal funds by any entity, that 
the receiving entity make available to the Sec- 
retary for audit all records relating to the ex- 
penditure of the funds. 

(c) PROHIBITION ON ACQUISITION OF REAL 
PROPERTY.—The coordinating entity shall not 
use Federal funds made available under this Act 
to acquire real property or any interest in real 
property. 

SEC. 7. TECHNICAL AND FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE; 
OTHER FEDERAL AGENCIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—On the request of the co- 
ordinating entity, the Secretary may provide 
technical and financial assistance to the coordi- 
nating entity for use in the development and im- 
plementation of the management plan. 

(b) PROHIBITION OF CERTAIN REQUIREMENTS.— 
The Secretary may not, as a condition of the 
provision of technical or financial assistance 
under this section, require any recipient of the 
assistance to impose or modify any land use re- 
striction or zoning ordinance. 

SEC. 8. EFFECT OF ACT. 

Nothing in this Act— 

(1) affects or authorizes the coordinating enti- 
ty to interfere with— 

(A) the right of any person with respect to pri- 
vate property; or 

(B) any local zoning ordinance or land use 
plan; 

(2) restricts an Indian tribe from protecting 
cultural or religious sites on tribal land; 

(3) modifies, enlarges, or diminishes the au- 
thority of any State, tribal, or local government 
to regulate any use of land under any other law 
(including regulations); 
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(4)(A) modifies, enlarges, or diminishes the 
authority of the State to manage fish and wild- 
life in the Heritage Area, including the regula- 
tion of fishing and hunting; or 

(B) authorizes the coordinating entity to as- 
sume any management authorities over such 
lands; or 

(5) diminishes the trust responsibilities or gov- 
ernment-to-government obligations of the 
United States to any federally recognized In- 
dian tribe. 

SEC. 9. AUTHORIZATIONS OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be 
appropriated to carry out this Act $10,000,000, of 
which not more than $1,000,000 may be made 
available for any fiscal year. 

(b) COST-SHARING REQUIREMENT.—The Fed- 
eral share of the total cost of any activity as- 
sisted under this Act shall be not more than 50 
percent. 


TITLE VIII —FEDERAL LANDS RECREATION 
ENHANCEMENT ACT 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE AND TABLE OF CON- 
TENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This title may be cited as 
the “Federal Lands Recreation Enhancement 
Act”. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con- 
tents of this Act is as follows: 


Sec. 1. Short title and table of contents. 

Sec. 2. Definitions. 

Sec. 3. Recreation fee authority. 

Sec. 4. Public participation. 

Sec. 5. Recreation passes. 

Sec. 6. Cooperative agreements. 

Sec. 7. Special account and distribution of fees 
and revenues. 

Expenditures. 

Reports. 

Sunset provision. 

Volunteers. 

Enforcement and protection of receipts. 

Repeal of superseded admission and use 
fee authorities. 

Relation to other laws and fee collec- 
tion authorities. 

Limitation on use of fees for employee 
bonuses. 

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 

(1) STANDARD AMENITY RECREATION FEE.—The 
term ‘‘standard amenity recreation fee" means 
the recreation fee authorized by section 3(f). 

(2) EXPANDED AMENITY RECREATION FEE.—The 
term “expanded amenity recreation fee" means 
the recreation fee authorized by section 3(g). 

(3) ENTRANCE FEE.—The term “entrance fee" 
means the recreation fee authorized to be 
charged to enter onto lands managed by the Na- 
tional Park Service or the United States Fish 
and Wildlife Service. 

(4) FEDERAL LAND MANAGEMENT AGENCY.—The 
term ‘‘Federal land management agency” means 
the National Park Service, the United States 
Fish and Wildlife Service, the Bureau of Land 
Management, the Bureau of Reclamation, or the 
Forest Service. 

(5) FEDERAL RECREATIONAL LANDS AND WA- 
TERS.—The term “Federal recreational lands 
and waters’’ means lands or waters managed by 
a Federal land management agency. 

(6) NATIONAL PARKS AND FEDERAL REC- 
REATIONAL LANDS PASS.—The term ‘‘National 
Parks and Federal Recreational Lands Pass" 
means the interagency national pass authorized 
by section 5. 

(7) PASSHOLDER.—The term ‘‘passholder’”’ 
means the person who is issued а recreation 
pass. 

(8) RECREATION FEE.—The term ‘‘recreation 
fee" means an entrance fee, standard amenity 
recreation fee, expanded amenity recreation fee, 
or special recreation permit fee. 
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Sec. 9. 
Sec. 10. 
Sec. 11. 
Sec. 12. 
Sec. 13. 


Sec. 14. 


Sec. 15. 


24518 


(9) RECREATION PASS.—The term “тестеайот 
pass" means the National Parks and Federal 
Recreational Lands Pass or one of the other 
recreation passes available as authorized by sec- 
tion 5. 

(10) 
means— 

(A) the Secretary of the Interior, with respect 
to a Federal land management agency (other 
than the Forest Service); and 

(B) the Secretary of Agriculture, with respect 
to the Forest Service. 

(11) SECRETARIES.—The term ‘‘Secretaries’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior and the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture acting jointly. 

(12) SPECIAL ACCOUNT.—The term ‘‘special ac- 
count” means the special account established in 
the Treasury under section 7 for a Federal land 
management agency. 

(13) SPECIAL RECREATION PERMIT FEE.—The 
term ''special recreation permit fee" means the 
fee authorized by section 3(h). 

SEC. 3. RECREATION FEE AUTHORITY. 

(a) AUTHORITY OF SECRETARY.—Beginning in 
fiscal year 2005 and thereafter, the Secretary 
maj establish, modify, charge, and collect recre- 
ation fees at Federal recreational lands and wa- 
ters as provided for in this section. 

(b) BASIS FOR RECREATION FEES.—Recreation 
fees shall be established in a manner consistent 
with the following criteria: 

(1) The amount of the recreation fee shall be 
commensurate with the benefits and services 
provided to the visitor. 

(2) The Secretary shall consider the aggregate 
effect of recreation fees on recreation users and 
recreation service providers. 

(3) The Secretary shall consider comparable 
fees charged elsewhere and by other public 
agencies and by nearby private sector operators. 

(4) The Secretary shall consider the public 
policy or management objectives served by the 
recreation fee. 

(5) The Secretary shall obtain input from the 
appropriate Recreation Resource Advisory Com- 
mittee, as provided in section 4(d). 

(6) The Secretary shall consider such other 
factors or criteria as determined appropriate by 
the Secretary. 

(c) SPECIAL CONSIDERATIONS.—The Secretary 
shall establish the minimum number of recre- 
ation fees and shall avoid the collection of mul- 
tiple or layered recreation fees for similar uses, 
activities, or programs. 

(d) LIMITATIONS ON RECREATION FEES.— 

(1) PROHIBITION ON FEES FOR CERTAIN ACTIVI- 
TIES OR SERVICES.—The Secretary shall mot 
charge any standard amenity recreation fee or 
expanded amenity recreation fee for Federal rec- 
reational lands and waters administered by the 
Bureau of Land Management, the Forest Serv- 
ice, or the Bureau of Reclamation under this 
Act for any of the following: 

(A) Solely for parking, undesignated parking, 
or picnicking along roads or trailsides. 

(B) For general access unless specifically au- 
thorized under this section. 

(C) For dispersed areas with low or no invest- 
ment unless specifically authorized under this 
section. 

(D) For persons who are driving through, 
walking through, boating through, horseback 
riding through, or hiking through Federal rec- 
reational lands and waters without using the 
facilities and services. 

(E) For camping at undeveloped sites that do 
not provide a minimum number of facilities and 
services as described in subsection (g)(2)(A). 

(F) For use of overlooks or scenic pullouts. 

(G) For travel by private, noncommercial vehi- 
cle over any national parkway or any road or 
highway established as a part of the Federal-aid 
System, as defined in section 101 of title 23, 
United States Code, which is commonly used by 
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the public as a means of travel between two 
places either or both of which are outside any 
unit or area at which recreation fees are 
charged under this Act. 

(H) For travel by private, noncommercial vehi- 
cle, boat, or aircraft over any road or highway, 
waterway, or airway to any land in which such 
person has any property right if such land is 
within any unit or area at which recreation fees 
are charged under this Act. 

(Т) For any person who has a right of access 
for hunting or fishing privileges under a specific 
provision of law or treaty. 

(J) For any person who is engaged in the con- 
duct of official Federal, State, Tribal, or local 
government business. 

(K) For special attention or extra services nec- 
essary to meet the needs of the disabled. 

(2) RELATION TO FEES FOR USE OF HIGHWAYS 
OR ROADS.—An entity that pays a special recre- 
ation permit fee or similar permit fee shall not be 
subject to a road cost-sharing fee or a fee for the 
use of highways or roads that are open to pri- 
vate, noncommercial use within the boundaries 
of any Federal recreational lands or waters, as 
authorized under section 6 of Public Law 88-657 
(16 U.S.C. 537; commonly known as the Forest 
Roads and Trails Act). 

(3) PROHIBITION ON FEES FOR CERTAIN PERSONS 
OR PLACES.—The Secretary shall not charge an 
entrance fee or standard amenity recreation fee 
for the following: 

(A) Any person under 16 years of age. 

(B) Outings conducted for noncommercial 
educational purposes by schools or bona fide 
academic institutions. 

(C) The U.S.S. Arizona Memorial, Independ- 
ence National Historical Park, any unit of the 
National Park System within the District of Co- 
lumbia, or Arlington House-Robert E. Lee Na- 
tional Memorial. 

(D) The Flight 93 National Memorial. 

(E) Entrance on other routes into the Great 
Smoky Mountains National Park or any part 
thereof unless fees are charged for entrance into 
that park on main highways and thoroughfares. 

(F) Entrance on units of the National Park 
System containing deed restrictions on charging 
fees. 

(G) An area or unit covered under section 203 
of the Alaska National Interest Lands Con- 
servation Act (Public Law 96-487; 16 U.S.C. 
410hh-2), with the exception of Denali National 
Park and Preserve. 

(H) A unit of the National Wildlife Refuge 
System created, expanded, or modified by the 
Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation 
Act (Public Law 96-487). 

(Т) Any person who visits a unit or area under 
the jurisdiction of the United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service and who has been issued a valid 
migratory bird hunting and conservation stamp 
issued under section 2 of the Act of March 16, 
1934 (16 U.S.C. 718b; commonly known as the 
Duck Stamp Act). 

(J) Any person engaged in a nonrecreational 
activity authorized under a valid permit issued 
under any other Act, including a valid grazing 
permit. 

(4) NO RESTRICTION ON RECREATION OPPORTU- 
NITIES.—Nothing in this Act shall limit the use 
of recreation opportunities only to areas des- 
ignated for collection of recreation fees. 

(е) ENTRANCE FEE.— 

(1) AUTHORIZED SITES FOR ENTRANCE FEES.— 
The Secretary of the Interior may charge an en- 
trance fee for a unit of the National Park Sys- 
tem, including a national monument adminis- 
tered by the National Park Service, or for a unit 
of the National Wildlife Refuge System. 

(2) PROHIBITED SITES.—The Secretary shall 
not charge an entrance fee for Federal rec- 
reational lands and waters managed by the Bu- 
reau of Land Management, the Bureau of Rec- 
lamation, or the Forest Service. 
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(f) STANDARD AMENITY RECREATION FEE.—Ex- 
cept as limited by subsection (d), the Secretary 
may charge a standard amenity recreation fee 
for Federal recreational lands and waters under 
the jurisdiction of the Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment, the Bureau of Reclamation, or the Forest 
Service, but only at the following: 

(1) A National Conservation Area. 

(2) A National Volcanic Monument. 

(3) A destination visitor or interpretive center 
that provides a broad range of interpretive serv- 
ices, programs, and media. 

(4) An area— 

(A) that provides significant opportunities for 
outdoor recreation; 

(B) that has substantial Federal investments; 

(C) where fees can be efficiently collected; and 

(D) that contains all of the following amen- 
ities: 

(i) Designated developed parking. 

(ii) A permanent toilet facility. 

(iii) A permanent trash receptacle. 

(iv) Interpretive sign, exhibit, or kiosk. 

(v) Picnic tables. 

(vi) Security services. 

(g) EXPANDED AMENITY RECREATION FEE.— 

(1) NPS AND USFWS AUTHORITY.—Except as 
limited by subsection (d), the Secretary of the 
Interior may charge an expanded amenity recre- 
ation fee, either in addition to an entrance fee 
or by itself, at Federal recreational lands and 
waters under the jurisdiction of the National 
Park Service or the United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service when the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior determines that the visitor uses a specific or 
specialized facility, equipment, or service. 

(2) OTHER FEDERAL LAND MANAGEMENT AGEN- 
CIES.—Except as limited by subsection (d), the 
Secretary may charge an expanded amenity 
recreation fee, either in addition to a standard 
amenity fee or by itself, at Federal recreational 
lands and waters under the jurisdiction of the 
Forest Service, the Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment, or the Bureau of Reclamation, but only 
for the following facilities or services: 

(A) Use of developed campgrounds that pro- 
vide at least a majority of the following: 

(i) Tent or trailer spaces. 

(ii) Picnic tables. 

(iii) Drinking water. 

(iv) Access roads. 

(v) The collection of the fee by an employee or 
agent of the Federal land management agency. 

(vi) Reasonable visitor protection. 

(vii) Refuse containers. 

(viti) Toilet facilities. 

(ix) Simple devices for containing a campfire. 

(B) Use of highly developed boat launches 
with specialized facilities or services such as me- 
chanical or hydraulic boat lifts or facilities, 
multi-lane paved ramps, paved parking, rest- 
rooms and other improvements such as boarding 
floats, loading ramps, or fish cleaning stations. 

(C) Rental of cabins, boats, stock animals, 
lookouts, historic structures, group day-use or 
overnight sites, audio tour devices, portable 
sanitation devices, binoculars or other equip- 
ment. 

(D) Use of hookups for electricity, cable, or 
sewer. 

(E) Use of sanitary dump stations. 

(F) Participation in an enhanced interpretive 
program or special tour. 

(G) Use of reservation services. 

(H) Use of transportation services. 

(Т) Use of areas where emergency medical or 
first-aid services are administered from facilities 
staffed by public employees or employees under 
a contract or reciprocal agreement with the Fed- 
eral Government. 

(J) Use of developed swimming sites that pro- 
vide at least a majority of the following: 

(i) Bathhouse with showers and flush toilets. 

(ii) Refuse containers. 
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(111) Picnic areas. 

(iv) Paved parking. 

(v) Attendants, including lifeguards. 

(vi) Floats encompassing the swimming area. 

(vii) Swimming deck. 

(h) SPECIAL RECREATION PERMIT FEE.—The 
Secretary may issue a special recreation permit, 
and charge a special recreation permit fee in 
connection with the issuance of the permit, for 
specialized recreation uses of Federal rec- 
reational lands and waters, such as group ac- 
tivities, recreation events, motorized recreational 
vehicle use. 

SEC. 4. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION. 

(а) ІМ GENERAL.—AS required in this section, 
the Secretary shall provide the public with op- 
portunities to participate in the development of 
or changing of a recreation fee established 
under this Act. 

(b) ADVANCE NOTICE.—The Secretary shall 
publish a notice in the Federal Register of the 
establishment of a new recreation fee area for 
each agency 6 months before establishment. The 
Secretary shall publish notice of a new recre- 
ation fee or a change to an existing recreation 
fee established under this Act in local news- 
papers and publications located near the site at 
which the recreation fee would be established or 
changed. 

(c) PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT.—Before establishing 
any new recreation fee area, the Secretary shall 
provide opportunity for public involvement by— 

(1) establishing guidelines for public involve- 
ment; 

(2) establishing guidelines on how agencies 
will demonstrate on an annual basis how they 
have provided information to the public on the 
use of recreation fee revenues; and 

(3) publishing the guidelines in paragraphs (1) 
and (2) in the Federal Register. 

(а) RECREATION RESOURCE ADVISORY COM- 
MITTEE.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.— 

(A) AUTHORITY ТО ESTABLISH.—Except as pro- 
vided in subparagraphs (C) and (D), the Sec- 
retary or the Secretaries shall establish a Recre- 
ation Resource Advisory Committee in each 
State or region for Federal recreational lands 
and waters managed by the Forest Service or 
the Bureau of Land Management to perform the 
duties described in paragraph (2). 

(B) NUMBER OF COMMITTEES.—The Secretary 
may have as many additional Recreation Re- 
source Advisory Committees in a State or region 
as the Secretary considers necessary for the ef- 
fective operation of this Act. 

(C) EXCEPTION.—The Secretary shall not es- 
tablish a Recreation Resource Advisory Com- 
mittee in a State if the Secretary determines, in 
consultation with the Governor of the State, 
that sufficient interest does not exist to ensure 
that participation on the Committee is balanced 
in terms of the points of view represented and 
the functions to be performed. 

(D) USE OF OTHER ENTITIES.—In lieu of estab- 
lishing a Recreation Resource Advisory Com- 
mittee under subparagraph (A), the Secretary 
may use a Resource Advisory Committee estab- 
lished pursuant to another provision of law and 
in accordance with that law or a recreation fee 
advisory board otherwise established by the Sec- 
retary to perform the duties specified in para- 
graph (2). 

(2) DUTIES.—In accordance with the proce- 
dures required by paragraph (9), a Recreation 
Resource Advisory Committee may make тес- 
ommendations to the Secretary regarding a 
standard amenity recreation fee or an expanded 
amenity recreation fee, whenever the rec- 
ommendations relate to public concerns in the 
State or region covered by the Committee regard- 
ing— 

(A) the implementation of a standard amenity 
recreation fee or an expanded amenity recre- 
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ation fee or the establishment of a specific recre- 
ation fee site; 

(B) the elimination of a standard amenity 
recreation fee or an expanded amenity recre- 
ation fee; or 

(C) the expansion or limitation of the recre- 
ation fee program. 

(3) MEETINGS.—A Recreation Resource Advi- 
sory Committee shall meet at least annually, but 
may, at the discretion of the Secretary, meet as 
often as needed to deal with citizen concerns 
about the recreation fee program in a timely 
manner. 

(4) NOTICE OF REJECTION.—If the Secretary re- 
jects the recommendation of a Recreation Re- 
source Advisory Committee, the Secretary shall 
issue a notice that identifies the reasons for re- 
jecting the recommendation to the Committee on 
Resources of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Energy and Natural Resources 
of the Senate not later than 30 days before the 
Secretary implements a decision pertaining to 
that recommendation. 

(5) COMPOSITION OF THE ADVISORY COM- 
MITTEE.— 

(A) NUMBER.—A Recreation Resource Advi- 
sory Committee shall be comprised of 11 mem- 
bers. 

(B) NOMINATIONS.—The Governor and the des- 
ignated county official from each county in the 
relevant State or Region may submit a list of 
nominations in the categories described under 
subparagraph (D). 

(С) APPOINTMENT.—The Secretary may ap- 
point members of the Recreation Resource Advi- 
sory Committee from the list as provided in sub- 
paragraph (B). 

(D) BROAD AND BALANCED REPRESENTATION.— 
In appointing the members of a Recreation Re- 
source Advisory Committee, the Secretary shall 
provide for a balanced and broad representation 
from the recreation community that shall in- 
clude the following: 

(i) Five persons who represent recreation users 
and that include, as appropriate, persons rep- 
resenting the following: 

(1) Winter motorized recreation, 
snowmobiling. 

(II) Winter non-motorized recreation, such as 
snowshoeing, cross country and down hill ski- 
ing, and snowboarding. 

(III) Summer motorized recreation, such as 
motorcycles, boaters, and off-highway vehicles. 

(IV) Summer nonmotorized recreation, such as 
backpacking, horseback riding, mountain 
biking, canoeing, and rafting. 

(V) Hunting and fishing. 

(ii) Three persons who represent interest 
groups that include, as appropriate, the fol- 
lowing: 

(1) Motorized outfitters and guides. 

(II) Non-motorized outfitters and guides. 

(ІП) Local environmental groups. 

(111) Three persons, as follows: 

(I) State tourism official to represent the 
State. 

(II) A person who represents affected Indian 
tribes. 

(III) A person who represents affected local 
government interests. 

(6) TERM.— 

(A) LENGTH OF TERM.—The Secretary shall 
appoint the members of a Recreation Resource 
Advisory Committee for staggered terms of two 
and three years beginning on the date of the 
members are first appointed. The Secretary may 
reappoint members to subsequent two- or three- 
year terms. 

(B) EFFECT OF VACANCY.—The Secretary shall 
make appointments to fill a vacancy on a Recre- 
ation Resource Advisory Committee as soon as 
practicable after the vacancy has occurred. 

(C) EFFECT OF UNEXPECTED VACANCY.—Where 
an unexpected vacancy occurs, the Governor 
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and the designated county officials from each 
county in the relevant state shall provide the 
Secretary with a list of nominations in the rel- 
evant category, as described under paragraph 
(5)(D), not later than two months after notifica- 
tion of the vacancy. To the extent possible, a 
vacancy shall be filled in the same category and 
term in which the original appointment was 
made. 

(7) CHAIRPERSON.—The chairperson of a 
Recreation Resource Advisory Committee shall 
be selected by the majority vote of the members 
of the Committee. 

(8) QUORUM.—Eight members shall constitute 
a quorum. A quorum must be present to con- 
stitute an official meeting of a Recreation Re- 
source Advisory Committee. 

(9) APPROVAL PROCEDURES.—A Recreation Re- 
source Advisory Committee shall establish ртосе- 
dures for making recommendations to the Sec- 
retary. A recommendation may be submitted to 
the Secretary only if the recommendation is ap- 
proved by a majority of the members of the Com- 
mittee from each of the categories specified in 
paragraph (5)(D) and general public support for 
the recommendation is documented. 

(10) COMPENSATION.—Members of the Recre- 
ation Resource Advisory Committee shall not re- 
ceive any compensation. 

(11) PUBLIC PARTICIPATION IN THE RECREATION 
RESOURCE ADVISORY COMMITTEE.— 

(A) NOTICE OF MEETINGS.—All meetings of a 
Recreation Resource Advisory Committee shall 
be announced at least one week in advance in 
a local newspaper of record and the Federal 
Register, and shall be open to the public. 

(B) RECORDS.—A Recreation Resource Advi- 
sory Committee shall maintain records of the 
meetings of the Recreation Resource Advisory 
Committee and make the records available for 
public inspection. 

(12) FEDERAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ACT.—A 
Recreation Resource Advisory Committee is sub- 
ject to the provisions of the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App.). 

(е) MISCELLANEOUS ADMINISTRATIVE PROVI- 
SIONS REGARDING RECREATION FEES AND RECRE- 
ATION PASSES.— 

(1) NOTICE OF ENTRANCE FEES, STANDARD 
AMENITY RECREATION FEES, AND PASSES.—The 
Secretary shall post clear notice of any entrance 
fee, standard amenity recreation fee, and avail- 
able recreation passes at appropriate locations 
in each unit or area of a Federal land manage- 
ment agency where an entrance fee or a stand- 
ard amenity recreation fee is charged. The Sec- 
retary shall include such notice in publications 
distributed at the unit or area. 

(2) NOTICE OF RECREATION FEE PROJECTS.—To 
the extent practicable, the Secretary shall post 
clear notice of locations where work is per- 
formed using recreation fee or recreation pass 
revenues collected under this Act. 

SEC. 5. RECREATION PASSES. 

(a) AMERICA THE BEAUTIFUL—THE NATIONAL 
PARKS AND FEDERAL RECREATIONAL LANDS 
PASS.— 

(1) AVAILABILITY AND USE.—The Secretaries 
shall establish, and may charge a fee for, an 
interagency national pass to be known as the 
“America the Beautiful—the National Parks 
and Federal Recreational Lands Pass’’, which 
shall cover the entrance fee and standard amen- 
ity recreation fee for all Federal recreational 
lands and waters for which an entrance fee or 
a standard amenity recreation fee is charged. 

(2) IMAGE COMPETITION FOR RECREATION 
PASS.—The Secretaries shall hold an annual 
competition to select the image to be used on the 
National Parks and Federal Recreational Lands 
Pass for a year. The competition shall be open 
to the public and used as a means to educate the 
American people about Federal recreational 
lands and waters. 


24520 


(3) NOTICE ОЕ ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secre- 
taries shall publish a notice in the Federal Reg- 
ister when the National Parks and Federal Rec- 
reational Lands Pass is first established and 
available for purchase. 

(4) DURATION.—The National Parks and Fed- 
eral Recreational Lands Pass shall be valid for 
a period of 12 months from the date of the 
issuance of the recreation pass to a passholder, 
except in the case of the age and disability dis- 
counted passes issued under subsection (b). 

(5) PRICE.—The Secretaries shall establish the 
price at which the National Parks and Federal 
Recreational Lands Pass will be sold to the pub- 
lic. 

(6) SALES LOCATIONS AND MARKETING.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall sell the 
National Parks and Federal Recreational Lands 
Pass at all Federal recreational lands and wa- 
ters at which an entrance fee or a standard 
amenity recreation fee is charged and at such 
other locations as the Secretaries consider ap- 
propriate and feasible. 

(B) USE OF VENDORS.—The Secretary may 
enter into fee management agreements as pro- 
vided in section 6. 

(C) MARKETING.—The Secretaries shall take 
Such actions as are appropriate to provide for 
the active marketing of the National Parks and 
Federal Recreational Lands Pass. 

(7) ADMINISTRATIVE GUIDELINES.—The Secre- 
taries shall issue guidelines om administration of 
the National Parks and Federal Recreational 
Lands Pass, which shall include agreement on 
price, the distribution of revenues between the 
Federal land management agencies, the sharing 
Of costs, benefits provided, marketing and de- 
sign, adequate documentation for age and dis- 
ability discounts under subsection (b), and the 
issuance of that recreation pass to volunteers. 
The Secretaries shall take into consideration all 
relevant visitor and sales data available in es- 
tablishing the guidelines. 

(8) DEVELOPMENT AND IMPLEMENTATION 
AGREEMENTS.—The Secretaries may enter into 
cooperative agreements with governmental and 
nongovernmental entities for the development 
and implementation of the National Parks and 
Federal Recreational Lands Pass Program. 

(9) PROHIBITION ON OTHER NATIONAL RECRE- 
ATION PASSES.—The Secretary may not establish 
any national recreation pass, except as provided 
in this section. 

(b) DISCOUNTED PASSES.— 

(1) AGE DISCOUNT.—The Secretary shall make 
the National Parks and Federal Recreational 
Lands Pass available, at a cost of $10.00, to any 
United States citizen or person domiciled in the 
United States who is 62 years of age or older, if 
the citizen or person provides adequate proof of 
such age and such citizenship or residency. The 
National Parks and Federal Recreational Lands 
Pass made available under this subsection shall 
be valid for the lifetime of the pass holder. 

(2) DISABILITY DISCOUNT.—The Secretary shall 
make the National Parks and Federal Rec- 
reational Lands Pass available, without charge, 
to any United States citizen or person domiciled 
in the United States who has been medically de- 
termined to be permanently disabled for pur- 
poses of section 7(20)(B)(i)of the Rehabilitation 
Act of 1973 (29 U.S.C. 705(20)(B)(i)), if the cit- 
izen or person provides adequate proof of the 
disability and such citizenship or residency. The 
National Parks and Federal Recreational Lands 
Pass made available under this subsection shall 
be valid for the lifetime of the passholder. 

(c) SITE-SPECIFIC AGENCY PASSES.—The Sec- 
retary may establish and charge a fee for a site- 
specific pass that will cover the entrance fee or 
standard amenity recreation fee for particular 
Federal recreational lands and waters for a 
specified period not to exceed 12 months. 

(а) REGIONAL MULTIENTITY PASSES.— 
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(1) PASSES AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary may 
establish and charge a fee for a regional multi- 
entity pass that will be accepted by one or more 
Federal land management agencies or by one or 
more governmental or nongovernmental entities 
for a specified period not to exceed 12 months. 
To include a Federal land management agency 
or governmental or nongovernmental entity over 
which the Secretary does not have jurisdiction, 
the Secretary shall obtain the consent of the 
head of such agency or entity. 

(2) REGIONAL MULTIENTITY PASS AGREEMENT.— 
In order to establish a regional multientity pass 
under this subsection, the Secretary shall enter 
into a regional multientity pass agreement with 
all the participating agencies or entities on 
price, the distribution of revenues between par- 
ticipating agencies or entities, the sharing of 
costs, benefits provided, marketing and design, 
and the issuance of the pass to volunteers. The 
Secretary shall take into consideration all rel- 
evant visitor and sales data available when en- 
tering into this agreement. 

(е) DISCOUNTED OR FREE ADMISSION DAYS OR 
UsE.—The Secretary may provide for a dis- 
counted or free admission day or use of Federal 
recreational lands and waters. 

(f) EFFECT ON EXISTING PASSPORTS AND PER- 
MITS.— 

(1) EXISTING PASSPORTS.—A passport issued 
under section 4 of the Land and Water Con- 
servation Fund Act of 1965 (16 U.S.C. 4601-ба) or 
title VI of the National Parks Omnibus Manage- 
ment Act of 1998 (Public Law 105-391; 16 U.S.C. 
5991-5995), such as the Golden Eagle Passport, 
the Golden Age Passport, the Golden Access 
Passport, and the National Parks Passport, that 
was valid on the day before the publication of 
the Federal Register notice required under sub- 
section (a)(3) shall be valid in accordance with 
the terms agreed to at the time of issuance of the 
passport, to the extent practicable, and remain 
in effect until expired, lost, or stolen. 

(2) PERMITS.—A permit issued under section 4 
of the Land and Water Conservation Fund Act 
of 1965 that was valid on the day before the date 
of the enactment of this Act shall be valid and 
remain in effect until expired, revoked, or sus- 
pended. 

SEC. 6. COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS. 

(a) FEE MANAGEMENT AGREEMENT.—Notwith- 
standing chapter 63 of title 31, United States 
Code, the Secretary may enter into a fee man- 
agement agreement, including a contract, which 
may provide for a reasonable commission, reim- 
bursement, or discount, with the following enti- 
ties for the following purposes: 

(1) With any governmental or nongovern- 
mental entity, including those in a gateway 
community, for the purpose of obtaining fee col- 
lection and processing services, including visitor 
reservation services. 

(2) With any governmental or nongovern- 
mental entity, including those in a gateway 
community, for the purpose of obtaining emer- 
gency medical services. 

(3) With any governmental entity, including 
those in a gateway community, to obtain law 
enforcement services. 

(b) REVENUE SHARING.—A State or legal sub- 
division of a State that enters into an agreement 
with the Secretary under subsection (a) may 
Share in a percentage of the revenues collected 
at the site in accordance with that fee manage- 
ment agreement. 

(c) COUNTY PROPOSALS.—The Secretary shall 
consider any proposal submitted by a county to 
provide services described in subsection (a). If 
the Secretary decides mot to enter into a fee 
management agreement with the county under 
subsection (a), the Secretary shall notify the 
county in writing of the decision, identifying 
the reasons for the decision. The fee manage- 
ment agreement may include cooperative site 
planning and management provisions. 
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SEC. 7. SPECIAL ACCOUNT AND DISTRIBUTION OF 
FEES AND REVENUES. 

(a) SPECIAL ACCOUNT.—The Secretary of the 
Treasury shall establish a special account in the 
Treasury for each Federal land management 
agency. 

(b) DEPOSITS.—Subject to subsections (с), (d), 
and (e), revenues collected by each Federal land 
management agency under this Act shall— 

(1) be deposited in its special account; and 

(2) remain available for expenditure, without 
further appropriation, until expended. 

(c) DISTRIBUTION OF RECREATION FEES AND 
SINGLE-SITE AGENCY PASS REVENUES.— 

(1) LOCAL DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDS.— 

(A) RETENTION OF REVENUES.—Not less than 
80 percent of the recreation fees and site-specific 
agency pass revenues collected at a specific unit 
or area of a Federal land management agency 
shall remain available for expenditure, without 
further appropriation, until expended at that 
unit or area. 

(B) REDUCTION.—The Secretary may reduce 
the percentage allocation otherwise applicable 
under subparagraph (A) to a unit or area of a 
Federal land management agency, but not below 
60 percent, for a fiscal year if the Secretary de- 
termines that the revenues collected at the unit 
or area exceed the reasonable needs of the unit 
or area for which expenditures may be made for 
that fiscal year. 

(2) AGENCY-WIDE DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDS.— 
The balance of the recreation fees and site-spe- 
cific agency pass revenues collected at a specific 
unit or area of a Federal land management and 
not distributed in accordance with paragraph 
(1) shall remain available to that Federal land 
management agency for expenditure om am 
agency-wide basis, without further appropria- 
tion, until erpended. 

(3) OTHER AMOUNTS.—Other amounts collected 
at other locations, including recreation fees col- 
lected by other entities or for a reservation serv- 
ice, shall remain available, without further ap- 
propriation, until expended in accordance with 
guidelines established by the Secretary. 

(d) DISTRIBUTION OF NATIONAL PARKS AND 
FEDERAL RECREATIONAL LANDS PASS REVE- 
NUES.—Revenues collected from the sale of the 
National Parks and Federal Recreational Lands 
Pass shall be deposited in the special accounts 
established for the Federal land management 
agencies in accordance with the guidelines 
issued under section 5(a)(7). 

(e) DISTRIBUTION OF REGIONAL MULTIENTITY 
PASS REVENUES.—Revenues collected from the 
sale of a regional multientity pass authorized 
under section 5(d) shall be deposited in each 
participating Federal land management agen- 
cy’s special account in accordance with the 
terms of the region multientity pass agreement 
for the regional multientity pass. 

SEC. 8. EXPENDITURES. 

(a) USE OF FEES AT SPECIFIC SITE OR AREA.— 
Amounts available for expenditure at a specific 
site or area— 

(1) shall be accounted for separately from the 
amounts collected; 

(2) may be distributed agency-wide; and 

(3) shall be used only for— 

(A) repair, maintenance, and facility en- 
hancement related directly to visitor enjoyment, 
visitor access, and health and safety; 

(B) interpretation, visitor information, visitor 
service, visitor needs assessments, and signs; 

(C) habitat restoration directly related to 
wildlife-dependent recreation that is limited to 
hunting, fishing, wildlife observation, or pho- 
tography; 

(D) law enforcement related to public use and 
recreation; 

(E) direct operating or capital costs associated 
with the recreation fee program; and 

(F) a fee management agreement established 
under section 6(a) or a visitor reservation serv- 
ice. 
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(b) LIMITATION ON USE OF FEES.—The Sec- 
retary may not use any recreation fees for bio- 
logical monitoring on Federal recreational lands 
and waters under the Endangered Species Act of 
1973 for listed or candidate species. 

(с) ADMINISTRATION, OVERHEAD, AND INDI- 
RECT COSTS.—The Secretary may use not more 
than an average of 15 percent of total revenues 
collected under this Act for administration, 
overhead, and indirect costs related to the recre- 
ation fee program by that Secretary. 

(d) TRANSITIONAL | EXCEPTION.—Notwith- 
standing any other provision of this Act, the 
Secretary may use amounts available in the spe- 
cial account of a Federal land management 
agency to supplement administration and mar- 
keting costs associated with— 

(1) the National Parks and Federal Rec- 
reational Lands Pass during the five-year pe- 
riod beginning on the date the joint guidelines 
are issued under section 5(a)(7); and 

(2) a regional multientity pass authorized sec- 
tion 5(а) during the five-year period beginning 
on the date the regional multientity pass agree- 
ment for that recreation pass takes effect. 

SEC. 9. REPORTS. 

Not later than May 1, 2006, and every three 
years thereafter, the Secretary shall submit to 
the Congress a report detailing the status of the 
recreation fee program conducted for Federal 
recreational lands and waters, including an 
evaluation of the recreation fee program, exam- 
ples of projects that were funded using such 
fees, and future projects and programs for fund- 
ing with fees, and containing any recommenda- 
tions for changes in the overall fee system. 

SEC. 10. SUNSET PROVISION. 

The authority of the Secretary to carry out 
this Act shall terminate 10 years after the date 
of the enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 11. VOLUNTEERS. 

(a) AUTHORITY TO USE VOLUNTEERS.—The 
Secretary may use volunteers, as appropriate, to 
collect recreation fees and sell recreation passes. 

(b) WAIVER OR DISCOUNT OF FEES; SITE-SPE- 
CIFIC AGENCY PASS.—In exchange for volunteer 
services, the Secretary may waive or discount an 
entrance fee, standard amenity recreation fee, 
or an expanded amenity recreation fee that 
would otherwise apply to the volunteer or issue 
to the volunteer a site-specific agency pass au- 
thorized under section 5(c). 

(с) NATIONAL PARKS AND FEDERAL REC- 
REATIONAL LANDS PASS.—In accordance with 
the guidelines issued under section 5(a)(7), the 
Secretaries may issue a National Parks and Fed- 
eral Recreational Lands Pass to a volunteer in 
exchange for significant volunteer services per- 
formed by the volunteer. 

(а) REGIONAL MULTIENTITY PASSES.—The Sec- 
retary may issue a regional multientity pass au- 
thorized under section 5(а) to a volunteer in ex- 
change for significant volunteer services per- 
formed by the volunteer, if the regional multi- 
entity pass agreement under which the regional 
multientity pass was established provides for the 
issuance of the pass to volunteers. 

SEC. 12. ENFORCEMENT AND PROTECTION OF RE- 
CEIPTS. 

(a) ENFORCEMENT AUTHORITY.—The Secretary 
concerned shall enforce payment of the recre- 
ation fees authorized by this Act. 

(b) EVIDENCE OF NONPAYMENT.—If the display 
of proof of payment of a recreation fee, or the 
payment of a recreation fee within a certain 
time period is required, failure to display such 
proof as required or to pay the recreation fee 
within the time period specified shall constitute 
nonpayment. 

(c) JOINT LIABILITY.—The registered owner 
and any occupant of a vehicle charged with a 
nonpayment violation involving the vehicle 
shall be jointly liable for penalties imposed 
under this section, unless the registered owner 
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can show that the vehicle was used without the 
registered owner’s express or implied permission. 

(а) LIMITATION ON PENALTIES.—The failure to 
pay a recreation fee established under this Act 
shall be punishable as a Class A or Class B mis- 
demeanor, except that in the case of a first of- 
fense of nonpayment, the fine imposed may not 
exceed $100, notwithstanding section 3571(e) of 
title 18, United States Code. 

SEC. 13. REPEAL OF SUPERSEDED ADMISSION 
AND USE FEE AUTHORITIES. 

(a) LAND AND WATER CONSERVATION FUND 
AcT.—Subsections (а), (b), (c), (а), (e), (f), (9), 
and (i) of section 4 of the Land and Water Con- 
servation Fund Act of 1965 (16 U.S.C. 4601-ба et 
seq.) are repealed, except that the Secretary may 
continue to issue Golden Eagle Passports, Gold- 
en Age Passports, and Golden Access Passports 
under such section until the date the notice re- 
quired by section 5(a)(3) is published in the Fed- 
eral Register regarding the establishment of the 
National Parks and Federal Recreational Lands 
Pass. 

(b) RECREATIONAL FEE DEMONSTRATION PRO- 
GRAM.—Section 315 of the Department of the In- 
terior and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 
1996 (as contained in section 101(c) of Public 
Law 104—134; 16 U.S.C. 4601-ба), is repealed. 

(c) ADMISSION PERMITS FOR REFUGE UNITS.— 
Section 201 of the Emergency Wetlands Re- 
sources Act of 1986 (16 U.S.C. 3911) is repealed. 

(а) NATIONAL PARK PASSPORT, GOLDEN EAGLE 
PASSPORT, GOLDEN AGE PASSPORT, AND GOLDEN 
ACCESS PASSPORT.—Effective on the date the 
notice required by section 5(a)(3) is published in 
the Federal Register, the following provisions of 
law authorizing the establishment of a national 
park passport program or the establishment and 
sale of a national park passport, Golden Eagle 
Passport, Golden Age Passport, or Golden Ac- 
cess Passport are repealed: 

(1) Section 502 of the National Parks Omnibus 
Management Act of 1998 (Public Law 105-391; 16 
U.S.C. 5982). 

(2) Title VI of the National Parks Omnibus 
Management Act of 1998 (Public Law 105-391; 16 
U.S.C. 5991-5995). 

(е) TREATMENT OF UNOBLIGATED FUNDS.— 

(1) LAND AND WATER CONSERVATION FUND SPE- 
CIAL ACCOUNTS.—Amounts in the special ac- 
counts established under section 4(i)(1) of the 
Land and Water Conservation Fund Act of 1965 
(16 U.S.C. 4601-6a(1)(1)) for Federal land man- 
agement agencies that are unobligated on the 
date of the enactment of this Act shall be trans- 
ferred to the appropriate special account estab- 
lished under section 7 and shall be available to 
the Secretary in accordance with this Act. A 
special account established under section 4(i)(1) 
of the Land and Water Conservation Fund Act 
of 1965 for a Federal agency that is not a Fed- 
eral land management area, and the use of such 
special account, is not affected by the repeal of 
section 4 of the Land and Water Conservation 
Fund Act of 1965 by subsection (a) of this sec- 
tion. 

(2) NATIONAL PARKS PASSPORT.—Any funds 
collected under title VI of the National Parks 
Omnibus Management Act of 1998 (Public Law 
105-391; 16 U.S.C. 5991-5995) that are unobli- 
gated on the day before the publication of the 
Federal Register notice required under section 
5(a)(3) shall be transferred to the special ac- 
count of the National Park Service for use in ac- 
cordance with this Act. The Secretary of the In- 
terior may use amounts available in that special 
account to pay any outstanding administration, 
marketing, or close-out costs associated with the 
national parks passport. 

(3) RECREATIONAL FEE DEMONSTRATION PRO- 
GRAM.—Any funds collected in accordance with 
section 315 of the Department of the Interior 
and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 1996 
(as contained in section 101(c) of Public Law 
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104-134; 16 U.S.C. 4601—6a), that are unobligated 
on the day before the date of the enactment of 
this Act shall be transferred to the appropriate 
special account and shall be available to the 
Secretary in accordance with this Act. 

(4) ADMISSION PERMITS FOR REFUGE UNITS.— 
Any funds collected in accordance with section 
201 of the Emergency Wetlands Resources Act of 
1986 (16 U.S.C. 3911) that are available as pro- 
vided in subsection (c)(A) of such section and 
are unobligated on the day before the date of 
the enactment of this Act shall be transferred to 
the special account of the United States Fish 
and Wildlife Service for use in accordance with 
this Act. 

(f) EFFECT OF REGULATIONS.—A regulation or 
policy issued under a provision of law repealed 
by this section shall remain in effect to the ex- 
tent such a regulation or policy is consistent 
with the provisions of this Act until the Sec- 
retary issues a regulation, guideline, or policy 
under this Act that supersedes the earlier regu- 
lation. 

SEC. 14. RELATION TO OTHER LAWS AND FEE 
COLLECTION AUTHORITIES. 

(a) FEDERAL AND STATE LAWS UNAFFECTED.— 
Nothing in this Act shall authorize Federal 
hunting or fishing licenses or fees or charges for 
commercial or other activities not related to 
recreation, affect any rights or authority of the 
States with respect to fish and wildlife, or repeal 
or modify any provision of law that permits 
States or political subdivisions of States to share 
in the revenues from Federal lands or, except as 
provided in subsection (b), any provision of law 
that provides that any fees or charges collected 
at particular Federal areas be used for or cred- 
ited to specific purposes or special funds as au- 
thorized by that provision of law. 

(b RELATION TO REVENUE ALLOCATION 
LAWS.—Amounts collected under this Act, and 
the existence of a fee management agreement 
with a governmental entity under section 6(a), 
may not be taken into account for the purposes 
of any of the following laws: 

(1) The sixth paragraph under the heading 
“FOREST SERVICE" in the Act of May 23, 1908 (16 
U.S.C. 500). 

(2) Section 13 of the Act of March 1, 1911 (16 
U.S.C. 500; commonly known as the Weeks Act). 

(3) The fourteenth paragraph under the head- 
ing ‘‘FOREST SERVICE" in the Act of March 4, 
1913 (16 U.S.C. 501). 

(4) Section 33 of the Bankhead-Jones Farm 
Tenant Act (7 U.S.C. 1012). 

(5) Title II of the Act of August 8, 1937, and 
the Act of May 24, 1939 (43 U.S.C. 1181f et seq.). 

(6) Section 6 of the Act of June 14, 1926 (43 
U.S.C. 869-4). 

(7) Chapter 69 of title 31, United States Code. 

(8) Section 401 of the Act of June 15, 1935 (16 
U.S.C. 715s; commonly known as the Refuge 
Revenue Sharing Act). 

(9) The Secure Rural Schools and Community 
Self-Determination Act of 2000 (Public Law 106- 
393; 16 U.S.C. 500 note), except that the excep- 
tion made for such Act by this subsection is 
unique and is not intended to be construed as 
precedent for amounts collected from the use of 
Federal lands under any other provision of law. 

(10) Section 2 of the Boulder Canyon Project 
Adjustment Act (43 U.S.C. 618a). 

(11) The Federal Water Project Recreation Act 
(16 U.S.C. 4601-12 et seq.). 

(12) The first section of the Act of June 17, 
1902, as amended or supplemented (43 U.S.C. 
391). 

(13) The Act of February 25, 1920 (30 U.S.C. 
181 et seq.; commonly known as the Mineral 
Leasing Act). 

(14) Section 4(e) of the Southern Nevada Pub- 
lic Land Management Act of 1998 (Public Law 
105-263; 31 U.S.C. 6901 note). 

(15) Section 5(a) of the Lincoln County Land 
Act of 2000 (Public Law 106-298; 114 Stat. 1047). 
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(16) Any other provision of law relating to 
revenue allocation. 

(c) CONSIDERATION OF OTHER FUNDS COL- 
LECTED.—Amounts collected under any other 
law may not be disbursed under this Act. 

(d) SOLE RECREATION FEE AUTHORITY.— 
Recreation fees charged under this Act shall be 
in lieu of fees charged for the same purposes 
under any other provision of law. 

(e) FEES CHARGED BY THIRD PARTIES.—Not- 
withstanding any other provision of this Act, a 
third party may charge a fee for providing a 
good or service to a visitor of a unit or area of 
the Federal land management agencies in ac- 
cordance with any other applicable law or regu- 
lation. 

(f) MIGRATORY BIRD HUNTING STAMP ACT.— 
Revenues from the stamp established under the 
Act of March 16, 1934 (16 U.S.C. 718 et seq.; com- 
monly known as the Migratory Bird Hunting 
Stamp Act or Duck Stamp Act), shall not be cov- 
ered by this Act. 

SEC. 15. LIMITATION ON USE OF FEES FOR EM- 

PLOYEE BONUSES. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
fees collected under the authorities of this Act 
ma not be used for employee bonuses. 

TITLE IX—SATELLITE HOME VIEWER EX- 
TENSION AND REAUTHORIZATION ACT 
OF 2004 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLES; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
(a) SHORT TITLES.—This title may be cited as 

the “Satellite Home Viewer Extension and Re- 

authorization Act of 2004” or the “W. J. (Billy) 

Tauein Satellite Television Act of 2004”, 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con- 
tents for this Act is as follows: 


Sec. 1. Short titles; table of contents. 


TITLE I—STATUTORY LICENSE FOR 
SATELLITE CARRIERS 


Sec. 101. Extension of authority. 

Sec. 102. Reporting of subscribers; significantly 
viewed and other signals; tech- 
nical amendments. 

Sec. 103. Statutory license for satellite carriers 
outside local markets. 

Sec. 104. Statutory license for satellite retrans- 
mission of low power television 
stations. 

Sec. 105. Definitions. 

Sec. 106. Effect on certain proceedings. 

Sec. 107. Statutory license for satellite carriers 
retransmitting superstation sig- 
nals to commercial establishments. 

Sec. 108. Expedited consideration of voluntary 
agreements to provide satellite 
secondary transmissions to local 
markets. 

Sec. 109. Study. 

Sec. 110. Additional study. 

Sec. 111 Special rules. 


Sec. 112. Technical amendment. 


TITLE II—FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION OPERATIONS 


Sec. 201. Extension of retransmission consent 
exemption. 

Sec. 202. Cable/satellite comparability. 

Sec. 203. Carriage of local stations on a single 
dish. 

Sec. 204. Replacement of distant signals with 
local signals. 

Sec. 205. Additional notices to subscribers, net- 
works, and stations concerning 
signal carriage. 

Sec. 206. Privacy rights of satellite subscribers. 

Sec. 207. Reciprocal bargaining obligations. 

Sec. 208. Study of impact om cable television 
service. 

Sec. 209. Reduction of required tests. 

Sec. 210. Satellite carriage of television stations 
in noncontiguous States. 

Sec. 211. Carriage of television signals to cer- 


tain subscribers. 
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Sec. 212. Digital transition savings provision. 
Sec. 213. Authorizing broadcast service in 
unserved areas of Alaska. 
TITLE I—STATUTORY LICENSE FOR 
SATELLITE CARRIERS 
SEC. 101. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 4(a) of the Satellite 
Home Viewer Act of 1994 (17 U.S.C. 119 note; 
Public Law 103-369; 108 Stat. 3481) is amended 
by striking ‘‘December 31, 2004” and inserting 
“December 31, 2009”, 

(b) EXTENSION FOR CERTAIN SUBSCRIBERS.— 
Section 119(e) of title 17, United States Code, is 
amended by striking ''December 31, 2004" and 
inserting “Песетбет 31, 2009”. 

SEC. 102. REPORTING OF SUBSCRIBERS; SIGNIFI- 
CANTLY VIEWED AND OTHER SIG- 
NALS; TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS. 

Section 119(a) of title 17, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 

(A) in the paragraph heading, by striking 
“AND PBS SATELLITE FEED"; 

(B) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘(3), (4), 
ата (6)” and inserting ‘‘(5), (6), and (8)’’; 

(C) in the first sentence, by striking “от by the 
Public Broadcasting Service satellite feed"; and 

(D) by striking the second sentence; 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 

(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ''(3), (4), 
(5), and (6)” and inserting ‘‘(5), (6), (7), and 
(8)”; and 

(B) by striking subparagraph (C) and insert- 
ing the following: 

“(С) EXCEPTIONS.— 

“(і) STATES WITH SINGLE FULL-POWER NET- 
WORK STATION.—In a State in which there is li- 
censed by the Federal Communications Commis- 
sion a single full-power station that was a net- 
work station on January 1, 1995, the statutory 
license provided for in subparagraph (A) shall 
apply to the secondary transmission by a sat- 
ellite carrier of the primary transmission of that 
station to any subscriber in a community that is 
located within that State and that is not within 
the first 50 television markets as listed in the 
regulations of the Commission as in effect on 
such date (47 CFR 76.51). 

“(ii) STATES WITH ALL NETWORK STATIONS AND 
SUPERSTATIONS IN SAME LOCAL MARKET.—In a 
State in which all network stations and super- 
Stations licensed by the Federal Communica- 
tions Commission within that State as of Janu- 
ary 1, 1995, are assigned to the same local mar- 
ket and that local market does not encompass 
all counties of that State, the statutory license 
provided under subparagraph (A) shall apply to 
the secondary transmission by a satellite carrier 
of the primary transmissions of such station to 
all subscribers in the State who reside in a local 
market that is within the first 50 major tele- 
vision markets as listed in the regulations of the 
Commission as in effect om such date (section 
76.51 of title 47 of the Code of Federal Regula- 
tions). 

“(iii) ADDITIONAL STATIONS.—In the case of 
that State in which are located 4 counties that— 

“(Т) on January 1, 2004, were іт local markets 
principally comprised of counties in another 
State, and 

“(П) had a combined total of 41,340 television 
households, according to the U.S. Television 
Household Estimates by Nielsen Media Research 
for 2004, 
the statutory license provided under subpara- 
graph (A) shall apply to secondary trans- 
missions by a satellite carrier to subscribers in 
any such county of the primary transmissions of 
any network station located in that State, if the 
satellite carrier was making such secondary 
transmissions to any subscribers in that county 
on January 1, 2004. 

“(ію) CERTAIN ADDITIONAL STATIONS.—If 2 ad- 
jacent counties in a single State are in a local 
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market comprised principally of counties located 
in another State, the statutory license provided 
for in subparagraph (A) shall apply to the sec- 
ondary transmission by a satellite carrier to sub- 
scribers in those 2 counties of the primary trans- 
missions of any network station located in the 
capital of the State in which such 2 counties are 
located, if— 

“(І) the 2 counties are located in a local mar- 
ket that is in the top 100 markets for the year 
2003 according to Nielsen Media Research; and 

“(П) the total number of television households 
in the 2 counties combined did not exceed 10,000 
for the year 2003 according to Nielsen Media Re- 
Search. 

*"(v) APPLICABILITY OF ROYALTY RATES.—The 
royalty rates under subsection (b)(1)(B) apply to 
the secondary transmissions to which the statu- 
tory license under subparagraph (A) applies 
under clauses (i), (ii), (iii), and (iv). 

“(D) SUBMISSION OF SUBSCRIBER LISTS TO NET- 
WORKS.— 

“(i) INITIAL LISTS.—A satellite carrier that 
makes secondary transmissions of a primary 
transmission made by a network station pursu- 
ant to subparagraph (A) shall, 90 days after 
commencing such secondary transmissions, sub- 
mit to the network that owns or is affiliated 
with the network station— 

“(Т) a list identifying (by name and address, 
including street or rural route mumber, city, 
State, and zip code) all subscribers to which the 
satellite carrier makes secondary transmissions 
of that primary transmission to subscribers in 
unserved households; and 

“(II) a separate list, aggregated by designated 
market area (as defined in section 122(j)) (by 
name and address, including street or rural 
route number, city, State, and zip code), which 
shall indicate those subscribers being served 
pursuant to paragraph (3), relating to signifi- 
cantly viewed stations. 

“(й) MONTHLY LISTS.—After the submission of 
the initial lists under clause (i), on the 15th of 
each month, the satellite carrier shall submit to 
the network— 

“(Т) a list identifying (by name and address, 
including street or rural route number, city, 
State, and zip code) any persons who have been 
added or dropped as subscribers under clause 
(i) (1) since the last submission under clause (i); 
and 

“(П) a separate list, aggregated by designated 
market area (by name and street address, in- 
cluding street or rural route number, city, State, 
and zip code), identifying those subscribers 
whose service pursuant to paragraph (3), relat- 
ing to significantly viewed stations, has been 
added or dropped. 

““(iti) USE OF SUBSCRIBER INFORMATION.—Sub- 
scriber information submitted by a satellite car- 
rier under this subparagraph may be used only 
for purposes of monitoring compliance by the 
satellite carrier with this subsection. 

*(iv) APPLICABILITY.—The submission require- 
ments of this subparagraph shall apply to a sat- 
ellite carrier only if the network to which the 
submissions are to be made places on file with 
the Register of Copyrights a document identi- 
fying the name and address of the person to 
whom such submissions are to be made. The 
Register shall maintain for public inspection a 
file of all such documents.’’; 

(3) by striking paragraph (8); 

(4) by redesignating paragraphs (9) through 
(12) as paragraphs (10) through (13), respec- 
tively; 

(5) by redesignating paragraphs (3) through 
(7) as paragraphs (5) through (9), respectively; 

(6) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(3) SECONDARY TRANSMISSIONS OF SIGNIFI- 
CANTLY VIEWED SIGNALS.— 

“(А) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding the provi- 
sions of paragraph (2)(B), and subject to sub- 
paragraph (B) of this paragraph, the statutory 
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license provided for in paragraphs (1) and (2) 
shall apply to the secondary transmission of the 
primary transmission of a network station or a 
superstation to a subscriber who resides outside 
the station’s local market (as defined in section 
122(j)) but within a community in which the sig- 
nal has been determined by the Federal Commu- 
nications Commission, to be significantly viewed 
in such community, pursuant to the rules, regu- 
lations, and authorizations of the Federal Com- 
munications Commission in effect on April 15, 
1976, applicable to determining with respect to a 
cable system whether signals are significantly 
viewed in a community. 

“(В) LIMITATION.—Subparagraph (A) shall 
apply only to secondary transmissions of the 
primary transmissions of network stations and 
superstations to subscribers who receive sec- 
ondary transmissions from a satellite carrier 
pursuant to the statutory license under section 
122. 

“(С) WAIVER.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—A subscriber who is denied 
the secondary transmission of the primary 
transmission of a network station under sub- 
paragraph (B) may request a waiver from such 
denial by submitting a request, through the sub- 
scriber’s satellite carrier, to the network station 
in the local market affiliated with the same net- 
work where the subscriber is located. The net- 
work station shall accept or reject the sub- 
scriber’s request for a waiver within 30 days 
after receipt of the request. If the network sta- 
tion fails to accept or reject the subscriber’s re- 
quest for a waiver within that 30-day period, 
that network station shall be deemed to agree to 
the waiver request. Unless specifically stated by 
the network station, a waiver that was granted 
before the date of the enactment of the Satellite 
Home Viewer Extension and Reauthorization 
Act of 2004 under section 339(c)(2) of the Com- 
munications Act of 1934 shall not constitute a 
waiver for purposes of this subparagraph. 

“(ii) SUNSET.—The authority under clause (i) 
to grant waivers shall terminate on December 31, 
2008, and any such waiver in effect shall termi- 
nate on that date.’’; 

(7) in paragraph (2)(B)(i), by adding at the 
end the following new sentence: ‘‘The limitation 
in this clause shall not apply to secondary 
transmissions under paragraph (3).’’. 

SEC. 103. STATUTORY LICENSE FOR SATELLITE 
CARRIERS OUTSIDE LOCAL MAR- 
KETS. 

Section 119 of title 17, United States Code, is 
amended as follows: 

(1) Subsection (a) is amended by inserting 
after paragraph (3), as added by section 102 of 
this Act, the following: 

*(4) STATUTORY LICENSE WHERE RETRANS- 
MISSIONS INTO LOCAL MARKET AVAILABLE.— 

“(А) RULES FOR SUBSCRIBERS TO ANALOG SIG- 
NALS UNDER SUBSECTION (е).— 

“(i) FOR THOSE RECEIVING DISTANT ANALOG 
SIGNALS.—In the case of a subscriber of a sat- 
ellite carrier who is eligible to receive the sec- 
ondary transmission of the primary analog 
transmission of a network station solely by rea- 
son of subsection (e) (in this subparagraph re- 
ferred to as a ‘distant analog signal’), and who, 
as of October 1, 2004, is receiving the distant 
analog signal of that network station, the fol- 
lowing shall apply: 

“(I) In a case in which the satellite carrier 
makes available to the subscriber the secondary 
transmission of the primary analog transmission 
of a local network station affiliated with the 
same television network pursuant to the statu- 
tory license under section 122, the statutory li- 
cense under paragraph (2) shall apply only to 
secondary transmissions by that satellite carrier 
to that subscriber of the distant analog signal of 
a station affiliated with the same television net- 
work— 
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“(аа) if, within 60 days after receiving the no- 
tice of the satellite carrier under section 
338(h)(1) of the Communications Act of 1934, the 
subscriber elects to retain the distant analog sig- 
nal; but 

"(bb) only until such time as the subscriber 
elects to receive such local analog signal. 

(II) Notwithstanding subclause (I), the stat- 
utory license under paragraph (2) shall not 
apply with respect to any subscriber who is eli- 
gible to receive the distant analog signal of a 
television network station solely by reason of 
subsection (e), unless the satellite carrier, with- 
in 60 days after the date of the enactment of the 
Satellite Home Viewer Extension and Reauthor- 
ization Act of 2004, submits to that television 
network a list, aggregated by designated market 
area (as defined in section 122(j)(2)(C)), that— 

“(аа) identifies that subscriber by name and 
address (street or rural route number, city, 
State, and гір code) and specifies the distant 
analog signals received by the subscriber; and 

"(bb) states, to the best of the satellite car- 
rier’s knowledge and belief, after having made 
diligent and good faith inquiries, that the sub- 
scriber is eligible under subsection (e) to receive 
the distant analog signals. 

“(1) FOR THOSE NOT RECEIVING DISTANT ANA- 
LOG SIGNALS.—In the case of any subscriber of a 
satellite carrier who is eligible to receive the dis- 
tant analog signal of a network station solely by 
reason of subsection (e) and who did not receive 
a distant analog signal of a station affiliated 
with the same network on October 1, 2004, the 
statutory license under paragraph (2) shall not 
apply to secondary transmissions by that sat- 
ellite carrier to that subscriber of the distant 
analog signal of a station affiliated with the 
same network. 

“(В) RULES FOR OTHER SUBSCRIBERS.—In the 
case of a subscriber of a satellite carrier who is 
eligible to receive the secondary transmission of 
the primary analog transmission of a network 
station under the statutory license under para- 
graph (2) (in this subparagraph referred to as a 
‘distant analog signal’), other than subscribers 
to whom subparagraph (A) applies, the fol- 
lowing shall apply: 

“(i) In a case in which the satellite carrier 
makes available to that subscriber, on January 
1, 2005, the secondary transmission of the pri- 
mary analog transmission of a local network 
station affiliated with the same television net- 
work pursuant to the statutory license under 
section 122, the statutory license under para- 
graph (2) shall apply only to secondary trans- 
missions by that satellite carrier to that sub- 
scriber of the distant analog signal of a station 
affiliated with the same television network if the 
subscriber’s satellite carrier, not later than 
March 1, 2005, submits to that television net- 
work a list, aggregated by designated market 
area (as defined in section 122(j)(2)(C)), that 
identifies that subscriber by name and address 
(street or rural route number, city, State, and 
zip code) and specifies the distant analog sig- 
nals received by the subscriber. 

ет) In a case in which the satellite carrier 
does not make available to that subscriber, on 
January 1, 2005, the secondary transmission of 
the primary analog transmission of a local net- 
work station affiliated with the same television 
network pursuant to the statutory license under 
section 122, the statutory license under para- 
graph (2) shall apply only to secondary trans- 
missions by that satellite carrier of the distant 
analog signal of a station affiliated with the 
same network to that subscriber if— 

“(І) that subscriber seeks to subscribe to such 
distant analog signal before the date on which 
such carrier commences to provide pursuant to 
the statutory license under section 122 the sec- 
ondary transmissions of the primary analog 
transmission of stations from the local market of 
such local network station; and 
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“(П) the satellite carrier, within 60 days after 
such date, submits to each television network a 
list that identifies each subscriber in that local 
market provided such an analog signal by name 
and address (street or rural route number, city, 
State, and zip code) and specifies the distant 
analog signals received by the subscriber. 

“(C) FUTURE APPLICABILITY.—The statutory 
license under paragraph (2) shall not apply to 
the secondary transmission by a satellite carrier 
of a primary analog transmission of a network 
station to a person who— 

“(1) is not a subscriber lawfully receiving such 
secondary transmission as of the date of the en- 
actment of the Satellite Home Viewer Extension 
and Reauthorization Act of 2004; and 

“(ii) at the time such person seeks to subscribe 
to receive such secondary transmission, resides 
in a local market where the satellite carrier 
makes available to that person the secondary 
transmission of the primary analog transmission 
of a local network station affiliated with the 
same television network pursuant to the statu- 
tory license under section 122, and such sec- 
ondary transmission of such primary trans- 
mission can reach such person. 

“(D) SPECIAL RULES FOR DISTANT DIGITAL SIG- 
NALS.—The statutory license under paragraph 
(2) shall apply to secondary transmissions by a 
satellite carrier to a subscriber of primary digital 
transmissions of network stations if such sec- 
ondary transmissions to such subscriber are per- 
mitted under section 339(a)(2)(D) of the Commu- 
nications Act of 1934, as in effect on the day 
after the date of the enactment of the Satellite 
Home Viewer Extension and Reauthorization 
Act of 2004, except that the reference to section 
73.683(a) of title 47, Code of Federal Regula- 
tions, referred to in section 339(a)(2)(D)(i)(D 
shall refer to such section as in effect on the 
date of the enactment of the Satellite Home 
Viewer Extension and Reauthorization Act of 
2004. 

“(Е) OTHER PROVISIONS NOT AFFECTED.—This 
paragraph shall not affect the applicability of 
the statutory license to secondary transmissions 
under paragraph (3) or to unserved households 
included under paragraph (12). 

“(Е) WAIVER.—A subscriber who is denied the 
secondary transmission of a network station 
under subparagraph (C) or (D) may request a 
waiver from such denial by submitting a re- 
quest, through the subscriber’s satellite carrier, 
to the network station in the local market affili- 
ated with the same network where the sub- 
scriber is located. The network station shall ac- 
cept or reject the subscriber’s request for a waiv- 
er within 30 days after receipt of the request. If 
the network station fails to accept or reject the 
subscriber’s request for a waiver within that 30- 
day period, that network station shall be 
deemed to agree to the waiver request. Unless 
specifically stated by the network station, a 
waiver that was granted before the date of the 
enactment of the Satellite Home Viewer Exten- 
sion and Reauthorization Act of 2004 under sec- 
tion 339(c)(2) of the Communications Act of 1934 
shall not constitute a waiver for purposes of this 
subparagraph. 

“(G) AVAILABLE DEFINED.—For purposes of 
this paragraph, a satellite carrier makes avail- 
able a secondary transmission of the primary 
transmission of a local station to a subscriber or 
person if the satellite carrier offers that sec- 
ondary transmission to other subscribers who re- 
side in the same zip code as that subscriber or 
person.’’. 

(2) Subsection (a) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

“(14) WAIVERS.—A subscriber who is denied 
the secondary transmission of a signal of a net- 
work station under subsection (a)(2)(B) may re- 
quest a waiver from such denial by submitting a 
request, through the subscriber’s satellite car- 
rier, to the network station asserting that the 
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secondary transmission is prohibited. The net- 
work station shall accept or reject a subscriber’s 
request for a waiver within 30 days after receipt 
of the request. If a television network station 
fails to accept or reject a subscriber’s request for 
a waiver within the 30-day period after receipt 
of the request, that station shall be deemed to 
agree to the waiver request and have filed such 
written waiver. Unless specifically stated by the 
network station, a waiver that was granted be- 
fore the date of the enactment of the Satellite 
Home Viewer Extension and Reauthorization 
Act of 2004 under section 339(c)(2) of the Com- 
munications Act of 1934, and that was in effect 
on such date of enactment, shall constitute a 
waiver for purposes of this paragraph.’’. 

(3) Subsection (b)(1) is amended by striking 
subparagraph (B) and inserting the following: 

“(В) a royalty fee for that 6-month period, 
computed by multiplying the total number of 
Subscribers receiving each secondary trans- 
mission of each superstation or network station 
during each calendar month by the appropriate 
rate in effect under this section.’’. 

(4) Subsection (b)(1) is further amended by 
adding at the end the following flush sentence: 
“Notwithstanding the provisions of subpara- 
graph (B), a satellite carrier whose secondary 
transmissions are subject to statutory licensing 
under paragraph (1) or (2) of subsection (a) 
shall have no royalty obligation for secondary 
transmissions to a subscriber under paragraph 
(3) of such subsection.’’. 

(5) Subsection (c) is amended to read as fol- 
lows: 

“(с) ADJUSTMENT OF ROYALTY FEES.— 

“(1) APPLICABILITY AND DETERMINATION OF 
ROYALTY FEES FOR ANALOG SIGNALS.— 

“(А) INITIAL FEE.—The appropriate fee for 
purposes of determining the royalty fee under 
subsection (b)(1)(B) for the secondary trans- 
mission of the primary analog transmissions of 
network stations and superstations shall be the 
appropriate fee set forth in part 258 of title 37, 
Code of Federal Regulations, as in effect on 
July 1, 2004, as modified under this paragraph. 

“(В) FEE SET BY VOLUNTARY NEGOTIATION.— 
On or before January 2, 2005, the Librarian of 
Congress shall cause to be published in the Fed- 
eral Register of the initiation of voluntary nego- 
tiation proceedings for the purpose of deter- 
mining the royalty fee to be paid by satellite 
carriers for the secondary transmission of the 
primary analog transmission of network stations 
and superstations under subsection (b)(1)(B). 

“(С) NEGOTIATIONS.—Satellite carriers, dis- 
tributors, and copyright owners entitled to roy- 
alty fees under this section shall negotiate in 
good faith in an effort to reach a voluntary 
agreement or agreements for the payment of roy- 
alty fees. Any such satellite carriers, distribu- 
tors and copyright owners may at any time ne- 
gotiate and agree to the royalty fee, and may 
designate common agents to negotiate, agree to, 
or pay such fees. If the parties fail to identify 
common agents, the Librarian of Congress shall 
do so, after requesting recommendations from 
the parties to the negotiation proceeding. The 
parties to each negotiation proceeding shall bear 
the cost thereof. 

“(D) AGREEMENTS BINDING ON PARTIES; FILING 
OF AGREEMENTS; PUBLIC NOTICE.—(i) Voluntary 
agreements negotiated at any time in accord- 
ance with this paragraph shall be binding upon 
all satellite carriers, distributors, and copyright 
owners that a parties thereto. Copies of such 
agreements shall be filed with the Copyright Of- 
fice within 30 days after execution in accord- 
ance with regulations that the Register of Copy- 
rights shall prescribe. 

“(С ) Within 10 days after publication in the 
Federal Register of a notice of the initiation of 
voluntary negotiation proceedings, parties who 
have reached a voluntary agreement may re- 
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quest that the royalty fees in that agreement be 
applied to all satellite carriers, distributors, and 
copyright owners without convening an arbitra- 
tion proceeding pursuant to subparagraph (E). 

"(II) Upon receiving a request under sub- 
clause (I), the Librarian of Congress shall imme- 
diately provide public notice of the royalty fees 
from the voluntary agreement and afford parties 
an opportunity to state that they object to those 
fees. 

“(ІШ) The Librarian shall adopt the royalty 
fees from the voluntary agreement for all sat- 
ellite carriers, distributors, and copyright own- 
ers without convening an arbitration proceeding 
unless a party with an intent to participate in 
the arbitration proceeding and a significant in- 
terest in the outcome of that proceeding objects 
under subclause (II). 

“(Е) PERIOD AGREEMENT IS ІМ EFFECT.—The 
obligation to pay the royalty fees established 
under a voluntary agreement which has been 
filed with the Copyright Office in accordance 
with this paragraph shall become effective on 
the date specified in the agreement, and shall 
remain in effect until December 31, 2009, or in 
accordance with the terms of the agreement, 
whichever is later. 

“(Е) FEE SET BY COMPULSORY ARBITRATION.— 

““1) NOTICE OF INITIATION OF PROCEEDINGS.— 
On or before May 1, 2005, the Librarian of Con- 
gress shall cause notice to be published in the 
Federal Register of the initiation of arbitration 
proceedings for the purpose of determining the 
royalty fee to be paid for the secondary trans- 
mission of primary analog transmission of net- 
work stations and superstations under sub- 
section (b)(1)(B) by satellite carriers and dis- 
tributors 

“(Т) in the absence of a voluntary agreement 
filed in accordance with subparagraph (D) that 
establishes royalty fees to be paid by all satellite 
carriers and distributors; or 

“(П) if an objection to the fees from a vol- 
untary agreement submitted for adoption by the 
Librarian of Congress to apply to all satellite 
carriers, distributors, and copyright owners is 
received under subparagraph (D) from a party 
with an intent to participate in the arbitration 
proceeding and a significant interest in the out- 
come of that proceeding. 


Such arbitrary proceeding shall be conducted 
under chapter 8 as in effect on the day before 
the date of the enactment of the Copyright Roy- 
alty and Distribution Act of 2004. 

“(ii) ESTABLISHMENT OF ROYALTY FEES.—In 
determining royalty fees under this subpara- 
graph, the copyright arbitration royalty panel 
appointed under chapter 8, as in effect on the 
day before the date of the enactment of the 
Copyright Royalty and Distribution Act of 2004 
Shall establish fees for the secondary trans- 
missions of the primary analog transmission of 
network stations and superstations that most 
clearly represent the fair market value of sec- 
ondary transmissions, except that the Librarian 
of Congress and any copyright arbitration roy- 
alty panel shall adjust those fees to account for 
the obligations of the parties under any applica- 
ble voluntary agreement filed with the Copy- 
right Office pursuant to subparagraph (D). In 
determining the fair market value, the panel 
shall base its decision on economic, competitive, 
and programming information presented by the 
parties, including— 

“(І) the competitive environment in which 
such programming is distributed, the cost of 
similar signals in similar private and compul- 
sory license marketplaces, and any special fea- 
tures and conditions of the retransmission mar- 
ketplace; 

“(П) the economic impact of such fees on 
copyright owners and satellite carriers; and 

“(ІШ) the impact on the continued availability 
of secondary transmissions to the public. 
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(0) PERIOD DURING WHICH DECISION OF ARBI- 
TRATION PANEL OR ORDER OF LIBRARIAN EFFEC- 
TIVE.—The obligation to pay the royalty fee es- 
tablished under a determination which— 

“(І) is made by a copyright arbitration royalty 
panel in an arbitration proceeding under this 
paragraph and is adopted by the Librarian of 
Congress under section 802(f), as in effect on the 
day before the date of the enactment of the 
Copyright Royalty and Distribution Act of 2004; 
or 

"(II) is established by the Librarian under 
section 802(f) as in effect on the day before such 
date of enactment shall be effective as of Janu- 
ary 1, 2005. 

"(iv) PERSONS SUBJECT TO ROYALTY FEE.—The 
royalty fee referred to in (iii) shall be binding on 
all satellite carriers, distributors and copyright 
owners, who are not party to a voluntary agree- 
ment filed with the Copyright Office under sub- 
paragraph (D). 

“(2) APPLICABILITY AND DETERMINATION OF 
ROYALTY FEES FOR DIGITAL SIGNALS.—The proc- 
ess and requirements for establishing the royalty 
fee payable under subsection (b)(1)(B) for the 
secondary transmission of the primary digital 
transmissions of network stations and supersta- 
tions shall be the same as that set forth in para- 
graph (1) for the secondary transmission of the 
primary analog transmission of network stations 
and superstations, except that— 

“(А) the initial fee under paragraph (1)(A) 
shall be the rates set forth in section 298.3(b)(1) 
and (2) of title 37, Code of Federal Regulations, 
as in effect on the date of the enactment of the 
Satellite Home Viewer Extension and Reauthor- 
ization Act of 2004, reduced by 22.5 percent; 

“(В) the notice of initiation of arbitration pro- 
ceedings required in paragraph (1)(F)(i) shall be 
published on or before December 31, 2005; and 

“(С) the royalty fees that are established for 
the secondary transmission of the primary dig- 
ital transmission of network stations and super- 
stations in accordance with to the procedures 
set forth in paragraph (1)(F)(iii) and are pay- 
able under subsection (b)(1)(B)— 

“(1) shall be reduced by 22.5 percent; and 

“(ii) shall be adjusted by the Librarian of 
Congress on January 1, 2007, and on January 1 
of each year thereafter, to reflect any changes 
occurring during the preceding 12 months in the 
cost of living as determined by the most recent 
Consumer Price Index (for all consumers and 
items) published by the Secretary of Labor.’’. 

(6) Subsection (a)(7), as redesignated by sec- 
tion 102(5) of this Act, is amended— 

(А) in subparagraph (А), by striking ''who 
does not reside іт an unserved household” and 
inserting “who is not eligible to receive the 
transmission under this section’’; 

(B) in subparagraph (В), by striking “who do 
not reside in unserved households” and insert- 
ing “who are not eligible to receive the trans- 
mission under this section"; and 

(C) in subparagraph (D), by striking “1з for 
private home viewing to an unserved house- 
hold” and inserting “18 to a subscriber who is 
eligible to receive the secondary transmission 
under this section". 

SEC. 104. STATUTORY LICENSE FOR SATELLITE 
RETRANSMISSION OF LOW POWER 
TELEVISION STATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 119(a) of title 17, 
United States Code (as amended by sections 102 
and 103 of this Act), is further amended by add- 
ing at the end the following: 

“(15) CARRIAGE OF LOW POWER TELEVISION 
STATIONS.— 

“(А) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding para- 
graph (2)(B), and subject to subparagraphs (B) 
through (F) of this paragraph, the statutory li- 
cense provided for in paragraphs (1) and (2) 
shall apply to the secondary transmission of the 
primary transmission of a network station or a 
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superstation that is licensed as a low power tele- 
vision station, to a subscriber who resides with- 
in the same local market. 

“(В) GEOGRAPHIC LIMITATION.— 

“(1) NETWORK STATIONS.—With respect to net- 
work stations, secondary transmissions provided 
for in subparagraph (A) shall be limited to sec- 
ondary transmissions to subscribers who— 

“(І) reside in the same local market as the sta- 
tion originating the signal; and 

“(П) reside within 35 miles of the transmitter 
site of such station, except that in the case of 
such a station located in a standard metropoli- 
tan statistical area which has 1 of the 50 largest 
populations of all standard metropolitan statis- 
tical areas (based on the 1980 decennial census 
of population taken by the Secretary of Com- 
merce), the number of miles shall be 20. 

“(ii) SUPERSTATIONS.—With respect to super- 
stations, secondary transmissions provided for 
in subparagraph (A) shall be limited to sec- 
ondary transmissions to subscribers who reside 
in the same local market as the station origi- 
nating the signal. 

“(С) NO APPLICABILITY TO REPEATERS AND 
TRANSLATORS.—Secondary transmissions  pro- 
vided for in subparagraph (A) shall not apply to 
any low power television station that retrans- 
mits the programs and signals of another tele- 
vision station for more than 2 hours each day. 

“(D) ROYALTY FEES.—Notwithstanding sub- 
section (b)(1)(B), a satellite carrier whose sec- 
ondary transmissions of the primary trans- 
missions of a low power television station are 
subject to statutory licensing under this section 
shall have no royalty obligation for secondary 
transmissions to a subscriber who resides within 
35 miles of the transmitter site of such station, 
except that in the case of such a station located 
in а standard metropolitan statistical area 
which has 1 of the 50 largest populations of all 
standard metropolitan statistical areas (based 
on the 1980 decennial census of population 
taken by the Secretary of Commerce), the num- 
ber of miles shall be 20. Carriage of a supersta- 
tion that is a low power television station with- 
in the station's local market, but outside of the 
35-mile or 20-mile radius described im the pre- 
ceding sentence, shall be subject to royalty pay- 
ments under section (b)(1)(B). 

"(E) LIMITATION TO SUBSCRIBERS TAKING 
LOCAL-INTO-LOCAL SERVICE.—Secondary trans- 
missions provided for in subparagraph (A) may 
be made only to subscribers who receive sec- 
ondary transmissions of primary transmissions 
from that satellite carrier pursuant to the statu- 
tory license under section 122, and only in con- 
formity with the requirements under 340(b) of 
the Communications Act of 1934, as in effect on 
the date of the enactment of the Satellite Home 
Viewer Extension and Reauthorization Act of 
2004.’’. 

SEC. 105. DEFINITIONS. 

Section 119(d) of title 17, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2)(A), by striking “а tele- 
vision broadcast station” and inserting “а tele- 
vision station licensed by the Federal Commu- 
nications Commission’’; 

(2) by amending paragraph (9) to read as fol- 
lows: 

“(9) SUPERSTATION.—The term ‘superstation’ 
means a television station, other than a network 
station, licensed by the Federal Communications 
Commission, that is secondarily transmitted by a 
satellite carrier.’’; 

(3) in paragraph (10)— 

(A) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘granted 
under regulations established under section 
339(c)(2) of the Communications Act of 1934" 
and inserting ‘‘that meets the standards of sub- 
section (a)(14) whether or not the waiver was 
granted before the date of the enactment of the 
Satellite Home Viewer Extension and Reauthor- 
ization Act of 2004’’; and 
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(B) in subparagraph (D), by striking “(а)(11)” 
and inserting ‘‘(a)(12)’’; and 

(4) by striking paragraphs (11) and (12) and 
inserting the following: 

“(11) LOCAL MARKET.—The term ‘local market’ 
has the meaning given such term under section 
122(j), except that with respect to a low power 
television station, the term ‘local market’ means 
the designated market area in which the station 
is located. 

“(12) LOW POWER TELEVISION STATION.—The 
term ‘low power television station’ means a low 
power television as defined under section 
74.701(f) of title 47, Code of Federal Regulations, 
as in effect on June 1, 2004. For purposes of this 
paragraph, the term ‘low power television sta- 
tion’ includes a low power television station 
that has been accorded primary status as a 
Class А television licensee under section 
73.6001(a) of title 47, Code of Federal Regula- 
tions. 

“(13) COMMERCIAL ESTABLISHMENT.—The term 
‘commercial establishment’— 

“(А) means an establishment used for commer- 
cial purposes, such as a bar, restaurant, private 
office, fitness club, oil rig, retail store, bank or 
other financial institution, supermarket, auto- 
mobile or boat dealership, or any other estab- 
lishment with a common business area; and 

“(В) does not include a multi-unit permanent 
or temporary dwelling where private home view- 
ing occurs, such as a hotel, dormitory, hospital, 
apartment, condominium, от prison.’’. 

SEC. 106. EFFECT ON CERTAIN PROCEEDINGS. 

Nothing in this title shall modify any remedy 
imposed on a party that is required by the judg- 
ment of a court in any action that was brought 
before May 1, 2004, against that party for a vio- 
lation of section 119 of title 17, United States 
Code. 

SEC. 107. STATUTORY LICENSE FOR SATELLITE 
CARRIERS RETRANSMITTING SUPER- 
STATION SIGNALS TO COMMERCIAL 
ESTABLISHMENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 119 of title 17, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(1)— 

(A) by inserting “от for viewing in a commer- 
cial establishment” after “јот private home 
viewing’’ each place it appears; and 

(В) by striking "household" and inserting 
“subscriber’’; 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking “от private 
home viewing’’ each place it appears; 

(3) in subsection (d)(1)— 

(А) by striking ‘јот private home viewing"; 
and 

(B) by inserting “іт accordance with the pro- 
visions of this section” before the period; 

(4) in subsection (d)(6), by inserting ‘‘pursu- 
ant to this section” before the period; and 

(5) in subsection (d)(8)— 

(A) by striking “who” and inserting “от enti- 
ty that’’; 

(В) by striking “for private home viewing"; 
and 

(С) by inserting “іп accordance with the pro- 
visions of this section” before the period. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Subsections 
(а)(4) and (d)(1)(A) of section 111 of title 17, 
United States Code, are each amended by strik- 
ing ‘от private home viewing’’. 

SEC. 108. EXPEDITED CONSIDERATION OF VOL- 
UNTARY AGREEMENTS TO PROVIDE 
SATELLITE SECONDARY TRANS- 
MISSIONS TO LOCAL MARKETS. 

Section 119 of title 17, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

"(f) EXPEDITED CONSIDERATION BY JUSTICE 
DEPARTMENT OF VOLUNTARY AGREEMENTS TO 
PROVIDE SATELLITE SECONDARY TRANSMISSIONS 
TO LOCAL MARKETS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—In a case in which no sat- 
ellite carrier makes available, to subscribers lo- 
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cated in a local market, as defined in section 
122(j)(2), the secondary transmission into that 
market of a primary transmission of one or more 
television broadcast stations licensed by the 
Federal Communications Commission, and two 
or more satellite carriers request a business re- 
view letter in accordance with section 50.6 of 
title 28, Code of Federal Regulations (as in ef- 
fect on July 7, 2004), in order to assess the legal- 
ity under the antitrust laws of proposed busi- 
ness conduct to make or carry out an agreement 
to provide such secondary transmission into 
such local market, the appropriate official of the 
Department of Justice shall respond to the re- 
quest no later than 90 days after the date on 
which the request is received. 

“(2) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sub- 
section, the term ‘antitrust laws’— 

“(А) has the meaning given that term in sub- 
section (a) of the first section of the Clayton Act 
(15 U.S.C. 12(a)), except that such term includes 
section 5 of the Federal Trade Commission Act 
(15 U.S.C. 45) to the extent such section 5 ap- 
plies to unfair methods of competition; and 

"(B) includes any State law similar to the 
laws referred to in paragraph (1).’’. 

SEC. 109. STUDY. 

No later than June 30, 2008, the Register of 
Copyrights shall report to the Committee on the 
Judiciary of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate 
the Register's findings and recommendations on 
the operation and revision of the statutory li- 
censes under sections 111, 119, and 122 of title 
17, United States Code. The report shall include, 
but not be limited to, the following: 

(1) A comparison of the royalties paid by li- 
censees under such sections, including historical 
rates of increases in these royalties, a compari- 
son between the royalties under each such sec- 
tion and the prices paid in the marketplace for 
comparable programming. 

(2) An analysis of the differences in the terms 
and conditions of the licenses under such sec- 
tions, an analysis of whether these differences 
are required or justified by historical, techno- 
logical, or regulatory differences that affect the 
satellite and cable industries, and an analysis of 
whether the cable or satellite industry is placed 
in a competitive disadvantage due to these terms 
and conditions. 

(3) An analysis of whether the licenses under 
such sections are still justified by the bases 
upon which they were originally created. 

(4) An analysis of the correlation, if any, be- 
tween the royalties, or lack thereof, under such 
sections and the fees charged to cable and sat- 
ellite subscribers, addressing whether cable and 
satellite companies have passed to subscribers 
any savings realieed as a result of the royalty 
Structure and amounts under such sections. 

(5) An analysis of issues that may arise with 
respect to the application of the licenses under 
such sections to the secondary transmissions of 
the primary transmissions of network stations 
and superstations that originate as digital sig- 
nals, including issues that relate to the applica- 
tion of the unserved household limitations 
under section 119 of title 17, United States Code, 
and to the determination of royalties of cable 
systems and satellite carriers. 

SEC. 110. ADDITIONAL STUDY. 

No later than December 31, 2005, the Register 
of Copyrights shall report to the Committee on 
the Judiciary of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on the Judiciary of the Sen- 
ate the Register’s findings and recommendations 
on the following: 

(1) The extent to which the unserved house- 
hold limitation for network stations contained 
in section 119 of title 17, United States Code, has 
operated efficiently and effectively and has for- 
warded the goal of title 17, United States Code, 
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to protect copyright owners of over-the-air tele- 
vision programming, including what amend- 
ments, if any, are necessary to effectively iden- 
tify the application of the limitation to indi- 
vidual households to receive secondary trans- 
missions of primary digital transmissions of net- 
work stations. 

(2) The extent to which secondary trans- 
missions of primary transmissions of network 
stations and superstations under section 119 of 
title 17, United States Code, harm copyright 
owners of broadcast programming throughout 
the United States and the effect, if any, of the 
statutory license under section 122 of title 17, 
United States Code, in reducing such harm. 

SEC. 111. SPECIAL RULES. 

(a) RESTRICTIONS ON TRANSMISSION OF DIS- 
TANT TELEVISION STATIONS IN AREAS OF ALASKA 
WHERE LOCAL-INTO-LOCAL SERVICE IS AVAIL- 
ABLE.—Section 119(a) of title 17, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end thereof 
the following: 

“(16) RESTRICTED TRANSMISSION OF OUT-OF- 
STATE DISTANT NETWORK SIGNALS INTO CERTAIN 
MARKETS.— 

“(А) OUT-OF-STATE NETWORK AFFILIATES.— 
Notwithstanding any other provision of this 
title, the statutory license in this subsection and 
subsection (b) shall not apply to any secondary 
transmission of the primary transmission of a 
network station located outside of the State of 
Alaska to any subscriber in that State to whom 
the secondary transmission of the primary 
transmission of a television station located in 
that State is made available by the satellite car- 
rier pursuant to section 122. 

“(В) EXCEPTION.—The limitation in subpara- 
graph (A) shall not apply to the secondary 
transmission of the primary transmission of a 
digital signal of a network station located out- 
side of the State of Alaska if at the time that the 
secondary transmission is made, no television 
station licensed to a community in the State and 
affiliated with the same network makes primary 
transmissions of a digital signal.’’. 

(b) EXTRA DMA DEEMED LOCAL.—Section 
122(j)(2) of title 17, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

“(D) CERTAIN AREAS OUTSIDE OF ANY DES- 
IGNATED MARKET AREA.—Any census area, bor- 
ough, or other area in the State of Alaska that 
is outside of a designated market area, as deter- 
mined by Nielsen Media Research, shall be 
deemed to be part of one of the local markets in 
the State of Alaska. A satellite carrier may de- 
termine which local market in the State of Alas- 
ka will be deemed to be the relevant local market 
in connection with each subscriber in such cen- 
sus area, borough, or other area.’’. 

SEC. 112. TECHNICAL AMENDMENT. 

Section 803(b)(1)(A)(i) (V) of title 17, United 
States Code, as amended by the Copyright Roy- 
alty and Distribution Reform Act of 2004, is 
amended by inserting before the period at the 
end the following: ‘‘, except that in the case of 
proceedings under section 111 that are scheduled 
to commence in 2005, such notice may not be 
published. 

TITLE II—FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 

COMMISSION OPERATIONS 
SEC. 201. EXTENSION OF RETRANSMISSION CON- 
SENT EXEMPTION. 

Section 325(b)(2)(C) of the Communications 
Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 325(b)(2)(C)) is amended 
by striking ‘‘December 31, 2004” and inserting 
“December 31, 2009”, 

SEC. 202. CABLE/SATELLITE COMPARABILITY. 

(a) AMENDMENT.—Part I of title III of the 
Communications Act of 1934 is amended by in- 
serting after section 339 (47 U.S.C. 339) the fol- 
lowing new section: 
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“SEC. 340. SIGNIFICANTLY VIEWED SIGNALS PER- 
MITTED TO BE CARRIED. 

“(а) SIGNIFICANTLY VIEWED STATIONS.—In ad- 
dition to the broadcast signals that subscribers 
may receive under section 338 and 339, a sat- 
ellite carrier is also authorized to retransmit to 
a subscriber located in a community the signal 
of any station located outside the local market 
in which such subscriber is located, to the extent 
such signal— 

“(1) has, before the date of enactment of the 
Satellite Home Viewer Extension and Reauthor- 
ization Act of 2004, been determined by the Fed- 
eral Communications Commission to be a signal 
a cable operator may carry ав significantly 
viewed in such community, except to the extent 
that such signal is prevented from being carried 
by a cable system in such community under the 
Commission’s network nonduplication and syn- 
dicated exclusivity rules; or 

“(2) is, after such date of enactment, deter- 
mined by the Commission to be significantly 
viewed in such community in accordance with 
the same standards and procedures concerning 
shares of viewing hours and audience surveys 
as are applicable under the rules, regulations, 
and authorizations of the Commission to deter- 
mining with respect to a cable system whether 
signals are significantly viewed in a community. 

*(b) LIMITATIONS.— 

“(1) ANALOG SERVICE LIMITED TO SUBSCRIBERS 
TAKING LOCAL-INTO-LOCAL SERVICE.—With re- 
Spect to a signal that originates as an analog 
signal of a network station, this section shall 
apply only to retransmissions to subscribers of a 
satellite carrier who receive retransmissions of a 
signal that originates as an analog signal of a 
local network station from that satellite carrier 
pursuant to section 336. 

“(2) DIGITAL SERVICE LIMITATIONS.—With те- 
Spect to a signal that originates as a digital sig- 
nal of a network station, this section shall 
apply only if— 

“(А) the subscriber receives from the satellite 
carrier pursuant to section 338 the retrans- 
mission of the digital signal of a network station 
in the subscriber's local market that is affiliated 
with the same television network; and 

“(В) either— 

“(і) the retransmission of the local network 
Station occupies at least the equivalent band- 
width as the digital signal retransmitted pursu- 
ant to this section; or 

“(ii) the retransmission of the local network 
station is comprised of the entire bandwidth of 
the digital signal broadcast by such local net- 
work station. 

“(3) LIMITATION NOT APPLICABLE WHERE NO 
NETWORK AFFILIATES.—The limitations in рата- 
graphs (1) and (2) shall not prohibit a retrans- 
mission under this section to a subscriber lo- 
cated in a local market in which there are no 
network stations affiliated with the same tele- 
vision network as the station whose signal is 
being retransmitted pursuant to this section. 

“(4) AUTHORITY TO GRANT STATION-SPECIFIC 
WAIVERS.—Paragraphs (1) and (2) shall not pro- 
hibit a retransmission of a network station to a 
subscriber if and to the extent that the network 
station in the local market in which the sub- 
scriber is located, and that is affiliated with the 
same television network, has privately nego- 
tiated and affirmatively granted a waiver from 
the requirements of paragraph (1) and (2) to 
such satellite carrier with respect to retrans- 
mission of the significantly viewed station to 
such subscriber. 

“(с) PUBLICATION AND MODIFICATIONS OF 
LISTS; REGULATIONS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Commission shall— 

“(А) within 60 days after the date of enact- 
ment of the Satellite Home Viewer Extension 
and Reauthorization Act of 2004— 

“(i) publish а list of the stations that are eligi- 
ble for retransmission under subsection (a) (1) 
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and the communities in which such stations are 
eligible for such retransmission; and 

“(ii) commence а rulemaking proceeding to im- 
plement this section by publication of a notice of 
proposed rulemaking; 

“(В) adopt rules pursuant to such rulemaking 
within one year after such date of enactment. 

“(2) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY OF LIST.—The Com- 
mission shall make readily available to the pub- 
lic in electronic form, on the Internet website of 
the Commission or other comparable facility, a 
list of the stations that are eligible for retrans- 
mission under subsection (a) and the commu- 
nities in which such stations are eligible for 
such retransmission. The Commission shall up- 
date such list within 10 business days after the 
date on which the Commission issues an order 
making any modification of such stations and 
communities. 

“(3) MODIFICATIONS.—In addition to cable op- 
erators and television broadcast station licens- 
ees, the Commission shall permit a satellite car- 
rier to petition for decisions and orders— 

“(А) by which stations тау be added to those 
that are eligible for retransmission under sub- 
section (a), and by which communities may be 
added in which such stations are eligible for 
such retransmission; and 

“(В) by which network nonduplication or 
syndicated exclusivity regulations are applied to 
the retransmission in accordance with sub- 
section (е). 

“(d) EFFECT ON OTHER OBLIGATIONS AND 
RIGHTS.— 

“(1) NO EFFECT ON CARRIAGE OBLIGATIONS.— 
Carriage of a signal under this section is not 
mandatory, and any right of a station licensee 
to have the signal of such station carried under 
section 338 is not affected by the eligibility of 
such station to be carried under this section. 

“(2) RETRANSMISSION CONSENT RIGHTS NOT AF- 
FECTED.—The eligibility of the signal of a sta- 
tion to be carried under this section does not af- 
fect any right of the licensee of such station to 
grant (or withhold) retransmission consent 
under section 325(b)(1). 

“(e) NETWORK NONDUPLICATION AND SYN- 
DICATED EXCLUSIVITY.— 

“(1) NOT APPLICABLE EXCEPT AS PROVIDED BY 
COMMISSION REGULATIONS.—Signals eligible to be 
carried under this section are not subject to the 
Commission’s regulations concerning network 
nonduplication or syndicated exclusivity unless, 
pursuant to regulations adopted by the Commis- 
sion, the Commission determines to permit net- 
work nonduplication or syndicated exclusivity 
to apply within the appropriate zone of protec- 
tion. 

“(2) LIMITATION.—Nothing in this subsection 
or Commission regulations shall permit the ap- 
plication of network nonduplication or syn- 
dicated exclusivity regulations to the retrans- 
mission of distant signals of network stations 
that are carried by a satellite carrier pursuant 
to a statutory license under section 119(a)(2)(A) 
or (B) of title 17, United States Code, with re- 
spect to persons who reside in unserved house- 
holds, under 119(a)(4)(A), or under section 
119(a)(12), of such title. 

“(/) ENFORCEMENT.— 

“(1) ORDERS AND DAMAGES.—Upon complaint, 
the Commission shall issue a cease and desist 
order to any satellite carrier found to have vio- 
lated this section in carrying any television 
broadcast station. Such order may, if a com- 
plaining station requests damages— 

“(А) provide for the award of damages to a 
complaining station that establishes that the 
violation was committed in bad faith, in an 
amount up to $50 per subscriber, per station, per 
day of the violation; and 

“(В) provide for the award of damages to a 
prevailing satellite carrier if the Commission de- 
termines that the complaint was frivolous, in an 
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amount up to $50 per subscriber alleged to be in 
violation, per station alleged, per day of the al- 
leged violation. 

“(2) COMMISSION DECISION.—The Commission 
shall issue a final determination resolving a 
complaint brought under this subsection not 
later than 180 days after the submission of a 
complaint under this subsection. The Commis- 
sion may hear witnesses if it clearly appears, 
based on written filings by the parties, that 
there is a genuine dispute about material facts. 
Except as provided in the preceding sentence, 
the Commission may issue a final ruling based 
on written filings by the parties. 

“(3) REMEDIES IN ADDITION.—The remedies 
under this subsection are in addition to any 
remedies available under title 17, United States 
Code. 

“(4) NO EFFECT ON COPYRIGHT PROCEEDINGS.— 
Any determination, action, or failure to act of 
the Commission under this subsection shall have 
no effect on any proceeding under title 17, 
United States Code, and shall not be introduced 
in evidence in any proceeding under that title. 
In no instance shall a Commission enforcement 
proceeding under this subsection be required as 
a predicate to the pursuit of a remedy available 
under title 17. 

“(g) NOTICES CONCERNING SIGNIFICANTLY 
VIEWED STATIONS.—Each satellite carrier that 
proposes to commence the retransmission of a 
station pursuant to this section in any local 
market shall— 

“(1) not less than 60 days before commencing 
such retransmission, provide a written notice to 
any television broadcast station in such local 
market of such proposal; and 

“(2) designate on such carrier’s website all 
significantly viewed signals carried pursuant to 
section 340 and the communities in which the 
signals are carried. 

“(һ) ADDITIONAL CORRESPONDING CHANGES IN 
REGULATIONS.— 

“(1) COMMUNITY-BY-COMMUNITY ELECTIONS.— 
The Commission shall, no later than October 30, 
2005, revise section 76.66 of its regulations (47 
CFR 76.66), concerning satellite broadcast signal 
carriage, to permit (at the next cycle of elections 
under section 325) a television broadcast station 
that is located in a local market into which a 
satellite carrier retransmits a television broad- 
cast station pursuant to section 338, to elect, 
with respect to such satellite carrier, between re- 
transmission consent pursuant to such section 
325 and mandatory carriage pursuant to section 
338 separately for each county within such sta- 
tion’s local market, if— 

“(А) the satellite carrier has notified the sta- 
tion, pursuant to paragraph (3), that it intends 
to carry another affiliate of the same network 
pursuant to this section during the relevant 
election period in the station’s local market; or 

“(В) on the date notification under paragraph 
(3) was due, the satellite carrier was retransmit- 
ting into the station’s local market pursuant to 
this section an affiliate of the same television 
network. 

“(2) UNIFIED NEGOTIATIONS.—In revising its 
regulations as required by paragraph (1), the 
Commission shall provide that any such station 
shall conduct a unified negotiation for the en- 
tire portion of its local market for which re- 
transmission consent is elected. 

“(3) ADDITIONAL PROVISIONS.—The Commis- 
sion shall, no later than October 30, 2005, revise 
its regulations to provide the following: 

“(А) NOTIFICATIONS BY SATELLITE CARRIER.— 
A satellite carrier’s retransmission of television 
broadcast stations pursuant to this section shall 
be subject to the following limitations: 

“(1) In any local market in which the satellite 
carrier provides service pursuant to section 338 
on the date of enactment of the Satellite Home 
Viewer Extension and Reauthorization Act of 
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2004, the carrier may notify a television broad- 
cast station in that market, at least 60 days 
prior to any date on which the station must 
thereafter make an election under section 76.66 
of the Commission's regulations (47 CFR 76.66), 
of— 

"(I) each affiliate of the same television net- 
work that the carrier reserves the right to re- 
transmit into that station's local market pursu- 
ant to this section during the next election cycle 
under such section of such regulations; and 

“(П) for each such affiliate, the communities 
into which the satellite carrier reserves the right 
to make such retransmissions. 

“(Gi) In any local market in which the satellite 
carrier commences service pursuant to section 
338 after the date of enactment of the Satellite 
Home Viewer Extension and Reauthorization 
Act of 2004, the carrier may notify a station in 
that market, at least 60 days prior to the intro- 
duction of such service in that market, and 
thereafter at least 60 days prior to any date on 
which the station must thereafter make an elec- 
tion under section 76.66 of the Commission's reg- 
ulations (47 CFR 76.66), of each affiliate of the 
same television network that the carrier reserves 
the right to retransmit into that station's local 
market during the next election cycle under 
such section of such regulations. 

“111) Beginning with the 2005 election cycle, а 
satellite carrier may only retransmit pursuant to 
this section during the pertinent election period 
a signal— 

“(І) as to which it has provided the notifica- 
tions set forth in clauses (i) and (ii); or 

“(П) that it was retransmitting into the local 
market under this section as of the date such 
notifications were due. 

"(B) HARMONIZATION OF ELECTIONS AND RE- 
TRANSMISSION CONSENT AGREEMENTS.—If a sat- 
ellite carrier notifies a television broadcast sta- 
tion that it reserves the right to retransmit an 
affiliate of the same television network during 
the next election cycle pursuant to this section, 
the station may choose between retransmission 
consent and mandatory carriage for any portion 
of the 3-year election cycle that is not covered 
by an existing retransmission consent agree- 
ment. 

“(і) DEFINITIONS.—As used in this section: 

“(1) LOCAL MARKET; SATELLITE CARRIER; SUB- 
SCRIBER; TELEVISION BROADCAST STATION.—The 
terms ‘local market’, ‘satellite carrier’, ‘sub- 
scriber’, and ‘television broadcast station’ have 
the meanings given such terms in section 338(k). 

“(2) NETWORK STATION; TELEVISION NET- 
WORK.—The terms ‘network station’ and ‘tele- 
vision network’ have the meanings given such 
terms in section 339(d). 

“(3) COMMUNITY.—The 
means— 

“(А) a county or a cable community, as deter- 
mined under the rules, regulations, and author- 
izations of the Commission applicable to deter- 
mining with respect to a cable system whether 
signals are significantly viewed; or 

"(B) а satellite community, as determined 
under such rules, regulations, and authoriza- 
tions (or revisions thereof) as the Commission 
may prescribe in implementing the requirements 
of this section. 

“(4) BANDWIDTH.—The terms ‘equivalent 
bandwidth’ and ‘entire bandwidth’ shall be de- 
fined by the Commission by regulation, except 
that this paragraph shall not be construed— 

“(А) to prevent a satellite operator from using 
compression technology; 

“(В) to require a satellite operator to use the 
identical bandwidth or bit rate as the local or 
distant broadcaster whose signal it is те- 
transmitting; 

“(С) to require a satellite operator to use the 
identical bandwidth or bit rate for a local net- 
work station as it does for a distant network 
station; 
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“(D) to affect a satellite operator’s obligations 
under subsection (a)(1); or 

“(Е) to affect the definitions of ‘program re- 
lated’ and ‘primary video’.’’. 

SEC. 203. CARRIAGE OF LOCAL STATIONS ON A 
SINGLE DISH. 

(a) AMENDMENTS.—Section 338 of the Commu- 
nications Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 338(d)) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (g) and (h) as 
subsections (j) and (k), respectively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (f) the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

“(0) CARRIAGE OF LOCAL STATIONS ON А SIN- 
GLE DISH.— 

“(1) SINGLE DISH.—Each satellite carrier that 
retransmits the analog signals of local television 
broadcast stations in a local market shail re- 
transmit such analog signals in such market by 
means of a single reception antenna and associ- 
ated equipment. 

“(2) EXCEPTION.—If the carrier retransmits 
signals in the digital television service, the car- 
rier shall retransmit such digital signals in such 
market by means of a single reception antenna 
and associated equipment, but such antenna 
and associated equipment may be separate from 
the single reception antenna and associated 
equipment used for analog television service sig- 
nals. 

“(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The requirements of 
paragraphs (1) and (2) of this subsection shall 
apply on and after 18 months after the date of 
enactment of the Satellite Home Viewer Exten- 
sion and Reauthorization Act of 2004. 

“(4) NOTICE OF DISRUPTIONS.—A carrier that 
is providing signals of a local television broad- 
cast station in a local market under this section 
on the date of enactment of the Satellite Home 
Viewer Extension and Reauthorization Act of 
2004 shall, not later than 15 months after such 
date of enactment, provide to the licensees for 
such stations and the carrier’s subscribers in 
such local market a notice that displays promi- 
nently and conspicuously a clear statement of— 

“(А) any reallocation of signals between dif- 
ferent reception antennas and associated equip- 
ment that the carrier intends to make in order to 
comply with the requirements of this subsection; 

“(В) the need, if any, for subscribers to obtain 
an additional reception antenna and associated 
equipment to receive such signals; and 

“(С) any cessation of carriage or other mate- 
rial change in the carriage of signals as a con- 
sequence of the requirements of this para- 
graph.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS: COMMISSION 
ENFORCEMENT OF SECTION; LOW POWER TELE- 
VISION STATIONS.— 

(1) Section 338(a) of such Act is amended by 
striking paragraphs (1) and (2) and inserting 
the following: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Each satellite carrier pro- 
viding, under section 122 of title 17, United 
States Code, secondary transmissions to sub- 
scribers located within the local market of a tel- 
evision broadcast station of a primary trans- 
mission made by that station shall carry upon 
request the signals of all television broadcast 
stations located within that local market, sub- 
ject to section 325(b). 

“(2) REMEDIES FOR FAILURE TO CARRY.—In 
addition to the remedies available to television 
broadcast stations under section 501(f) of title 
17, United States Code, the Commission may use 
the Commission's authority under this Act to as- 
sure compliance with the obligations of this sub- 
section, but in no instance shall a Commission 
enforcement proceeding be required as a predi- 
cate to the pursuit of a remedy available under 
such section 501(f). 

"(3 LOW POWER STATION CARRIAGE OP- 
TIONAL.—No low power television station whose 
signals are provided under section 119(a)(14) of 
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title 17, United States Code, shall be entitled to 
insist on carriage under this section, regardless 
of whether the satellite carrier provides sec- 
ondary transmissions of the primary trans- 
missions of other stations in the same local mar- 
ket pursuant to section 122 of such title, nor 
shall any such carriage be considered in connec- 
tion with the requirements of subsection (c) of 
this section.’’. 

(2) Section 338(c)(1) of such Act is amended by 
striking "'subsection (a)? and inserting ‘‘sub- 
section (a)(1)’’. 

(3) Section 338(k) of such Act (as redesignated 
by subsection (a)(1)) is amended— 

(A) by redesignating paragraphs (4) through 
(7) as paragraphs (5) through (8), respectively; 
and 

(B) by inserting after paragraph (3) the fol- 
lowing new paragraph: 

“(4) LOW POWER TELEVISION STATION.—The 
term ‘low power television station’ means a low 
power television station as defined under section 
74.701(f) of title 47, Code of Federal Regulations, 
as in effect on June 1, 2004. For purposes of this 
paragraph, the term ‘low power television sta- 
tion’ includes a low power television station 
that has been accorded primary status as a 
Class А television licensee under section 
73.6001(a) of title 47, Code of Federal Regula- 
tions.”’. 

SEC. 204. REPLACEMENT OF DISTANT SIGNALS 
WITH LOCAL SIGNALS. 

(a) REPLACEMENT.—Section 339(a) of the Com- 
munications Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 339(a)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by adding at the end the 
following new sentence: ‘Such two network sta- 
tions may be comprised of both the analog sig- 
nal and digital signal of not more than two net- 
work stations.’’; 

(2) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para- 
graph (3); 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol- 
lowing new paragraph: 

“(2) REPLACEMENT OF DISTANT SIGNALS WITH 
LOCAL SIGNALS.—Notwithstanding any other 
provision of paragraph (1), the following rules 
shall apply after the date of enactment of the 
Satellite Home Viewer Extension and Reauthor- 
ization Act of 2004: 

“(А) RULES FOR GRANDFATHERED SUBSCRIBERS 
TO ANALOG SIGNALS.— 

“(і) FOR THOSE RECEIVING DISTANT ANALOG 
SIGNALS.—In the case of a subscriber of a sat- 
ellite carrier who is eligible to receive the analog 
signal of a network station solely by reason of 
section 119(e) of title 17, United States Code (in 
this subparagraph referred to as a ‘distant ana- 
log signal’), and who, as of October 1, 2004, is 
receiving the distant analog signal of that net- 
work station, the following shall apply: 

“() In a case in which the satellite carrier 
makes available to the subscriber the analog sig- 
nal of a local network station affiliated with the 
same television network pursuant to section 338, 
the carrier may only provide the secondary 
transmissions of the distant analog signal of a 
station affiliated with the same network to that 
subscriber— 

“(аа) if, within 60 days after receiving the no- 
tice of the satellite carrier under section 
338(h)(1) of this Act, the subscriber elects to re- 
tain the distant analog signal; but 

“(bb) only until such time as the subscriber 
elects to receive such local analog signal. 

“(II) Notwithstanding subclause (I), the car- 
rier may not retransmit the distant analog sig- 
nal to any subscriber who is eligible to receive 
the analog signal of a network station solely by 
reason of section 119(e) of title 17, United States 
Code, unless such carrier, within 60 days after 
the date of the enactment of the Satellite Home 
Viewer Extension and Reauthorization Act of 
2004, submits to that television network the list 
and statement required by subparagraph (F)(i). 
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“(й) FOR THOSE NOT RECEIVING DISTANT ANA- 
LOG SIGNALS.—In the case of any subscriber of a 
satellite carrier who is eligible to receive the dis- 
tant analog signal of a network station solely by 
reason of section 119(e) of title 17, United States 
Code, and who did not receive a distant analog 
signal of a station affiliated with the same net- 
work on October 1, 2004, the carrier may not 
provide the secondary transmissions of the dis- 
tant analog signal of a station affiliated with 
the same network to that subscriber. 

“(В) RULES FOR OTHER SUBSCRIBERS ТО ANA- 
LOG SIGNALS.—In the case of a subscriber of a 
satellite carrier who is eligible to receive the 
analog signal of a network station under this 
section (in this subparagraph referred to as a 
‘distant analog signal’), other than subscribers 
to whom subparagraph (A) applies, the fol- 
lowing shall apply: 

“(i) In a case in which the satellite carrier 
makes available to that subscriber, on January 
1, 2005, the analog signal of a local network sta- 
tion affiliated with the same television network 
pursuant to section 338, the carrier may only 
provide the secondary transmissions of the dis- 
tant analog signal of a station affiliate with the 
same network to that subscriber if the sub- 
scriber's satellite carrier, not later than March 
1, 2005, submits to that television network the 
list and statement required by subparagraph 
(FY). 

"(ij In a case in which the satellite carrier 
does not make available to that subscriber, on 
January 1, 2005, the analog signal of a local net- 
work station pursuant to section 338, the carrier 
may only provide the secondary transmissions of 
the distant analog signal of a station affiliated 
with the same network to that subscriber if— 

“(І) that subscriber seeks to subscribe to such 
distant analog signal before the date on which 
such carrier commences to carry pursuant to 
section 338 the analog signals of stations from 
the local market of such local network station; 
and 

“(П) the satellite carrier, within 60 days after 
such date, submits to each television network 
the list and statement required by subparagraph 
(F)i). 

"(C) FUTURE APPLICABILITY.—A satellite car- 
rier may not provide a distant analog signal 
(within the meaning of subparagraph (A) or 
(B)) to a person who— 

**(1) is not a subscriber lawfully receiving such 
secondary transmission as of the date of the en- 
actment of the Satellite Home Viewer Extension 
and Reauthorization Act of 2004; and 

“(8) at the time such person seeks to subscribe 
to receive such secondary transmission, resides 
in a local market where the satellite carrier 
makes available to that person the analog signal 
of a local network station affiliated with the 
same television network pursuant to section 338, 
and the retransmission of such signal by such 
carrier can reach such subscriber. 

"(D) SPECIAL RULES FOR DISTANT DIGITAL SIG- 
NALS.— 

“(1) ELIGIBILITY.—In the case of a subscriber 
of a satellite carrier who, with respect to a local 
network station— 

“(Т) is a subscriber whose household is located 
outside the coverage area of the analog signal of 
such station as predicted by the model specified 
in subsection (c)(3) of this section for the signal 
intensity required under section 73.683(a) of title 
47 of the Code of Federal Regulations, or a suc- 
cessor regulation; 

“(П) is іп an unserved household as deter- 
mined under section 119(d)(1)(A) of title 17, 
United States Code; or 

“(Ш) is, after the date on which the condi- 
tions required by clause (vii) are met with re- 
spect to such station, determined under clause 
(vi) of this subparagraph to be unable to receive 
a digital signal of such local network station 
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that exceeds the signal intensity standard speci- 
fied in such clause; 

such subscriber is eligible to receive the digital 
signal of a distant network station affiliated 
with the same network under this section (in 
this subparagraph referred to as a ‘distant dig- 
ital signal’) subject to the provisions of this sub- 
paragraph. 

“(й) PRE-ENACTMENT DISTANT DIGITAL SIGNAL 
SUBSCRIBERS.—Any eligible subscriber under this 
subparagraph who is a lawful subscriber to such 
a distant digital signal as of the date of enact- 
ment of the Satellite Home Viewer Extension 
and Reauthorieation Act of 2004 may continue 
to receive such distant digital signal, whether or 
not such subscriber elects to subscribe to local 
digital signals. 

“(11) LOCAL-TO-LOCAL ANALOG MARKETS.—In 
а case in which the satellite carrier makes avail- 
able to an eligible subscriber under this sub- 
paragraph the analog signal of a local network 
station pursuant to section 338, the carrier may 
only provide the distant digital signal of a sta- 
tion affiliated with the same network to that 
subscriber if— 

“(І) in the case of any local market in the 48 
contiguous States of the United States, the dis- 
tant digital signal is the secondary transmission 
of a station whose prime time network program- 
ming is generally broadcast simultaneously 
with, or later than, the prime time network pro- 
gramming of the affiliate of the same network in 
the local market; 

“(П) in any local market, the retransmission 
of the distant digital signal of the distant sta- 
tion occupies at least the equivalent bandwidth 
(as such term is defined by the Commission 
under section 340(h)(4)) as the digital signal 
broadcast by such station; and 

“(Ш) the subscriber subscribes to the analog 
signal of such local network station within 60 
days after such signal is made available by the 
satellite carrier, and adds to or replaces such 
analog signal with the digital signal from such 
local network station within 60 days after such 
signal is made available by the satellite carrier, 
except that such distant digital signal may con- 
tinue to be provided to a subscriber who cannot 
be reached by the satellite transmission of the 
local digital signal. 

“(ію) LOCAL-TO-LOCAL DIGITAL MARKETS.— 
After the date on which a satellite carrier makes 
available the digital signal of a local network 
station, the carrier may not offer the distant 
digital signal of a network station affiliated 
with the same television network to any new 
subscriber to such distant digital signal after 
such date, except that such distant digital sig- 
nal may be provided to a new subscriber who 
cannot be reached by the satellite transmission 
of the local digital signal. 

“(v) NON-LOCAL-TO-LOCAL MARKETS.—After 
the date of enactment of the Satellite Home 
Viewer Extension and Reauthorization Act of 
2004, if the satellite carrier does not make avail- 
able the digital signal of a local network station 
in a local market, the satellite carrier may offer 
a new subscriber after such date who is eligible 
under this subparagraph a distant digital signal 
from a station affiliated with the same network 
and, in the case of any local market in the 48 
contiguous States of the United States, whose 
prime time network programming is generally 
broadcast simultaneously with, or later than, 
the prime time network programming of the af- 
filiate of the same network in the local market, 
except that— 

“(І) such carrier may continue to provide 
such distant digital signal to such a subscriber 
after the date on which the carrier makes avail- 
able the digital signal of a local network station 
affiliated with such network only if such sub- 
scriber subscribes to the digital signal from such 
local network station; and 


November 19, 2004 


“(П) the limitation contained in subclause (I) 
of this clause shall not apply to a subscriber 
that cannot be reached by the satellite trans- 
mission of the local digital signal. 

“(vi) SIGNAL TESTING FOR DIGITAL SIGNALS.— 

“(Т) A subscriber shall be eligible for a distant 
digital signal under clause (i)(III) if such sub- 
scriber is determined, based on a test conducted 
in accordance with section 73.686(d) of title 47, 
Code of Federal Regulations, or any successor 
regulation, not to be able to receive a signal that 
exceeds the signal intensity standard in section 
73.622(e)(1) of title 47, Code of Federal Regula- 
tions, as in effect on the date of enactment of 
the Satellite Home Viewer Extension and Reau- 
thorization Act of 2004. 

“(II) Such test shall be conducted, upon writ- 
ten request for a digital signal strength test by 
the subscriber to the satellite carrier, within 30 
days after the date the subscriber submits such 
request for the test. Such test shall be conducted 
by a qualified and independent person selected 
by the satellite carrier and the network station 
or stations, or who has been previously ap- 
proved by the satellite carrier and by each af- 
fected network station but not previously dis- 
approved. A tester may not be so disapproved 
for a test after the tester has commenced such 
test. 

*(III) Unless the satellite carrier and the net- 
work station or stations otherwise agree, the 
costs of conducting the test shall be borne as fol- 
lows: 

“(аа) If the subscriber is not eligible for a dis- 
tant digital signal under clause (i)(I) of this 
subparagraph (by reason of being outside of the 
coverage area of the analog signal), the satellite 
carrier may request the station licensee for a 
waiver. 

*(bb) If the licensee agrees to a waiver, or 
fails to respond to a waiver request within 30 
days, the subscriber may receive such distant 
digital signal. 

“(сс) If the licensee refuses to grant a waiver, 
the subscriber may request the satellite carrier 
to conduct the test. 

“(аа) If the satellite carrier requests the test 
and— 

“(АА) the station's signal is determined to ex- 
ceed such signal intensity standard, the costs of 
the test shall be borne by the satellite carrier; 

“(ВВ) the station's signal is determined to not 
exceed such signal intensity standard, the costs 
of the test shall be borne by the licensee. 

“(ее) If the satellite carrier does not request 
the test, or fails to respond within 30 days, the 
Subscriber may request the test be conducted 
under the supervision of the carrier, and the 
costs of the test shall be borne by the subscriber 
in accordance with regulations prescribed by the 
Commission. Such regulations shall also require 
the carrier to notify the subscriber of the typical 
costs of such test. 

“(ой) TRIGGER EVENTS FOR USE OF TESTING.— 
A subscriber shall not be eligible for a distant 
digital signal under clause (i)(III) pursuant to a 
test conducted under clause (vii) until— 

“(Т) in the case of a subscriber whose house- 
hold is located within the area predicted to be 
served (by the predictive model for analog sig- 
nals under subsection (b)(3) of this section) by 
the signal of a local network station and who is 
seeking a distant digital signal of a station af- 
filiated with the same network as that local net- 
work station— 

“(аа) April 30, 2006, if such local network sta- 
tion is within the top 100 television markets 
and— 

“(АА) has received a tentative digital tele- 
vision service channel designation that is the 
same as such station's current digital television 
service channel; or 

“(ВВ) has been found by the Commission to 
have lost interference protection; or 
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"(bb) July 15, 2007, for any other local net- 
work stations, other than translator stations li- 
censed to broadcast on the date of enactment of 
the Satellite Home Viewer Extension and Reau- 
thorieation Act of 2004; or 

“(П) in the case of a translator station, one 
year after the date on which the Commission 
completes all actions necessary for the alloca- 
tion and assignment of digital television licenses 
to television translator stations. 

"(vii TESTING WAIVERS.—Upon request by a 
local network station, the Commission may 
grant a waiver with respect to such station to 
the beginning of testing under clause (vii), and 
prohibit subscribers from receiving digital signal 
strength testing with respect to such station. 
Such a request shall be filed not less than 5 
months prior to the implementation deadline 
specified in such clause, and the Commission 
shall act on such request by such implementa- 
tion deadline. Such a waiver shall expire at the 
end of not more than 6 months, except that a 
waiver may be renewed upon a proper showing. 
The Commission may only grant such a request 
upon submission of clear and convincing evi- 
dence that the station’s digital signal coverage 
is limited due to the unremediable presence of 
one or more of the following: 

“(І) the need for international coordination or 
approvals; 

"(1I) clear zoning or environmental legal im- 
pediments; 

“(IID force majeure; 

“(IV) the station experiences a substantial de- 
crease in its digital signal coverage area due to 
necessity of using side-mounted antenna; 

"(V) substantial technical problems that re- 
sult in a station experiencing a substantial de- 
crease in its coverage area solely due to actions 
to avoid interference with emergency response 
providers; or 

"(VI) no satellite carrier is providing the re- 
transmission of the analog signals of local net- 
work stations under section 338 in the local mar- 
ket. 

Under no circumstances may such a waiver be 
based upon financial exigency. 

"(ir) SPECIAL WAIVER PROVISION FOR TRANS- 
LATORS.—Upon request by a television trans- 
lator station, the Commission may grant, for not 
more than 3 years, a waiver with respect to such 
station to the beginning of testing under clause 
(vii), and prohibit subscribers from receiving 
digital signal strength testing with respect to 
such station, if the Commission determines that 
the translator station is not broadcasting a dig- 
ital signal due to one or more of the following: 

“(Т) frequent occurrence of inclement weather; 
or 

“(П) mountainous terrain at the transmitter 
tower location. 

“(х) SAVINGS PROVISION.—Nothing in this sub- 
paragraph shall be construed to affect a satellite 
carrier's obligations under section 338. 

"(xi) DEFINITION.—For purposes of clause 
(viii), the term ‘emergency response providers’ 
means Federal, State, or local governmental and 
nongovernmental emergency public safety, law 
enforcement, fire, emergency response, emer- 
gency medical (including hospital emergency fa- 
cilities), and related personnel, organizations, 
agencies, or authorities. 

“(Е) AUTHORITY TO GRANT STATION-SPECIFIC 
WAIVERS.—This paragraph shall not prohibit a 
retransmission of a distant analog signal or dis- 
tant digital signal (within the meaning of sub- 
paragraph (A), (B), or (D)) of any distant net- 
work station to any subscriber to whom the sig- 
nal of a local network station affiliated with the 
same network is available, if and to the extent 
that such local network station has affirma- 
tively granted a waiver from the requirements of 
this paragraph to such satellite carrier with re- 
spect to retransmission of such distant network 
station to such subscriber. 
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“(Е) NOTICES TO NETWORKS OF DISTANT SIGNAL 
SUBSCRIBERS.— 

“(i) Within 60 days after the date of enact- 
ment of the Satellite Home Viewer Extension 
and Reauthorization Act of 2004, each satellite 
carrier that provides a distant signal of a net- 
work station to a subscriber pursuant to sub- 
paragraph (A) or (B)(i) of this paragraph shall 
submit to each network— 

“(І) a list, aggregated by designated market 
area, identifying each subscriber provided such 
a signal by— 

“(аа) name; 

*(bb) address (street or rural route number, 
city, State, and zip code); and 

“(сс) the distant network signal or signals те- 
ceived; and 

“(II) a statement that, to the best of the car- 
rier’s knowledge and belief after having made 
diligent and good faith inquiries, the subscriber 
is qualified under the existing law to receive the 
distant network signal or signals pursuant to 
subparagraph (A) or (B)(i) of this paragraph. 

“(ii) Within 60 days after the date a satellite 
carrier commences to carry pursuant to section 
338 the signals of stations from a local market, 
such a satellite carrier that provides a distant 
signal of a network station to a subscriber pur- 
suant to subparagraph (B)(ii) of this paragraph 
shall submit to each network— 

“(І)а list identifying each subscriber in that 
local market provided such a signal by— 

“(аа) name; 

*(bb) address (street or rural route number, 
city, State, and zip code); and 

“(сс) the distant network signal or signals те- 
ceived; and 

“(II) a statement that, to the best of the car- 
rier’s knowledge and belief after having made 
diligent and good faith inquiries, the subscriber 
is qualified under the existing law to receive the 
distant network signal or signals pursuant to 
subparagraph (B)(ii) of this paragraph. 

“(G) OTHER PROVISIONS NOT AFFECTED.—This 
paragraph shall not affect the eligibility of a 
subscriber to receive secondary transmissions 
under section 340 of this Act or as an unserved 
household included under section 119(a)(12) of 
title 17, United States Code. 

“(Н) AVAILABLE DEFINED.—For purposes of 
this paragraph, a satellite carrier makes avail- 
able a local signal to a subscriber or person if 
the satellite carrier offers that local signal to 
other subscribers who reside in the same zip 
code as that subscriber от person.’’; and 

(4) in paragraph (3) (as redesignated by para- 
graph (2) of this subsection), by adding at the 
end the following: ‘‘, except that paragraph 
(2)(D) of this subsection, relating to the provi- 
sion of distant digital signals, shall be enforce- 
able under the provisions of section 340(f)’’. 

(b) STUDY OF DIGITAL STRENGTH TESTING 
PROCEDURES.—Section 339(c) of such Act (47 
U.S.C. 339(c)) is amended by striking paragraph 
(1) and inserting the following: 

“(1) STUDY OF DIGITAL STRENGTH TESTING 
PROCEDURES.— 

“(А) STUDY REQUIRED.—Not later than one 
year after the date of the enactment of the Sat- 
ellite Home Viewer Extension and Reauthoriza- 
tion Act of 2004, the Federal Communications 
Commission shall complete an inquiry regarding 
whether, for purposes of identifying if a house- 
hold is unserved by an adequate digital signal 
under section 119(d)(10) of title 17, United States 
Code, the digital signal strength standard in 
section 73.622(e)(1) of title 47, Code of Federal 
Regulations, or the testing procedures in section 
73.686(d) of title 47, Code of Federal Regula- 
tions, such statutes or regulations should be re- 
vised to take into account the types of antennas 
that are available to consumers. 

“(В) STUDY CONSIDERATIONS.—In conducting 
the study under this paragraph, the Commission 
shall consider whether— 
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“(4) to account for the fact that an antenna 
can be mounted on a roof or placed in a home 
and can be fixed or capable of rotating; 

“(ii) section 73.686(d) of title 47, Code of Fed- 
eral Regulations, should be amended to create 
different procedures for determining if the req- 
uisite digital signal strength is present than for 
determining if the requisite analog signal 
strength is present; 

“(Gii) a standard should be used other than 
the presence of a signal of a certain strength to 
ensure that a household can receive а high- 
quality picture using antennas of reasonable 
cost and ease of installation; 

*(iv) to develop a predictive methodology for 
determining whether a household is unserved by 
an adequate digital signal under section 
119(d)(10) of title 17, United States Code; 

“(о) there is a wide variation in the ability of 
reasonably priced consumer digital television 
sets to receive over-the-air signals, such that at 
a given signal strength some may be able to dis- 
play high-quality pictures while others cannot, 
whether such variation is related to the price of 
the television set, and whether such variation 
should be factored into setting a standard for 
determining whether a household is unserved by 
an adequate digital signal; and 

*(vi) to account for factors such as building 
loss, external interference sources, or undesired 
signals from both digital television and analog 
television stations using either the same or adja- 
cent channels in nearby markets, foliage, and 
man-made clutter. 

“(С) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 
the date of the enactment of the Satellite Home 
Viewer Extension and Reauthorization Act of 
2004, the Federal Communications Commission 
shall submit to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate a report con- 
taining— 

“(1) the results of the study under this para- 
graph; and 

“(1) recommendations, if any, as to what 
changes should be made to Federal statutes or 
regulations.’’. 

SEC. 205. ADDITIONAL NOTICES ТО SUB- 
SCRIBERS, NETWORKS, AND STA- 
TIONS CONCERNING SIGNAL CAR- 
RIAGE. 

Section 338 of the Communications Act of 1934 
(47 U.S.C. 338) is further amended by inserting 
after subsection (g) (as added by section 203) the 
following new subsection: 

“(һ) ADDITIONAL NOTICES TO SUBSCRIBERS, 
NETWORKS, AND STATIONS CONCERNING SIGNAL 
CARRIAGE.— 

“(1) NOTICES TO AND ELECTIONS BY SUB- 
SCRIBERS CONCERNING GRANDFATHERED SIG- 
NALS.—Any carrier that provides a distant sig- 
nal of a network station to a subscriber pursu- 
ant section 339(a)(2)(A) shall— 

“(А) within 60 days after the local signal of a 
network station of the same television network 
is available pursuant to section 338, or within 60 
days after the date of enactment of the Satellite 
Home Viewer Extension and Reauthorization 
Act of 2004, whichever is later, send a notice to 
the subscriber— 

“(1) offering to substitute the local network 
signal for the duplicating distant network sig- 
nal; and 

“(ii) informing the subscriber that, if the sub- 
scriber fails to respond in 60 days, the subscriber 
will lose the distant network signal but will be 
permitted to subscribe to the local network sig- 
nal; and 

“(B) if the subscriber— 

“(1) elects to substitute such local network sig- 
nal within such 60 days, switch such subscriber 
to such local network signal within 10 days 
after the end of such 60-day period; or 
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“(ii) fails to respond within such 60 days, ter- 
minate the distant network signal within 10 
days after the end of such 60-day period. 

“(2) NOTICE TO STATION LICENSEES OF COM- 
MENCEMENT OF LOCAL-INTO-LOCAL SERVICE.— 

“(А) NOTICE REQUIRED.—Within 180 days 
after the date of enactment of the Satellite Home 
Viewer Extension and Reauthorization Act of 
2004, the Commission shall revise the regulations 
under this section relating to notice to broadcast 
station licensees to comply with the require- 
ments of this paragraph. 

“(В) CONTENTS OF COMMENCEMENT NOTICE.— 
The notice required by such regulations shall in- 
form each television broadcast station licensee 
within any local market in which a satellite car- 
rier proposes to commence carriage of signals of 
stations from that market, not later than 60 
days prior to the commencement of such car- 
riage— 

01) of the carrier's intention to launch local- 
into-local service under this section in a local 
market, the identity of that local market, and 
the location of the carrier’s proposed local re- 
ceive facility for that local market; 

“(ii) of the right of such licensee to elect car- 
riage under this section or grant retransmission 
consent under section 325(b); 

(111) that such licensee has 30 days from the 
date of the receipt of such notice to make such 
election; and 

"(iv) that failure to make such election will 
result in the loss of the right to demand carriage 
under this section for the remainder of the 3- 
year cycle of carriage under section 325. 

“(С) TRANSMISSION OF NOTICES.—Such regula- 
tions shall require that each satellite carrier 
shall transmit the notices required by such regu- 
lation via certified mail to the address for such 
television station licensee listed in the consoli- 
dated database system maintained by the Com- 
mission.’’. 

SEC. 206. PRIVACY RIGHTS OF SATELLITE SUB- 
SCRIBERS. 

(a) AMENDMENT.—Section 338 of the Commu- 
nications Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 338) is further 
amended by inserting after subsection (h) (as 
added by section 205) the following new sub- 
section: 

"(i PRIVACY RIGHTS OF SATELLITE SUB- 
SCRIBERS.— 

“(1) NOTICE.—At the time of entering into an 
agreement to provide any satellite service or 
other service to a subscriber and at least once a 
year thereafter, a satellite carrier shall provide 
notice in the form of a separate, written state- 
ment to such subscriber which clearly and con- 
spicuously informs the subscriber of— 

“(А) the nature of personally identifiable in- 
formation collected or to be collected with re- 
spect to the subscriber and the nature of the use 
of such information; 

“(В) the nature, frequency, and purpose of 
any disclosure which may be made of such in- 
formation, including an identification of the 
types of persons to whom the disclosure may be 
made; 

“(С) the period during which such informa- 
tion will be maintained by the satellite carrier; 

"(D) the times and place at which the sub- 
scriber may have access to such information in 
accordance with paragraph (5); and 

“(Е) the limitations provided by this section 

with respect to the collection and disclosure of 
information by a satellite carrier and the right 
of the subscriber under paragraphs (7) and (9) 
to enforce such limitations. 
In the case of subscribers who have entered into 
such an agreement before the effective date of 
this subsection, such notice shall be provided 
within 180 days of such date and at least once 
a year thereafter. 

“(2) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sub- 
section, other than paragraph (9)— 
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“(А) the term ‘personally identifiable informa- 
tion’ does not include any record of aggregate 
data which does not identify particular persons; 

“(В) the term ‘other service’ includes any wire 
or radio communications service provided using 
any of the facilities of a satellite carrier that are 
used in the provision of satellite service; and 

“(C) the term ‘satellite carrier’ includes, іт 
addition to persons within the definition of sat- 
ellite carrier, any person who— 

“(1) is owned or controlled by, or under com- 
mon ownership or control with, a satellite car- 
rier; and 

“(ii) provides any wire or radio communica- 
tions service. 

“(3) PROHIBITIONS.— 

“(А) CONSENT TO COLLECTION.—Except as pro- 
vided in subparagraph (B), a satellite carrier 
shall not use any facilities used by the satellite 
carrier to collect personally identifiable informa- 
tion concerning any subscriber without the prior 
written or electronic consent of the subscriber 
concerned. 

“(В) EXCEPTIONS.—A Satellite carrier may use 
such facilities to collect such information in 
order to— 

“(i) obtain information necessary to render а 
satellite service or other service provided by the 
satellite carrier to the subscriber; or 

“(ii) detect unauthorized reception of satellite 
communications. 

“(4) DISCLOSURE.— 

“(А) CONSENT TO DISCLOSURE.—Except as pro- 
vided in subparagraph (B), a satellite carrier 
shall not disclose personally identifiable infor- 
mation concerning any subscriber without the 
prior written or electronic consent of the sub- 
Scriber concerned and shall take such actions as 
are necessary to prevent unauthorized access to 
such information by a person other than the 
subscriber or satellite carrier. 

“(В) EXCEPTIONS.—A Satellite carrier may dis- 
close such information if the disclosure is— 

“(1) necessary to render, or conduct a legiti- 
mate business activity related to, a satellite serv- 
ice or other service provided by the satellite car- 
rier to the subscriber; 

“(ii) subject to paragraph (9), made pursuant 
to a court order authorizing such disclosure, if 
the subscriber is notified of such order by the 
person to whom the order is directed; 

“(1йї) a disclosure of the names and addresses 
of subscribers to any satellite service or other 
service, if— 

“(І) the satellite carrier has provided the sub- 
scriber the opportunity to prohibit or limit such 
disclosure; and 

“(II) the disclosure does not reveal, directly or 
indirectly, the— 

“(аа) extent of any viewing or other use by 
the subscriber of a satellite service or other serv- 
ice provided by the satellite carrier; or 

*(bb) the nature of any transaction made by 
the subscriber over any facilities used by the 
satellite carrier; or 

*(iv) to a government entity as authorized 
under chapters 119, 121, or 206 of title 18, United 
States Code, except that such disclosure shall 
not include records revealing satellite subscriber 
selection of video programming from a satellite 
carrier. 

“(5) ACCESS BY SUBSCRIBER.—A satellite sub- 
scriber shall be provided access to all personally 
identifiable information regarding that sub- 
scriber which is collected and maintained by a 
satellite carrier. Such information shall be made 
available to the subscriber at reasonable times 
and at a convenient place designated by such 
satellite carrier. A satellite subscriber shall be 
provided reasonable opportunity to correct any 
error in such information. 

“(6) DESTRUCTION OF INFORMATION.—A sat- 
ellite carrier shall destroy personally identifi- 
able information if the information is no longer 
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necessary for the purpose for which it was col- 
lected and there are no pending requests or or- 
ders for access to such information under para- 
graph (5) or pursuant to a court order. 

“(7) PENALTIES.—Any person aggrieved by 
any act of a satellite carrier in violation of this 
section may bring a civil action in a United 
States district court. The court may award— 

“(А) actual damages but not less than liq- 
uidated damages computed at the rate of $100 a 
day for each day of violation or $1,000, which- 
ever is higher; 

“(В) punitive damages; and 

“(С) reasonable attorneys’ fees and other liti- 
gation costs reasonably incurred. 

The remedy provided by this subsection shall be 
in addition to any other lawful remedy avail- 
able to a satellite subscriber. 

“(8) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this 
title shall be construed to prohibit any State 
from enacting or enforcing laws consistent with 
this section for the protection of subscriber pri- 
vacy. 

“(9) COURT ORDERS.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (4)(B)(iv), a governmental entity may 
obtain personally identifiable information con- 
cerning a satellite subscriber pursuant to a 
court order only if, in the court proceeding rel- 
evant to such court order— 

“(А) such entity offers clear and convincing 
evidence that the subject of the information is 
reasonably suspected of engaging in criminal 
activity and that the information sought would 
be material evidence in the case; and 

“(В) the subject of the information is afforded 
the opportunity to appear and contest such en- 
tity's claim.". 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Section 338(i) of the 
Communications Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 338(i)) as 
amended by subsection (a) of this section shall 
be effective 60 days after the date of enactment 
of this Act. 

SEC. 207. RECIPROCAL BARGAINING OBLIGA- 
TIONS. 

(a) AMENDMENTS.—Section 325(b)(3)(C) of the 
Communications Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 
325(b)(3)(C)) is amended— 

(1) by striking “Within 45 days” and all that 
follows through “1999, the" апа inserting 
“Тһе”; 

(2) by striking the second sentence; 

(3) by striking “ата” at the end of clause (i); 

(4) in clause (ii)— 

(A) by striking “January 1, 2006” and insert- 
ing "January 1, 2010”; and 

(B) by striking the period at the end and in- 
serting ‘‘; апа”; and 

(5) by adding at the end the following new 
clauses: 

“(1й) until January 1, 2010, prohibit a multi- 
channel video programming distributor from 
failing to negotiate in good faith for retrans- 
mission consent under this section, and it shall 
not be a failure to negotiate in good faith if the 
distributor enters into retransmission consent 
agreements containing different terms and con- 
ditions, including price terms, with different 
broadcast stations if such different terms and 
conditions are based on competitive marketplace 
considerations.’’. 

(б) DEADLINE.—The Federal Communications 
Commission shall prescribe regulations to imple- 
ment the amendments made by subsection (a)(5) 
within 180 days after the date of enactment of 
this Act. 

SEC. 208. STUDY OF IMPACT ON CABLE TELE- 
VISION SERVICE. 

(a) STUDY REQUIRED.—No later than 9 months 
after the date of enactment of the Satellite Home 
Viewer Extension and Reauthorization Act of 
2004, the Federal Communications Commission 
Shall complete an inquiry regarding the impact 
on competition in the multichannel video pro- 
gramming distribution market of the current re- 
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transmission consent, network nonduplication, 
syndicated exclusivity, and sports blackout 
rules, including the impact of those rules on the 
ability of rural cable operators to compete with 
direct broadcast satellite industry in the provi- 
sion of digital broadcast television signals to 
consumers. Such report shall include such rec- 
ommendations for changes in any statutory pro- 
visions relating to such rules as the Commission 
deems appropriate. 

(b) REPORT REQUIRED.—The Federal Commu- 
nications Commission shall submit a report on 
the results of the inquiry required by subsection 
(a) to the Committee on Energy and Commerce 
of the House of Representatives and the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation of the Senate not later than 9 months 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 209. REDUCTION OF REQUIRED TESTS. 

Section 339(c)(4) of the Communications Act of 
1934 (47 U.S.C. 339(c)(4)) is amended by insert- 
ing after subparagraph (C) the following new 
Subparagraphs: 

“(П) REDUCTION OF VERIFICATION BURDENS.— 
Within one year after the date of enactment of 
the Satellite Home Viewer Extension and Reau- 
thorization Act of 2004, the Commission shall by 
rule exempt from the verification requirements 
of subparagraph (A) any request for a test made 
by a subscriber to a satellite carrier to whom the 
retransmission of the signals of local broadcast 
stations is available under section 338 from such 
carrier. 

“(Е) EXCEPTION.—A satellite carrier тау 
refuse to engage in the testing process. If the 
carrier does so refuse, a subscriber in a local 
market in which the satellite carrier does not 
offer the signals of local broadcast stations 
under section 338 may, at his or her own ex- 
pense, authorize a signal intensity test to be 
performed pursuant to the procedures specified 
by the Commission in section 73.686(а) of title 
47, Code of Federal Regulations, by a tester who 
is approved by the satellite carrier and by each 
affected network station, or who has been pre- 
viously approved by the satellite carrier and by 
each affected network station but not previously 
disapproved. A tester may not be so disapproved 
for a test after the tester has commenced such 
test. The tester shall give 5 business days ad- 
vance written notice to the satellite carrier and 
to the affected network station or stations. A 
signal intensity test conducted in accordance 
with this subparagraph shall be determinative 
of the signal strength received at that household 
for purposes of determining whether the house- 
hold is capable of receiving a Grade B intensity 
signal.’’. 

SEC. 210. SATELLITE CARRIAGE OF TELEVISION 
STATIONS IN NONCONTIGUOUS 
STATES. 

Section 338(a) of the Communications Act of 
1934 (47 U.S.C. 338(a)) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

“(4) CARRIAGE OF SIGNALS OF LOCAL STATIONS 
IN CERTAIN MARKETS.—A Satellite carrier that of- 
fers multichannel video programming distribu- 
tion service in the United States to more than 
5,000,000 subscribers shall (A) within 1 year 
after the date of the enactment of the Satellite 
Home Viewer Extension and Reauthorization 
Act of 2004, retransmit the signals originating as 
analog signals of each television broadcast sta- 
tion located in any local market within a State 
that is not part of the contiguous United States, 
and (B) within 30 months after such date of en- 
actment retransmit the signals originating as 
digital signals of each such station. The retrans- 
missions of such stations shall be made available 
to substantially all of the satellite carrier’s sub- 
scribers in each station’s local market, and the 
retransmissions of the stations in at least one 
market in the State shall be made available to 
substantially all of the satellite carrier's sub- 
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scribers in areas of the State that are not within 
a designated market area. The cost to sub- 
scribers of such retransmissions shall not exceed 
the cost of retransmissions of local television 
stations in other States. Within 1 year after the 
date of enactment of that Act, the Commission 
shall promulgate regulations concerning elec- 
tions by television stations in such State be- 
tween mandatory carriage pursuant to this sec- 
tion and retransmission consent pursuant to 
section 325(b), which shall take into account the 
schedule on which local television stations are 
made available to viewers in such State.”’. 

SEC. 211. CARRIAGE OF TELEVISION SIGNALS TO 

CERTAIN SUBSCRIBERS. 

Part I of title III of the Communications Act 
of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 301 et seq.) is amended by in- 
serting after section 339 the following: 

“SEC. 341. CARRIAGE OF TELEVISION SIGNALS TO 
CERTAIN SUBSCRIBERS. 

“(а)(1) ІМ GENERAL.—A cable operator or 
satellite carrier may elect to retransmit, to sub- 
scribers in an eligible county— 

“(А) any television broadcast stations that are 
located in the State in which the county is lo- 
cated and that any cable operator or satellite 
carrier was retransmitting to subscribers in the 
county on January 1, 2004; or 

“(В) up to 2 television broadcast stations lo- 
cated in the State in which the county is lo- 
cated, if the number of television broadcast sta- 
tions that the cable operator or satellite carrier 
is authorized to carry under paragraph (1) is 
less than 3. 

“(2) DEEMED SIGNIFICANTLY VIEWED.—Any 
station described in subsection (a) is deemed to 
be significantly viewed in the eligible county 
within the meaning of section 76.54 of the Com- 
mission’s regulations (47 С.Е.В. 76.54). 

“(3) DEFINITION OF ELIGIBLE COUNTY.—For 
purposes of this section, the term “‘eligible coun- 
ty" means any 1 of 4 counties that— 

“(А) are in a single State; 

“(В) on January 1, 2004, were each in des- 
ignated market ares in which the majority of 
counties were located in another State or States; 
and 

“(C) as a group had a combined total of 41,340 
television households according to the U.S. Tele- 
vision Household Estimates by Nielsen Media 
Research for 2003-2004. 

“(4) LIMITATION.—Carriage of а station 
under this section shall be at the option of the 
cable operator or satellite carrier.’’. 

“(b) CERTAIN MARKETS.—Notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, a satellite carrier 
may not carry the signal of a television station 
into an adjacent local market that is comprised 
of only a portion of a county, other than to 
unserved households located in that county.’’. 
SEC. 212. DIGITAL TRANSITION SAVINGS PROVI- 

SION. 

Nothing in the dates by which requirements or 
other provisions are effective under this Act or 
the amendments made by this Act shall be con- 
strued— 

(1) to impair the authority of the Federal 
Communications Commission to take any action 
with respect to the transition by television 
broadcasters to the digital television service; or 

(2) to require the Commission to take any such 
action. 

SEC. 213. AUTHORIZING BROADCAST SERVICE IN 
UNSERVED AREAS OF ALASKA. 

Title III of the Communications Act of 1934 is 
amended as follows: 

(1) In section 307(c)(3)— 

(A) by striking “ату hearing” and inserting 
in lieu thereof “ату administrative or judicial 
hearing"; and 

(B) by inserting “от section 402" after ‘‘sec- 
tion 405”, 

(2) In section 307, by adding at the end the 
following new subsection: 
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“(f) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, (1) any holder of a broadcast license may 
broadcast to an area of Alaska that otherwise 
does not have access to over the air broadcasts 
via translator, microwave, or other alternative 
signal delivery even if another holder of a 
broadcast license begins broadcasting to such 
area, (2) any holder of a broadcast license who 
has broadcast to an area of Alaska that did not 
have access to over the air broadcasts via trans- 
lator, microwave, or other alternative signal de- 
livery may continue providing such service even 
if another holder of a broadcast license begins 
broadcasting to such area, and shall not be 
fined or subject to any other penalty, forfeiture, 
or revocation related to providing such service 
including any fine, penalty, forfeiture, or rev- 
ocation for continuing to operate notwith- 
standing orders to the contrary.’’. 

(3) In section 312(g), by inserting before the 
period at the end the following: ‘‘; except that 
the Commission may extend or reinstate such 
station license if the holder of the station license 
prevails in an administrative or judicial appeal, 
the applicable law changes, or for any other 
reason to promote equity and fairness. Any 
broadcast license revoked or terminated in Alas- 
ka in a proceeding related to broadcasting via 
translator, microwave, or other alternative sig- 
nal delivery is reinstated”. 

TITLE X—SNAKE RIVER WATER RIGHTS 

ACT OF 2004 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the “Snake River 
Water Rights Act of 2004”. 

SEC. 2. PURPOSES. 

The purposes of this Act are— 

(1) to resolve some of the largest outstanding 
issues with respect to the Snake River Basin Ad- 
judication in Idaho in such a manner as to pro- 
vide important benefits to the United States, the 
State of Idaho, the Nee Perce Tribe, the 
allottees, and citizens of the State; 

(2) to achieve a fair, equitable, and final set- 
tlement of all claims of the Nez Perce Tribe, its 
members, and allottees and the United States on 
behalf of the Tribe, its members, and allottees to 
the water of the Snake River Basin within 
Idaho; 

(3) to authorize, ratify, and confirm the 
Agreement among the parties submitted to the 
Snake River Basin Adjudication Court and pro- 
vide all parties with the benefits of the Agree- 
ment; 

(4) to direct— 

(A) the Secretary, acting through the Bureau 
of Reclamation, the Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment, the Bureau of Indian Affairs, and other 
agencies; and 

(B) the heads of other Federal agencies au- 
thorized to execute and perform actions nec- 
essary to carry out the Agreement; 
to perform all of their obligations under the 
Agreement and this Act; and 

(5) to authorize the actions and appropria- 
tions necessary for the United States to meet the 
obligations of the United States under the 
Agreement and this Act. 

SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 

(1) AGREEMENT.—The term “Agreement” 
means the document titled ‘‘Mediator’s Term 
Sheet’’ dated April 20, 2004, and submitted on 
that date to the SRBA Court in SRBA Consoli- 
dated Subcase 03-10022 and SRBA Consolidated 
Subcase 67-13701, with all appendices to the 
document. 

(2) ALLOTTEE.—The term ‘‘allottee’’ means а 
person that holds a beneficial real property in- 
terest in an Indian allotment that is— 

(A) located within the Nez Perce Reservation; 
and 

(B) held in trust by the United States. 
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(3) CONSUMPTIVE USE RESERVED WATER 
RIGHT.—The term ‘‘consumptive use reserved 
water right" means the Federal reserved water 
right of 50,000 acre-feet per year, as described in 
the Agreement, to be decreed to the United 
States in trust for the Tribe and the allottees, 
with a priority date of 1855. 

(4) PARTIES.—The term ''parties" means the 
United States, the State, the Tribe, and any 
other entity or person that submitted, or joined 
in the submission of, the Agreement to the 
SRBA Court on April 20, 2004. 

(5) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” means 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

(6) SNAKE RIVER BASIN.—The term “Snake 
River Basin” means the geographic area in the 
State described in paragraph 3 of the Com- 
mencement Order issued by the SRBA Court on 
November 19, 1987. 

(7) SPRINGS OR FOUNTAINS WATER RIGHT.—The 
term ''springs or fountains water right" means 
the Tribe’s treaty right of access to and use of 
water from springs or fountains on Federal pub- 
lic land within the area ceded by the Tribe in 
the Treaty of June 9, 1863 (14 Stat. 647), as rec- 
ognized under the Agreement. 

(8) SRBA.—The term “SRBA” means the 
Snake River Basin Adjudication litigation be- 
fore the SRBA Court styled as In re Snake River 
Basin Adjudication, Case No. 39576. 

(9) SRBA COURT.—The term “SRBA Court" 
means the District Court of the Fifth Judicial 
District of the State of Idaho, In and For the 
County of Twin Falls in re Snake River Basin 
Adjudication. 

(10) STATE.—The term 
State of Idaho. 

(11) TRIBE.—The term ''Tribe" means the Nez 
Perce Tribe. 

SEC. 4. APPROVAL, RATIFICATION, AND CON- 
FIRMATION OF AGREEMENT. 

(а) IN GENERAL.—Except to the extent that the 
Agreement conflicts with this Act, the Agree- 
ment is approved, ratified, and confirmed. 

(b) EXECUTION AND PERFORMANCE.—The Sec- 
retary and the other heads of Federal agencies 
with obligations under the Agreement shall exe- 
cute and perform all actions, consistent with 
this Act, that are necessary to carry out the 
Agreement. 

SEC. 5. BUREAU OF RECLAMATION WATER USE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—AS part of the overall imple- 
mentation of the Agreement, the Secretary shall 
take such actions consistent with the Agree- 
ment, this Act, and water law of the State as are 
necessary to carry out the Snake River Flow 
Component of the Agreement. 

(b) MITIGATION FOR CHANGE OF USE OF 
WATER.— 

(1) AUTHORIZATION OF  APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary $2,000,000 for a l-time payment to 
local governments to mitigate for the change of 
use of water acquired by the Bureau of Rec- 
lamation under section III.C.6 of the Agreement. 

(2) DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDS.—Funds made 
available under paragraph (1) shall be distrib- 
uted by the Secretary to local governments in 
accordance with a plan provided to the Sec- 
retary by the State. 

(3) PAYMENTS.—Payments by the Secretary 
shall be made on a pro rata basis as water rights 
are acquired by the Bureau of Reclamation. 
SEC. 6. BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT LAND 

TRANSFER. 

(a) TRANSFER.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall transfer 
land selected by the Tribe under paragraph (2) 
to the Bureau of Indian Affairs to be held in 
trust for the Tribe. 

(2) LAND SELECTION.—The land transferred 
shall be selected by the Tribe from a list of par- 
cels of land managed by the Bureau of Land 
Management that are available for transfer, as 
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depicted on the map entitled ‘‘North Idaho BLM 
Land Eligible for Selection by the Nez Perce 
Ттібе” dated May 2004, on file with the Director 
of the Bureau of Land Management, not includ- 
ing any parcel designated on the map as being 
on the Clearwater River or Lolo Creek. 

(3) MAXIMUM VALUE.—The land selected by 
the Tribe for transfer shall be limited to a maz- 
imum value in total of not more than $7,000,000, 
as determined by an independent appraisal of 
fair market value prepared in accordance with 
the Uniform Standards of Professional Ap- 
praisal Practice and the Uniform Appraisal 
Standards for Federal Land Acquisitions. 

(b) EXISTING RIGHTS AND USES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—On any land selected by the 
Tribe under subsection (а)(2), any use in exist- 
ence on the date of transfer under subsection (a) 
under a lease or permit with the Bureau of 
Land Management, including grazing, shall re- 
main in effect until the date of expiration of the 
lease or permit, unless the holder of the lease or 
permit requests an earlier termination of the 
lease or permit, in which case the Secretary 
shall grant the request. 

(2) AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS.—Amounts that 
accrue to the United States under a lease or per- 
mit described in paragraph (1) from sales, bo- 
nuses, royalties, and rentals relating to any 
land transferred to the Tribe under this section 
shall be made available to the Tribe by the Sec- 
retary in the same manner as amounts received 
from other land held by the Secretary in trust 
for the Tribe. 

(c) DATE OF TRANSFER.—No land shail be 
transferred to the Bureau of Indian Affairs to 
be held in trust for the Tribe under this section 
until the waivers and releases under section 
10(a) take effect. 

(а) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be ap- 
propriated to the Secretary $200,000 for 1-time 
payments to local governments to mitigate for 
the transfer of land by the Bureau of Land 
Management to the Tribe under section I.F of 
the Agreement. 

(2) PAYMENTS.—Payments under paragraph 
(1) shall be made on a pro rata basis as parcels 
of land are acquired by the Tribe. 

SEC. 7. WATER RIGHTS. 

(a) HOLDING IN TRUST.— 

(1) ІМ GENERAL.—The consumptive use те- 
served water right shall— 

(A) be held in trust by the United States for 
the benefit of the Tribe and allottees as set forth 
in this section; and 

(B) be subject to section 7 of the Act of Feb- 
ruary 8, 1887 (25 U.S.C. 381). 

(2) SPRINGS OR FOUNTAINS WATER RIGHT.—The 
springs or fountains water right of the Tribe 
shall be held in trust by the United States for 
the benefit of the Tribe. 

(3) ALLOTTEES.—Allottees shall be entitled to 
a just and equitable allocation of the consump- 
tive use reserved water right for irrigation pur- 
poses. 

(b) WATER CODE.— 

(1) ENACTMENT OF WATER CODE.—Not later 
than 3 years after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Tribe shall enact a water code, subject 
to any applicable provision of law, that— 

(A) manages, regulates, and controls the con- 
sumptive use reserved water right so as to allo- 
cate water for irrigation, domestic, commercial, 
municipal, industrial, cultural, or other uses; 
and 

(B) includes, subject to approval of the Sec- 
retary— 

(i) a due process system for the consideration 
and determination of any request by an allottee, 
or any successor in interest to an allottee, for an 
allocation of such water for irrigation purposes 
on allotted land, including a process for an ap- 
peal and adjudication of denied or disputed dis- 
tribution of water and for resolution of con- 
tested administrative decisions; and 
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(ii) a process to protect the interests of 
allottees when entering into any lease under 
subsection (e). 

(2) SECRETARIAL APPROVAL.—Any provision of 
the water code and any amendments to the 
water code that affect the rights of the allottees 
shall be subject to approval by the Secretary, 
and no such provision or amendment shall be 
valid until approved by the Secretary. 

(3) INTERIM ADMINISTRATION.—The Secretary 
shall administer the consumptive use reserved 
water right until such date as the water code 
described in paragraph (2) has been enacted by 
the Tribe and the Secretary has approved the 
relevant portions of the water code. 

(c) EXHAUSTION OF REMEDIES.—Before assert- 
ing any claim against the United States under 
section 7 of the Act of February 8, 1887 (25 
U.S.C. 381) or other applicable law, a claimant 
shall exhaust remedies available under the 
Tribe’s water code and Tribal law. 

(d) PETITION TO THE SECRETARY.—Following 
exhaustion of remedies in accordance with sub- 
section (c), a claimant may petition the Sec- 
retary for relief. 

(е) SATISFACTION OF CLAIMS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The water rights and other 
benefits granted or confirmed by the Agreement 
and this Act shall be in full satisfaction of all 
claims for water rights and injuries to water 
rights of the allottees. 

(2) SATISFACTION OF ENTITLEMENTS.—Any en- 
titlement to water of any allottee under Federal 
law shall be satisfied out of the consumptive use 
reserved water right. 

(3) COMPLETE  SUBSTITUTION.—The water 
rights, resources, and other benefits provided by 
this Act are a complete substitution for any 
rights that may have been held by, or any 
claims that may have been asserted by, allottees 
within the exterior boundaries of the Reserva- 
tion before the date of enactment of this Act. 

(f) ABANDONMENT, FORFEITURE, OR NONUSE.— 
The consumptive use reserved water right and 
the springs or fountains water right shall not be 
subject to loss by abandonment, forfeiture, or 
nonuse. 

(g) LEASE OF WATER.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the water code, 
the Tribe, without further approval of the Sec- 
retary, may lease water to which the Tribe is en- 
titled under the consumptive use reserved water 
right through any State water bank in the same 
manner and subject to the same rules and re- 
quirements that govern any other lessor of water 
to the water bank. 

(2) FUNDS.—Any funds accruing to the Tribe 
from any lease under paragraph (1) shall be the 
property of the Tribe, and the United States 
shall have no trust obligation or other obliga- 
tion to monitor, administer, or account for any 
consideration received by the Tribe under any 
such lease. 

SEC. 8. TRIBAL FUNDS. 

(a) DEFINITION OF FUND.—In this section, the 
term “Ғипа” means— 

(1) the Nez Perce Tribe Water and Fisheries 
Fund established under subsection (b)(1); and 

(2) the Nez Perce Tribe Domestic Water Sup- 
ply Fund established under subsection (b)(2). 

(b) ESTABLISHMENT.—There are established in 
the Treasury of the United States— 

(1) a fund to be known as the ‘‘Nez Perce 
Tribe Water and Fisheries Fund", to be used to 
pay or reimburse costs incurred by the Tribe in 
acquiring land and water rights, restoring or 
improving fish habitat, or for fish production, 
agricultural development, cultural preservation, 
water resource development, or fisheries-related 
projects; and 

(2) a fund to be known as the ‘‘Nez Perce Do- 
mestic Water Supply Fund", to be used to pay 
the costs for design and construction of water 
supply and sewer systems for tribal commu- 
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nities, including a water quality testing labora- 
tory. 

(c) MANAGEMENT OF THE FUNDS.—The Sec- 
retary shall manage the Funds, make invest- 
ments from the Funds, and make amounts avail- 
able from the Funds for distribution to the Tribe 
consistent with the American Indian Trust 
Fund Management Reform Act of 1994 (25 
U.S.C. 4001 et seq.), this Act, and the Agree- 
ment. 

(d) INVESTMENT OF THE FUNDS.—The Sec- 
retary shall invest amounts in the Funds in ac- 
cordance with— 

(1) the Act of April 1, 1880 (25 U.S.C. 161; 21 
Stat. 70, chapter 41); 

(2) the first section of the Act of June 24, 1938 
(25 U.S.C. 162a; 52 Stat. 1037, chapter 648); and 

(3) subsection (c). 

(е) AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS FROM THE 
FUNDS.—Amounts made available under sub- 
section (h) shall be available for expenditure or 
withdrawal only after the waivers and releases 
under section 10(a) take effect. 

(f) EXPENDITURES AND WITHDRAWAL.— 

(1) TRIBAL MANAGEMENT PLAN.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Tribe may withdraw all 
or part of amounts in the Funds on approval by 
the Secretary of a tribal management plan as 
described in the American Indian Trust Fund 
Management Reform Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 4001 
et seq.). 

(B) REQUIREMENTS.—In addition to the re- 
quirements under the American Indian Trust 
Fund Management Reform Act of 1994 (25 
U.S.C. 4001 et seq.), the tribal management plan 
shall require that the Tribe spend any amounts 
withdrawn from the Funds in accordance with 
the purposes described in subsection (b). 

(C) ENFORCEMENT.—The Secretary may take 
judicial or administrative action to enforce the 
provisions of any tribal management plan to en- 
sure that any amounts withdrawn from the 
Funds under the plan are used in accordance 
with this Act and the Agreement. 

(D) LIABILITY.—If the Tribe exercises the right 
to withdraw amounts from the Funds, neither 
the Secretary nor the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall retain any liability for the expenditure or 
investment of the amounts. 

(2) EXPENDITURE PLAN.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Tribe shall submit to 
the Secretary for approval an expenditure plan 
for any portion of the amounts made available 
under subsection (h) that the Tribe does not 
withdraw under this subsection. 

(B) DESCRIPTION.—The expenditure plan shall 
describe the manner in which, and the purposes 
for which, amounts of the Tribe remaining in 
the Funds will be used. 

(C) APPROVAL.—On receipt of an expenditure 
plan under subparagraph (A), the Secretary 
shall approve the plan if the Secretary deter- 
mines that the plan is reasonable and consistent 
with this Act and the Agreement. 

(D) ANNUAL REPORT.—For each Fund, the 
Tribe shall submit to the Secretary an annual 
report that describes all expenditures from the 
Fund during the year covered by the report. 

(g) NO PER CAPITA PAYMENTS.—No part of the 
principal of the Funds, or of the income accru- 
ing in the Funds, shall be distributed to any 
member of the Tribe on a per capita basis. 

(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated— 

(1) to the Nez Perce Tribe Water and Fisheries 
Fund— 

(A) for fiscal year 2007, $7,830,000; 

(B) for fiscal year 2008, $4,730,000; 

(C) for fiscal year 2009, $7,380,000; 

(D) for fiscal year 2010, $10,080,000; 

(E) for fiscal year 2011, $11,630,000; 

(F) for fiscal year 2012, $9,450,000; and 

(G) for fiscal year 2013, $9,000,000; and 

(2) to the Nez Perce Tribe Domestic Water 
Supply Fund— 
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(A) for fiscal year 2007, $5,100,000; 

(B) for fiscal year 2008, $8,200,000; 

(C) for fiscal year 2009, $5,550,000; 

(D) for fiscal year 2010, $2,850,000; and 

(E) for fiscal year 2011, $1,300,000. 

SEC. 9. SALMON AND CLEARWATER RIVER BASINS 
HABITAT FUND. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF FUND.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—There is established in the 
Treasury of the United States a fund to be 
known as the “Salmon and Clearwater River 
Basins Habitat Fund" (referred to in this sec- 
tion as the ‘‘Fund’’), to be administered by the 
Secretary. 

(2) AccOUNTS.—There is established within 
the Fund— 

(А) an account to be known as the “Мег Perce 
Tribe Salmon and Clearwater River Basins 
Habitat Account", which shall be administered 
by the Secretary for use by the Tribe subject to 
the same provisions for management, invest- 
ment, and expenditure as the funds established 
by section 8; and 

(В) an account to be known as the “Тааһо 
Salmon and Clearwater River Basins Habitat 
Account", which shall be administered by the 
Secretary and provided to the State as provided 
in the Agreement and this Act. 

(b) USE OF THE FUND.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Fund shall be used to 
supplement amounts made available under any 
other law for habitat protection and restoration 
in the Salmon and Clearwater River Basins in 
Idaho, including projects and programs in- 
tended to protect and restore listed fish amd 
their habitat in those basins, as specified in the 
Agreement and this Act. 

(2) RELEASE OF FUNDS.—The Secretary shall 
release funds from the Idaho Salmon and Clear- 
water River Basins Habitat Account in accord- 
ance with section 6(d)(2) of the Endangered Spe- 
cies Act (16 U.S.C. 1535(d)(2)). 

(3) NO ALLOCATION REQUIREMENT.—The use of 
the Fund shall not be subject to the allocation 
procedures under section 6(d)(1) of the Endan- 
gered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1535(d)(1)). 

(с) AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS IN THE FUND.— 
Amounts made available under subsection (d) 
shall be available for expenditure or withdrawal 
only after the waivers and releases under sec- 
tion 10(a) take effect. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated— 

(1) to the Nee Perce Tribe Salmon and Clear- 
water River Basins Habitat Account, $2,533,334 
for each of fiscal years 2007 through 2011; and 

(2) to the Idaho Salmon and Clearwater River 
Basins Habitat Account, $5,066,666 for each of 
fiscal years 2007 through 2011. 

SEC. 10. TRIBAL WAIVER AND RELEASE OF 
CLAIMS. 

(a) WAIVER AND RELEASE OF CLAIMS IN GEN- 
ERAL.— 

(1) CLAIMS TO WATER RIGHTS; CLAIMS FOR IN- 
JURIES TO WATER RIGHTS OR TREATY RIGHTS.— 
Except as otherwise provided in this Act, the 
United States om behalf of the Tribe and the 
allottees, and the Tribe, waive and release— 

(A) all claims to water rights within the Snake 
River Basin (as defined in section 3); 

(B) all claims for injuries to such water rights; 
and 

(C) all claims for injuries to the treaty rights 
of the Tribe to the extent that such injuries re- 
sult or resulted from flow modifications or re- 
ductions in the quantity of water available that 
accrued at any time up to and including the ef- 
fective date of the settlement, and any continu- 
ation thereafter of any such claims, against the 
State, any agency or political subdivision of the 
State, or any person, entity, corporation, munic- 
ipal corporation, or quasi-municipal corpora- 
tion. 

(2) CLAIMS BASED ON REDUCED WATER QUALITY 
OR REDUCTIONS IN WATER  QUANTITY.—The 
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United States on behalf of the Tribe and the 
allottees, and the Tribe, waive and release any 
claim, under any treaty theory, based on re- 
duced water quality resulting directly from flow 
modifications or reductions in the quantity of 
water available in the Snake River Basin 
against any party to the Agreement. 

(3) NO FUTURE ASSERTION OF CLAIMS.—No 
water right claim that the Tribe or the allottees 
have asserted or may in the future assert out- 
side the Snake River Basin shall require water 
to be supplied from the Snake River Basin to 
satisfy the claim. 

(4) EFFECT OF WAIVERS AND RELEASES.—The 
waivers and releases by the United States and 
the Tribe under this subsection— 

(A) shall be permanent and enforceable; and 

(B) shall survive any subsequent termination 
of any component of the settlement described in 
the Agreement or this Act. 

(5) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The waivers and re- 
leases under this subsection shall take effect on 
the date on which the Secretary causes to be 
published in the Federal Register a statement of 
findings that the actions set forth in section 
IV.L of the Agreement— 

(A) have been completed, including issuance 
of a judgment and decree by the SRBA court 
from which no further appeal may be taken; 
and 

(B) have been determined by the United States 
on behalf of the Tribe and the allottees, the 
Tribe, and the State of Idaho to be consistent in 
all material aspects with the Agreement. 

(b) WAIVER AND RELEASE OF CLAIMS AGAINST 
THE UNITED STATES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In consideration of perform- 
ance by the United States of all actions required 
by the Agreement and this Act, including the 
appropriation of all funds authorized under sec- 
tions 6(h) and 9(d)(1), the Tribe shall execute а 
waiver and release of the United States from— 

(A) all claims for water rights within the 
Snake River Basin, injuries to such water 
rights, or breach of trust claims for failure to 
protect, acquire, or develop such water rights 
that accrued at any time up to and including 
the effective date determined under paragraph 
(2); 

(B) all claims for injuries to the Tribe's treaty 
fishing rights, to the extent that such injuries 
result or resulted from reductions in the quan- 
tity of water available in the Snake River Basin; 

(C) all claims of breach of trust for failure to 
protect Nez Perce springs or fountains treaty 
rights reserved in article VIII of the Treaty of 
June 9, 1863 (14 Stat. 651); and 

(D) all claims of breach of trust arising out of 
the negotiation of or resulting from the adoption 
of the Agreement. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The waiver and release con- 
tained in this subsection shall take effect on the 
date on which the amounts authorized under 
sections 8(Һ) and 9(d)(1) are appropriated. 

(B) PERIODS OF LIMITATION; EQUITABLE 
CLAIMS.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—AIl periods of limitation and 
time-based equitable defenses applicable to the 
claims set forth in paragraph (1) are tolled for 
the period between the date of enactment of this 
Act until the earlier of— 

(Т) the date on which the amounts authorized 
under sections 8(h) and 9(d)(1) are appro- 
priated; or 

(1I) October 1, 2017. 

(11) EFFECT OF SUBPARAGRAPH.—This subpara- 
graph neither revives any claim nor tolls any 
period of limitation or time-based equitable de- 
fense that may have expired before the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

(3) DEFENSE.—The making of the amounts of 
appropriations authorized under sections 8(h) 
and 9(d)(1) shall constitute a complete defense 
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to any claim pending in any court of the United 
States on the date on which the appropriations 
are made. 

(c) RETENTION OF RIGHTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Tribe shall retain all 
rights not specifically waived or released in the 
Agreement or this Act. 

(2) DWORSHAK PROJECT.—Nothing іт the 
Agreement or this Act constitutes a waiver by 
the Tribe of any claim against the United States 
resulting from the construction and operation of 
the Dworshak Project (Project PWI 05090), other 
than those specified in subparagraphs (A) and 
(B) of subsection (b)(1). 

(3) FUTURE ACQUISITION OF WATER RIGHTS.— 
Nothing in the Agreement or this Act precludes 
the Tribe or allottees, or the United States as 
trustee for the Tribe or allottees, from pur- 
chasing or otherwise acquiring water rights in 
the future to the same extent as any other entity 
in the State. 

SEC. 11. MISCELLANEOUS. 

(a) GENERAL DISCLAIMER.—The parties ex- 
pressly reserve all rights not specifically grant- 
ed, recognized, or relinquished by the settlement 
described in the Agreement or this Act. 

(b) DISCLAIMER REGARDING OTHER AGREE- 
MENTS AND PRECEDENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to section 9(b)(3), 
nothing in this Act amends, supersedes, or pre- 
empts any State law, Federal law, Tribal law, or 
interstate compact that pertains to the Snake 
River Basin. 

(2) NO ESTABLISHMENT OF STANDARD.—Noth- 
ing in this Act— 

(A) establishes any standard for the quan- 
tification of Federal reserved water rights or 
any other Indian water claims of any other In- 
dian tribes in any other judicial or administra- 
tive proceeding; or 

(B) limits the rights of the parties to litigate 
any issue not resolved by the Agreement or this 
Act. 

(3) NO ADMISSION AGAINST INTEREST.—Nothing 
in this Act constitutes an admission against in- 
terest against any party in any legal pro- 
ceeding. 

(с) TREATY RIGHTS.—Nothing in the Agree- 
ment or this Act impairs the treaty fishing, 
hunting, pasturing, or gathering rights of the 
Tribe except to the extent expressly provided in 
the Agreement or this Act. 

(d) OTHER CLAIMS.—Nothing in the Agreement 
or this Act quantifies or otherwise affects the 
water rights, claims, or entitlements to water, or 
any other treaty right, of any Indian tribe, 
band, or community other than the Tribe. 

(е) RECREATION ON DWORSHAK RESERVOIR.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In implementing the provi- 
sions of the Agreement and this Act relating to 
the use of water stored in Dworshak Reservoir 
for flow augmentation purposes, the heads of 
the Federal agencies involved in the operational 
Memorandum of Agreement referred to in the 
Agreement shall implement a flow augmentation 
plan beneficial to fish and consistent with the 
Agreement. 

(2) CONTENTS OF PLAN.—The flow augmenta- 
tion plan may include provisions beneficial to 
recreational uses of the reservoir through main- 
tenance of the full level of the reservoir for pro- 
longed periods during the summer months. 

(f) JURISDICTION.— 

(1) NO EFFECT ON SUBJECT MATTER JURISDIC- 
TION.—Nothing in the Agreement or this Act re- 
Stricts, enlarges, or otherwise determines the 
subject matter jurisdiction of any Federal, State, 
or Tribal court. 

(2) CONSENT TO JURISDICTION.—The United 
States consents to jurisdiction in a proper forum 
for purposes of enforcing the provisions of the 
Agreement. 

(3) EFFECT OF SUBSECTION.—Nothing in this 
subsection confers jurisdiction on any State 
court to— 
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(A) enforce Federal environmental laws re- 
garding the duties of the United States; or 
(B) conduct judicial review of Federal agency 
action. 
DIVISION | —SMALL BUSINESS 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This division may be cited 
as the “Small Business Reauthorization and 
Manufacturing Assistance Act of 2004”. 
(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con- 
tents for this division is as follows: 
TITLE I—SMALL BUSINESS REAUTHORIZA- 
TION AND MANUFACTURING 
Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Subtitle A—Small manufacturers assistance 
Sec. 101. Express loans. 
Sec. 102. Loan guarantee fees. 
Sec. 103. Increase in guarantee amount and in- 
stitution of associated fee. 
Debenture size. 
Job requirements. 
Report regarding national database of 
small manufacturers. 
International trade. 
Subtitle B—Authorizations 
CHAPTER 1—PROGRAM AUTHORIZATION LEVELS 
AND ADDITIONAL REAUTHORIZATIONS 
Sec. 121. Program authorieation levels. 
Sec. 122. Additional reauthorizations. 
CHAPTER 2—PAUL D. COVERDELL DRUG-FREE 
WORKPLACE PROGRAM AUTHORIZATIONS AND 
SUNDRY AMENDMENTS 


Sec. 123. Paul D. Coverdell drug-free workplace 
program authorization provisions. 

Sec. 124. Grant provisions. 

Sec. 125. Drug-free communities coalitions as el- 
igible intermediaries. 

126. Promotion of effective practices of eli- 
gible intermediaries. 

127. Report to Congress. 

Subtitle C—Administration Management 


Sec. 131. Lender examination and review fees. 
Sec. 132. Gifts and co-sponsorship of events. 
Subtitle D—Entrepreneurial development 
programs 
CHAPTER 1—OFFICE OF ENTREPRENEURIAL 
DEVELOPMENT 
Sec. 141. Service Corps of Retired Executives. 
Sec. 142. Small business development center 
program. 
CHAPTER 2—OFFICE OF VETERANS BUSINESS 
DEVELOPMENT 


143. Advisory Committee on Veterans Busi- 
ness Affairs. 
144. Outreach grants for veterans. 
145. Authorization of appropriations. 
146. National Veterans Business Develop- 
ment Corporation. 
CHAPTER 3—MANUFACTURING AND 
ENTREPRENEURIAL DEVELOPMENT 
147. Small Business Manufacturing Task 
Force. 
Subtitle E—HUBZone Program 
Streamlining and revision of 
HUBZone eligibility requirements. 
Expansion of qualified areas. 
Price evaluation preference. 
HUBZone Authorizations. 
Participation in federally funded 
projects. 
Subtitle F—Small business lending companies 
Sec. 161. Supervisory and enforcement author- 
ity for small business lending com- 
panies. 
Sec. 162. Definitions relating to small business 
lending companies. 
TITLE II—MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS 
Sec. 201. Amendment to definition of equity 
capital with respect to issuers of 
participating securities. 
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Sec. 
Sec. 
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105. 
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Sec. 
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Sec. 
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Sec. 202. Investment of excess funds. 

Sec. 203. Surety bond amendments. 

Sec. 204. Effective date for certain fees. 

TITLE I—SMALL BUSINESS REAUTHORIZA- 

TION AND MANUFACTURING 
Subtitle A—Small Manufacturers Assistance 
SEC. 101. EXPRESS LOANS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 7(a) of the Small 
Business Act (15 U.S.C. 636(a)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

“(31) EXPRESS LOANS.— 

“(А) DEFINITIONS.—As used in this para- 
graph: 

“(1) The term ‘express lender’ means any lend- 
er authorized by the Administration to partici- 
pate in the Express Loan Program. 

“(ii) The term ‘express loan’ means any loan 
made pursuant to this paragraph in which a 
lender utilizes to the maximum extent prac- 
ticable its own loan analyses, procedures, and 
documentation. 

“(iti) The term ‘Express Loan Program’ means 
the program for express loans established by the 
Administration under paragraph (25)(B), as in 
existence on April 5, 2004, with a guaranty rate 
of not more than 50 percent. 

“(В) RESTRICTION TO EXPRESS LENDER.—The 
authority to make an express loan shall be lim- 
ited to those lenders deemed qualified to make 
such loans by the Administration. Designation 
as an express lender for purposes of making an 
express loan shall not prohibit such lender from 
taking any other action authorized by the Ad- 
ministration for that lender pursuant to this 
subsection. 

“(С) GRANDFATHERING OF EXISTING LEND- 
ERS.—Any express lender shall retain such des- 
ignation unless the Administration determines 
that the express lender has violated the law or 
regulations promulgated by the Administration 
or modifies the requirements to be an express 
lender and the lender no longer satisfies those 
requirements. 

“(D) MAXIMUM LOAN AMOUNT.—The maximum 
loan amount under the Express Loan Program is 
$350,000. 

“(Е) OPTION TO PARTICIPATE.—Except as oth- 
erwise provided in this paragraph, the Adminis- 
tration shall take no regulatory, policy, or ad- 
ministrative action, without regard to whether 
such action requires notification pursuant to 
paragraph (24), that has the effect of requiring 
a lender to make an express loan pursuant to 
subparagraph (D).’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made 
by subsection (a) shall take effect on the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 102. LOAN GUARANTEE FEES. 

(a) ADDITIONAL GUARANTEE FEE LEVEL.—Sec- 
tion 7(a)(18)(A) of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 636(a)(18)(A)) is amended to read as fol- 
lows: 

“(А) IN GENERAL.—With respect to each loan 
guaranteed under this subsection (other than a 
loan that is repayable in 1 year or less), the Ad- 
ministration shall collect a guarantee fee, which 
shall be payable by the participating lender, 
and may be charged to the borrower, as follows: 

“(1) A guarantee fee not to exceed 2 percent of 
the deferred participation share of a total loan 
amount that is not more than $150,000. 

“(ї) A guarantee fee not to exceed 3 percent 
of the deferred participation share of a total 
loan amount that is more than $150,000, but not 
more than $700,000. 

(0) A guarantee fee not to exceed 3.5 percent 
of the deferred participation share of a total 
loan amount that is more than $700,000. 

*'(iv) In addition to the fee under clause (iii), 
a guarantee fee equal to 0.25 percent of any por- 
tion of the deferred participation share that is 
more than $1,000,000.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—Section 7(a)(18) of 
the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 636(a)(18)) is 
amended by striking subparagraph (C). 
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(c) YEARLY FEE.—Section 7(a)(23) of the Small 
Business Act (15 U.S.C. 636(a)(23)) is amended— 

(1) in the heading, by striking “ANNUAL” and 
inserting “YEARLY”; 

(2) by striking subparagraph (A) and inserting 
the following: 

“(А) IN GENERAL.—With respect to each loan 
approved under this subsection, the Administra- 
tion shall assess, collect, and retain a fee, not to 
exceed 0.55 percent per year of the outstanding 
balance of the deferred participation share of 
the loan, in an amount established once annu- 
ally by the Administration in the Administra- 
tion’s annual budget request to Congress, as 
necessary to reduce to zero the cost to the Ad- 
ministration of making guarantees under this 
subsection. As used in this paragraph, the term 
‘cost’ has the meaning given that term in section 
502 of the Federal Credit Reform Act of 1990 (2 
U.S.C. 661а().”; 

(3) in subparagraph (B), by striking “annual” 
and inserting ‘‘yearly’’; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 

“(С) LOWERING OF BORROWER FEES.—If the 
Administration determines that fees paid by 
lenders and by small business borrowers for 
guarantees under this subsection may be re- 
duced, consistent with reducing to zero the cost 
to the Administration of making such guaran- 
tees— 

“(i) the Administration shall first consider re- 
ducing fees paid by small business borrowers 
under clauses (i) through (iii) of paragraph 
(18)(A), to the maximum extent possible; and 

“(ї) fees paid by small business borrowers 
shall not be increased above the levels in effect 
on the date of emactment of this subpara- 
graph.". 

SEC. 103. INCREASE IN GUARANTEE AMOUNT AND 
INSTITUTION OF ASSOCIATED FEE. 

(a) INCREASE IN AMOUNT PERMITTED TO BE 
OUTSTANDING AND COMMITTED.—Section 
7(a)(3)(A) of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 
636(a)(3)(A)) is amended by striking ‘‘$1,000,000’’ 
and inserting ‘‘$1,500,000’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made 
by subsection (a) shall take effect on the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 104. DEBENTURE SIZE. 

Section 502(2) of the Small Business Invest- 
ment Act of 1958 (15 U.S.C. 696(2)) is amended to 
read as follows: 

“(2) MAXIMUM AMOUNT.— 

“(А) ІМ GENERAL.—Loans made by the Admin- 
istration under this section shall be limited to— 

“(1) $1,500,000 for each small business concern 
if the loan proceeds will not be directed toward 
a goal or project described in subparagraph (B) 
or (C); 

**(ii) $2,000,000 for each small business concern 
if the loan proceeds will be directed toward 1 or 
more of the public policy goals described under 
section 501(d)(3); and 

(0) $4,000,000 for each project of a small 
manufacturer. 

“(В) DEFINITION.—AS used in this paragraph, 
the term ‘small manufacturer’ means a small 
business concern— 

“(1) the primary business of which is classified 
in sector 31, 32, or 33 of the North American In- 
dustrial Classification System; and 

“(Gi) all of the production facilities of which 
are located in the United States.". 

SEC. 105. JOB REQUIREMENTS. 

Section 501 of the Small Business Investment 
Act of 1958 (15 U.S.C. 695) is amended by adding 
at the end the following: 

“(е)(1) A project meets the objective set forth 
in subsection (d)(1) if the project creates or re- 
tains one job for every $50,000 guaranteed by the 
Administration, except that the amount is 
$100,000 in the case of a project of a small manu- 
facturer. 

“(2) Paragraph (1) does not apply to a project 
for which eligibility is based om the objectives 
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set forth in paragraph (2) or (3) of subsection 
(d), if the development company's portfolio of 
outstanding debentures creates or retains omne 
job for every $50,000 guaranteed by the Adminis- 
tration. 

“(3) For projects in Alaska, Hawaii, State-des- 
ignated enterprise zones, empowerment zones 
and enterprise communities, labor surplus areas, 
as determined by the Secretary of Labor, and for 
other areas designated by the Administrator, the 
development company’s portfolio may average 
not more than $75,000 per job created or re- 
tained. 

“(4) Loans for projects of small manufacturers 
shall be excluded from calculations under para- 
graph (2) or (3). 

“(5) Under regulations prescribed by the Ad- 
ministrator, the Administrator may waive, on a 
case-by-case basis or by regulation, any require- 
ment of this subsection (other than paragraph 
(4)). With respect to any waiver the Adminis- 
trator is prohibited from adopting a dollar 
amount that is lower than the amounts set forth 
in paragraphs (1), (2), and (3). 

“(6) As used in this subsection, the term ‘small 
manufacturer’ means a small business concern— 

“(А) the primary business of which is classi- 
fied in sector 31, 32, or 33 of the North American 
Industrial Classification System; and 

“(В) all of the production facilities of which 
are located in the United States.’’. 

SEC. 106. REPORT REGARDING NATIONAL DATA- 
BASE OF SMALL MANUFACTURERS. 

(a) STUDY AND REPORT.—The Administrator, 
in consultation with the Association of Small 
Business Development Centers authorized by 
section 21(k) of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 648(k)), shall— 

(1) study the feasibility of creating a national 
database of small manufacturers that institu- 
tions of higher education could access for pur- 
poses of meeting procurement needs; and 

(2) not later than 1 year after the date of en- 
actment of this Act, submit a report to the Con- 
gress regarding the findings and conclusions of 
such study. 

(b) COST ESTIMATE.—The report referred to in 
subsection (a)(2) shall include an estimate of the 
cost of creating and maintaining the database 
described in subsection (a)(1). 

(с) DEFINITION.—As used in this section, the 
term “small manufacturer" means a small busi- 
ness concern— 

(1) the primary business of which is classified 
in sector 31, 32, or 33 of the North American In- 
dustrial Classification System; and 

(2) all of the production facilities of which are 
located in the United States. 

SEC. 107. INTERNATIONAL TRADE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 7(a)(16) of the Small 
Business Act (15 U.S.C. 636(a)(16)) is amended 
to read as follows: 

“(16) INTERNATIONAL TRADE.— 

“(А) IN GENERAL.—If the Administrator deter- 
mines that a loan guaranteed under this sub- 
section will allow an eligible small business con- 
cern that is engaged in or adversely affected by 
international trade to improve its competitive 
position, the Administrator may make such loan 
to assist such concern in— 

“(i) the financing of the acquisition, construc- 
tion, renovation, modernization, improvement, 
or expansion of productive facilities or equip- 
ment to be used in the United States in the pro- 
duction of goods and services involved in inter- 
national trade; or 

“(ii) the refinancing of existing indebtedness 
that is not structured with reasonable terms and 
conditions. 

“(В) SECURITY.—Each loan made under this 
paragraph shall be secured by a first lien posi- 
tion or first mortgage on the property or equip- 
ment financed by the loan or on other assets of 
the small business concern. 
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“(С) ENGAGED IN INTERNATIONAL TRADE.—For 
purposes of this paragraph, a small business 
concern is engaged in international trade if, as 
determined by the Administrator, the small busi- 
ness concern is in a position to expand existing 
export markets or develop new export markets. 

“(Р) ADVERSELY AFFECTED BY INTERNATIONAL 
TRADE.—For purposes of this paragraph, a small 
business concern is adversely affected by inter- 
national trade if, as determined by the Adminis- 
trator, the small business concern— 

“(4) is confronting increased competition with 
foreign firms in the relevant market; and 

“(ii) is injured by such competition. 

“(Е) FINDINGS BY CERTAIN FEDERAL AGEN- 
CIES.—For purposes of subparagraph (D)(ii) the 
Administrator shall accept any finding of injury 
by the International Trade Commission or any 
finding of injury by the Secretary of Commerce 
pursuant to chapter 3 of title II of the Trade Act 
of 1974.’’. 

(b) LIMITATION INCREASE.—Section 7(a)(3)(B) 


of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 
636(a)(3)(B)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘$1,250,000’? ата inserting 
“$1,750,000”; and 

(2) by striking ‘$750,000’ апа inserting 
“1,250,000”. 


(с) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section shall take effect on the date of 
enactment of this Act. 
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CHAPTER 1—PROGRAM AUTHORIZATION 
LEVELS AND ADDITIONAL REAUTHOR- 
IZATIONS 

SEC. 121. PROGRAM AUTHORIZATION LEVELS. 
Section 20 of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 

631 note) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(1), by striking ‘‘certifi- 
cation” each place it appears in subparagraphs 
(D) and (E) and inserting ‘‘accreditation’’; and 

(2) by striking subsections (c) through (i) and 
inserting the following: 

*(c) DISASTER MITIGATION PILOT PROGRAM.— 
The following program levels are authorized for 
loans under section 7(b)(1)(C): 

“(1) $15,000,000 for fiscal year 2005. 

“(2) $15,000,000 for fiscal year 2006. 

*(d) FISCAL YEAR 2005.— 

“(1) PROGRAM LEVELS.—The following pro- 
gram levels are authorized for fiscal year 2005: 

“(А) For the programs authorized by this Act, 
the Administration is authorized to make— 

“(1) $75,000,000 in technical assistance grants, 
as provided in section 7(m); and 

“(ii) $105,000,000 in direct loans, as provided 
іт 7(m). 

“(В) For the programs authorized by this Act, 
the Administration is authorized to make 
$23,050,000,000 in deferred participation loans 
and other financings. Of such sum, the Admin- 
istration is authorized to make— 

“(1) $16,500,000,000 in general business loans, 
as provided in section 7(a); 

“(ii) $6,000,000,000 in certified development 
company financings, as provided іт section 
7(a)(13) and as provided in section 504 of the 
Small Business Investment Act of 1958; 

111) $500,000,000 in loans, as provided in sec- 
tion 7(a)(21); and 

“(іш) $50,000,000 in loans, as provided in sec- 
tion 7(m). 

“(С) For the programs authorized by title III 
of the Small Business Investment Act of 1958, 
the Administration is authorized to make— 

“(1) $4,250,000,000 in purchases of partici- 
pating securities; and 

КП) $3,250,000,000 in guarantees of deben- 
tures. 

*"(D) For the programs authorized by part В 
of title IV of the Small Business Investment Act 
of 1956, the Administration is authorized to 
enter | into guarantees not to exceed 
$6,000,000,000, of which not more than 50 per- 
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cent may be in bonds approved pursuant to sec- 
tion 411(a)(3) of that Act. 

"(E) The Administration is authorized to 
make grants or enter into cooperative agree- 
ments for a total amount of $7,000,000 for the 
Service Corps of Retired Executives program au- 
thorized by section 8(b)(1). 

“(2) ADDITIONAL AUTHORIZATIONS.— 

“(А) There are authorized to be appropriated 
to the Administration for fiscal year 2005 such 
sums as may be necessary to carry out the provi- 
sions of this Act not elsewhere provided for, in- 
cluding administrative expenses and necessary 
loan capital for disaster loans pursuant to sec- 
tion 7(b), and to carry out the Small Business 
Investment Act of 1958, including salaries and 
expenses of the Administration. 

“(В) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
this paragraph, for fiscal year 2005— 

“(1) no funds are authorized to be used as 
loan capital for the loan program authorized by 
section 7(a)(21) except by transfer from another 
Federal department or agency to the Adminis- 
tration, unless the program level authorized for 
general business loans under paragraph 
(1)(B)(i) is fully funded; and 

"(d)) the Administration may not approve 
loans on its own behalf or on behalf of any 
other Federal department or agency, by contract 
or otherwise, under terms and conditions other 
than those specifically authorized under this 
Act or the Small Business Investment Act of 
1958, except that it may approve loans under 
section 7(a)(21) of this Act in gross amounts of 
not more than $2,000,000. 

“(е) FISCAL YEAR 2006.— 

“(1) PROGRAM LEVELS.—The following pro- 
gram levels are authorized for fiscal year 2006: 

“(А) For the programs authorized by this Act, 
the Administration is authorized to make— 

“(1) $80,000,000 in technical assistance grants, 
as provided in section 7(m); and 

“(14) $110,000,000 in direct loans, as provided 
in 7(m). 

“(В) For the programs authorized by this Act, 
the Administration is authorized to make 
$25,050,000,000 in deferred participation loans 
and other financings. Of such sum, the Admin- 
istration is authorized to make— 

“(1) $17,000,000,000 in general business loans, 
as provided in section 7(a); 

“(14) $7,500,000,000 in certified development 
company financings, as provided in section 
7(a)(13) and as provided in section 504 of the 
Small Business Investment Act of 1958; 

(1) 8500,000,000 in loans, as provided in sec- 
tion 7(a)(21); апа 

“(ію) $50,000,000 in loans, as provided in sec- 
tion 7(m). 

“(С) For the programs authorized by title III 
of the Small Business Investment Act of 1958, 
the Administration is authorized to make— 

“(1) $4,500,000,000 in purchases of partici- 
pating securities; and 

“(ii) $3,500,000,000 in guarantees of deben- 
tures. 

"(D) For the programs authorized by part B 
of title IV of the Small Business Investment Act 
of 1958, the Administration is authorized to 
enter into guarantees not to exceed 
$6,000,000,000, of which not more than 50 per- 
cent may be in bonds approved pursuant to sec- 
tion 411(a)(3) of that Act. 

"(E) The Administration is authorized to 
make grants or enter into cooperative agree- 
ments for a total amount of $7,000,000 for the 
Service Corps of Retired Executives program au- 
thorized by section 8(b)(1). 

“(2) ADDITIONAL AUTHORIZATIONS.— 

“(А) There are authorized to be appropriated 
to the Administration for fiscal year 2006 such 
sums as may be necessary to carry out the provi- 
sions of this Act not elsewhere provided for, in- 
cluding administrative expenses and necessary 
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loan capital for disaster loans pursuant to sec- 

tion 7(b), and to carry out the Small Business 

Investment Act of 1958, including salaries and 

expenses of the Administration. 

“(В) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
this paragraph, for fiscal year 2006- 

“(1) no funds are authorized to be used as 
loan capital for the loan program authorized by 
section 7(a)(21) except by transfer from another 
Federal department or agency to the Adminis- 
tration, unless the program level authorized for 
general business loans under paragraph 
(1)(В)(1) is fully funded; and 

“(й) the Administration may not approve 
loans on its own behalf or on behalf of any 
other Federal department or agency, by contract 
or otherwise, under terms and conditions other 
than those specifically authorized under this 
Act or the Small Business Investment Act of 
1958, except that it may approve loans under 
section 7(a)(21) of this Act in gross amounts of 
not more than $2,000,000.’’. 

SEC. 122. ADDITIONAL REAUTHORIZATIONS. 

(a) DRUG-FREE WORKPLACE PROGRAM ASSIST- 
ANCE.—Section 21(c)(3)(T) of the Small Business 
Act (15 U.S.C. 648(c)(3)(T)) is amended by strik- 
ing ‘‘October 1, 2003" and inserting ‘‘October 1, 
2006”. 

(b) SMALL BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT CENTERS.— 
Section 21(a)(4)(C) of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 648(a)(4)(C)) is amended— 

(1) by striking clause (vii) and inserting the 
following: 

“(ой) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to carry 
out this subparagraph— 

“(1) $130,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; and 

“(П) $135,000,000 for fiscal year 2006.’’; 

(2) by redesignating clause (viii) as clause (ix); 
and 

(3) by inserting after clause (vii) the fol- 
lowing: 

"(viii LIMITATION.—From the funds appro- 
priated pursuant to clause (vii), the Administra- 
tion shall reserve not less than $1,000,000 in 
each fiscal year to develop portable assistance 
for startup amd sustainability non-matching 
grant programs to be conducted by eligible small 
business development centers in communities 
that are economically challenged as a result of 
a business or government facility down sizing or 
closing, which has resulted in the loss of jobs or 
small business instability. A non-matching grant 
under this clause shall not exceed $100,000, and 
Shall be used for small business development 
center personnel expenses and related small 
business programs ата services.’’. 

CHAPTER 2—PAUL D. COVERDELL DRUG- 
FREE WORKPLACE PROGRAM AUTHOR- 
IZATIONS AND SUNDRY AMENDMENTS 

SEC. 123. PAUL D. COVERDELL DRUG-FREE WORK- 

PLACE PROGRAM AUTHORIZATION 
PROVISIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 27(g)(1) of the Small 
Business Act (15 U.S.C. 654(g)(1)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘, $5,000,000” in the first sentence and 
all that follows through ‘‘subsection”’ in the sec- 
ond sentence amd inserting the following: 
"(other than subsection (b)(2)), $5,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2005 and 2006. Amounts 
made available under this paragraph". 

(b) LIMITATION ON AUTHORIZATION FOR SMALL 
BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT | CENTERS.—Section 
27(g)(2) of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 
654(g)) is amended by striking ‘‘this subsection, 
not more than the greater of 10 percent or 
$1,000,000" and inserting “paragraph (1) for 
each of fiscal years 2005 and 2006, not more than 
the greater of 10 percent or $500,000”. 

(с) ADDITIONAL AUTHORIZATION FOR TECH- 
NICAL ASSISTANCE GRANTS.—Section 27(g) of the 
Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 654(g)) is amended 
by adding at the end the following: 

“(3) ADDITIONAL AUTHORIZATION FOR TECH- 
NICAL ASSISTANCE GRANTS.—There are author- 
ized to be appropriated to carry out subsection 
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(b)(2), $1,500,000 for each of fiscal years 2005 
and 2006. Amounts made available under this 
paragraph shall remain available until ex- 
pended.’’. 

(а) LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS.— 
Section 27(g) of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 654(g)), as amended by subsection (c), is 
further amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing: 

“(4) LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS.— 
Not more than 5 percent of the total amount 
made available under this subsection for any 
fiscal year shall be used for administrative costs 
(determined without regard to the administra- 
tive costs of eligible intermediaries).’’. 

SEC. 124. GRANT PROVISIONS. 

(a) ADDITIONAL GRANTS FOR TECHNICAL AS- 
SISTANCE.—Section 27(b) of the Small Business 
Act (15 U.S.C. 654) is amended— 

(1) by striking “There is established" and in- 
serting the following: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—There is established"; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

*(2) ADDITIONAL GRANTS FOR TECHNICAL AS- 
SISTANCE.—In addition to grants under para- 
graph (1), the Administrator may make grants 
to, or enter into cooperative agreements or con- 
tracts with, any grantee for the purpose of pro- 
viding, in cooperation with one or more small 
business development centers, technical assist- 
ance to small business concerns seeking to estab- 
lish a drug-free workplace program.’’. 

(b) 2-Year GRANTS.—Section 27(b) of the Small 
Business Act (15 U.S.C. 654(b)), as amended by 
subsection (a), is further amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

“(3) 2-year GRANTS.—Each grant made under 
this subsection shall be for a period of 2 years, 
subject to an annual performance review by the 
Administrator.’’. 

SEC. 125. DRUG-FREE COMMUNITIES COALITIONS 
AS ELIGIBLE INTERMEDIARIES. 

Section 27(a)(2)(D) of the Small Business Act 
(15 U.S.C. 654(a)(2)) is amended to read as fol- 
lows: 

“(D)(i) the purpose of which is— 

“(І) to develop comprehensive drug-free work- 
place programs or to supply drug-free workplace 
services; or 

“(II) to provide other forms of assistance and 
services to small business concerns; or 

“(ii) that is eligible to receive a grant under 
chapter 2 of the National Narcotics Leadership 
Act of 1988 (21 U.S.C. 1521 et seq.).’’. 

SEC. 126. PROMOTION OF EFFECTIVE PRACTICES 
OF ELIGIBLE INTERMEDIARIES. 

Section 27(c) of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 654(c)) is amended to read as follows: 

“(с) PROMOTION OF EFFECTIVE PRACTICES OF 
ELIGIBLE INTERMEDIARIES.— 

“(1) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE AND INFORMA- 
TION.—The Administrator, after consultation 
with the Director of the Center for Substance 
Abuse and Prevention, shall provide technical 
assistance and information to each eligible 
intermediary under subsection (b) regarding the 
most effective practices in establishing and car- 
rying out drug-free workplace programs. 

“(2) EVALUATION OF PROGRAM.— 

“(А) DATA COLLECTION AND ANALYSIS.—Each 
eligible intermediary receiving a grant under 
this section shall establish a system to collect 
and analyee information regarding the effective- 
ness of drug-free workplace programs estab- 
lished with assistance provided under this sec- 
tion through the intermediary, including infor- 
mation regarding any increase or decrease 
among employees in drug use, awareness of the 
adverse consequences of drug use, and absentee- 
ism, injury, and disciplinary problems related to 
drug use. Such system shall conform to such re- 
quirements as the Administrator, after consulta- 
tion with the Director of the Center for Sub- 
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stance Abuse and Prevention, may prescribe. 
Not more than 5 percent of the amount of each 
grant made under subsection (b) shall be used 
by the eligible intermediary to carry out this 
paragraph. 

“(В) METHOD OF EVALUATION.—The Adminis- 
trator, after consultation with the Director of 
the Center for Substance Abuse and Prevention, 
shall provide technical assistance and guidance 
to each eligible intermediary receiving a grant 
under subsection (b) regarding the collection 
and analysis of information to evaluate the ef- 
fectiveness of drug-free workplace programs es- 
tablished with assistance provided under this 
section, including the information referred to in 
paragraph (1). Such assistance shall include the 
identification of additional information suitable 
for measuring the benefits of drug-free work- 
place programs to the small business concern 
and to the concern’s employees and the identi- 
fication of methods suitable for analyzing such 
information.’’. 

SEC. 127. REPORT TO CONGRESS. 

Not later than March 31, 2006, the Adminis- 
trator, in consultation with the Secretary of 
Labor, the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services, and the Director of National Drug 
Control Policy, shall submit to Congress a report 
that— 

(1) analyzes the information collected under 
section 27(c) of the Small Business Act; 

(2) identifies trends in such information; and 

(3) evaluates the effectiveness of the drug-free 
workplace programs established with assistance 
under section 27 of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 654). 

Subtitle C—Administration Management 
SEC. 131. LENDER EXAMINATION AND REVIEW 

FEES. 

Section 5(b) of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 634(b)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (12), by striking “ата” at 
the end; 

(2) in paragraph (13), by striking the period at 
the end and inserting “; ата”; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

“(14) require any lender authorized to make 
loans under section 7 of this Act to pay exam- 
ination and review fees, which shall be depos- 
ited in the account for salaries and expenses of 
the Administration, and shall be available for 
the costs of examinations, reviews, and other 
lender oversight activities.’’. 

SEC. 132. GIFTS AND CO-SPONSORSHIP OF 
EVENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 4 of the Small Busi- 
ness Act (15 U.S.C. 633) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

“(0) GIFTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator may, for 
purposes of this Act, the Small Business Invest- 
ment Act of 1954, and title IV of the Women’s 
Business Ownership Act of 1988, solicit, accept, 
hold, administer, utilize, and dispose of gifts, 
devises, and bequests of cash, property (includ- 
ing tangible, intangible, real, and personal), 
subsistence, and services. Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the Administrator may 
utilize gifts, devises, or bequests for marketing 
and outreach activities, including the cost of 
promotional materials and wearing apparel. 

“(2) AUDITS.—Any gift, devise, or bequest of 
cash accepted by the Administrator shall be held 
in a separate account and shall be subject to 
semi-annual audits by the Inspector General of 
the Administration who shall report his findings 
to the Congress. 

“(3) CONFLICTS OF INTEREST.—No gift, devise, 
or bequest shall be solicited or accepted under 
the authority of this subsection if such solicita- 
tion or acceptance would, in the determination 
of the General Counsel, create a conflict of in- 
terest. 

“(4) ACCEPTANCE OF SERVICES AND FACILITIES 
FOR DISASTER LOAN PROGRAM.—The Adminis- 
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trator may accept the services and facilities of 
Federal, State, and local agencies and groups, 
both public and private, and utilize such gratu- 
itous services and facilities as may, from time to 
time, be necessary, to further the objectives of 
section 7(b). 

“(һ) CO-SPONSORSHIP OF EVENTS.— 

“(1) AUTHORIZATION.—The Administrator, 
after consultation with the General Counsel, 
may provide assistance for the benefit of small 
business through Administration-sponsored ac- 
tivities, through cosponsored activities with any 
eligible entity, or through such other activities 
that the Administrator determines to be appro- 
priate, including recognition events. 

“(2) ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—For purposes of this 
subsection, the term ‘eligible entity’ means any 
for-profit or not-for-profit entity, any Federal, 
State, or local government official, or any Fed- 
eral, State, or local government entity. 

“(3) PROHIBITION ОМ ENDORSEMENTS.—The 
Administrator shall ensure that the Administra- 
tion and any eligible entities that cosponsor ac- 
tivities receive appropriate recognition for such 
cosponsorship, and that such recognition does 
not constitute or imply an endorsement by the 
Administration of any product or service of such 
entity. 

“(4) AUTHORITY TO CHARGE FEES.—Notwith- 
standing any other provision of law, the Admin- 
istrator may charge a participant in any activ- 
ity sponsored or cosponsored by the Administra- 
tion a minimal fee, and retain and use such fee 
to cover the costs of such activity. 

“(5) LIMITED DELEGATION.—The Adminis- 
trator may not delegate the authority described 
in this subsection except to the Deputy Adminis- 
trator, an Associate Administrator, or an Assist- 
ant Administrator. 

“(6) REPORT ТО CONGRESS.—The Inspector 
General of the Administration shall report semi- 
annually to Congress on the Administrator’s use 
of authority under this subsection. 

“(7) RULEMAKING.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this subsection, 
the Administrator shall promulgate regulations 
to carry out the provisions of this subsection.". 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 
8(b)(1)(A) of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 
637(b)(1)(A)) is amended— 

(1) by striking clause (ii); 

(2) by striking ‘‘(1)(A) to provide—" and all 
that follows through ‘‘business concerns—’’ and 
inserting the following: 

“(1)(А) to provide technical, managerial, and 
informational aids to small business concerns— 


(3) by redesignating subclauses (I) through 
(IV) as clauses (i) through (iv), respectively; 

(4) by redesignating items (aa) and (bb) of 
clause (ii), as so redesignated by paragraph (3), 
as subclauses (I) and (II), respectively; and 

(5) by striking “; апа” at the end of clause 
(iv), as so redesignated by paragraph (3), and 
inserting a period. 

(c) SUNSET PROVISION.—The amendments 
made by this section are repealed on October 1, 
2006. 

Subtitle D—Entrepreneurial Development 

Programs 
CHAPTER 1—OFFICE OF 
ENTREPRENEURIAL DEVELOPMENT 
SEC. 141. SERVICE CORPS OF RETIRED EXECU- 
TIVES. 

(a) ІМ GENERAL.—Section 8(b)(1)(B) of the 
Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 637(b)(1)(B)) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking 1715 Act; and to", and insert- 
ing "this Act. То”; 

(2) by striking ‘‘may maintain at its head- 
quarters" and all that follows through “That 
ату” and inserting ‘‘shall maintain at its head- 
quarters and pay the salaries, benefits, and ex- 
penses of a volunteer and professional staff to 
manage and oversee the program. Ату”; and 
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(3) by striking the period at the end and in- 
serting “ата the management of the contribu- 
tions received.”’. 

(b) REGULATIONS.—The Administration shall, 
not later than 180 days after the date of enact- 
ment of this Act, promulgate regulations to 
carry out the amendments made by subsection 
(a). 

SEC. 142. SMALL BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT CEN- 
TER PROGRAM. 

(a) PRIVACY REQUIREMENTS.—Section 21(a) of 
the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 648(a)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

“(7) PRIVACY REQUIREMENTS.— 

“(А) IN GENERAL.—A small business develop- 
ment center, consortium of small business devel- 
opment centers, or contractor or agent of a small 
business development center may mot disclose 
the name, address, or telephone number of any 
individual or small business concern receiving 
assistance under this section without the con- 
sent of such individual or small business con- 
cern, unless— 

“(1) the Administrator is ordered to make such 
a disclosure by a court in any civil or criminal 
enforcement action initiated by a Federal or 
State agency; or 

“(ї) the Administrator considers such a dis- 
closure to be necessary for the purpose of con- 
ducting a financial audit of a small business de- 
velopment center, but a disclosure under this 
clause shall be limited to the information nec- 
essary for such audit. 

“(В) ADMINISTRATOR USE OF INFORMATION.— 
This section shall not— 

“(1) restrict Administrator access to program 
activity data; or 

“(ii) prevent the Administrator from using cli- 
ent information to conduct client surveys. 

“(С) REGULATIONS.— 

*"( IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
issue regulations to establish standards— 

“(Т) for disclosures with respect to financial 
audits under subparagraph (A)(ii); and 

“(П) for client surveys under subparagraph 
(B)(ii), including standards for oversight of such 
surveys and for dissemination and use of client 
information. 

“(it) MAXIMUM PRIVACY PROTECTION.—Regu- 
lations under this subparagraph, shall, to the 
extent practicable, provide for the maximum 
amount of privacy protection. 

“(111) INSPECTOR GENERAL.—Until the effective 
date of regulations under this subparagraph, 
any client survey and the use of such informa- 
tion shall be approved by the Inspector General 
who shall include such approval in his semi-an- 
nual report.’’. 

(b) TERM CHANGE.—Section 21(k) of the Small 
Business Act (15 U.S.C. 648(k)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘CERTIFICATION’’ each place it 
appears and inserting ‘‘ACCREDITATION’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘certification’’ each place it 
appears and inserting "accreditation". 

CHAPTER 2—OFFICE OF VETERANS 
BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT 
SEC. 143. ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON VETERANS 
BUSINESS AFFAIRS. 

(a) RETENTION OF DUTIES.—Section 33(h) of 
the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 657c(h)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘October 1, 2004” and in- 
serting ‘‘October 1, 2006”, 

(b) EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY.—Section 203(h) 
of the Veterans Entrepreneurship and Small 
Business Development Act of 1999 (15 U.S.C. 
657b note) is amended by striking ‘‘September 30, 
2004” and inserting ‘‘September 30, 2006”. 

SEC. 144. OUTREACH GRANTS FOR VETERANS. 

Section 8(b)(17) of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 637(b)(17)) is amended by inserting before 
the period at the end the following: ‘‘, veterans, 
and members of a reserve component of the 
Armed Forces". 
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SEC. 145. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

Section 32 of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 
657b) is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing: 

“(с) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to carry 
out this section— 

“(1) $1,500,000 for fiscal year 2005; and 

“(2) $2,000,000 for fiscal year 2006.’’. 

SEC. 146. NATIONAL VETERANS BUSINESS DEVEL- 
OPMENT CORPORATION. 

Section 33(a) of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 657c(a)) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: ‘‘Notwithstanding any other pro- 
vision of law, the Corporation is a private entity 
and is not an agency, instrumentality, author- 
ity, entity, or establishment of the United States 
Government."'. 


CHAPTER 3—MANUFACTURING AND 
ENTREPRENEURIAL DEVELOPMENT 
SEC. 147. SMALL BUSINESS MANUFACTURING 

TASK FORCE. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Administrator of 
the Small Business Administration (referred to 
in this subtitle as the ‘‘Administrator’’) shall es- 
tablish a Small Business Manufacturing Task 
Force (referred to in this section as the “Task 
Force’’) to address the concerns of small manu- 
facturers. 

(b) CHAIR.—The Administrator shall assign a 
member of the Task Force to serve as chair of 
the Task Force. 

(с) DUTIES.—The Task Force shall— 

(1) evaluate and identify whether programs 
and services are sufficient to serve the needs of 
small manufacturers; 

(2) actively promote the programs and services 
of the Small Business Administration that serve 
small manufacturers; and 

(3) identify and study the unique conditions 
facing small manufacturers and develop and 
propose policy initiatives to support and assist 
small manufacturers. 

(а) MEETINGS.— 

(1) FREQUENCY.—The Task Force shall meet 
not less than 4 times per year, and more fre- 
quently if necessary to perform its duties. 

(2) QUORUM.—A majority of the members of 
the Task Force shall constitute a quorum to ap- 
prove recommendations or reports. 

(е) PERSONNEL MATTERS.— 

(1) COMPENSATION OF MEMBERS.—Each mem- 
ber of the Task Force shall serve without com- 
pensation in addition to that received for serv- 
ices rendered as an officer or employee of the 
United States. 

(2) DETAIL OF SBA EMPLOYEES.—Any employee 
of the Small Business Administration may be de- 
tailed to the Task Force without reimbursement, 
and such detail shall be without interruption or 
loss of civil service status or privilege. 

(f) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after the 
date of enactment of this Act, and annually 
thereafter, the Task Force shall submit a report 
containing the findings and recommendations of 
the task force to— 

(1) the President; 

(2) the Committee on Small Business and En- 
trepreneurship of the Senate; and 

(3) the Committee on Small Business of the 
House of Representatives. 

Subtitle E—HUBZone Program 
SEC. 151. STREAMLINING AND REVISION OF 
HUBZONE ELIGIBILITY REQUIRE- 
MENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 3(p) of the Small 
Business Act (15 U.S.C. 632(p)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (3)— 

(A) by amending subparagraph (A) to read as 
follows: 

“(А) a small business concern that is at least 
51 percent owned and controlled by United 
States citizens;’’ 
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(B) in subparagraph (C), by striking “от” at 
the end; 

(C) in subparagraph (0)(їі), by striking the 
period at the end and inserting 5; от”; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 

“(Е) a small business concern that is— 

“(1) a small agricultural cooperative organized 
or incorporated in the United States; 

“(ii) wholly owned by 1 or more small agricul- 
tural cooperatives organized or incorporated in 
the United States; or 

“(iii) owned in part by 1 or more small agri- 
cultural cooperatives organized or incorporated 
in the United States, if all owners are small 
business concerns or United States citizens.’’; 
and 

(2) in paragraph (5)(A)(i)(I)(aa), by striking 
“от (D) and inserting (C), (D), or (Е)”. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 3(j) of 
the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 632(j)) is 
amended by striking “ој section 7(b)(2)’’. 

SEC. 152. EXPANSION OF QUALIFIED AREAS. 

(a) TREATMENT OF CERTAIN AREAS AS 
HUBZONES.— 

(1) BASE CLOSURE AREAS.—Section 3(р)(1) of 
the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 632(p)(1)) is 
amended— 

(A) in subparagraph (C), by striking “от 
the end; 

(B) in subparagraph (D), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; от”; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

“(Е) base closure areas.” 

(2) HUBZONE STATUS TIME LINE AND COM- 
MENCEMENT.—A base closure area that has un- 
dergone final closure shall be treated as a 
HUBZone for purposes of the Small Business 
Act for a period of 5 years. 

(3) DEFINITION.—Section 3(p)(4) of the Small 
Business Act (15 U.S.C. 632(p)(4)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

"(D) BASE CLOSURE AREA.—The term ‘base 
closure area’ means lands within the external 
boundaries of a military installation that were 
closed through a privatization process under the 
authority of— 

“(i) the Defense Base Closure and Realign- 
ment Act of 1990 (part A of title XXIX of Divi- 
sion В of Public Law 101-510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 
note); 

“(й) title II of the Defense Authorization 
Amendments and Base Closure and Realignment 
Act (Public Law 100-526; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note); 

“(iti) section 2687 of title 10, United States 
Code; or 

“(іш) any other provision of law authorizing 
or directing the Secretary of Defense or the Sec- 
retary of a military department to dispose of 
real property at the military installation for 
purposes relating to base closures of redevelop- 
ment, while retaining the authority to enter into 
a leaseback of all or a portion of the property 
for military изе.” 

(b) QUALIFIED NONMETROPOLITAN COUNTY.— 
Section 3(p)(4)(B)()(II) of the Small Business 
Act (15 U.S.C. 632(p)(4)( B)(i)(1I)) is amended to 
read as follows: 

“(П) the unemployment rate is not less than 
140 percent of the average unemployment rate 
for the United States or for the State in which 
Such county is located, whichever is less, based 
on the most recent data available from the Sec- 
retary of Labor." 

(c) TEMPORARY QUALIFIED AREAS EXTENSION 
AND QUALIFIED AREAS STUDY.— 

(1) REDESIGNATED AREA.—Section 3(p)(4)(C) of 
the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 632(p)(4)(C)) 
is amended by striking ‘‘only for the 3-year pe- 
riod following” and inserting the following: 

“only until the later of— 

“(i) the date on which the Census Bureau 
publicly releases the first results from the 2010 
decennial census; or 

“(ii) 3 years after” 


» 


at 
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(2) STUDY AND REPORT.— 

(A) STUDY.—The Independent Office of Advo- 
cacy of the Small Business Administration shall 
conduct a study of the HUBZone program to 
measure the effectiveness of the definitions 
under section 3(p)(4) of the Small Business Act 
(15 U.S.C. 632(p)(4)) relating to HUBZone quali- 
fied areas for the purposes of economic impact 
on small business development and jobs cre- 
ation. 

(B) REPORT.—Not later than May 1, 2008, the 
Independent Office of Advocacy shall submit a 
report to the Committee on Small Business and 
Entrepreneurship of the Senate and the Com- 
mittee on Small Business of the House of Rep- 
resentatives that contains— 

(i) the results of the study conducted under 
paragraph (1); and 

(ii) any proposed changes to the existing defi- 
nitions under section 3(p)(4) of the Small Busi- 
ness Act (15 U.S.C. 632(p)(4) relating to 
HUBZone qualified areas. 

SEC. 153. PRICE EVALUATION PREFERENCE. 

Section 31(b)(3) of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 657a(b)(3)) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subparagraph (C) as sub- 
paragraph (D); and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(С) PROCUREMENT OF COMMODITIES FOR 
INTERNATIONAL FOOD AID EXPORT OPERATIONS.— 
The price evaluation preference for purchases of 
agricultural commodities by the Secretary of Ag- 
riculture for export operations through inter- 
national food aid programs administered by the 
Farm Service Agency shall be 5 percent on the 
first portion of a contract to be awarded that is 
not greater than 20 percent of the total volume 
of each commodity being procured in a single in- 
vitation.”’ 

SEC. 154. HUBZONE AUTHORIZATIONS. 

Section 31(d) of the Small Business Act (15 

U.S.C. 657а(а)) is amended by striking ‘‘2001 


through 2003” and inserting “2004 through 

2006”. 

SEC. 155. PARTICIPATION IN FEDERALLY FUNDED 
PROJECTS. 


Any small business concern that is certified, 
or otherwise meets the criteria for participation 
in any program under section 8(a) of the Small 
Business Act (15 U.S.C. 637(a)), shall not be те- 
quired by any State, or political subdivision 
thereof, to meet additional criteria or certifi- 
cation, unrelated to the capability to provide 
the requested products or services, in order to 
participate as a small disadvantaged business in 
any program or project that is funded, in whole 
or in part, by the Federal Government. 


Subtitle F—Small Business Lending 
Companies 
SEC. 161. SUPERVISORY AND ENFORCEMENT AU- 
THORITY FOR SMALL BUSINESS 
LENDING COMPANIES. 

Section 23 of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 
650) is amended to read as follows: 

“SEC. 23. SUPERVISORY AND ENFORCEMENT AU- 
THORITY FOR SMALL BUSINESS 
LENDING COMPANIES. 

“(а) ІМ GENERAL.—The Administrator is au- 
thorized— 

“(1) to supervise the safety and soundness of 
small business lending companies and non-Fed- 
erally regulated lenders; 

“(2) with respect to small business lending 
companies to set capital standards to regulate, 
to examine, and to enforce laws governing such 
companies, in accordance with the purposes of 
this Act; and 

“(3) with respect to non-Federally regulated 
lenders to regulate, to examine, and to enforce 
laws governing the lending activities of such 
lenders under section 7(a) in accordance with 
the purposes of this Act. 

“(b) CAPITAL DIRECTIVE.— 
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“(1) IN GENERAL.—If the Administrator deter- 
mines that a small business lending company is 
being operated in an imprudent manner, the Ad- 
ministrator may, in addition to any other action 
authorized by law, issue a directive to such com- 
pany to increase capital to such level as the Ad- 
ministrator determines will result in the safe 
and sound operation of such company. 

“(2) DELEGATION.—The Administrator тау 
not delegate the authority granted under para- 
graph (1) except to an Associate Deputy Admin- 
istrator. 

“(3) REGULATIONS.—The Administrator shall 
issue regulations outlining the conditions under 
which the Administrator may determine the 
level of capital pursuant to paragraph (1). 

“(с) CIVIL ACTION.—If a small business lend- 
ing company violates this Act, the Administrator 
may institute a civil action in an appropriate 
district court to terminate the rights, privileges, 
and franchises of the company under this Act. 

“(4) REVOCATION OR SUSPENSION OF LOAN AU- 
THORITY.— 

“(1) The Administrator may revoke or suspend 
the authority of a small business lending com- 
pany or a non-Federally regulated lender to 
make, service or liquidate business loans author- 
ized by section 7(a) of this Act— 

“(А) for false statements knowingly made in 
any written submission required under this Act; 

“(В) for omission of a material fact from any 
written submission required under this Act; 

“(С) for willful or repeated violation of this 
Act; 

"(D) for willful or repeated violation of any 
condition imposed by the Administrator with re- 
spect to any application, request, or agreement 
under this Act; or 

“(Е) for violation of any cease and desist 
order of the Administrator under this section. 

“(2) The Administrator may revoke or suspend 
authority under paragraph (1) only after a 
hearing under subsection (f). The Administrator 
may delegate power to revoke or suspend au- 
thority under paragraph (1) only to the Deputy 
Administrator and only if the Administrator is 
unavailable to take such action. 

“(А) The Administrator, after finding extraor- 
dinary circumstances and in order to protect the 
financial or legal position of the United States, 
may issue a suspension order without con- 
ducting a hearing pursuant to subsection (f). If 
the Administrator issues a suspension under the 
preceding sentence, the Administrator shall 
within two business days follow the procedures 
set forth in subsection (f). 

“(В) Any suspension under paragraph (1) 
shall remain in effect until the Administrator 
makes a decision pursuant to subparagraph (4) 
to permanently revoke the authority of the small 
business lending company or non-Federally reg- 
ulated lender, suspend the authority for a time 
certain, or terminate the suspension. 

“(3) The small business lending company or 
non-Federally regulated lender must notify bor- 
rowers of a revocation and that a new entity 
has been appointed to service their loans. The 
Administrator or an employee of the Administra- 
tion designated by the Administrator may pro- 
vide such notice to the borrower. 

“(4) Any revocation or suspension under 
paragraph (1) shall be made by the Adminis- 
trator except that the Administrator shall dele- 
gate to an administrative law judge as that term 
is used in section 3105 of title 5, United States 
Code the authority to conduct any hearing re- 
quired under subsection (f). The Administrator 
shall base the decision to revoke on the record 
of the hearing. 

“(е) CEASE AND DESIST ORDER.— 

“(1) Where a small business lending company, 
a non-Federally regulated lender, or other per- 
son violates this Act or is engaging or is about 
to engage in any acts or practices which con- 
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stitute or will constitute a violation of this Act, 
the Administrator may order, after the oppor- 
tunity for hearing pursuant to subsection (f), 
the company, lender, or other person to cease 
and desist from such action or failure to act. 
The Administrator may delegate the authority 
under the preceding sentence only to the Deputy 
Administrator and only if the Administrator is 
unavailable to take such action. 

“(2) The Administrator, after finding extraor- 
dinary circumstances and in order to protect the 
financial or legal position of the United States, 
may issue a cease and desist order without con- 
ducting a hearing pursuant to subsection (f). If 
the Administrator issues a cease and desist order 
under the preceding sentence, the Administrator 
shall within two business days follow the proce- 
dures set forth in subsection (f). 

“(3) The Administrator may further order 
such small business lending company or non- 
Federally regulated lender or other person to 
take such action or to refrain from such action 
as the Administrator deems necessary to insure 
compliance with this Act. 

“(4) A cease and desist order under this sub- 
section may also provide for the suspension of 
authority to lend in subsection (d). 

“(/) PROCEDURE FOR REVOCATION OR SUSPEN- 
SION OF LOAN AUTHORITY AND FOR CEASE AND 
DESIST ORDER.— 

“(1) Before revoking or suspending authority 
under subsection (а) or issuing a cease and de- 
sist order under subsection (e), the Adminis- 
trator shall serve an order to show cause upon 
the small business lending company, non-Feder- 
ally regulated lender, or other person why an 
order revoking or suspending the authority or a 
cease and desist order should not be issued. The 
order to show cause shall contain a statement of 
the matters of fact and law asserted by the Ad- 
ministrator and the legal authority and jurisdic- 
tion under which a hearing is to be held, and 
shall set forth that a hearing will be held before 
an administrative law judge at a time and place 
stated in the order. Such hearing shall be con- 
ducted pursuant to the provisions of sections 
554, 556, and 557 of title 5, United States Code. 
If after hearing, or a waiver thereof, the Admin- 
istrator determines that an order revoking or 
suspending the authority or a cease and desist 
order should be issued, the Administrator shall 
promptly issue such order, which shall include a 
statement of the findings of the Administrator 
and the grounds and reasons therefor and speci- 
fy the effective date of the order, and shall 
cause the order to be served on the small busi- 
ness lending company, non-Federally regulated 
lender, or other person involved. 

“(2) Witnesses summoned before the Adminis- 
trator shall be paid by the party at whose in- 
stance they were called the same fees and mile- 
age that are paid witnesses in the courts of the 
United States. 

“(3) A cease and desist order, suspension or 
revocation issued by the Administrator, after the 
hearing under this subsection is final agency 
action for purposes of chapter 7 of title 5, 
United States Code. Am adversely aggrieved 
party shall have 20 days from the date of 
issuance of the cease and desist order, suspen- 
sion or revocation, to seek judicial review in an 
appropriate district court. 

“(g) REMOVAL OR SUSPENSION OF MANAGE- 
MENT OFFICIAL.— 

“(1) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 
‘management official’ means, with respect to a 
small business lending company or a non-Feder- 
ally regulated lender, an officer, director, gen- 
eral partner, manager, employee, agent, or other 
participant in the management of the affairs of 
the company’s or lender’s activities under sec- 
tion 7(a) of this Act. 

“(2) REMOVAL OF MANAGEMENT OFFICIAL.— 

“(А) NOTICE.—The Administrator may serve 
upon any management official a written notice 
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of its intention to remove that management offi- 
cial if, in the opinion of the Administrator, the 
management official— 

“(1) willfully and knowingly commits a sub- 
stantial violation of— 

“(D) this Act; 

“(П) any regulation issued under this Act; 

"(III) a final cease-and-desist order under 
this Act; or 

“(IV) any agreement by the management offi- 
cial, the small business lending company or non- 
Federally regulated lender under this Act; or 

“(й) willfully and knowingly commits a sub- 
stantial breach of a fiduciary duty of that per- 
son as a management official and the violation 
or breach of fiduciary duty is one involving per- 
sonal dishonesty on the part of such manage- 
ment official. 

“(В) CONTENTS OF NOTICE.—A notice under 
subparagraph (A) shall contain a statement of 
the facts constituting grounds therefor and shall 
fix a time and place at which a hearing, con- 
ducted pursuant to sections 554, 556, and 557 of 
title 5, United States Code, will be held thereon. 

“(С) HEARING.— 

“(i) TIMING.—A hearing under subparagraph 
(B) shall be held not earlier than 30 days and 
later than 60 days after the date of service of 
notice of the hearing, unless an earlier or a later 
date is set by the Administrator at the request 
of— 

“(І) the management official, and for good 
cause shown; or 

“(П) the Attorney General. 

“(ii) CONSENT.—Unless the management offi- 
cial appears at a hearing under this paragraph 
in person or by a duly authorized representa- 
tive, the management official shall be deemed to 
have consented to the issuance of an order of re- 
moval under subparagraph (A). 

“(П) ORDER OF REMOVAL.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—In the event of consent 
under subparagraph (C)(ii), or if upon the 
record made at a hearing under this subsection, 
the Administrator finds that any of the grounds 
specified in the notice of removal has been es- 
tablished, the Administrator may issue such or- 
ders of removal from office as the Administrator 
deems appropriate. 

“(11) EFFECTIVENESS.—An order under clause 
(i) shall— 

“(І) take effect 30 days after the date of serv- 
ice upon the subject small business lending com- 
pany or non-Federally regulated lender and the 
management official concerned (except in the 
case of an order issued upon consent as de- 
scribed in subparagraph (C)(ii), which shall be- 
come effective at the time specified in such 
order); and 

“(II) remain effective and enforceable, except 
to such extent as it is stayed, modified, termi- 
nated, or set aside by action of the Adminis- 
trator or a reviewing court in accordance with 
this section. 

“(3) AUTHORITY TO SUSPEND OR PROHIBIT PAR- 
TICIPATION.— 

“(А) IN GENERAL.—In order to protect a small 
business lending company, a non-Federally reg- 
ulated lender or the interests of the Administra- 
tion or the United States, the Administrator may 
suspend from office or prohibit from further par- 
ticipation in any manner in the management or 
conduct of the affairs of a small business lend- 
ing company от a non-Federally regulated lend- 
er a management official by written notice to 
such effect served upon the management offi- 
cial. Such suspension or prohibition may pro- 
hibit the management official from making, 
servicing, reviewing, approving, or liquidating 
any loan under section 7(a) of this Act. 

“(В) EFFECTIVENESS.—A suspension or prohi- 
bition under subparagraph (A)— 

“(1) shall take effect upon service of notice 
under paragraph (2); and 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


“(ii) unless stayed by a court in proceedings 
authorized by subparagraph (C), shall remain in 
effect— 

“(І) pending the completion of the administra- 
tive proceedings pursuant to a notice of inten- 
tion to remove served under paragraph (2); and 

“(П) until such time as the Administrator dis- 
misses the charges specified in the notice, or, if 
an order of removal or prohibition is issued 
against the management official, until the effec- 
tive date of any such order. 

“(С) JUDICIAL REVIEW OF SUSPENSION PRIOR 
TO HEARING.—Not later than 10 days after a 
management official is suspended or prohibited 
from participation under subparagraph (A), the 
management official may apply to an appro- 
priate district court for a stay of the suspension 
or prohibition pending the completion of the ad- 
ministrative proceedings pursuant to a notice of 
intent to remove served upon the management 
official under paragraph (2). 

“(4) AUTHORITY TO SUSPEND ON CRIMINAL 
CHARGES.— 

“(А) IN GENERAL.—If a management official is 
charged in any information, indictment, or com- 
plaint authorized by a United States attorney, 
with a felony involving dishonesty or breach of 
trust, the Administrator may, by written notice 
served upon the management official, suspend 
the management official from office or prohibit 
the management official from further participa- 
tion in any manner in the management or con- 
duct of the affairs of the small business lending 
company or non-Federally regulated lender. 

“(В) EFFECTIVENESS.—A suspension or prohi- 
bition under subparagraph (A) shall remain in 
effect until the information, indictment, or com- 
plaint is finally disposed of, or until terminated 
by the Administrator or upon an order of a dis- 
trict court. 

“(С) AUTHORITY UPON CONVICTION.—If a judg- 
ment of conviction with respect to an offense de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A) is entered against a 
management official, then at such time as the 
judgment is not subject to further judicial re- 
view (and for purposes of this subparagraph 
shall not include any petition for a writ of ha- 
beas corpus), the Administrator may issue and 
serve upon the management official an order re- 
moving the management official, effective upon 
service of a copy of the order upon the small 
business lending company or non-Federally reg- 
ulated lender. 

“(П) AUTHORITY UPON DISMISSAL OR OTHER 
DISPOSITION.—A finding of not guilty or other 
disposition of charges described in subpara- 
graph (A) shall not preclude the Administrator 
from instituting proceedings under subsection 
(e) or (f). 

“(5) NOTIFICATION TO SMALL BUSINESS LEND- 
ING COMPANY OR A NON-FEDERALLY REGULATED 
LENDER.—Copies of each notice required to be 
served on a management official under this sec- 
tion shall also be served upon the small business 
lending company or non-Federally regulated 
lender involved. 

“(6) FINAL AGENCY ACTION AND JUDICIAL RE- 
VIEW.— 

“(А) ISSUANCE OF ORDERS.—After a hearing 
under this subsection, and not later than 30 
days after the Administrator notifies the parties 
that the case has been submitted for final deci- 
sion, the Administrator shall render a decision 
in the matter (which shall include findings of 
fact upon which its decision is predicated), and 
shall issue and cause to be served upon each 
party to the proceeding an order or orders con- 
sistent with this section. The decision of the Ad- 
ministrator shall constitute final agency action 
for purposes of chapter 7 of title 5, United States 
Code. 

“(В) JUDICIAL REVIEW.—An adversely ag- 
grieved party shall have 20 days from the date 
of issuance of the order to seek judicial review 
in an appropriate district court. 
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“(һ) APPOINTMENT OF RECEIVER.— 

“(1) Іт any proceeding under subsection (f)(4) 
or subsection (g)(6)(C), the court may take ex- 
clusive jurisdiction of a small business lending 
company or a non-Federally regulated lender 
and appoint a receiver to hold and administer 
the assets of the company or lender. 

“(2) Upon request of the Administrator, the 
court may appoint the Administrator as a re- 
ceiver under paragraph (1). 

“(і) POSSESSION OF ASSETS.— 

“(1) If a small business lending company or a 
non-Federally regulated lender is not in compli- 
ance with capital requirements or is insolvent, 
the Administrator may take possession of the 
portfolio of loans guaranteed by the Adminis- 
trator and sell such loans to a third party by 
means of a receiver appointed under subsection 
(h). 
“(2) If a small business lending company or a 
non-Federally regulated lender is not in compli- 
ance with capital requirements or is insolvent or 
otherwise operating in an unsafe and unsound 
condition, the Administrator may take posses- 
sion of servicing activities of loans that are 
guaranteed by the Administrator and sell such 
servicing rights to a third party by means of a 
receiver appointed under subsection (h). 

“()) PENALTIES AND FORFEITURES.— 

“(1) Except as provided in paragraph (2), a 
small business lending company or a non-Feder- 
ally regulated lender which violates any regula- 
tion or written directive issued by the Adminis- 
trator regarding the filing of any regular or spe- 
cial report shall pay to the United States a civil 
penalty of not more than $5,000 for each day of 
the continuance of the failure to file such re- 
port, unless it is shown that such failure is due 
to reasonable cause and not due to willful ne- 
glect. The civil penalties under this subsection 
may be enforced in a civil action brought by the 
Administrator. The penalties under this sub- 
section shall not apply to any affiliate of a 
small business lending company that procures at 
least 10 percent of its annual purchasing re- 
quirements from small manufacturers. 

“(2) The Administrator may by rules and reg- 
ulations that shall be codified in the Code of 
Federal Regulations, after an opportunity for 
notice and comment, or upon application of an 
interested party, at any time previous to such 
failure, by order, after notice and opportunity 
for hearing which shall be conducted pursuant 
to sections 554, 556, and 557 of title 5, United 
States Code, exempt in whole or in part, any 
small business lending company or non-Feder- 
ally regulated lender from paragraph (1), upon 
such terms and conditions and for such period 
of time as it deems necessary and appropriate, if 
the Administrator finds that such action is not 
inconsistent with the public interest or the pro- 
tection of the Administration. The Adminis- 
trator may for the purposes of this section make 
any alternative requirements appropriate to the 
situation.’’. 

SEC. 162. DEFINITIONS RELATING TO SMALL 
BUSINESS LENDING COMPANIES. 

Section 3 of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 
632) is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

“(r) DEFINITIONS RELATING TO SMALL BUSI- 
NESS LENDING COMPANIES.—As used in section 
23 of this Act: 

“(1) SMALL BUSINESS LENDING COMPANY.—The 
term ‘small business lending company’ means a 
business concern that is authorized by the Ad- 
ministrator to make loans pursuant to section 
7(a) and whose lending activities are not subject 
to regulation by any Federal or State regulatory 
agency. 

“(2) NON-FEDERALLY REGULATED SBA LEND- 
ER.—The term ‘non-Federally regulated SBA 
lender’ means a business concern if— 

“(А) such concern is authorized by the Ad- 
ministrator to make loans under section 7; 
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“(В) such concern is subject to regulation by 
a State; and 

“(С) the lending activities of such concern are 
not regulated by any Federal banking author- 
ity.". 

TITLE II—MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS 

SEC. 201. AMENDMENT TO DEFINITION OF EQ- 
UITY CAPITAL WITH RESPECT TO 
ISSUERS OF PARTICIPATING SECURI- 
TIES. 

Section 303(g)(4) of the Small Business Invest- 
ment Act of 1958 (15 U.S.C. 683 (g)(4)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘sub- 
section” and inserting “Act”; and 

(2) in the second sentence, by striking ‘‘con- 
tingent upon and limited to the extent of earn- 
ings" and inserting ‘‘from appropriate sources, 
as determined by the Administration”. 

SEC. 202. INVESTMENT OF EXCESS FUNDS. 

Section 308(b) of the Small Business Invest- 
ment Act (15 U.S.C. 687(b)) is amended by strik- 
ing the last sentence and inserting the fol- 
lowing: “Апу such company that is licensed be- 
fore October 1, 2004 and has outstanding 
financings is authorized to invest funds not 
needed for its operations— 

“(1) in direct obligations of, or obligations 
guaranteed as to principal and interest by, the 
United States; 

“(2) in certificates of deposit or other accounts 
of federally insured banks or other federally in- 
sured depository institutions, if the certificates 
or other accounts mature or are otherwise fully 
available not more than 1 year after the date of 
the investment; or 

“(3) in mutual funds, securities, or other in- 
struments that consist of, or represent pooled as- 
sets of, investments described in paragraphs (1) 
от (2).’’. 

SEC. 203. SURETY BOND AMENDMENTS. 

(a) CLARIFICATION OF MAXIMUM SURETY BOND 
GUARANTEE.—Section 411(а)(1) of the Small 
Business Investment Act of 1958 (15 U.S.C. 
694b(a)(1)) is amended by striking contract up 
to" and inserting ‘‘total work order or contract 
amount at the time of bond execution that does 
not exceed". 

(b) AUDIT FREQUENCY.—Section 411(g)(3) of 
the Small Business Investment Act of 1958 (15 
U.S.C. 694b(g)(3)) is amended by striking ‘‘each 
year" and inserting ‘‘every three years". 

(c) REPEAL.—Section 207 of the Small Business 
Reauthorization and Amendment Act of 1988 (15 
U.S.C. 694b note) is repealed. 

SEC. 204. EFFECTIVE DATE FOR CERTAIN FEES. 

Section 503(f) of the Small Business Invest- 
ment Act of 1958 (15 U.S.C. 697(f)) is amended by 
striking ‘“‘, but” and all that follows through the 
end and inserting a period. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 


JIM KOLBE, 

JOE KNOLLENBERG, 

JERRY LEWIS, 

ROGER F. WICKER, 

HENRY BONILLA, 

DAVID VITTER, 

MARK STEVEN KIRK, 

ANDER CRENSHAW, 

BILL YOUNG, 

RALPH REGULA, 

DAVID L. HOBSON, 

STEVEN R. ROTHMAN, 
Managers on the Part of the House. 


Мітсн MCCONNELL, 

THAD COCHRAN, 

JUDD GREGG, 

RICHARD C. SHELBY, 

ROBERT F. BENNETT, 

BEN NIGHTHORSE 
CAMPBELL, 

CHRISTOPHER 8. BOND, 
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MIKE DEWINE, 
TED STEVENS, 
Managers on the Part of the Senate. 
JOINT EXPLANATORY STATEMENT OF 
THE COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE 


The managers on the part of the House and 
Senate at the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 4818) making 
appropriations for foreign operations, export 
financing, and related programs for the fis- 
cal year ending September 30, 2005 and for 
other purposes, submit the following joint 
statement to the House and Senate in expla- 
nation of the effect of the action agreed upon 
by the managers and recommended in the ac- 
companying conference report. 

This conference agreement includes the 
Agriculture, Rural Development, Food and 
Drug Administration, and Related Agencies 
Appropriations Act, 2005; the Departments of 
Commerce, Justice, and State, the Judiciary, 
and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 
2005; the Energy and Water Development Ap- 
propriations Act, 2005; the Foreign Oper- 
ations, Export Financing, and Related Pro- 
grams Appropriations Act, 2005; the Interior 
and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 
2005; the Departments of Labor, Health and 
Human Services, and Education, and Related 
Agencies Appropriations Act, 2005; the Legis- 
lative Branch Appropriations Act, 2005; the 
Transportation, Treasury, and Independent 
Agencies Appropriations Act, 2005; the De- 
partments of Veterans Affairs and Housing 
and Urban Development, and Independent 
Agencies Appropriations Act, 2005; and other 
matters included in division J. 

DIVISION A—AGRICULTURE, RURAL DE- 
VELOPMENT, FOOD AND DRUG ADMIN- 
ISTRATION, AND RELATED AGENCIES 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2005 

CONGRESSIONAL DIRECTIVES 


The statement of the managers remains si- 
lent on provisions that were in both the 
House and Senate bills that remain un- 
changed by this conference agreement, ex- 
cept as noted in this statement of the man- 
agers. 

The conferees agree that executive branch 
wishes cannot substitute for Congress’ own 
statements as to the best evidence of con- 
gressional intentions-that is, the official re- 
ports of the Congress. The conferees further 
point out that funds in this Act must be used 
for the purposes for which appropriated, as 
required by section 1801 of title 31 of the 
United States Code, which provides: “Аррго- 
priations shall be applied only to the objects 
for which the appropriations were made ex- 
cept as otherwise provided by law." 

The House and Senate report language 
that is not changed by the conference is ap- 
proved by the committee of conference. The 
statement of the managers, while repeating 
some report language for emphasis, does not 
intend to negate the language referred to 
above unless expressly provided herein. 

In cases in which the House or the Senate 
have directed the submission of a report, 
such report is to be submitted to both the 
House and Senate Committees on Appropria- 
tions. 

TITLE I—AGRICULTURAL PROGRAMS 
PRODUCTION, PROCESSING, AND MARKETING 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 

The conference agreement provides 
$5,124,000 for the Office of the Secretary as 
proposed by the Senate instead of $4,185,000 
as proposed by the House. 

The conference agreement provides the fis- 
cal year 2004 funding level for cross- cutting 
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trade negotiations and biotechnology re- 
sources in the following accounts: Office of 
the Secretary; Animal and Plant Health In- 
spection Service; Grain Inspection, Packers 
and Stockyards Administration; and the 
Foreign Agricultural Service. 

The conferees appreciate receiving the de- 
tailed information provided in the Explana- 
tory Notes prepared by the Department and 
rely heavily on this information when con- 
sidering budget proposals. These materials 
have traditionally been prepared for the sole 
use of the Committees on Appropriations in 
a format consistent with the organization 
and operation of the programs and the struc- 
ture of the Appropriations Act. At the direc- 
tion of the Office of Management and Budg- 
et, the Department has changed the format 
and content of these materials to focus on 
broader goals and objectives rather than the 
major program structure followed in the Act, 
and in the actual conduct of the programs. 
The new organization and content does not 
present budget information in a format use- 
ful to the deliberations of the Committees. 
For fiscal year 2006 and future years, the De- 
partment is directed to present Explanatory 
Notes in a format consistent with the pres- 
entation used for the fiscal year 2002 Budget. 
Any deviations from that format are to be 
approved in advance by the Committees. 

The Homeland Security Act of 2002 trans- 
ferred a number of functions previously 
under the direct jurisdiction of USDA to the 
newly created Department of Homeland Se- 
curity [DHS]. Among these functions were 
research and diagnostic activities located at 
Plum Island, New York, and Agricultural 
Quarantine Inspection [AQI] activities lo- 
cated along our nation’s borders and at se- 
lect transportation centers. The conferees 
are aware of ongoing concerns within the ag- 
riculture sector that the transfer of these re- 
sponsibilities may shift the focus away from 
agriculture to other priority areas of DHS. 
In order to ensure that the interests of U.S. 
agriculture are protected and that the intent 
of the Homeland Security Act of 2002 is being 
fully met, including the proper allocation of 
AQI and other funds, the conferees request 
the Government Accountability Office to 
provide a report, no later than March 1, 2005, 
on the coordination between USDA and DHS 
in protecting the U.S. agriculture sector, in- 
cluding a description of the long-term objec- 
tives of joint activities at Plum Island and 
the effectiveness of AQI and other inspection 
activities. 

On previous occasions, both Committees 
have made clear that they expect the admin- 
istration to abide by the statutory set-aside 
for non-emergency food aid programs. The 
Bill Emerson Humanitarian Trust (BEHT) 
exists so that the United States can provide 
emergency food aid above the appropriated 
level and not have to reduce funding for non- 
emergency programs. The conferees are con- 
cerned that the administration has contin- 
ued to use non-emergency funds for emer- 
gency purposes. The conferees urge the ad- 
ministration to use the trust for its intended 
purpose. If the administration continues to 
waive the non-emergency set-aside for emer- 
gencies that could be funded from the BEHT, 
the Committees may consider taking action 
to ensure this does not continue. 

Despite numerous communications from 
the Congress over the past year urging USDA 
to improve the utilization and budget of the 
U.S. National Arboretum, operated by the 
Agricultural Research Service, the Depart- 
ment continues to neglect the management 
of this important public resource. The De- 
partment has failed to conclude longstanding 


24542 


discussions to enter into effective fund-rais- 
ing initiatives through the not-for-profit as- 
sociation, Friends of the National Arbo- 
retum, which would offer the prospects of en- 
hanced financial resources beyond federal 
taxpayers’ dollars. At the same time, the De- 
partment has failed to manage the budget of 
the Arboretum in a manner that adequately 
provides for its current and future needs, in- 
cluding appropriate security and public ac- 
cess measures. The conferees are disturbed 
by the inadequacy of the Department’s ac- 
tions to date, and direct the Secretary to 
take immediate steps to address and resolve 
these inadequacies. The conferees direct the 
Secretary to submit a written report, within 
30 days of enactment of this Act, to the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations on the steps 
taken as well as plans for any additional 
steps to address such concerns. The report 
shall include a timetable for implementation 
and monitoring of results. 
EXECUTIVE OPERATIONS 
CHIEF ECONOMIST 


The conference agreement provides 
$10,317,000 for the Office of the Chief Econo- 
mist instead of $10,810,000 as proposed by the 
House and $9,817,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. 

The conference agreement provides an in- 
crease of $1,500,000 for a preferred procure- 
ment system and a labeling system for bio- 
based products. 

NATIONAL APPEALS DIVISION 


The conference agreement provides 
$14,331,000 for the National Appeals Division 
instead of $14,526,000 as proposed by the 
House and $14,154,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. The conferees provide an increase of 
$477,000 to be applied to the highest priority 
needs for which additional funding was re- 


quested. 
OFFICE OF BUDGET AND PROGRAM ANALYSIS 
The conference agreement provides 


$8,228,000 for the Office of Budget and Pro- 
gram Analysis instead of $8,246,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $8,128,000 as proposed 
by the Senate. 

HOMELAND SECURITY STAFF 


The conference agreement provides $775,000 
for Homeland Security Staff instead of 
$508,000 as proposed by the House and 
$1,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. Of the 
amount provided, $270,000 is to continue op- 
erations originally funded by 
counterterrorism/homeland security supple- 
mental funds. 

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF INFORMATION OFFICER 


The conference agreement provides 
$16,595,000 for the Office of the Chief Informa- 
tion Officer instead of $15,608,000 as proposed 
by the House and $17,595,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. The conferees provide an in- 
crease of $1,000,000 to be applied to the high- 
est priority needs for which additional fund- 
ing was requested. 

The conferees have learned that the De- 
partment transferred more than $16,000,000 in 
agency funds to the Office of the Chief Infor- 
mation Officer in fiscal years 2003 and 2004 to 
help finance several Presidential 
eGovernment initiatives. The Department 
testified that, in addition, it collected fiscal 
years 2003 and 2004 funds in unspecified 
amounts from USDA agencies for its own 
eGovernment initiatives. The conferees are 
extremely disturbed that the Department 
has failed to comply with Section 718 of Pub- 
lic Law 108-199 that plainly states that no 
funds may be transferred to the Office of the 
Chief Information Officer without the prior 
approval of the Committees on Appropria- 
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tions of both Houses of Congress. The USDA 
General Counsel’s office advised the USDA 
Chief Information Officer in a memorandum 
dated April 20, 2004, that the Department no- 
tify the Committees of its intention to 
transfer funds to the Office of the Chief In- 
formation Officer and await a response. Yet, 
in spite of the clear legislative language and 
the General Counsel’s advice, the Depart- 
ment proceeded to transfer these funds with- 
out the notification and approval of Con- 
gress. The Department further testified that 
the cost of these eGovernment initiatives 
will exceed $40,000,000 in fiscal year 2005, and 
about its plans to use the Greenbook mecha- 
nism to manage agency contributions to- 
wards funding these initiatives. The con- 
ferees again direct that no funds be trans- 
ferred, contributed, pooled or otherwise 
made available from the agencies to the Of- 
fice of the Chief Information Officer without 
the prior approval of the Committees on Ap- 
propriations of both Houses of Congress. The 
conferees further direct that the Department 
provide, no later than February 1, 2005, a re- 
port on the fiscal years 2003, 2004, and esti- 
mated 2005 funds, transferred to the Office of 
the Chief Information Officer through inter- 
agency agreements, the Greenbook mecha- 
nism, or any other means. The report should 
identify the amounts transferred or other- 
wise made available, by Agency, how those 
funds were or are to be used and the impact 
of the transfers on agency program activi- 
ties. 
COMMON COMPUTING ENVIRONMENT 


The conference agreement provides 
$125,585,000 for common computing environ- 
ment as proposed by the Senate. The House 
proposed funding these activities within the 
affected mission areas. 

The conferees are aware that the acquisi- 
tion of geospatial data and Geographic Infor- 
mation System technologies is critical to 
the Department of Agriculture’s plans to 
modernize its County Service Centers and in- 
stall a common computing environment that 
optimizes information sharing, customer 
service, and staff efficiencies, and improves 
the Department’s ability to track and react 
to natural and/or man-made disasters. With- 
in the funds provided in this Act, the con- 
ferees encourage the Department to provide 
the appropriate level of support to the Na- 
tional Agricultural Imagery Program for the 
acquisition of geospatial data and Geo- 
graphic Information System technologies. 

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 


The conference agreement provides 
$5,742,000 for the Office of the Chief Financial 
Officer as proposed by the Senate instead of 
$5,811,000 as proposed by the House. 

WORKING CAPITAL FUND 


The conference agreement provides 
$12,850,000 for the Working Capital Fund as 
proposed by the House. The Senate bill con- 
tained no such account. The conference 
agreement also includes a general provision 
(Section 705) that authorizes the Secretary 
to transfer unobligated balances of other ac- 
counts to the Working Capital Fund. 

OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR 

CIVIL RIGHTS 

The conference agreement provides $818,000 
for the Office of the Assistant Secretary for 
Civil Rights instead of $803,000 as proposed 
by the House and $819,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

OFFICE OF CIVIL RIGHTS 

The conference agreement provides 
$19,889,000 for the Office of Civil Rights in- 
stead of $19,452,000 as proposed by the House 
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and $20,347,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
The conferees provide an increase of 
$1,458,000 to be applied to the highest pri- 
ority needs for which additional funding was 
requested. 
OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR 
ADMINISTRATION 


The conference agreement provides $669,000 
for the Office of the Assistant Secretary for 
Administration as proposed by the House in- 
stead of $682,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
AGRICULTURE BUILDINGS AND FACILITIES AND 

RENTAL PAYMENTS 


The conference agreement provides 
$163,870,000 for agriculture buildings and fa- 
cilities and rental payments instead of 
$128,216,000 as proposed by the House and 
$170,870,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
conferees provide an increase of $3,000,000 for 
building operations and maintenance to be 
applied to the highest priority needs for 
which additional funding was requested. 

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS MANAGEMENT 


The conference agreement provides 
$15,532,000 as proposed by the Senate instead 
of $15,730,000 as proposed by the House. 

DEPARTMENTAL ADMINISTRATION 


The conference agreement provides 
$22,626,000 for Departmental Administration 
as proposed by the Senate instead of 
$22,939,000 as proposed by the House. 

OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR 

CONGRESSIONAL RELATIONS 


The conference agreement provides 
$3,852,000 for the Office of the Assistant Sec- 
retary for Congressional Relations as pro- 
posed by the House and the Senate. 

OFFICE OF COMMUNICATIONS 


The conference agreement provides 
$9,365,000 as proposed by the Senate instead 
of $9,378,000 as proposed by the House. 

The conferees direct the Office of Commu- 
nications to continue providing them with 
copies of open source news material made 
available to USDA officials through the use 
of appropriated funds. 

OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL 


The conference agreement provides 
$78,289,000 for the Office of the Inspector Gen- 
eral as proposed by the Senate instead of 
$78,392,000 as proposed by the House. 

OFFICE OF THE GENERAL COUNSEL 


The conference agreement provides 
$35,861,000 for the Office of the General Coun- 
sel instead of $35,486,000 as proposed by the 
House and $36,236,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. The conferees provide an increase of 
$625,000 to be applied to the highest priority 
needs for which additional funding was re- 
quested. 

OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR 
RESEARCH, EDUCATION AND ECONOMICS 

The conference agreement provides $592,000 
for the Office of the Under Secretary for Re- 
search, Education and Economics as рго- 
posed by the House instead of $605,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

ECONOMIC RESEARCH SERVICE 


The conference agreement provides 
$74,768,000 for the Economic Research Service 
instead of $76,575,000 as proposed by the 
House and $75,268,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. 

The conferees provide an increase of 
$3,500,000 to be applied to the highest pri- 
ority needs for which additional funding was 
requested. 

The conference agreement does not adopt 
House report language for a comprehensive 
study of WIC-only stores. 
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NATIONAL AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS SERVICE 


The conference agreement provides 
$129,480,000 for the National Agricultural 
Statistics Service instead of $128,661,000 as 
proposed by the House and $130,299,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. The conferees provide 
an increase of $2,681,000 for requested pro- 
gram initiatives for agricultural estimates. 
Also included in this amount is $22,405,000 for 
the Census of Agriculture as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of $22,520,000 as proposed by 
the House. 


AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH SERVICE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement provides 
$1,110,887,000 for the Agricultural Research 
Service, Salaries and Expenses, instead of 
$1,057,029,000 as proposed by the House and 
$1,090,261,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conferees have agreed to increased 
funding for the following areas of research: 
Budgeted increases, as follows: Controlling 
Invasive Species, $500,000; Genetic Resources, 
$400,000; Genomics Research, $1,200,000; Food 
Safety, $4,813,000; Controlling Exotic/Emerg- 
ing Diseases, $3,217,000 of which $800,000 is for 
Soybean rust research at Ames, IA, and 
Beltsville, MD; Native Plant Disease Recov- 
ery System, $1,800,000; Information Tech- 
nology/Cyber Security, $150,000; Library and 
Information Services, $400,000; Obesity Epi- 
demic and Promote a Healthier Lifestyle, 
$500,000; and, Climate Change Research Ini- 
tiative, $519,000. 

Further increases, as follows: Aflotoxin in 
Cotton, Phoenix, AZ, $150,000; Agricultural 
Genome Bioinformatics, Ames, IA 
(Bioinformatics Institute for Model Plant 
Species), $125,000; Air Quality Research, 
Logan, UT (Utah State University), $125,000; 
Animal Waste Treatment, Florence, SC, 
$50,000; Appalachian Horticulture Research, 
Poplarville, MS (U TN/TN State), $200,000; 
Aquaculture Initiative for Mid-Atlantic 
Highlands, Leetown, WV, $100,000; Aqua- 
culture Research (University of Idaho, 
Hagerman Fish Culture Exp. Station), 
$125,000; Arbuscular Mycorrhizal Fungi 
(Rodale Institute), $46,000; Arkansas Chil- 
dren’s Nutrition Center, Little Rock, AR, 
$125,000; Biological Control and Agriculture 
Research, Gainesville, FL, $50,000; Bio- 
technology Research and Development Cor- 
poration, Peoria, IL, $80,000; Bovine Genet- 
ics, Beltsville, MD (U CT/U IL), $100,000; Cat- 
fish Genome, Auburn, AL, $225,000; Central 
Great Plains Research Station, Akron, CO, 
$50,000; Cereal Crops Research, Madison, WI, 
$100,000; Cereal Disease Research, St. Paul, 
MN, $25,000; Chronic Diseases of Children, 
Houston, TX (Baylor U / Peanut Institute), 
$125,000; Citrus and Horticulture Research, 
Ft. Pierce, FL, $125,000; Citrus Waste Utiliza- 
tion, Winter Haven, FL, $42,124; Coffee and 
Cocoa Research, Miami, FL, and Beltsville, 
MD, $200,000; Corn Germplasm, Ames, IA, 
$150,000; Cotton Pathology Research, 
Shafter, CA, $100,000; Cropping Systems Re- 
search (U TN / West TN Ag Experiment Sta- 
tion), $75,000; Dairy Forage (Madison, WI) 
$225,000; Delta Nutrition Intervention Initia- 
tive, Little Rock, AR (Southern U Center for 
Food Nutrition and Health Promotion), 
$50,000; Food Fermentation Research, Ra- 
leigh, NC, $100,000; Forage and Range Re- 
search (Logan, UT), $125,000; Ft. Pierce Hor- 
ticultural Research Laboratory (Ft. Pierce, 
FL), $100,000; Foundry Sand By-products Uti- 
lization (Beltsville, MD), $50,000; Golden 
Nematode (Ithaca, NY), $50,000; Grand Forks 
Human Nutrition Lab (Grand Forks, ND), 
$75,000; Grape Genetics (Geneva, NY), 
$125,000; Grape Rootstock (Geneva, МҮ) 
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$150,000; Grapefruit Juice/Drug Interaction, 
Winter Haven, FL, $3,708; Greenhouse and 
Hydroponics Research, Wooster, OH, $25,000; 
Hides and Leather Research, Wyndmoor, PA, 
$75,000; Human Nutrition Research Center on 
Aging (Boston, MA) (Equipment), $100,000; 
Improved Crop Production Practices, Au- 
burn, AL, Auburn University, $225,000; Im- 
proved Forage-Livestock Production, Lex- 
ington, KY, $90,000; Livestock and Range Re- 
search (Ft. Keogh, MT), $50,000; Mid-West / 
Mid-South Irrigation (Columbia, MO), 
$26,728; National Cold Water Marine Aqua- 
culture (Franklin, ME), $50,000; Northern 
Plains Agricultural Research Lab (Sidney, 
MT), $75,000; Noxious Weeds in the Desert 
Southwest (Las Cruces, NM), $63,000; Nutri- 
tion Interventions, $50,000; Obesity Research/ 
Children’s Nutrition Research Center (Hous- 
ton, TX), $175,000, and Human Nutrition Re- 
search on Aging (Boston, MA), $125,000; 
Ogallala Aquifer (Bushland, TX), $850,000; Or- 
ganic Minor Crop Research (Salinas, CA), 
$125,000; Pecan Scab Research (Byron, GA), 
$100,000; Phytoestrogen Research, SRRC 
(Tulane / Xavier / U of Toledo), $100,000; Poi- 
sonous Plant Research Laboratory (Logan, 
UT), $225,000; Potato Storage (Madison, WI), 
81,593; Poult Enteritis-Mortality Syndrome 
(Athens, GA), $50,000; Quantify Basin Water 
Budget Components in the Southwest (Tuc- 
son, AZ), $125,000; Regional Grains 
Genotyping (Raleigh, NC ), $100,000; Residue 
Management in Sugarcane, Houma, LA, 
$125,000; Salmonella, Listeria, E. coli, and 
other food pathogens (Wyndmoor, PA), 
$199,931 (of which $50,000 goes to Penn State); 
Seafood Waste, Fairbanks, AK (U of AK), 
$160,000 (of which $50,000 goes to the State of 
Alaska); Seismic and Acoustic Technologies 
and Soils (Oxford, MS), $125,000; Sorghum Re- 
search (Bushland, ТХ), $125,000; Southeastern 
Fruit and Tree Nut Research (Byron, GA), 
$200,000; Soybean and Nitrogen Fixation (Ra- 
leigh, NC), $100,000; Sudden Oak Disease / 
Sudden Oak Disease Syndrome (Ft. Detrick, 
MD / Davis, CA), $200,000; Sugarbeet Re- 
search (Kimberly, ID), $75,000; Sugarcane Va- 
riety Research (Canal Point, FL), $175,000; 
Sustainable Viticulture Research (Davis, 
CA), $50,000; Transmissible Spongiform 
Encephalopathies, $225,000; Tree Fruit Qual- 
ity Research (Wenatchee, WA), $175,000; 
Turfgrass Research (Beaver, WV), $150,000; 
United States National Arboretum (Wash- 
ington, D.C.), $125,000; U.S. Pacific Basin Ag- 
ricultural Research Center, Hilo, HI (Univ HI 
Manoa / Univ HI Hilo), $125,000; Vaccines and 
Microbe Control for Fish Health (Auburn 
University), $20,000; Verticillium Wilt (Sali- 
nas, CA), $125,000; Waste Management Re- 
search, Bowling Green, KY (Western Ken- 
tucky University), $137,500; and Wild Rice 
Research (St. Paul, MN), $50,000. 

The conference agreement continues the 
fiscal year 2004 level of funding for all re- 
search projects proposed to be terminated in 
the President's budget as provided in House 
Report 108-584 and Senate Report 108-340 ac- 
companying the fiscal year 2005 Agriculture 
Appropriations bills, including the following 
at all locations: Aquaculture Density Re- 
search (Stuttgart, AR) Water Resources 
Management (Tifton, GA); Water Use Man- 
agement Technology (Tifton, GA); Great Ba- 
sins Rangeland (Boise, ID); Source Water 
Protection (West Lafeyette, IN); Great Ba- 
sins Rangeland (Reno, NV); Western 
Grazinglands (Reno, NV); and, Pasture Sys- 
tems and Watershed Management (Univer- 
sity Park, PA). 

The conference agreement provides an in- 
crease of $125,000 for the Children’s Nutrition 
Research Center at Houston, TX, for a coop- 
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erative research project with Baylor College 
of Medicine and the Peanut Institute to ex- 
amine ways to prevent the onset of chronic 
diseases and the growing problem of over- 
weight children. 

The conferees direct that a portion of the 
funding for grape rootstock should be allo- 
cated to support the ongoing grape industry 
research strategic planning process. 

The conference agreement provides an in- 
crease of $75,000 above the fiscal year 2004 
level for the Grand Forks Human Nutrition 
Laboratory for a cooperative agreement with 
the Northern Great Plains Research Labora- 
tory, Mandan, ND, the University of North 
Dakota, and North Dakota State University 
on a healthy beef initiative. 

The conferees note the growing concern 
raised by the soybean industry due to the 
threat of soybean rust. The conferees also 
note the recent announcement by the De- 
partment of Agriculture that soybean rust 
has now been confirmed in the United 
States. Soybean rust is a fungus that appears 
on the leaves of the plant and eventually 
causes premature defoliation which brings 
about substantial yield loss. The conferees 
encourage the Department to accelerate re- 
search on plant varieties that improve toler- 
ance to soybean rust pathogens. 

The conferees do not include funding for 
the development of a wine grape foundation 
block of certified ‘‘clean’’ rootstock in ARS. 
The conference agreement provides funding 
for this vital research in the Cooperative 
State Research, Education, and Extension 
Service account. 

BUILDINGS AND FACILITIES 


The conference agreement provides 
$187,838,000 for the Agricultural Research 
Service, Buildings and Facilities, instead of 
$202,000,000 as proposed by the House and 
$172,838,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The following items reflect the conference 


agreement: National Center for Animal 
Health (Ames, Iowa), $122,000,000; Grape 
Genomics Research Center (Davis, Cali- 


fornia), $3,000,000; U.S. Agricultural Research 
Station (Salinas, California), $3,000,000; U.S. 
Pacific Basin Agricultural Research Center 
(Hilo, Hawaii), $3,000,000; Aquaculture Facil- 
ity (Aberdeen/Billingsley Creek, Idaho) 
$1,000,000; National Center for Agricultural 
Utilization Research (Peoria, Illinois), 
$3,000,000; Animal Waste Management Re- 
search Laboratory (Bowling Green, Ken- 
tucky), $2,300,000; Forage-Animal Research 
Laboratory (Lexington, Kentucky) $3,000,000; 
ARS Sugarcane Research Laboratory 
(Houma, Louisiana), $3,000,000; Northeast 
Marine Cold Water Aquaculture Research 
Center (Orono/Franklin, Maine), $3,000,000; 
Beltsville Agricultural Research Center 
(Beltsville, Maryland), $3,000,000; Jamie 
Whitten Delta States Research Center 
(Stoneville, Mississippi), $3,000,000; Poultry 
Science Research Facility (Starkville, Mis- 
sissippi), $3,000,000; National Plant and Ge- 
netics Security Center (Columbia, Missouri), 
$5,000,000; Animal Bioscience Facility (Boze- 
man, Montana), $2,000,000; Center for Grape 
Genetics (Geneva, New York), $3,000,000; Cen- 
ter for Crop-based Health Genomics (Ithaca, 
New York), $3,000,000; University of Toledo 
(Toledo, Ohio), $2,000,000; Southern Plains 
Research Station (Woodward, Oklahoma), 
$3,000,000; U.S. Vegetable Laboratory 
(Charleston, South Carolina), $3,000,000; ARS 
Research Laboratory (Pullman, Wash- 
ington), $3,000,000; Appalachian Fruit Lab- 
oratory (Kearneysville, West Virginia), 
$3,638,000; and, Nutrient Management Lab- 
oratory (Marshfield, Wisconsin), $4,900,000. 
The conferees note that there is wide- 
spread interest in additional construction 
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and renovation of ARS facilities throughout 
the country. This is not surprising when con- 
sidering the fact that many of the existing 
facilities are decades old. The conferees con- 
tinue to believe that the ARS needs a master 
plan for addressing these needs. Until such a 
master plan can be developed, however, the 
Committees will not consider funding re- 
quests for projects for which a prospectus 
has not been completed and submitted to the 
Committees by March 1 of each year. Each 
prospectus shall, at a minimum, include the 
following information: the feasibility, re- 
quirements, and scope of the proposed 
project; details on building size, cost, associ- 
ated facilities, scientific capacity, and other 
requirements; and details on existing and 
planned program and resource requirements. 
Further, the conferees strongly encourage 
the ARS to determine the merits and pri- 
ority for these projects. 

The purpose and intent of the ARS Build- 
ings and Facilities account is to provide new, 
replacement, and modernized Federal labora- 
tories and facilities needed to carry out and 
strengthen ARS research and to protect the 
Government’s significant investment in 
these Federal assets. As noted in House Re- 
port 108-584 and Senate Report 108-340, there 
has been widespread interest in additional 
construction and renovation of the Depart- 
ment’s research facilities throughout the 
country. The conferees encourage ARS to 
consider the development of a master plan 
that deals with ARS programs and related 
buildings priorities. This will be useful to 
the Committees in assessing and deter- 
mining ARS in-house laboratory require- 
ments. 


COOPERATIVE STATE RESEARCH, EDUCATION, 
AND EXTENSION SERVICE 


RESEARCH AND EDUCATION ACTIVITIES 


The conference agreement provides 
$660,781,000 for research and education activi- 
ties instead of $628,607,000 as proposed by the 
House and $628,492,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language for the following items: West Vir- 
ginia State University as proposed by the 
Senate instead of West Virginia State Col- 
lege as proposed by the House; and, $500,000 
for resident instruction grants for insular 
areas as proposed by the House. 

The following table reflects the conference 
agreement: 


Cooperative State Research, Education, and Ex- 
tension Service—research and education ac- 
tivities 

[Dollars in thousands] 
FY 2005 Conference 


Hatch Act uu sents тейен к ьн $180,148 
McIntire Stennis Coopera- 

tive Forestry .................. 22,384 
Evans-Allen Program ........ 37,000 
National Research Initia- 

LIVES енеке ааа 181,000 
Special Research Grants ... 136,564 
Animal Health and Disease 

(9360. 1433). аг Шы 5,098 
1994 Institutions Research 

Рровтати uoi eie 1,087 
Joe Skeen Institute for 

Rangeland Restoration 

(NM, Т, МТ) азана 1,000 
Graduate Fellowship 

GTAnDbsS уыр нз на 8,000 
Institution Challenge 

GLANS. сауымы с а erreur d 5,500 
Multicultural Scholars 

PROTA. быа ан њена 998 
Hispanic Education Part- 

nership Grants ................ 5,645 


Secondary/2-year Post-sec- 
ondary 
Capacity Building Grants 
(1890 Institutions) ........... 
Payments to the 1994 Insti- 
CUGIONS) sche eerie лығын sas 
Alaska Native-serving and 
Native Hawaiian-serving 
Education Grants 
Resident Instruction 
Grants for Insular Areas 


Subtotal 


Federal Administration: 
Ag-based Industrial Lu- 
bricants (IA) 
Agriculture Development 
in the American Pa- 
cific 
Agriculture Waste Utili- 
zation (WV) 
Agriculture Water Policy 


(GA) ыы ды да 
Alternative Fuels Char- 
acterization Labora- 
tory (ND); я 
Animal Waste Manage- 


ment (OK) .................... 
Aquaculture (OH) . И 

Aquaculture (PA) 
Biotechnology Research 


Botanical Research (UT) 
Center for Agricultural 
and Rural Development 
(IA) 
Center for Food Industry 
Excellence (TX) 
Center for Innovative 
Food Technology (OH) 
Center for North Amer- 
ican Studies (TX) 
Climate Forecasting (FL) 
Cotton Research (TX) ..... 
Council for Agriculture 
Science and Tech- 
nology (Funded thru 
SRG in FY 2004) ........... 
Data Information Sys- 
tem (REEIS) 
Dietary Intervention 
(OH) (Funded thru SRG 
in FY 2004) ................... 
Electronic Grants 
ministration System ... 
Feed Efficiency (WV) ...... 
Global Environmental 
Management (Funded 
thru NRCS in 2004) ....... 
High Value Horticultural 


Crops (VA) ................... 
Hispanic Leadership in 
Agriculture (TX) 
(Funded thru SRG in 
House) .......................... 
Greenhouse Nurseries 
(ОН): шрын иы каН 
Income Enhancement 
Demonstration (OH) 


(Funded thru Exten- 
sion in FY 2004) ............ 
Information Technology 
(GA) 
Livestock Marketing In- 
formation Center (CO) 
Mariculture (NC) 
Mississippi Valley State 
University, Curriculum 
Development 
Monitoring Agricultural 
Sewage Sludge Appli- 
cation (OH) 
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1,000 
12,411 


2,250 


3,500 
500 


599,085 


527 


490 
654 


898 


284 
298 
853 
222 
667 
896 
600 
874 
1,154 
1,000 


3,631 
2,500 


150 


2,444 


1,148 
1,944 

152 
1,000 


572 


550 


732 


731 
372 
175 
320 


933 


1,287 
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Office of Extramural 

Programs (Grants) ....... 401 
Pasteurization of Shell 

Eggs (МІ) ..................... 1,247 
Pay Costs and FERS ...... 2,665 
Peer Panels .................... 312 
Phytoremediation Plant 

Research (OH) .............. 785 
PM-10 Study (WA) 

(moved from SRG in 

FY 2004) ....................... 390 
Precision Agriculture, 

Tennessee Valley Re- 

search Center (AL) ...... 604 


Produce Pricing (AZ) ...... 76 


Rural Systems (MS) ....... 311 
Salmon Quality Stand- 

ALAS САКУ: тоа 167 
Shrimp Aquaculture (AZ, 

HI, MS, MA, SC, LA, 

НЕС NIE асы а 3,973 
Sustainable Agricultural 

Freshwater Conserva- 

tion (DX) наданайыны 1,820 
Urban Silviculture (NY) 270 
Vitis Gene Discovery 

(МОУ eS 608 
Water Pollutants (WV) ... 569 
Water Quality (ND) ........ 443 
Wetland Plants (WV) ...... 190 

Total, Federal Admin- 

TSCPAGION: eph tnos 42,889 

Other: 

Alternative Crops ........... 1,196 
Aquaculture Centers 

(S662 1475) 50% 50 алан 4,000 
Critical Agricultural Ma- 

terials Act ................... 1,111 
Sustainable Agriculture 12,500 

Total, Other ................ 18,807 

Total, Research and 

Education Activities ... $660,781 


Cooperative State Research, Education, and Ex- 
tension Service—research and education ac- 
tivities, special research grants 

[Dollars in thousands] 
FY 2005 Conference 


Advanced Genetic Tech- 

nologies (КҮ) .................. $650 
Advanced Spatial Tech- 

nologies (MS) .................. 943 
Aegilops Cylindricum 

(Jointed Goatgrass) (WA) 358 
Agricultural Diversifica- 

ЖОТЕОНРы Аа д а жыл делу: 113 
Agricultural Diversity/Red 

River Cooridor (MN, ND) 597 
Agriculture Science (OH) .. 547 
Agriculture Water Usage 

(GA) pr" 260 
Agroecology (MD) T 390 
Air Quality (TX) ................ 1,074 
Alliance for Food Protec- 

tion (NE, GA) ................. 316 
Alternative Nutrient Man- 

agement (VT) ................. 174 
Alternative Salmon Prod- 

UCtS (AK). солаан 1,108 
Alternative Uses for То- 

bacco (MD) ..................... 335 
Animal Disease Research 

(WY) E 336 
Animal Science Food Safe- 

ty Consortium (AR, KS, 

DIE sie cedes Qood 1,444 
Apple Fireblight (MI, NY) 483 
Aquaculture (AR) .............. 207 
Aquaculture (WA, ID) ........ 770 
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Aquaculture (LA) 
Aquaculture (MS) 
Aquaculture (NC) .. 
Aquaculture (VA) 
Aquaculture Product and 
Marketing Development 
(WV) 
Armilliaria Root Rot (MI) 
Asparagus Technology and 
Production (WA) ............. 
Babcock Institute (WI) ...... 
Beef Technology Transfer 


(MO): мышны каныны: 
Berry Research (AK) ......... 
Biobased Nanocomposite 


Research (ND) 
Biomass-based Energy Re- 
search (ОК, MS) .............. 
Biotechnology (NC) 
Biotechnology Test Pro- 
duction (IA) 
Bovine Tuberculosis (MI) .. 
Brucellosis Vaccine (MT) .. 
Center for Public Lands 


and Rural Economies 
(UT) Uaec d ease nas 
Center for Rural Studies 
(RTE МА араны та mer ee 
Chesapeake Bay 


Agroecology (MD) ........... 
Childhood Obesity and Nu- 
trition (VT) 
Citrus Canker (FL) .. 
Citrus Tristeza (WA) 
Competitiveness of Agri- 
cultural Products (WA) .. 
Computational Agriculture 
(NY) 
Cool Season Legume Re- 
search (ID, WA) 
Cotton Fiber Quality (GA) 
Cranberry/Blueberry (MA) 
Cranberry/Blueberry Dis- 
ease and Breeding (NJ) ... 
Crop Integration and Pro- 
duction (SD) 
Crop Diversification Cen- 
ber (MO) ызасы а? 
Crop Pathogens (NC) 
Dairy and Meat Goat Re- 
search (ТХ) 
Dairy Farm Profitability 
(PA) 
Delta Rural Revitalization 
(MIB) де 
Designing Foods for Health 
(TX) 
Diaprepes/Root 
(FL) 
Drought Mitigation (NE) ... 
Drought Management (UT) 
Efficient Irrigation (NM, 


АМУ NOVERIT КЕЛК ҮСТ 
Environmental Bio- 
technology (RI) .............. 
Environmental Research 
(NY) qe кы ынны 


Environmental Risk Fac- 
tors/Cancer (NY) ............. 


Environmentally Safe 
Products (VT) ................. 
Ethnobotany Research 
CATE). qM 


Exotic Pest Diseases (CA) 
Expanded Wheat Pasture 
(OK) 
Farm Injuries and Illnesses 
(NC) 
Feed Barley for Rangeland 
Cattle (MT) ..................... 
Feed Efficiency in Cattle 
(FL) 
Feedstock Conversion (SD) 
Fish and Shellfish Tech- 
nologies (VA) .................. 
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332 
521 
280 
190 


"11 
151 


250 
569 


261 
1,790 


178 


192 
474 
697 
652 
241 
569 
474 
153 
355 
297 


378 
253 


100 
472 
246 
1,624 
450 
213 
786 
1,500 
617 
376 
219 
746 


284 
1,945 


275 
299 
741 


297 
673 


457 


Food Chain 
Analysis (IA) 
Floriculture (HI) 
Food and Agriculture Pol- 
icy Research Institute 
(ТА; МОУ eer ege iie 
Food Marketing Policy 
Center (СТ) ..................... 
Food Quality (АК) ... 
Food Safety (AL) ....... 
Food Safety (OK, ME) РРА 
Food Safety (TX) ............... 
Food Safety Research Con- 
ВОГО: dedere ene ru? 
Food Safety Risk Assess- 
ment (ND) ....................... 
Food Security (WA) ........... 


Economic 


Food Systems Research 
Group (WI) ...................... 
Forages for  Advancing 
Livestock Production 
(КҮ) m — 
Forestry (AR) .................... 
Fruit/Vegetable Market 


Analaysis (AZ/MO) 
Functional Genomics (UT) 
Future Foods (IL) .............. 
Generic Commodity Pro- 

motions, Research and 

Evaluation (NY) 
Genomics (Мб) 
Geographic 

System 
Global Change T 
Grain Sorghum (KS) .......... 
Grapefruit Juice/Drug 

Interaction (FL) 
Grass Seed Cropping for 

Sustainable Agriculture 

(WA, OR, ID) ................... 
Grazing Research (WI) ....... 
Greenhouse Crop Produc- 

tion (AK) 
Horn Fly Research (AL) 
Human Nutrition (ТА) 
Human Nutrition (LA) ...... 
Human Nutrition (NY) 
Hydroponic Tomato Pro- 

duction (ОН) лиле 
Ilinois-Missouri Alliance 
for Biotechnology ........... 
Improved Dairy Manage- 
ment Practices (PA) 
Improved Fruit Practices 

(MI нады ЙА Ын дна 

Increasing Shelf Life of 


Agricultural Commod- 
ities (ID) ......................... 
Infectious Disease Re- 
search (СО) ..................... 
Institute for Biobased 
Products and Food 


Science (MT) 
Institute for Food Science 
and Engineering (AR) 
Integrated Production Sys- 
tems (OK) 
International Arid Lands 
Consortium (AZ) ............. 
Iowa Biotechnology Соп- 
SOPUDIUID 121 ен нна реи 
Leopold Center Hypoxia 
Project (IA) 
Livestock and Dairy Policy 
(NY TX Jenne dasi aet 
Livestock Genome 
quencing (IL) 
Livestock Waste (IA) ......... 
Lowbush Blueberry Re- 
search (ME) 
Maple Research (VT) . 
Meadow Foam (OR) 
Michigan Biotechnology 
Consortium ..................... 


FY 2005 Conference 
419 

355 

1,549 

584 

344 

1,100 

556 

189 

900 


1,977 
401 


521 
398 
465 
326 


1,484 
549 


192 
890 
1,716 
2,000 
137 
347 
454 
262 
449 
167 
655 
712 
585 
180 
1,179 
355 


212 


829 


784 


567 
1,119 
207 
584 
1,789 
224 
900 


821 
268 


236 
133 
262 


559 


Midwest Advanced Food 
Manufacturing Alliance 
Agricultural 
Products (IA) 
Midwest Poultry Consor- 
tium (IA) 
Milk Safety (PA) 
Minor Use Animal Drugs ... 
Molluscan Shellfish (OR) ... 
Montana Sheep Institute ... 
Multi-commodity Research 
(OR) 
Multi-cropping Strategies 
for Aquaculture (HI) ....... 
National Beef Cattle Ge- 
netic Evaluation Consor- 
tium (NY) 
National Biological Impact 
Assessment Program 
(VA) 
National Center for Soy- 
bean Technology (МО) .... 
Nematode Resistance Ge- 
netic Engineering (NM) .. 
Nevada Arid Rangelands 
Initiative (NV) ................ 
New Crop Opportunities 
(AK) 
New Crop Opportunities 
(KY) 
Nursery, Greenhouse, Turf 
Specialities (AL) 
Oil Resources from Desert 
Plants (NM) 
Organic Cropping (WA) ...... 
Organic Waste Utilization 
(NM) 
Oyster Post Harvest Treat- 
ment (FL) 
Ozone Air Quality (CA) ...... 
Pasture and Forage Re- 
search (UT) 
Peach Tree Short Life (SC) 
Perrenial Wheat (WA) 
Pest Control Alternatives 
(SG) М EO 
Phytophthora Root 
(ММУ ем ын ыр 
Pierce’s Disease (СА) ......... 
Plant, Drought, and Dis- 
ease Resistance Gene 
Cataloging (NM) 
Potato Research 
Precision Agriculture (KY) 


Preharvest Food Safety 
(KSJ 
Preservation апа  Proc- 


essing Research (ОК) 
Protein Utilitzation (IA) ... 
Rangeland Ecosystem (NM) 
Regional Barley Gene Map- 
ping Project (OR) 
Regionalized Implications 
of Farm Programs (MO, 
TX) 
Rice Agronomy (MO) 
Ruminant Nutrition (MT, 
ND, SD, WY) 
Rural Development Cen- 
ters (LA, ND) 
Rural Obesity (NY) ............ 
Rural Policies Institute 
(NE, IA, МО) ................... 
Russian Wheat Aphid (CO) 
Seafood Harvesting, Proc- 
essing and Marketing 
(AK) 
Seafood and Aquaculture 
Harvesting, Prcessing 
and Marketing (MS) 
Seafood Safety (MA) 
Seed Research (AK) 
Seed Technology (SD) 


24545 
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528 
617 
688 
709 
588 
351 
574 
356 


110 
786 


253 
948 
140 
484 
447 
730 
275 


213 
362 


94 


450 
404 


225 
267 
142 
271 
183 
2,088 


235 
1,509 
680 


193 
200 
811 
284 
688 
766 
214 
474 


232 
189 


1,215 
292 


1,067 


269 
439 
358 
857 
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Small Fruit Research (OR, 
WAG ID) амор наза БАУ, 
Soil and Environmental 
Quality (DE) ................... 
Southwest Consortium for 
Plant Genetics and 
Water Resources (NM) .... 
Soybean Cyst Nematode 
(MOJ E 
Soybean Research (IL) 
STEEP III—Water Quality 
in Northwest ................... 
Sudden Oak Death (CA) ..... 
Sustainable Agriculture 
(GA) аларны rre Moe rre ce 


UM TI^ асем а ооа 
Sustainable Agriculture 
and Natural Resources 


CRA) ЖК ОУК ЛО 
Sustainable Beef Supply 
M а ан вађења 
Sustainable Engineered 


Materials from Renew- 
able Sources (VA) ........... 
Swine and Other Animal 
Waste Management (NC) 
Tick Borne Disease Pre- 
vention (RD) .................... 
Tillage, Silviculture, 
Waste Management (LA) 
Tri-state Joint Peanut Re- 
search (AL) ..................... 
Tropical Aquaculture (FL) 
Tropical and Subtropical 
Research/T-Star ............. 
Uniform Farm Manage- 
ment Program (MN) ....... 
Value-added Product De- 
velopment from Agri- 
culture Resources (MT) .. 
Virtual Plant Database En- 
hancement Project (MO) 
Viticulture Consortium 
(NY, CA, PAJ а 
Water Conservation, (KS) .. 
Water Use Efficiency and 
Water Quality Enhance- 
ments (СА) ..................... 
Weed Control (ND) ... 
West Nile Virus (IL) 
Wetland Plants (LA) 
Wheat Genetic Research 


CES) асирске вене 
Wheat Sawfly Research 
(MTY) esteso рани 
Wine Grape Foundation 
Block (WA) ..................... 


Wood Utilization (OR, MS, 
NC, MN, ME, MI, ID, TN, 
АК; WV) мады мінеген 


MAY) 92045660 ee ОООО ОССО 


Subtotal, Special Re- 
search Grants .............. 


Improved Pest Control: 
Expert IPM Decision 
Support Systsem ......... 
Integrated Pest Manage- 
ment. i атыр dte ente 
Minor Crop Pest Manage- 
ment (IR-4) .................. 
Pest Management Alter- 
natives љиљани ин: 


Total, Improved Pest 
ConbPol а о дас и 


Total, Special Re- 
search Grants .............. 
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425 


283 


645 


567 
213 


9,474 


283 


408 
711 
1,850 
75 


474 
387 
500 
567 
246 
525 


825 


6,285 


300 


121,284 


158 
2,439 
11,235 


1,448 


15,280 


$136,564 


The conference agreement provides 
$3,000,000 for Graduate Fellowship Grants in- 


stead of $4,500,000 as proposed by the House, 
and $2,883,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement provides 
$5,645,000 for Hispanic Education Partnership 
Grants as proposed by the House instead of 
$4,645,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement provides 
$1,148,000 for Dietary Intervention in Ohio. Of 
this amount, $735,000 is provided for Ohio 
State University and $413,000 is for the Uni- 
versity of Toledo. 

The conference agreement provides $316,000 
for the Alliance for Food Protection. Of this 
amount, $158,000 shall be used to continue in- 
tegrated fruit and vegetable research at the 
University of Georgia. 

The conference agreement provides 
$1,108,000 for alternative salmon products re- 
search. Of this amount, $443,000 shall be used 
to continue research into and development of 
baby food containing salmon. 

The conference agreement provides 
$1,549,000 for the Food and Agriculture Pol- 
icy Research Institute. Of that amount, 
$79,000 shall be used to fund the Center for 
Agricultural and Trade Policies for the 
Northern Plains Region at North Dakota 
State University. 

The conference agreement provides 
$1,790,000 for berry research. Of this amount, 
$1,400,000 shall be used for nutraceutical re- 
search at the University of Alaska-Fair- 
banks. 

The conference agreement provides $528,000 
for the Midwest Advanced Food Marketing 
Alliance in Nebraska. Of this amount, $98,000 
shall be used for food allergens research to 
be conducted at the University of Nebraska- 
Lincoln Food Allergy Research & Resource 
Program. 

NATIVE AMERICAN INSTITUTIONS ENDOWMENT 

FUND 

The conference agreement provides 
$12,000,000 for the Native American Institu- 
tions Endowment Fund as proposed by both 
the House and Senate. 

EXTENSION ACTIVITIES 

The conference agreement provides 
$449,225,000 for extension activities instead of 
$440,349,000 as proposed by the House and 
$443,061,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language for the following: West Virginia 
State University as proposed by the Senate 
instead of West Virginia State College as 
proposed by the House; $1,981,000 for pay- 
ments for rural health and safety education 
as proposed by the Senate; and, $2,667,000 for 
grants to youth organizations as proposed by 
the Senate. 

The following table reflects the conference 
agreement: 

Cooperative State Research, Education, and 

Extension Service—extension activities 
[Dollars in thousands] 


FY 2005 Conference 
Smith-Lever Sections 3(b) 


ала 3(0) iuis eren н. $277,742 
Smith-Lever Section 3(d) 

Farm Safety ................ 4,600 
Food and Nutrition Edu- 

cation (ЕКМЕР) ........... 58,909 
Indian Reservation 

Agents ......................... 1,774 
Pest Management ........... 10,000 
Sustainable Agriculture 4,100 
Youth at Risk ................. 7,538 


Youth Farm Safety Edu- 
cation and Certifi- 
Сабой, oerte 444 


ETATIS o nested metris ster’ 87,365 


1890 Colleges and Tuskegee 33,133 


1890 Facilities Grants (Sec. 
ЛАА овна ОЛ ОО 
Renewable Resources Ex- 
tension Act (RREA) ........ 
Rural Health and Safety 
Education ....................... 
Extension Services at the 
1994 Institutions ............. 


ЖОПЕ deo Ао aaao 


Federal Administration 
and Special Grants: 
Ag in the Classroom ....... 
Agricultural and Entre- 
preneurship Education 
(WT): Шы eee eco ae то ни а аи 
Alabama Beef Connec- 
LON! ng Gi vec e 
Beef Producers Improve- 
ment (AR) .................... 
Conservation Technology 
Transfer (WI) ............... 
Dairy Education (IA) ...... 
Dairy Industry Revital- 
ization (WI) ................. 
Diabetes Detection, Pre- 
vention (WA) ............... 
E-commerce (М8) ........... 
Efficient Irrigation (NM, 
TIX) БЕРЕТ И TEE, 
Enterpreneurial Alter- 
natives (РА) ................ 


Extension Specialist 
dur. pp 
Food Animal  Residue 
Avoidance Database 
(FARAD) ...................... 


Food Preparation and 
Marketing (AK) ........... 
Food Product Develop- 
ment (AK) .................... 
General Administration 
Health Education Lead- 
ership (КҮ) .................. 
Iowa Vitality Center ...... 
National Center for Agri- 
culture Safety (IA) ...... 
National Wild Turkey 
Federation ................... 
Nursery Production (RI) 
Nutrition Enhancement 
АА Я 
Ohio-Israel Agriculture 
Таа: зиен 
Oquirrh Institute ............ 
Pilot Technology Trans- 
fer (OK, MS) ................ 
Pilot Technology Trans- 
Fer WI) пољана етно 


(QUA qur НЕ ЕКЕН 


Range Improvement 
(ММУ: бака ets se eres reps 
Resilient Communities 
[op qe 
Rural Business Enhance- 
ment (WI) .................... 


Rural Development (AK) 
Rural Development (NM) 
Rural Technologies (HI, 
КРИТ ТЕ 
Urban Horticulture (WI) 
Urban Market Develop- 
ment (NY) .................... 
Web-based Agriculture 
Classes (MO) ................ 
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16,912 

4,093 

1,981 

3,278 

2,667 


427,166 


736 


241 
393 
182 


467 
231 


300 


1,093 
334 


2,179 
336 


133 


812 
334 


476 
5,842 


850 
250 


243 


225 
297 


973 


569 
284 


300 
233 
879 
234 
131 
190 
688 
351 


312 
817 


275 


179 
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Wood Biomass as an Al- 
ternative Farm Ргод- 


UGE CNY). арды 190 
Total, Federal Admin- 
iStratlOn 2 eee 22,059 
Total, Extension Ac- 
Сев aeree re s 449,225 


Within funds provided for the farm safety 
program, the conference agreement includes 
$4,600,000 for the AgrAbility project as pro- 
posed by the House instead of $3,312,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. 

'The conference agreement provides $736,000 
for Ag in the Classroom. Of that amount, no 
less than $125,000 shall be used to expand ef- 
forts in Illinois to promote consumption of 
healthy foods and proper school nutrition. 

'The conference agreement provides $973,000 
for nutrition enhancement. Of this amount, 
$25,000 shall be used for à cooperative agree- 
ment with the Research Institute of Family 
Health and Wellness at Marywood University 
in Scranton, Pennsylvania. 

INTEGRATED ACTIVITIES 


The conference agreement provides 
$55,153,000 for integrated activities instead of 
$66,255,000 as proposed by the House and 
$57,242,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The following table reflects the conference 
agreement: 


Cooperative State Research, Education, and 
Extension Service—integrated activities 
[Dollars in thousands] 
FY 2005 conference 


Water Quality .................... $12,971 
Food Safety ....................... 14,967 
Regional Pest Management 

Сепбеге ыы ооқнлырееуидіыі 4,200 
Crops at Risk from FQPA 

Implementation .............. 1,400 
FQPA Risk Mitigation 

Program for Major Food 

Crop Systems ................. 4,500 
Methyl Bromide Transi- 

tion Program .................. 3,131 
Organic Transition Pro- 

SLAIN: и н са Маны iene 1,889 
International Science and 

Education Grants Pro- 

Тати: ғапу ЕМУ 1,000 
Critical Issues Program ..... 750 
Regional Rural Develop- 

ment Centers Program ... 1,345 
Homeland Security, Food 

and Agriculture Defense 

Initiative ........................ 9,000 

Total, Integrated Ac- 

У ОВ ыы ытын 55,153 
OUTREACH FOR SOCIALLY DISADVANTAGED 
FARMERS 

The conference agreement provides 


$5,935,000 for Outreach for Socially Disadvan- 
taged Farmers as proposed by both the 
House and Senate. 
OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR 
MARKETING AND REGULATORY PROGRAMS 
The conference agreement provides $721,000 
for the Office of the Under Secretary for 
Marketing and Regulatory Programs as pro- 
posed by the House instead of $733,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 
ANIMAL AND PLANT HEALTH INSPECTION 
SERVICE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
The conference agreement provides 
$814,623,000 for the Animal and Plant Health 
Inspection Service (APHIS) instead of 
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$831,823,000 as proposed by the House and 
$786,866,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conferees direct that projects identi- 
fied in House Report 108-193, Senate Report 
108-107, and House Report 108-401 that were 
directed to be funded in fiscal year 2004 are 
not funded for fiscal year 2005 unless specifi- 
cally mentioned in this conference report 
and the reports of the House and Senate that 
accompany this Act. Further, the conferees 
direct APHIS not to redirect funding for pro- 
grams and activities without prior notifica- 
tion to and approval by the House and Sen- 
ate Committees on Appropriations in accord- 
ance with the reprogramming procedures 
specified in this Act. 

The following table reflects the conference 
agreement: 


Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service 
Па thousands of dollars] 


Program Conference 
recommendation 
Pest and Disease Exclu- 
sion: 
Agricultural quarantine 
inspection .................... $25,292 
Cattle ticks .................... 6,720 
Foreign animal diseases/ 
EMD: уык нке к 8,740 
Fruit fly exclusion and 
detection ..................... 58,343 
Import-export inspection 12,874 
Screwworm ..................... 27,374 
Trade issues resolution 
management ................ 12,578 
Tropical bont tick .......... 425 
Total, Pest and Disease 
Exclusion ..................... 152,346 
Plant and Animal Health 
Monitoring: 
Animal health moni- 
toring & surveillance ... 145,082 
Animal and plant health 
regulatory enforcement 9,382 
Bio Surveillance ............. 2,000 
Emergency management 
SV SCOMB: ааа 12,968 
Pest detection ................ 27,182 
Total, Plant & Animal 
Health Monitoring ....... 196,564 
Pest and Disease Manage- 
ment: 
Aquaculture ................... 1,255 
Biological control . 9,429 
Boll weevil ......... vss 47,500 
Brucellosis ...................... 10,356 
Chronic wasting disease 18,839 
Emerging plant pests ..... 101,567 
Golden nematode ............ 801 
Grasshopper and Mormon 
ОРКЕ ыды лады ыры) 5,528 
Gypsy moth ....... 4,768 
Imported fire ant .. 2,148 
Johnes disease ................ 18,740 
Low pathogen avian in- 
fluenza ......................... 23,000 
Noxious weeds ... 1,991 
Pink bollworm ... 2,150 
Plum pox ........ 3,471 
Pseudorabies 4,350 
Scrapie ........................... 17,768 
Tuberculosis ................... 14,937 
Wildlife services oper- 
AULONS MEAN MERE 73,756 
Witchweed ...................... 1,523 
Total, Pest and Disease 
Management ................ 363,877 
Animal Care: 
Anilam welfare ............... 16,618 
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Program Conference 
recommendation 
Horse protection ............. 497 
Total, Animal Care ...... 17,115 
Scientific and Technical 
Services: 
Biosecurity ..................... 1,988 
Information technology 
infrastructure .............. 4,589 
Biotechnology regu- 
latory services ............. 9,504 
Environmental  Compli- 
ANCE? BECOME DEN 2,624 
Plant methods develop- 
ment labs ............ Vin 8,381 
Veterianary biologics ..... 15,518 
Veterinary diagnostics ... 20,575 
Wilflife services methods 
development ................ 17,428 
Total, Scientific and 
Technical Services ...... 80,602 
Contingency fund .............. 4,119 
Physical security .............. 0 
Total, Salaries and Ex- 
DPENSES слао PEA 814,628 


The conferees provide the following in- 
creases in the APHIS salaries and expenses 
account for new and enhanced activities re- 
lated to the Food and Agriculture Defense 
Initiative: $33,197,000 for a national animal 
identification program, $3,600,000 for state 
cooperative agreements, $2,000,000 for bio- 
surveillance, $2,500,000 for the control of se- 
lect agents, $2,303,000 for the National Vet- 
erinary Vaccine Bank, $8,641,000 for BSE 
testing, and $2,900,000 for the national ani- 
mal laboratory network. 

Animal Health Monitoring and  Surveil- 
lance.—The conference agreement includes 
$145,082,000 for Animal Health Monitoring 
and Surveillance. Within that amount, the 
conference agreement provides an increase of 
$33,197,000 for the National Animal Identi- 
fication System (NAIS) and includes bill lan- 
guage naming the amount and requiring a 
report on the system components. The con- 
ferees note that, in addition, the Secretary 
transferred $18,792,997 from the Commodity 
Credit Corporation for animal identification 
in April 2004. 

The conference agreement includes not 
less than $2,000,000 for a cooperative agree- 
ment with the Wisconsin Department of Ag- 
riculture, Trade and Consumer Protection to 
continue work carried out by the Wisconsin 
Livestock Identification Consortium. 

The conferees provide $600,000 for the Farm 
Animal Identification and Records (FAIR) 
program. Both the Wisconsin consortium and 
the FAIR project should also be eligible to 
apply for additional cooperative agreement 
funding for animal identification, which is 
funded within the NAIS total. 

The conference agreement provides the full 
increase requested, $8,641,000 over the fiscal 
year 2004 level, for activities related to Bo- 
vine Spongiform Encephalopathy (BSE). In 
addition, the conferees note that the Depart- 
ment has available $69,900,000, which the Sec- 
retary transferred in March 2004 from the 
Commodity Credit Corporation (CCC) to fund 
an intensive BSE surveillance and testing 
program. That funding will allow APHIS to 
conduct testing for approximately 268,000 
animals within a 12 to 18 month period start- 
ing June 1, 2004; as of November 9, 2004, 
APHIS has tested 106,484 cattle. The con- 
ferees note that the CCC-transferred amount 
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will cover all BSE testing during that time- 
frame. 

The conference agreement includes: 
$300,000 to assist in creating a database of 
North Carolina’s agriculture industry for 
rapid response capabilities; funding of the 
New Mexico Rapid Syndrome Validation 
Program at $450,000 to support early detec- 
tion of pathogens in animals and prevent 
their spread; $300,000 for Iowa State’s work 
regarding risk assessments of genetically 
modified agricultural products; $746,000 for 
an alkaline digester for the Ohio Agriculture 
Research and Development Center in Woos- 
ter, Ohio; and $298,000 to address bio-safety 
issues relating to antibiotic-resistant strains 
of bacteria in Vermont. 

The conference agreement includes іп- 
creases of $3,600,000 for cooperative agree- 
ments with states and $1,900,000 for coopera- 
tive agreements as part of the National Ani- 
mal Health Laboratory Network. 

Import-Export  Inspection.—The conferees 
provide $12,874,000 for import-export inspec- 
tion, including an increase of $1,000,000 for 
select agents, and an increase of $500,000 for 
a cooperative agreement with the California 
County Pest Detection Augmentation Pro- 
gram. 

Emerging Plant  Pests.—The conference 
agreement includes an increase of $8,469,000 
above the amount available in fiscal year 
2004. The conferees provide $36,578,000 for cit- 
rus canker eradication; $23,190,000 for 
Pierce’s Disease/Glassy-winged sharpshooter; 
$5,000,000 for Emerald Ash borer; $3,000,000 for 
Sudden Oak Death; and $29,168,000 for the 
Asian long-horned beetle. The conferees pro- 
vide $100,000 of funding for hydrilla eradi- 
cation around Smith Mountain Lake in Vir- 
ginia, and Lake Gaston in Virginia and 
North Carolina. Funding for Karnal bunt, 
olive fruit fly, and miscellaneous pests con- 
tinue at the fiscal year 2004 level. 

The conferees expect the Secretary to uti- 
lize authorities and resources of the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation (CCC) to provide 
assistance in response to animal and plant 
health threats. 

Johne’s Disease.—The conference agreement 
provides $18,740,000 for Johne's Disease. From 
within that amount, the conference agree- 
ment provides the fiscal year 2004 funding 
level to continue cooperative agreements 
with the Wisconsin Department of Agri- 
culture, Trade and Consumer Protection. 

Low Pathogenic Avian Influenza.—The con- 
ferees provide $23,000,000 for activities relat- 
ing to the prevention, control, and eradi- 
cation of Low Pathogenic Avian Influenza 
(LPAI) to remain available until expended. 
Within the total amount, $12,000,000 is for in- 
demnities, $3,000,000 is for surveillance ac- 
tivities, up to $2,000,000 is for reagents and 
costs of administering tests, and up to 
$2,000,000 is for live bird market closure for 
disinfection, as needed. Full funding for 
other LPAI activities that were included in 
the budget request is included in the total. 
The conferees are concerned that LPAI, 
which appears to be endemic in certain live 
bird markets in urban areas, could mutate 
into highly pathogenic forms. To prevent 
this from happening, a robust surveillance 
and control system in both commercial poul- 
try industries and live bird markets is im- 
portant. The conferees believe that industry 
cooperation and program fairness will be 
maximized through the indemnification of 
losses. 

Wildlife Services Operations.—The conferees 
direct that, other than funding for the spe- 
cific items noted in this statement, the funds 
provided in the Wildlife Services Operations 
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line item are available for general operations 
needs. 

The conferees do not concur with the 
President's request to reduce funding in the 
Wildlife Services account to allow coopera- 
tors to assume a larger share of the costs as- 
Sociated with these activities. 

The conferees provide $1,215,000 for wolf 
predation management, of which $1,065,000 is 
for Wisconsin, Minnesota, and Michigan, and 
$150,000 is for New Mexico and Arizona. The 
conference agreement does not include sepa- 
rate funding for Minnesota, as proposed by 
the House. 

The conference agreement continues fund- 
ing for the following projects: $300,000 for 
beaver management in North Carolina; 
$250,000 for crop and aquaculture losses in 
southwest Missouri; $625,000 for game bird 
predation work with the University of Geor- 
gia; $100,000 for predation wildlife services in 
western Virginia; $120,000 for blackbird con- 
trol in Louisiana; $1,300,000 for predator con- 
trol programs in Montana, Idaho, and Wyo- 
ming; $1,000,000 for wildlife services in Texas; 
$150,000 for beaver management and damage 
in Wisconsin; $515,000 for brown tree snake 
management in Guam; $310,000 for Hawaii 
and Guam operations; $300,000 for sandhill 
cranes in Idaho; $50,000 for control of feral 
hogs in Missouri; $1,000,000 for cormorant 
control in New York; $150,000 for cormorant 
control in Michigan; $100,000 for cormorant 
control in the Lake Champlain basin; $750,000 
for wildlife service operations with the 
South Dakota Department of Game, Fish, 
and Parks to meet the growing demands of 
controlling predatory, nuisance, and diseased 
animals; $550,000 for the management of bea- 
vers in Mississippi; $335,000 to continue con- 
trol measures for minimizing blackbird dam- 
age to sunflowers in North Dakota and 
$33,000 for those purposes in South Dakota; 
$120,000 for blackbird management efforts in 
Louisiana; $174,000 for Kansas blackbird con- 
trol; $247,000 for the Jack Berryman Insti- 
tute, Utah; $199,000 for beaver control in Ken- 
tucky; $325,000 for Delta states operations; 
$199,000 for geese control in New York; 
$249,000 for the New Hampshire State oper- 
ations; and $474,000 for the Nevada Division 
of Wildlife. The conferees do not provide 
$50,000 for the Cooperative Livestock Protec- 
tion Program in Pennsylvania as proposed 
by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes 
$21,850,000 for a cooperative oral rabies vac- 
cination program. This amount includes an 
increase of $1,000,000, of which not less than 
$420,000 is directed to go to the state of Flor- 
ida for bait and related costs. 

Emergency management systems.—The con- 
ference agreement includes $12,968,000 for 
emergency management systems, which in- 
cludes a total of $4,000,000 for emergency co- 
ordinators and a total of $3,000,000 to estab- 
lish a vaccine bank. 

Pest Detection.—The conference agreement 
includes $1,500,000 for select agents, $200,000 
for a remote sensing, hyperspectral imaging 
and light detection and ranging project; and 
an increase of $1,000,000 for surveys through 
the Cooperative Agricultural Pest Surveys 
system. 

Chronic wasting disease.—For chronic wast- 
ing disease, the conferees provide $18,839,000. 
The conferees direct that of this amount 
$1,750,000 is for Wisconsin and $250,000 is for 
Alaska. Funding for Utah and the Conserva- 
tion Medicine Center of Chicago remains at 
fiscal year 2004 levels. 

Veterinary Diagnostics.—The conferees pro- 
vide an increase of $1,000,000 for the National 
Animal Health Laboratory Network, as re- 
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quested. The conferees do not continue the 
funding for equipment needs recommended 
in the Senate report. 

Wildlife Services Methods Development.—The 
conference agreement includes $17,428,000 for 
wildlife services methods development. With- 
in that amount, the conferees provide 
$400,000 in funding for the National Wildlife 
Research Station in Kingsville, Texas, to ad- 
dress emerging infectious disease issues as- 
sociated with wildlife populations; $498,000 
for the Jack Berryman Institute, Utah, for 
addressing wildlife damage management 
issues; and $352,000 to continue research ef- 
forts at the National Wildlife Research Cen- 
ter field station in Starkville, MS, for re- 
solving problems regarding bird damage to 
aquaculture farms in the Southeast. 

Agricultural Quarantine Inspection.—For fis- 
cal year 2005, the conferees provide $25,292,000 
for the AQI appropriated account to conduct 
preclearance quarantine inspections. The 
conferees have included the fiscal year 2004 
funding level for interline activities in Ha- 
waii as proposed by the Senate, assume the 
reduction of $1,246,000 due to one-time equip- 
ment purchases, and provide an increase of 
$490,000 for the National Germplasm Labora- 
tory. 

Boll Weevil Eradication.—The conferees pro- 
vide $47,500,000 for fiscal year 2005 to con- 
tinue the Boll Weevil Eradication Program, 
as proposed by the Senate instead of 
$47,000,000 as proposed by the House. 

Brucellosis —The conferees provide an in- 
crease of $114,000 above the fiscal year 2004 
level for the brucellosis program. This 
amount continues funding at the fiscal year 
2004 level for Montana to protect the State’s 
brucellosis-free status and for the operation 
of the bison quarantine facility and the test- 
ing of bison that surround Yellowstone Na- 
tional Park. 

Noxious  Weeds.—The conferees provide 
$1,991,000 for the noxious weeds account. This 
amount includes $199,000 for the Nez Perce 
Bio-control Center to increase the avail- 
ability and distribution of biological control 
organisms used in an integrated weed man- 
agement system, and $298,000 for the Kiski 
Basin Initiative. 

The conference agreement provides contin- 
ued funding at the fiscal year 2004 level for 
an invasive species program to prevent the 
spread of cogongrass in Mississippi, and re- 
quests that the agency take necessary steps 
to address this invasive weed as a regional 
infestation problem. 

Fruit fly exclusion and detection.—The con- 
ferees include $58,348,000 for fruit fly exclu- 
sion and detection, a $1,000,000 increase over 
the fiscal year 2004 level. Of the increase, 
$100,000 is for Texas. 

Grasshopper and mormon cricket.—The con- 
ference agreement includes $5,528,000 for 
grasshopper and mormon cricket control. Of 
this amount, no less than $1,000,000 is for ac- 
tivities in Utah and funding for Nevada is at 
no less than the fiscal year 2004 level for sur- 
vey, control and eradication activities. 

Pierce’s Disease/Glassy-winged Sharp- 
shooter.—The conferees strongly object to 
the recent decision of the Office of Manage- 
ment and Budget (OMB) to deny funding that 
the Secretary identified as necessary to com- 
bat the glassy-winged sharpshooter and to 
contain Pierce’s Disease. The conferees note 
that OMB’s decision to deny this funding has 
needlessly increased the serious threat posed 
by Pierce’s Disease to California’s multi-bil- 
lion dollar wine and grape industries, con- 
stituted an unwelcome intrusion upon the 
Secretary’s exercise of discretion, and was in 
total disregard of the fact that 33 Members 
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of Congress supported the Secretary’s re- 
quest for these funds. The conferees further 
note that OMB’s decision in this matter con- 
tradicted the direction provided to OMB by 
Congress in fiscal year 2004 to ‘‘disregard any 
arbitrarily imposed cost-share require- 
ments." Accordingly, the conferees strongly 
encourage OMB to approve the $5.2 million 
USDA requested for efforts to combat 
Pierce’s Disease. 

The conferees recognize the work con- 
ducted in Texas related to the glassy-winged 
sharpshooter, and direct the Department to 
continue this work. 

Vine Mealy Bug.—The conferees are con- 
cerned about the effect of the vine mealy bug 
(Planoccocus ficus) on grapes. Over 900,000 
acres of grapes are threatened by this pest. 
The conferees encourage APHIS to appro- 
priately address this emerging threat 
through the funds available to the agency. 

The conferees direct the agency to initiate 
a cooperative agreement with the Louisiana 
Department of Wildlife and Fisheries for de- 
velopment of diagnostics related to disease 
affecting the domestic alligator industry. 

The conferees have included language 
under the Office of the Secretary to address 
concerns that the veterinary diagnostic 
work conducted at Plum Island, New York, 
remains focused on agriculture. 


BUILDINGS AND FACILITIES 


The conference agreement provides 
$4,967,000 for Animal and Plant Health In- 
spection Service Buildings and Facilities as 
proposed by the Senate instead of $4,996,000 
as proposed by the House. 


AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE 
MARKETING SERVICES 


The conference agreement provides 
$75,698,000 for the Agricultural Marketing 
Service instead of $75,892,000 as proposed by 
the House and $78,198,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

The conferees do not include Senate bill 

language or funding under this section for a 
web-based supply chain management system, 
but the conference agreement does provide 
funding for this system under the section 32 
account. 
The conferees provide $2,000,000 for activi- 
ties relating to organic standards. The con- 
ferees continue to encourage AMS to use this 
funding to finalize the hiring of an executive 
director for the National Organic Standards 
Board (NOSB), to create a Peer Review Panel 
to oversee the USDA accreditation process 
for organic certifiers, and to improve sci- 
entific technical support for the NOSB. The 
conferees also encourage AMS to regularly 
collect and report agricultural price trends 
in the organic industry. 


LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 


The conference agreement provides 
$64,459,000 as proposed by both the House and 
Senate. 


FUNDS FOR STRENGTHENING MARKETS, INCOME, 
AND SUPPLY (SECTION 32) 


The conference agreement provides 
$15,800,000 for Funds for Strengthening Mar- 
Kets, Income, and Supply as proposed by the 
House and Senate. 

The conferees are aware that farmed salm- 
on imports have undercut the market for 
Alaska wild salmon creating a domestic sur- 
plus of wild pink salmon. The conferees en- 
courage the Department to use all existing 
authorities under the section 32 program to 
purchase surplus domestic salmon and sta- 
bilize the domestic salmon industry. The 
conferees are aware that section 32 funds 
have been used to assist food producers af- 
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fected by adverse market conditions caused 
by an imbalance of supply and demand. 

The conferees strongly encourage the De- 
partment to begin development of the Web- 
based Supply Chain Management System, 
which will benefit the programs of the Agri- 
cultural Marketing Service, the Farm Serv- 
ice Agency, and the Food and Nutrition 
Service, as well as enhancing food distribu- 
tion to schools and other feeding outlets. Ad- 
ministrative expenses to support section 32 
purposes are expressly allowed, and section 
32 funds, accordingly, should be used to fund 
support computer systems. The conferees be- 
lieve that all of the cost of the Web-based 
Supply Chain Management System should be 
financed from section 32. The first phase of 
the system should be funded at no less than 
$10,000,000, as included in the Commodity 
Purchase Support line in the following table. 


Section 32 


FY 2005 conference 

Appropriation (30% of Cus- 

toms Receipts) ................ 
Less Transfers: 

Food and Nutrition Serv- 

TCE ТЕ ТЕРЕН СӨГІП ТҮПТІ 

Commerce Department .. 


$6,030,964,691 


- 5,152,962,000 
— 77,538,934 


Total, Transfers .......... 


— 5,230,500,934 


Budget Authority .............. 800,463,757 
Unobligated Balance Year 
Available, Start of Year 408,050,634 


Recoveries of Prior Year 
Obligations 
ROSCISSION рр рор 


0 
- 163,000,000 


Available for Obligation .... 1,045,514,391 


Less Obligations: 
Commodity Procurement: 


Child Nutrition Pro- 

grams (Entitlement 

Commodities) .............. 400,000,000 
State Option Contract .... 5,000,000 
Removal of Defective 

Commodities ............... 1,000,000 
Emergency Surplus Re- 

MOVEL 2; ЕНИН 73,865,287 
Disaster Relief ................ 332,202,000 
Estimated Future Needs 196,415,104 


Total, Commodity Pro- 


curement 1,008,482,391 


Administrative Funds: 


Commodity Purchase 
SUDDOTDLU „анасон 21,232,000 
Marketing Agreements 
and Orders ................... 15,800,000 
Total, Administrative 
Funds... eet 37,032,000 


Total Obligations 
Unobligated Balance Avail- 


1,045,514,391 


able, End of Year ............ 0 
PAYMENTS TO STATES AND POSSESSIONS 
The conference agreement provides 


$3,847,000 for Payments to States and Posses- 
sions as proposed by the Senate instead of 
$1,347,000 as proposed by the House. 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language and funding for à specialty markets 
grant as proposed by the Senate. 

GRAIN INSPECTION, PACKERS AND STOCKYARDS 
ADMINISTRATION 


SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement provides 
$37,299,000 for the Grain Inspection, Packers 
and Stockyards Administration as proposed 
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by the Senate instead of $37,540,000 as pro- 
posed by the House. 

The conference agreement provides an in- 
crease of $1,000,000 for budgeted increases in- 
cluding IT security and BSE-related activi- 
ties. 

The conference agreement includes $500,000 
to continue the product verification proto- 
cols pilot program, in conjunction with the 
Missouri, Illinois, and Iowa Corn Growers 
Associations. The pilot program is to estab- 
lish controls for regulated seed varieties and 
augment grain marketing. 

LIMITATION ON INSPECTION AND WEIGHING 
SERVICES EXPENSES 

The conference agreement provides 
$42,463,000 as proposed by the House and Sen- 
ate. 


OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR FOOD 
SAFETY 


The conference agreement provides $595,000 
for the Office of the Under Secretary for 
Food Safety as proposed by the House in- 
stead of $608,000 as proposed by the Senate. 


FooD SAFETY AND INSPECTION SERVICE 


The conference agreement provides 
$823,760,000 for the Food Safety and Inspec- 
tion Service, instead of $824,746,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $823,757,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

'The conferees include bill language, as pro- 
posed by the Senate, regarding full-time 
equivalent positions for inspections and en- 
forcement of laws and regulations related to 
the Humane Methods of Slaughter Act. 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language to provide $3,000,000 for the Hu- 
mane Animal Tracking System, à compo- 
nent of the Field Automation and Informa- 
tion Management System (FAIM). These 
funds will remain available until September 
30, 2006. 'The conferees direct FSIS to provide 
notice to the Committees on Appropriations 
prior to obligating funds for this purpose, 
with details on specific costs associated with 
this action, a schedule for incorporation, and 
how this action will benefit enforcement of 
the Humane Methods of Slaughter Act regu- 
lations. 

The conference agreement includes 
$20,653,000 for regulatory and scientific train- 
ing. 

The conferees provide the following in- 
creases: $17,267,000 for frontline inspectors 
and humane slaughter enforcement; 
$3,000,000 for surveillance related to Bovine 
Spongiform Encephalopathy; $7,153,000 for 
entry-level training for field employees, food 
safety regulatory essentials training, and 
biosecurity training; $2,100,000 for biosurveil- 
lance; $2,000,000 for the Food Emergency Re- 
sponse Network (FERN); $1,500,000 for FERN 
data systems; and $350,000 for micro- 
biological baseline studies, bringing total 
funding for this activity to $2,000,000. 

The conferees commend FSIS for begin- 
ning to include photographs of recalled prod- 
ucts and website addresses of manufacturers 
in recall press release notices. The conferees 
urge FSIS to continue to do this to the 
greatest extent possible and also to ask man- 
ufacturers if they will voluntarily provide 
information on retail outlets of recalled 
products for inclusion on the FSIS press re- 
lease, so that consumers may readily locate 
them. 


Food Safety and Inspection Service, funding by 
activity 
[In thousands of dollars] 


Food Safety & Inspection: 
Federal есет бынан 
Statens. сыналы ST T 


8742,305 
52,175 
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Food Safety and Inspection Service, funding by 
activity—Continued 


International .................. 19,335 
Codex .......... 2,726 
FAIM Project .................... 7,219 

Оба љуба ка 823,760 


OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR FARM 
AND FOREIGN AGRICULTURAL SERVICES 

The conference agreement provides $631,000 
for the Office of the Under Secretary for 
Farm and Foreign Agricultural Services as 
proposed by the House instead of $648,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. 

FARM SERVICE AGENCY 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

The conference agreement provides 
$1,007,597,000 for the Farm Service Agency in- 
stead of $1,060,471,000 as proposed by the 
House and $1,004,032,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. The conferees direct that of this 
amount $854,000 shall be for additional sala- 
ries and expenses to carry out disaster as- 
sistance related activities. 

STATE MEDIATION GRANTS 

The conference agreement provides 
$4,000,000 for State Mediation Grants, as pro- 
posed by the House and Senate. 

DAIRY INDEMNITY PROGRAM 

The conference agreement provides $100,000 
for the Dairy Indemnity Program, as pro- 
posed by the House and Senate. 

AGRICULTURAL CREDIT INSURANCE FUND 
PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

The following table reflects the conference 

agreement: 


Farm Ownership Loans: 


Direct и ЖАТАР ЕК ($210,000,000) 
Subsidy ДЕТИ ЕККЕНДЕ 11,235,000 
Guaranteed ..................... (1,400,000,000) 
Subsidy ........................... 7,420,000 
Farm Operating Loans: 

Diret Gina АБА они а (650,000,000) 
Subsidy .......................... 65,585,000 
Unsubsidized Guaranteed (1,100,000,000) 
Боре У аи вон ы 35,530,000 
Subsidized guaranteed .... (285,000,000) 
Subsidy 37,934,000 
Indian tribe land acquisi- 

Шой ылылынна зы (2,000,000) 
Sübsldy „гы $105,000 
Boll weevil eradication .. (100,000,000) 
Subsidy 020206 tore 0 

ACIF expenses: 
Salaries and expenses 

(transfer to FSA) ......... 293,764,000 
Administrative expenses 8,000,000 


RISK MANAGEMENT AGENCY 

The conference agreement provides 
$72,044,000 for the Risk Management Agency 
as proposed by the House and the Senate. 
FEDERAL CROP INSURANCE CORPORATION FUND 

The conference agreement provides an ap- 
propriation of such sums as may be nec- 
essary for the Federal Crop Insurance Cor- 
poration Fund (estimated to be $4,095,128,000 
in the President’s fiscal year 2005 Budget Re- 
quest), as proposed by the House and Senate. 

COMMODITY CREDIT CORPORATION FUND 

REIMBURSEMENT FOR NET REALIZED LOSSES 

The conference agreement provides an ap- 
propriation of such sums as may Ре пес- 
essary for Reimbursement for Net Realized 
Losses of the Commodity Credit Corporation 
(estimated to be $16,452,377,000 in the Presi- 
dent’s fiscal year 2005 Budget Request), as 
proposed by the House and Senate. 

HAZARDOUS WASTE MANAGEMENT 

The conference agreement provides a limi- 

tation of $5,000,000 for Hazardous Waste Man- 
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agement, as proposed by the House and Sen- 
ate. 


TITLE II—CONSERVATION PROGRAMS 


OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR 
NATURAL RESOURCES AND ENVIRONMENT 

The conference agreement provides $741,000 
for the Office of the Under Secretary for Nat- 
ural Resources and Environment instead of 
$731,000 as proposed by the House and $758,000 
as proposed by the Senate. 

The conferees direct the Natural Resources 
Conservation Service (NRCS) to provide the 
Committees on Appropriations a report no 
later than 90 days after enactment of this 
Act detailing the steps necessary and the 
funds required to complete the Kagman wa- 
tershed project in the Northern Mariana Is- 
lands. 

The conference agreement directs the 
NRCS to provide funding from within the 
Mississippi Wetland Reserve Program alloca- 
tion to restore catfish ponds to functioning 
wetlands in order to reduce flooding, im- 
prove water quality, and provide habitat for 
aquatic wildlife. 

NATURAL RESOURCES CONSERVATION SERVICE 
CONSERVATION OPERATIONS 


The conference agreement includes 
$837,360,000 for Conservation Operations, in- 
stead of $854,132,000 as proposed by the House 
and $845,863,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
The agreement includes statutory language 
to make the funds in this account available 
until June 30, 2006, instead of the funds re- 
maining available until expended, as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

The Committee provides $23,500,000 for the 
Grazing Lands Conservation Initiative, 
$10,500,000 for snow surveys, $14,483,000 for 
Plant Materials Centers, and $87,196,000 for 
the Soil Surveys Program. 

Misuse of discretionary funds.—The con- 
ferees are concerned about the misuse of dis- 
cretionary conservation technical assistance 
funds. The fiscal year 2004 instructions to 
State Conservationists from the Chief of 
NRCS, state, Your fiscal and performance 
responsibilities include . . . Assuring that all 
planning that occurs before the approval of 
an application for Farm Bill conservation 
programs is charged to Conservation Tech- 
nical Assistance (CTA), but charge the plan- 
ning that occurs after the application has 
been approved (contract planning) to the 
benefiting program .. .". This instruction is 
in clear violation of provisions of Public Law 
108-199, which are restated in this Act, di- 
recting that none of the funds made avail- 
able to NRCS may be used to provide tech- 
nical assistance ‘‘with respect to programs 
listed in section 1241(a) of the Food Security 
Act of 1985." The Office of the General Coun- 
sel has opined that the language is clear in 
its prohibition of the use of discretionary 
CTA funds for Farm Bill conservation pro- 
grams. The NRCS is directed to provide the 
Committees on Appropriations with a de- 
tailed accounting of all CTA funds that were 
used for Farm Bill conservation programs at 
any point in fiscal years 2003 and 2004, in- 
cluding the amounts and dates of any 
charges made to CTA during the planning 
process before application approval, by Janu- 
ary 15, 2005. 

State funding allocations.—The conferees 
are concerned that funding allocations to the 
States are being reduced in proportion to 
Congressional earmarks funded in the Con- 
servation Operations account. The conferees 
direct the Chief of the NRCS, in making the 
fiscal year 2005 Conservation Operations 
funding allocations to the States, to treat 
Congressional earmarks as additions to the 
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States’ funding allocation. The conferees di- 
rect the NRCS to provide a report to the 
Committees on Appropriations, not later 
than 45 days after the enactment of this Act, 
including the following: fiscal year 2004 Con- 
servation Operations Allocation by State, 
fiscal year 2005 Conservation Operations Al- 
location by State, the fiscal year 2005 Con- 
gressional Earmarks by State, and the Total 
Conservation Operations Allocation by 
State. 

Projects identified with a specific dollar 
amount in House Report 108-401 that were di- 
rected to be funded by the conferees for fis- 
cal year 2004 or identified with a specific dol- 
lar amount in House Report 108-584 or Senate 
Report 108-340 are not funded for fiscal year 
2005, unless specifically mentioned herein. 

The conferees direct NRCS to obligate the 
funds for the projects named within this ac- 
count within 45 days of enactment, and to 
provide a report within 60 days of enactment 
to the Committees on Appropriations regard- 
ing those obligations, and specifically noting 
any projects for which funding has been de- 
layed beyond 45 days and the reason for the 
delay. 

The following funds are directed to be used 
in cooperative agreements continued with 
the same cooperator entities as in the fiscal 
year 2004 agreements, unless otherwise 
noted. 

Cooperative agreement between the Ala- 
bama Department of Conservation and Nat- 
ural Resources and the Alabama Wildlife 
Federation for conservation education in 
Millbrook, Alabama—$450,000; Obtain/evalu- 
ate materials for cold region seeds of plants 
in conjunction w/ Alaska Division of Agri- 
culture (AK)—$315,000; Native Plant Mate- 
rials (evaluating and developing) (AK)— 
$315,000; GIS-based mapping/hyperspectral 
imaging of agriculture lands (AK)—$400,000; 
NRI pilot development (AK)—$1,200,000; Co- 
operative agreement w/ Soil and Water Con- 
servation District (AK)—$1,500,000; National 
Water Management Center (AR)—$2,612,500; 
Little Red River Irrigation Project (AR)— 
$399,000; Study to determine logistics of 
transportation/coordination of excess nutri- 
ent management (AR)—$225,000; East Valley 
Conservation District/Santa Ana Watershed 
Authority Non-native Plant Removal (CA) 
—$1,000,000; Monterey Bay Sanctuary (CA)— 
$600,000; Cooperative agreement with the Mu- 
nicipal Water District of Orange County, 
California—$100,000; Cooperative agreement 
w/ Tufts University to improve conservation 
practices (CT)—$480,000; Pilot projects for 
technology systems resulting in nutrient re- 
duction (FL)—$5,500,000; Manatee Agri- 
culture Reuse System (FL)—$2,000,000; Lake 
Okeechobee Watershed project planning 
(FL)—$310,000; Suwannee, Dixie, and Lafay- 
ette Counties dairy and poultry waste treat- 
ment (FL)—$280,000; Cooperative agreement 
w/Green Institute (FL)— $340,000; Implemen- 
tation of pilot projects for nutrient reducing 
waste treatment systems  (FL)—$720,000; 
Georgia Soil and Water Conservation Com- 
mission Cooperative Agreement  (GA)— 
$3,600,000; Community nutrient management 
facilities (GA)—$350,000; PMC for Native 
Plants to clean up the Island of Kahoolawe 
(HI)—$108,000; Molokai Agriculture Commu- 
nity Committee (HI)—$250,000; Agricultural 
development/resource conservation—Molokai 
(HI)—$740,000; Idaho One Plan (ID)— $200,000; 
Conversion to Sprinkler irrigation— 
Minidoka (ID)—$950,000; Basalt and ground 
water protection project (ID)—$275,000; Eco- 
logical site description project w/ ID Asso- 
ciation of Conservation Districts (ID)— 
$300,000; Trees Forever Program  (IL)— 
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$100,000; Iroquois River watershed (IL)— 
$468,000; Illinois River Agricultural Con- 
servation Project w/ Ducks Unlimited (IL)— 
$244,000; Wildlife habitat education program 
in conjunction w/National Wild Turkey Fed- 
eration (IL)—$244,000; Cooperative agreement 
with Kane County, Illinois, for Blackberry 
Creek watershed (IL)—$360,000; Illinois River 
Basin—EQIP; Hungry Canyon/Loess Hills 
Erosion Control/Western Iowa (IA)— 
$1,200,000; Trees Forever Program (IA)— 
$100,000; CEMSA w/ Iowa Soybean Associa- 
tion (IA)—$431,500; Cooperative agreement w/ 
Northern Iowa University (ТА)—8450,000; In- 
novative environmental technology program 
(IN)—$650,000; Soil erosion control cost-share 
program/soil survey program (KY)— 
$2,800,000; Technical assistance to provide 
grants to Soil Conservation Districts in Ken- 
tucky (KY)—$940,000; Cooperative agreement 
w/ Western Kentucky University (KY)— 
$400,000; Dairy waste remediation-Lake 
Ponchartrain Basin (LA)—$295,000; Coopera- 
tive agreement w/ LSU on effectiveness of 
agriculture and forestry (LA)—$336,500; False 
River sedimentation/Bayou Grosse (LA)— 
$150,000; Chesapeake Bay activities (MD)— 
$6,000,000; Conservation related to cranberry 
production (MA/WI)—$570,000; Weed It Now— 
Taconic Mountains (MA/NY/CT)—$200,000; 
Great Lakes pilot program for conservation 
(MI)—$575,000; Mississippi Conservation Ini- 
tiative (MS)—$2,500,000; Delta Water Re- 
sources Study (MS) $700,000; Delta Conserva- 
tion Demonstration Center, Washington 
County (MS) $1,400,000; Soil erosion/Alcorn 
State (MS)—$175,000; Cattle and nutrient 
management in stream crossings (MS)— 
$900,000; Choctaw County feasibility study 
for surface impoundment (MS)—$230,000; 
Wildlife Management Institute (MS)— 
$5,813,000; Humphrey’s County Hospital flood 
protection (MS)—$125,000; Drainage improve- 
ments/Hinds County (MS)—$250,000; Drainage 
improvements, Port Gibson, (MS)—$397,000; 
Rankin County-Richland Creek Watershed 
(MS)—$250,000; Rankin County erosion con- 
trol project, Mill Creek (MS)—$225,000; Upper 
White River Water Quality Project in south- 
ern Missouri (MO)—$391,500; Lake Tahoe 
Basin Soil Conservation Project (NV/CA)— 
$500,000; Great Basin Land and Water study 
(NV)—$300,000; State conservation cost share 
program (NJ)—$950,000; Riparian restoration 
activities along Rio Grande and Pecos River 
(NM)—$540,000; Pastureland Management/Ro- 
tational Grazing (NY)—$600,000; Best man- 
agement practices/Skaneateles and Owasco 
Watersheds (NY)—$325,000; Address non-point 
pollution in Onondaga and Oneida Lake Wa- 
tersheds (NY)—$500,000; Phase II/Watershed 
Agriculture Council in Walton (NY)—$700,000 
of which $80,000 is for monitoring the ease- 
ments purchased by the Council's Whole 
Farm Easement Program; Pace University 
Land Use Law Center (NY)—$200,000; tech- 
nical assistance to address water quality 
problems in Sodus Bay watershed, Wayne 
County (NY)—$250,000; New York State Agri- 
culture and Environment Management Pro- 
gram (NY)—$800,000; Long Island Sound wa- 
tershed initiative (NY)—$200,000; Erosion 
control/stabilization for Hudson River shore- 
line (NY)—$250,000; Technical assistance to 
livestock/poultry industry (NC)—$450,000; 
West Cary Watershed and Farmland Protec- 
tion Project (NC)—$300,000; Red River Flood 
Prevention/Energy and Environmental Re- 
search Center (ND)—$1,000,000; North Central 
Planning Council water utilization/Devil’s 
Lake (ND)—$350,000; Maumee Watershed 
Hydrological Study and Flood Mitigation 
Plan (OH)—$1,000,000; Oregon Garden, 
Silverton (OR)—$325,000; Native grassland 
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demo project in the vicinity of Tar Creek 
(OK)—$2,350,000; Pawcatuck Watershed (RI)— 
$500,000; Study to characterize land use 
change while preserving natural resources in 
cooperation with Clemson University (SC)— 
$1,200,000; GIS based Model to integrate com- 
modity and conservation (SC)—$900,000; 
Bexar, Medina, Uvalde Counties irrigation in 
Edwards Aquifer (TX)—$500,000; Field office 
telecommunications pilot program/advanced 
soil survey methods (TX)—$2,400,000; Leon 
River Restoration project (TX)—$100,000; 
Range vegetation pilot project, Ft. Hood 
(TX)—$500,000; a cooperative agreement with 
the Texas Water Resources Institute to im- 
plement a watershed protection plan for 
Tarrant County (TX)—$500,000; АҒО/САҒО 
Pilot Project (UT)—$300,000; Dry Creek/Neff’s 
Grove project (UT)—$1,050,000; Study to ex- 
amine effects of vegetative manipulation on 
water yields w/ Utah State (UT)—$625,000; 
Washington Fields (UT)—$1,125,000; Utah 
Conservation Initiative (UT)—$1,000,000; Re- 
duce phosphorus loading into Lake Cham- 
plain (VT)—$295,000; Pilot farm viability pro- 
gram project (VT) $233,500; Walla Walla wa- 
tershed alliance (WA)—$500,000; Design/im- 
plement natural stream restoration initia- 
tives (WV)—$785,000; Soil survey geographic 
database in the Mid-Atlantic Highlands 
(WV)—$190,000; Poultry Litter Composting 
(WV)—$160,000; Potomac and Ohio River 
Basin Soil Nutrient Project (WV)—$300,000; 
Appalachian Small Farmer Outreach Pro- 
gram (WV)—$860,000; GIS Center of Excel- 
lence at West Virginia University (WV)— 
$4,418,500; Grazing Lands Initiative/Wisconsin 
Department of Ag (WI)—$950,000; Examine 
benefits of using vegetative buffers w/ Univ. 
of Wisconsin—Madison (WI)—$550,000; Con- 
servation land internship program (WI)— 
$114,000; Wisconsin Tribal Conservation Advi- 
sory Committee cooperative agreement 
(WD—$287,500; Cooperative agreement му 
Sand County Foundation (WI)—$1,050,000; 
University of Wisconsin cooperative agree- 
ment on conservation tech transfer (WI)— 
$300,000; Cooperative agreement with Pioneer 
Farm (WI)—$300,000; Soil survey mapping 
project (WY)—$300,000; Audubon at Home 
Pilot Program—$500,000; Great Lakes Basin 
Program for Soil & Erosion Sediment— 
$2,500,000; On-Farm Management Systems 
Evaluation Network—$200,000; Watershed 
management demo program/NPPC—$548,000; 
National Fish and Wildlife Foundation Part- 
nerships—$3,000,000; Source water protection 
project to States showing greatest need— 
$3,250,000; and Operation Oak Program to re- 
store hardwoods—$350,000. 

The conferees provide $900,000 for the con- 
tinued development of a geographic informa- 
tion system database in South Carolina to 
integrate commodity and conservation pro- 
gram data at the field level for watershed 
analysis and other purposes as the agency 
deems appropriate. The conferees encourage 
the agency to consider the designation of the 
University of South Carolina Earth Sciences 
Resources Institute as an Information Tech- 
nology Center of Excellence. 

The conferees recognize that the High 
Plains Aquifer, with the Ogallala Aquifer as 
its most important component, lies beneath 
eight States and is the primary source of 
water for all reported uses in western Kan- 
sas. The conferees are aware that the aquifer 
is depleting at alarming rates and absent 
conservation efforts could be dry within two 
decades. The conferees urge the agency to 
give consideration to the use of ground and 
surface water funding for projects in Kansas 
that will conserve this aquifer. 

The conferees support the preservation of 
the last tallgrass prairie in North America, 
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most of which is located in the Flint Hills re- 
gion of Kansas. The conferees recognize that 
the tallgrass prairie provides rich ranching 
lands, open spaces, and habitat for a diverse 
assemblage of plants and animals. The con- 
ferees urge the agency to give consideration 
to the use of all appropriate funding sources 
for projects in Kansas that will preserve and 
protect this unique area. 

Edwards Aquifer.—The conferees encourage 
the Agency to provide technical and finan- 
cial assistance to the Edwards Aquifer Au- 
thority, San Antonio Water Systems, and 
other local entities, regarding plugging of 
wells to address pollution concerns. 

The conferees appreciate previous efforts 
by NRCS to conserve sage grouse habitat in 
the western United States. The conferees en- 
courage the agency to use no less than 
$5,000,000 in fiscal year 2005 to enhance its ef- 
forts on sage grouse habitat conservation. 
Additionally, NRCS should consider using 
such funds on public land grazing leases in 
addition to private lands. 

Plant Materials Centers.—The conference 
agreement provides funding to complete con- 
struction of the Fallon, Nevada, Plant Mate- 
rials Center, $1,500,000, and of the storage fa- 
cility at the Alaska Plant Materials Center, 
$1,350,000. The conference agreement provides 
funding for the Kika de la Garza Plant Mate- 
rials Center at no less than the fiscal year 
2004 level, to continue the work conducted at 
the Center. 

WATERSHED SURVEYS AND PLANNING 


The conference agreement provides 
$7,083,000 for Watershed Surveys and Plan- 
ning instead of $11,083,000 as proposed by the 
House and $7,500,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. 

The conferees are concerned that addi- 
tional watershed surveys and planning work 
is being initiated at a time when ongoing 
planning is not being completed in a timely 
manner, and the backlog for watershed 
project implementation and construction 
continues to mount. The conferees direct the 
Chief of NRCS to evaluate and rank planning 
efforts in order to fund and complete the 
most promising projects based upon merit, 
and notify the Committees on Appropria- 
tions of the selected watershed projects. 

WATERSHED AND FLOOD PREVENTION 
OPERATIONS 


The conference agreement provides 
$75,576,000 for Watershed and Flood Preven- 
tion Operations instead of $86,487,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $64,000,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

The conferees include bill language which 
limits the amount spent on technical assist- 
ance to not more than $35,000,000. 

The conferees include funding to complete 
the next phase of projects listed in the House 
and Senate reports. 

WATERSHED REHABILITATION PROGRAM 


The conference agreement provides 
$27,500,000 for the Watershed Rehabilitation 
Program instead of $30,091,000 as proposed by 
the House and $25,000,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

The conferees direct that funding under 
this program be provided for rehabilitation 
of structures determined to be of high pri- 
ority need in order to protect property and 
ensure public safety. 

RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT 


The conference agreement provides 
$51,641,000 for Resource Conservation and De- 
velopment as proposed by the House instead 
of $50,760,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conferees include bill language as pro- 
posed by the House that directs the Sec- 
retary to enter into an agreement with a na- 
tional association related to the Resource 
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Conservation and Development program, and 
directs that such an agreement must main- 
tain the same matching, contribution re- 
quirements and funding set forth in previous 
agreements. 

The conferees also include bill language 
that limits funding for national head- 
quarters activities as proposed by the House. 

TITLE III—RURAL DEVELOPMENT 
PROGRAMS 


OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR RURAL 
DEVELOPMENT 


The conference agreement provides $632,000 
for the Office of the Under Secretary for 
Rural Development as proposed by the House 
instead of $645,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conferees direct the Under Secretary 
to give consideration to the following 
projects or organizations requesting finan- 
cial and/or technical assistance, and grants 
and/or loans made available under the Rural 
Development mission area: Las Lomas 
Colonia, Starr County (TX), park and youth 
center; City of Benevides (TX), infrastruc- 
ture for town park; City of Penitas (TX), de- 
velopment of wildlife park; City of Rio 
Grande City (TX), improvements for neigh- 
borhood pocket park; water and waste dis- 
posal loans for Pojoaque Pueblo (NM); and 
Union-Lincoln Regional Water Supply Initia- 
tive (LA), for alternative water supply pro- 
gram. 

The conferees expect the Under Secretary 
to approve these projects only when such ap- 
plications are judged to be meritorious when 
subject to established review procedures. 

The conference agreement includes a gen- 
eral provision (Section 798) that provides 
$2,250,000 to assist in the establishment of 
pilot cooperative healthcare purchasing alli- 
ances for farmers, ranchers, small businesses 
and non-profit organizations in Wisconsin 
and Minnesota. The conferees expect the De- 
partment to provide the grant within 60 days 
of enactment of this Act to the Wisconsin 
Federation of Cooperatives, of which 
$2,000,000 is for the establishment of a stop 
loss fund and of which $250,000 is for adminis- 
trative expenses, including actuarial studies. 


RURAL COMMUNITY ADVANCEMENT PROGRAM 


The conference agreement provides 
$716,049,000 for the Rural Community Ad- 
vancement Program (RCAP) instead of 
$668,408,000 as proposed by the House and 
$733,360,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
conference agreement provides $89,180,000 for 
rural community programs; $552,689,000 for 
rural utilities programs, of which $1,000,000 is 
for grants to nonprofit organizations to fi- 
nance construction, refurbishing, and serv- 
icing of individually-owned household water 
well systems in rural areas, and of which 
$500,000 is for revolving funds for financing 
water and wastewater projects; and 
$74,180,000 is for rural business and coopera- 
tive development programs. 

The conference agreement provides 
$25,000,000 for loans and grants to benefit 


Federally Recognized Native American 
Tribes. 
The conference agreement provides 


$4,500,000 for community facilities grants to 
tribal colleges. 

The conference agreement provides 
$6,350,000 for the Rural Community Develop- 
ment Initiative. 

The conference agreement provides 
$1,000,000 for grants to the Delta Regional 
Authority for any Rural Community Ad- 
vancement Program purpose. 

The conference agreement provides 
$18,250,000 for technical assistance grants for 
rural water and waste systems. 
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The conference agreement provides 
$5,600,000 for the Rural Community Assist- 
ance Programs, of which $800,000 shall be for 
a qualified national Native American Orga- 
nization to provide technical assistance for 
rural water systems for tribal communities. 

The conference agreement provides 
$13,500,000 for a circuit rider program. 

The conference agreement provides 
$26,000,000 for rural and Native villages in 
Alaska. 

The conference agreement provides 
$21,000,000 for facilities in rural communities 
with extreme unemployment and severe eco- 
nomic depression. 

The conference agreement provides 
$28,000,000 to be transferred to the Rural 
Utilities Service, High Energy Cost Grants 
Account. 

The conference agreement does not include 
$200,000 for predevelopment planning grants 
from the Rural Community Development 
Initiative. 

The conferees expect the Department to 
continue Rural Community Advancement 
Program predevelopment planning grants. 

The conferees encourage the Department 
to provide a rural business enterprise grant 
for the Tioga County Rural Economic Area 
Partnership Zone to coordinate and facili- 
tate local community development projects 
in Tioga County, New York. 

The following table indicates the distribu- 
tion of funding for the RCAP: 


Community Facilities ....... $89,180,000 
Business-Cooperative De- 
velopment ....................... 74,180,000 
Water and Waste 552,689,000 
"Patel а 716,049,000 
Directed spending: 
Federally Recognized Na- 

tive American Tribes ... 25,000,000 
Rural Community Devel- 

opment Initiative ........ 6,350,000 
Technical Assistance for 

Rural Transportation .. 750,000 
Delta Regional Author- 

ШУ ТИКА кыш do 1,000,000 
СО1ОП1@8 ынсаны некен» 25,000,000 
Alaska Villages .............. 26,000,000 
Technical Assistance ...... 18,250,000 
Circuit Rider .......... 13,500,000 
EZ/EC and REAP ............ 22,166,000 
Economic Impact Initia- 

tive Grants .................. 21,000,000 
High Energy Cost Grants 28,000,000 
БОАР ындынын нен 5,600,000 
Nonprofit individually- 

owned water well 

етай: лден 1,000,000 
Water and Wastewater 

Revolving Funds .......... 500,000 
Tribal Colleges ............... 4,500,000 


RURAL DEVELOPMENT SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

The conference agreement provides 
$148,452,000 for Rural Development Salaries 
and Expenses instead of $171,250,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $143,452,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

The conferees provide an increase of 
$5,000,000 within the Rural Development Sal- 
aries and Expenses account to be used to 
complete the consolidation of St. Louis 
Rural Development activities at the Good- 
fellow facility. The conferees further request 
the Department to provide the Committees 
on Appropriations a report on the status of 
the consolidation within 60 days after enact- 
ment of this Act. 

RURAL HOUSING SERVICE 
RURAL HOUSING INSURANCE FUND PROGRAM 
ACCOUNT 

The conference agreement provides a total 

subsidy of $228,256,000 for activities under the 
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Rural Housing Insurance Fund Program Ac- 
count instead of $230,030,000 as proposed by 
the House and $228,847,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

The conference agreement provides for an 
estimated loan program level of $4,720,843,000 
instead of $4,686,906,000 as proposed by the 
House and $4,157,691,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

The conference agreement provides for a 
transfer of $448,342,000 to salaries and ex- 
penses as proposed by the Senate instead of 
$448,889,000 as proposed by the House. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision authorizing housing funds initially al- 
located to Alaska to be available until Sep- 
tember 30, 2006. 

The conference agreement does not include 
bill language restricting the section 515 rent- 
al housing program to repair and rehabilita- 
tion. 

The conferees include a general provision 
(Section 726) to increase the guarantee fee 
for the guaranteed single-family housing 
loan program to two percent. The conferees 
are concerned that in fiscal years 2003 and 
2004, the Rural Housing Service needed to ex- 
ercise the Secretary’s interchange authority 
to transfer additional budget authority to 
avoid shutting down the guaranteed loan 
program. The fiscal year 2005 President’s 
budget request included only a small in- 
crease in loan level above the appropriated 
fiscal year 2004 level. Raising the guarantee 
fee to two percent will allow this guarantee 
loan program to more effectively use its 
budget authority. 

The following table indicates loan and sub- 
sidy levels provided in the conference agree- 
ment: 


Rural Housing Insurance Fund Program 
Account 


Loan authorizations: 
Single family (sec. 502) ... 
Unsubsidized guaranteed 
Housing repair (sec. 504) 
Rental housing (sec. 515) 


($1,150,000,000) 
(3,309,297 ,000) 
(35,000,000) 
(100,000,000) 


Site loans (sec. 524) ......... (5,045,000) 
Multi-family housing 

guarantees ................... (100,000,000) 
Multi-family housing 


credit sales .................. 
Single family housing 
credit sales 
Self help housing land 
development 


(1,501,000) 


(10,000,000) 


(10,000,000) 


Total, Loan authoriza- 
tions 


(4,720,843,000) 


Loan subsidies: 


Single family (sec. 502) ... 133,170,000 
Unsubsidized guaranteed 33,608,000 
Housing repair (sec. 504) 10,171,000 
Rental housing (sec. 515) 47,090,000 
Site loans (sec. 524) ......... — 
Multi-family housing 
guarantees ................... 3,490,000 
Multi-family housing 
credit sales .................. 727,000 
Single family housing 
credit sales .................. — 
Self help housing land 
development ................ — 
Total, Loan subsidies .. 228,256,000 
RHIF administration ex- 
penses (transfer to RD) ... 448,342,000 


RENTAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 
The conference agreement provides 
$592,000,000 for the Rental Assistance Pro- 
gram as proposed by the House instead of 
$585,900,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
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MUTUAL AND SELF-HELP HOUSING GRANTS 


The conference agreement provides 
$34,000,000 for Mutual and Self-Help Housing 
Grants as proposed by the House and Senate. 

RURAL HOUSING ASSISTANCE GRANTS 


The conference agreement provides 
$43,992,000 for Rural Housing Assistance 
Grants instead of $42,500,000 as proposed by 
the House and $46,992,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

The conferees provide $3,000,000 for the 
preservation of the section 515 multi-family 
housing portfolio. The conferees encourage 
the Secretary to issue a Notice of Funding 
Availability within 90 days of enactment of 
this Act. The Secretary should give funding 
priority to entities with equal or greater 
matching funds, including housing tax cred- 
its for rural housing assistance. Additional 
priority should be provided to entities with 
experience in the administration of revolv- 
ing loan funds and the preservation of multi- 
family housing. 

The conference agreement provides 
$1,800,000 for Empowerment Zones and Enter- 
prise Communities and communities des- 
ignated by the Secretary of Agriculture as 
Rural Economic Area Partnership Zones. 

FARM LABOR PROGRAM ACCOUNT 


The conference agreement provides 
$34,118,000 for the Farm Labor Program Ас- 
count instead of $36,765,000 as proposed by 
the House and $31,471,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

The conference agreement provides 
$38,500,000 for an estimated loan program 
level, $18,118,000 for loan subsidies, and 
$16,000,000 for grants. 

RURAL BUSINESS-COOPERATIVE SERVICE 


RURAL DEVELOPMENT LOAN FUND PROGRAM 
ACCOUNT 


The conference agreement provides an esti- 
mated loan program level of $34,213,000 with 
a subsidy of $15,868,000 for the Rural Develop- 
ment Loan Fund as proposed by the House 
and Senate. 

The conference agreement provides for a 
transfer of $4,316,000 to the Rural Develop- 
ment salaries and expenses account as pro- 
posed by the Senate instead of $4,321,000 as 
proposed by the House. 

The conference agreement includes 
$3,449,000 for Mississippi Delta Region coun- 
ties, of which up to $1,500,000 is for the Delta 
Regional Authority. 

RURAL ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT LOAN FUND 

PROGRAM ACCOUNT 


The conference agreement provides an esti- 
mated loan program level of $25,003,000 for 
the Rural Economic Development Loan Fund 
Program Account with a subsidy of $4,698,000 
as proposed by the House and Senate to re- 
main available until expended. 

RURAL COOPERATIVE DEVELOPMENT GRANTS 


The conference agreement provides 
$24,000,000 for Rural Cooperative Develop- 
ment Grants as proposed by the Senate in- 
stead of $23,500,000 as proposed by the House. 

The conference agreement provides 
$15,500,000 for value-added agricultural prod- 
uct market development grants. 

RURAL EMPOWERMENT ZONES AND ENTERPRISE 
COMMUNITIES GRANTS 


The conference agreement provides 
$12,500,000 for Rural Empowerment Zones and 
Enterprise Communities Grants as proposed 
by the Senate instead of $11,419,000 as pro- 
posed by the House. 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language providing that $1,000,000 shall be for 
third round empowerment zones. 
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RENEWABLE ENERGY PROGRAM 


The conference agreement provides 
$23,000,000 for the Renewable Energy Pro- 
gram as proposed by the House instead of 
$20,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. 


RURAL UTILITIES SERVICE 


RURAL ELECTRIFICATION AND TELECOMMUNI- 
CATIONS LOANS PROGRAM ACCOUNT 


The conference agreement provides a total 
subsidy of $5,158,000 for activities under the 
Rural Electrification and Telecommuni- 
cations Loans Program Account. The con- 
ference agreement provides for an estimated 
loan program level of $4,840,000,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and Senate. 

The conference agreement provides for a 
transfer of $38,277,000 to the Rural Develop- 
ment salaries and expenses account as pro- 
posed by the Senate instead of $38,323,000 as 
proposed by the House. 

The conferees are concerned by the Depart- 
ment’s reprogramming of the Rural Elec- 
trification and Telecommunications Loan 
Program in fiscal year 2004. The program lev- 
els are estimates, not limitations, and the 
affected direct loan program levels had nega- 
tive subsidy rates in fiscal year 2004. If the 
program levels with negative subsidy rates 
in this account are insufficient to meet the 
expected demand, the program level should 
be increased with no offset to another pro- 
gram level. The Committees on Appropria- 
tions continue to require notification of any 
reprogramming and expect that all loan 
level reprogramming be consistent with this 
paragraph. 

The following table indicates loan and sub- 
sidy levels provided in the conference agree- 
ment: 


Rural Electrification and Telecommunications 
Loans Program Account 
Loan authorizations: 
Electric: 
Direct, 5 percent .. 
Direct, Muni 


($120,000,000) 
(100,000,000) 


Direct, FFB ................. (2,000,000,000) 
Direct, Treasury rate .. (1,000,000,000) 
Guaranteed .................. (100,000,000) 
Guaranteed under- 
WIILIE.:ueseseeveseces (1,000,000,000) 
Buübtotal некен (4,320,000,000) 


Telecommunications: 
Direct, 5 percent .......... 
Direct, Treasury rate .. 


(145,000,000) 
(250,000,000) 


Direct, FFB ................. (125,000,000) 
Subtotal ................... (520,000,000) 
Total, loan author- 


IZAtIONS а ови кота (4,840,000,000) 


Loan subsidies: 
Electric: 


Direct, 5 percent .......... 3,648,000 
Direct, Muni 1,350,000 
Guaranteed .. 60,000 
Subtotal ................... 5,058,000 
Telecommunications: Di- 
rect, Treasury rate ...... 100,000 
Total, loan subsidies ... 5,158,000 
RETLP administrative ex- 
penses (transfer to RD) ... 38,277,000 


RURAL TELEPHONE BANK PROGRAM ACCOUNT 


The conference agreement provides an esti- 
mated loan program level of $175,000,000 for 
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the Rural Telephone Bank Program Account 
as proposed by the House and Senate. 

The conference agreement provides for a 
transfer of $3,152,000 to the Rural Develop- 
ment salaries and expenses account as pro- 
posed by the House and the Senate. 


DISTANCE LEARNING, TELEMEDICINE, AND 
BROADBAND PROGRAM 


The conference agreement provides 
$56,425,000 for the Distance Learning, Tele- 
medicine, and Broadband Program instead of 
$44,594,000 as proposed by the House and 
$60,064,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement provides for an 
estimated loan program level of $50,000,000 
for distance learning and telemedicine and 


$550,000,000 for broadband telecommuni- 
cations. 
The conference agreement includes 


$35,000,000 for distance learning and tele- 
medicine grants, of which $10,000,000 is for 
public broadcasting system grants. The con- 
ference agreement also includes $710,000 for 
the distance learning and telemedicine loan 
subsidy. 

The conference agreement includes 
$11,715,000 for broadband telecommunications 
loan subsidy, and $9,000,000 for grants. 

TITLE IV—DOMESTIC FOOD PROGRAMS 


OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR FOOD, 
NUTRITION AND CONSUMER SERVICES 


The conference agreement provides $595,000 
for the Office of the Under Secretary for 
Food, Nutrition and Consumer Services, as 
proposed by the House, instead of $608,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. 


FOOD AND NUTRITION SERVICE 
CHILD NUTRITION PROGRAMS 


The conference agreement provides 
$11,782,000,000 for Child Nutrition Programs, 
instead of $11,380,557,000, as proposed by both 
the House and Senate. Included in the total 
is an appropriated amount of $6,629,038,000 
and а transfer from section 92 of 
$5,152,962,000. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision prohibiting use of funds for studies 
and evaluations. 

'The conference agreement provides the fol- 
lowing for Child Nutrition programs: 


Total Obligational Authority 


Child Nutrition Programs: 


School lunch program .... $6,794,930,000 


School breakfast pro- 

ETATE ыды APE ER STE 1,925,044,000 
Child and adult care food 

DPOSTAh.... 0094 ыы 2,058,976,000 
Summer food service pro- 

SLAM eiie eis 282,787,000 
Special milk program ..... 17,210,000 
State administrative ex- 

PENGON еу лені» 144,878,000 
Commodity procurement 

and computer support 541,858,000 
School meals initiative/ 

Team nutrition ............ 10,025,000 
Food safety education .... 1,000,000 
Coordinated review effort 5,235,000 
Program pay cost ........... 57,000 


11,782,000,000 


SPECIAL SUPPLEMENTAL NUTRITION PROGRAM 
FOR WOMEN, INFANTS, AND CHILDREN (WIC) 


The conference agreement provides 
$5,277,250,000 for the Special Supplemental 
Nutrition Program for Women, Infants and 
Children (WIC), instead of $4,907,250,000 as 
proposed by the House, and $5,175,250,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement provides an in- 
crease of $190,000,000 above the budget 


24554 


amendment that was submitted July 14, 2004. 
Within the total provided, the conferees redi- 
rect $37,250,000 from requested initiatives to 
meet current and anticipated increases in 
program participation. 

The conference agreement includes 
$125,000,000 for a contingency reserve fund, to 
be allocated as the Secretary deems nec- 
essary, aS proposed by the Senate. The con- 
ference agreement does not include statu- 
tory language designating the amount as an 
emergency requirement. 

The conference agreement does not include 
bill language that sets aside $5,000,000 for 
childhood obesity and $20,000,000 for State 
management information systems. 

FOOD STAMP PROGRAM 

The conference agreement provides 
$35,154,554,000 for the Food Stamp Program, 
instead of $33,635,798,000 as proposed by the 
House and $33,641,798,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. Included in this amount is a reserve 
of $3,000,000,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2006. 

In addition to the $3,000,000,000 in the re- 
serve, the conference agreement includes 
$30,499,527,000 for program expenses, 
$1,515,027,000 for grants to Puerto Rico and 
Samoa, and $140,000,000 for commodity pur- 
chase for The Emergency Food Assistance 
Program. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision allowing for purchase of bison meat, 
in an amount not to exceed $4,000,000, for the 
Food Distribution Program on Indian Res- 
ervations (FDPIR). 

COMMODITY ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 


The conference agreement provides 
$178,797,000 for the Commodity Assistance 
Program as proposed by the House, instead 
of $172,081,000, as proposed by the Senate. 

Within that amount, the conference agree- 
ment provides $107,716,000 for the Commodity 
Supplemental Food Program, as proposed by 
the House. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision allowing the Secretary to determine 
what form of special assistance would go to- 
wards supporting the nuclear affected islands 
in this account. 

The conferees provide $50,000,000 for admin- 
istration—processing, storage, transport, 
and distribution—of The Emergency Food 
Assistance Program (TEFAP). The con- 
ference agreement includes a general provi- 
sion (Section 739) that provides the Sec- 
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retary with authority to transfer up to 
$10,000,000 from TEFAP commodity pur- 
chases to administration. 

NUTRITION PROGRAMS ADMINISTRATION 

The conference agreement provides 
$139,937,000 for Nutrition Programs Adminis- 
tration, instead of $133,742,000 as proposed by 
the House, and $142,592,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. The conference agreement does not 
include funding for the requested initiatives 
as proposed by the Senate. 

'The conference agreement does not include 
language regarding WIC-only stores, as pro- 
posed by the House. 

TITLE V—FOREIGN ASSISTANCE AND 

RELATED PROGRAMS 
FOREIGN AGRICULTURAL SERVICE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement provides 
$137,822,000 for the Foreign Agricultural 
Service, Salaries and Expenses instead of 


$137,722,000 as proposed by the House and 
$139,162,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes the fol- 
lowing increases: $1,759,000 for ICASS; 
$1,565,000 to offset the increased costs in 
overseas currency rates; $490,000 for overseas 
telecommunications; $516,000 for capital sur- 
charge; and $600,000 for technical assistance 
for the promotion of specialty crop exports. 

PUBLIC LAW 480 TITLE I AND TITLE II 
PROGRAM AND GRANT ACCOUNTS 

The conference agreement provides 
$94,198,000 for Title I loan subsidies for a loan 
level of $109,000,000 as proposed by the Senate 
instead of $86,420,000 for Title I loan subsidies 
and a loan level of $100,000,000 as proposed by 
the House. 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language providing that the Secretary of Ag- 
riculture may implement a commodity 
monetization program under existing provi- 
sions of the Food for Progress Act of 1985 to 
provide no less than $5,000,000 in local-cur- 
rency funding support for rural electrifica- 
tion overseas as proposed by the House. 

The conference agreement provides 
$22,723,000 for Ocean Freight Differential 
Grants as proposed by the House and the 
Senate. 

The conference agreement provides 
$1,182,501,000 for Public Law 480 Title II 
Grants instead of $1,180,002,000 as proposed by 
the House and $1,185,000,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. 


FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION, SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


Пп thousands of dollars] 
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The following table reflects the conference 
agreement for Public Law 480 program ac- 
counts: 


Public Law 480 


Title 1—Program account: 
Loan authorization, di- 
төсі Lo Ae La СТТ, ($109,000,000) 
94,198,000 


22,723,000 


Ocean freight differential 
Title II—Commodities for 
disposition abroad: 


Program level ................. (1,182,501,000) 


Appropriation ................. 1,182,501,000 
Salaries and expenses: 
Foreign Agricultural 
Service (transfer) ........ 1,097,000 
Farm Service Agency 
(transfer) ..................... 2,937,000 


COMMODITY CREDIT CORPORATION EXPORT 
LOANS PROGRAM ACCOUNT 


The conference agreement provides 
$4,423,000 for the Commodity Credit Corpora- 
tion Export Loans Program Account as pro- 
posed by the Senate instead of $4,473,000 as 
proposed by the House. 


McGOVERN-DOLE INTERNATIONAL FOOD FOR 
EDUCATION AND CHILD NUTRITION PROGRAM 
GRANTS 


The conference agreement provides 
$87,500,000 for McGovern-Dole International 
Food for Education and Child Nutrition Pro- 
gram Grants instead of $75,000,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $100,000,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 


TITLE VI—RELATED AGENCIES AND 
FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES 


FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement provides total 
appropriations, including Prescription Drug 
User Fee Act, Medical Device User Fee Act, 
and Animal Drug User Fee Act collections, 
of $1,788,478,000 for the salaries and expenses 
of the Food and Drug Administration, in- 
Stead of $1,788,849,000, as proposed by the 
House and $1,791,599,000 as proposed by the 
Senate, and provides specific amounts by 
FDA activity as reflected in the following 
table. 


Prescription Medical de- А 
Budget au- à Animal drug 
Program 2 drug user vice user Total 
thority fees fees user fees 
Foods MIIE aniani 439,038 
Human Drugs 293,839 498,647 
Biologics ...... 124,104 172,714 
Animal Drugs 91,216 98,964 
Medical Devices ... 216,699 235,078 
National Center for 40,530 , 40,530 
Other Activities . 87,936 ; ‚061 115,970 
Rent and Кепї-п 54,036 3,000 686 .. ЗЯ 57,722 
Rental Payments to GSA 114,394 12,407 2,643 371 129,815 
Total: Recomihiendatio «so nen аа ed detiene garda таа hPa c ttl tpe ted aa EAE 1,461,792 284,394 33,938 8,354 1,788,478 


The conference agreement also makes 
mammography user fees and export certifi- 
cation user fees available to the agency. 

Within the total funding for the Food and 
Drug Administration, the following increases 
above the fiscal year 2004 level are provided: 
$35,500,000 for activities related to food safe- 
ty and food defense, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, instead of $43,367,000 as proposed by the 
House; $8,325,000 for activities related to 
BSE, as proposed by the House and Senate; 


$25,555,000 for medical device review, as pro- 
posed by the Senate, instead of $23,055,000 as 
proposed by the House; $5,000,000 for medical 
countermeasures to ensure preparedness in 
the event of war or catastrophic events, as 
proposed by the House and Senate; and 
$15,628,000 for relocation expenses related to 
the move of the Center for Drug Evaluation 
and Research offices to the consolidated 
White Oak campus, instead of $10,628,000 as 


proposed by the House and $20,628,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 


In addition, the conference agreement in- 
cludes increases above the budget request for 
the following: $1,200,000 for Orphan Product 
Grants, instead of $1,800,000 as proposed by 
the House; $325,000 for the Office of Women’s 
Health, as proposed by the House; $250,000 for 
the Food Technology Evaluation Laboratory 
at New Mexico State University, as proposed 
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by the Senate; and $300,000 for additional ac- 
tivities relating to the vaccine for influenza. 

The conferees note the intense public in- 
terest in two recent events related to pre- 
scription drug safety—the changes ordered in 
anti-depressant drug labels and the Sep- 
tember 2004 withdrawal of а widely-pre- 
scribed painkiller. The conferees are aware 
that FDA has undertaken a number of steps 
in response to concerns raised about drug 
safety in the aftermath of those incidents, 
including commissioning a study by the In- 
stitute of Medicine (IOM) on how FDA han- 
dles drug safety issues. The conferees direct 
FDA to regularly advise the Committees 
about any changes that FDA anticipates re- 
garding drug safety, and to provide the Com- 
mittees with regular progress reports on the 
IOM review and with a copy of the IOM re- 
port as soon as it is completed. 

The conferees find it necessary to remind 
the Food and Drug Administration that the 
Committees on Appropriations perform crit- 
ical oversight functions for the agency. The 
ultimate expression of this oversight is the 
funding decisions for the agency and accom- 
panying language in the statement of man- 
agers. The conferees expect that Members of 
Congress will be provided requested informa- 
tion from FDA so that the Committees can 
perform their oversight function. It is insup- 
portable that in some cases FDA has given 
information about major policy matters to 
the press before providing the same informa- 
tion to Congress. The conferees expect FDA 
to be fully cooperative with all Congres- 
sional oversight activities. 

The conferees direct that no less than 
$14,392,000 be available for grants and con- 
tracts awarded under Section 5 of the Orphan 
Drug Act. 

The conferees appreciate receiving the de- 
tailed information provided in the Explana- 
tory Notes prepared by the Department of 
Health and Human Services, Food and Drug 
Administration, and rely heavily on this in- 
formation when considering budget рго- 
posals. These materials have traditionally 
been prepared for the sole use of the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations in a format con- 
sistent with the organization and operation 
of the programs and the structure of the Ap- 
propriations Act. At the direction of the Of- 
fice of Management and Budget, agencies 
have changed the format and content of 
these materials to focus on broader goals and 
objectives rather than the major program 
structure followed in the Act, and in the ac- 
tual conduct of the programs. The new orga- 
nization and content does not present budget 
information in a format useful to the delib- 
erations of the Committees. For fiscal year 
2006 and future years, the FDA is directed to 
present Explanatory Notes in a format con- 
sistent with the presentation used for the 
fiscal year 2002 Budget. Any deviations from 
that format are to be approved in advance by 
the Committees. 

The conference agreement also includes 
savings related to administrative  effi- 
ciencies, as proposed in the budget. 

The conference agreement does not include 
language regarding collection of the fiscal 
year 2006 Prescription Drug User Fee Act 
fees as proposed by the House. 

The conferees include a $300,000 increase 
for the Center for Biologics Evaluation and 
Research (CBER) and related field activities 
in the Office of Regulatory Affairs for flu 
vaccine-related activities. The conferees un- 
derstand that CBER will be undertaking a 
number of additional activities in fiscal year 
2005 to secure additional units of flu vaccine 
for the 2004-2005 flu season and to ensure an 
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adequate supply of flu vaccine for the 2005- 
2006 flu season. 

Relocation to White Oak Facility.—The con- 
ferees provide a $15,628,000 budget authority 
increase and expect that appropriated user 
fees will fully fund the additional amount 
needed for relocation costs to the White Oak, 
Maryland, facility. 

National Center for Food Safety and Tech- 
nology.—The conferees recognize the con- 
tributions which the National Center for 
Food Safety and Technology (NCFST) is 
making toward ensuring the security of the 
nation’s food supply. The conferees direct 
that FDA continue to provide $3,000,000 to 
NCFST through the cooperative agreement. 
The $3,000,000 in funding shall be exclusive of 
any additional initiative funds that FDA 
may award to NCFST. 

Human Drug Compounding.—The conferees 
do not include the language in the Senate re- 
port on human drug compounding. The con- 
ferees believe that drugs for human use com- 
pounded by pharmacists in response to a 
practitioner’s prescription or order in con- 
formity with state law should be prepared 
according to established guidelines on qual- 
ity, purity, and strength, and preparation- 
specific monographs when they exist. The 
conferees also recognize, however, that the 
nature of compounding and the medical need 
it serves makes it impossible for all com- 
pounded medications to be prepared accord- 
ing to pre-existing monographs, and doing so 
would infringe on the professional obligation 
of a medical practitioner to prescribe the op- 
timal medications for their patients. 

There are existing state laws and official 
United States Pharmacopoeia (USP) phar- 
macy standards which necessitate good 
compounding practices. However, the con- 
ferees believe it is desirable to develop addi- 
tional formal monographs to provide addi- 
tional guidance and conformity for doctors, 
patients and pharmacists. 

Presently, the USP, a national drug stand- 
ard setting organization recognized by Con- 
gress, has developed a number of monographs 
for individual compounded preparations. The 
conferees believe that a private sector part- 
nership of involved organizations with dem- 
onstrated expertise regarding pharmacist 
compounding of preparations for humans 
should be expeditiously established to help 
assure a significant expansion of USP mono- 
graphs and other relevant guidelines. 

The conferees believe that the FDA should 
assist in the establishment of the private 
sector partnership to commence the expan- 
sion of available monographs relevant to 
pharmacist compounding of drugs for hu- 
mans. The conferees encourage the FDA to 
request adequate funding in the fiscal year 
2006 budget request to support this effort at 
increasing the number of formal mono- 
graphs. 

Nothing in this statement regarding 
human drug compounding should be inter- 
preted to change or impact in any way the 
existing state and federal regulatory roles 
regarding compounding. 

Alpha-1 Antitrypsin Deficiency.—The con- 
ferees commend FDA for the progress made 
in bringing two additional plasma based 
therapies to market for the treatment of the 
progressive degenerative lung disease Alpha- 
1. Currently the only treatment for Alpha-1 
is weekly infusions of plasma based aug- 
mentation therapy that is life sustaining and 
helps these individuals maintain lung func- 
tion. Further, the Center for Biologics and 
Evaluation and Research (CBER) is recog- 
nized for meeting with consumer stake- 
holders in efforts to further the development 
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of next generation therapies. The conferees 
encourage CBER to facilitate the develop- 
ment of novel and innovative therapies for 
the Alpha-1 community to treat the entire 
Spectrum of individuals with Chronic Ob- 
structive Pulmonary Disease. 

Consolidation and Fees.—The conferees di- 
rect the Department of Health and Human 
Services (DHHS) to include all anticipated 
consolidations that impact FDA in the Presi- 
dent's budget requests submitted to Con- 
gress. Further, the conferees direct that 
none of the funds made available to FDA in 
this Act be used for any assessments, fees, or 
charges by DHHS unless such assessments, 
fees, or charges are identified in the FDA 
budget justification and expressly provided 
by Congress, or approved by Congress in the 
official reprogramming process as required 
in the General Provisions of this Act. 

Biotechnology.—The conferees understand 
that the FDA frequently receives requests 
from foreign governments for FDA regu- 
lators to visit foreign countries to educate 
regulators on the evaluation of the safety of 
biotechnology. Providing information on the 
soundness of the U.S. regulatory process will 
promote the understanding of the benefits of 
biotechnology to human health and the envi- 
ronment and improve the climate for accept- 
ance of U.S. agricultural products abroad. 
The conferees encourage FDA to allocate 
adequate funding so that agency representa- 
tives may perform this service. 


INDEPENDENT AGENCIES 
COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING COMMISSION 


The conference agreement provides 
$94,327,000 for the Commodity Futures Trad- 
ing Commission, instead of $93,327,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $95,327,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 


FARM CREDIT ADMINISTRATION 
LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 


The conference agreement includes a limi- 
tation of $42,350,000 on administrative ex- 
penses of the Farm Credit Administration, 
instead of $42,900,000 as proposed by the 
House and $41,800,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. 


TITLE VII—GENERAL PROVISIONS 


Section 705. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language that allows for unobligated 
balances to be transferred to the Working 
Capital Fund. 

Section 710. The conference agreement lim- 
its indirect costs for grants awarded by the 
Cooperative State Research, Education, and 
Extension Service to 20 percent. 

Section 714. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language for funds to cover necessary 
expenses related to advisory committees. 

Section 718. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language regarding the transfer of 
funds to the Office of the Chief Information 
Officer and information technology funding 
obligations. 

Section 719. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language regarding the reprogram- 
ming of funds. 
Section 720. The conference agreement in- 
ludes language regarding the Initiative for 
uture Agriculture and Food Systems. 
Section 725. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language regarding the National 
Sheep Industry Improvement Center revolv- 
ing fund. 
Section 726. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language regarding the guaranteed 
single-family housing loan program guar- 
antee fee. 
Section 727. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language that provides that certain 


Ho 


24556 


locations shall be considered eligible for cer- 
tain rural development programs. 

Section 728. The conference agreement di- 
rects the Secretary to make commodity ton- 
nage available, to the extent practicable, to 
assist foreign countries to mitigate the ef- 
fects of the Human Immunodeficiency Virus 
and Acquired Immune Deficiency Syndrome. 

Section 729. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language regarding Natural Resources 
Conservation Service financial and technical 
assistance for certain projects in Illinois and 
Kentucky and sets limits for that funding. 

Section 730. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language regarding Natural Resources 
Conservation Service financial and technical 
assistance for certain projects in Arkansas, 
Alaska, Illinois, and Utah. 

Section 786. The conference agreement al- 
lows unobligated balances within the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture to be used to reimburse 
the Office of the General Counsel for certain 
services provided. 

Section 740. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language regarding the Wetlands Re- 
serve Program. 

Section 741. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language regarding the  Environ- 
mental Quality Incentives Program. 

Section 742. The conference agreement pro- 
vides the Secretary of Agriculture with au- 
thority to authorize employees of the De- 
partment to carry and use firearms for per- 
sonal protection while conducting field work 
in remote locations. 

Section 743. The conference report includes 
language regarding the renewable energy 
program. 

Section 744. The conference report includes 
language regarding the broadband tele- 
communications program. 

Section 745. The conference agreement pro- 
hibits funds in excess of $20,000,000, to be 
used to reimburse the Commodity Credit 
Corporation for the release of eligible com- 
modities under the Bill Emerson Humani- 
tarian Trust Act. 

Section 746. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language regarding the value-added 
market development program. 

Section 748. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language regarding Natural Resources 
Conservation Service financial and technical 
assistance to the Dry Creek project, Utah. 

Section 749. The conference report includes 
language regarding the Conservation Secu- 
rity Program. 

Section 750. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language regarding the Wildlife Habi- 
tat Incentive Program. 

Section 751. The conference report includes 
language regarding the Farmland Protection 
Program. 

Section 752. The conference report includes 
assistance for certain tree losses. 

Section 753. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language regarding the Rural Busi- 
ness Investment Program. 

Section 754. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language regarding Public Law 105- 
264. 

Section 755. The conference report includes 
language regarding the ground and surface 
water conservation program. 

Section 756. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language related to final rulemaking 
on APHIS cost-sharing. 

Section 757. The conference agreement in- 


cludes language related to competitive 
sourcing of rural development or farm loan 
programs. 


Section 758. The conference agreement 
gives the Secretary of Agriculture the au- 
thority to enter into cooperative agreements 
to lease aircraft. 
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Section 759. The conference report includes 
$1,491,000 for the Northern Great Plains Re- 
gional Authority and stipulates that the 
Federal cost share is 100 percent. 

Section 760. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language regarding the Bioenergy 
Program. 

Section 761. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language regarding the Delta Re- 
gional Authority. 

Section 762. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language that rescinds certain unobli- 
gated balances. 

Section 763. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language regarding the use of discre- 
tionary funds for certain purposes. 

Section 764. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language that rescinds certain unobli- 
gated balances. 

Section 765. The conference agreement in- 
cludes a provision regarding eligibility for 
housing assistance in Alaska. 

Section 766. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language regarding certain conserva- 
tion programs. 

Section 767. The conference agreement pro- 
vides $1,500,000 to the Denali Commission to 
address deficiencies in solid waste disposal 
sites. 

Section 768. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language that provides that certain 
locations shall be considered eligible for cer- 
tain rural development programs. 

Section 769. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language regarding the Agricultural 
Trade Development and Assistance Act of 
1954. 

Section 770. The conference agreement in- 
cludes a provision giving the Secretary of 
Agriculture the authority to allow Commu- 
nity Facility Program borrowers to enter 
into contracts with third parties for nec- 
essary services. 

Section 771. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language regarding the Emergency 
Watershed Protection Program. 

Section 772. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language regarding agriculture cred- 
its or credit guarantees. 

Section 773. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language regarding eligibility for the 
Conservation Reserve Program for land 
planted in hardwood trees, and previously 
enrolled in the program, to remain enrolled. 

Section 774. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language regarding the use of funds to 
restrict to prescription use certain contra- 
ceptives. 

Section 775. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language that rescinds certain unobli- 
gated balances. 

Section 776. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language regarding privacy protection 
of certain sellers of farm products. 

Section 777. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language regarding a 1994 institution. 

Section 778. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language that rescinds certain unobli- 
gated balances. 

Section 779. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language regarding the Dakota Value 
Capture Cooperative. 

Section 780. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language regarding new WIC-only 
stores. 

Section 781. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language that rescinds certain unobli- 
gated balances. 

Section 782. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language that rescinds certain unobli- 
gated balances. 

Section 783. The conference agreement іп- 
cludes language allowing use of unobligated 
balances in certain accounts within the 
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Rural Utilities Service for the purposes of 
section 315 of the Rural Electrification Act 


of 1936. 
Section 784. The con 


Section 785. The con 


ance eligibility. 
Section 786. The con 
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CONFERENCE TOTAL—WITH COMPARISONS 
The total new budget (obligational) au- 


thority for the fiscal year 2005 recommended 
by the Committee of Conference, with com- 
parisons to the fiscal year 2004 amount, the 
2005 budget estimates, and the House and 
Senate bills for 2005 follow: 


[In thousands of dollars] 
New budget (obligational) 
authority, fiscal year 

2004 

Budget estimates of new 
(obligational) authority, 
fiscal year 2005 

House bill, fiscal year 2005 

Senate bill, fiscal year 2005 

Conference agreement, fis- 
cal year 2005 .................... 

Conference agreement 

compared with: 

New budget 
(obligational) author- 
ity, fiscal year 2004 

Budget estimates of new 
(obligational) author- 
ity, fiscal year 2005 

House bill, fiscal year 
2005 

Senate bill, 
2005 +2,136,807 

DIVISION B—DEPARTMENTS OF COM- 

MERCE, JUSTICE, AND STATE, THE JU- 

DICIARY AND RELATED AGENCIES AP- 

PROPRIATIONS ACT, 2005 
TITLE I-DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

GENERAL ADMINISTRATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conferees recommend a total of 
$124,100,000 for General Administration, Sala- 
ries and Expenses, instead of $97,856,000 as 
proposed by the House and $141,466,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 


$86,761,836 


83,586,539 
83,670,594 
84,053,760 


86,190,567 


— 571,269 


+2,604,028 


fiscal year 


+2,519,973 
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The conference agreement includes the fol- 
lowing program increases: $100,000 and 2 posi- 
tions for the Office of Public Affairs; 
$6,592,000 and 30 positions for the Office of In- 
telligence Policy and Review; $200,000 for di- 
versity programs; and $250,000 to enhance at- 
torney recruitment and retention through 
the Student Loan Repayment Program. 

In addition, the conferees strongly support 
the request for the Justice Unified Telecom 
Network, Public Key Infrastructure, Enter- 
prise Architecture, Information Sharing Ini- 
tiative, Information Technology Project 
Oversight, Investment Management, E-gov 
initiatives, and the Unified Financial Man- 
agement System (UFMS). The conference 
agreement provides $1,073,000 in additional 
direct appropriations for the Chief Informa- 
tion Officer’s highest priority needs and an 
additional $1,000,000 for the UFMS. The con- 
ferees support additional funding for these 
initiatives through the recovery of obligated 
but unexpended funds transferred to the 
Working Capital Fund, or through other 
sources, subject to section 605 of this Act. 

The conferees direct the Department of 
Justice to provide quarterly reports describ- 
ing Department resources dedicated to In- 
dian Country and the activities of the Indian 
Gaming Working Group. Additionally, the 
Department shall also provide quarterly re- 
ports to Congress detailing efforts to reduce 
the violent victimization of Native Ameri- 
cans, including efforts to reduce murder 
rates, serious assaults, violence against 
women, and child abuse. These reports shall 
include: the number of agents assigned to In- 
dian Country; man-hours worked in Indian 
Country; the amount and type of training 
provided; the number of matters initiated; 
the number of cases; the number of subjects/ 
defendants; the number of convictions; and 
the amount of restitution ordered. 

The conferees adopt by reference the Sen- 
ate report language directing the Office of 
the Chief Information Officer to evaluate 
commercially-proven enterprise data 
warehousing and analytic systems and to 
provide a report to the Committees on Ap- 
propriations summarizing the findings on 
this technology’s applicability to the 
counterterrorism mission not later than 
March 31, 2005. 

The conference agreement includes nec- 
essary sums to continue efforts to replace 
locks used to store classified information. 

The conference agreement adopts by ref- 
erence the House report language concerning 
budget models and directs that the Depart- 
ment of Justice submit a report, no later 
than August 1, 2005, describing how the hir- 
ing of an investigator impacts the workload 
of the U.S. Attorneys, the U.S. Marshals 
Service, the Detention Trustee, and the Fed- 
eral Prison System. 

In addition to the concerns stated above, 
the conferees have expressed concerns else- 
where in the report about the rationale un- 
derlying the allocation of staffing between 
the litigating divisions and the United 
States Attorneys. The conferees believe that 
it is critical that the Department of Justice 
take a systemic approach to resource re- 
quests and subsequent allocations. With that 
in mind, the conferees direct the Govern- 
ment Accountability Office to initiate a re- 
view of the Department of Justice resource 
planning and allocation processes, with par- 
ticular emphasis on consistency of resource 
allocation within the operating year with 
national law enforcement priorities, in par- 
ticular the counterterrorism and counter- 
intelligence priorities, articulated by the 
Administration and supported by the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations. 
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The conference agreement adopts by ref- 
erence the House report language concerning 
fast track programs and directs the Depart- 
ment of Justice to submit a report within 45 
days of enactment of this Act providing a 
list of the fast track programs operating 
throughout the country, and an estimate of 
the resources the Department of Justice 
saves and the costs that are avoided by these 
programs. The report shall also discuss op- 
portunities to expand fast track programs to 
other districts. 

The conferees believe that the Department 
of Justice needs to coordinate its efforts to 
address gang-related crimes. The Depart- 
ment of Justice is directed to submit a re- 
port to the Committees on Appropriations no 
later than 30 days after enactment of this 
Act on how the Department is addressing 
gang issues throughout the country. 

The conference agreement adopts by ref- 
erence the House report language concerning 
the establishment of an international law 
enforcement alliance. 

Office of Privacy and Civil Liberties.—The 
conference agreement includes not less than 
$690,000 for the salaries and benefits of this 
office including funding for 2 additional pro- 
fessional staff positions. 'The conference 
agreement adopts by reference the House re- 
port language requiring the submission of à 
report detailing the specific responsibilities 
and authorities of the Office of Privacy and 
Civil Liberties within 30 days of enactment 
of this Act. In addition, the Department of 
Justice shall report to the Committees on 
Appropriations annually on the activities of 
this office. 

Debt Collection.—The Government Account- 
ability Office recently found that out- 
standing criminal debt as reported by the 
Department of Justice totaled about 
$25,000,000,000 as of September 30, 2002, al- 
most double the amount reported by Justice 
3 years earlier. Moreover, the Department of 
Justice reported collecting only about 
$800,000,000 of criminal debt for fiscal year 
2002. 

In view of the increase in reported out- 
standing criminal debt and low collections of 
such debt, the conferees are concerned that 
the Department of Justice along with other 
agencies still has not taken action to de- 
velop a strategic plan for improving criminal 
debt collection. The conferees understand 
one of the reasons for this outstanding 
criminal debt is that the Mandatory Victims 
Restitution Act of 1996 makes restitution 
mandatory in all violent crimes and most 
property crimes regardless of a defendant’s 
ability to pay. Nevertheless, there appears to 
be criminal debt that may be collectible. 

To address the large balances of out- 
standing criminal debt, the conferees direct 
the Attorney General to establish a task 
force within 90 days of enactment of this Act 
that includes other Federal agencies, includ- 
ing, but not limited to, the Department of 
the Treasury, the Office of Management and 
Budget, and the Administrative Office of the 
U.S. Courts, to participate in the task force. 
Led by the Department of Justice, the task 
force will be responsible for developing a 
strategic plan for improving criminal debt 
collection. The strategic plan shall include 
specific approaches for better managing, ac- 
counting for, reporting, and collecting crimi- 
nal debt. Specifically, the plan shall include 
steps that can be taken to better and more 
promptly identify all collectible criminal 
debt so that a meaningful allowance for un- 
collectable criminal debt can be reported and 
used for measuring debt collection perform- 
ance. The conferees direct the Attorney Gen- 
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eral to report to the Committees on Appro- 
priations within 180 days of enactment of 
this Act on the activities of the task force 
and the development of a strategic plan. 

Fugitive Apprehension.—In an October 19, 
2004, report, the Department of Justice ac- 
knowledges that “ће United States Mar- 
shals Service is the federal government's pri- 
mary agency for apprehending fugitives’’. 
While the Department does not recommend 
transferring fugitive apprehension activities 
to the USMS to ensure continued depart- 
mental management flexibility, it recognizes 
that USMS fugitive efforts free up resources 
for other Federal law enforcement agencies 
to focus on their core missions. For example, 
the report states that for the past 15 years, 
the USMS has been responsible for the appre- 
hension of many DEA fugitives, leaving DEA 
agents free to develop new drug crime cases. 

'The conferees are aware that the USMS ar- 
rest statistics far exceed other Federal law 
enforcement agencies. The conferees also un- 
derstand that the statistical success, in 
terms of the number of Federal, state, and 
local warrants closed, has coincided with the 
on-going development of the regional fugi- 
tive task forces, showing a benefit of linking 
performance with budget. While the con- 
ferees recognize the Department's desire not 
to consolidate fugitive apprehension activi- 
ties under one component, the conferees 
strongly urge the Department to update its 
1988 memorandum of understanding to pro- 
vide greater latitude for the USMS and to 
promote greater inter-agency cooperation. 
The conferees commend the USMS, DEA, 
Interpol, and ATF in its continuing efforts 
to coordinate investigations. 

JOINT AUTOMATED BOOKING SYSTEM 

The conference agreement includes 
$20,185,000 for the continued operation of the 
Joint Automated Booking System (JABS), 
as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$20,000,000 as proposed by the House. 
AUTOMATED BIOMETRIC IDENTIFICATION SYs- 

TEM/INTEGRATED AUTOMATED FINGERPRINT 

IDENTIFICATION SYSTEM 

The conference agreement includes 
$5,054,000 for this account, as provided by the 
House and Senate. 

The conferees are troubled by the security 
gap on the nation’s borders caused by delays 
in linking the Automated Biometrics Identi- 
fication System (IDENT), the fingerprint 
database managed by Customs and Border 
Protection (CBP) and US Visitor and Immi- 
grant Status Indicator Technology (US- 
VISIT), with criminal history data contained 
in the Federal Bureau of Investigation’s In- 
tegrated Automated Fingerprint Identifica- 
tion System (IAFIS). The conferees under- 
stand that by the end of calendar year 2004, 
interoperability will exist at airports, sea- 
ports, and the largest and busiest Border Pa- 
trol stations and land ports of entry. CBP 
and Immigration and Customs Enforcement 
(ICE) locations will not be completed until 
December 31, 2005. With implementation of a 
new visa tracking system and enrollment of 
millions of visitors into US-VISIT, it is es- 
sential that the Federal Bureau of Investiga- 
tion (FBI) collaborate with the Directorate 
of Border and Transportation Security to en- 
sure that IDENT and US-VISIT can retrieve, 
in real time, biometric information con- 
tained in the IAFIS database, and that the 
IAFIS database can retrieve, in real time, bi- 
ometric information contained in IDENT and 
US-VISIT. 

The conferees direct the Department of 
Justice and the Department of State, in co- 
ordination with the Under Secretary for Bor- 
der and Transportation Security (BTS), to 
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report, not later than 90 days after enact- 
ment of this Act, on the status of efforts to 
achieve real time interoperability between 
these systems, including steps the Depart- 
ments will take to integrate IAFIS into 
IDENT and US-VISIT, funds needed, and a 
timetable for full interoperability of these 
systems. This report should address the rec- 
ommendations from the March, 2004, Depart- 
ment of Justice Inspector General report, 
which documented the need to integrate ex- 
isting biometric databases. 


LEGAL ACTIVITIES OFFICE AUTOMATION 


The conference agreement provides 
$40,510,000 for this account, which is equal to 
the amended budget request. The conferees 
support additional funding for this program 
through the recovery of obligated but unex- 
pended funds transferred to the Working 
Capital Fund, or through other sources, sub- 
ject to section 605 of this Act. 


NARROWBAND COMMUNICATIONS 


The conference agreement includes 
$100,000,000 for Narrowband Communications, 
as proposed by the House, instead of 
$68,021,000 as proposed by the Senate. 


ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW AND APPEALS 


The conference agreement includes 
$203,965,000 for this account, instead of 
$202,518,000 as proposed by the House and 
$205,411,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
funding level provides for the annualization 
costs associated with filling immigration 
judge vacancies. 

It is the conferees’ understanding that the 
Executive Office for Immigration Review 
(EOIR) has issued interim procedural guide- 
lines for the adjudication of unaccompanied 
alien children's cases before immigration 
judges. The conferees commend EOIR for 
this initiative. The conferees further urge 
EOIR to dedicate resources from its appro- 
priation to developing and implementing 
policies and procedural guidelines as well as 
training programs for judges and pro bono 
attorneys in this area in order to protect the 
children's due process rights under the Im- 
migration and Nationality Act—including 
their right to apply for forms of relief from 
removal—and to further their access to pro 
bono representation rights, due process and 
relief under the Immigration and Nation- 
ality Act. 


DETENTION TRUSTEE 


The conference agreement includes 
$885,994,000 for the Detention Trustee, as pro- 
posed by the Senate, instead of $938,810,000 as 
proposed by the House. The conferees are 
aware that the Trustee has made progress in 
refining the detention forecasting model, 
which will provide better projections for this 
account, and the conferees encourage the 
much-needed work to continue. The con- 
ferees believe that the Trustee should review 
the entire Federal detention process from 
commencement to incarceration to identify 
greater efficiencies in operations. The con- 
ferees anticipate that these efforts will re- 
sult in cost savings. When the Trustee can 
provide assurance of the funding needs for 
this account, the Committees will consider 
options for providing additional resources. 
The conferees also direct the Attorney Gen- 
eral to ensure that the Department’s entire 
law enforcement agenda, including its pros- 
ecutorial policies and detention resources, is 
thoroughly considered when determining the 
future funding needs for this account. 

The conference agreement incorporates by 
reference Senate report language that pro- 
hibits any construction, planning, support, 
or contracting of new detention facilities 
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and directs the Detention Trustee to with- 
draw any solicitations for such activities. 

The Justice Prisoner and Alien Transpor- 
tation System (JPATS) has become an in- 
creasingly complex system, in part because 
its biggest user is now Immigration and Cus- 
toms Enforcement within the Department of 
Homeland Security. The conferees expect 
that the United States Marshals Service will 
continue to operate JPATS, but believe the 
Federal Detention Trustee, as an inde- 
pendent entity that oversees detention 
issues for the Department, must play a 
heightened role with this program. The con- 
ferees therefore direct the Trustee to address 
immediate and long-term planning, manage- 
ment, and policy issues with JPATS, with 
the goal of improving efficiencies and ensur- 
ing equality among participating agencies, 
and to submit a report on those efforts to the 
Committees on Appropriations, no later than 
May 31, 2005. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 


The conference agreement includes 
$63,813,000 for the Office of Inspector General, 
as proposed by the House, instead of 
$63,187,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

UNITED STATES PAROLE COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

The conference agreement includes 
$10,638,000 for the United States Parole Com- 
mission, as proposed by the Senate, instead 
of $10,650,000 as proposed by the House. The 
conferees adopt by reference House language 
regarding a study required under Public Law 
107-278. 

LEGAL ACTIVITIES 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES, GENERAL LEGAL 
ACTIVITIES 

The conference agreement includes 
$634,193,000 for General Legal Activities, in- 
stead of $639,314,000 as proposed by the House 
and $623,364,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
The distribution of funding provided is as 
follows: 


General legal activities 
{In thousands of dollars] 


2005 appropriation 
Office of the Solicitor Gen- 


ВАДЕ nee $8,245 
Tax Division © 81,399 
Criminal Division .............. 137,177 
Civil Division .................... 188,754 
Environment and Natural 

Resources Division ......... 90,856 
Office of Legal Counsel ...... 5,858 
Civil Rights Division . e. 109,141 
Interpol USNCB ................. 12,426 
Office of Dispute Resolu- 

GL OM M onov Eee URDU 337 

Тоба used ters oe vod 634,193 


The funding provided is equal to the re- 
quested current services level less requested 
program reductions for the Department of 
Justice’s litigating divisions. The conferees 
understand the Department has reviewed the 
allocation of attorneys between  head- 
quarters and the field. The conferees further 
understand that the Department believes 
that 59 attorney positions should be re- 
aligned from headquarters litigating divi- 
sions to those U.S. Attorney Offices that 
have a critical shortage of attorney re- 
sources to address priority areas such as 
counter-terrorism, drugs, violent crime, cor- 
porate fraud, and immigration. The con- 
ferees applaud the Department’s efforts to 
allocate attorney positions to where they 
can be most productive. The conferees under- 
stand this will be a multi-year effort and, 
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therefore, have not provided any of the in- 
creases in attorney positions for the liti- 
gating divisions at this time. Within the 
level of funding provided, the conferees ex- 
pect attorney resources to be provided to the 
Department’s highest priorities, including 
counterterrorism, violent crime and cor- 
porate fraud. 

The conferees direct the Attorney General 
to submit a detailed study to the Commit- 
tees on Appropriations, not later than Janu- 
ary 3, 2005, providing the criteria the Depart- 
ment would use to determine which liti- 
gating division positions would be reallo- 
cated to the field; the criteria that would be 
used to determine which U.S. Attorney Of- 
fices would be allocated additional positions; 
and a crosswalk showing the proposed alloca- 
tion of attorney positions from each legal di- 
vision to each district. 

The conference agreement fully funds the 
Civil Rights Division's efforts to combat 
human trafficking and the conferees expect 
the Department of Justice to continue sub- 
mitting yearly updates regarding efforts to 
address human trafficking. 

The conferees expect the Department of 
Justice to submit a reprogramming for costs 
associated with continuing tobacco and 
other litigation activities, should funding be 
warranted. 

The conferees are aware that the parties to 
Irvin Rosner, et al., v. United States of America 
have agreed to mediation and to the selec- 
tion of a mediator. Given that this case in- 
volves elderly Holocaust survivors, the con- 
ferees believe that the Department of Justice 
should proceed with this mediation in a com- 
passionate and expeditious manner in order 
to reach a fair resolution. 

The conferees direct the Department of 
Justice to submit a report to the Commit- 
tees on Appropriations not later than April 
10, 2005, on proposals to leverage the United 
States National Central Bureau’s network as 
a means to effectively share national secu- 
rity related information with State and local 
law enforcement agencies. 

THE NATIONAL CHILDHOOD VACCINE INJURY ACT 


The conference agreement includes a reim- 
bursement of $6,333,000 from the Vaccine In- 
jury Compensation Trust Fund to the De- 
partment of Justice, as proposed by both the 
House and the Senate. 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES, ANTITRUST DIVISION 


The conference agreement includes 
$138,763,000 for the Antitrust Division, which 
is the same as proposed by the Senate, in- 
stead of $135,463,000 as proposed by the 
House. The conference agreement incor- 
porates by reference Senate report language 
regarding additional resources. 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES, UNITED STATES 
ATTORNEYS 


The conference agreement includes 
$1,547,519,000 for the United States Attorneys 
instead of $1,535,000,000 as proposed by the 
House and $1,532,154,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
gram increase of $5,762,000 for 66 additional 
positions, including 44 attorneys, for addi- 
tional terrorism and criminal prosecutions. 
The conference agreement also includes an 
additional $3,029,000 for 32 additional posi- 
tions, including 25 attorneys, to address 
gang-related crimes. 

Project Seahawk.—The conference agree- 
ment includes $5,000,000 for the continuation 
of Project Seahawk, a pilot project to en- 
hance intermodal security and law enforce- 
ment within our Nation’s coastal cities. The 
pilot will provide a national model for cities 
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that experience heavy volumes of intermodal 
traffic by establishing a streamlined process 
to address criminal activity that may com- 
promise or impede the movement of inter- 
modal traffic within the U.S. Project 
Seahawk shall continue to be coordinated 
under the U.S. Attorneys and include Fed- 
eral, State, and local law enforcement. 

Legal Education.—The conference agree- 
ment provides $18,266,000 for legal education 
and distance learning at the National Advo- 
cacy Center (NAC). NAC State and local 
training funds are provided under the Office 
of Justice Programs. 

Violent Crime Task Forces.—The conference 
agreement includes $1,500,000 to continue and 
expand task force activities associated with 
Operation Streetsweeper. 

The conference agreement adopts by ref- 
erence the House and Senate language pro- 
viding $10,000,000 for cybercrime and intellec- 
tual property enforcement and requiring the 
submission of a report by April 30, 2005, on 
the number, types, and locations of copy- 
right prosecutions undertaken during the 
previous fiscal year. 

The conference agreement adopts by ref- 
erence the House report language concerning 
public corruption. 

UNITED STATES TRUSTEE SYSTEM FUND 


The conference agreement includes 
$173,602,000 for this account, instead of 
$172,850,000 as proposed by the House and 
$174,355,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
conferees support the requested information 
technology enhancements and expect the 
Trustees to fund the request to the max- 
imum extent possible. The conference agree- 
ment incorporates by reference the Senate 
report language directing the Trustees to 
consult with the Department’s Chief Infor- 
mation Officer before obligating its informa- 
tion technology funds. The conference agree- 
ment includes not less than $750,000 for the 
Bankruptcy Training Center at the National 
Advocacy Center in support of the Trustees’ 
continuing education program. 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES, FOREIGN CLAIMS 

SETTLEMENT COMMISSION 

The conference agreement includes 
$1,220,000 for this account, as proposed by 
both the House and Senate. 

UNITED STATES MARSHALS SERVICE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement includes 
$751,985,000 for the United States Marshals 
Service (USMS), instead of $752,070,000 as 
proposed by the House and $744,725,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. The conference agree- 
ment provides funding for USMS construc- 
tion under a separate heading, as proposed 
by the House. The conference agreement in- 
cludes the base reductions and streamlining 
efficiencies included in the budget request. 

The conference agreement incorporates by 
reference the Senate report language regard- 
ing submission of a spending plan and the 
timely release of funds to programs. 

The conferees are pleased that the USMS 
has made a concerted effort to fill critically- 
needed supervisory deputy marshal positions 
in the districts; boosted its on-board staffing 
levels throughout the agency; allocated posi- 
tions based on performance; addressed its in- 
formation technology infrastructure weak- 
nesses; and improved its overall financial 
management practices. In many areas, the 
USMS has demonstrated marked improve- 
ments and is urged to continue these prac- 
tices. 

Protection of the Judicial Process.—The con- 
ference agreement includes the requested in- 
crease of $8,897,000 and 94 positions to en- 
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hance protection of the Federal Judiciary. 
When determining resource allocations, the 
USMS should be mindful of the recent rec- 
ommendations of the Department’s Inspector 
General. 

Witness Security.—The conference agree- 
ment includes the requested increase of 
$1,922,000 and 15 positions for the witness se- 
curity program. 

Information Technology.—The conference 
agreement includes the requested increase of 
$478,000 and 5 positions to meet information 
technology (IT) requirements. The conferees 
direct the USMS to submit a report to the 
Committees on Appropriations, no later than 
March 17, 2005, on IT needs throughout the 
USMS and a plan to address those needs, in- 
cluding funding requirements. 

Central Courthouse Management Group.— 
The conference agreement provides $4,226,000 
for the Central Courthouse Management 
Group (CCMG), including $3,968,000 in base 
resources for 34 existing CCMG positions, 
two restored positions, and an additional 
$258,000 for three new CCMG positions, of 
which two shall be GS-14 positions. 

Courthouse Security Equipment.—The con- 
ference agreement provides à program in- 
crease of $5,050,000, for a total of $11,580,000, 
for preventive maintenance and repair of 
courthouse security equipment to be allo- 
cated to the USMS's highest priority needs. 
The conference agreement incorporates by 
reference Senate report language directing 
the USMS to report to the Committees on 
Appropriations within 30 days of enactment 
of this Act on the allocation of this funding. 
The conferees expect no less than this 
amount to recur in future budget submis- 
sions to address the courthouse security 
equipment needs of the USMS. 

Regional Fugitive Task Forces.—The con- 
ference agreement provides $17,988,000 for the 
Regional Fugitive Task Forces (RFTF), 
which includes base resources for the 38 ex- 
isting RFTF positions, and an additional 
$2,489,000 for 17 new positions to staff these 
task forces, including supervisory personnel. 
Available resources can also be used for the 
district-managed task forces. 

Technical Operations Group.—The con- 
ference agreement provides $17,216,000 for the 
Technical Operations Group (TOG), which in- 
cludes base resources for the 50 existing TOG 
positions, an additional $632,000 for three re- 
stored positions and one new position, and 
an additional $2,000,000 for non-personnel ex- 
penses. 

International | Fugitives.—The conference 
agreement provides $4,459,000 for the Inter- 
national Fugitive Apprehension Program, 
which includes base resources for the four 
existing international positions and an addi- 
tional $1,086,000 for three new GS-13 deputies 
at the existing foreign offices. The conferees 
also direct the USMS to submit a five-year 
plan for this program, including a time-line 
and cost estimate to open additional inter- 
national offices that are critical to the 
USMS fugitive apprehension mission. 

Analytical Support Umit.—The conference 
agreement provides $3,835,000 in base re- 
Sources for the Analytical Support Unit 
(ASU), including $1,069,000 for eight existing 
positions and $2,766,000 (excluding a $500,000 
transfer from the Justice Detainee Informa- 
tion System) to improve and maintain the 
Warrant Information Network and to con- 
tinue subscriptions to various government 
and private networks and on-line services. 

Special Operations Group.—The conference 
agreement provides $2,835,000 in base re- 
Sources for the Special Operations Group 
(SOG), which includes funding for the 11 ex- 
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isting SOG positions. In addition, the con- 
ferees direct the USMS to transfer the fund- 
ing, duties, and personnel of the Hazardous 
Response Unit (HRU) to SOG, and to submit 
a report to the Committees on Appropria- 
tions no later than April 5, 2005, on any addi- 
tional personnel and funding requirements 
that will accompany the HRU transfer, as 
well as on the proper location of such trans- 
ferred personnel. 

Vehicles.—The conferees commend the 
USMS on its efforts to modernize its vehicle 
infrastructure. Over the last three years, the 
conferees have included funding for the 
USMS to replace older vehicles and recog- 
nize that under the new vehicle allocation 
formula, older vehicles are excessed when 
new vehicles are allocated. Districts no 
longer are allowed to expand their fleets by 
keeping vehicles well beyond their useful 
lifecycle. The conferees expect this trend to 
continue and for the USMS to continue mod- 
ernizing its fleet. 


CONSTRUCTION 
The conference agreement includes 
$5,734,000 for this account, instead of 


$1,371,000 as proposed by the House. The Sen- 
ate provided funding for construction in the 
salaries and expenses account. These funds 
shall be allocated to the USMS's highest pri- 
ority construction needs. The conference 
agreement incorporates by reference the 
Senate report language directing the USMS 
to report to the Committees on Appropria- 
tions within 30 days of enactment of this Act 
on the allocation of funding for this pro- 
gram. To the extent that slippages occur 
throughout the year, however, other priority 
projects can be undertaken. The conferees 
expect no less than this amount to recur in 
future budget submissions to address the 
construction needs of the USMS. 


FEES AND EXPENSES OF WITNESSES 


The conference agreement includes 
$177,585,000 for Fees and Expenses of Wit- 
nesses, aS proposed by both the House and 
the Senate. 


SALARIES AND EXPENSES, COMMUNITY 
RELATIONS SERVICE 


The conference agreement includes 
$9,664,000 for the Community Relations Serv- 
ice, instead of $9,833,000 as proposed by the 
House and $9,494,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. 


ASSETS FORFEITURE FUND 


The conference agreement includes 
$21,759,000 for the Assets Forfeiture Fund, as 
proposed by both the House and the Senate. 


PAYMENT TO RADIATION EXPOSURE 
COMPENSATION TRUST FUND 


The conference agreement includes 
$27,800,000 for this account, instead of 
$72,000,000 as proposed by the House. The con- 
ferees understand that $27,800,000 will fully 
fund the Department of Justice’s current es- 
timate of payments for eligible claimants 
through fiscal year 2005. 


INTERAGENCY LAW ENFORCEMENT 
INTERAGENCY CRIME AND DRUG ENFORCEMENT 


The conference agreement provides 
$561,033,000 for this account, as proposed by 
the House, instead of $295,409,000 as proposed 
by the Senate. The conference agreement 
does not adopt the Senate proposal to move 
management of this program to the Director 
of the Executive Office of the United States 
Attorneys. The conference agreement pro- 
vides the following amounts to reimburse 
Federal agencies for their costs to partici- 
pate in these task forces: 
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Reimbursement by Agency 
[Dollars in thousands] 


Amount 
Department of Justice 
Agencies: 
Drug Enforcement Ad- 
ministration ................ $191,112 
Federal Bureau of Inves- 
tigation ....................... 185,859 
United States Marshals 
бегуісе ........................ 6,431 
Bureau of Alcohol, То- 
bacco, Firearms and 
Explosives ................... 11,228 
United States Attorneys 118,083 
Criminal Division 2,941 
Tax Division ............. 975 
Administrative Office ..... 5,565 
Non-Justice Agencies: 
Internal Revenue Serv- 
ices 54,643 
United States Immigra- 
tion and Customs En- 
forcement .................... 33,589 
Coast Guard .................... 607 
ITOtal ӨНЕРІ $561,033 


The conference agreement provides the fol- 
lowing increases: $6,113,000 for adjustments 
to base; $14,623,000 for 172 additional U.S. At- 
torney positions; $4,320,000 for 14 additional 
U.S. Marshals Service positions; $6,344,000 
and 60 positions for the Drug Intelligence 
Fusion Center; and $13,240,000 for the Drug 
Enforcement Administration including 
$10,465,000 for 79 additional positions and 
$2,775,000 for additional operational costs. 

The conferees note that the Administra- 
tion chose not to comply with the direction 
provided in the fiscal year 2004 Conference 
Report that participation of the Depart- 
ments of Homeland Security and Treasury 
should not be included in the Department of 
Justice budget request. The participation of 
these entities should be budgeted by those 
respective departments. While the conferees 
are aware of the critical role of the Depart- 
ments of Homeland Security and Treasury, 
the conference agreement is unable to fully 
fund the request for the Internal Revenue 
Service (IRS) and United States Immigra- 
tion and Customs Enforcement (ICE) while 
meeting the resource needs of the Depart- 
ment of Justice. The conferees understand 
that carryover balances from fiscal year 2004 
are available in fiscal year 2005. These bal- 
ances may be utilized, through the regular 
reprogramming process under section 605 of 
this Act, to provide additional funding to 
IRS and ICE if warranted. 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement provides 
$5,205,028,000 for the Federal Bureau of Inves- 
tigation Salaries and Expenses account as 
proposed by the House, instead of 
$4,990,728,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
conference agreement funds the Foreign Ter- 
rorist Tracking Task Force, the Terrorist 
Screening Center, and the FBI’s costs associ- 
ated with the Terrorist Threat Integration 
Center under this heading as proposed by the 
House, instead of under a separate heading 
as proposed by the Senate. Construction 
costs are funded under a separate heading as 
proposed by the House. 

Directorate of Intelligence.—The conference 
agreement adopts the House report language 
establishing a Directorate of Intelligence. 
The conferees applaud the improvements the 
FBI has made in transforming itself from an 
agency whose primary mission was to inves- 
tigate traditional crimes, to an agency 
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whose top priority is to prevent terrorism. 
However, more institutional changes are 
needed for the FBI’s intelligence program, a 
critical component of an effective terrorism 
prevention strategy. Toward that end, the 
conference agreement adopts the House re- 
port language directing the FBI to create a 
new Directorate of Intelligence, led by the 
Executive Assistant Director for Intel- 
ligence. This new directorate shall have 
broad and clear authority over intelligence- 
related functions. The need for effective in- 
telligence capabilities cuts across all FBI 
programs including the counterterrorism, 
counterintelligence, criminal and cyber 
crime programs. This new directorate will 
ensure that intelligence is shared across 
these programs, eliminate information 
stove-piping, and allow the FBI to quickly 
adapt as threats change. The new directorate 
will have responsibility for operational ele- 
ments including those of the Office of Intel- 
ligence, the FBI’s Terrorist Threat Integra- 
tion Center participation, the Foreign Ter- 
rorist Tracking Task Force, and the Ter- 
rorist Screening Center. It will also include 
programmatic elements representing analyst 
and administrative components across the 
FBI, such as training, recruitment, informa- 
tion technology, and security. This direc- 
torate shall be responsible for enhancing the 
FBI’s ability to recruit and retain the high- 
est quality intelligence staff, including at- 
tracting individuals with educational and 
professional backgrounds іп intelligence, 
international relations, language, tech- 
nology and other relevant skills. It shall also 
work to improve the FBI’s capability to 
share intelligence, not only within the Bu- 
reau and the Intelligence Community, but 
also with State and local law enforcement. 
Further, it shall ensure that intelligence-re- 
lated performance criteria are in place for 
agents and analysts, and develop a process 
for agents to receive a formal Intelligence 
Officer Certification. The FBI is directed to 
submit quarterly reports updating the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations on the continued 
transformation, including the FBI’s efforts 
to ensure that the priorities and operations 
in all of the Bureau’s field offices and resi- 
dent agencies match national priorities. 

The conferees note that the 9/11 Commis- 
sion Report endorsed many of the intel- 
ligence reforms proposed in the House bill. 
The conferees appreciate the assistance the 
Government Accountability Office, the Na- 
tional Academy of Public Administration, 
and the Congressional Research Service have 
provided to the Committees on Appropria- 
tions in reviewing the FBI's operations and 
making recommendations to improve the 
Bureau. The conferees expect the FBI to con- 
tinue to work with these organizations and 
others in fiscal year 2005 to review and im- 
prove their operations. 

Budget Structure.—The conference agree- 
ment adopts the budget decision unit struc- 
ture proposed by the House. The conferees 
note that this identical budget structure was 
recommended by the 9/11 Commission. The 
new budget structure will align the FBI’s 
budget with its organizational structure by 
collapsing the ten budget decision units used 
in previous years to four decision units. 
There will be a decision unit for each Execu- 
tive Assistant Director (EAD) with the ex- 
ception of the EAD for Administration. The 
costs associated with program administra- 
tion will be spread to the four other decision 
units in order to capture the full costs of 
each program. This new decision unit struc- 
ture will not only empower the new Director 
of Intelligence, but will enhance the ability 
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of the EADs for Counterterrorism and Coun- 
terintelligence, Criminal, and Criminal Jus- 
tice Services to manage their programs by 
unifying their budgets. The following dis- 
tribution represents the conference agree- 
ment. The conferees remind the FBI that 
changes in this distribution are subject to 
the reprogramming requirements of section 
605 of this Act. 


FBI SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


[Dollars in thousands] 


Decision unit POS FTE Amount 
Intelligence ................... 4,703 4,291 $792,033 
Counterterrorism and 

Counterintelligence .. 10,549 10,268 1,979,378 
(ШЙ а.а 12,852 12,578 2,156,421 
Criminal Justice Serv- 

WOS auca NE 1,935 1,945 277,196 

Total 30,039 29,082 5,205,028 


The recommendation includes increases of 
$204,515,000 for adjustments to base to sup- 
port the current operating level. The rec- 
ommendation includes the following pro- 
gram increases as requested: $13,400,000 and 
151 positions for the Office of Intelligence; 
$14,307,000 and 89 intelligence and 
counterterrorism positions for headquarters 
program support; $45,954,000 and 259 positions 
for counterterrorism field investigations; 
$12,838,000 and 86 positions for language serv- 
ices; $11,155,000 and 14 positions for legal 
attaché, offices in Beirut, Lebanon; Baghdad, 
Iraq; Dakar, Senegal; Kuwait City, Kuwait; 
and Cape Town, South Africa; $9,000,000 for 
the Chemical, Biological and Radiological 
Forensic Analysis Counterterrorism Pro- 
gram; $29,000,000 for the operational costs of 
the Terrorist Screening Center; $35,470,000 
for the relocation of portions of the 
Counterterrorism Division to the Hazel-Pe- 
terson Building; $63,754,000 and 294 positions 
for the counterintelligence program; 
$58,257,000 and 188 positions for cyber inves- 
tigations including $3,000,000 for Innocent 
Images; $46,508,000 and 65 positions for infor- 
mation and physical security improvements; 
$20,000,000 for technology investments in- 
cluding $12,000,000 for TS/SCI LAN field in- 
stallations and $8,000,000 for enterprise archi- 
tecture activities; $16,000,000 and 12 positions 
to support the integration of IDENT/IAFIS; 
$1,785,000 and 10 positions to support the 
Criminal Division’s Child Exploitation and 
Obscenity Section; $1,831,000 and 16 positions 
for the Lost Innocence National Initiative to 
address the problem of children forced into 
prostitution; $1,213,000 and 8 positions for 
corporate fraud cases; $1,170,000 for forensic 
costs associated with Indian Country and the 


National Backstopping Program; and 
$21,309,000 for renovations at the FBI Acad- 
emy. 


In addition, the conference agreement in- 
cludes the following increases above the re- 
quest: $5,000,000 for the National Security 
Support Capability program; $2,750,000 and 27 
positions for the Indian Country Unit to in- 
vestigate crimes in Indian Country, includ- 
ing violent crimes against Native Ameri- 
cans, gang violence, and crimes related to In- 
dian gaming; $2,085,000 to establish a legal 
attaché office in West Africa; $10,000,000 and 
78 positions to combat gang-related crime; 
$10,000,000 for enhanced training programs; 
$30,000,000 to fund additional recruitment 
and retention programs; $20,500,000 to accel- 
erate the expansion of secure facilities in 
FBI field offices; $8,500,000 for the acquisition 
of helicopters and related equipment; and 
$5,000,000 for the Investigative Technology 
Division for research and development of 
emerging technologies. 
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Training.—The conference agreement 
adopts the House report language regarding 
training. The conferees direct the FBI to 
continue to expand its training opportunities 
and the capabilities of the College of Analyt- 
ical Studies to ensure that agents and ana- 
lysts are receiving the highest quality intel- 
ligence, counterterrorism and counterintel- 
ligence training available. These training 
programs should include: joint training ses- 
sions with other members of the Intelligence 
Community; opportunities for an academic 
Sabbatical to pursue an advanced degree; 
sending staff to the Department of State's 
Foreign Service Institute; and creation of à 
fellows program to exchange staff with other 
Federal agencies and the private sector. In 
addition, the conferees expect the FBI to ex- 
pand both its basic intelligence analyst 
course and its advanced intelligence training 
courses offered at the College of Analytical 
Studies. The FBI shall also consider offering 
intelligence classes to other Federal law en- 
forcement agencies, where appropriate. For 
example, the conferees believe it would be 
beneficial for corrections intelligence staff 
in the Federal Prison System to receive spe- 
cialized training to recognize and thwart the 
introduction of violent ideology and extre- 
mism in Federal prisons. The recommenda- 
tion provides $10,000,000 above the request to 
implement these enhanced training pro- 
grams. In determining its future staffing 
needs, the FBI shall take into account the 
staff time associated with training and de- 
velopment programs. 

Gangs.—The conference agreement adopts 
the House report language regarding the 
spread of violent gangs throughout the coun- 
try. In order to address this problem, the 
conference agreement provides $1,754,000 for 
the establishment of a National Gang Intel- 
ligence Center that will integrate the assets 
of the FBI, the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, 
Firearms and Explosives, and other affected 
Federal agencies to serve ав a ‘‘clearing- 
house" and information management mecha- 
nism for gang intelligence on a national and 
international scope. In addition, the rec- 
ommendation provides $8,246,000 for addi- 
tional agents, analysts and support staff to 
address the most violent gangs throughout 
the country. 

Offsets.—The conference agreement does 
not adopt the proposed $35,000,000 offset in 
fees to State and local law enforcement for 
forensic services. The conferees аге dis- 
appointed that the Administration is pro- 
posing to provide funding increases for Fed- 
eral law enforcement by increasing the fi- 
nancial burden on State and local law en- 
forcement. The conferees expect the FBI to 
absorb this proposed $35,000,000 offset within 
existing funds. The conference agreement 
also does not adopt the proposed $3,000,000 re- 
duction to the Criminal Justice Information 
Services Information Management Accounts. 

Retention and Recruitment.—The conferees 
understand that the FBI is having difficulty 
retaining certain staff in critical senior 
management positions and other specialized 
positions. For example, since September 11, 
2001, the attrition rate for intelligence ana- 
lysts has exceeded 10 percent. The conferees 
understand that other agencies in the Intel- 
ligence Community have more flexible pay 
and benefit authorities than the FBI and 
consequently are able to recruit talented 
staff from the FBI. The conferees further un- 
derstand that many FBI employees living in 
high cost areas are experiencing financial 
hardships. The conferees are concerned that 
this financial hardship could eventually have 
a negative impact on FBI agent and staff 
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performance. This is particularly troubling 
given that high cost areas are the most like- 
ly targets for a terrorist attack. In order to 
address these concerns, the conference agree- 
ment includes section 113 and section 115. 
These provisions are identical to those in- 
cluded in the House bill. 

Section 113 provides the Director with the 
authority, after consultation with the Office 
of Personnel Management (OPM), to provide 
retention and relocation bonuses to employ- 
ees with high or unique qualifications who, 
in the absence of à bonus, would likely leave 
the FBI. The provision also allows for reten- 
tion and relocation bonuses for individuals 
transferred to a different geographic area 
with a higher cost of living. A bonus may 
total up to 50 percent of an employee's basic 
rate of pay. 

Section 115 authorizes the FBI, in conjunc- 
tion with the Office of Management and 
Budget and OPM, to pay critical intelligence 
positions up to an Executive Schedule I sal- 
ary provided that the position is determined 
to be: (1) a high level position in a scientific, 
technical, professional, or administrative 
field; and (2) critical to the FBI's mission. 

These provisions are included to allow the 
FBI to begin enhancing its personnel capa- 
bilities in order to thwart terrorism. These 
provisions will also improve the FBI's ability 
to compete with other Intelligence Commu- 
nity agencies for high quality employees. 
The conference agreement provides 
$30,000,000 above the request to implement 
these new retention and recruitment au- 
thorities. 

Within the level of funding provided, the 
conferees also expect the FBI to expand the 
number of employees participating in the 
FBI’s Student Loan Repayment Program. 

Mandatory | Separation.—The conference 
agreement includes section 112, as proposed 
by the House. This provision empowers the 
Director to, on a case-by-case basis, delay 
the mandatory retirement age of 57 for FBI 
agents until the agent reaches 65 years of 
age. Currently, the Director is authorized to 
delay mandatory retirement until an agent 
reaches 60 years of age. This provision does 
not require agents to work past the age of 57, 
but gives the Director the authority to ex- 
tend agents until the age of 65 in certain cir- 
cumstances. This provision provides the FBI 
with additional discretion and flexibility to 
retain senior managers and employees with 
critical technical skills beyond age 60 where 
it is clear that the individual being retained 
can meet all requirements, including phys- 
ical requirements, of the specific job being 
filled. 

Reserve Service.—The conference agreement 
includes section 114, as proposed by the 
House. This provision authorizes the Direc- 
tor to provide for the establishment and 
training of an FBI Reserve Service that 
would facilitate streamlined, temporary re- 
hiring from a pre-certified cadre of retired 
FBI employees who possess the specialized 
Skills required to deal with the demands of 
crises or other special situations. The provi- 
sion will allow the FBI to quickly access ex- 
perienced former employees in the event of 
an emergency, without adversely impacting 
reserve service members' retirement pay. 

N-DEx.—The conferees are aware that this 
new information system will allow for better 
tracking of corporate crime, such as pollu- 
tion, accounting fraud, corruption, price fix- 
ing and tax evasion. The conferees encourage 
the FBI to work with other federal agencies 
such as the Securities and Exchange Com- 
mission, the U.S. Attorneys, and the Sen- 
tencing Commission to ensure adequate data 
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is provided on referrals for prosecution and 
dispositions of cases. The conference agree- 
ment adopts by reference the House report 
language regarding Х-БЕх and the submis- 
sion of a report within 180 days of enactment 
of this Act. 

Oil-for-Food.—The conferees direct the FBI 
to provide assistance in the United Nations 
investigation of the ‘‘Oil-for-Food’’ program, 
if requested to do so by the Independent In- 
quiry Committee chaired by Paul Volcker. 
The conferees strongly support this inves- 
tigation and encourage the FBI to make re- 
sources available, as appropriate, to ensure 
its successful conclusion. 

OPR.—The conference agreement adopts by 
reference the House report language con- 
cerning the Office of Professional Responsi- 
bility (OPR) and the submission of a report 
90 days from the enactment of this Act. 

Innocent Images National Initiative.—The 
conference agreement adopts the Senate re- 
port language directing the FBI to consider 
emerging technologies that may help pre- 
vent and prosecute crimes against children 
and child exploitation through the Internet, 
such as software to troll online venues and 
record evidentiary materials. 

Terrorist Financing.—The conference agree- 
ment adopts the Senate report language con- 
cerning software that seeks to track finan- 
cial data streams and, in real time, auto- 
matically notify analysts when designated 
transactions occur in the financial accounts 
of suspected terrorists. The FBI is directed 
to evaluate such software and report back to 
the Committees on Appropriations on its 
findings. 

Enterprise | Architecture.—The conference 
agreement adopts the Senate report lan- 
guage directing the Government Account- 
ability Office (GAO) to review the FBI’s 
management of its enterprise architecture 
effort, including its use of effective contrac- 
tual controls and its approach to contractor 
tracking and oversight. In addition, the con- 
ferees direct GAO to review whether FBIs 
approach to developing its enterprise archi- 
tecture is consistent with established best 
practices. 

Criminal Justice Information Services Divi- 
sion.—The conference agreement includes 
$387,271,000, including fee collections, for the 
Criminal Justice Information Services Divi- 
sion (CJIS). The conference agreement does 
not adopt the FBI’s proposal to reduce the 
CJIS IT system maintenance budget by 
$3,000,000. 

The conference agreement also includes by 
reference Senate language prohibiting the 
diversion of funding collected through the 
CJIS user fee for any purpose other than 
CJIS, its refreshment plan, or a subsequent 
modernization plan for the current facility. 
Moreover, the conferees direct that 
$50,668,734 of Working Capital Fund balances 
be utilized to begin design for hardware and 
software modernization at CJIS located in 
Clarksburg, West Virginia. The intent is to 
ensure that legacy systems are phased out 
and replaced with modern equipment so that 
the FBI can take advantage of emerging 
technologies, such as advances in biometrics, 
and ensure interoperability and increased in- 
formation sharing with other agencies. This 
will also allow for dedicated development of 
future generations of equipment at CJIS. 
Within 180 days of enactment of this Act, the 
FBI is directed to submit to the Committees 
on Appropriations a status report on the 
modernization of the existing CJIS systems. 

Automated Biometric Identification System/In- 
tegrated Automated Fingerprint Identification 
System (IAFIS).—The conference agreement 
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adopts the Senate report language directing 
the Department of Justice to submit a report 
to the Committees on Appropriations not 
later than April 5, 2005, on the existing ca- 
pacity of IAFIS, the expected impact US- 
VISIT may have on the system, and any ad- 
ditional costs necessary to increase IAFIS’s 
capacity to meet that impact. 

Intellectual Property Rights.—Within the re- 
sources provided for counterintelligence, not 
less than $5,000,000 shall be available to com- 
bat industrial espionage and other threats to 
the intellectual property rights of manufac- 
turers and researchers in the United States. 

Trilogy.—The conferees have not adopted 
the total program cost cap included by the 
Senate for Trilogy, including the Virtual 
Case File (VCF), but agree that imposing dis- 
cipline in this program is essential. The Ini- 
tial Operating Capability (IOC) for VCF is 
expected to be completed in December 2004, 
and will provide the following functionality: 


import all document types; manage 
workflow; upload to the Automated Case 
Support System (ACS); апа interfaces 


through ACS. The conferees recommend that 
the FBI commission an independent study of 
Trilogy that evaluates the overall achieve- 
ments of the program, including equipment 
upgrades and improved capabilities, identi- 
fies outstanding requirements, and estab- 
lishes a timeline and cost estimate to com- 
plete deployment of the program. The study 
shall also note the benefits of making VCF 
capabilities available to the users as soon as 
possible. 
CONSTRUCTION 


The conference agreement includes 
$10,242,000 for FBI construction as proposed 
by the House. The Senate funded this activ- 
ity under a different heading. The conference 
agreement includes $1,242,000 for recurring 
construction needs and provides $9,000,000 for 
a records management center. 

The conferees understand that consolida- 
tion of records and collocation of records 
management personnel would achieve busi- 
ness process efficiencies and personnel sav- 
ings. It would make more space available in 
the FBI headquarters building, allowing the 
FBI to reduce leased space in the Wash- 
ington, D.C., metropolitan area, and would 
free up needed space in the field as the num- 
ber of FBI staff continues to increase. The 
conferees understand that the FBI hired an 
outside consultant to study potential loca- 
tions for a records management center using 
the following criteria: (1) at least 60 miles 
outside of Washington, D.C., for continuity 
of operations; (2) away from obvious ter- 
rorist targets; (3) within 250 miles of Wash- 
ington, D.C.; (4) having access to transpor- 
tation, utilities, and communications net- 
works; and (5) availability of an educated 
workforce. The conferees understand the FBI 
chose Frederick County, VA, as the most 
ideal location to establish this center. The 
conferees further understand that the FBI 
intends to lease an interim facility in Fred- 
erick County while the design and construc- 
tion of à permanent facility is underway. 
The recommendation includes $9,000,000 for 
the costs to lease, equip and relocate an in- 
terim records management center in Fred- 
erick County in fiscal year 2005. This records 
management facility will not assume any 
personnel, projects, programs, or activities 
being performed by the CJIS. 

DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement includes 
$1,653,265,000 for the Drug Enforcement Ad- 
ministration, instead of $1,661,503,000 as pro- 
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posed by the House and $1,645,027,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

The recommendation provides the fol- 
lowing increases: $53,146,000 for inflationary 
and other costs to maintain the current op- 
erating level; $14,976,000 and 165 positions for 
priority targeting; $3,000,000 for the Special 
Operations Division; $4,047,000 and 3 рові- 
tions for investigative technology support; 
$1,173,000 and 9 positions for computer 
forensics support; $1,000,000 for aviation sup- 
port; $8,530,000 and 10 positions for the Con- 
corde project and web infrastructure; and 
$4,837,000 and 4 positions for the El Paso In- 
telligence Center. 

Of the funding provided for priority tar- 
geting, $4,095,000 and 82 positions are for ad- 
ministrative support to relieve agents from 
performing non-investigative duties. The re- 
maining positions and funding shall be avail- 
able for the highest priority domestic and 
international enforcement activities. 

Decision Units.—The conference agreement 
adopts the Senate report language regarding 
the consolidation of DEA's ten decision units 
to three. The conferees direct DEA to pro- 
vide à spending plan by the proposed three 
decision units to the Committees on Appro- 
priations not less than 30 days after enact- 
ment of this Act. To measure the impact of 
this change, DEA is directed to provide quar- 
terly reports to the Committees on Appro- 
priations of its obligations by prior year as 
well as proposed decision units. 

Demand Reduction Activities—The con- 
ference agreement includes not less than 
$8,891,000 for DEA’s Demand Reduction ac- 
tivities. 

Number of Drug Agents.—Since the Sep- 
tember 11, 2001 attacks, the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation (FBI) has diverted agents 
from drug investigations to 
counterterrorism and counterintelligence ac- 
tivities. In order to address this change in 
FBI priorities without negatively impacting 
Federal law enforcement’s ability to combat 
drug crimes, the conferees have provided in- 
creased funding to the DEA to compensate 
for this change. With the additional DEA 
agents funded in fiscal year 2005 under this 
heading and under the Interagency Crime 
and Drug Enforcement heading, the total 
combined number of DEA and FBI agents 
working on drug cases will exceed the pre- 
September 11th level by 202. 

Ecstasy Interdiction.—The conferees note 
the progress made by DEA and the Depart- 
ment of State against so-called ‘‘club drugs" 
under the ‘‘Roadmap’’ initiative with the 
Belgian and Dutch governments. The con- 
ferees direct the Department of State and 
DEA to submit a report to the Committees 
on Appropriations no later than 90 days after 
enactment of this Act, detailing steps to be 
taken in the second roadmap. The second 
roadmap should emphasize sufficient U.S. 
presence in the Netherlands, more effective 
work against the export of precursor chemi- 
cals, and a review of terrorist links to club 
drug trafficking organizations. 

DEA’s Role in the Intelligence Community.— 
The conferees are aware of the direct rela- 
tionship between the funding of inter- 
national terrorism and narcotics trafficking. 
The conferees applaud the work of DEA per- 
sonnel around the world and encourage them 
to continue sharing critical intelligence re- 
lated to terrorism with other U.S. govern- 
ment agencies. 

Offsets.—The conference agreement  as- 
sumes the implementation of all of the Ad- 
ministration's proposed offsets except the 
proposal to charge the District of Columbia 
Metropolitan Police Department fees for fo- 
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rensic evidence analysis services. The rec- 
ommendation reduces funding for requested 
program increases in order to offset this pro- 
posal. The Committee is disappointed that 
the Administration's proposal to offset fund- 
ing increases is to increase the funding bur- 
den on State and local law enforcement. 

Operation Containment.—DEA is directed to 
continue to provide an update on Operation 
Containment activities in Afghanistan in 
May and September of 2005. 

Diversion Control Fee Account.—The con- 
ference agreement includes $154,216,000 for 
this account, as provided by the House and 
Senate. The conference agreement includes 
the following program increases: $11,711,000 
is to improve and modernize customer serv- 
ice and e-commerce; $3,482,000 is for the 
Internet Online Investigations Project and 
to update the Controlled Substances Infor- 
mation System II; $659,000 is to enhance 
DEA's ability to respond to the regulated 
community and improve the management 
and financial accountability of resources; 
and $15,773,000 supports the Drug and Chem- 
ical Diversion Control Decision Unit, pre- 
viously funded under salaries and expenses, 
to simplify financial management issues and 
ensure a stable source of funding for the pro- 
gram. In addition, the conference agreement 
provides DEA with 10 additional positions to 
implement sections 110 and 111 of this Act. 
The Department of Justice is directed to 
submit quarterly reports describing its ef- 
forts to address prescription drug diversion. 
BUREAU OF ALCOHOL, TOBACCO, FIREARMS AND 

EXPLOSIVES 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement provides 
$890,357,000 for the Bureau of Alcohol, To- 
bacco, Firearms and Explosives (ATF) as 
proposed by the Senate instead of $870,357,000 
as proposed by the House. 

The conference agreement includes pro- 
gram increases of $2,707,000 and 31 positions 
for additional explosives investigations and 
regulatory compliance; $5,000,000 and 24 spe- 
cial agents to focus on gang-related inves- 
tigations; and $5,600,000 for the construction 
and establishment of the Federal Firearms 
Licensing Center at the National Tracing 
Center Facility. 

In addition, the conference agreement pro- 
vides a $1,000,000 increase for the National 
Tracing Center Division. The conferees un- 
derstand that the number of trace requests, 
particularly international trace requests, is 
growing dramatically. 

Specialized Explosives Groups.—There has 
been a large increase in the criminal misuse 
of explosives. Therefore, the conference 
agreement includes an increase of $10,200,000 
for the creation and operation of four spe- 
cialized explosives groups. These groups 
shall be strategically located throughout the 
United States based on a thorough threat 
and workload assessment conducted by the 
Bureau. These groups will be responsible for 
investigating the misuse and trafficking of 
explosives, increasing inspection efforts for 
high-risk explosives licensees, and increasing 
forensic support to explosives investigations 
with the goal of proactively preventing ex- 
plosives crimes and acts of terrorism. 

Conversion of Records.—The conferees rec- 
ognize the need for the ATF to begin con- 
verting tens of thousands of existing records 
of out-of-business Federal firearms dealers 
from film to digital images at the National 
Tracing Center. Once the out-of-business 
records are fully converted, the search time 
for these records will be reduced to an aver- 
age of 5 minutes per search from the current 
average of 45 minutes per search. This sig- 
nificant time saving will ultimately reduce 
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overall costs and increase efficiency at the 
National Tracing Center. Therefore, the con- 
ference agreement includes a $4,200,000 in- 
crease for the ATF to hire additional con- 
tract personnel to begin this conversion. 


Access 2000 Program.—The conferees are 
aware that the Access 2000 program was ini- 
tiated by ATF to improve the efficiency and 
reduce the costs associated with firearms 
tracing incurred by Federal Firearms Li- 
censees (FFLs). ATF and FFL importers, 
manufacturers, and wholesalers form a part- 
nership in this effort. FFLs take their data 
from their mainframe computer and import 
it into a stand-alone server provided by the 
ATF. The National Tracing Center is con- 
nected to this server remotely by secure 
dial-up and obtains information on a firearm 
that is subject to a firearms trace. The con- 
ferees support this program, which reduces 
the administrative burdens of the FFL and 
allows the ATF around the clock access to 
the records. The ATF currently has 36 Access 
2000 partners. The conferees encourage the 
ATF to place more emphasis on this program 
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and expand the number of partners to the 
greatest extent possible. 

Special Response Teams.—The conferees are 
aware of the extremely important role Spe- 
cial Response Teams (SRTs) play in the en- 
forcement of our Nation's laws. The Bureau 
has four teams throughout the United 
States. Due to the personnel limitations 
within the Bureau, the four SRTs are pre- 
dominately made up of special agents that 
maintain a full case load on the street and 
train to maintain the highly specialized 
Skills required to qualify for an SRT posi- 
tion. The conferees laud these special agents 
and the extraordinary dedication to the mis- 
sion of the ATF they display in order to en- 
sure these teams are effective, safe, and suc- 
cessful. The conferees also acknowledge the 
outstanding service the unique human scent/ 
tactical K-9 program has provided in support 
of the Special Response Teams. The con- 
ferees urge the ATF to train at least two ad- 
ditional K-9s so as to equip each SRT with 
full time support. 

The conferees adopt by reference the House 
report language concerning certain sensitive 
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law enforcement information contained in 
databases maintained by the ATF. 


FEDERAL PRISON SYSTEM 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement includes 
$4,627,696,000 for the salaries and expenses of 
the Federal Prison System as proposed by 
the Senate, instead of $4,567,232,000 as pro- 
posed by the House. The conferees believe 
that the budget request was inadequate to 
support the requirements of the Federal 
Prison System (FPS). The conference agree- 
ment provides an amount that should be suf- 
ficient to complete or begin activation of ten 
prisons and also continue operations at ex- 
isting prisons. To ensure that the FPS is 
able to activate prisons on а two-year 
timeline, the conference agreement includes 
a provision making activation funds avail- 
able until September 30, 2006. The conferees 
expect the ten new prisons to be receiving in- 
mates by the date listed in the table below 
and have provided funding to maintain this 
Schedule. Amounts are dedicated to activate 
each institution as follows: 


Institution 


Victorville, CA USP . 
Hazelton, WV USP .. 
Forrest City, AR facility 
Herlong/Sierra, CA medium camp 
Williamsburg, SC FCI .. 
Canaan, PA USP .... 
Terre Haute, IN USP 
Bennettsville, SC FCI .. 
Yazoo City, MS FCI . 
Coleman, FL USP ... 


Activation Activation Inmate care Total 

date costs nationwide а 
1/05 $28,200 $5,836 $34,036 
1/05 37,300 5,836 43,136 
11/04 30,000 2,918 32,918 
3/05 30,700 8,754 39,454 
9/04 38,000 1,476 39,476 
2/05 34,000 7,295 41,295 
3/05 26,000 8,754 34,754 
12/04 32,500 4,377 36,877 
2/05 26,300 7,295 33,595 
2/05 23,000 7,295 30,295 
306,000 59,836 365,836 


Reprogramming | Authority.—The amounts 
designated in the table above for ‘‘activation 
costs" are intended for the sole purpose of 
bringing these new prisons online. The 
amounts designated in the table above for 
“inmate care nationwide" represent the cost 
associated with the inmates who will eventu- 
ally be housed at the new facilities. The 
amounts designated in the table above are to 
be obligated as directed, and are therefore 
subject to the reprogramming procedures es- 
tablished in section 605 of this Act. 

Carryover Amounts.—In addition to the 
amounts designated in the table above, an 
additional $50,015,000 is available from 
amounts carried forward from fiscal year 
2004 for prison activations. The conferees ex- 
pect that funds for Victorville, CA; Williams- 
burg, SC; Canaan, PA; Hazelton, WV; 
Herlong/Sierra, CA; Forrest City, AR; and 
Yazoo City, MS will be obligated as planned. 
If the amounts required deviate from the 
planned levels, the FPS should submit a re- 
programming notification in accordance 
with section 605 of this Act. 

Base Operations——The conferees believe 
that the amount provided for this account is 
sufficient to support the base operational 
needs of the entire FPS. Within the amounts 
provided, the conferees provide base funding 
of $41,000,000 for FCI Gilmer, West Virginia 
and $41,000,000 for FCI Beckley, West Vir- 
ginia. 

Contract Confinement.—The conference 
agreement includes $584,948,000 for the con- 
tractual costs associated with housing in- 
mates. This amount includes $22,850,000 in 
contracts for the National Institute of Cor- 
rections and $9,400,000 for 4,500 additional 
low-security contract beds. The conferees 
adopt by reference House language regarding 
use of excess State, local, and private prison 
capacity to meet bedspace needs, if these fa- 
cilities meet FPS standards. The conferees 


also adopt by reference Senate report lan- 
guage in support of private sector contract 
confinement. 

Drug Treatment.—The conferees expect that 
an amount equal to the fiscal year 2004 level 
will be provided for the transitional drug 
treatment program. 

Joint Bureau of Prisons/Judiciary Pilot Pro- 
gram.—The conference agreement includes a 
general provision supporting a pilot program 
that will allow the Federal Public Defender 
in the Southern District of Florida to trans- 
fer computers for use by inmates reviewing 
electronic discovery. 

Financial Plan.—The conference agreement 
includes section 118, which requires submis- 
sion of a financial plan. In requiring the sub- 
mission of a financial plan, the conferees are 
mindful of the complexities of managing the 
budget for the FPS. However, the conferees 
believe that such a plan is justified in order 
to effectively carry out the oversight respon- 
sibilities of the Committees on Appropria- 
tions. To ensure that there is no unnecessary 
delay in operations of the FPS, the Commit- 
tees will review the proposed financial plan 
and respond to the Department of Justice 
within 15 working days of receipt of the plan. 
However, submission of the financial plan 
does not replace the requirement for re- 
programming notification under section 605 
of the Act. 

Sexual Misconduct.—The conferees com- 
mend the FPS on its work to address and 
prevent sexual misconduct. With funds pro- 
vided in earlier appropriations Acts, the Na- 
tional Institute of Corrections has made use- 
ful progress in providing training and tech- 
nical support to correctional systems 
throughout the country to eliminate staff 
sexual misconduct with inmates, training in 
investigating cases, and training ‘‘trainers’’ 
in order that employees at every level will 
be more aware of, and better prepared to deal 


with, these cases. The conferees direct the 
FPS to continue these efforts and to report 
to the Committee by March 31, 2005, on 
progress made in this area. 


The conference agreement incorporates by 
reference House report language regarding a 
reimbursable agreement. 'The conference 
agreement incorporates by reference Senate 
report language directing the FPS to move 
forward with the site investigation and plan- 
ning for Hazelton, West Virginia. The con- 
ferees also incorporate by reference Senate 
report language regarding female inmates 
and medical records. 


BUILDINGS AND FACILITIES 


The conference agreement includes funding 
of $189,000,000 for construction, moderniza- 
tion, maintenance and repair of prison and 
detention facilities housing Federal pris- 
oners as proposed by the House and the Sen- 
ate. The conference agreement includes sec- 
tion 106, which prohibits the transfer of 
funds from this account to any other Depart- 
ment of Justice account. The conferees con- 
tinue to expect that all current construction 
projects will proceed as planned. 


'The conferees remain concerned that while 
the prison population grows, the Department 
of Justice continues to submit budget re- 
quests with proposed rescissions of prison 
construction funds. The conferees reiterate 
previous direction to discontinue this prac- 
tice. 


LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES, 
FEDERAL PRISON INDUSTRIES, INCORPORATED 


The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage regarding a limit on administrative 
expenses of $3,411,000 for Federal Prison In- 
dustries, Incorporated (FPI). The conferees 
adopt by reference House report language re- 
garding the FPI program. 
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OFFICE ON VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN 
VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN PREVENTION AND 
PROSECUTION PROGRAMS 

The conference agreement includes 
$387,275,000 for violence against women pre- 
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vention and prosecution programs instead of 
$383,551,000 as proposed by the House and 
$410,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
following table outlines the funding provided 
in the conference agreement: 


Пп thousands of dollars] 
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FY 2004 FY 2005 Conference 

enacted request House Senate agreement 

Violence Against Women Office Programs STOP Grants .. $166,564 $176,747 $176,747 $175,705 $187,086 
(National Institute of Justice—R&D) (5,145) (5,200) 5,200) (5,000) 
(Safe Start Program) ..................... (9,895) 0,000) (10,000) (10,000) 
(Transitional Housiig ;ASSISEATICB). на на аа нын ЕКИКИРЕ eee КЕНЕКЕГЕНК ТЕРКЕКИРМЕТККЕТИРИ КАН а ИКЕ КЕ aaa) omni A (15,000) (15,000) (10,000) 
Grants to Encourage Arrest Policies ...... 63,824 62,479 62,479 64,503 
Rural Domestic Violence Assistance Grants .. 39,267 38,274 38,274 39,685 
Violence on College Campuses 9,830 9,175 9,175 9,935 
Civil Legal Assistance .......... 39,322 39,871 39,322 39,740 
Elder Abuse Grant Program . 4,916 4,458 4,458 4,968 
Safe Haven Project ........... 14,746 4,078 14,078 4,903 
Educ. & Train for Disable 7,373 6,922 6,922 7,451 
Transitional Housing ................ UE лаје ТЕЛ КЕНТТЕР 
Mariagement and Administration: ы нн аена ыны ишаа аана канайын анадай ыараан арай айы наа наарын ара йы кайдан: алаан 0,473 10,339 30,000 
CASA (Special Advocates) .... 11,772 1,484 11,484 1,897 
Training for Judicial Personnel 2,257 1,925 1,925 2,281 
Grants for Televised Testimony 983 986 983 994 
Training Programs .. 4,905 4,415 4,415 4,957 
Stalking Database .. 2,950 2,962 2,950 2,981 

Tota 383/95 T таи: 383,551 410,000 387,275 


The conference agreement directs the Of- 
fice on Violence Against Women to submit a 
Management and Administration financial 
plan to the Committees on Appropriations 
within 60 days of enactment of this Act. The 
financial plan shall include the amount of 
funding reimbursed to the Office of Justice 
Programs for administrative services. The 
Justice Management Division is required to 
verify the appropriateness of this amount. 


Native American/Native Alaskan Liaison Of- 
fice.—The conferees understand that Native 
American and Native Alaskan women experi- 
ence a high rate of violence compared to any 
other group in the United States. The con- 
ferees are concerned these individuals lack a 
comprehensive community response to ad- 
dress their needs in breaking the cycle of vi- 
olence. The conferees believe a liaison office 
would be an effective resource for these com- 
munities to identify and address their needs 
in order to develop a community response for 
the elimination of domestic violence. 


The conferees are aware that the State of 
Alaska has been ranked number 1 in the 
country for its rate of rape, the rate at which 
men kill women, and the rate at which fire- 
arms are stolen. Although violent crime 
rates have dropped across the nation last 
year, Federal statistics have shown that vio- 
lent crimes have been on the rise in Alaska. 
The conferees understand that the Office on 
Violence Against Women held a summit in 
Alaska in July, 2004, which enabled experts 
from across the country to assist Alaska 
with this pervasive social problem. The con- 
ferees commend the Office on Violence 
Against Women for their effort in bringing 
both the Alaska community and the profes- 
sional community together. 

The conference agreement includes 
$7,550,000 for the Native American/ Native 
Alaskan Liaison Office to begin their work 
in Alaska. The conferees have provided 
$2,400,000 for the Anchorage Domestic Vio- 
lence Prevention Project; $950,000 for the do- 
mestic violence prosecution unit in Alaska; 


[In thousands of dollars] 


$2,700,000 for the Sexual Assault/Domestic 
Violence Prosecution Unit for the State of 
Alaska; $750,000 for the Sexual Assault Re- 
sponse Team for the Municipality of Anchor- 
age and $750,000 for the Victims for Justice 
in Alaska. The conferees direct the Office on 
Violence Against Women to work with these 
organizations in order to develop a com- 
prehensive community approach for the 
State of Alaska. 


OFFICE OF JUSTICE PROGRAMS 
JUSTICE ASSISTANCE 


The conference agreement includes 
$227,900,000 for Justice Assistance. The con- 
ferees do not adopt the Administration’s pro- 
posal to consolidate all Office of Justice Pro- 
grams (OJP) activities under this heading. 
The table below displays the conference 
agreement compared to the request for pro- 
grams funded under this heading and com- 
pared to the amounts provided in the House 
and Senate bills. 


Program 


National Institute of Justice .... 
Bureau of Justice Statistics . 
Victim Notification .......... 

National White Collar Crime 
Regional Inf. Sharing Sys 
Management and Admin . 
Missing Children Program ... 


FY 2004 FY 2005 Conference 
enacted request House Senate agreement 
47,495 63,559 55,000 63,350 55,000 
31,787 38,717 34,000 32,125 34,000 
Јевр аи Мааа к енын»: 8,000 8,000 
8,905 4,500 9,000: ыдан 9,000 
29,684 43,960 40,000 40,000 40,000 
34,632 118,730 38,000 25,000 35,000 
35,621 35,368 41,000 42,400 46,900 
188,124 s 217,000 210,875 227,900 


National Institute of Justice (NIJ).—The con- 
ference agreement provides $55,000,000 for the 
National Institute of Justice. The conference 
agreement provides $20,000,000 for the Office 
of Science and Technology, $3,250,000 for 
counterterrorism research and development, 
$10,000,000 for social science research and 
evaluation, $21,000,000 for the National Law 
Enforcement and Corrections Technology 
Centers, and $750,000 for Mistral Security 
Non-Toxic Drug Detention and Identification 
Aerosol Technology. 

The conferees adopt the Senate report lan- 
guage concerning the National Law Enforce- 
ment and Corrections Technology Centers. 
Funding for these centers is distributed as 
follows: 


The National Law Enforcement and Corrections 
Technology Centers 


[In thousands of dollars] 


Northeast Regional Center $3,000 
Southeast Regional Center 3,000 
Rocky Mountain Regional 
Center... eiie en 3,000 
Western Regional Center ... 3,000 
National Center ................. 3,000 
Northwest Center .............. 3,000 
Technology Specialty Cen- 
ӨТӨН aiaeei аьаа ба reaa 3,000 
Total, Regional and 
Specialty Centers ........ 21,000 


Within the level of funding provided for the 
Office of Science and Technology, $3,000,000 
is for the CommTech program. 

Within the level of funding provided, 
$3,000,000 is for the Center for Rural Law En- 
forcement Technology and Training, and 
$2,800,000 is for the Office of Law Enforce- 
ment Technology Commercialization, Inc. 
The conferees recognize and support the im- 
portant work of the Border Research Tech- 
nology Center and support the budget re- 
quest for research on trafficking in persons. 
NIJ shall consider expanding the Forensic 
Resource Network in future years. 

Missing Children.—The conference agree- 
ment includes $46,900,000 for the Missing 
Children Program for the following purposes: 
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MISSING CHILDREN PROGRAM 


Пп thousands of dollars] 
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Program 


National Center for Missing and Exploited Children 
Jimmy Ryce Law Enforcement Training Center .. 
Internet Crimes Against Children Task Force . 
Missing and Exploited Children Office .. 
AMBER Alert Program 


X e ШІ Me House Senate Conference 
$14,842 $12,419 $17,000 $26,900 $23,900 
2,968 1,049 3,000 ‚00 Р 
12,368 14,500 14,500 12,500 13,500 
1,484 2,400 1,500 1,500 
3,959 5,000 5,000 5,000 
35,621 35,368 41,000 42,400 46,900 


National Center for Missing and Exploited 
Children (NCMEC).—The conferees strongly 
support the NCMEC’s nationwide services for 
the prevention of abduction, endangerment, 
and sexual exploitation of children. The con- 
ferees believe these services are an effective 
part of the congressionally intended safety 
net for our most vulnerable children. The 
conferees commend the leadership of NCMEC 
for their dedication to these issues. Of the 
funds appropriated for the NCMEC, $1,000,000 
is for NCMEC’s Lost Child Alert Technology 
Resource (LOCATER) program; $2,250,000 is 
for NCMEC’s NETSMARTZ program; 
$1,650,000 is for the expansion and enhance- 
ment of the Child Recognition and Identi- 
fication System (CRIS); and $2,000,000 is for 
NECMEC’s Team Adam initiative. 

Regional Information Sharing System.—The 
conference agreement provides $40,000,000 for 
the Regional Information Sharing System 
(RISS). The conferees direct the Department 
to ensure that inter-state information shar- 
ing systems funded by OJP and COPS com- 
ply with the National Criminal Intelligence 
Sharing Plan. The conferees strongly sup- 
port RISS’s leadership role in implementing 
the National Criminal Intelligence Sharing 
Plan. In particular, the conferees are pleased 
with RISS’s efforts in promoting collabora- 
tion between Federal, State, and local agen- 
cies through information sharing, especially 
in the exchange of antiterrorism informa- 
tion. Furthermore, the conferees commend 
the support provided by BJA for RISS. 

Bureau of Justice Statistics —Of the funds 
provided for the Bureau of Justice Statistics, 
$2,000,000 shall be utilized for the National 
Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS) conver- 
sion. This funding supports the continuation 


of converting the NCVS from primarily a 
paper and pencil operation to a fully auto- 
mated data collection operation. 

Victim Notification System.—The conferees 
understand that eighteen states have imple- 
mented statewide automatic victim notifica- 
tion programs, but a national automated vic- 
tim notification network remains incom- 
plete. Тһе conference agreement rec- 
ommends $8,000,000 for the Bureau of Justice 
Assistance to launch a new grant program 
for State automated victim notification pro- 
grams. The conferees agree that no funding 
can be utilized from the Victims Assistance 
Program for this initiative and that funds 
provided under this heading require a 50 per- 
cent match from State, local, or private 
sources. The conferees direct the Bureau of 
Justice Assistance to work with Congress in 
developing this program and to submit to 
the Committees on Appropriations a report 
outlining the program within 180 days of the 
enactment of this Act. 

Management and Administration.—The con- 
ference agreement provides $35,000,000 in di- 
rect appropriations for the management and 
administration of OJP. The conferees direct 
OJP to submit a financial plan to the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations within 60 days of 
enactment of this Act. The financial plan 
shall include the amount of reimbursable 
funding OJP receives from the Office of Com- 
munity Oriented Policing Services, the Of- 
fice on Violence Against Women and the Of- 
fice of Domestic Preparedness, as well as re- 
imbursements for the processing of grants 
for any other agency outside of the Depart- 
ment of Justice. In addition, the financial 
plan shall outline the level of funding indi- 


[In thousands of dollars] 


vidual OJP programs will be contributing for 
management and administration. 


The conferees are cognizant that inde- 
pendent auditors performing the fiscal year 
2004 financial audit at OJP found multiple 
material weaknesses in internal controls 
surrounding OJP’s grant accounting prac- 
tices and grants management systems. The 
conferees are extremely disappointed that 
the weaknesses have caused the auditors to 
disclaim their opinion on OJP’s financial 
statements and as a result have caused the 
loss of the overall Department of Justice 
clean audit opinion. The conferees under- 
stand the auditors reported weaknesses in 
OJP’s grant accounting process, significant 
errors in reporting, weak systems controls, 
weaknesses in OJP monitoring, and an in- 
ability to adequately document certain ac- 
counting entries. The conferees direct OJP 
to rectify its accounting and monitoring 
weaknesses, strengthen its internal controls 
and systems, and ensure it can reliably re- 
port its financial activity in fiscal year 2005. 
Additionally, the conferees expect OJP to 
submit monthly reports to the Committees 
on Appropriations on the status of the cor- 
rective action plan. 


STATE AND LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT 
ASSISTANCE 


The conference agreement provides a total 
appropriation of $1,295,510,000. The table 
below displays the funding provided in the 
conference agreement compared to the level 
of funds requested under the Justice Assist- 
ance heading for similar activities, and com- 
pared to the levels provided in the House and 
Senate bills. 


2004 2005 Conference 

enacted request House Senate agreement 

Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grants 508,937 634,000 634,000 
(Boys and Girls Clubs) (60,000) (80,000) (85,000) 
(USA Freedom; Сог) асте «rccctectisie ctia necoasbaizaatleczaitusasitinisobtantei esta sdesstusdivatbdabatsatesedsiasRevbacdscteisaahaci¥edesdstedtcaiateed iasssie¥adanpbaataiSasts аа айыбын аннынан. аи аи o È вазала (5,000) (2,500) 
(National Institute of Justice) .. (19,956) (15,000) (10,000) 
(Tribal Courts) ...................... 5: 


Byrne Memorial State Formula . 
Local Law Enforcement Block Grants 
(Boys and Girls Clubs) 
(USA Freedom Corps) .. 
(National Institute of Justice) .. 
State Criminal Alien Assistance ... 
Southwest Border Prosecutor Program .. 
Cooperative Agreement Program 
Indian Assistance ..................... 
(Tribal Prison Construction Program) 
(Indian Tribal Courts Program) ..... 
(Alcohol and Substance Abuse) 
Byrne Discretionary Grants .. 
USA Freedom Corps ......... 
Victims of Trafficking Grants 
State Prison Drug Treatment 
Drug Courts ... 
Prescription 
Prison Rape Prevention an 
Other Crime Control Programs: 

Intelligence State and Local Training 
ate Crimes Training ........... 
Missing Alzheimer's Patients 
Law Enfor. Family Support Pr 4 
Motor Vehicle Theft Prevention Progra 
Senior Citizens Vs. Marketing Scams 
Miscellaneous 
Rescission ..... 


оба! State-and “Local: sAssistance: ал а hinian ett ЕРИК атады бындындыбен ыы аны ЛЫ dads НАНЫ ылы мыз ЫСЫК ЫМУ 


(5,921) 


494,739 500,000 
222,632 150,000 
(79,158) (85,000) 
(0:966);) зам Анада а agao E dati. 
(9,895) У (10,000) 2 
296,843 325,000 220,000 305,000 
VER meu 30,000 30,000 
1,979 
14,842 
(1,979) 
(7,916) 
(4,947) 
157,443 


0,000 0,000 

36,784 52,175 37,000 
0,000 
1,000 
883 


1,255,037 1,117,919 1,295,510 
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Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance 
Grants program.—The conference agreement 
includes $634,000,000 for the Edward Byrne 
Memorial Justice Assistance Grants pro- 
gram, as authorized by H.R. 3036, the Depart- 
ment of Justice Appropriations Authoriza- 
tion Act, Fiscal Years 2004 through 2006, as 
passed by the House on March 30, 2004. The 
conference agreement is $125,063,000 above 
the budget request. 

This program is intended to consolidate 
the Local Law Enforcement Block Grant 
program and the Byrne Formula program. 
Funding under this program is authorized 
for: (a) law enforcement programs; (b) pros- 
ecution and court programs; (c) prevention 
and education programs; (d) corrections and 
community corrections programs; (e) drug 
treatment programs; and (f) planning, eval- 
uation, and technology improvement pro- 
grams. Funding is not available for: (a) vehi- 
cles, vessels, or aircraft; (b) luxury items; (c) 
real estate; or (d) construction projects. 

The formula used for distributing funds 
under this program allocates 50 percent of 
funding based on population, and 50 percent 
based on violent crime rates. The formula al- 
locates 60 percent of funding to States and 40 
percent to units of local government. Of the 
amount provided, $85,000,000 is for Boys and 
Girls Clubs; $10,000,000 is for NIJ to assist 
local units of government to identify, select, 
develop, modernize, and purchase new tech- 
nologies for use by law enforcement; and 
$2,500,000 is for the USA Freedom Corps ini- 
tiative for the expansion of Neighborhood 
Watch programs and the Volunteers in Polic- 
ing program. 

Indian Country Grants.—The recommenda- 
tion provides $18,000,000 for Indian Country 
grants. The conferees acknowledge the suc- 
cess that the Comprehensive Indian Re- 
sources for Community Law Enforcement 
(CIRCLE) initiative is having and urge the 
Department to continue to work on ways to 
expand CIRCLE. 

Edward Byrne Discretionary Grants.—The 
conference agreement includes $170,027,000 
for discretionary grants under this account. 

Within the amounts provided, OJP is ex- 
pected to review the following proposals, 
provide grants if warranted, and report to 
the Committees on Appropriations regarding 
its intentions: 

$4,500,000 for the National Citizens Crime 
Prevention Campaign; 

$1,750,000 for continued support for the ex- 
pansion of SEARCH Group, Inc. and the Na- 
tional Technical Assistance and Training 
Program to assist States, such as West Vir- 
ginia and Alabama, to accelerate the auto- 
mation of the fingerprint identification proc- 
ess; 

$350,000 for the Turtle Mountain Commu- 
nity College, ND, Project Peacemaker; 

$1,000,000 for the Indigenous Peoples Law & 
Policy Project at the University of Arizona; 

$1,700,000 for the Drug Abuse Resistance 
Education (DARE) program; 

$8,000,000 for Operation UNITE for à drug 
enforcement, treatment and education pro- 
gram; 

$700,000 for the New Orleans, LA, Police De- 
partment for crime fighting initiatives; 

$200,000 for the Orleans Parish, LA, District 
Attorney's Office for crime fighting initia- 
tives; 

$500,000 for the Paul and Lisa Foundation; 

$2,000,000 for the Northern Virginia Re- 
gional Gang Task Force; 

$587,000 for the Northwest Virginia Re- 
gional Drug Task Force; 

$3,000,000 for the State of Virginia for anti- 
gang coordination; 
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$2,500,000 for Mothers Against Drunk Driv- 
ing including the continuation of Spanish 
language public service announcements; 

$1,500,000 for the National Institute of Jus- 
tice and Bureau of Justice Statistics to con- 
duct a study of conditions of confinement in 
Indian country correctional facilities and 
the factors that exacerbate those conditions; 

$150,000 for the Obscenity Crimes Project 
to provide citizens with an online tool to re- 
port Internet obscenity crimes; 

$350,000 for Gospel Rescue Ministries; 

$300,000 for The Women's Center in Vienna, 
VA; 

$1,500,000 for the Pacific Institute for Re- 
search and Evaluation, International Insti- 
tute for Alcohol Awareness for a training 
and technical assistance program for State 
and local law enforcement regarding liquor 
law enforcement; 

$660,000 for the Virginia Community Polic- 
ing Institute; 

$500,000 for William and Mary College's 
Courtroom 21 project; 

$1,540,000 for pre-release and post-incarcer- 
ation services programs for the Common- 
wealth of Virginia; 

$1,500,000 for court programs in the Com- 
monwealth of Virginia to combat drug use 
and drug related crimes; 

$732,000 for the Virginia Attorney General's 
office for a Computer Crime Unit, a gang 
task force, and the Triad program; 

$500,000 for à school safety program in 
Northern Virginia; 

$250,000 for the Wyandotte Focus for a pro- 
gram to reduce recidivism; 

$200,000 for a community resource officer 
program and a school resource officer pro- 
gram in Manassas Park, VA; 

$100,000 for Clarke County, VA, for à school 
resource officer program; 

$250,000 for Securing Emergency Resources 
Through Volunteer Efforts for a re-entry 
program; 

$750,000 for The Doe Fund's Ready, Willing 
& Able program; 

$300,000 for an onsite drug testing dem- 
onstration project in the Fourth Judicial 
District of New York State; 

$1,500,000 for the Phoenix House in Upstate 
New York Drug Treatment Alternative for 
offenders; 

$225,000 for Excelsior College for law en- 
forcement training programs; 

$225,000 for the Capital Region Cybercrime 
Partnership in NY; 

$400,000 for the Pat Thomas Law Enforce- 
ment Academy Training Program; 

$100,000 for Southside Virginia law enforce- 
ment activities; 

$150,000 for the Tarrant County, TX, Dis- 
trict Attorney for a gang database program; 

$1,500,000 for the Center for Court Innova- 
tion; 

$500,000 for the Frank Bland Regional 
Training Center; 

$1,000,000 for Protecting Children Against 
Sex Offenders in Fairfax County, VA; 

$100,000 for Mountain Village, CO, for law 
enforcement technologies; 

$400,000 for the Rhode Island Family Treat- 
ment Court program; 

$1,500,000 for the Washington Metropolitan 
Area Drug Enforcement Task Force (MATF); 

$2,000,000 for the Washington Public Build- 
ing Mapping System; 

$200,000 for Forest County, PA, for court 
related costs; 

$1,000,000 for the Wichita, KS, Police De- 
partment for law enforcement costs; 

$250,000 for the Chattanooga, TN, Drug 
Court program; 

$250,000 for the Law Enforcement Innova- 
tion Center; 
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$500,000 for the Rape, Abuse and Incest Na- 
tional Network's sexual abuse hotline; 

$3,000,000 for the National Clearinghouse 
for Science, Technology, and the Law at 
Stetson University College of Law; 

$2,000,000 for the National Forensics 
Science Technology Center in Largo, FL; 

$750,000 for Pinellas County, FL, for a jail 
diversion program for the mentally ill; 

$200,000 for the Pinellas County, FL, Sex- 
ual Predator Unit; 

$250,000 for Kristen's Act; 

$200,000 for It Happened to Alexa; 

$500,000 for Phoenix House in Dallas, TX, 
for at-risk youth programs; 

$250,000 for the Southern Methodist Univer- 
sity's Family Research Center to conduct re- 
search on domestic violence; 

$3,000,000 for the University of Houston to 
work with the National Institute of Justice 
to test new law enforcement technologies; 

$250,000 for the Ascension Parish Law En- 
forcement Training Center; 

$250,000 for the National Correctional In- 
dustries Association's Prison Industry En- 
hancement Certification Training and Tech- 
nical Assistance Project; 

$2,000,000 for the National Institute of Jus- 
tice's Cyber Science Laboratory in Rome, 
NY; 

$300,000 for the National Association of 
Town Watch's National Night Out crime pre- 
vention program; 

$200,000 for Athens-Clarke County, GA, for 
law enforcement initiatives; 

$200,000 for Effingham County, GA, for law 
enforcement initiatives; 

$200,000 for Augusta-Richmond County, GA, 
for law enforcement initiatives; 

$500,000 for the National Institute on State 
Policy on Trafficking of Women and Girls; 

$250,000 for the Rural Law Enforcement In- 
formation Technology Center at Tarleton 
State University; 

$250,000 for the University of Notre Dame 
in collaboration with the State University of 
New York (SUNY) Stony Brook for law en- 
forcement technologies research; 

$250,000 for the WINGS Domestic Violence 
program; 

$500,000 for Enough is Enough; 

$50,000 for the Stargazer Foundation; 

$100,000 for the Union County, NJ, Police 
Department in partnership with Union Coun- 
ty College for law enforcement training pro- 
grams; 

$250,000 for a school resource officer train- 
ing program in Palm Beach County, FL; 

$250,000 for the Gun Crimes Reduction Task 
Force in Ventura County, CA; 

$100,000 for Bartow County, GA, for equip- 
ment to prevent the spread of airborne 
pathogens in the county jail; 

$250,000 for the State of Missouri, to en- 
hance its Amber Alert program; 

$500,000 for Beyond Missing; 

$100,000 for the State University of New 
York for law enforcement training; 

$200,000 for St. Clairsville, OH, for court- 
room equipment; 

$400,000 for the San Joaquin Valley Rural 
Crime Prevention Program; 

$100,000 for Whiteclay, NE, for law enforce- 
ment programs; 

$250,000 for the Regional Counter-Drug 
Training Academy for law enforcement 
training; 

$250,000 for the City of Lancaster, PA, for a 
community policing initiative; 

$250,000 for Chattahoochee Valley Commu- 
nity College for a law enforcement training 
program; 

$150,000 for the Check 'Em Out program; 

$300,000 for The Northwest Fund—Crime 
Reduction initiative; 
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$500,000 for the Whitman-Walker law en- 
forcement programs; 

$100,000 for the Lake Washington Technical 
College; 

$500,000 for the University of Toledo Center 
for Parents criminal justice program; 

$200,000 for the Westchester County, NY, 
Special Operations Task Force; 

$250,000 for Arlington County, VA, for gang 
suppression; 

$450,000 for the On-Site Academy’s Law En- 
forcement Counseling Program; 

$200,000 for the Safer Foundation ex-of- 
fender program; 

$500,000 for Training for Judicial Per- 
sonnel; 

$600,000 for the Vera Institute of Justice; 

$500,000 for the Fairleigh Dickinson Univer- 
sity CyberCrime program; 

$300,000 for the Computer Crimes Initia- 
tive—Suffolk County, NY; 

$50,000 for the Latino Action Center for 
drug and crime prevention programs; 

$100,000 for New York City’s Community 
Crime Stopper Program; 

$100,000 for the Opening Word, Wyandanch, 
NY; 

$200,000 for the Eastern Michigan Center 
for Community Building; 

$200,000 for Project COPE NY Police Foun- 
dation; 

$400,000 for the STRIVE Ex-Offender Pro- 
gram; 

$400,000 for the Fortune Society’s Commu- 
nity Reentry Program; 

$50,000 for the Bexar County, TX, Jail Di- 
version Program; 

$200,000 for the Newport, RI, Police Depart- 
ment law enforcement initiative; 

$1,000,000 for the National Corrections and 
Law Enforcement Training and Technology 
Center; 

$500,000 for the Law Enforcement Informa- 
tion Technology and Analysis Program, WV; 

$125,000 for Wyandotte CHWC; 

$125,000 for Mid-America Nazarene; 

$240,000 for the Minneapolis, MN, Police 
Department law enforcement initiative; 


$500,000 for Hennepin County, MN, 
CrimNet; 
$100,000 for the Wisconsin Coalition 


Against Domestic Violence; 

$100,000 for the Wayne County, MI, Jail Di- 
version and Assistance Initiative; 

$100,000 for the Police Command Center in 
Cleveland, OH; 

$100,000 for California Front Line Law En- 
forcement; 

$400,000 for the Minnesota Fond du Lac 
Law Enforcement Program; 

$200,000 for the Central Wisconsin Drug En- 
forcement program; 

$500,000 for the Wisconsin Alliance for Chil- 
dren and Families; 

$1,000,000 for the International Center for 
Ending Violence; 

$750,000 for San Francisco Ex-Offender Re- 
entry Services; 

$150,000 for California Western School of 
Law; 

$625,000 for the Contra Costa County, CA, 
ARIES Integrated Justice System; 

$400,000 for the Urban Justice Center; 

$500,000 for West Shore Regional Law En- 
forcement; 

$500,000 for the Multi-Jurisdictional Crimi- 
nal Justice Data Integration Project; 

$200,000 for the Maine Rural Substance 
Abuse Project; 

$291,000 for the Town of Taos, NM, Police 
Department Law Enforcement; 

$100,000 for the Providence, RI, Police De- 
partment for Command Training; 

$250,000 for the Center Point Re-entry Pro- 
gram; 
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$100,000 for the WAVE domestic violence 
program in California; 

$185,000 for a law enforcement program in 
Independence County, AR; 

$100,000 for the Catholic University Anti- 
Domestic Violence Program in Puerto Rico; 

$500,000 for the Steganography Analysis 
and Research Center; 

—$400,000 for the Alabama Bureau of Inves- 
tigation's Missing Children's Program; 

—$1,000,000 for the Alaska Native Justice 
Center restorative justice programs; 

—$2,000,000 for the Alaskan Rural Prosecu- 
tion Unit; 

—$1,100,000 for Alcohol Interdiction in 
Alaska for bootlegging crimes; 

— $250,000 for the Biloxi, MS, Police Depart- 
ment Technical Bomb Squad; 

—$125,000 for Carbon County, UT, for drug 
enforcement; 

—$200,000 for the Center on Domestic Vio- 
lence at CU-Denver, CO; 

—$100,000 for the City of Columbia, MS, for 
law enforcement equipment; 

—$230,000 for the City of Philadelphia’s Op- 
eration Safe Streets; 

—$100,000 for the City of Xenia, OH, Police 
Division Internet Child Protection Unit; 

—$3,000,000 for the Consolidated Advanced 
Technology Laboratory at UNH; 

—$700,000 for the Dispute Resolution pro- 
gram at Faulkner University, AL; 

—$300,000 for the Fort Bend and Harris 
County, TX, Anti-Drug Initiative; 

—$250,000 for the further testing and eval- 
uation of TACSCAN system; 

—$890,000 for the Holyoke Community Col- 
lege, information security system; 

—$5,000,000 for the Institute for Security 
Technology Studies, NH; 

—$1,000,000 for the Center for Task Force 
Training; 

—$2,000,000 for the Jackson, MS, Public 
Safety Automated Technologies—Equip- 
ment; 

—$250,000 for the Kansas City Swope Park- 
way, MO; 

—$375,000 for the Leadership Institute in 
Judicial Education, University of Memphis; 

—$900,000 for the Clearwater Economic De- 
velopment Association, ID, for the Idaho- 
Montana Lewis and Clark Bicentennial Bi- 
State Safety Project; 

—$400,000 for Mental Health Courts; 

—$100,000 for the Millerstown Borough Po- 
lice Department, Perry County, PA; 

—$1,000,000 for the Mississippi State Uni- 
versity—Computer Crime Prosecution Initia- 
tive; 

—$100,000 for the National Association of 
Promoting Success; 

—$2,084,650 for the National Fatherhood 
Initiative; 

—$650,000 for the New Hampshire Cyber 
Crime Initiative; 

—$750,000 for the National Child Protection 
Training; 

—$51,000 for the NH Department of Safety 
evidence storage expansion; 

—$250,000 for the NH Police Standards and 
Training distance learning expansion; 

—$1,000,000 for Operation Streetsweeper; 

— $550,000 for Brown University 
Nanotechnology DNA Sequencing in RI; 

—$225,000 for crime scene examination en- 
hancement for the State of Alaska; 

—$500,000 for the El Paso Regional Lab in 
TX; 

—$400,000 for the Greater Columbus Area 
Crime Fighting AFIS Project in OH; 

—$100,000 for the Fulton County District 
Attorney's Cold Case Unit in GA; 

—$1,000,000 for the Mississippi Crime Lab 
to Address Forensic Backlog; 
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— $200,000 for the Northwest Ohio Regional 
Information System AFIS; 

— $250,000 for the Ohio BCI Laboratory Sys- 
tem Improvement Project; 

— $305,000 for the Ohio BCI Palmprint AFIS 
Program; 

—$200,000 for the Pikes Peak Metro Crime 
Lab DNA Laboratory in CO; 

—$500,000 for Southeast Missouri 
University; 

—$200,000 for the Greenville Tech Forensic/ 
DNS Laboratory in SC; 

—$200,000 for the Texas Tech Forensic 
Science Institute; 

— $150,000 for the University of Alabama at 
Birmingham Forensic Science Education and 
Training program; 

—$400,000 for the Utah Valley State College 
Forensic Science Program; 

—$200,000 for Weber State University's 
Criminal Justice Program in UT; 

—$200,000 for the Sam Houston State Uni- 
versity, Texas, Center for Forensic Sciences. 

—$250,000 for the Partners for Downtown 
Progress, AK; 

—$2,000,000 for the Public Private Ven- 
tures, of which $750,000 is for the National 
Center on Neighborhood Enterprise, of which 
up to 5 percent may be used by Public Pri- 
vate for the purpose of enhanced account- 
ability and rigorous evaluation of the Vio- 
lence Free Zone project; 

—$1,000,000 for the Ridgelend, MS, Police 
Department radios and equipment; 

—$200,000 for the South Central Alaska 
Search and Rescue Training Project for the 
Alaska Police Department; 

—$210,000 for the Alaska Statewide DARE 
coordinator and implementation of new 
DARE curriculum; 

—$100,000 for equipment for the Tchula, 
MS, Police Department; 

— $640,400 for technology improvements at 
the NH Department of Motor Vehicles; 

— $3,000,000 for the continuation of the J- 
ONE information sharing system in NH; 

—$750,000 for the Texas Medical Center in 
Houston, TX, Operations Center; 

—$1,000,000 for the University of Kentucky 
Rural Drug Prosecution Assistance Project; 

—$500,000 for the University of Louisville 
Effects of Collaboration Team Intervention 
on Child Well Being; 

—$2,000,000 for University of Mississippi 
National Center for Justice and the Rule of 
Law; 

— $200,000 for the Texas Center for Forensic 
Science; 

— $200,000 for the University of Mississippi 
TechLaw to offer police online training; 

—$400,000 for the Institutional Security 
Program and the University of Southern 
Mississippi; 

—$275,000 for the University of Southern 
Mississippi's Rural Law Enforcement Train- 
ing Initiative; 

—$200,000 for the Violent Crimes Fugitive 
Task Force, MT; 

— $300,000 for the State of Colorado Digital 
Trunked Radio System; 

—$400,000 for the Western Kentucky Uni- 
versity Public Safety program; 

—$100,000 for the New Hampshire DARE 
program; 

—$250,000 for the City of Richton, MS, for 
the police department; 

— $65,000 for the University of Delaware 
Center for Drug and Alcohol Studies to con- 
duct a statewide survey of delinquent and 
high risk behaviors; 

— $3,100,000 for the Monterey County, CA, 
Street Violence and Anti-gang Project; 

— $250,000 for the Washington State Depart- 
ment of Corrections Electronic Fingerprint 
Criminal Background Check; 


State 
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—$150,000 for the Family Re-Entry, Inc., 
prisoner reentry pilot program in Bridge- 
port, CT; 

—$400,000 for the University of Connecticut 
Breaking the Cycle of Behavioral Health 
Problems and Crime study; 

—$150,000 for the Native Americans Into 
Law Program; 

—$500,000 for the National Center for Vic- 
tims of Crime and INFOLINK; 

—$950,000 for the Chicago Project for Vio- 
lence Prevention to expand Ceasefire; 

—$500,000 for the San Diego, CA, Crisis 
Intervention Response Teams; 

—$1,200,000 for the Methamphetamine Jail 
Treatment, IA; 

—$765,000 for the Highway Interdiction 
Team, IA; 

—$4,750,000 for the National Advocacy Cen- 
ter/National District Attorneys Association; 

—$14,000,000 for the South Carolina Judi- 
cial Department case docket system; 

—$1,000,000 for the Richland County Sher- 
iffs Office Carolina Regional Fugitive Task 
Force; 

—$1,750,000 for Indian Legal Services 

— $425,000 for the Oglala Sioux Tribe Judi- 
cial System operations; 

— $500,000 for the Rosebud Sioux Tribe, SD, 
Judicial System operations; 

— $1,000,000 for the Worcester Polytechnic 
Institute, MA, for the development of law en- 
forcement technologies; 

—$100,000 for the Hampshire County, MA, 
Triad; 

—$100,000 for the Phoenix House Treatment 
Center, MA; 

—$950,000 for the Milwaukee County, WI, 
Judicial Oversight Demonstration Initiative; 

—$400,000 for the Milwaukee, WI, Commu- 
nity Partners; 

—$300,000 for the New Orleans District At- 
torney’s Office for system upgrades; 

—$1,000,000 for the Child Safe Personalized 
Weapon, New Jersey’s Institute of Tech- 
nology; 

—$1,500,000 for the Baltimore City Oper- 
ation Safe Streets; 

—$150,000 for the Leadership and Public 
Service Mentoring and Education Program 
at the University of Florida; 
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—$250,000 for the University of Nebraska at 
Kearney Polygraph Credibility Project; 

—$550,000 for the Henderson Emergency Op- 
erations Center, NV; 

—$50,000 for the UNLV Boyd School of Law 
Immigration Clinic; 

—$50,000 for the UNR Grant Sawyer Center 
for Justice Studies; 

—$30,000 for the Mineral County, Nevada, 
Sheriff's Office; 

—$735,000 for the Family Development 
Foundation, Las Vegas, Nevada; 

—$750,000 for the National Judicial College; 

—$400,000 for the Bodega Association of 
NYC; 

—$130,000 for the National Megan's Law 
Helpline; and 

—$500,000 for the Tools for Tolerance Pro- 
gram; 

Harold Rogers Prescription Drug Monitoring 
Program.—The conference agreement іп- 
cludes $10,000,000 to assist States in building 
or enhancing prescription drug monitoring 
systems, facilitating the exchange of infor- 
mation between States, and providing tech- 
nical assistance and training on establishing 
and operating effective prescription drug 
monitoring programs. During 2002, 6.2 mil- 
lion Americans abused prescription drugs. 
The conferees expect OJP to collaborate 
with DEA and other entities of the Executive 
Branch, such as the Food and Drug Adminis- 
tration and the Office of National Drug Con- 
trol Policy, to ensure a coordinated govern- 
ment-wide approach to address prescription 
drug diversion. The Department of Justice is 
directed to submit quarterly reports describ- 
ing its efforts to address prescription drug 
diversion. 

Prison Rape Prevention and Prosecution.— 
The conference agreement provides 
$37,000,000 for implementation of the Prison 
Rape Elimination Act of 2003 (Public Law 
108-79). The conference agreement provides 
$15,000,000 for the collection of statistics, 
data and research as authorized by section 4 
of the Act; $1,000,000 for the National Insti- 
tute of Corrections for a national clearing- 
house, training and education as authorized 
by section 5 of the Act; $20,000,000 for grants 
to States to protect inmates and safeguard 


[In thousands of dollars] 
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communities as authorized by section 6 of 
the Act; and $1,000,000 to be transferred to 
the National Prison Rape Elimination Com- 
mission. 


Improving State and Local Law Enforcement 
Intelligence Capabilities.—The conference 
agreement includes $10,500,000 for the imple- 
mentation of the National Criminal Intel- 
ligence Sharing Plan and the efforts of the 
Global Justice Information Sharing Initia- 
tive. The conferees direct this funding to be 
used to support training for State and local 
law enforcement on the intelligence process 
including planning, collection, analysis, dis- 
semination and reevaluation. This program 
Should continue to provide support for train- 
ing in the use of intelligence as a tool in 
identifying pre-incident indicators. The con- 
ferees believe the training should ensure 
that law enforcement officials are protecting 
individuals' privacy, civil rights, civil lib- 
erties, and constitutional rights within the 
intelligence process. The conferees also ex- 
pect some funding to be available to promote 
the use of information technology standards 
among law enforcement to ensure that the 
data can be exchanged across disparate infor- 
mation systems. 


WEED AND SEED PROGRAM FUND 


The conference agreement includes 
$62,000,000 for the Weed and Seed program as 
proposed by the Senate. Of the funds pro- 
vided, $2,000,000 shall be for comprehensive 
community development training and tech- 
nical assistance. 


COMMUNITY ORIENTED POLICING SERVICES 


The conference agreement includes 
$606,446,000 for Community Oriented Policing 
Services (COPS) programs instead of 
$686,702,000 as proposed by the House and 
$755,969,000 as proposed by the Senate. 


The table below displays the funding pro- 
vided in the conference agreement compared 
to the level of funds requested under the 
COPS and Justice Assistance headings for 
similar activities and compared to the levels 
provided in the House and Senate bills. 


Program pee Boon House Senate Conference 

Бпћапсетен ага EE EON EP VE 113,000 
iring/School Resource Officers 118,737 » 
raining and Technical Assistance (5,000) 

ribal Law Enforcement .. 24,737 és 
Meth Hot Spots ...... 53,482 60,000 
COPS Technologies . 156/740 а.а 130,000 
nteroperable Communications 84,106 1,550 и 
Safe Schools Initiative 4,552 

Police Integrity Grants 9,894 
Management and Administration . 29,684 

Prior; Year BalanCeSa(RESCISSIOMN) den е ыны era ындыны Айна тана айна ымыны адан е анаша eret анарды ын ада алын анаа нота 
Bullet-Proof Vests 24,737 

Police Corps ....... 14,842 
Criminal Records U 29,684 

DNA Initiative ................. 98,948 

Paul Coverdell Forensic Science 9,894 
Crime Identification Technology Act . 23,971 
(Safe Schools Technologies) .... (4,948) is es 
SW Border Prosecutor Program 29,684 47,431 40,000 
Project Safe Neighborhoods . 29,684 45,080 30,000 
Offender Re-Entry . 4,948 15,000 15,000 

Grand tota 148,324 суша 686,702 155,969 606,446 


COPS Hiring Program.—The conference 
agreement includes $10,000,000 for the hiring 
of law enforcement officers, of which 
$5,000,000 shall be for school resource officers. 

Police Corps.—The conference agreement 
includes $15,000,000 for the Police Corps pro- 
gram. The conferees expect that the Police 
Corps training curriculum will incorporate 


all relevant training portions of the National 
Criminal Intelligence Sharing Plan. 

Indian Country.—The conferees recommend 
that 5 percent of COPS funds be provided di- 
rectly to tribal judicial systems to assist 
Tribal Courts with the caseload associated 
with increased arrests as a result of more 
stringent tribal law enforcement. 

Methamphetamine Enforcement and Clean- 
Up.—The conference agreement includes 


$52,556,000 for State and local law enforce- 
ment programs to combat methamphet- 
amine production and distribution, to target 
drug ‘‘hot spots," and to remove and dispose 
of hazardous materials at clandestine meth- 
amphetamine labs. 
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Within the amount provided, the con- 
ference agreement includes $20,000,000 to re- 
imburse the Drug Enforcement Administra- 
tion (DEA) for assistance to State and local 
law enforcement for proper removal and dis- 
posal of hazardous materials at clandestine 
methamphetamine labs. 

In addition, within the amount provided, 
the conferees expect the COPS Program Of- 
fice, in consultation with DEA, to examine 
each of the following proposals, to provide 
grants if warranted, and to submit a report 
to the Committees on Appropriations on its 
intentions for each proposal: 

$2,000,000 for a Washington State law en- 
forcement methamphetamine initiative; 

$2,000,000 for the Methamphetamine Task 
Force in East Tennessee, to fight the spread 
of meth labs in this region; 

$250,000 for the Indiana State Police meth 
enforcement team; 

$300,000 for the Clackamas County, OR, 
Methamphetamine Initiative: Community 
Prosecution; 

$1,000,000 for the Minot State University 
Rural Methamphetamine Education Dem- 
onstration Project in North Dakota; 

$300,000 for the COPS Methamphetamine 
Drug Hot Spots Program in AR; 

$600,000 for the Marion County, OR, Meth- 
amphetamine Forensic Lab Enhancement; 

$6,000,000 for the Comprehensive Meth- 
amphetamine Response in HI; 

$1,500,000 for the Methamphetamine Clan- 
destine Lab Task Force in IA; 

$600,000 for the Virginia State Police, of 
which $175,000 shall be for the Northwest Vir- 
ginia Regional Drug Task Force, and $175,000 
shall be for the Harrisonburg Drug Task 
Force to assist their efforts in combating 
methamphetamine; 

$2,000,000 for the Partnership for a Drug 
Free America to provide technical assistance 
to State and local law enforcement to ad- 
dress meth; 

$160,000 for Winston and Fayette Counties, 
AL, for a meth initiative; 

$1,500,000 for the California Department of 
Justice, Bureau of Narcotics Enforcement, 
for the California Methamphetamine Strat- 
egy (CALMS); 

$250,000 for the Mineral Area Drug Task 
Force; 

$100,000 for the South Central Missouri 
Drug Task Force; 

$200,000 for the Southeast Missouri Drug 
Task Force; 

$100,000 for the Bradford County, PA, Sher- 
iffs Department for a meth initiative; 

$250,000 for the Commerce City, CO, Police 
Department for meth initiatives; 

$250,000 for the Franklin County, MO, Sher- 
iffs Department for Operation CHEM; 

$250,000 for the Regional Training Center in 
Sioux City, IA; 

$250,000 for the Iowa Office of Drug Control 
Policy for meth initiatives; 

$250,000 for the Daviess County, KY, Sher- 
iffs Department to combat production and 
distribution of methamphetamine; 

$250,000 for the Oklahoma Bureau of Nar- 
cotics and Dangerous Drug Control Clandes- 
tine Laboratory Enforcement Program; 

$250,000 for the Nebraska State Patrol to 
combat the production and distribution of 
methamphetamine; 

$250,000 for Polk County, FL, Sheriff's De- 
partment to combat the production and dis- 
tribution of methamphetamine; 

$250,000 for the Oregon Partnership meth 
prevention program; 

$350,000 for the Pennyrile Narcotics Task 
Force in KY; 

$300,000 for the Lincoln County, OR, Meth- 
amphetamine Intervention and Enforcement; 
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$200,000 for the St. Matthews, SC, Police 
Dept Methamphetamine Initiative; 

$100,000 for the Merced County, CA, ‘‘Meth 
is Death" Project; 

$50,000 for the Lauderdale County, 
Sheriff's Office Meth Initiative; 

$50,000 for the Colbert County, AL, Sher- 
iff's Office Meth Initiative; 

$100,000 for the Guam Methamphetamine 
Initiative; 

$100,000 for the Miami Tribe’s Meth Hot 
Spots program; 

$250,000 for the Pulaski County, IL, Sheriff 
Department Meth Initiative; 

$310,000 for the Fresno County, CA, District 
Attorney Methamphetamine Initiative; 

$500,000 for the TN 18th Judicial District/ 
Surrounding Counties Methamphetamine 
Task Force; 

$100,000 for the Woodland, CA, Meth- 
amphetamine Enforcement; 

—$100,000 for the Combined Ozarks Multi- 
Jurisdictional Enforcement Team [COMET] 
in MO; 

—$750,000 for the Five County Northern UT 
Methamphetamine Project; 

—$125,000 for Jackson County Methamphet- 
amine Clean-Up in MS; 

—$250,000 for the Jackson County Mis- 
sissippi Sheriffs Department—Narcotics 
Task Force/Technology; 

—$100,000 for Jefferson County, Colorado, 
Methamphetamine Interdiction & Response; 

—$300,000 for the Kansas Methamphet- 
amine Prevention Project; 

—$400,000 for the Maricopa County Arizona 
Meth Funding; 

—$250,000 for the Methamphetamine Addic- 
tion in MT; 

—$1,000,000 for the Mississippi Bureau of 
Narcotics—Methamphetamine Enforcement; 

—$1,000,000 for the MoSmart Board, MO; 

—$125,000 for the North Carolina Attorney 
General Office Meth Program; 

—$250,000 for the North Carolina U.S. Dis- 
trict Attorneys Meth; 

—$200,000 for the State of Minnesota’s 
Methamphetamine Hot Spots Initiative; 

—$250,000 for the Statewide Drug Enforce- 
ment and Lab Equipment in NE; 

—$26,000 for the Wright County Drug Mo- 
bile Command; 

—$500,000 for the Methamphetamine Mon- 
tana Initiative; 

—$300,000 for the Anhydrous Ammonia 
Nurse Tank Locks in IA; 

—$1,000,000 for the Wisconsin I Meth- 
amphetamine Law Enforcement Initiative; 

—$300,000 for the Louisiana Methamphet- 
amine Task Force; 

—$1,750,000 for the Vermont Drug Task 
Force; and 

—$60,000 for the Coos and Curry Co. METH 
Reduction, OR; 

COPS Interoperable Communications Tech- 
nology Program.—The conference agreement 
provides $100,000,000 to continue the COPS 
Interoperable Communications Technology 
Program being designed and implemented by 
the COPS Office, in consultation with NIJ's 
OS&T as well as the Bureau of Justice As- 
Sistance. The conferees commend the COPS 
Office for its coordination with other Federal 
agencies who deal with public safety inter- 
operability. The conferees believe coordina- 
tion of Federal efforts is critical to ensure 
our Nation's safety and a necessity if we are 
not to fall victim to the pitfalls of the past. 

The conferees strongly support the need 
for minimum standards for law enforcement 
communications technology. Therefore, 
OS&T should continue to assist COPS in in- 
corporating existing minimum standards 
into the formulation of this grant program. 


AL, 
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Within the amount provided, $5,000,000 shall 
be transferred to the National Institute of 
Standards and Technology (NIST) to con- 
tinue the efforts of the Office of Law En- 
forcement Standards (OLES) regarding the 
development of a comprehensive suite of 
minimum standards for law enforcement 
communications. 

The conferees commend the Institute for 
Telecommunication Sciences (ITS) in Boul- 
der, Colorado, for all their efforts and con- 
tributions to the public safety communica- 
tions statement of requirements. Their con- 
tributions were critical in addressing the 
many issues plaguing public safety organiza- 
tions for decades. 

Interoperable Standards.—Over a decade 
ago, APCO Project 25 аз established 
through a joint effort of Public Safety First 
Responders, U.S. Industry, and elements of 
the Federal Government to provide the pub- 
lic safety community with interoperable, 
spectrally-efficient, economically-priced, 
digital radios capable of providing a variety 
of operationally required functions and fea- 
tures, including backward compatibility 
with existing analog land mobile radios. 

The Project 25 suite of standards, being de- 
veloped with the technical assistance of the 
Telecommunications Industry Association 
(TIA) Standards Committee TR-8, is in- 
tended to satisfy defined user needs, allow 
multiple vendors to manufacture some or all 
components of the Project 25 system at their 
discretion, and ensure that components pro- 
duced by many sources will be interoperable. 

The timely completion of the Project 25 
standards for all of the relevant communica- 
tions systems equipment is essential to the 
public safety community. The conferees are 
concerned that the functional standards that 
specify key Project 25 system interfaces 
(such as the Inter-RF Subsystem Interface 
(ISSI), the Console Interface, and the Fixed 
Station Interface) have not been developed 
or approved, nor have the standards that de- 
fine how the interfaces should be tested and 
evaluated. 

The conferees encourage the OLES to work 
with CommTech within the National Insti- 
tute of Justice and the Wireless Public 
SAFEty Interoperability COMmunications 
(SAFECOM) Program within the Department 
of Homeland Security, to consider the 
issuance of interim standards that can be 
used to specify the required functionality 
and testing validation characteristics. 

Law Enforcement Technology Program.—The 
conference agreement includes $138,615,000 
for the COPS Law Enforcement Technology 
Program. The conference agreement adopts 
by reference the House report language con- 
cerning standards. 

Within the overall amounts recommended, 
the conferees expect the COPS office to ex- 
amine each of the following proposals, to 
provide grants if warranted, and to submit a 
report to the Committees on Appropriations 
on its intentions for each proposal: 

$750,000 for the City of Lubbock, TX, Police 
Department for law enforcement  tech- 
nologies; 

$1,125,000 for the State of New Mexico 
State Police; 

$1,500,000 for the Midwest Forensics Re- 
source Center, IA; 

$500,000 for the Arkansas State Police for 
law enforcement technologies; 

$500,000 for the City of Stamford, CT, for 
law enforcement technologies; 

$750,000 for continued participation of 
Idaho in the Criminal Information Sharing 
Alliance; 
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$750,000 for law enforcement technologies, 
to be split evenly between the City of Tuc- 
son, AZ Police Department and the Pima 
County, AZ Police Department; 

$250,000 for law enforcement technologies 
for sheriff’s offices in Cochise County, AZ; 

$2,000,000 for the City of Asheville, NC, Po- 
lice Department for law enforcement tech- 
nologies; 

$100,000 for the New Orleans Metropolitan 
Crime Commission; 

$70,000 for the Leesburg, VA, Police De- 
partment for law enforcement technologies; 

$2,100,000 for the Integrated Criminal Jus- 
tice Information System for the State of Vir- 
ginia; 

$1,500,000 for a statewide records manage- 
ment system for Virginia law enforcement; 

$15,000 for the Berryville, VA, Police De- 
partment for in-car cameras; 

$75,000 for the City of Manassas, VA, Police 
Department for law enforcement  tech- 
nologies; 

$40,000 for Guin, AL, Police Department for 
law enforcement technologies; 

$20,000 for the Southside, AL, Police De- 
partment for law enforcement technologies; 

$20,000 for the Boaz, AL, Police Depart- 
ment for law enforcement technologies; 

$80,000 for the Morgan County, AL, Sher- 
iffs Department for law enforcement tech- 
nologies; 

$1,000,000 for the Simulated Prison Envi- 
ronment Crisis Aversion Tools for programs 
in Alabama, North Carolina, and Pennsyl- 
vania; 

$2,000,000 for law enforcement technology 
enhancements for Middle Rio Grande Border 
Region of Texas; 

$500,000 for the Florida Department of Cor- 
rections for a system to electronically mon- 
itor criminal probationers and link their lo- 
cation to crime events; 

$775,000 for the City of Houston, TX, Police 
Department for law enforcement tech- 
nologies; 

$500,000 for San Diego County, CA, Sheriff’s 
Department for automation infrastructure 
upgrades; 

$500,000 for I-SAFE America; 

$500,000 for the City of Roseville, CA, Po- 
lice Department for law enforcement tech- 
nologies; 
$500,000 for the Placer County, CA, Sher- 
iffs Department for law enforcement tech- 
nologies; 
$1,000,000 for the Morris County, NJ, Police 


Department for law enforcement tech- 
nologies; 
$300,000 for the Sussex County, NJ, Police 
Department for law enforcement tech- 
nologies; 


$300,000 for the Somerset County, NJ, Po- 
lice Department for law enforcement tech- 
nologies; 

$300,000 for the West Essex Port of Essex 
County, NJ, Police Department for law en- 
forcement technologies; 

$405,000 for Southside Virginia law enforce- 
ment agencies for law enforcement tech- 
nologies; 

$3,000,000 for the Center for Criminal Jus- 
tice Technology; 

$350,000 for the City of Moultrie, GA, Police 


Department for law enforcement tech- 
nologies; 
$1,500,000 for the Oakland County, MI, 


Sheriff's Department for an Identification 
Based Information System (IBIS) including 
portable hand-held digital fingerprint and 
photo devices for patrol cars; 

$500,000 for the Morgan County, IL, Police 
Department for law enforcement tech- 
nologies; 
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$350,000 for the City of Beardstown, IL, Po- 
lice Department for law enforcement tech- 
nologies; 

$150,000 for the City of Peoria, IL, Police 
Department for law enforcement  tech- 
nologies; 

$500,000 for the Iowa State University for a 
cyber-crime program; 

$750,000 for the East Valley Community 
Justice Center; 

$500,000 for San Bernardino, CA, Police De- 
partment for law enforcement technologies; 

$500,000 for the Redlands, CA, Police De- 
partment for a crime mapping project; 

$250,000 for the development of an elec- 
tronic crime report filing system for San 
Bernardino County, CA; 

$750,000 for the Louisville, KY, Metro Po- 
lice Department for mobile data terminals; 

$15,000 for the West Buechel, KY, Police 
Department for in-car computers and cam- 
eras; 

$70,000 for the Lynnview, KY, Police De- 
partment for law enforcement equipment; 

$1,000,000 for the Onondaga County, NY, 
Sheriff's Office for crime fighting tech- 
nologies; 

$400,000 for the Syracuse, NY, Police De- 
partment for law enforcement technologies; 

$250,000 for the Lee County, MS, Sheriff’s 
Department for law enforcement  tech- 
nologies; 

$500,000 for the City of Largo, FL, for the 
Law Enforcement Accessing Data (LEAD) 
project; 

$500,000 for the Pinellas County, FL, Sher- 
iffs Department for a consolidated law en- 
forcement records management system; 

$1,250,000 for the City of La Verne, CA, Po- 
lice Department for law enforcement tech- 
nologies; 

$750,000 for the Los Angeles County, CA, 
Sheriffs Department for law enforcement 
technologies; 

$500,000 for the Criminal Justice Informa- 
tion System in Mecklenburg County, NC; 

$250,000 for the Dallas, TX, Police Depart- 
ment for law enforcement technologies; 

$1,000,000 for law enforcement technologies 
for the Genesee/Finger Lakes region; 

$580,000 for Jasper County, MO, Sheriff's 
Department for law enforcement  tech- 
nologies; 

$20,000 for the City of Ozark, MO, Police 
Department for law enforcement  tech- 
nologies; 

$1,000,000 for Greater Harris County, TX, 
for in-car police technologies; 

$150,000 for the Batavia, IL, Police Depart- 
ment for law enforcement technologies; 

$1,000,000 for the Kendall County, IL, Sher- 
iff's Office for law enforcement technologies; 

$300,000 for the Village of East Dundee, IL, 
Police Department for law enforcement tech- 
nologies; 

$250,000 for the DuPage County, IL, Sher- 
iff's Office for law enforcement technologies; 

$250,000 for the City of Bastrop, LA, Police 
Department for law enforcement  tech- 
nologies; 

$250,000 for the Tuscaloosa County, AL, 
Sheriffs Department for law enforcement 
technologies; 

$250,000 for the Shelby County, AL, Sher- 
iffs Department for law enforcement tech- 
nologies; 

$250,000 for Aurora, CO, for law enforce- 
ment technologies; 

$250,000 for the City of Clearwater, FL, Po- 
lice Department for law enforcement tech- 
nologies; 

$250,000 for the City of Mobile, AL, Police 
Department for mobile data terminals; 
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$250,000 for the Riverside County, CA, Sher- 
iffs Department for law enforcement tech- 
nologies; 

$250,000 for the Pasco County, FL, Sheriff's 
Office for in-car cameras; 

$100,000 for the Alexander County, NC, 
Sheriffs Office for law enforcement tech- 
nologies; 

$250,000 for the City of Corona, CA, Police 
Department for law enforcement equipment; 

$110,000 for the Page County, VA, Sheriff's 
Office for law enforcement technologies; 

$60,000 for the Rappahannock County, VA, 
Sheriffs Office for law enforcement tech- 
nologies; 

$60,000 for the Orange County, VA, Sheriff's 
Office for law enforcement technologies; 

$60,000 for the Goochland County, VA, 
Sheriffs Office of law enforcement tech- 
nologies; 

$250,000 for the Delaware Courts Organized 
to Serve program; 

$250,000 for the Cincinnati, OH, Police De- 
partment for a records management system; 

$250,000 for the Orange County, CA, Inte- 
grated Law and Justice System; 

$50,000 for the Prince William County, VA, 
Police Department for law enforcement tech- 


nologies; 

$950,000 for the Fairfax County, VA, Police 
Department for law enforcement  tech- 
nologies; 


$50,000 for the Fairfax County, VA, Re- 
gional Intelligence Center for law enforce- 
ment technologies; 

$50,000 for the Fairfax City, VA, Police De- 
partment for law enforcement technologies; 

$250,000 for the Rappahannock, VA, Re- 
gional Jail for the criminal information ex- 
change efforts; 

$250,000 for the Blount County, TN, Sher- 
iffs Department for law enforcement tech- 
nologies; 

$250,000 for the University of Central Flor- 
ida and the Florida Law Enforcement Con- 
sortium to enhance information sharing 
among law enforcement in Florida; 

$100,000 for the Chesterfield County, VA, 
Police Department for law enforcement tech- 
nologies; 

$25,000 for the Dinwiddie County, VA, Sher- 
iff's Office for law enforcement technologies; 

$25,000 for the Isle Wight County, VA, Sher- 
iff's Office for law enforcement technologies; 

$25,000 for the Southampton, VA, Sheriff's 
Office for law enforcement technologies; 

$100,000 for the City of Chesapeake, VA, Po- 
lice Department for laptop computers; 

$75,000 for the City of Suffolk, VA, Police 
Department for law enforcement  tech- 
nologies; 

$150,000 for the Cobb County, GA, Sheriff's 
Department for the multi-level law enforce- 
ment technology project; 

$80,000 for the City of Lynchburg, VA, Po- 
lice Department for in-car cameras; 

$80,000 for the City of Harrisonburg and 
Rockingham County, VA, consolidated law 
enforcement network; 

$190,000 for the Amherst County, VA, for 
law enforcement technologies; 

$245,000 for the Bristol Township, PA, Po- 
lice Department for law enforcement tech- 
nologies; 

$250,000 for Sarasota County, 
enforcement technologies; 

$250,000 for Manatee County, 
enforcement technologies; 

$250,000 for New Castle, PA, 
forcement technologies; 

$100,000 for the Anson County, NC, Sheriff's 
Department for mobile data terminals; 

$200,000 for the Illinois State Police to de- 
velop an encryption system for criminal jus- 
tice information; 


FL, for law 
FL, for law 


for law en- 
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$100,000 for the Ashtabula City, OH, Police 
Department for a computer aided dispatch 
system; 

$1,300,000 for technology enhancements for 
law enforcement agencies in Northern Illi- 
nois; 

$250,000 for the Counties of Mid-Carolina 
Council of Government for law enforcement 
activities; 

$250,000 for the Putnam County, FL, Sher- 
iff's Office for law enforcement technologies; 

$100,000 for the Macomb County, MI, Sher- 
iff's Office for law enforcement technologies; 

$50,000 for the Shelby Township, MI, Police 
Department for law enforcement  tech- 
nologies; 

$250,000 for the Sacramento County, CA, 
Sheriff's Department for an identification 
based information system; 

$112,000 for the City of Muncie, IN, for a 
crime scene analysis project; 

$250,000 for the York City, PA, Police De- 
partment for equipment to improve informa- 
tion sharing and purchase in-car digital 
video technology; 

$1,000,000 for the National Sheriff's Asso- 
ciation Pegasus program; 

$1,000,000 for the Navajo Nation, AZ, for 
law enforcement technologies and crime pre- 
vention programs; 

$500,000 for the City of Key West, FL, Po- 
lice Department for law enforcement tech- 
nologies; 

$125,000 for the City of Bayamon, PR, for 
law enforcement technologies and crime pre- 
vention programs; 

$125,000 for the City of Guaynabo, PR, for 
law enforcement technologies and crime pre- 
vention programs; 

$20,000 for the City of Warren, AR, Police 


Department for law enforcement tech- 
nologies; 
$150,000 for the Virginia Beach, VA, Police 
Department for law enforcement tech- 
nologies; 


$100,000 for the Hampton, VA, Police De- 
partment for law enforcement technologies; 

$50,000 for the Accomack County, VA, 
Sheriffs Office for law enforcement tech- 
nologies; 

$50,000 for the Northampton County, VA, 
Sheriffs Office for law enforcement tech- 
nologies; 

$250,000 for the Borough of Chambersburg, 
PA, Police Department for law enforcement 
technologies; 

$200,000 for the Manchester Township, NJ, 
Police Department for law enforcement tech- 
nologies; 

$300,000 for the Kern County, CA, Sheriff’s 
Department for law enforcement  tech- 
nologies; 

$70,000 for the San Luis Obispo County, CA, 
Sheriff's Department for law enforcement 
technologies; 


$250,000 for the Kalamazoo County, MI, 
Justice Integrated Management System; 
$250,000 for the Bernalillo County, NM, 


Sheriffs Department for law enforcement 
technologies; 

$1,000,000 for the Worcester Polytechnic In- 
stitute, MA; 

$500,000 for a Violent Crime Scene Re- 
Sponse Unit in Arizona; 

$500,000 for Technology to Combat Crime 
and Terrorism in Phoenix; 

$1,000,000 for the WV High Technology Con- 
sortium Foundation; 

$500,000 for the Detroit WSU for police ini- 
tiatives; 

$500,000 for NEMESIS—Sharable Law En- 
forcement CAD and OMS/JMS; 

$1,000,000 for the Missouri Criminal Justice 
Integration Project; 
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$500,000 for the Huntsville, AL, Police De- 
partment Technology and Equipment up- 
grades; 

$500,000 for the Madison County, AL, Sher- 
iffs Dept. Technology and Equipment up- 
grades; 

$100,000 for the Morgan County, AL, Sher- 
iffs Dept. Technology and Equipment Up- 
grades; 

$500,000 for the San Mateo County, CA, 
Sheriffs Office for law enforcement tech- 
nologies; 

$300,000 for Modesto, CA, for law enforce- 
ment technologies; 

$100,000 for Lakewood, NJ, for law enforce- 
ment technologies; 

$100,000 for Oakland, CA, for law enforce- 
ment technologies; 

$100,000 for Solano County, CA, for law en- 
forcement technologies; 

$250,000 for the Montebello, CA, Police De- 
partment for law enforcement technologies; 

$250,000 for Pomona, CA, for law enforce- 
ment technologies; 

$188,000 for the Garden Grove, CA, Police 
Department for a digital camera system; 

$100,000 for Inglewood, CA, for law enforce- 
ment technologies; 

$200,000 for Fontana, CA, for law enforce- 
ment technologies; 

$100,000 for Colton, CA, for à police commu- 
nications project; 

$300,000 for Rosemead, CA, for law enforce- 
ment technologies; 

$125,000 for Covina, CA, for law enforce- 
ment technologies; 

$100,000 for West Covina, CA, for law en- 
forcement technologies; 

$1,000,000 for the San Francisco, CA, Police 
Department for a records management sys- 
tem; 

$500,000 for Santa Monica, CA, for law en- 
forcement technologies; 

$150,000 for Whittier, CA, for a school re- 
Source officers program; 

$200,000 for the Lakewood, CA, Sheriff's De- 
partment, for technology improvements; 

$50,000 for the Fullerton, CA, Police De- 
partment, for law enforcement technologies; 

$200,000 for Salinas, CA, for the Mobile 
Automated Fingerprint and Facial Recogni- 
tion System; 

$200,000 for the Santa Ana, CA, Police De- 
partment for law enforcement technologies; 

$500,000 for the Connecticut Department of 
Safety for law enforcement technologies; 

$500,000 for the Connecticut State Police 
for law enforcement technologies; 

$100,000 for Baker County, GA, for law en- 
forcement technologies; 

$45,000 for Shellman, GA, for law enforce- 
ment technologies and equipment; 

$100,000 for Atlanta, GA, for law enforce- 
ment technologies; 

$50,000 for the Illinois State Police Acad- 
emy; 

$100,000 for the State of Illinois for law 
communications technologies; 

$450,000 for the South Suburban Mayors 
and Managers Association, IL, for law en- 
forcement technologies; 

$150,000 for the Village of Niles, IL, for law 
enforcement technologies; 

$300,000 for Southcom law enforcement 
technologies in Illinois; 

$145,000 for the Jasper County, IN, Sheriff's 
Office for law enforcement technologies; 

$200,000 for the Portage, IN, Police Depart- 
ment for law enforcement technologies; 

$25,000 for the Porter, IN, Police Depart- 
ment for technology upgrades; 

$500,000 for the Gary, IN, Police Depart- 
ment for law enforcement technologies; 

$250,000 for the Franklin County, KY, for 
law enforcement equipment; 
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$250,000 for Madison County, KY, for law 
enforcement technologies; 

$375,000 for North Worcester County, MA, 
for law enforcement technologies; 

$600,000 for Seekonk, MA, for law enforce- 
ment technologies; 

$165,000 for the Middlesex County, MA, 
Sheriffs Office for offender tracking tech- 
nologies; 

$150,000 for Howard County, MD, for law en- 
forcement technologies; 

$100,000 for Takoma Park, MD, for law en- 
forcement technology improvements; 

$400,000 for the Prince George's County, 
MD, Police Department for law enforcement 
technologies; 

$500,000 for the Maine Bureau of Warden 
Service for law enforcement technologies; 

$200,000 for the Michigan State Police 
Criminal Justice Information Network; 

$80,000 for the Chippewa County, MI, Sher- 
iff's Office for law enforcement technologies; 

$50,000 for Alger County, MI, for law en- 
forcement technologies; 

$1,000,000 for the Hennepin County, MN, 
Sheriffs Department for law enforcement 
technologies; 

$200,000 for Durham, NC, for law enforce- 
ment technologies; 

$100,000 for the Charlotte, NC, Sheriff's Of- 
fice for law enforcement technologies; 

$150,000 for Orange County, NC, for law en- 
forcement technologies; 

$150,000 for the Morrisville, NC, Police De- 
partment for law enforcement technologies; 

$500,000 for the Bismarck, ND, Memorial 
Police and Training Complex; 

$500,000 for Fargo, ND, for law enforcement 
technologies; 

$100,000 for Jamesburg, NJ, for law enforce- 
ment technologies; 

$100,000 for the Newark, NJ, Police Depart- 
ment for law enforcement technologies; 

$1,000,000 for Jersey City, NJ, for SP law 
enforcement enhancements; 

$1,100,000 for Hudson County, NJ, for law 
enforcement technologies; 

$125,000 for the New Mexico Department of 
Public Safety for law enforcement tech- 


nologies; 

$100,000 for the Suffolk County, NY, Police 
Department for law enforcement  tech- 
nologies; 


$310,000 for Rochester, NY, for law enforce- 
ment technologies; 

$225,000 for the New York City Haber 
Houses for law enforcement technologies; 

$500,000 for Westchester and Rockland 
County, NY, for law enforcement commu- 
nications; 

$200,000 for Brookhaven, NY, for law en- 
forcement technologies; 

$200,000 for White Plains, NY, for law en- 
forcement technologies; 

$140,000 for Westchester County, NY, for 
law enforcement technologies; 

$75,000 for Niagara, NY, for law enforce- 
ment technologies; 

$150,000 for Poughkeepsie, NY for law en- 
forcement technologies; 

$250,000 for the Ulster County, NY, Sheriff's 
Department for law enforcement  tech- 
nologies; 

$500,000 for Thompkins County, NY for law 
enforcement technologies; 

$500,000 for Lucas County, OH, for law en- 
forcement technologies; 

$100,000 for Canby, OR, for law enforcement 
technologies; 

$150,000 for Coos County, OR, for law en- 
forcement technologies; 

$300,000 for Woodburn, OR, for police tech- 
nology improvements; 

$200,000 for Clatsop County, OR, for law en- 
forcement technologies; 
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$500,000 for the State of Pennsylvania for 
prison technology upgrades; 

$1,000,000 for the State of Pennsylvania for 
law enforcement technologies; 

$500,000 for Philadelphia, PA, for law en- 
forcement technologies; 

$250,000 for the Tiverton, RI, Police Depart- 
ment for law enforcement technologies; 

$350,000 for the Central Falls, RI, Police 
Department for law enforcement  tech- 
nologies; 

$200,000 for the Providence, RI, Police De- 
partment for law enforcement technologies; 

$400,000 for the Bamberg County, SC, Sher- 
iffs Department for law enforcement tech- 
nologies; 

$200,000 for Manning, SC, for law enforce- 
ment technologies; 

$500,000 for Florence, SC, for law enforce- 
ment technologies; 

$250,000 for the El Paso, TX, Police Depart- 
ment for law enforcement technologies; 

$250,000 for El Paso, TX, for law enforce- 
ment technologies; 

$100,000 for Dallas, TX, for law enforcement 
technologies; 

$500,000 Waco Police Dept., T'X, law en- 
forcement technologies; 

$500,000 for the Waco, TX, Police Depart- 
ment for law enforcement communications; 

$500,000 for the Salt Lake City, UT, Depart- 
ment of Public Safety for law enforcement 
technologies; 

$250,000 for the Sandy City, UT, Police De- 
partment for law enforcement technologies; 

$400,000 for the Alexandria, VA, Police De- 
partment for law enforcement technologies; 

$500,000 for the Snohomish County, WA, 
Sheriff’s Office for law enforcement tech- 
nologies; 

$500,000 for the Kitsap County, WA, Sher- 
iffs Department for law enforcement tech- 
nologies; 

$200,000 for the Marathon County, WI, 
Sheriff's Department for law enforcement 
technologies; 

$200,000 for the Douglas County, WI, Sher- 
iffs Department for law enforcement tech- 
nologies; 

$300,000 for the Sun Prairie, WI, Police De- 
partment for law enforcement technologies; 

$250,000 for Andover, KS, police technology 
equipment; 

—$100,000 for the Borough of Waynesboro, 
Franklin County, PA; 

—$600,000 for the City of Radcliff Law En- 
forcement Equipment, KY; 

—$300,000 for the City of Reading, PA, Inte- 
grated Geographic Information System; 

—$150,000 for the City of St. Joseph and 
Heartland Health Law Enforcement Commu- 
nication System, MO; 

—$150,000 for the Clarion County, PA, Geo- 
graphic Information System; 

—$1,000,000 for the continuation of digital 
radio conversion, NH; 

— $400,000 for the Corpus Christi Radio 
Communications and Security Equipment, 
TX; 

— $150,000 for the Derry Township, PA, Po- 
lice Department; 

—$150,000 for the Dona Ana County, NM, 
Command Post Vehicle; 

—$300,000 for the ECU Center for Excel- 
lence—Criminal Justice, OK; 

— $300,000 for El Paso, ТХ, Interoperability; 

—$100,000 for the enforcement of crime 
identification assistance for the City of Ko- 
diak, AK; 

—$300,000 for the Extend Radio System, 
WY; 

—$200,000 for the Hopkinsville-Christian 
County—Pennyrile Narcotics Task Force 
Partnership Equipment, KY; 
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—$100,000 for In-Car Video Deployment, 
City of Martin, TN; 

—$100,000 for Interagency Communications 
in GA; 

—$200,000 for the Internet Scale Event and 
Attack Generation Environment at ISU; 

—$400,000 for the Iowa State Patrol TraCS 
software and computer upgrade; 

—$400,000 for the Jefferson County Com- 
mission, AL, for video conferencing equip- 
ment for the Jefferson County Criminal Jus- 
tice Center; 

—$100,000 for the Jefferson County, 
COPLINK; 

—$1,000,000 for the Johnson County, KS, 
Sheriff's Office; 

—$125,000 for the Kansas Attorney General, 
for equipment; 

—$125,000 for the Kansas Bureau of Inves- 
tigation mobile data terminals; 

—$600,000 for the Keene State College/UNH 
publie safety management system; 

—$2,500,000 for the Land Mobile Radio mi- 
gration for a multi-agency communications 
network in AK; 

—$1,000,000 for the Land Mobile Radio site 
infrastructure equipment and portable radios 
for the Kenai Peninsula Borough, AK; 

—$1,500,000 for the Land Mobile Radio/Pub- 
lic Safety Communications for Anchorage 
Infrastructure, AK; 

—$240,000 Тог Las Cruces, NM, Communica- 
tions Infrastructure; 

—$100,000 for the Police Department Com- 
mand Center in Billings, MT; 

—$100,000 for the Police Department Indoor 
Firearms Range in Billings, MT; 

—$200,000 for the Las Vegas, NV, Identity 
Theft Center; 

—$100,000 for the Greenville County, 
communications system; 

—$300,000 for the Huntsville, Alabama Po- 
lice Department equipment upgrades; 

—$1,500,000 for the Matanuska Susitna Bor- 
ough Emergency Response Radio Network, 
AK; 

—$160,000 for the Mayfield, KY, Police De- 
partment for equipment; 

—$1,000,000 for the mobile computers for 
Wasilla, AK, for police squad cars; 

—$350,000 for the Montana Supreme Court 
Video Conferencing; 

—$150,000 for the Newport, RI, Area Inter- 
operable Surveillance Network Upgrade; 

—$750,000 for the Records Interoperability 
through CATlab in NH; 

—$1,500,000 for the Regional Law Enforce- 
ment Communications System, City of Mem- 
phis and Shelby County; 

—$300,000 for the Rural Utah Law Enforce- 
ment Tech Program; 

—$100,000 for the Simpson County improve- 
ment to technology center, KY; 

—$1,000,000 for the Southaven Police De- 
partment for radios/equipment in MS; 

—$250,000 for the Statewide Computer 
Aided Dispatch [CAD] System, NE, State Pa- 
trol; 

—$2,000,000 for the statewide implementa- 
tion of public safety technology through the 
University of New Hampshire; 

—$265,000 for the Training Academy Driver 
Simulator for the State of Alaska; 

—$2,000,000 for the Training Village Public 
Safety Officer in the State of Alaska; 

—$300,000 for the CrimeTracks Georgia; 

—$250,000 for Voice Viewer Technologies 
and Law Enforcement in WY; 

—$100,000 for the Western Forensic Science 
and Law Enforcement Training Center in CO; 

—$500,000 for the Yazoo City, MS, Police 
Department; 

—$300,000 for the Delaware State Police for 
the Automatic Fingerprint Identification 
System; 
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—$200,000 for the New Castle County, DE, 
Police Department, for an upgraded records 
management system; 

—$500,000 for the Interagency Communica- 
tions Interoperability System [ICIS] in CA; 

—$500,000 for the Solano County, CA, Radio 
Interoperability Project; 

—$350,000 for the Snohomish County, WA, 
Sheriff Palm AFIS System; 

—$60,000 for the Westchester County, МУ, 
Police Department Interagency Radio Inter- 
connect; 

—$500,000 for the Town of North Hemp- 
Stead, NY, Police Department Communica- 
tion Management System; 

—$1,000,000 for the Camden County, 
Law Enforcement Technology; 

—$500,000 for the Hudson County, NJ, Law 
Enforcement Technology; 

— $450,000 for the North East Minnesota En- 
forcement and Safety Information System 
[NEMESIS]; 

— $1,000,000 for the Fargo, ND, Interoper- 
able Communications System; 

—$400,000 for the Bismarck ND, Memorial 
Training Complex; 

—$100,000 for technology upgrades for the 
Williamson County, IL, Sheriffs Depart- 
ment; 

— $3,000,000 for the South Carolina Judicial 
Department Case Docket System; 

— $4,000,000 for the Southeast National Law 
Enforcement Technology Center for the 
Backscatter and high-energy technology 
transmission x-ray technology; 

—$100,000 for the Arlington County, VA, for 
the Sheriff's Office for à pilot program to 
test a geo-location network; 

—$400,000 for the Burlington, V'T, Police 
Technology Grant; 

—$100,000 for the Middlebury, VT, Police 
Technology Grant; 

—$100,000 for the Bellows Falls, VT, Police 
Technology Grant; 

— $325,000 for the Oglala Sioux Tribe, South 
Dakota for technology and equipment; 

—$750,000 for the Massachusetts Law En- 
forcement Technology and Training Support 
Center; 

—$100,000 for the Essex County, MA, law 
enforcement technology; 

— $500,000 for the Milwaukee Police Depart- 
ment Mobile Two-Finger ID System, WI; 

—$90,000 for the Town of Brookfield Police 
Department Technology Upgrades, WI; 

—$100,000 for the City of Elizabeth, NJ, 
Law Enforcement Communication Interoper- 
ability Enhancement; 

—$300,000 for the St. Clair County, MI, 
Sheriffs Department Communications tow- 
ers and equipment upgrades; 

—$200,000 for the Downriver Mutual Aid 
communications equipment, MI; 

—$750,000 for the Arkansas State Police 
Automated Fingerprint Identification Sys- 
tem; 

—$1,400,000 for the Montgomery County, 
MD, Police Department for National Capital 
Region Criminal Identification System Up- 
date; 

— $400,000 for the Wireless High Speed Net- 
work for Prince George's County, MD; 

—$700,000 for the City of Rockville, MD, 
COPS Technology Grant; 

—$1,000,000 for the Pierce County, WA, Po- 
lice Rapid Mobile Response Network; 

— $500,000 for Miami-Dade County, FL, Law 
Enforcement Technology Enhancements; 

—$250,000 for the Alachua County/City of 
Gainesville, FL, Enforcement Communica- 
tions Upgrade; 

—$150,000 for Providence, RI, Police De- 
partment Technology; 
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—$150,000 for the Smithfield, RI, Police De- 
partment Emergency Management Operation 
Center; 

—$1,500,000 for the Las Vegas, NV, Metro- 
politan Police Department Communications 
System; 

—$155,000 for the Churchill County, NV, 
Sheriff's Office Interoperability Communica- 
tion Project; and 

—$200,000 for the Boulder City, NV, Wire- 
less Communications Canopy; 

Crime Identification Technology Act.—The 
conference agreement includes $28,450,000 for 
the Crime Identification Technology Act 
program. Within the overall amounts rec- 
ommended, the conferees expect OJP to ex- 
amine each of the following proposals, to 
provide grants if warranted, and to submit a 
report to the Committees on Appropriations 
on its intentions for each proposal: 

$2,000,000 for the Harrison County Public 
Safety Automated Systems in MS; 

$200,000 for the City of St. Paul/Ramsey 
County co-location of public safety equip- 
ment in MN; 

$325,000 for North Carolina Supreme Court 
Security; 

$200,000 for the MAGIC Pegasus Project for 
the Jefferson County Sheriff in AL; 

$600,000 for a Case and Document Manage- 
ment in MT; 

$150,000 for the Marion County, MS, Sher- 
iffs Department for equipment; 

$250,000 for the Pascagoula, MS, Police De- 
partment for equipment; 

$1,000,000 for the Alaska Court System In- 
formation Network; 

$4,000,000 for the Marshall University Fo- 
rensic Science DNA Lab in WV; 

$4,000,000 for the West Virginia University 
Forensic Science Initiative; 

$525,000 for Marshall University Computer 
Forensics in WV; 

$1,000,000 for the Forensic DNA Analysis 
Lab at North Dakota University; 

$11,050,000 for the South Carolina Judicial 
Department case document system; 

$1,000,000 for the Honolulu PD Crime Lab in 
HI; 

$500,000 for the Fox Valley Technical Col- 
lege [FVTC] DNA Training Initiative in WI; 

$1,000,000 for equipment and planning for 
the Vermont Forensics Laboratory; and 

$400,000 for the Vermont Incident Based 
Reporting System. 

DNA Initiative.—The conference agreement 
includes $110,000,000 for a DNA analysis and 
capacity enhancement program including 
eliminating casework backlogs, eliminating 
offender backlogs, strengthening crime lab 
capacity, training of the criminal justice 
community and identifying missing persons. 
OJP shall submit a financial plan for this 
program within 60 days of enactment of this 
Act. In addition, the conference agreement 
provides $15,000,000 for Paul Coverdell Foren- 
sic Sciences Improvement grants. 

Safe Schools Initiative—The conference 
agreement includes $4,325,000 for programs 
aimed at preventing violence in public 
schools, and to support the assignment of of- 
ficers to work in collaboration with schools 
and community-based organizations to ad- 
dress the threat of terrorism, crime, dis- 
order, gangs, and drug activities. 

Within the amount provided, the COPS Of- 
fice should examine each of the following 
proposals, provide grants if warranted, and 
submit a report to the Committees on Appro- 
priations on its intentions for each proposal: 

$750,000 for the Alaska Community in 
Schools Mentoring Program; 

$300,000 for the Granite School District 
Anti-Violence Project in UT; 
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$125,000 for the HOPE for Henderson Juve- 
nile Justice in KY; 

$200,000 for the Martin Luther King, Jr. 
Center for Non-Violence in PA; 

$500,000 for the School-Based Violence Pre- 
vention and Mentoring in IL; 

$1,200,000 for the Schools and Communities 
Coming Together in MT; and 

$1,250,000 for the Youth Advocates Pro- 
grams in SC. 

JUVENILE JUSTICE PROGRAMS 

The conference agreement includes 
$384,177,000 for Juvenile Justice programs, in- 
stead of $349,000,000 as proposed by the House 
and $360,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
The conference agreement provides for the 
following programs: 

{In thousands of dollars] 


Program Amount 
Part A—Coordination of 
Federal Efforts ............... $3,000 
Part B—State Formula ..... 84,000 
Part D—Research and De- 
velopment ....................... 10,000 
Part E—Demonstration 
Projects .......................... 102,177 
Juvenile Mentoring Pro- 
оталтқаы нылады 15,000 
Big Bothers/Big Sisters .. (7,000) 
Title V—Incentive Grants 80,000 
Tribal Youth. 3: eei (10,000) 
Gang Prevention ............ (25,000) 
Enforcing Underage 

Drinking Laws  Pro- 

[*4 4:8 1; MR н (25,000) 
Secure Our Schools Act ..... 15,000 
Victims of Child Abuse 

Programs ........................ 15,000 
Juvenile Accountability 
Block Grant .................... 55,000 
Project Childsafe ............... 5,000 
NOG) А ИН ЕН 384,177 


Concentration of Federal Efforts—The соп- 
ferees commend the Office of Juvenile Jus- 
tice and Delinquency Prevention (OJJDP) 
for its leadership of the Coordinating Council 
on Juvenile Justice and Delinquency. The 
conferees understand that there has been an 
increase in interest and membership which 
has allowed the Council to more effectively 
examine and address the Federal, State and 
local response to juvenile justice issues. The 
conferees strongly support the Council’s ef- 
forts in addressing truancy, children’s men- 
tal health issues, and adolescent substance 
abuse issues, as well as their role on the 
White House Task Force for disadvantaged 
youth. 

Discretionary Grants.—The conference 
agreement includes $102,177,000 for part E 
programs. Within the amounts provided, OJP 
is expected to review the following pro- 
posals, provide grants if warranted, and re- 
port to the Committees on Appropriations on 
its intentions: 

$1,900,000 for law-related education; 

$1,500,000 for Girls and Boys Town, U.S.A.; 

$1,750,000 for the National Council of Juve- 
nile and Family Court Judges; 

$750,000 for Teens, Crime and Community; 

$4,000,000 for the Eisenhower Foundation 
for the Youth Safe Haven program; 

$250,000 for Lea County, NM, for a juvenile 
corrections education program; 

$150,000 for the Fort Worth Comin’ Up Gang 
Violence Prevention program, TX 

$700,000 for the University of South Ala- 
bama for youth violence prevention research; 

$250,000 for the University of Connecticut 
for a juvenile delinquency prevention pro- 
gram; 

$200,000 for the Rhode Island Court Tru- 
ancy Court Program; 
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$500,000 for the Dakota Boys Ranch Men- 
toring Program in ND; 

$200,000 for the Colton Police Activities 
League [PAL] Program in CA; 

$700,000 for the Los Angeles Community 
Law Enforcement and Recovery Program 
[CLEAR]; 

$1,600,000 for the continuation of the Office 
of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Preven- 
tion’s Protecting Our Children: Working To- 
gether to End Child Prostitution program; 

$600,000 for Northwestern University’s Ju- 
venile Project; 

$1,750,000 for Parents Anonymous; 

$500,000 for the Stark County Court, Juve- 
nile Pre-Trial Services Office to assist with 
the implementation of early intervention 
strategies for targeted youth in Stark Coun- 
ty, OH; 

$500,000 for the juvenile delinquency pre- 
vention programs in Massillon, OH; 

$100,000 for A Child is Missing, Inc. in OH; 

$225,000 for the Family, Career, and Com- 
munity Leaders of America ‘‘Stop the Vio- 
lence” program; 

$250,000 for the Buckhorn Lake Children’s 
Center for programs to serve at-risk youth; 

$250,000 for Prevent Child Abuse America 
for the programs of the National Family 
Support Roundtable; 

$750,000 for the ACA—NY for an anti-drink- 
ing program for children ages 11 and above; 

$3,000,000 for the Hamilton Fish National 
Institute on School and Community Vio- 
lence; 

$650,000 for Learning for Life; 

$350,000 for the Virginia Attorney General’s 
Office for Class Action and other educational 
programs in Virginia schools; 

$1,000,000 for the Center for Successful Par- 
enting; 

$700,000 for the Association of Christian 
Community Computer Centers; 

$500,000 for Youth for Tomorrow; 

$225,000 for the Memorial Child Guidance 
Clinic’s Child SAVE program; 

$200,000 for the Farmington Children’s 
Home for delinquency prevention programs; 

$200,000 for Operation Blue Ridge Thunder; 

$750,000 for the Tarrant County Youth Col- 
laboration for a child abuse prevention pro- 
gram; 

$750,000 for the Residential Care Consor- 
tium for delinquency prevention programs; 

$75,000 for Waukon, IA, for a youth inter- 
vention program; 

$400,000 for the IMPACT/Night Light Pro- 
gram in San Bernardino County, CA, to team 
police officers with probation officers to re- 
duce juvenile crime; 

$250,000 for the Child Endangerment Re- 
sponse Coalition in Spokane, WA; 

$500,000 for the International Youth Serv- 
ice and Development Corps. for programs in 
Washington, DC; 

$300,000 for Project Choice, a gang preven- 
tion program in Syracuse, NY; 

$300,000 for the Violence Intervention and 
Prevention Project in Syracuse, NY; 

$1,500,000 for the Drug Free America Foun- 
dation for an anti-drug program for youth, 
parents, and teachers; 

$500,000 for Eckerd Youth Alternatives to 
divert at-risk and troubled youth from the 
criminal justice system through residential 
and community-based programs; 

$250,000 for the Pinellas County, FL, Police 
Athletic League; 

$250,000 for the Florida Gulf Coast Univer- 
sity Interagency Family Assessment Team 
program for at-risk youth; 

$500,000 for the Marcus Institute in At- 
lanta, GA, for a juvenile crime and delin- 
quency study; 
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$250,000 for the ARISE Foundation; 

$250,000 for the Miami-Dade Juvenile As- 
sessment Center; 

$250,000 for Darkness to Light; 

$60,000 for the Page County, VA, Sheriff’s 
Office for a juvenile crime prevention pro- 
gram; 

$100,000 for the City of South Bend, IN, 
youth gang violence prevention initiative; 

$100,000 for the CHKD Child Abuse Pro- 
gram; 

$250,000 for the South Carolina Department 
of Juvenile Justice for statewide technology 
system enhancements; 

$500,000 for the Daytop, NJ, alcohol and 
drug treatment program for at-risk youth; 

$250,000 for the Ohel Children’s Home & 
Family Services for a child abuse prevention 
program; 

$250,000 for juvenile delinquency prevention 
programs in Van Wert, OH; 

$100,000 for the Laurinburg, NC, for a juve- 
nile delinquency program; 

$150,000 for the DuPage County, IL, Youth 
Mentoring Program; 

$250,000 for the Teen Challenge program for 
at-risk youth in IL; 

$250,000 for the Covenant House New Jer- 
sey’s Right of Passage program; 

$700,000 for the Wayne County, MI, for a ju- 
venile mentoring program; 

$100,000 for the Boys and Girls Home of Ne- 
braska; 

$45,000 for the Generation Next Youth Em- 
powerment Program in Dumas, AR, to pre- 
vent juvenile delinquency; 

$200,000 for A Child Is Missing, Inc, FL; 

$1,500,000 for World Vision for at-risk youth 
programs; 

$150,000 for Greater Trenton, NJ, for an at- 
risk youth program; 

$250,000 for the Healthy Schools Initiative 
in NJ; 

$100,000 for A Child Is Missing, Inc, OK; 

$250,000 for a juvenile court program in 
Philadelphia, PA; 

$100,000 for the LaSalle, IL, Child Advocacy 
Center; 

$100,000 for Operation Take Back Narcotics 
Enforcement in Detroit, MI 

$750,000 for the California Safe from the 
Start; 

$750,000 for the Bay Area Youth Violence 
Prevention Network; 

$450,000 for the San Francisco, CA, “Safe 
Streets Project”; 

$100,000 for the City Parks Foundation pro- 
grams for at-risk youth in the Bronx, NY; 

$500,000 for the Lehman College, NY, pro- 
gram for at-risk youth; 

$100,000 for the Woodycrest, NY, program 
for at-risk youth; 

$100,000 for the Adventist Healthcare Facil- 
ity, MD, for an at-risk youth program; 

$100,000 for the DePaul Stand Tall Pro- 
gram; 

$300,000 for Fordham University’s Regional 
Education Technology Center to assist at- 
risk youth; 

$75,000 for the Fordham Youth Ministry for 
teens; 

$250,000 for Project Avary—Children of Im- 
prisoned Parents; 

$100,000 for the After-School Alliance Na- 
tional Resource Center; 

$100,000 for the Sistas and Brothas alter- 
natives to gangs and drugs; 

$200,000 for Youth Ministries for Peace and 
Justice; 

$400,000 for the Mary Mitchell Family and 
Youth Center programs for families and 
teens; 

$475,000 for the Boys and Girls Home and 
Family Services, IA; 
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$300,000 for an at-risk youth program in 
Chicago schools; 

$700,000 for Messiah College, PA, programs 
for at-risk teens; 

$100,000 for the Marion County, OR, for the 
Children of Incarcerated Parents Initiative; 

$100,000 for the Marion County, OR, for Co- 
occurring Disorders Pilot Project for at-risk 
youth; 

$200,000 for the Clackamas County, OR, Ju- 
venile Community Assessment Center; 

$500,000 for the Granite, UT, Rock Solid 
Project for at-risk youth; 

$300,000 for the Spurwink Institute pro- 
gram for at-risk youth; 

$1,000,000 for the Washington State School 
Security program; 

$500,000 for the USTA for at-risk youth; 

$200,000 for the Barron County Restorative 
Justice Truancy Initiative; 

$200,000 for Phipps Houses; 

$900,000 for Philadelphia’s College Oppor- 
tunity Resources for Education (C.O.R.E.) 
initiative for at-risk youth; 

$100,000 for the At-Risk Youth Entrepre- 
neurship Program at New Covenant Campus, 
PA; 

$1,000,000 for the City of Toledo, OH, Police 
Athletic League Youth Center for at-risk 
youth; 

$500,000 for Opportunities, 
and Resources for youth; 

$100,000 for Substance Abuse Prevention for 
Youth, MA; 

$200,000 for the Liberty's Promise programs 
for youth; 

$100,000 for the Indiana ‘‘No Workshops, No 
Jumpshots'' program for at-risk youth; 

$150,000 for the Thomas Area Teen Center 
for youth; 

$150,000 for the City of Dawson, GA, Youth 
Advocacy; 

$200,000 for the Muscogee County, GA, Na- 
tional Model Parenting Center; 

$75,000 for the Mitchell County, GA, Youth 
Advocacy and Outreach Program; 

$500,000 for Youth Crime Watch, FL; 

$200,000 for Jump Start Tallahassee, FL, 
for at-risk youth; 

$500,000 for the Juvenile Justice Education 
Program Model Study for teens; 

$150,000 for the Overtown Youth Center, 
Miami, FL; 

$200,000 for Florence Crittendon programs 
for at-risk teens; 

$250,000 for the Richland County, 
ScoutReach program; 

$100,000 for the Village of Riverdale, IL, 
programs for youth; 

$200,000 for the TechMission Youth Pro- 
gram for at-risk kids, MA; 

$200,000 for Operation Quality Time for at- 
risk youth, AZ; 

$150,000 for the April Michelle West Foun- 
dation’s Winners by Choice program for at- 
risk teens; 

$250,000 for the Camp Police Athletic 
League of NJ; 

$200,000 for Soundview Community in Ac- 
tion for outreach for teens, NY; 

$150,000 for the Project Parkchester Youth 
Zone; 

$100,000 for the Hope and Help for All Foun- 
dation At-Risk Juvenile Mentoring Program; 

$200,000 for the Community Outreach Cen- 
ter Drug Prevention Program, NY; 

$200,000 for the Bronx, NY, Cluster of Set- 
tlement Houses At-Risk Youth Mentoring 
Program; 

$300,000 for the Anti-Gang Initiative of the 
Urban League of Long Island, NY; 

$50,000 for City Parks Foundation pro- 
grams for at-risk youth—Queens, NY; 

$250,000 for the ABT programs for at-risk 
youth; 


Alternatives, 
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$150,000 for Fortune Society programs for 
children of incarcerated parents in NY; 

$225,000 for the Nassau County, NY, Youth 
Board programs; 

$50,000 for the Nassau County, NY, Police 
Dept. programs for at-risk youth; 

$225,000 for the Grace Multi-Community 
Development Corporation, Uniondale, NY; 

$250,000 for the Roy Wilkins Park Family 
Center, Project Re-Connect; 

$100,000 for the GRADS Foundation, Inc. 
programs for at-risk youth; 

$310,000 for BAM programs to prevent juve- 
nile delinquency; 

$140,000 for the New York Acorn programs 
to prevent teen delinquency; 

$100,000 for the Community Service Soci- 
ety/Enterprise Corps programs for at-risk 
kids, NY; 

$200,000 for the Harlem, NY, RBI programs 
for at-risk youth; 

$200,000 for the NYC College of Tech at-risk 
youth education; 

$75,000 for the Downtown Learning Cen- 
ter—expansion of programs for at-risk 
youth, NY; 

$75,000 for City Parks Foundation pro- 
grams for at-risk teens in East NY; 

$250,000 for the Project Intercept program 
to prevent at-risk youth from turning to 
drugs, NY; 

$100,000 for the Brooklyn Arts Council’s 
Arts in Education Program for at-risk 
youth; 

$60,000 for the Gilbert-Lindsay Center for 
Youth; 

$100,000 for the Junior Aztec Fire Fuels 
Crew programs for at-risk kids in Cypress 
Park, CA; 

$250,000 for the Northeast Trees at risk 
youth program; 

$40,000 for the Reach Our Community Kids 
(ROCK); 

$100,000 for the Eagle Rock Center ‘Will 
Power to Youth" programs, CA; 

$250,000 for Texas A&M University in Cor- 
pus Christi programs decreasing behaviors in 
at-risk youth; 

$500,000 for the Hispanic National Juvenile 
Delinquency Prevention Program—Self-Reli- 
ance Foundation; 

$150,000 for the City of Norwalk, CA for the 
Teen Alliance Program; 

$250,000 for the Before- and After-School 
Delinquency Prevention Program, TX; 

$150,000 for the Gang Alternative Program 
in Southeast Los Angeles County, CA; 

$500,000 for the Texas A&M Center for at- 
risk youth; 

$200,000 for the SBH Services for at-risk 
youth, NY; 

$200,000 for the Boricua College Project 
Success for at-risk youth, NY; 

$200,000 for the NYC YD programs for at- 
risk teens, NY; 

$100,000 for the Loisaida Youth Leadership 
Academy for at-risk kids, NY; 

$250,000 for the La Esperanza Home for 
Boys, TX; 

$250,000 for the Anaheim, CA, Police Ac- 
tivities League Center; 

$500,000 for the Los Angeles County, CA, 
Friends of Child Advocates; 

$100,000 for the Teen Shelter, AL, programs 
for at-risk teens; 

$100,000 for the Northwest Alabama Chil- 
dren's Advocacy Center; 

$50,000 for the Morgan County, AL, Child 
Advocacy Center; 

$250,000 for the Gateway Healthcare in 
Pawtucket, RI, programs for at-risk youth; 

$500,000 for the Rhode Island Family Court 
programs for youth and families; 

$500,000 for the Folwell Neighborhood Asso- 
ciation, MN, programs for kids; 
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$100,000 for the Collaborative Drug Inter- 
vention Committees, NJ; 

$100,000 for the Lena Park Development 
Corporation for services for at-risk youth, 
MA; 

$100,000 for the Stillman College Juvenile 
Justice Delinquency Prevention Program, 
AL; 

$100,000 Amer-I-Can program for youth, IL; 

$100,000 for the Old King’s Orchard Commu- 
nity Center Teen Reach Program, IL; 

$100,000 for the Juvenile Justice Center at 
Suffolk University Law School, MA; 

$100,000 for the Vermont Coalition of Teen 
Centers; 

$500,000 for the Youth Development and 
Crime Prevention Initiative, CA; 

$60,000 for the Middlesex District Attorney 
Citizenship in Action Institute; 

$300,000 for the Jovenes program for at-risk 
youth; 

$150,000 for NYC Arts for at-risk youth; 

$200,000 for the Medgar Evers at-risk youth 
program; 

$100,000 for the VA ‘‘No Workshops, No 
Jumpshots”’; 

$100,000 for Metropolitan Family Services 
for at-risk youth; 

$200,000 for the Mayor’s Time disadvan- 
taged and at-risk youth program; 

$100,000 for Wayne County, MI, Teen Court; 

$375,000 for a Salinas Gang Violence pro- 
gram for at-risk youth; 

$200,000 for the Washington County, OR, for 
a juvenile justice prevention program; 

—$400,000 for the Alabama Council on Sub- 
stance Abuse-NCADD; 

—$2,000,000 for the Alaska Child Advocacy 
Center for a child abuse investigation pro- 
gram; 

—$600,000 for the Alaska Children's Trust 
child abuse prevention program; 

—$750,000 for the Alaska Mentoring Dem- 
onstration Project for a statewide at-risk 
youth mentoring program; 

— $1,000,000 for the Alaska Youth Courts; 

—$300,000 for An Achievable Dream pro- 
gram in VA; 

—$2,000,000 for the Anaheim Learning Cen- 
ter in CA; 

— $3,000,000 for the Cal Ripken, Sr., Founda- 
tion; 

— $602,000 for the Child Support Enforce- 
ment Incentives in AK; 

—$100,000 for the Clinton County, PA, Ac- 
tion Team Against Drugs; 

— $1,000,000 for the Crimes Against Children 
Research Center at the University of New 
Hampshire; 

—$100,000 for the Child Protection Pro- 
gram/Nez Perce Tribe, Lapwai, ID; 

—$75,000 for the Shelby County, TN, Youth 
Violence and Gang Prevention—Initiative; 

— $500,000 for the Daniel Webster Boy Scout 
Council for outdoor education; 

—$3,000,000 for the Life Skills Training 
Program in Saint Augustine, FL; 

— $1,750,000 for the Girl Scouts Beyond Bars 
and PAVE programs; 

— $600,000 for the Iowa Mentor Center for a 
rural mentoring program in partnership with 
Big Brothers/Big Sisters; 

—$300,000 for the Jackson, MS, Juvenile 
Justice & Delinquency Prevention Program; 

—$4,000,000 for the Junior Achievement 
program; 

— $200,000 for the Juvenile Fire Setters Pre- 
vention Program; 

— $100,000 for the Juvenile Justice Program 
Enhancement in UT; 

—$100,000 for the Juvenile Justice Work 
Program in UT; 

—$75,000 for the Lonesome Pine Office on 
Youth in VA; 
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—$250,000 for the MO Juvenile Justice 
Labs; 

—$200,000 for the Morning Star Ranch, 
Florence, KS; 

—$125,000 for the Native American Liaison 
at the Child and Family Intervention Center 
in Billings, MT; 

— $100,000 for the New Hampshire Expan- 
sion of the Go Girl Go program; 

—$300,000 for the State of New Mexico for 
juvenile offenders; 

—$225,000 for the University of Southern 
Mississippi Citizenship and Justice Acad- 
emy; 

—$350,000 for the USM Family Network 
Partnership Program; 

—$600,000 for the Western Kentucky Uni- 
versity Spotlight Youth Program; 

—$200,000 for the Winona State University 
Child Protection/Training Center in Min- 
nesota; 

—$100,000 for the “Т Have à Dream" Foun- 
dation; 

—$800,000 for the Juvenile Justice Informa- 
tion System in HI; 

—$600,000 for Children & Families First of 
DE; 

—$200,000 for the New Mexico Police Ath- 
letic League; 

—$750,000 for the Outdoor Education Center 
project, Harpers Ferry, WV; 

— $350,000 for Women In Support of the Mil- 
lion Man March in Newark, NJ; 

—$150,000 for Brookdale Community Col- 
lege for Project OPTIMIST in NJ; 

—$400,000 for the Generations of Hope pro- 
gram in IL; 

—$100,000 for the Horizons for Youth pro- 
gram in IL; 

—$250,000 for the San Jose, B.E.S.T At-Risk 
Youth and Anti-Gang Program in CA; 

—$500,000 for the Drug Endangered Chil- 
dren program in IA; 

—$325,000 for Court Teams for Maltreated 
Infants and Toddlers in IA; 

—$200,000 for WINGS for kids, SC; 

—$100,000 for the Children in Crisis in SC; 

—$3,000,000 for the Hawaii Rural Youth 
Outreach Program; 

—$750,000 for the Families and Schools To- 
gether (FAST) in Wisconsin; 

—$60,000 for the Eau Claire County Restor- 
ative Justice Program in WI; 

—$150,000 for the Milwaukee Summer Stars 
program in WI; 

—$500,000 for Louisiana Children's Advo- 
cacy Centers; 

—$300,000 for the Washington County 
Youth Service Bureau, V'T; 

— $250,000 for the Nevada Child Seekers; 

— $200,000 for the Computer Corp Skills and 
Knowledge Acquired Toward Enhancing Suc- 
cess in NV; 

—$100,000 for the S.A.F.E. House Domestic 
Violence Counseling Center in NV; 

Enforcing the Underage Drinking Laws Pro- 
gram.—Within the funds provided in the At 
Risk Children Program (Title V), the con- 
ference agreement provides $25,000,000 for 
grants to assist States in enforcing underage 
drinking laws. 

Gang Prevention.—The conference agree- 
ment includes $25,000,000, within Title V 
grants, for OJP to administer à gang resist- 
ance and education program. These funds 
shall be available to develop comprehensive 
community strategies to address gangs, in- 
cluding anti-gang education programs and 
coordination with Federal, State and local 
law enforcement. This program shall be ad- 
ministered by the Bureau of Justice Assist- 
ance with assistance from the Bureau of Al- 
cohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives, 
and the Office of Juvenile Justice and Delin- 
quency Prevention. 
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Internet Safety.—The conferees strongly 
support programs that provide various serv- 
ices and resources to protect children from 
being vulnerable to on-line predators. The 
conferees understand there are a multitude 
of arenas where parents, law enforcement 
personnel, school personnel and after-school 
programs can obtain information about 
Internet safety. The conferees desire a better 
understanding of what types and how many 
Internet safety programs are being Federally 
funded. The conferees direct the Adminis- 
trator of the Office of Juvenile Justice, in 
coordination with the Coordinating Council 
on Juvenile Justice and Delinquency, to sub- 
mit a report on federally funded internet 
safety programs to the Committees on Ap- 
propriations within 180 days of the enact- 
ment of this Act. 

Victims of Child Abuse Act.—The conference 
agreement includes $15,000,000 for the various 
programs authorized under the Victims of 
Child Abuse Act (VOCA). The recommenda- 
tion provides the following: 

$3,000,000 for Regional Children’s Advocacy 
Centers, as authorized by section 218 of 
VOCA; 

$9,500,000 for local Children’s Advocacy 
Centers, as authorized by section 214 of 
VOCA; 

$50,000 for the National Children’s Advo- 
cacy Center in Huntsville, AL, to implement 
a training program; 

$850,000 for the National Children’s Alli- 
ance for technical assistance and training, as 
authorized by section 214a of VOCA; and 

$1,600,000 for the National Center for Pros- 
ecution of Child Abuse for specialized tech- 
nical assistance and training programs to 
improve the prosecution of child abuse cases, 
as authorized by section 214a of VOCA. 

PUBLIC SAFETY OFFICERS BENEFITS 


The conference agreement includes 
$69,464,000 for this account, including 
$63,054,000 for death benefits, $3,615,000 for 
disability benefits, and $2,795,000 for edu- 
cation benefits. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—DEPARTMENT OF 
JUSTICE 


The conference agreement includes the fol- 
lowing general provisions for the Depart- 
ment of Justice: 

Section 101 provides language making up 
to $60,000 of the funds appropriated to the 
Department of Justice available to the At- 
torney General for reception and representa- 
tion expenses. 

Section 102 provides language, included in 
prior Appropriations Acts, which prohibits 
the use of funds to perform abortions in the 
Federal Prison System. 

Section 103 provides language, included in 
previous Appropriations Acts, which pro- 
hibits use of the funds in this bill to require 
any person to perform, or facilitate the per- 
formance of, an abortion. 

Section 104 provides language, included in 
previous Appropriations Acts, which states 
that nothing in the previous section removes 
the obligation of the Director of the Bureau 
of Prisons to provide escort services to fe- 
male inmates who seek to obtain abortions 
outside a Federal facility. 

Section 105 includes language providing au- 
thorization for Department of Justice pro- 
grams until the effective date of a subse- 
quent Justice authorization act. 

Section 106 provides language allowing the 
Department of Justice, subject to the Com- 
mittees’ reprogramming procedures, to 
transfer up to 5 percent between any appro- 
priation, but limits to 10 percent the amount 
that can be transferred into any one appro- 
priation. The provision also prohibits trans- 
fers of funds from the Bureau of Prisons 
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Buildings and Facilities account unless the 
President certifies that such a transfer is 
necessary to the national security interests 
of the United States, and such authority 
shall not be delegated, and shall be subject 
to section 605 of this Act. 

Section 107 provides language to continue 
section 114 of Public Law 107-77 during fiscal 
year 2005. 

Section 108 includes language regarding ad- 
ditional funding for Project Seahawk. 

Section 109 provides for the extension of 
the Personnel Management Demonstration 
Project for certain positions of the Bureau of 
Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives. 

Section 110 prohibits the Drug Enforce- 
ment Administration from establishing pro- 
curement quotas in certain circumstances. 

Section 111 provides for the establishment 
of procurement quotas for certain drugs fol- 
lowing the approval of a new drug applica- 
tion. 

Section 112 empowers the Director of the 
FBI to, on a case-by-case basis, delay the 
mandatory retirement age of 57 for FBI 
agents until the agent reaches 65 years of 
age. Currently, the Director is authorized to 
delay mandatory retirement until the agent 
reaches 60 years of age. This provision does 
not require agents to work past the age of 57, 
but gives the Director the authority to ex- 
tend agents until the age of 65 in certain cir- 
cumstances. 

Section 113 provides the Director of the 
FBI with the authority, after consultation 
with the Office of Personnel Management 
(OPM), to provide retention and relocation 
bonuses to employees with high or unique 
qualifications who in the absence of bonuses 
would likely leave the FBI. The provision 
also allows for retention and relocation bo- 
nuses for individuals transferred to a dif- 
ferent geographic area with a higher cost of 
living. A bonus may total up to 50 percent of 
an employee’s basic rate of pay. 

Section 114 authorizes the Director of the 
FBI to provide for the establishment and 
training of an FBI Reserve Service that 
would facilitate streamlined, temporary re- 
hiring from a pre-certified cadre of retired 
FBI employees who possess the specialized 
skills required to deal with the demands of a 
crisis or other special situation. The provi- 
sion will allow the FBI to quickly access ex- 
perienced employees in the event of an emer- 
gency, without adversely impacting reserve 
service members’ retirement pay. 

Section 115 authorizes the FBI, in conjunc- 
tion with the Office of Management and 
Budget and the Office of Personnel Manage- 
ment, to pay critical intelligence positions 
up to an Executive Schedule I salary pro- 
vided that the position is determined to be 
(1) a high level position in a scientific, tech- 
nical, professional, or administrative field, 
and (2) critical to the FBI’s mission. 

Section 116 provides authority for the Bu- 
reau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Ex- 
plosives to use confiscated funds during un- 
dercover operations. 

Section 117 amends Title 31 of the United 
States Code to provide protection for the Di- 
rector of the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, 
Firearms and Explosives. 

Section 118 requires the Bureau of Prisons 
to submit a financial plan. 

Section 119 directs the Bureau of Prisons 
to work with the Federal Public Defender in 
the Southern District of Florida on a pilot 
program. 

Section 120 limits the placement of max- 
imum or high security prisoners to appro- 
priately secure facilities. 

Section 121 restricts Federal prisoner ac- 
cess to certain amenities. 
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Section 122 provides for payment of certain 
eligible radiation exposure claims. 

Section 123 changes the name of the Na- 
tional Prison Rape Reduction Commission to 
the National Prison Rape Elimination Com- 
mission. 

Section 124 establishes the 9/11 Heroes 
Medal of Valor. 

Section 125 provides for the transfer of cer- 
tain land to the Secretary of the Army. 

Section 126 establishes an Office of Justice 
for Victims of Overseas Terrorism, as rec- 
ommended by the Koby Mandell Act of 2003, 
to ensure that the investigation and prosecu- 
tion of deaths of American citizens overseas 
are a high priority within the Department of 
Justice. The Office shall create a Joint Agen- 
cy Task Force consisting of Department of 
Justice and Department of State personnel 
to be activated in the event of a terrorist in- 
cident against American citizens overseas. 

TITLE П—РЕРАВТМЕМТ OF COMMERCE 
AND RELATED AGENCIES 


TRADE AND INFRASTRUCTURE 
DEVELOPMENT 


RELATED AGENCIES 


OFFICE OF THE UNITED STATES TRADE 
REPRESENTATIVE 


SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement includes 
$41,552,000 for the Office of the United States 
Trade Representative (USTR) for fiscal year 
2005, as proposed by both the House and Sen- 
ate. 

The conference agreement adopts, by ref- 
erence, language proposed by the House re- 
garding the United States trade deficit with 
other nations, reporting requirements, and 
international standards. 

The conferees expect the USTR to make 
use of all available mechanisms, including 
the safeguards delineated under the Trade 
Act of 1974, specifically Sections 301 and 421, 
to address the disruptions resulting from 
trade with the People’s Republic of China. 

The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage proposed by the Senate regarding the 
establishment and the responsibilities of a 
Chief Negotiator for Intellectual Property 
Enforcement. 

The conference agreement continues lan- 
guage from the prior year regarding certain 
trade negotiations to be conducted within 
the World Trade Organization, as proposed 
by the Senate. 

NATIONAL INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW 
ENFORCEMENT COORDINATION COUNCIL 

The conference agreement includes 
$2,000,000 for the National Intellectual Prop- 
erty Law Enforcement Coordination Council 
(NIPLECC), instead of $20,000,000 as proposed 
by the Senate. 

The conference agreement adopts by ref- 
erence Senate report language regarding the 
mission of the NIPLECC and the creation of 
a Coordinator for International Intellectual 
Property Enforcement to head this Council. 

INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

The conference agreement includes 
$61,700,000 as proposed by both the House and 
Senate for the International Trade Commis- 
sion for fiscal year 2005. 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
INTERNATIONAL TRADE ADMINISTRATION 
OPERATIONS AND ADMINISTRATION 

The conference agreement includes 
$401,513,000 in total resources for the pro- 
grams of the International Trade Adminis- 
tration (ITA) for fiscal year 2005, of which 
$8,000,000 is to be derived from fee collec- 
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tions, ав proposed by both the Senate and 
House. 

Manufacturing and Services.—Of the 
amounts provided under this heading, the 
conference agreement includes $10,000,000 for 
the National Textile Center, $3,000,000 for 
Textile/Clothing Technology Corporation, 
$500,000 for Kansas City Smart Port, and 
$500,000 for the continuation of the inter- 
national competitiveness program. 

Market Access and Compliance.—Of the 
amounts provided under this heading, suffi- 
cient funding is provided to continue the 
BISNIS program. 

Import Administration.—The conferees di- 
rect the Department to ensure that in cases 
regarding non-market economies, the surro- 
gates are carefully selected. For those al- 
leged dumping cases, the Department should 
clearly distinguish the fundamental dif- 
ferences in production processes and rely 
upon all credible expert information (includ- 
ing economic modeling and industry-based 
cost comparisons) in determining whether 
the financials of à surrogate realistically re- 
flect costs. The conferees note that in chem- 
ical cases, as well as other cases, producers 
of identical products may not be the most re- 
liable surrogate if they are distinctly dif- 
ferent in size or production process. The con- 
ferees direct the Department to select the 
surrogates that most accurately reflect ac- 
tual costs. 

United States and Foreign Commercial Serv- 
ice.—Of the amounts provided under this 
heading, the conferees direct that overseas 
position levels dedicated to the Baltics will 
remain at fiscal year 2004 levels. 

The conferees expect the Department to 
continue to fully participate in and con- 
tribute to the Clean Energy Technology Ex- 
ports Initiative, à nine-agency approach to 
help open international markets and aid in 
the export of a range of United States clean 
energy technologies. 

The conference agreement adopts, by ref- 
erence, language regarding the Appalachian- 
Turkish Trade Project as proposed by the 
Senate. 

'The conferees direct the Secretary of Com- 
merce to report back to the Committees on 
Appropriations, no later than January 20, 
2005, on the trade and U.S. employment im- 
pact of the currency valuation of our trading 
partners including China, Japan, Vietnam, 
South Korea, Taiwan, the Ukraine, and Indo- 
nesia. 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language designating the amounts available 
for each unit within ITA. The conferees re- 
mind ITA that any deviation from the fund- 
ing distribution provided in the bill and re- 
port, including carryover balances, is subject 
to reprogramming procedures set forth in 
section 605 of this Act. In addition, ITA is di- 
rected to submit to the Committees on Ap- 
propriations, not later than 60 days after the 
enactment of this Act, à spending plan for 
all ITA units that incorporates any carry- 
over balances from prior fiscal years. 

The conference agreement adopts, by ref- 
erence, language as proposed by the Senate 
under the heading of World Trade Organiza- 
tion. The conference agreement adopts, by 
reference, language as proposed by the House 
concerning imports of polyester fibers from 
Korea, Channa micropeltes also known as 
Snakehead fish, staffing for market access 
compliance, establishment of a dispute set- 
tlement mechanism, report on right-sizing 
methodology, human rights training, spend- 
ing plan, trade missions, foreign currency 
valuation, Caribbean Basin, Global Diver- 
sity, the rural export program, and travel ex- 
penditures. 
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The conference agreement includes $500,000 
for the Rural Export Initiative for fiscal year 
2005, and directs the ITA to work with the 
West Virginia High Technology Consortium 
Foundation. Further, the conferees expect 
the previously provided $500,000 for the Rural 
Export Initiative’s National Technology 
Transfer Center to be awarded or otherwise 
made available to the West Virginia High 
Technology Consortium Foundation. 

The conference agreement includes report 
language as proposed by the House regarding 
the Office of Trade and Economic Analysis 
(ОТЕА). The conference agreement includes 
up to $3,000,000 for this purpose. 

The conference agreement includes, by ref- 
erence, report language as proposed by the 
House regarding jobs in food manufacturing 
(including confectionery) and the submission 
of a certain report. 

The conferees direct the Secretary of Com- 
merce to take all necessary steps to ensure 
that American business interests are rep- 
resented in international standards negotia- 
tions, including those concerning digital 
telecommunications. The conferees continue 
to direct that ITA collaborate with NIST, 
the USTR, and the State Department to re- 
duce trade barriers to U.S. business exports. 
The conferees direct the Secretary to report 
to the Committees on Appropriations regard- 
ing the steps taken to ensure these goals are 
met and what obstacles are impeding the 
conferees’ intended results. This report 
should include proposals to transfer existing 
ITA and NIST personnel on a temporary or 
permanent basis to certain international or- 
ganizations. 

Executive Direction.—The conferees are con- 
cerned regarding the accuracy and timeli- 
ness of information presented to the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations, specifically data 
regarding financial and human capital. The 
conferees urge the Secretary to address the 
conferees’ concerns. 

Language is included regarding a certain 
international trade study. 

BUREAU OF INDUSTRY AND SECURITY 
OPERATIONS AND ADMINISTRATION 


The conference agreement includes a total 
operating level of $68,393,000 for the oper- 
ations and administration of the Bureau of 
Industry and Security (BIS), as proposed by 
the House, instead of $70,872,000, as proposed 
by the Senate. 

The conference agreement adopts, by ref- 
erence, Senate report language regarding a 
certain report. 

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION 


ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ASSISTANCE 
PROGRAMS 


The conference agreement includes 
$257,423,000 for Economic Development As- 
sistance (EDA) Programs. The conferees di- 
rect EDA to continue traditional programs 
to provide needed assistance to communities 
struggling with long-term economic disloca- 
tion, as well as sudden and severe economic 
dislocation. Of the amounts provided, 
$166,593,000 is for Public Works and Economic 
Development; $45,400,000 is for Economic Ad- 
justment Assistance; $24,500,000 is for plan- 
ning; $8,435,000 is for technical assistance, in- 
cluding university centers; $12,000,000 is for 
trade adjustment assistance; and $495,000 is 
for research. 

The conference agreement adopts, by ref- 
erence, language proposed by the House re- 
garding coal and timber industry downturns, 
and assistance to applicants and require- 
ments for applicants. The conference agree- 
ment adopts, by reference, Senate language 
regarding the economic downturns including 
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the timber, steel, and coal industries, United 
States-Canadian trade-related issues, com- 
munities in New England, the mid-Atlantic, 
Hawaii, and Alaska impacted by fisheries 
regulations, and communities in the south- 
east impacted by downturns due to the North 
American Free Trade Agreement. 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement includes 
$30,483,000 for the salaries and expenses of 
the Economic Development Administration, 
instead of $30,565,000 as proposed by the 
House, and $30,400,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. 

The conference agreement adopts, by ref- 
erence, House language regarding efforts to 
maximize the operating funding level, a spe- 
cial headquarters reserve fund, and require- 
ments for reorganization proposals. 


MINORITY BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT AGENCY 
MINORITY BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT 


The conference agreement includes 
$29,899,000 for the Minority Business Develop- 
ment Agency for fiscal year 2005, instead of 
$31,555,000 as proposed by the Senate, and 
$28,899,000 as proposed by the House. The con- 
ference agreement adopts, by reference, 
House language regarding the Entrepre- 
neurial Technology Apprenticeship Program. 

The conference agreement adopts, by ref- 
erence, Senate language regarding the Ini- 
tiative on Asian Americans and Pacific Is- 
landers. The conferees continue to support 
the Office of Native American Business De- 
velopment. 


ECONOMIC AND INFORMATION INFRASTRUCTURE 
ECONOMIC AND STATISTICAL ANALYSIS 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement includes 
$80,000,000 for the economic and statistical 
analysis programs of the Department of 
Commerce, including the Bureau of Есо- 
nomic Analysis (BEA), for fiscal year 2005, 
instead of $78,211,000 as proposed by the 
House, and $81,764,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. 

The BEA has received programmatic in- 
creases over the past four years to ensure 
that policy makers have access to more ac- 
curate and timely economic data. 

Language is included regarding a grant to 
the National Academy of Public Administra- 
tion to conduct a comprehensive study on 
the effects of off-shoring on the U.S. work- 
force and economy. Subcontracts should be 
awarded as necessary. Information and opin- 
ion should be collected from stakeholders in 
business, education, and government, as well 
as professional associations and employee 
organizations. 


BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 


The conference agreement includes a total 
operating level of $754,881,000 for the Bureau 
of the Census, instead of $773,881,000 as pro- 
posed by the House, and $605,768,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement includes 
$198,765,000 for the salaries and expenses of 
the Bureau of the Census for fiscal year 2005, 
instead of $174,304,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, and $202,765,000 as proposed by the 
House. 

The conference agreement adopts, by ref- 
erence, House report language regarding the 
highest priority core activities, reimburse- 
ment, the monthly Export-Import and Trade 
Balance statistics on a North American In- 
dustry Classification System (NAICS) basis, 
and the Advanced Technology Trade Im- 
ports, Exports, and Net Balance By Country, 


24577 


domestic stock production, and other key re- 
ports. 


PERIODIC CENSUSES AND PROGRAMS 


The conference agreement includes a total 
of $556,116,000 for all periodic censuses and 
related programs in fiscal year 2005, instead 
of $571,116,000 as proposed by the House, and 
$431,464,000 as proposed by the Senate. Of the 
amounts provided, $146,009,000 is provided for 
the American Community Survey, and 
$82,310,000 is for the Master Address File/Top- 
ologically Integrated Geographic Encoding 
and Referencing (MAF/TIGER) system. The 
conferees expect to be kept apprised on a 
monthly basis on the expenditure of these 
funds. 

The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage regarding the collection of data on 
race identification. 

NATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATIONS AND 
INFORMATION ADMINISTRATION 


The conference agreement includes a total 
of $39,202,000 for the National Telecommuni- 
cations and Information Administration 
(NTIA), instead of $17,820,000 as proposed by 
the House and $58,194,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement includes 
$17,433,000 for the Salaries and Expenses ap- 
propriation of the NTIA, instead of $15,282,000 
as proposed by the House, and $21,583,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement adopts, by ref- 
erence, language proposed by the House re- 
garding the maximization of the operating 
level and reimbursements. 

PUBLIC TELECOMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES, 

PLANNING AND CONSTRUCTION 

The conference agreement includes 
$21,769,000, the same amount as in the Sen- 
ate, instead of $2,538,000 as proposed by the 
House. 

INFORMATION INFRASTRUCTURE GRANTS 


The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage allowing recoveries and balances to be 
used for administration of open grants as 
proposed by the House. The Senate proposed 
an appropriation of $14,842,000. 

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK 
OFFICE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement includes 
$1,544,754,000 for the United States Patent 
and Trademark Office (USPTO) for fiscal 
year 2005, the same as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, and $1,523,407,000 as proposed by the 
House. 

The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage restricting certain travel payments 
and language designating full-time equiva- 
lents and funding for certain functions. 

The conference agreement adopts, by ref- 
erence, language proposed by the House re- 
garding the National Inventor’s Hall of Fame 
and Inventure Place and the International 
Intellectual Property Institute. 

The conference agreement adopts, by ref- 
erence, language proposed by the Senate re- 
garding the Whittemore School of Business 
for an intellectual property rights pilot 
project. 

The conference agreement includes 
$20,000,000 for USPTO’s efforts to combat pi- 
racy and counterfeiting overseas, as pro- 
posed in the Senate report. 

The conferees remind the PTO that any 
changes from the funding distribution pro- 
vided in the bill and report including carry- 
over balances are subject to the reprogram- 
ming procedures set forth in section 605 of 
this Act. 
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In addition, PTO is directed to submit to 
the Committees on Appropriations, not later 
than three months after the enactment of 
this Act, a spending plan, which incorporates 
any carryover balances from previous fiscal 
years and any increases to the patent or 
trademark fee structure. 

SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY 
TECHNOLOGY ADMINISTRATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement includes 
$6,547,000 for necessary expenses of the Under 
Secretary for Technology Policy and the Of- 
fice of Technology Policy, as proposed by the 
House, instead of $6,407,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes $200,000 
for the World Congress on Information Tech- 
nology. 

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF STANDARDS AND 
TECHNOLOGY 


The conference agreement includes 
$708,692,000 for the National Institute of 
Standards and Technology (NIST) for fiscal 
year 2005, instead of $524,970,000 as proposed 
by the House, and $784,963,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. 

SCIENTIFIC AND TECHNICAL RESEARCH AND 

SERVICES 


The conference agreement includes 
$383,892,000 for the Scientific and Technical 
Research and Services (core programs) of the 
NIST, as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$375,838,000 as proposed by the House. Of the 
funds made available, $2,900,000 is provided 
for transfer to the NIST Working Capital 
Fund. 


[In thousands of dollars] 


Committee 
recommendation 
Electronics and Electrical 
Engineering .................... $49,590 
Manufacturing Engineer- 
Ing Қорасы а д ИЕН 23,779 
Chemical Science and 
Technology ..................... 43,951 
Physics Я 41,796 
Materials Science and En- 
gineering ........................ 60,897 
Building and Fire Research 21,779 
Computer Science and Ap- 
plied Mathematics .......... 63,820 
Technology Assistance ...... 15,592 
National Quality Program 5,465 
Research Support Activi- 
DIOS т ТКЕН ЛЕТ, 57,223 
Total, STRS ................ 383,892 


Within the funds made available for Elec- 
tronics and Electrical Engineering, $4,000,000 
is provided for the Office of Law Enforce- 
ment Standards [OLES] to fund the highest 
priority homeland security research 
projects. Projects managed by OLES are to 
be coordinated with the Department of Jus- 
tice and the Department of Homeland Secu- 
rity. In addition, $1,000,000 is for a 
nanoelectronics initiative to support the de- 
velopment of semiconductor technologies. 

Within the funds made available for Manu- 
facturing Engineering, $2,000,000 is for the 
nanomanufacturing initiative enabling crit- 


ical infrastructural measurements and 
standards for the developing nanotechnology 
industry. 


Within the funds made available for Phys- 
ics, $3,000,000 is for quantum computing. The 
conference agreement adopts language, as 
proposed by the Senate, regarding support of 
NIST’s Nobel Laureates’ efforts. 

Within the funds made available for Mate- 
rials Science and Engineering, $6,000,000 is 
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provided for upgrades to the National Center 
for Neutron Research in order to meet the 
increasing demand for this national sci- 
entific resource. 

Within the funds made available for Build- 
ing and Fire Research, $2,000,000 is for meas- 
urements and standards for advanced fire 
fighting technologies. Numerous innovative 
technologies are becoming available for the 
Nation’s fire departments. Unfortunately, 
there are few standard test methods able to 
assess the performance of these instruments. 

Within the funds made available for Com- 
puter Science and Applied Mathematics, 
$500,000 is for NIST’s efforts in support of the 
Technical Guidelines Development Com- 
mittee, as established under the Help Amer- 
ica Vote Act, Public Law 107-252. Addition- 
ally, the conferees recognize the need to con- 
tinue support of the US-VISIT program and 
other biometric programs of the Depart- 
ments of State and Justice and have pro- 
vided $2,000,000 to allow for NIST to begin 
testing the accuracy of multimodal systems, 
develop guidelines for testing fingerprint 
segmentation methods, and determining the 
influence of multiple images on the accuracy 
of facial biometrics. 

The Nation’s critical infrastructure con- 
tinues to be at risk due to inadequate secu- 
rity, which is subject to exploitation, includ- 
ing the critical systems of the Federal Gov- 
ernment. The Congress has designated the 
Computer Security Division as having the 
authority and responsibility of developing 
Federal standards, security guidelines, secu- 
rity checklists and associated methods and 
techniques for securing information systems, 
specifically Federal non-classified systems. 
These responsibilities are derived from the 
Federal Information Security Management 
Act and the Cyber Security Research and De- 
velopment Act. The conference agreement 
includes $10,000,000 to develop the standards, 
guidelines, security specifications, testing 
methods, checklists, and testing and scan- 
ning tools necessary to protect the Nation’s 
cyberspace. 

Within the funding for Research Support, 
an increase of $3,000,000 is provided to the 
Competence program and $10,050,000 is pro- 
vided for Business Systems. Тһе rec- 
ommendation continues funding of $2,400,000 
for a telework project and $6,500,000 for a 
critical infrastructure program, both of 
which received similar funding in fiscal year 
2004. 

Chemical Science and Technology Study.— 
The conferees understand that the current 
methods of bulk asbestos analysis were de- 
signed to segregate commercial asbestos 
products containing more than 1 percent as- 
bestos and may be inadequate for deter- 
mining low concentrations of asbestos that 
occur in the natural environment. The con- 
ferees are aware of private-sector interest in 
developing a mass-based method that is ac- 
curate to the 0.1-1 WT percent levels and 
which will segregate asbestos from non-as- 
bestos particles on mine-grade samples of 
amphiboles and a method for distinguishing 
asbestos and non-asbestos particles in air- 
borne filter samples. The conferees direct 
NIST to provide to the Committees on Ap- 
propriations in both the House and Senate, 
not later than January 31, 2005, a determina- 
tion on whether developing such a method- 
ology is necessary and, if so, the process, 
cost, and timetable for developing this meth- 
odology. 

INDUSTRIAL TECHNOLOGY SERVICES 

The conference agreement includes 
$251,300,000 for the Industrial Technology 
Services appropriation of the National Insti- 
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tute of Standards and Technology, instead of 
$106,000,000 as proposed by the House, and 
$315,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

Manufacturing Extension Partnership pro- 
gram (MEP).—The conference agreement in- 
cludes $109,000,000 to fully fund all MEP cen- 
ters. The conference agreement includes bill 
language prohibiting the Secretary of Com- 
merce from recompeting any existing Manu- 
facturing Extension Partnership Center prior 
to 2007. Federal support for the MEP pro- 
gram, combined with State and private sec- 
tor funding, has translated into more jobs, 
more tax revenue, more exports, and a more 
secure supply source of consumer and de- 
fense goods. The MEP program is an eco- 
nomical and prudent means of assisting 
small manufacturers that want to remain in 
the United States, continue to hire Amer- 
ican workers, and stay competitive in the 
global market place. Of the amounts pro- 
vided, $3,000,000 is to ensure small and rural 
States receive necessary manufacturing as- 
sistance and services. The conferees have re- 
viewed the Department of Commerce’s re- 
port entitled, Manufacturing in America" 
and its recommendations. The conferees do 
not support the report's recommendation to 
reorganize the MEP program around a re- 
gional approach. The conferees recognize 
that the original concept of 12 regional cen- 
ters for MEP is not the best model to address 
the needs of small and medium-sized manu- 
facturers. The conferees support MEP’s ex- 
pansion in order to equalize services to all 
types of manufacturers across the country. 
The conferees direct the Secretary of Com- 
merce to provide the necessary coverage for 
small and medium-sized manufacturers. In 
addition, the conferees are concerned about 
the ability of small and rural States to pro- 
vide adequate ‘matching’ funds. The con- 
ferees direct MEP to develop a program, 
which will provide additional assistance to 
small and rural States and report back to 
the Committees on Appropriations by April 
15, 2005, with an implementation plan. 

The conference agreement includes a new 
provision naming the Manufacturing Exten- 
sion Partnership Centers the Hollings Cen- 
ters. 

The conference agreement adopts, by ref- 
erence, language in the House report regard- 
ing the requirements for applicants seeking 
assistance. 

Advanced Technology Program.—The con- 
ference agreement provides an appropriation 
of $142,300,000 for the Advanced Technology 
Program (ATP), instead of $203,000,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate and no funding as pro- 
posed by the House. The conference agree- 
ment does not adopt bill language providing 
specific funding for new awards as proposed 
by the Senate. 


CONSTRUCTION OF RESEARCH FACILITIES 


The conference agreement includes 
$73,500,000 for the construction and major 
renovations of the NIST campuses at Boul- 
der, Colorado, and Gaithersburg, Maryland. 

The conferees provide $23,000,000 for safety, 
capacity, maintenance, and major repairs, 
and $7,000,000 for the central utility plant up- 
grades for the Boulder, Colorado, facility. 

NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC 
ADMINISTRATION 


The conference agreement includes a total 
of $3,940,000,000 for the National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA), in- 
stead of $3,158,000,000 as proposed by the 
House and $4,141,793,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. The conference agreement includes 
funding under the same account structure as 
in previous years as proposed by the House, 
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instead of unifying the two main accounts as 
proposed by the Senate. 
OPERATIONS, RESEARCH, AND FACILITIES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

The conference agreement includes total 
funding of $2,872,065,000, instead of 
$2,324,000,000 as proposed by the House. The 
Senate bill included $4,109,646,000 under a 
new “Орегабіопв, Research, Facilities, and 
Systems Acquisition" account which in- 
cluded funding for activities under this ac- 
count. Of the amount provided, $65,000,000 is 
from balances in the account entitled, ‘‘Pro- 
mote and Develop Fishery Products and Re- 
search Pertaining to American Fisheries", 
instead of $79,000,000 as proposed by the 
House, and $57,000,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. The net appropriation from the General 
Fund is $2,804,065,000. 

Language is included prohibiting any gen- 
eral administrative charge against an as- 
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signed activity in this Act or the accom- 
panying report. An exception is provided to 
facilitate the modernization of NOAA's grant 
systems. The conferees endorse the language 
in the Senate report emphasizing the need to 
expedite financial assistance to grantees. 

Language is also included capping the 
amount provided for corporate services ad- 
ministrative support at $171,530,000, and cap- 
ping the amount available to the Depart- 
ment of Commerce Working Capital Fund at 
$39,500,000. 

The conference agreement stipulates that 
any deviation from the amounts designated 
for specific activities in the report accom- 
panying this Act shall be subject to the pro- 
cedures set forth in section 605 of this Act. 

The conference agreement includes, by ref- 
erence, language in the House report regard- 
ing the submission of à report on amounts 
planned for line office personnel and over- 
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head, and a report on positions, full-time 
equivalents, and salary-related costs for each 
line office. 


The conferees support the intent of the 
Senate report language connecting the 
NOAA budget with the agency’s strategic 
plan and goals. However, the conferees were 
surprised to learn through NOAA’s appeal in 
response to the Senate bill that every agency 
is unable to track its funds or execute its 
budget in alignment with its strategic goals. 
Accordingly, the language proposed by the 
Senate has not been adopted. The conferees 
have, however, provided a crosswalk for ap- 
propriated amounts between strategic goals 
and line offices in the financial tables in- 
cluded in this statement. 


The following table identifies the activi- 
ties, sub-activities, and projects funded in 
this appropriation: 
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NOAA OCEANS AND COASTS/NATIONAL OCEAN SERVICE 
{$ in Thousands) 


FY 2005 
Strategic 
Plan 


FY 2005 
Conference 
Agreement 


FY 05 PROPOSED OPERATING PLAN 
Operations, Research and Facilities 


Navigation Services 
Mapping & Charting 
Mapping & Charting Base (incl $2,000 FY 02 Supp) 
Coastal Mapping 
Joint Hydrographic Center 
Marine Modeling & Geospatial Technology 
Hydrographic Surveys 
Electronic Navigational Charts 
Nautical Charting 
Navigational Services 
Shoreline Mapping 
Chesapeake Bay 
Аспа! 
Address Survey Backlog/Contracts 
EEZ Outer Continental Shelf Ocean Bottom Claims 
Gulf of Alaska 
North Pacific 
North Pacific Maritime Boundary Line 
MS/LA Digital Coast 
Vessel Time Charter 
Subtotal. Mapping and Charting 


83,733 


Geodesy 


CT Geodesy Base 
CT National Spatial Reference Svstem 
CT Height Modemization Regional Expansion - NGS Implementation 
CT Height Modemization Regional Expansion - NC 
CT Height Modernization Regional Expansion -TX 
ст Height Modemization Study - MS 
СТ Geodetic Survey-KY 
ст Geodetic Survey- CA 
CT Geodetic Survey- LA 
CT Geodetic Survey - WI 
СТ Geodetic Survey - WA 
ст Geodetic Survey - AL 
Subtotal, Geodesy 
Tide & Current Data 
CT Tide & Current Data Base 18,415 
ww National Water Level Observation Network 2,500 
ст РОКТ5 2,981 
ст Great Lakes NWLON 2,000 
ст Alaska Current & Tide Data 1,500 
Subtotal. Tide & Current Data 27,396 
зс гу су ME ee ee ee 
Ocean Resources Conservation and Assessment 
Ocean Assessment Program (OAP) 
ECO Ocean Assessment Program Base 22,323 
ECO Coastal Observation Technology System 2,177 
ECO Coastal Ocean Research & Monitoring Program 2,473 
ЕСО NOAA ICOOS 7,500 
ECO NOAA/UNH Joint Ocean Observing Technology Center 4,000 
ECO Gulf of Alaska Ecosystern Monitoring 2.000 
ECO Gulf of Maine Observing System 1,900 


ЕСО Long Island Sound Observing Svstem 1.000 
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NOAA OCEANS AND COASTS/NATIONAL OCEAN SERVICE 
($ in Thousands) 


FY 05 PROPOSED OPERATING PLAN 
Operations, Research and Facilities 


Central Gulf of Mexico Observing System (USM) 
So Cal Coastal Ocean Observing System (Scripps) 
Alliance for Coastal Technologies 

Center for Coastal Ocean Observation and Analysis 
Carolina Coastal Ocean Observing and Prediction System 
Wallops Ocean Observation Project 

Coastal Ocean Monitoring Network for West Florida 
Coastal Storms 

Cook Inlet Coastal Monitoring and Habitat 

Coastal Services Center 

Pacific Coastal Services Center 

Seacoast Science Center 

EE Just Environmental Institute 

Coastal Change Analysis 

Lake Pontchartrain 

CREST 

СІ-СОКЕ 

Aquatic Research Consortium MS 

Coop Institute for Coastal and Estuarine Enviro Tech 
Hawaii Coral Reef Initiative 

Nat'l Coral Reef Initiative - Florida 

Coral Reef - Puerio Rico 

Coral Reef 

National Fish and Wildlife Foundation - NFWF 

Occan Health Initiative 
Monterey Bay Watershed 
Subtotal, Ocean Assessment Program (ОАР) 


FY 2005 
Conference 
Agreement 


149,073 


Response and Restoration 
Response and Restoration Base 
Estuary Restoration Program 
Damage Assessment Program 


Coastal] Protection and Restoration Project 
Mitigating Coastal Development Impacts/MS State Univ 
Marine Wildlife Noise Impacts/Univ. of R} 

Marine Debris 

Marine Debris Removal - Alaska 

Marine Debris Removal - SC 

Hazardous Materials Response Program 

Aquatic Resources Environmental Initiative 

Center for Marine Spill Response Project 

Vieques 

Pribilof Islands Cleanup and Economic Development 


Subtotal, Response and Restoration 38,601 
National Centers for Coastal Ocean Science (NCCOS) 

Center for Coastal Environmental Health & Bimolecular Rsch 15,000 
Extramural Research 4,000 
High salinity estuaries (Baruch) 1,000 
Oxford, MD 4,500 

Extramural Research 2,000 

Ctr for Coastal Fishenes Habitat Research 5,750 
Extramural Research 2,000 

Center for Coastal Monitoring & Assessment 6,000 
Extramural Research 2,000 

Center for Sponsored Coastal Ocean Research 3,700 

Coastal Ocean Research Grants (HAB/Pfisteria/GLOBEC) 5,500 
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NOAA OCEANS AND COASTS/NATIONAL OCEAN SERVICE 
($ in Thousands) 


FY 2005 
Strategic 
Pian 


FY 2005 
Conference 
Agreement 


NCCOS Headquarters 5,000 
Marine Env Health Research Lab - MEHRL 4,000 


Subtotal, NCCOS 60,450 


FY 05 PROPOSED OPERATING PLAN 
Operations, Research and Facilities 


Total, Ocean Resources Conserv. & Assess. 248,124 


Ocean and Coastal Management 
Coastal Management 

CZM Grants 

CZM Program Administration 
National Estuarine Research Reserve System 
Non-point Pollution Implementation Grants 
Marine Protected Areas 
Subtotal, Coastal Management 


96,100 


Ocean Management 
Marine Sanctuary Program 
Marine Sanctuary Program Base 
Marine Sanctuary Foundation / Ocean Activity Fund 
Northwestern Hawaiian Islands Rsrch / Hl Institute of Marine Biology 
Northwest Straits Citizens Advisory Commission 


Subtotal, Ocean Management 58,750 


Total, Ocean and Coastal Management 154,850 
Payment to ОМАО 2,793 


ee 
FY2005 Strategic Plan 
NOAA WIDE 
ECOSYSTEMS | 
[ ____|СМАТЕ кашап 
[WW [WEATHER & WATER 


[Ci COMMERCE & TRANSPORTATION 
[ — E — JOCEAN EXPLORATION [SM 
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ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 


ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 


FY 2005 
Strategic 


Marine Mammals & Sea Turtles 
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NOAA FISHERIES/NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE 
іп Thousands) 


FY 2005 
FY 05 PROPOSED OPERATING PLAN Conference 
Operations, Research and Facilities Agreement 


California Sea Lions/Protected Species Management (PSM) 
Cook Inlet Beluga and Bio Research 
Bottlenose Dolphins 
MS Inst. For Marine Mammal Studies 
Dolphin Encirclement 
Dolphins/Yellowfin Tuna Research 
Marine Mamma] Protection (ММРУММЕЅ Activites 
Alaska Sea Life Center 
MS Center for Marine Education and Research 
Charleston Health and Risk Assessment 
Marin Headlands Marine Mammal Center 
Shedd Marine Mammals 
Marine Матта! Initiative 
Prescott Grant Program 
Marine Mammals, Sea Turtles & Other Species/Endangered Species Act (ESA) 
Marine Mammal Commission Studies (protection/predation) 
Alaska Eskimo Whaling Commission 
Participation of AEWC in International Whaling Commission Meetings 
Alaska Harbour Seals 
Aleut Pacific Marine Resources Observers 
Beluga Whale Committee 
Bowhead Whale Spatia] Studies 
Bristol Bay Native Association 
National Fish & Wildlife Foundation (NFWF) Species Mgmt (PSM) 
North Pacific Southern Resident Orca Population (PSM) 
Aleut Marine Mammal Commission 
Right Whale Activities (ESA) 
Cooperative State Plans 
ESA 
Hawaiian Sea Turtles 
Southeastern Sea Turtles 


1,000 
1,500 
150 
16,000 
2,000 
5,176 
7,800 
300 
600 
825 
850 


Harbor Seals 
Hawaiian Monk Seals 
Endangered Species Act 
Alaska Seals and Steller Sea Lions 
State of Alaska Seals and Steller Sea Lion Programs 
Alaska SeaLife Center Seals and Steller Sea Lion Programs 
N. Pacific Universities MM Consortium (and Harbor Seal Research) 
Fisheries Management (North Pacific Council) 
Univ of AK Gulf Apex Predator 
Winter Food Limitation (Pr William Sound Sci Ctr) 
Subtotal, Marine Mammals & Sea Turtles 


120,571 


Fish: 

Alaska Fisheries Information Network (AKFIN) 3,200 
Bering Sea Fishermen's Association Community Development Quota (CDQ 175 
Crab Research NMFS 473 
NMFS Activities 2,017 
NMFS Field Fishery Monitoring 300 
NMFS Rockfish Research 334 
Winter Pollock Survey 800 
State of AK Rockfish Research 1,000 

Alaska Near Shore Fisheries State of Alaska 1,000 
Calibration Studies 240 
NMFS Activities 400 


Implementation 3,525 
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NOAA FISHERIES/NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE 
($ in Thousands) 


FY 05 PROPOSED OPERATING PLAN 
Operations, Research and Facilities 


National Standards 4 and 8 State of Alaska 
NMFS Activities 
Anadromous Fish Commission - North Pacific 
Anadromous Grants 
Atlantic Herring and Mackerel 
Bering Sea Pollock Research 
Bering Sea Aleut. Is. Non-Pollock Groundfish Buyback 
Bluefin Tuna Тарріпр-- Monterey 
Bluefish/Striped Bass: 
Chesapeake Bay 
Long Island Sound 
Rutgers 
Charleston Bump 
Chesapeake Bay Multi-Species Management 
Expand Annual Stock Assessments - Improve Data Collection 
California Oceanic Cooperative Fisheries Investivation (CalCOFT) 
Narragansett Bay (Phase IV) 
Fisheries Statistics 
Atlantic States Marine Fisheries Commission 
Economics & Social Sciences Research 
Nationa! Fisheries Information System 
Nationa] Standard 8 
Hawaii Fisheries Development (Oceanic Institute) 
Product Quality and Marketing--Shrimp (WASD 
Product Quality and Safety/Seafood Inspection 
Fisheries Research and Management Programs 
Gulf Fisheries Information Network (GULF FIN) Data Collection Effort 
Gulf of Maine Groundfish Survey 
Halibut Data Collection 
Halibut/Sablefish 
Hawaii Seafood Safety Program 
Hawaii Stock Management Plan (Oceanic Institute) 
Highly Migratory Shark Fishery Research Program (Mote) 
interjurisdictional Fisheries Grants 
3 Commissions 
Atlantic Cooperative Management 
Large Pelagics Research Program (UNH) 
NMFS Activities 
NE Activities 
Red Snapper 
New England Stock Depletion 
Management of George's Bank 
Pacific Coastal Fisheries Information Network (PACFIN) Catch Effon Data 


Recreational Fishery Harvest Monitoring/Rec. Fisheries Info Ntwk (КЕСЕТ) 


КЕСЕМ - SC (inshore recreation species assessment tagging) 
Red Snapper Monitoring and Research 
Reduce Fishing Impacts on Essential Fish Habitat (ЕЕН) 
Reducing Bycatch 
Regional Councils 
ESA Recovery and Research 
Recovery Plan 
Research 
State of Maine Salmon Recovery (PSM) 
Management 
Pacific Salmon Treaty - Chinook Salmon Agreement 
Research at Auke Bay 
State of Alaska 
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FY 2005 
Conference 
Agreement 


750 
1,000 
7,500 

125,000 
4,250 

519 

590 
1,143 
1,500 

500 
2,000 
2,500 

750 
9,250 
3,000 
2,400 

250 

750 
1,000 

441 
2,994 
3,445 

500 
5,000 

500 
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FY 2005 
Strategic 
Plan 
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NOAA FISHERIES/NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE 
($ in Thousands) 


FY 2005 
Conference 
Agreement 


FY 05 PROPOSED OPERATING PLAN 
Operations, Research and Facilities 


Yukon River Drainage Fisheries Assoc 

ESA - Columbia River Biological Opinion (BIOP) Implementation 
Endangered Species Studies 
Facilities (Columbia River Hatcheries) 
Hatcheries and Facilities 
Hatcheries - Monitor, Evaluation and Reform 

Pacific Salmon Treaty 

ESA Recovery and Research 

West Coast Groundfish 
Subtotal, Fish 


Crustaceans & Mollusks 

Bering Sea Crab (State of Alaska) 
Blue Crab Research Consortium 
Crab Rationalization NOAA Fisheries 
Chesapeake Bay Oyster Restoration 
Horseshoe Crab Research (HCRC) 
Lobster Sampling 
Mobile Bay Oyster Recovery 
Non-Native Oyster Chesapeake Bay Program - VA 
Oyster Restoration (Chesapeake - VIMS) 
Seafood Safety Initiative 
Scallop Fishery Assessment (МЕЂ 

Subtotal, Crustaceans & Mollusks 


15,400 


Enforcement & Observers: 
Рт лег Act Implementation 
Ghostnet - High Seas Driftnet Detection 
NMFS Activities 
Pacific Rim Fisheries 
State Participation AK/WA 
Enforcement & Surveillance 
Cooperative Agreements w/ States 
Vessel Monitoring Svsiem 
Subtotal, Enforcement 


Observers/Training 
Atlantic Coast Observers 
East Coast Observers 
Hawaii Longline Observer Program 
М. Pacific Marine Resources Observers 
N. Pacific Observer Program 
NE Groundfish Court-Ordered Observers 
National Observer Program 
West Coast Groundfish Observers 
Subtotal, Observers/Training 


Subtotal, Enforcement and Observers/Training 71,376 


Habitat Conservation & Restoration 


Connecticut River Partnership 400 
Atlantic Saimon/Penobscot River Habitat Restoration 1,000 
Bronx River Restoration 1,000 
Community-Based Restoration Grants 16,000 
Pinellas County Environmental Foundation 1,000 
Habitat Conservation 15,000 


Merrimack River fish habitat/land conservation $00 
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NOAA FISHERIES/NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE 
($ in Thousands) 


FY 05 PROPOSED OPERATING PLAN 
Operations, Research and Facilities 


November 19, 2004 


FY 2005 
Conference 
Agreement 


Refine EFH Designations б 1o00) 
Subtotal, Habitat Conservation & Restoration |222 35,900 | 


Other Activities Supporting Fisheries 
Antarctic Research 
Center for Marine Education and Research MS 
Chesapeake Bay Studies 
Climate Regimes & Ecosystem Productivity 
Computer Hardware and Software - FY 2004 Omnibus Funded in PAC 
Conservation and Recovery with States 
Consortium for Fisheries & Wildlife Conflict Resolution (UNH/NEA/VIMS) 
Cooperative Marine Education & Research 
Cooperative Research - North Pacific Research Board 
National Cooperative Research 
NE Cooperative Research 
Northeast Consortium 
SE Cooperative Research 
West Coast Groundfish Cooperative Research 
Endangered Species Act - Fish, Crustaceans, Mollusks 
FMP Extended Jurisdiction, State of Alaska 
Gulf of Alaska Coastal Communities Coalition 
Hawaiian Community Development 
Information Analyses & Dissemination 
Joint Institute for Marine and Atmospheric Research (JIMAR), HI 
Magnuson- Stevens (MSA) Implementation off Alaska 
Marine Environmental Research Institute 
Marine Resources Monitoring, Assessment & Prediction Prgm (MarMap) 
National Environmental Policy Act (МЕРА) 
New England Muhispecies Survey (SMAST) 
Pzyment to ОМАО 
SCORE Science Consonium - NH/W A/Mote Marine 
Southeast Area Monitoring & Assessment Program (SEAM AP) 
Pacific island Region/Center 
NW Fisheries Science Center (Groundfish Team) 
South Carolina Taxonomic Center 
Subtotal, Other Activities Supporting Fisheries 


Total, National Marine Fisheries Service - ORF 


1,468 
3,000 
3,500 
1,500 
3,383 
990 
500 
200 
3,000 
2,750 
3,750 
5,000 
4,250 
500 
2,500 
1,200 
425 
500 
17,943 
2,500 
7,120 
300 
1,250 
3,000 
3,000 
700 
1,000 
1,385 
5,000 
1,700 
500 


плав 
674,199 
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NOAA RESEARCH 
($ in Thousands) 


FY 2005 
Strategic 
Plan 


FY 2005 
Conference 


FY 05 PROPOSED OPERATING PLAN 
Operations, Research and Facilities 


Agreement 
Climate Research 
Laboratories & Joint Institutes 


Laboratories & Joint Institutes 46,717 


Subtotal, Laboratories & Joint Institutes 46,717 


Climate & Global Change Program 
Climate and Global Change 
Accelerating Climate Models - IRIS 
Subtotal, Climate & Global Change Program 


67,000 
1,500 


68,500 


o 


Climate Observations & Services 
Carbon Cycle 
Ocean Observations/Ocean Systems 
ARGO 
Climate Change Research Initiative 
Subtotal, Climate Observations & Services 


^ еу сусу 


Other Partnership Programs 

Central CA Ozone Study 

East Tennessee Ozone Study 

Climate System Research Center 

Int] Council for Local Environmental Initiatives 
Climate and Environmental Change 

Univ of AL Huntsville Climate Research 

Abrupt Climate Change Research 

Arctic Research Initiative (SEARCH) 
Subtotal, Other Partnership Programs 
ола ae G 


Weather & Air Quality Research 
Laboratories & Joint Institutes 
Laboratories & Joint Institutes 

Subtotal, Laboratories & Joint Institutes 


сосодоса 


34,777 


U.S. Weather Research Program 
U.S. Weather Research Program (USWRP/THORPEX) 
Targeted Wind Sensing 

Subtotal, U.S. Weather Research Pro 


Other Partnership Programs 

Tornado Severe Storm Research 

New England Air Quality Study 
NE Center for Atmospheric Science and Policy 
Inst. for Study of Earth, Oceans & Space (Air-Map - CCRC) 
Risk Reduction in Water Forecasts (MSU) 
Remote Sensing Research (ISU/BCAL) 495 
STORM (U. of N. lowa) 650 


Subtotal, Other Partnership Programs 13,645 


Total, Weather & Air Quality Research 50,922 


Ocean, Coastal, and Great Lakes Research 
Laboratories & Joint Institutes 
ECO Laboratories & Joint Institutes 20,535 


Subtotal, Laboratories & Joint Institutes 20,535 


2,000 
2,000 
1,500 
5,000 
2,000 
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NOAA RESEARCH 
(б in Thousands) 


FY 2005 FY 2005 
Strategic FY 05 PROPOSED OPERATING PLAN Conference 
Plan Operations, Research and Facilities Agreement 


National Sea Grant College Program 
National Sea Grant College Program Base 
Fish Extension 
Aquatic Nuisance Species/Zebra Mussel Research 
Gulf of Mexico Oyster Initiative 
Marine Invasive Species Program--H] 
Oyster Disease Research 


Subtotal, National Sea Grant College Program 62,750 


National Undersea Research Program (NURP) 
National Undersea Research Program (NURP) 12,500 
National Institute for Undersea Science and Technology 5,000 


Subtotal, National Undersea Research Program (NURP) 17,500 


NMNH East Wing (Oceans) 5,000 

Ocean Exploration 23,000 

Submersible Micro-technology Research 983 
Subtotal, Ocean Exploration 


Other Partnership Programs 


Aquatic Ecosystems - Canaan Valley Institute 4,300 
Arctic Research 2,000 
Institute for Science Technology and Public Policy 900 
Atmospheric Dispersion Forecasting / Jackson State Univ. 1,000 
Great Lakes Toxicity 495 
Gulf of Maine Council 150 
Lake Champlain Research Consortium 350 
NISA/Ballast Water Demonstrations 3,500 
NISA/Alaska 1,500 
Cooperative Sensor Develop Lab for Oceans and Climate 500 
Cooperative Institute for New England Mari-culture and Fisheries 3,000 
NH Center for the Study of Lakes and Ecosystems 500 
Aquaculture Education Program - Cedar Point MS 1,800 
Pacific Tropical Ornamental Fish 500 
Subtotal, Other Partnership Programs [ 21,095 | 
See жы een eee ee 
Information Technology, R&D, and Science Education 
High Performance Computing Initiatives 12,500 
Educational Partnership Program/Minority Serving Institutions 17,000 
[us d 
Payment to OMAO 100 
Total, NOAA Research - ORF 
FY2005 Strategic Plan 
т J COMMERCE Е TRANSPORTATION г“ 


OCEAN EXPLORATION 46,483 
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NOAA NATIONAL WEATHER SERVICE 
(біп Thousands) 


FY 2005 FY 2005 
Strategic FY 05 PROPOSED OPERATING PLAN Conference 
Plan Operations, Research and Facilities Agreement 


Operations and Research 

Local Warnings and Forecasts Base 8,634 
Local Warnings and Forecasts Base 21,135 
Local Warnings and Forecasts Base 498,429 
Tsunami Hazard Mitigation (moved from ОАК) 4,300 
Tsunami Waming & Environmental Obs for AK (TWEAK) 2,000 
Air Quality Forecasting Pilot Program 2,968 
Air Quality Forecasting 1,750 
Alaska Data Buoys 1,500 
НІ Data Bouys 250 
Sustain Cooperative Observer Network 1,800 
Hurricane Mitigation Alliance (SUSF) 3,250 
Red River Basin Institute / Decision Info Network 270 

New England Weather Technology Initiative 550 
NOAA Profiler Network 3,200 
NC Flood Plain Mapping Pilot 593 
Pacific Island Compact 3,500 
Space Environment Center 200 
Space Environment Center 6,750 
USWRP-THORPEX 4,500 
Vermont Northeast Weather & Wind Data Imegrati 250 


Subtotal, Local Warnings and Forecasts 565,829 


Advanced Hydrological Prediction Services 5,800 


Aviation Weather 2,400 


Weather Radio Transmitters 
Weather Radio Transmitters Base 
NOAA Weather Radio Transmitters - HI 
Subtotal, Weather Radio Transmitters 


Subtotal, Local Warnings and Forecasts 


Central Forecast Guidance 

Central Forecast Guidance 

Central Forecast Guidance 

Central Forecast Guidance 

Subtotal, Central Forecast Guidance 


Total, Operations and Research 


АП Systems Operation and Maintenance 


Total, Systems Operation & Maintenance 


Total, National Weather Service - ORF 


FY2005 Strategic Plan 
[ALL — [NOAA-WIDE 
[- — € — [симлтЕ 


COMMERCE & TRANSPORTATION 31.629 


OCEAN EXPLORATION | ______0] 
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NOAA SATELLITES/NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL SATELLITE, DATA & INFORMATION SERVICE 
(S in Thousands) 


FY 2005 FY 2005 
Strategic FY 05 PROPOSED OPERATING PLAN Conference 
Plan Operations, Research and Facilities 


Agreement 
Environmental Satellite Observing Systems 
Satellite Command and Control 


36,550 
NSOF Operations 5,681 


Satellite Command and Control 42,231 


Product Processing and Distribution 
Product Processing and Distribution 
Subtotal, Product Processing and Distribution 


27,263 


27,263 


Product Development, Readiness & Application 
Product Development, Readiness & Application 
Product Development/Ocean Remote Sensing 
Coral Reef Monitoring 

Joint Cemer/Accelerate Use of Satellites 
Research to Ops/NOAA-NASA partnerships 
Global Wind Demo 
Subtotal, Product Development, Readiness & Application 


31,188 
Total, Environmental Satellite Observing Systems 101,782 


NOAA's Data Centers & Information Services 
Archive, Access & Assessment 
Archive, Access & Assessment 


Commercial Remote Sensing Licensing & Enforcement 


31,000 


кү 7,925 
MD 5,500 
Quality Assurance/Quality Control (NC) 1,500 
wy 7,925 


Office of Space Commercialization 
GPS Interagency Board 

GOES Data Archive Project 
Subtotal, Archive, Access & Assessment 


Coastal Data Development 
Regional Climate Centers 
International Pacific Research Ctr (U of H) 
Pacific Ocean and Environment Info Center 
Environmental Data Systems Modernization 


Total, NOAA's Data Centers & Information Services 76,204 


Payment to OMAO 


178,319 


Total, Ка?) Environmental Satellite, Data and Information Service - ORF 


FY2005 Strategic Plan 


COMMERCE & TRANSPORTATION 


OCEAN EXPLORATION 
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NOAA-WIDE PROGRAM SUPPORT 
($ in Thousands) 


FY 2005 
Strategic 
Plan 


FY 2005 
Conference 
Agreement 


FY 05 PROPOSED OPERATING PLAN 
Operations, Research and Facilities 


Corporate Services 
Under Secretary and Associaie Offices 


ALL Under Secretary and Associate Offices Base 25,000 
Subtotal, Under Secretary and Assoc. Ofe 
Policy Formulation and Direction 
ALL Policy Formulation and Direction Base 41,030 
ALL CAMS 16,000 
ALL Payment to the DOC Working Capital Fund 39,500 
ALL Payment to the Business Management Fund $6,000 
eee 
NOAA Education Program 
ALL NOAA Education Program / Education Initiative 
ALL Ocean Science Bowl 
ALL JASON Education and Outreach 
ALL Bay Watersheds Education & Training Program 
ALL BWET Hawaii 
ALL Narragansett Bay Marine Education (Save the Bay) 
Toim, NOAA EdwstonProgram ие 
Facilities 
ALL NOAA Fac ilities Management, Construction and Safety 
ALL NOAA Wide Facility Maintenance (consolidated) 
ALL Boulder Facilities Operations 
ALL Western Regional Center Operations & Maintenance 


Subtotal, NOAA Fac Mgmt, Const& Maint 30,764 


ALL Environmental Compliance& Safety —— 


Кешш 
Marine Operations & Maintenance 
Marine Services 
ALL Salaries & Expenses 
ALL UNOLS 
ALL HYIALAKAI 
ALL OSCAR DYSON & FAIRWEATHER 
ALL NANCY FOSTER 


ОЕ ОЕ and NOAA Corps Pay Differential 
Subtotal, Marine Services ( including base) 93,850 


Fleet Planning and Maintenance 
ALL New Vessels (O Dyson, N Foster, Fairweather, Hi'alakai) 
ALL Fleet Planning and Maintenance 


Subtotal, Fleet Planning and Maintenance 14,000 


Total, Marine Operations and Maintenance 107,850 


Aviation Operations 
ALL Aircraft Services 18,600 


Total, Aviation Operations 18,600 
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NOAA-WIDE PROGRAM SUPPORT 
(біп Thousands) 


FY 2005 
Strategic 
Plan 


FY 2005 
Conference 
Agreement 


FY 05 PROPOSED OPERATING PLAN 
Operations, Research and Facilities 


Future Healthcare Benefits for Current Officers mE 
Total, Office of Marine & Aviation лс aaa ERE 


Total, Program Support - ORF ——— — 


FY2005 Strategic Plan 


Ll NOAA-WIDE 346, He 
| — C ____|ОДМАТЕ a 
и WEATHER & WATER NENNEN 
NENNEN — r 


COMMERCE & TRANSPORTATION 
OCEAN EXPLORATION 


PLANNING AND PROGRAM INTEGRATION 
($ in Thousands) 


FY 2005 Fy 2005 
Strategic FY 05 PROPOSED OPERATING PLAN Conference 
Plan Operations, Research and Facilities Agreement 


Planning and Program Integration 


Total, Program, Planning and Integration 


FY2005 Strategic Plan 


[ALL a 717: i500 
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NOAA OCEANS AND COASTS/NATIONAL OCEAN 
SERVICE 

The conference agreement includes a total 
of $548,788,000 for activities of the National 
Ocean Service (NOS). The conference agree- 
ment adopts, by reference, language in the 
House report on the hydrographic survey 
backlog, and on the strategy for the use of 
private mapping services. The conference 
agreement adopts, by reference, language in 
the Senate report regarding NOAA’s Inte- 
grated Coastal Ocean Observing System, in- 
cluding the important contributions of the 
National Data Buoy Center and the National 
Center for Environmental Prediction (NCEP) 
Environment Modeling Center. 

The conferees agree that amounts provided 
to address the hydrographic survey backlog 
on the line items ‘‘North Pacific Maritime 
Boundary Line", ‘“‘Gulf of Alaska" and 
“North Pacific" may be used to contract for 
hydrographic services in Alaska in areas de- 
fined as ‘‘navigationally significant” in the 
current edition of the NOAA Hydrographic 
Survey Priorities. 

The conference agreement includes funding 
for NOAA to consult with and provide assist- 
ance to the Departments of Defense and Inte- 
rior and the Environmental Protection 
Agency in carrying out their responsibilities 
in cleaning up Vieques, Puerto Rico. 

The conference agreement for the Marine 
Sanctuary Program includes $2,000,000 for 
the conservation of artifacts related to the 
USS MONITOR, including the vessel’s turret 
and engine. These funds are provided for that 
grant in addition to the amounts currently 
provided for public education, the housing of 
MONITOR archives, and artifact conserva- 
tion. The conferees expect that MONITOR 
exhibits will reference any support provided 
by NOAA and the Marine Sanctuary Pro- 
gram. The conference agreement for the Ma- 
rine Sanctuary Program also includes 
$500,000 to be used for international marine 
sanctuary and reserve issues, including, but 
not limited to, the work with the Galapagos 
Islands Marine Reserve. The conferees expect 
funds will be allocated, from within amounts 
provided for the Marine Sanctuary program, 
for conservation activities at the Monterey 
Bay National Marine Sanctuary Exploration 
Center. 

The conference agreement adopts, by ref- 
erence, report language regarding Pier 
Romeo and a Memorandum of Understanding 
between the NOS Assistant Administrator 
and other Federal agencies as proposed by 
the Senate. 

NOAA FISHERIES/NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES 

SERVICE 

The conference agreement includes 
$674,199,000 for the operations of the National 
Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS). 

The conference agreement adopts, by ref- 
erence, language proposed by the House re- 
garding continuation of funding for imple- 
mentation of a West Coast in-season harvest 
data collection system. The conference 
agreement also includes, by reference, lan- 
guage in the House report regarding the de- 
velopment of forensic tools, the protection of 
consumers from bacteria in raw molluscan 
shellfish, and the continuation of funding for 
the Gulf and Atlantic Foundation for edu- 
cation programs regarding Vibrio vulnificus. 

The conference agreement includes addi- 
tional funding for marine mammal activi- 
ties, as proposed by the Senate. Of the fund- 
ing provided for Dolphin Encirclement, 
NMFS is directed to dedicate funding and ef- 
forts on revising downward its definition of a 
vessel that is not capable of setting on or en- 
circling dolphins to reflect the fact that ves- 
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sels smaller than 400 short tons are known to 
engage in this practice. 

The conference agreement adopts, by ref- 
erence, language proposed by the Senate 
under the heading Native Hawaiian Observer 
Program. 

Within funds provided for Habitat Con- 
servation, the conferees encourage NOAA to 
work with the Ocean Resources Enhance- 
ment and Hatchery Program in California, if 
warranted, and to support the program’s ef- 
forts to evaluate the effectiveness of marine 
replenishment. 

The conference agreement includes funding 
for maintenance, operations, and lease costs 
of all NMFS labs. The conference agreement 
includes, by reference, language in the House 
report regarding future NMFS base budget 
requests. 

The conferees urge NOAA to continue sup- 
port for Virginia Trawl Survey activities. 

NOAA RESEARCH/OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC 

RESEARCH 


The conference agreement includes 
$409,278,000 for the Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Research (OAR) line office. 

The conference agreement adopts, by ref- 
erence, language in the House report on bal- 
last water exchange programs; forecasting 
models for beach closings; coordination of ef- 
forts to protect the Great Lakes including a 
report on mercury contamination; and re- 
sponding to the report of the Research Re- 
view Team. 

The conferees reject the proposed reduc- 
tions in the budget request to continue ac- 
tivities at the fiscal year 2004 level for 
paleoclimate and abrupt climate change re- 
search; for social science research related to 
climate variability, including the human di- 
mensions of climate change; and for edu- 
cational outreach. 

Funding is included in the Climate Re- 
search account for Joint and Cooperative In- 
stitutes for the institutes to continue their 
work at fiscal year 2004 levels. The conferees 
direct NOAA to fund all Joint Institutes on 
a fully annualized basis for fiscal year 2005. 

The conference agreement adopts, by ref- 
erence, language regarding the Economic De- 
velopment Alliance of Hawaii, and language 
regarding the Hawaii Marine Invasives Pro- 
gram, as proposed by the Senate under the 
National Marine Fisheries Service. 

The conference agreement adopts, by ref- 
erence, language in the Senate report regard- 
ing the distribution of funds for the Ocean 
Exploration Program and the National Un- 
dersea Research Program, including the par- 
ticipation in the Ocean Exploration pro- 
gram. 

NOAA NATIONAL WEATHER SERVICE 


The conference agreement includes 
$710,796,000 for the operations of the National 
Weather Service (NWS). 

The conference agreement adopts, by ref- 
erence, language in the House report on 
weather radio coverage in certain locations. 
The conferees agree that the amount pro- 
vided for Air Quality Forecasting includes 
$750,000 for efforts to establish air quality 
and meteorological monitoring equipment 
throughout the Shenandoah Valley as de- 
scribed in the House report. 

The conference agreement includes funding 
for the Susquehanna River basin flood sys- 
tem within funding for Advanced 
Hydrological Prediction Services. 

The conferees urge NOAA and NWS to take 
maximum advantage of capabilities and 
services that already exist in the commer- 
cial sector to eliminate duplication and 
maximize the accomplishment of the core 
mission of the NWS. 
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The conference agreement adopts, by ref- 
erence, language regarding the weather 
radar and office in Williston, ND, as proposed 
by the Senate. 


NOAA SATELLITES/NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL 
SATELLITE, DATA, AND INFORMATION SERVICE 


The conference agreement includes 
$178,319,000 for the operational and research 
and development programs of the National 
Environmental Satellite, Data, and Informa- 
tion Service (NESDIS). 

Data Dissemination.—The conferees аге 
concerned that with the significant increase 
in oceanographic and environmental data 
collection in Hawaii and the American Flag 
Territories, including the Northwestern Ha- 
waiian Islands, NOAA continues to have in- 
adequate capacity to provide timely data 
and services to the region. The conferees 
urge NOAA to enhance its Pacific Ocean and 
environmental data services and specifically 
encourage NOAA to incorporate the ongoing 
data management and archival activities at 
the University of Hawaii’s Asia-Pacific Data 
Research Center (APDRC) as a critical com- 
ponent of a NOAA Pacific Ocean and Envi- 
ronment Information Center. 


NOAA-WIDE PROGRAM SUPPORT 


The conference agreement includes 
$348,185,000 for Program Support. 

The conference agreement adopts, by ref- 
erence, language in the Senate report regard- 
ing the NOAA Education Initiative. The 
agreement includes $6,500,000 for the Office of 
Education and new initiatives to improve K- 
12 environmental, science and math outreach 
and education. Of this amount, $100,000 is 
provided to replicate the successful ‘‘Science 
on à Sphere" environmental education tech- 
nology display at the John C. Stennis Space 
Center's Infinity Center facility. The con- 
ferees have shifted funding for a number of 
Specific educational programs to the NOAA- 
wide program support area. As in past years, 
the BWET Hawaii program is to be managed 
by the Pacific Coastal Services Center. The 
amounts under the NOAA Ocean Exploration 
Program provided under NOAA Research in- 
clude $1,500,000 to support the Sea Research 
Foundation's Immersion Project as described 
in the Senate report. 

The conference agreement adopts, by ref- 
erence, Senate report language regarding 
modernization of NOAA's infrastructure, in- 
cluding the fleet of vessels and aircraft, and 
the fleet modernization plan. The referenced 
plan should also provide a breakdown by geo- 
graphic region, including the Western Pa- 
cific. Within the marine services activity, 
$15,350,000 is provided to ensure the full-year 
operation of the NOAA vessels OSCAR 
DYSON, FAIRWEATHER, NANCY FOSTER, 
and НГІАТАКАІ, at standard operating tem- 
pos. The amounts within fleet planning and 
maintenance include $2,000,000 for these same 
vessels. The conference agreement includes 
$1,000,000 for staffing, training and planning 
for the newly dedicated NOAA ocean explo- 
ration vessel. The conference agreement also 
includes an increase of $2,100,000 above the 
budget request, and above the House and 
Senate bills, to offset fuel price increases for 
all NOAA ships and aircraft. 

The conferees agree that, within the 
amount provided for Marine Services, NOAA 
shall take the necessary actions to convey a 
decommissioned NOAA ship in operable con- 
dition to the Utrok Atoll local government 
as authorized by Public Law 108-219. 

Of the amounts provided for Facilities, 
$200,000 shall be used for completion of the 
Santa Cruz Laboratory sea water system. 
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PLANNING AND PROGRAM INTEGRATION 


The conference agreement includes 
$2,500,000 for Planning and Program Integra- 
tion. 


PROCUREMENT, ACQUISITION AND CONSTRUCTION 


The conference agreement includes 
$1,053,436,000 under this heading instead of 
$840,000,000 as proposed by the House. The 
Senate bill included funding for these activi- 
ties under the ‘‘Operations, Research, Facili- 
ties, and Systems Acquisition" account. The 
conference agreement makes funding avail- 
able for three fiscal years with exceptions for 
certain construction activities. 

The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage clarifying procurement authorities re- 
lated to the National Polar Operational Or- 
biting Operational Environmental Satellite 
System. 
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Of the amount provided for Maryland 
Chesapeake Bay Coastal and Estuarine Land 
Conservation projects, $1,000,000 is for Wapiti 
Farms and $300,000 is for Holly Grove. 

The conference agreement adopts, by ref- 
erence, language regarding land acquisition 
and construction, including Section 2 (Fish 
& Wildlife Coordination Act), as proposed by 
the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage proposed by the Senate requiring the 
submission of multi-year program cost esti- 
mates for each NOAA procurement, acquisi- 
tion and construction program having a 
total multi-year cost of more than $5,000,000. 

The conference agreement includes 
$2,400,000 for acoustic quieting, outfitting 
and improvements for the OSCAR DYSON. 
The conferees understand that NOAA’s first 
acoustically quiet fisheries research vessel is 
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not meeting its design specifications. The 
conferees are concerned about NOAA's in- 
ability to adequately address this key design 
element within the original project budget 
and schedule. The conferees agree that 
NOAA shall submit a report to the Commit- 
tees by January 1, 2005 addressing quieting 
issues in fisheries research vessels, including 
other vessels in the design and construction 
phase. 

The conference agreement includes 
$34,000,000 to complete funding for the con- 
Struction of the third NOAA Fisheries Re- 
search Vessel; $5,600,900 for initial procure- 
ment of the fourth NOAA Fisheries Research 
Vessel which will be homeported on the West 
Coast; and $9,300,000 to complete funding for 
the SWATH hydrographic vessel. 

The following distribution reflects the ac- 
tivities funded within this account: 
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FY 2005 
Strategic 


Plan 


ECO 
ECO 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 


ЕСО 
ЕСО 


ЕСО 
ЕСО 


ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 


ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ЕСО 
ALL 
ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
ECO 
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NOAA PROCUREMENT, ACQUISITION AND CONSTRUCTION 
($ in Thousands) 


FY 05 PROPOSED OPERATING PLAN 
Procurement, Acquisition and Construction 


МОЗ/ЧОАА Oceans and Coasts 


Construction/Acquisition 
Coastal and Estuarine Land Conservation Program 
Orange Beach (Robinson Island), AL 
Southwest Alaska Conservation 
Dos Pueblos, CA 
Tonner Canyon, CA 
Hawaii CELP projects 
Louisiana Dept. of Wildlife and Fisheries 
Bayou Liberty Watershed Wetlands, LA 
Nulands Neck, MA 
Mount Agamenticus to the Sea, ME 
MD Chesapeake Bay 
Wolf River Corridor 
Seacoast, NH 
Manahawkin Marsh, NJ 
North Hempstead, NY 
Southhold, NY 
Flats East Riverfront Park, Ohio 
Mentor Marsh Lake County, Ohio 
East Sandusky Bay Preserve, Ohio 
Maumee River Basin, Ohio 
Middletown, RI 
Armand Bayou and Genoa-Red Bluff, TX 
Buffalo Bayou, TX 
Port Aransas Nature Preserve Wetlands Project, TX 
Potomac Watershed, VA 
Bainbridge Б., WA 
Maury ls., WA 


FY 2005 
Conference 
Agreement 


Subtotal, Coastal and Estuarine Land Conservation Program 


NERRS Acquisition/Construction: 
National Estuarine Rsrch Reserve Construction & Land Acq (NERRS) 
Elkhom Slough. CA 


Subtotal, NERRS Acquisition/Construction 


Section 2 (FWCA) Coasial/Estuarine Land Acquisition 
Bonneau Ferry, SC 
Great Bay Partnership, NH 

Subtotal, NERRS Acquisition/Construction 


Subtotal, NERRS Acquisitien/Construction 


Marine Sanctuaries Construction/Acquisition 
Marine Sanctuaries Construction Base 
Channel Islands National Marine Sanctuary 
Thunder Bay NMS Exhibit 

Subtotal, Marine Sanctuary Construction/Acquisiti 


Other NOS Construction/Acquisition 
Bigelow Lab for Ocean Science (ME) 
NOAA ICOOS Observing Systems 
Convert NOAA Weather Buoys with NDBC 
Gulf Coast Lab at Cedar Point (USM) 
Pier Romeo Hardening (Charleston) 
Marine Environmental Health Research Lab Enhance/Equip 
National Aquarium Partnership 
Conservation Insutute 
Univ of South Carolina Thomas Cooper Facility 
Coastal Service Center 


Subtotal. Other NOS Construction/Acquisition 


Total NOS - РАС 


128,900 
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NOAA PROCUREMENT, ACQUISITION AND CONSTRUCTION 
(6 in Thousands) 


FY 2005 
Strategic 
Plan 


FY 2005 
Conference 
Agreement 


FY 05 PROPOSED OPERATING PLAN 
Procurement, Acquisition and Construction 


NMFS/NOAA Fisheries 
Systems Acquisition/Construction 


ALL Systems Acq. Computer Hardware & Software 
ALL Aquatic Resources 
ECO NOAA Pacific Regional Center/Hl 
€ Barrow Artic Research Center 
ECO Phase 1 - Galveston Laboratory Renovation - NMFS 
Total, NMFS - PAC 
OAR/NOAA Research 
Systems Acquisition 
С Research Supercomputing/ CCR] 
[ Subtotal, OAR Systems Acquisition] 500 
Ee ere a eee Ce = сг 
NWS/NOAA Weather Service 
Systems Acquisition 
ww ASOS 
ww AWIPS 
ww NEXRAD 
ww NWSTG Legacy Replacement 
ww Radiosonde Network Replacement 
С Weather and Climate Supercomputing 
ww Weather and Climate Supercomputing 
ww Weather and Climate Supercomputing Back-up 
ww Cooperative Observer Network Modernization 
Subtotal, NWS Systems Acquisition 
Construction 
ww WFO Construction 
ALL NOAA Center for Weather & Climate Prediction 
Subtotal, NWS Construction 
NESDIS/NOAA Satellites 
Systems Acquisition 
ALL Geostationary Systems 305,537 
Subtotal, NESDIS - GOES 305,537 
ALL Polar Orbiting Systems - POES |22 105,46) 
лы. Polar Orbiting Systems - NPOESS 
< EOS & Advanced Polar Data Processing. Distribution& A Archiving Systems 
ww EOS & Advanced Polar Data Processing. Distribution& A Archiving Systems 
Subtotal, NESDIS - EOS 
ALL СІР - single point of failure 
Subtotal, NESDIS - CIP 
С 
Subtotal, NESDIS Systems Acquisition 
Construction 
ALL Satellite CDA Facility 
ALL Suitland Facility / NSOF 


Subtotal. NESDIS Construction 


Total, NESDIS - РАС 742,030 
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NOAA PROCUREMENT, ACQUISITION AND CONSTRUCTION 
($ in Thousands) 


FY 2005 FY 2005 
Strategic FY 05 PROPOSED OPERATING PLAN Conference 
Plan Procurement, Acquisition and Construction Agreement 


NOAA-wide Program Support / Corporate Services 
AMNH 


Subtotal, Corporate Services | — 1,000 | 


Program Support / OMAO 
Fleet Replacement 
Small Waterplane Area Twin Hull Vessel (SWATH) & EFH 
McARTHUR Il /NANCY FOSTER /OSCAR ELTON SETTE Upgrades 
Fisheries Research Vessel Replacement #1 
Fisheries Research Vessel Replacement #3 
Fisheries Research Vessel Replacement #4 
Sonar for Long Range Fisheries Research 
Subtotal, OMAO Fleet Replacement 


Aircraft Replacement 
Required Safety & Regulatory Upgrades to Various Aircraft 
Subtotal, OMAO Aircraft Replacement 
Total, Ship Building, Sys. Acq. & Construction 


Total Construction 
Total System Acquisition 


FY2005 Strategic Plan 
<<. ale EE 
[— WW [WEATHER S WATER — — —— LL A 
т [COMMERCES ТТГ — 559] 
[0E — -JUCEANEXPEORATION 4 
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PACIFIC COASTAL SALMON RECOVERY 


The conference agreement provides 
$90,000,000 for Pacific Coastal Salmon Recov- 
ery, instead of $80,000,000 as proposed by the 
House and $99,000,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. Language is included extending author- 
ization for this program in fiscal year 2005 
and authorizing participation by the State of 
Idaho. 

Funds provided under this heading shall be 
allocated as follows: $24,000,000 for Alaska; 
$13,000,000 for California; $2,500,000 for Colum- 
bia River Tribes; $4,500,000 for Idaho; 
$13,000,000 for Oregon; $8,000,000 for Pacific 
Coast Tribes; and $25,000,000 for Washington. 

With respect to the amounts for Alaska, 
the conferences agree to the following allo- 
cation: $3,500,000 is for the Arctic Yukon- 
Kuskokwim Sustainable Salmon initiative; 
$1,000,000 is for the Cook Inlet Fishing Com- 
munity Assistance Program; $500,000 is for 
the Yukon River Drainage Association; 
$3,368,000 is for Fairbanks hatchery facilities; 
$250,000 is for an initiative to redefine opti- 
mum goals for sockeye, chinook, and coho 
Stocks; $2,500,000 is for the NSRAA Hatchery; 
$500,000 is for Coffman Cove king salmon; 
$250,000 is for the State of Alaska to partici- 
pate in discussions regarding the Columbia 
River hydro-system and for fisheries revital- 
ization; $100,000 is for the United Fishermen 
of Alaska's subsistence program; $3,500,000 is 
to restore salmon fisheries in Anchorage at 
Ship Creek, Chester Creek, and Campbell 
Creek, including habitat restoration and fa- 
cilities; $500,000 is for Alaska Village Initia- 
tives to enhance salmon stocks; $900,000 is 
for Bristol Bay Science and Research Insti- 
tute; $1,100,000 is for the Alaska Fisheries 
Development Foundation; $150,000 is for the 
State of Alaska for fishing rationalization 
research; $1,500,000 is for the State of Alaska 
for fisheries monitoring; $1,500,000 is for the 
Alaska SeaLife Center to restore salmon 
runs in Resurrection Bay; $500,000 is for the 
Southeast Revitalization Association for its 
fleet stabilization program; $1,000,000 is for 
the Kenai River; and $200,000 is to restore the 
Craig watershed. 

Of the amounts provided to the State of 
Washington, $3,500,000 is for the Washington 
State Department of Natural Resources and 
other State and Federal agencies for pur- 
poses of implementing the State of Washing- 
ton's Forest and Fish report, and $3,000,000 is 
for the purchase of mass marking equipment 
used at Federal hatcheries in Washington 
State to promote selective fisheries and pro- 
tect threatened and endangered species. 

Of the amounts provided to the State of 
Oregon, $1,000,000 is for conservation mass 
marking at the Columbia River Hatcheries. 

The conferees agree that NOAA shall re- 
port to the Committees by March 31, 2005, on 
final performance measures for this pro- 
gram, including an assessment of cumulative 
program effects on Pacific salmon stocks, 
and the identification of recovery needs of 
Specific salmon populations as a resource for 
determining future funding allocations. 

COASTAL ZONE MANAGEMENT FUND 


The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage allowing the transfer of up to $3,000,000 
to the “Орегабіопв, Research, and Facili- 
ties" account for the costs of implementing 
the Coastal Zone Management Act, as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

FISHERMEN’S CONTINGENCY FUND 

The conference agreement includes $499,000 
for the Fishermen’s Contingency Fund, in- 
stead of no funding as proposed by the House 
and $956,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

FISHERIES FINANCIE PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

The conference agreement includes lan- 

guage proposed by the Senate providing 
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$287,000 to subsidize up to $5,000,000 for Indi- 
vidual Fishing Quota loans and up to 
$59,000,000 for fishing capacity reduction 
loans, of which $40,000,000 may be used for 
the United States distant water tuna fleet, 
and $19,000,000 may be used or the United 
States menhaden fishery. 

OTHER 

DEPARTMENTAL MANAGEMENT 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement includes 
$48,109,000 for costs related to managing the 
Department of Commerce, instead of 
$52,109,000 as proposed in the House, and 
$55,550,000 as proposed in the Senate. The 
conference agreement includes $1,621,000 and 
12 full-time equivalents for the legislative af- 
fairs function of the Department. 

The conference agreement includes, by ref- 
erence, language proposed in the House re- 
port regarding the security upgrades to the 
Herbert C. Hoover building, and language re- 
garding office relocations. 

The conferees direct the Secretary of Com- 
merce, in cooperation with the Secretaries of 
Energy and Labor, to examine and prepare a 
study on the economic impacts of rising nat- 
ural gas prices on energy-intensive indus- 
tries overseas. The conferees expect a report 
to be provided to the Committees on Appro- 
priations no later than 120 days after the en- 
actment of this Act. 

UNITED STATES TRAVEL AND TOURISM 
PROMOTION 


The conference agreement includes 
$10,000,000 for the United States Travel and 
Tourism Promotion program, instead of 
$20,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
House did not include funding for this pur- 
pose. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 


The conference agreement includes 
$21,660,000 for the Inspector General for fiscal 
year 2005, instead of $22,249,000 as proposed 
by the House and $21,071,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—DEPARTMENT OF 
COMMERCE 


The conference agreement includes the fol- 
lowing general provisions for the Depart- 
ment of Commerce: 

Section 201 making Department of Com- 
merce funds available for advanced pay- 
ments only upon certification of officials 
designated by the Secretary that such pay- 
ments are considered to be in the public in- 
terest. 

Section 202 making appropriations for the 
Department for Salaries and Expenses avail- 
able for hire of passenger motor vehicles, and 
for services, uniforms and allowances as au- 
thorized by law. 

Section 203 providing the authority to 
transfer funds between Department of Com- 
merce appropriation accounts and requiring 
notification to the Committees of certain ac- 
tions. 

Section 204 providing that any costs in- 
curred by the Department in response to 
funding reductions shall be absorbed within 
total budgetary resources available. 

Section 205 prohibiting the use of Com- 
merce Department funds for the purpose of 
reimbursing the Unemployment Trust Fund 
or any other account of the Treasury to pay 
unemployment compensation for temporary 
census workers. 

Section 206 designating amounts available 
in the “Рготође and Develop Fishery Prod- 
ucts and Research Pertaining to American 
Fisheries" fund and including language to 
provide authorities for a certain Board. 
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Section 207 authorizing the Secretary of 
Commerce to operate a marine laboratory. 

Section 208 extending the availability of 
funds to administer the Emergency Steel 
Loan Guarantee Act of 1999. 

Section 209 providing the authority and 
amounts to administer a certain fishing ca- 
pacity reduction program. 

Section 210 establishing the position of Co- 
ordinator for International Intellectual 
Property Enforcement. 

Section 211 designating funds for certain 
projects. 

Section 212 extending authorization for the 
environmental cleanup of the Pribilof Is- 
lands. 

Section 213 making permanent the con- 
servation and management of marine mam- 
mals in the State of Hawaii. 

Section 214 establishing the Ernest F. Hol- 
lings Scholarship program. 

Section 215 regarding a certain land trans- 
fer. 

Section 216 regarding an ocean activities 
fund. 

Section 217 regarding E-government initia- 
tives. 

Section 218 authorizing a fishing capacity 
reduction program. 

Section 219 authorizing a fishing capacity 
reduction program. 

Section 220 regarding a community devel- 
opment quota program. 

Section 221 designating funding for a fish- 
ing capacity reduction program. 

TITLE ПІ--ТНЕ JUDICIARY 


The conferees adopt by reference the Sen- 
ate report language regarding budgetary 
constraints and reminding the Judiciary 
that it should comply with section 605 of this 
Act. The conferees also adopt by reference 
the House report language concerning fast 
track programs. 


SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement includes 
$58,122,000 for the salaries and expenses of 
the Supreme Court, as proposed by the House 
and the Senate. The conferees adopt by ref- 
erence House report language regarding pub- 
lic access to Supreme Court proceedings. The 
conferees also adopt by reference House and 
Senate report language regarding personnel 
and inflationary increases. 

CARE OF THE BUILDING AND GROUNDS 


The conference agreement includes 
$9,979,000 for the Supreme Court ‘‘Care of the 
Building and Grounds" account, as proposed 
by the House, instead of $10,579,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. The conference agree- 
ment is $600,000 below the request because of 
the planned delay in renovating the Supreme 
Court’s kitchen. The conference agreement 
adopts by reference the House report lan- 
guage concerning budget requests to ren- 
ovate the Court. 

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE 

FEDERAL CIRCUIT 


SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement includes 
$21,780,000 for the United States Court of Ap- 
peals for the Federal Circuit, instead of 
$20,624,000 as proposed by the Senate and 
$22,936,000 as proposed by the House. The con- 
ferees adopt by reference Senate report lan- 
guage regarding funding for a Deputy Circuit 
Executive, a disaster recovery plan, and an 
independent security assessment. 

Consistent with the budget request, the 
amount provided includes $541,000 trans- 
ferred from the Court Security appropriation 
for eight court security officers currently 
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stationed at the Court of Appeals for the 
Federal Circuit. In addition, the conferees 
have become aware that the Federal Circuit 
relies on an annual reimbursement from the 
Courts of Appeals, District Courts, and Other 
Judicial Services, Salaries and Expenses ac- 
count to cover certain costs associated with 
library operations. То eliminate the need for 
this reimbursement, the amount provided in- 
cludes $400,000 for library expenses that have 
previously been transferred from the Courts 
of Appeals, District Courts, and Other Judi- 
cial Services, Salaries and Expenses account. 


UNITED STATES COURT OF INTERNATIONAL 
TRADE 


SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement includes 
$14,888,000 for the U.S. Court of International 
Trade, as proposed by the House, instead of 
$14,060,000 as proposed by the Senate. 


COURTS OF APPEALS, DISTRICT COURTS, AND 
OTHER JUDICIAL SERVICES 


SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement provides 
$4,177,244,000 for the salaries and expenses of 
the Courts of Appeals, District Courts, and 
Other Judicial Services, as proposed by the 
House, instead of $4,131,487,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. The amount provided assumes 
that Federal Protective Service charges are 
funded in the Court Security account. 

Office of Probation and Pretrial Services.— 
The conferees adopt by reference the Senate 
report language on the Office of Probation 
and Pretrial Services in the Southern Dis- 
trict of Florida. 

The Edwin L. Nelson Local Initiative Pro- 
gram.—Within 30 days of enactment of this 
Act, the Administrative Office (AO) will re- 
port to the Committees on Appropriations 
the financial status of this program. This re- 
port, at a minimum, will include a list of all 
courts that have received grants to date, the 
reasons for the grants, and the amounts pro- 
vided. Hereafter, the AO shall submit this in- 
formation on a quarterly basis. 


VACCINE INJURY COMPENSATION TRUST FUND 


The conference agreement includes 
$3,298,000 from the Vaccine Injury Compensa- 
tion Trust Fund instead of $3,471,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $3,159,000 as proposed 
by the Senate. 


DEFENDER SERVICES 


The conference agreement includes 
$676,385,000 for the Federal Judiciary’s De- 
fender Services account, instead of 
$676,469,000 as proposed by the House and 
$648,116,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conferees adopt by reference the Sen- 
ate report language regarding an increase in 
the hourly rate for panel attorneys in capital 
cases and an increase in the case compensa- 
tion maximum for panel attorneys in non- 
capital cases. The conferees also adopt by 
reference the Senate report language con- 
cerning training programs by the Federal 
Defender’s Office in the Southern District of 
Florida. 

The conference agreement includes section 
119 supporting a pilot program with the Bu- 
reau of Prisons and the Federal Public De- 
fender’s Office in the Southern District of 
Florida. By October 15, 2005, the Defender’s 
Office should report to the Committees on 
Appropriations on the cost savings achieved 
by this pilot program. 

FEES OF JURORS AND COMMISSIONERS 


The conference agreement includes 
$61,535,000 for Fees of Jurors and Commis- 
sioners, instead of $62,800,000 as proposed by 
the House and Senate. The conference agree- 
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ment fully funds the Judiciary’s latest esti- 
mate of needs for this account. 


COURT SECURITY 


The conference agreement includes 
$332,000,000 for the Judiciary’s Court Secu- 
rity Account, instead of $379,580,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $274,653,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes the 
transfer of the Federal Protective Service 
(FPS) charge from the Salaries and Expenses 
account to this account. The conferees un- 
derstand that the FPS has not provided the 
Administrative Office (AO) of the U.S. 
Courts with a detailed justification to sub- 
stantiate the 34 percent increase in FPS se- 
curity costs assessed to the judiciary in fis- 
cal year 2005, as discussed in the Senate re- 
port. The conferees are unable to confirm the 
need for an increase, and therefore the con- 
ference agreement only provides $58,000,000 
for FPS security charges, which is the fiscal 
year 2004 payment plus an inflationary cost 
increase. 

ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE UNITED 
STATES COURTS 


SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement includes 
$68,200,000 for the Administrative Office of 
the United States Courts (AOUSC) instead of 
$68,635,000 as proposed by the House and 
$67,249,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
conferees adopt by reference the Senate re- 
port language concerning cost saving meas- 
ures, new positions for program oversight, 
the Edwin L. Nelson Local Initiatives pro- 
gram, and requirements for reprogramming 
actions under section 605. 

FEDERAL JUDICIAL CENTER 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement includes 
$21,737,000 for salaries and expenses of the 
Federal Judicial Center as proposed by the 
House, instead of $21,670,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. 

JUDICIAL RETIREMENT FUNDS 
PAYMENT TO JUDICIARY TRUST FUNDS 


The conference agreement includes 
$36,700,000 for payment to various judicial re- 
tirement funds, as proposed by the House 
and Senate. 

UNITED STATES SENTENCING COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement includes 
$13,304,000 for the U.S. Sentencing Commis- 
sion, as proposed by the House instead of 
$12,404,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—THE JUDICIARY 


Section 301.—The conference agreement in- 
cludes a provision allowing appropriations to 
be used for services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 
3109. 

Section 302.—The conference agreement in- 
cludes a provision related to the transfer of 
funds. 

Section 303.—The conference agreement in- 
cludes a provision allowing up to $11,000 to 
be used for official representation expenses 
of the Judicial Conference of the United 
States. 

Section 304.—The conference agreement in- 
cludes a provision raising the compensation 
maximums for Criminal Justice Act panel 
attorneys. 

Section 305.—The conference agreement in- 
cludes a provision requiring the Administra- 
tive Office to submit an annual financial 
plan for the judiciary. 

Section 306.—The conference agreement in- 
cludes a provision allowing for a salary ad- 
justment for Justices and judges. 
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Section 307.—The conference agreement in- 
cludes a provision changing the fee structure 
for district court filings. 

Section 308.—The conference agreement in- 
cludes a provision changing the Central Vio- 
lations Bureau processing fees. 

TITLE IV—DEPARTMENT OF STATE AND 
RELATED AGENCY 

In total, the conference agreement іп- 
cludes $8,882,787,000 for the Department of 
State and the Broadcasting Board of Gov- 
ernors. Of the total amount provided, 
$8,750,187,000 is derived from general purpose 
discretionary funds and $132,600,000 is scored 
as mandatory spending. This funding level 
includes significant program increases to im- 
prove diplomatic readiness and security. The 
conference agreement includes $1,571,022,000 
to continue worldwide security activities, in- 
cluding the design and construction of re- 
placement facilities for the most vulnerable 
overseas posts. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

The conference agreement for the Depart- 
ment of State is intended to continue the 
Department's efforts to meet emerging dip- 
lomatic requirements, strengthen diplomatic 
and border security, and institute sweeping 
management reforms. In the past five fiscal 
years, the Congress has provided appropria- 
tions to significantly increase the Depart- 
ment's operating budget, including funding 
to support the hiring and training of new 
employees. 

The conference agreement includes a total 
of $8,283,227,000 for fiscal year 2005 for the De- 
partment of State. Of the total amount pro- 
vided, $8,150,627,000 is derived from general 
purpose discretionary funds and $132,600,000 
is scored as mandatory spending. The con- 
ferees expect that this funding level will 
allow the Department to meet critical em- 
bassy security and staffing requirements, 
modernize its technology and equipment, 
and continue vigorous management reform 
initiatives to right-size America's overseas 
presence. 

The conference agreement includes a total 
of $6,314,122,000 for the discretionary appro- 
priation accounts under Administration of 
Foreign Affairs; $1,672,000,000 for Inter- 
national Organizations; $64,130,000 for Inter- 
national Commissions; and $100,375,000 for 
other activities. The conferees’ priorities for 
the Department of State are delineated in 
the following paragraphs. 

ADMINISTRATION OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR PROGRAMS 

The conference agreement includes 
$4,228,702,000 for the Diplomatic and Consular 
Programs account, instead of $4,278,701,000 as 
proposed by the House and $4,151,755,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. The conference 
agreement includes $658,702,000 to continue 
funding for worldwide security upgrades, and 
$319,994,000 for public diplomacy programs. 
The conference agreement represents an in- 
crease of $165,214,000 above the fiscal year 
2004 appropriation, excluding emergency ap- 
propriations. 

Right-sizing.—The conferees urge the De- 
partment to move forward expeditiously 
with its right-sizing plan. Right-sizing refers 
to the reconfiguration of overseas U.S. Gov- 
ernment personnel to the number necessary 
to achieve U.S. foreign policy goals. The con- 
ferees recognize that, as the property man- 
ager for all U.S. Government properties over- 
seas, the Department of State faces consider- 
able pressure to accommodate ever-greater 
numbers of non-State Department personnel 
in its overseas facilities. Given the increas- 
ing security vulnerabilities of U.S. Govern- 
ment personnel and facilities, the conferees 
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strongly urge the Department to use the 
most stringent criteria for determining over- 
seas staffing levels. In addition, the con- 
ferees expect the staffing decision-making 
mechanism used for the U.S. mission in Iraq 
to be the model for future right-sizing ef- 
forts. 

For any right-sizing framework to be effec- 
tive, it must have two main components: (1) 
a process for determining, internally, the ap- 
propriate number of State Department per- 
sonnel stationed overseas, and (2) an inter- 
agency process for determining the appro- 
priate number of non-military U.S. govern- 
ment personnel stationed overseas. To this 
end, the conference agreement designates 
$3,000,000 for the Department to continue the 
operations of the Office on Right-Sizing the 
United States Overseas Presence. The con- 
ferees expect that this Office, which shall 
continue to report directly to the Undersec- 
retary for Management, will lead the Depart- 
ment’s effort to develop internal and inter- 
agency mechanisms to better coordinate, ra- 
tionalize, and manage the deployment of 
U.S. government personnel overseas. The 
conferees expect the Office of Right-Sizing to 
report to the Committees on Appropriations 
each year on June 1 regarding the trends in 
overseas staffing, and support for Chiefs of 
Mission (COM) and to undertake a review of 
certain posts, as described in the Senate re- 
port. 

As part of the overall right-sizing function, 
the conferees encourage the Department to 
review the International Cooperative Admin- 
istrative Support Services (ICASS) system 
to ensure that the system contributes to 
right-sizing efforts. 

The conferees commend the Department 
for its recent steps to strengthen internal 
processes for determining staffing projec- 
tions for overseas personnel needs. However, 
more needs to be done. The conferees are not 
aware of any right-sizing analysis in the past 
several years that has resulted in a proposed 
reduction to a country-wide staffing pres- 
ence. The conferees are supportive of the 
concept of regionalization. Regionalization 
refers to the practice of basing certain ad- 
ministrative functions and personnel in re- 
gional centers, or ‘‘hubs’’, thereby creating 
efficiencies. The conferees note that the De- 
partment continues to make less than nota- 
ble progress towards developing an inter- 
agency right-sizing process, but anticipates 
that the capital security cost sharing plan 
will create new right-sizing incentives to fa- 
cilitate meeting the conferees’ expectations. 
Language is included establishing and out- 
lining the requirements of the Department’s 
capital cost sharing plan to encourage other 
Federal agencies to examine more closely 
whether the personnel they send overseas are 
truly mission-critical. The conferees remind 
the Department that this interagency proc- 
ess should not supercede the authority of 
COMs to determine the composition of their 
posts, but rather, to serve as a tool and sup- 
port mechanism. The post must remain at 
the center of the right- sizing process. 

Border Security Program.—The conference 
agreement includes $836,480,000 for the De- 
partment’s Border Security Program, of 
which $75,000,000 is from appropriated funds, 
$661,480,000 is funded through the collection 
of Machine Readable Visa (MRV) fees, and 
approximately $100,000,000 is to be funded 
through a proposed Enhanced Border Secu- 
rity Program Fee. The conferees expect this 
funding to provide for an increase of 60 new 
consular positions, for a total position base 
of 2,585 positions by the end of fiscal year 
2005. The conferees direct the Department to 
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continue its bimonthly reporting on MRV fee 
revenues as specified in the conference re- 
port accompanying the fiscal year 2003 Sup- 
plemental Appropriations Act (Public Law 
108-11). Disruption of the border security 
program due to an MRV fee shortfall must be 
avoided at all costs. The conferees would 
therefore entertain a reprogramming of 
funds out of the Diplomatic and Consular 
Programs account to cover any unantici- 
pated shortfall in the Department’s Border 
Security Program. 

The conference agreement adopts, by ref- 
erence, language as proposed in the House re- 
port concerning efforts to strengthen the 
visa process to make it an effective anti-ter- 
rorism tool. Further, the conference agree- 
ment adopts, by reference, language in the 
Senate report concerning the Interagency 
Study on the Visa Clearance Process. The 
conferees require the Department of Justice 
to work with the Departments of Homeland 
Security and State on this effort. 

Within the amount provided, $175,000 is to 
support the United States’ membership in 
the Arctic Council and $40,000 is to support 
the United States’ membership in the Bering 
Straits Commission. The former includes 
funds for representation expenses and travel 
for United States delegates. 

The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage increasing the fees the Department of 
State may collect for passports and immi- 
grant visas. 

Public Diplomacy.—The conference agree- 
ment includes language designating 
$319,994,000 for the Department’s Public Di- 
plomacy program. The conferees continue to 
believe that separately identifying public di- 
plomacy resources will facilitate monitoring 
funding levels and trends for these activities. 
The need to strengthen our public diplomacy 
has gained urgency as we continue to see 
alarming public opinion polls and foreign 
media content relating to the war on ter- 
rorism and the war in Iraq that reveal pro- 
found anti-American sentiments, and often a 
rejection of our values. The need for ex- 
panded efforts is primarily, but not exclu- 
sively, in the Arab and Muslim world. The 
conferees direct the Department to submit 
reports outlining the criteria for measuring 
performance of these expanded efforts, and 
expect these reports to be submitted to the 
Committees on Appropriations on a quar- 
terly basis. 

The conference agreement adopts language 
as proposed in the House report regarding 
the American Corners program. The con- 
ference agreement also adopts language re- 
garding efforts to counter disinformation 
and deliberate misinformation. 

The conferees urge the Department to re- 
view the recommendations made by the De- 
fense Science Board Task Force on Strategic 
Communication in their September 2004 re- 
port. 

The conferees commend the Department on 
the establishment of an office of policy, 
plans, and resources within the Office of the 
Under Secretary for Public Diplomacy and 
Public Affairs; and the recent efforts and 
proposed plans to strengthen the authority 
of the Under Secretary to improve account- 
ability for public diplomacy resources. The 
conferees continue to urge the Department 
to improve interagency coordination; in- 
crease resources dedicated to program per- 
formance measurement and research; expand 
the English language office; support speaker 
and fellows programs; expand American 
studies programs, including American Cor- 
ners; and increase public diplomacy staff 
with better language skills. The conferees 
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adopt, by reference, language in the Senate 
report concerning the Department’s Public 
Diplomacy Strategy, PD Global Forum, and 
Micro-grants. 

The conference agreement includes, by ref- 
erence, language in the Senate report regard- 
ing the refining of a public diplomacy strat- 
egy, including the harmonization of mission 
and strategy with the Broadcasting Board of 
Governors, and the incorporation of ongoing 
international assistance and volunteer pro- 
grams into public diplomacy. 

The conference agreement adopts, by ref- 
erence, language included in the Senate re- 
port concerning the 9/11 Commission Report, 
including a report on how the Department 
intends to implement its recommendations. 

The conferees include $2,500,000 for the Am- 
bassador’s Fund for Cultural Preservation. 
Currently, there is no greater need for 
achieving understanding than in the Middle 
East. Therefore, within amounts available, 
at least $500,000 is for projects in the Middle 
East. 

The conference agreement adopts, by ref- 
erence, language included in the Senate re- 
port concerning Continuing Overseas Lan- 
guage Training and provides $6,000,000 for 
this purpose. 

Cultural Antiquities Task Force.—The con- 
ference agreement also includes $1,000,000 for 
a cultural antiquities task force as described 
in the Senate report. The task force will co- 
ordinate with all relevant Federal law en- 
forcement and cultural agencies to prevent 
further looting and promote preservation of 
Iraq’s historically and culturally significant 
works. The conferees expect the Department 
to create a database as described in the Sen- 
ate report. The conferees further urge the 
Department to make changes to visa policies 
as they pertain to persons found to have 
looted, damaged, or trafficked historically or 
culturally significant works. Finally, the 
conference agreement includes language pro- 
posed in the Senate report regarding a report 
on the creation of the Cultural Antiquities 
Task Force, funding requirements, and in- 
vestigation of alleged damage to an Iraqi 
temple. 

North Korea.—The conference agreement 
adopts, by reference, language contained in 
the Senate report concerning ап іпбег- 
national conference on the human rights sit- 
uation in North Korea. The conferees expect 
the conference to be administered by Free- 
dom House. 

The conferees recognize the importance of 
the Special Envoy position created by Sec- 
tion 107 of Public Law 108-478 and include 
$1,000,000 for this purpose. The conferees ex- 
pect that the Special Envoy will be com- 
pensated at a level available to Ambassadors 
without portfolio, and that no full-time in- 
cumbent State Department official will fill 
this position. 

Anti-Semitism.—The conferees direct the 
State Department to work with the Organi- 
zation for Security and Cooperation in Eu- 
rope to support projects and personnel in- 
creases to combat anti-Semitism and intol- 
erance. 

Intellectual Property Protection.—The con- 
ferees continue to be concerned regarding 
the adequacy of the Department’s infrastruc- 
ture for fulfilling its responsibility to pro- 
tect American intellectual property. The 
conference agreement includes language es- 
tablishing the Office of International Intel- 
lectual Property Enforcement. The con- 
ference report adopts, by reference, Senate 
report language regarding a report to the 
Committees on Appropriations concerning 
intellectual property efforts. 
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Post-conflict Response.—The conferees in- 
clude language regarding the function of the 
Office of the Coordinator for Reconstruction 
and Stabilization, as proposed by the Senate, 
with the exception of a funding designation. 
The conferees support the Department’s es- 
tablishment of the Office of the Coordinator 
for Reconstruction and Stabilization, which 
shall serve as the central entity to plan and 
coordinate United States Government civil- 
ian activities in pre- and post-conflict envi- 
ronments, and to react to complex contin- 
gencies. The conferees understand that this 
office will improve operational response time 
in the areas of reconstruction, stabilization, 
and humanitarian assistance. The conferees 
direct the Office to coordinate with bureaus 
within the State Department, other relevant 
U.S. agencies, and non-governmental organi- 
zations. The conference agreement adopts by 
reference language included in the Senate re- 
port regarding a description of this Office’s 
functions and a description of how the Office 
will coordinate with other bureaus in the De- 
partment and other agencies. The conferees 
expect to be notified of any expansion of the 
Office as required by section 605 of this Act. 

War Crimes.—The conferees reiterate their 
support for the work of the Special Court for 
Sierra Leone. The purpose of the Special 
Court is to prosecute those who bear the 
greatest responsibility for the appalling vio- 
lations of international and Sierra Leonean 
law and crimes against humanity  per- 
petrated during the conflict in Sierra Leone. 
Charles Taylor, the former president of Libe- 
ria, has been indicted by the Special Court of 
Sierra Leone and faces 17 counts of war 
crimes, crimes against humanity, and viola- 
tions of international humanitarian law. 
Charles Taylor organized and ordered wide- 
spread and systematic attacks on the civil- 
ian population of Sierra Leone. According to 
the indictment, his supporters commonly 
used abductions, hacking off limbs, facial 
and bodily mutilations, and gang rapes to 
wage a terror campaign against civilians 
who supported the Revolutionary United 
Front in Sierra Leone. The conferees expect 
the Department to ensure that funding for 
the Special Court continues until all 
indictees are brought to justice expedi- 
tiously, including Charles Taylor. The con- 
ferees encourage the Bureau of African Af- 
fairs and the Special Court for Sierra Leone 
to work cooperatively to bring about this re- 
sult. 

International Religious Freedom.—The con- 
ference agreement continues funding for the 
Office of International Religious Freedom in 
the Bureau of Democracy, Human Rights and 
Labor. The conferees urge the Office to de- 
velop and implement comprehensive strate- 
gies to promote religious liberty, and to as- 
sist in the preparation of the Human Rights 
Reports and the Annual Report on Inter- 
national Religious Freedom. The conferees 
also expect the Office, in consultation with 
the U.S. Commission on International Reli- 
gious Freedom, to work to further incor- 
porate religious freedom themes in the De- 
partment’s public diplomacy programs. In 
addition, the conferees expect the Depart- 
ment to continue to integrate the inter- 
nationally recognized right to freedom of re- 
ligion into foreign service officer training at 
all levels. 

The conferees urge the Secretary of State 
to continue to every extent possible to mon- 
itor and promote religious freedom and 
human rights in China, Eritrea, India, Nige- 
ria, Pakistan, Saudi Arabia, Sudan, 
Turkmenistan, Uzbekistan, and Vietnam. 
The conferees expect the Secretary of State 
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to use all available forums and formal ac- 
tions to address violations of religious free- 
dom in these countries. The Secretary of 
State should continue to consult with the 
U.S. Commission on International Religious 
Freedom to promote religious freedom and 
human rights abroad. 

Sudan.—The conferees expect the Depart- 
ment to review current staffing levels at the 
U.S. Embasy in Khartoum and to address in- 
creased requirements at this post. The con- 
ferees direct the Department to report to the 
Committees on Appropriations on the find- 
ings of this review and any proposal for staff- 
ing increases by no later than 120 days after 
the enactment of this Act. 

Worldwide Security Upgrades.—The con- 
ference agreement includes $658,702,000 for 
worldwide security upgrades as proposed by 
the Senate, instead of $658,701,000 as proposed 
by the House. The conference agreement in- 
cludes $582,482,000 for ongoing security ac- 
tivities, including guard services, physical 
equipment, armored vehicles, personnel, 
training, and wireless communications; and 
State Department participation in TOPOFF 
III, a national counterterrorism exercise, at 
the funding level described in the Senate re- 
port. Language is included to continue 
$5,000,000 for the Center for Antiterrorism 
and Security Training. The conference 
agreement includes $43,400,000 to continue 
the perimeter/compound security initiative 
and $29,198,000 in program increases. The pro- 
gram increases include $4,000,000, for a total 
of $18,422,000 for the prevention and response 
to chemical or biological agents in various 
locations around the world; $14,698,000 to sup- 
port an additional 71 security professional 
staff positions, including 6 special agents and 
55 professional and administrative support 
positions; $4,500,000 for a total of $27,714,000, 
to maintain a five-year replacement cycle 
for armored vehicles; $3,000,000 to reduce the 
risk that information systems will be com- 
promised; and $8,000,000 to improve elec- 
tronic access to, and exchange of, security 
and law enforcement information. 

The conference agreement includes, by ref- 
erence, language in the House report on the 
interagency task force to monitor the United 
Nations headquarters renovation project, in- 
telligence and research, club drugs, traf- 
ficking in persons, minority recruitment and 
hiring, overseas schools, ICASS, security of 
classified material, Tibet, and the U.S. pres- 
ence in China. The conference agreement 
also includes, by reference, language in the 
Senate report on financial operations, for- 
eign language proficiency, clean energy tech- 
nology exports, international child abduc- 
tions, marine environmental issues, and 
international trade. 

Food and Agriculture Organization.—Within 
funding provided under this heading, the 
conferees expect the Department to support 
the costs of an independent, outside evalua- 
tion of the operations and performance of 
the Food and Agriculture Organization. The 
conferees expect the Department to report to 
the Committees on Appropriations in both 
the House and Senate by no later than March 
81, 2005. 

As in previous years, the conferees expect 
that there will be additional savings avail- 
able to the Department, including vacancies 
in funded positions. The Department will 
have the ability to propose that savings be 
used for needs not funded by the rec- 
ommendation through the normal re- 
programming process. The conferees are con- 
cerned about the Department’s practice of 
resubmitting reprogramming requests that 
have previously been denied by the Commit- 
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tees on Appropriations. Reprogrammings 
should be resubmitted only if the cir- 
cumstances surrounding the request or the 
request itself change substantially enough to 
warrant a reevaluation by the Committees. 
The conferees remind the Department that 
action by the Committees on Appropriations 
is required before the Department proceeds 
with any reprogramming action. 

The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage in the bill, similar to language in prior 
years, which: (1) permits not to exceed 
$4,000,000 to be transferred to the Emer- 
gencies in the Diplomatic and Consular Serv- 
ice account for emergency evacuations and 
terrorist rewards; (2) provides $1,426,000 in 
fees collected from other Executive Branch 
agencies and $490,000 from reserves for lease 
or use of facilities at the International Cen- 
ter Complex, as authorized by law; (3) pro- 
vides not to exceed $15,000 from reimburse- 
ments, surcharges, and fees for use of Blair 
House facilities in accordance with the State 
Department Basic Authorities Act of 1956; (4) 
requires notification of Congress before proc- 
essing licenses for the export of satellites to 
China; and (5) makes not to exceed $6,000,000 
in fee collections available until expended 
for various activities. 


CAPITAL INVESTMENT FUND 


The conference agreement includes 
$52,149,000 for the Capital Investment Fund, 
as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$100,000,000 as proposed by the House. The 
conference agreement includes two separate 
accounts for the Department’s information 
technology (IT) programs. The agreement in- 
cludes language to create a new account, 
called the ‘‘Centralized Information Tech- 
nology Modernization Program". The Cap- 
ital Investment Fund will continue to pro- 
vide funding only for new investments in IT, 
and the new account will provide funding for 
the maintenance of the Department’s IT in- 
frastructure, including hardware and soft- 
ware refreshment and upgrades. 

The conference agreement adopts, by ref- 
erence, language included in the Senate re- 
port concerning payroll consolidation, public 
diplomacy support, centralization, mes- 
saging, and centralized management of infor- 
mation. The conference agreement includes 
$7,563,000 for public key infrastructure re- 
quirements to help secure interagency com- 
munications. 


CENTRALIZED INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY 
MODERNIZATION PROGRAM 


The conference agreement includes 
$77,851,000 for a new account entitled Cen- 
tralized Information Technology Moderniza- 
tion Program, instead of $102,951,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. The House did not pro- 
vide funding for a new account. The con- 
ference agreement includes language estab- 
lishing this new account to provide funding 
for the maintenance of the Department’s IT 
infrastructure, including hardware and soft- 
ware refreshment and upgrades. 

In addition, the Department is directed to 
develop a plan to implement a four-year re- 
placement and modernization program for 
its classified and unclassified desktop com- 
puters, servers, network equipment, circuits, 
and software. The purpose of this plan will 
be to provide a blueprint for the mainte- 
nance of the Department’s network infra- 
structure to meet current and future needs 
and to ensure that the Department's commu- 
nications and information systems remain 
state-of-the-art. The Department is directed 
to update this plan on an annual basis. The 
Department shall provide the first such plan 
to the Committees on Appropriations no 
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later than September 1, 2005, and every year 

thereafter at the time of submission of the 

President’s budget request to Congress. 
OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 


The conference agreement includes 
$30,435,000 for the Office of Inspector General 
(OIG) as proposed by the House, instead of 
$31,435,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
conference agreement includes language, as 
carried in previous years, waiving the re- 
quirement for a five-year post inspection 
cycle. The conference agreement does not in- 
clude language in the Senate report on U.S. 
diplomatic activities in Iraq. 

EDUCATIONAL AND CULTURAL EXCHANGE 
PROGRAMS 


The conference agreement includes a total 
of $360,750,000 under this heading, as proposed 
by the Senate, instead of $345,346,000 as pro- 
posed by the House. The following chart dis- 
plays the conference agreement on the dis- 
tribution of funds by program or activity 
under this account, including an estimated 
$5,400,000 in prior year recoveries and unobli- 
gated balances: 


Amount (in 
thousands) 
Academic Programs: 
Fulbright Students, 

Scholars, Teachers, 

Humphreys .................. $160,532 
Regional Graduate Fel- 

lowships/Junior Fac- 

ulty Development ........ 25,000 
Educational Advising 

and Student Services ... 3,500 
English Language Pro- 

STAMS osse erts ние 8,381 
American Overseas Re- 

search Centers ............. 3,200 
South Pacific Exchanges 500 
Benjamin Gilman Inter- 

national Scholarship ... 2,600 
George Mitchell Fellow- 

Ship Program .... 500 
Tibet Exchanges ....... Я 600 
East Timor Exchanges ... 500 
Abraham Lincoln Study 

Abroad Fellowship Pro- 

OTANI nc ағы A pae be EGRE EAE 250 
U.S.-Poland-Israel Ex- 

Clange e ere иаа 250 
Montana Tech Foreign 

Exchange Program ...... 150 
Disability Exchange 

Clearinghouse .............. 500 

Subtotal, Academic 

PrOETADS. унио ықы 206,463 

Professional and Cultural 

Programs: 
International Visitor 

IPPOETATIH сов нова eod 62,175 
CItizen Exchange Pro- 

grams/Youth and Ex- 

сеПепсе лана 45,536 
Congress Bundestag 

Youth Exchange .......... 3,176 
Mike Mansfield Fellow- 

ship Program ............... 1,800 
Youth Science Leader- 

ship Institute of the 

Americas .... 100 
Special Olympics ... 5502 1,000 
Global Perspectives 

Project and Public TV 

Conference ................... 750 
Africa Workforce Devel- 

opment Exchanges ....... 400 
Arctic Winter Games ...... 200 
PSC U.S.-Pakistan Edu- 

cator Development ...... 250 
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Amount (in 
thousands) 
Institute for Representa- 
tive Government ......... 500 
Council on Women World 
Leaders ........................ 500 
Irish Institute ................ 750 
Northern Forum ............. 300 
Rule of Law Forum 800 
Seed Programs ..... 600 
БЕН ыы ы арын 250 
International 
Program. 20020204 зо. 200 
Atlantic Corridor 250 
Interparliamentary Ex- 
changes/Conferences .... 400 
Interparliamentary Con- 
ference on Human 
Rights and Religious 
Freedom ...................... 250 
University of Miami 
Hemispheric Program .. 500 
Subtotal, Professional 
and Cultural Ex- 
changes ........................ 120,687 
Exchanges Support ............ 39,000 
Prior Year Balances Ap- 
ОНЕ усана METEO MEETS (5,400) 
Total, Exchange Pro- 
ETATIS visas eua he FEE TON EHE 360,750 


Deviations from the distribution of funds 
under this heading will be subject to the nor- 
mal reprogramming procedures under sec- 
tion 605 of this Act. 

The conferees understand that, due to the 
absorption of the former Soviet Eastern Eu- 
ropean exchanges in this account, there are 
additional needs for funding in the “Ех- 
changes Support” category. The Department 
is directed to apply, on a priority basis, any 
balances that may become available for this 
purpose. 

The conference agreement includes, by ref- 
erence, Senate report language regarding the 
exchange visitor program, program regula- 
tions, the Fulbright Foreign Student Pro- 
gram with Iraq and Afghanistan, and work- 
ing exchanges. 

The conference agreement continues a pro- 
gram begun in fiscal year 2000 to provide 
one-time funding to international exchange 
start-ups. The recommendation includes 
$100,000 for each of the following programs: 
the Middle East Information Portal; the Af- 
ghanistan Young Leaders Program at the 
University of Nebraska-Omaha; the Flushing 
Council on Culture and the Arts’ Partnership 
Between Queens and Taipei; the Inuit Cir- 
cumpolar Conference; and the Auschwitz 
Jewish Center’s Student Scholarship Pro- 
gram. Of the amounts provided for Seed pro- 
grams, $300,000 is available for exchange pro- 
grams related to Operation Smile, Inc. 

The conferees support the expansion of the 
Partnerships for Learning program, which is 
an overarching theme for exchanges in which 
resources are shifted from lower to higher 
priority regions. Presently, and for the near 
future, the focus of the program is on en- 
gagement with the Arab/Muslim world. 

Within amounts specified in the chart, the 
conference agreement includes $14,500,000 for 
the Future Leaders Exchange Program, 
$2,700,000 for teacher and school adminis- 
trator exchanges, Teaching Excellence 
Awards (including the Partners in Education 
program), and $4,700,000 for Junior Faculty 
Development Program exchanges. The con- 
ferees support the Youth Exchange Study 
program. 
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The conference agreement adopts, by ref- 
erence, language in the House report on Ful- 
bright exchanges with Tibet; the Leaders in 
Education Initiative; Traditional Public-Pri- 
vate Partnership grants; artistic and cul- 
tural exchanges; minimizing unnecessary 
barriers to legitimate travel of exchange 
program participants; enhanced support for 
engaging Arab and Muslim audiences 
through exchange programs; allocation of 
funding for the Near East and South Asia re- 
gions; religious freedom; and the allocation 
of all resources under this account in accord- 
ance with worldwide policy priorities. 

REPRESENTATION ALLOWANCES 


The conference agreement includes 
$8,640,000 for representation allowances as 
proposed by both the House and Senate. The 
conference agreement includes, by reference, 
language in the House report regarding the 
submission of a quarterly report on expendi- 
tures under this account. 

PROTECTION OF FOREIGN MISSIONS AND 
OFFICIALS 


The conference agreement includes 
$9,894,000 under this heading as proposed by 
the House, instead of $5,000,000 as proposed 
by the Senate. The conference agreement in- 
cludes, by reference, language in the House 
report regarding the Department's treat- 
ment of reimbursement requests and the sub- 
mission of à report on budgeting for protec- 
tion expenses in light of heightened security 
measures. The conferees believe that local 
jurisdictions incurring such costs must sub- 
mit a certified billing for such costs in ac- 
cordance with program regulations. The con- 
ferees expect the Department to treat such 
submissions diligently and provide reim- 
bursement for valid claims to local jurisdic- 
tions on a timely basis. The conferees recog- 
nize that, in those instances where a local 
jurisdiction will realize a financial benefit 
from a visit by a foreign dignitary through 
increased tax revenues, such circumstances 
Should be taken into account by the Depart- 
ment in assessing the need for reimburse- 
ment under this program. 

EMBASSY SECURITY, CONSTRUCTION, AND 
MAINTENANCE 

The conference agreement includes a total 
appropriation of $1,524,000,000 for Embassy 
Security, Construction, and Maintenance, as 
proposed by the House, instead of 
$1,376,758,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
conference agreement designates $912,320,000 
as available only for priority worldwide se- 
curity upgrades, acquisition, and construc- 
tion, the full amount requested for such ac- 
tivities. The conference agreement includes 
full requested wage and price increases for 
the Department’s Bureau of Overseas Build- 
ings Operations (OBO). 

The conference agreement includes 
$912,320,000 for worldwide security upgrades, 
including $869,000,000 to continue the capital 
security program for constructing new se- 
cure replacement facilities for the Depart- 
ment’s most vulnerable embassies and con- 
sulates. Within the funds made available 
under this category, the conferees expect the 
Department to undertake new office building 
projects from among the highest priority fa- 
cilities listed in the Long Range Overseas 
Buildings Plan. Projects funded under this 
account must follow a rigorous right-sizing 
methodology. 

The conferees expect that projects under- 
taken under this program will address the 
highest priority facilities from a security 
standpoint. The conference agreement sup- 
ports the construction of seven new embassy 
compounds, two annex buildings, four United 
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States Agency for International Develop- 
ment (USAID) buildings on secure embassy 
compounds, and acquisition of a number of 
secure sites for future embassy compounds. 

Brussels, Belgium.—The conferees under- 
stand that certain non-security require- 
ments exist in the Sate facilities in Brussels. 
The conference agreement includes $2,500,000 
for these requirements. 

The conference agreement includes such 
sums as necessary for the renovation of and 
seismic upgrades to the historic Palazzo 
Corpi building in Istanbul, Turkey, as deter- 
mined by the Secretary. 

The conference agreement adopts, by ref- 
erence, language included in the Senate re- 
port concerning Beirut, Lebanon, and Kara- 
chi, Pakistan, building size, and asset man- 
agement funds. 

The conference agreement includes, by ref- 
erence, language in the House report regard- 
ing compound security, security capital 
projects fully meeting existing security 
standards, immediate notification on serious 
security risks, reprogramming, and right- 
sizing. 

The conference agreement includes 
$15,000,000 to secure and protect soft targets, 
of which $10,000,000 is for security at overseas 
schools attended by dependents of U.S. Gov- 
ernment employees; $8,000,000 for consular 
workspace improvements; and $25,000,000 for 
buyout of uneconomic leases, as described in 
the Senate report. 

The recommendation includes language es- 
tablishing the Capital Security Cost Sharing 
Program. Under this program, all agencies 
that have staff overseas under Chief of Mis- 
sion authority will pay a fair share of ur- 
gent, security-driven capital projects under- 
taken to replace embassies and consulates at 
the most vulnerable posts. The goals of this 
program are two-fold. First, the program 
will accelerate the replacement of unsafe, 
unsecured and outdated diplomatic facilities 
that are used overseas by U.S. Government 
agencies. This is planned as a 14-year, 
$17,500,000,000 program to replace 150 vulner- 
able embassy and consulate facilities with 
new compounds that fully comply with stat- 
utory security requirements. Second, the 
program will create incentives within all 
government departments and agencies to 
scrutinize and ‘‘right-size’’ their overseas 
presence to avoid unnecessary costs and se- 
curity risks. 

Each agency with staff overseas under 
Chief of Mission authority has, built into 
their fiscal year 2005 budget request, an an- 
nual contribution towards construction of 
new secure diplomatic facilities based on the 
number of positions overseas and the type of 
space occupied. These contributions do not 
take the place of State Department con- 
tributions, which are also growing, but cre- 
ate a larger, shared funding pool to accel- 
erate replacement. In fiscal year 2004, the 
conferees funded the ‘‘virtual’’ costs of the 
program by including a $120,000,000 increase 
to State Department appropriations. The 
recommendation assumes a total program 
level of $869,020,000 in fiscal year 2005 for Cap- 
ital Security Construction, including 
$785,320,000 under this account. The total 
amount includes a continuing State Depart- 
ment base appropriation of $622,720,000. The 
additional amount generated by the Capital 
Security Cost Sharing program is 
$249,101,862, which consists of $160,186,300 
from the State Department included under 
this account, and $88,915,562 from non-State 
agencies, based on positions worldwide. The 
conferees understand that there is an antici- 
pated five-year phase-in period for the pro- 
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gram, wherein the total Government-wide 
amount grows from $869,020,000 in fiscal year 
2005, to $1,400,000,000, then remains at that 
level for the next 9 years. The conferees fur- 
ther understand that the program will in- 
clude agency involvement in setting prior- 
ities, and in other aspects of the develop- 
ment of new embassy compounds. The con- 
ferees believe that the establishment of 
strong interagency coordination and co- 
operation will be critical to achievement of 
program goals, and encourage the Depart- 
ment and the Administration to ensure that 
the management of this program is inclu- 
sive, cooperative and transparent. 

The conference agreement includes 
$604,880,000 for operations and maintenance 
activities, including $76,729,000 in program 
increases. The conferees include $6,800,000 for 
headquarters operations. The conferees di- 
rect the Department to prioritize requested 
funding increases, and to specifically iden- 
tify amounts above current services in a 
comprehensive spending plan to be sub- 
mitted no later than 60 days after enactment 
of this Act. 

Assets Management.—The conference agree- 
ment designates $100,049,000 in assets man- 
agement funds planned for obligation in fis- 
cal year 2005, of which $25,000,000 is for 
buyout of uneconomic leases. Any use of as- 
sets management funds in fiscal year 2005 is 
subject to reprogramming, as stated in the 
Senate report. 

The conferees expect the Department to 
submit to the Committees any waiver or 
waivers signed by the Secretary of State in 
accordance with section 606(a)(2) and section 
606(a)(3) of the Secure Embassy Construction 
and Counterterrorism Act of 1999 (Public 
Law 106-113) within five days of the Sec- 
retary’s signature of such a waiver or waiv- 
ers. 

The conference agreement adopts language 
in the House report concerning reprogram- 
ming requirements. 


EMERGENCIES IN THE DIPLOMATIC AND 
CONSULAR SERVICE 


The conference agreement includes 
$1,000,000 under this heading, instead of 
$7,000,000 as proposed by the House, and in- 
stead of $1,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
conference agreement anticipates that sig- 
nificant carryover balances from fiscal year 
2004 will be available for obligation in fiscal 
year 2005. Within prior year unobligated bal- 
ances, the conferees expect that $2,000,000 
will be transferred to the Special Court for 
Sierra Leone, as proposed by the Senate. 


REPATRIATION LOANS PROGRAM ACCOUNT 


The conference agreement includes $612,000 
for the subsidy cost of repatriation loans and 
$607,000 for administrative costs of the pro- 
gram as proposed by both the House and Sen- 
ate. 


PAYMENT TO THE AMERICAN INSTITUTE IN 
TAIWAN 


The conference agreement includes 
$19,482,000 under this heading as proposed by 
both the House and Senate. The conference 
agreement includes, by reference, language 
in the House report regarding the submission 
of a fiscal year 2005 spending plan, except 
that such plan shall be submitted by Feb- 
ruary 28, 2005. 


PAYMENT TO THE FOREIGN SERVICE 
RETIREMENT AND DISABILITY FUND 


The conference agreement includes 
$132,600,000 under this heading, as proposed 
by both the House and the Senate. 
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INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS 


CONTRIBUTIONS TO INTERNATIONAL 
ORGANIZATIONS 


The conference agreement includes 
$1,182,000,000 under this heading, instead of 
$1,194,210,000 as proposed by the House, and 
$1,020,830,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes, by ref- 
erence, language in the House report regard- 
ing offset of exchange rate losses, reassess- 
ment of U.S. membership in certain inter- 
national organizations, reform and budget 
discipline, the Organization for Economic 
Cooperation and Development, the North At- 
lantic Treaty Organization, International 
Atomic Energy Agency, the Pan American 
Health Organization, and the costs of a di- 
rect loan to the United Nations for the cost 
of renovating its headquarters in New York. 
The conference agreement includes, by ref- 
erence, language in the Senate report regard- 
ing the International Coffee Organization, 
the International Copper Study Group, and 
the International Rubber Study Group. 

The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage requiring the Secretary to transmit 
the most recent biennial budget for the oper- 
ations of the UN. 

The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage, as in fiscal year 2004, providing that 
funds within the Diplomatic and Consular 
programs account may be used for a United 
States Government interagency task force to 
examine, coordinate, and oversee United 
States participation in the United Nations 
headquarters renovation project. The con- 
ferees direct the task force to coordinate its 
efforts with OBO and to consult with senior 
ОВО officials in formulating its rec- 
ommendations. 

The note the role of the UN in fighting dis- 
eases, providing humanitarian assistance, 
fostering conflict resolution, and providing 
an international forum for world issues. 
However, the conferees are concerned by re- 
cent developments in a number of areas. The 
conferees note that the United Nation’s Oil- 
for-Food program in Iraq is marred by alle- 
gations of corruption and that it aided or 
abetted a tyrannical regime and undermined 
the international community’s good will. 
Further, the conferees urge the UN to do 
more to mitigate or resolve the conflicts and 
humanitarian crises in Sudan, where war has 
ravaged the country for decades at the cost 
of millions of lives. Finally, the United Na- 
tions’ leadership and legitimacy are tar- 
nished by continued failure to bring to jus- 
tice those individuals involved in improper 
and illegal activities. 

United Nations Oil-For-Food Program.—The 
conferees direct the Department to bring all 
necessary resources to bear on the investiga- 
tion of fraud and bribery allegations regard- 
ing the United Nations Oil-For-Food Pro- 
gram. The conferees expect the Department 
to provide all requested documentation to 
the U.S. Congress, and to provide any re- 
quested support to the Secretary General’s 
Independent Inquiry Committee. The con- 
ferees strongly support the Inquiry and ex- 
pect the Inquiry Committee’s review to be 
thorough, rigorous, and expeditious. The 
conferees expect the Department to use the 
voice and vote of the United States to ensure 
the Inquiry be conducted in this manner. 

CONTRIBUTIONS FOR INTERNATIONAL 
PEACEKEEPING ACTIVITIES 


The conference agreement includes a total 
funding level of $490,000,000 for payments for 
Contributions for International Реасе- 
Keeping Activities, instead of $650,000,000 as 
proposed by the House, and $574,000,000 as 
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proposed by the Senate. The conferees re- 
main concerned that the United States has 
voted in the United Nations Security Council 
to establish five new or expanded peace- 
Keeping missions (Haiti, Burundi, Uberia, 
Cyprus, and Ivory Coast) without presenting 
the Committees on Appropriations with a 
viable plan to meet the current and future 
costs of such commitments. All but the Cy- 
prus mission were approved by the Security 
Council and are underway and incurring 
costs. The Secretary of State testified that 
in such instances the Administration would 
request supplemental appropriations to 
cover these costs. The conferees expect that 
such a supplemental appropriation request 
will provide for the full UN peacekeeping as- 
sessments. 

The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage, ав proposed by the Senate, regarding 
the adjustment of the rate at which the 
United States pays for the cost of United Na- 
tions peacekeeping missions. 

The conference agreement includes, by ref- 
erence, language in the House report regard- 
ing UN peacekeeping in the Western Sahara; 
UN peacekeeping reform; benchmarks for 
mission performance and termination; UN 
peacekeeping in the Democratic Republic of 
the Congo; and the Office of Internal Over- 
sight Services. The conference agreement in- 
cludes, by reference, language in the Senate 
report regarding peacekeeping reports. The 
allocation of funds under this account to spe- 
cific missions shall be subject to the re- 
programming requirements in section 605 of 
this Act. 

The conferees support the work of the Spe- 
cial Court for Sierra Leone, and expect the 
United Nations Mission in Sierra Leone to 
provide support, as necessary, to the Court. 
The conferees urge the Department to work 
with the Court and other nations to ensure 
the expeditious prosecution of indicted per- 
sons. 

INTERNATIONAL COMMISSIONS 
INTERNATIONAL BOUNDARY AND WATER 
COMMISSION, UNITED STATES AND MEXICO 

The conference agreement includes a total 
of $32,554,000 for the International Boundary 
and Water Commission, United States and 
Mexico (IBWC). The total amount provided 
includes $27,244,000 for Salaries and Expenses 
and $5,310,000 for Construction. Тһе con- 
ference agreement includes language author- 
izing not to exceed $6,000 for representation 
expenses. 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

The conference agreement for the Salaries 
and Expenses account includes $27,244,000, in- 
stead of $26,800,000 as proposed by the House 
and $27,689,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
The conference agreement includes, by ref- 
erence, language in the House report regard- 
ing the use of surplus operations and mainte- 
nance funding through reprogramming. 

CONSTRUCTION 

The conference agreement includes 
$5,310,000 in new direct appropriations under 
this heading, instead of $4,475,000 as proposed 
by the House and $6,146,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes 
$1,750,000 for the Rio Grande Canalization 
Project and $1,000,000 for the Lower Rio 
Grande Flood Project/Levee Rehabilitation. 

The conferees encourage the IBWC to at- 
tempt, if possible, to achieve greater sec- 
ondary treatment of Mexican sewage within 
current funding levels under this account. 
Any plan that assumes a significant increase 
in appropriations under this heading in fu- 
ture years is not feasible given resource re- 
straints and competing priorities. 
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Any additional obligations under this 
heading within the total spending level cited 
above, including any new project starts, 
shall be subject to the reprogramming proc- 
ess described in section 605 of this Act. 

AMERICAN SECTIONS, INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSIONS 

The conference agreement includes a total 
of $9,594,000 under this heading, instead of 
$9,356,000 as proposed by the House, and 
$10,546,000 as proposed by the Senate. This 
amount includes $1,248,000 for the Inter- 
national Boundary Commission; $6,298,000 for 
the International Joint Commission, includ- 
ing $200,000 for efforts concerning the Red 
River Basin, and $1,019,000 for the fifth and 
final year of the water regulation plan gov- 
erning Lake Ontario and the St. Lawrence 
River; and $2,049,000 for the Border Environ- 
ment Cooperation Commission. 

INTERNATIONAL FISHERIES COMMISSIONS 

The conference agreement includes 
$21,982,000 under this heading, the same 
amount as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$19,097,000 as proposed by the House. The con- 
ference agreement includes $3,000,000 for the 
Pacific Salmon Commission, $2,100,000 for 
the Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commis- 
sion, $1,800,000 for the International Pacific 
Halibut Commission, $177,000 for the North 
Pacific Marine Science Organization, and 
$12,964,000 for the Great Lakes Fishery Com- 
mission, of which not less than $845,000 is for 
lampricide in Lake Champlain. House lan- 
guage regarding Asian Carp is included by 
reference. The conferees expect the Depart- 
ment to allocate the balance of funds in the 
conference agreement, and, through the reg- 
ular reprogramming process, any additional 
funds that may become available, to priority 
commissions. 

The conferees expect the Department to 
take immediate action to evaluate and 
prioritize United States participation in, and 
funding for, international fisheries commis- 
sions. In a climate of limited resources the 
conferees continue to insist that the Depart- 
ment operate within appropriated amounts, 
prioritize as necessary among commissions 
according to policy goals, take steps as nec- 
essary to withdraw from lower priority com- 
missions, and refrain from entering into new 
commitments. 

OTHER 
PAYMENT TO THE ASIA FOUNDATION 

The conference agreement includes 
$13,000,000 under this heading, the same 
amount as proposed by the House. No fund- 
ing was proposed by the Senate. 

CENTER FOR MIDDLE EASTERN-WESTERN 
DIALOGUE 

The conference agreement includes 
$7,000,000 under this heading to be deposited 
in the International Center for Middle East- 
ern-Western Dialogue Trust for the perpetual 
operations of the Center in Istanbul, Turkey. 
Of the amounts provided $250,000 is for the 
Steering committee, chaired by the Council 
of American Overseas Research Centers 
(CAORC), for the operations of the Center. 
EISENHOWER EXCHANGE FELLOWSHIP PROGRAM 

The conference agreement includes an ap- 
propriation for fiscal year 2005 of interest 
and earnings from the Eisenhower Exchange 
Fellowship Program Trust Fund, expected to 
total $500,000. The conference agreement in- 
cludes, by reference, language in the House 
report regarding geographical priorities and 
the selection of fellows. 

ISRAELI ARAB SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAM 


The conference agreement includes an ap- 
propriation for fiscal year 2005 of interest 
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and earnings of the Israeli Arab Scholarship 
Endowment Fund, expected to total $375,000. 


EAST-WEST CENTER 


The conference agreement includes 
$19,500,000 under this heading, as proposed by 
the Senate, instead of $5,000,000 as proposed 
by the House. 


NATIONAL ENDOWMENT FOR DEMOCRACY 


The conference agreement includes 
$60,000,000 for the National Endowment for 
Democracy (NED), instead of $40,579,000 as 
proposed by the House and $50,000,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

The conferees strongly encourage both the 
NED and the four core institutes to focus 
available funding on the Middle East region, 
continuing work on electoral processes and 
political party development. The conferees 
commend the institutes for their contribu- 
tion to the recent presidential election in Af- 
ghanistan and support similar work in future 
parliamentary elections. 

The conference agreement adopts, by ref- 
erence, House report language reaffirming 
NED’s duty to ensure that all sponsored ac- 
tivities adhere to core NED principles and 
requiring a report on NED activities in Ven- 
ezuela. 

The conference agreement includes 
$1,000,000 for a grant to support the creation 
of the Fern L. Holland Democracy Institute 
in Africa, as outlined in the House report. 
The conferees remain concerned that there is 
a lack of effectiveness and cohesion among 
the groups advocating for awareness and ac- 
tion on behalf of the victims of human rights 
abuses and the persecuted. The conferees 
provide $500,000 to be made available for pro- 
grams designed specifically to promote basic 
human rights of ethnic minorities, including 
their right to maintain and exercise their 
culture, religion, and language, free from 
discrimination. 


RELATED AGENCY 
BROADCASTING BOARD OF GOVERNORS 
INTERNATIONAL BROADCASTING OPERATIONS 


The conference agreement includes 
$591,000,000 to carry out United States Inter- 
national Broadcasting Operations for fiscal 
year 2005, instead of $601,740,000 as proposed 
by the House and $552,240,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. The conference agreement in- 
cludes $64,969,000 for efforts to provide people 
of Arab and Muslim countries with accurate 
information about U.S. policies and values. 
The conferees provided initial start-up costs 
for a television program stream specifically 
tailored for the Iraqi audience in Public Law 
108-106. The conferees expect the Broad- 
casting Board of Governors to provide quar- 
terly status reports detailing the efforts to 
develop quality news and entertainment pro- 
grams for the Arab and Muslim world. 

The conference agreement adopts, by ref- 
erence, House language regarding broad- 
casting to Africa, language service reviews 
and research, and anti-jamming efforts. 

The conferees remain concerned about a 
potential blurring of the distinction between 
the international broadcasting conducted by 
the Broadcasting Board of Governors and 
that conducted by the Defense Department. 
While the conferees continue to strongly 
support all necessary efforts to provide for 
national security, close collaboration with 
the Defense Department may foster mis- 
understanding among foreign audiences as to 
the principles and goals of BBG broad- 
casting. The BBG shall continue to notify 
the Committees in writing of any projects or 
programs to be undertaken with the Defense 
Department within 7 days of the beginning of 
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such activities. The report should include a 
description of services provided and any fi- 
nancial arrangements between the entities. 

Security of Radio Free Europe/Radio Lib- 
erty Headquarters.—During fiscal year 2004, 
the RFE/RL was directed to work with the 
Department of State’s Bureau of Overseas 
Buildings Operations to develop a com- 
prehensive site and cost assessment for relo- 
cation of the RFE/RL headquarters in 
Prague, the Czech Republic. The conferees 
are concerned that RFE/RL has informed the 
Committees on Appropriations that RFE/RL 
intends to sign a pre-lease contract. The con- 
ferees believe it would be premature for BBG 
and RFE/RL to proceed without a thorough 
explanation as to how specific relocation 
costs, aS outlined in the report, will be ab- 
sorbed in future years. The conferees direct 
BBG and RFE/RL to compile and submit a 
strategic funding plan for the intended relo- 
cation process no later than February 1, 2005. 
Until the long-term maintenance cost of a 
new building has been contemplated and en- 
dorsed by the BBG, no additional funds shall 
be provided to secure a site for relocation. 
The conferees expect funding decisions on 
the relocation to occur expeditiously given 
the expressed concern for the security of em- 
ployees of RFE/RL. 

The conferees direct the BBG to report on 
Al Hurra’s coverage, audience, reception, and 
public response in the Arabic-speaking 
world. The report shall include the findings 
of an independent and validated public opin- 
ion poll. 

The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage designating $27,629,000 for Broad- 
casting to Cuba. 

The conferees continue to support Radio 
Free Asia’s broadcasting efforts in China, 
Tibet, Burma, Vietnam, North Korea, Laos, 
and Cambodia and VOA's efforts in North 
Korea. The conference agreement includes 
funding to continue daily Uyghur broad- 
casts. 

The conferees expect the BBG to provide a 
spending plan to the Committees on Appro- 
priations by no later than April 11, 2005. 

BROADCASTING CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS 


The conference agreement includes 
$8,560,000 for broadcasting capital improve- 
ments, as proposed by both the House and 
Senate. 

The conferees expect the Board to keep the 
Committees on Appropriations informed on 
the status of its efforts to acquire additional 
transmission capabilities in the Middle East, 
including Egypt. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
AND RELATED AGENCY 


The conference agreement includes section 
401, permitting the use of funds for allow- 
ances, differentials and transportation. 

The conference agreement includes section 
402 dealing with transfer authority. 

The conference agreement includes section 
403 prohibiting the use of funds by the De- 
partment of State or the Broadcasting Board 
of Governors to provide certain assistance to 
the Palestinian Broadcasting Corporation. 

The conference agreement includes section 
404 clarifying the responsibilities of the Sen- 
ior Policy Operating Group on Trafficking in 
Persons. The conferees understand that the 
Operating Group has been actively meeting 
and performing its designated functions 
since enactment of Section 406 of division B 
of Public Law 108-7. The conferees agree that 
all anti-trafficking policies, grants and grant 
policies shall be covered by the provisions of 
Section 406 of division В of Public Law 108- 
7. The conference agreement also includes 
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language clarifying that the Senior Policy 
Operating Group and its chairman are the 
coordinating body (and official) accountable 
for Federal anti-trafficking policies, grants 
and grant policies. The language also makes 
clear that the coordinating responsibilities 
of the Operating Group are not intended to 
supercede the decision making authority of 
the constituent members of the Task Force 
to Monitor and Combat Trafficking in Per- 
sons, to whom Operating Group members 
continue to report. The Operating Group is, 
and was intended to serve as, the forum for 
interagency coordination of anti-trafficking 
policies, even as final decisions regarding 
any such policies are necessarily vested with 
the President and the senior officials who 
comprise the Task Force. The conferees 
agree that the Senior Operating Group and 
its chair have successfully performed the co- 
ordinating functions assigned to them. 

The conference agreement includes section 
405 concerning the Department’s 
counterterrorism rewards program. 

The conference agreement includes section 
406 regarding the recording of place of birth 
on certain passport applications. 

The conference agreement includes section 
407 requiring the provision of certain infor- 
mation to the Committees on Appropria- 
tions. 

The conference agreement includes section 
408 establishing and describing the functions 
of the Office of the Coordinator for Recon- 
struction and Stabilization. 

The conference agreement includes section 
409 requiring the Secretary of State to re- 
view staffing at all overseas posts. 

The conference agreement includes section 
410 waiving certain authorization require- 
ments. 

The conference agreement includes section 
411 adjusting the United States assessments 
for the United Nations Peacekeeping Mis- 
sions. 

The conference agreement includes section 
412 updating and conforming the Senior For- 
eign Service pay system. 

The conference agreement includes section 
413 clarifying the Department’s authority to 
enter into settlements of claims. 

TITLE V—RELATED AGENCIES 
ANTITRUST MODERNIZATION COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement includes 
$1,187,000 for the Antitrust Modernization 
Commission, instead of $1,200,000 as proposed 
by the House. The Senate did not fund this 
Commission. 


COMMISSION FOR THE PRESERVATION OF 
AMERICA’S HERITAGE ABROAD 


SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement includes $499,000 
for the Commission for the Preservation of 
America’s Heritage Abroad as proposed by 
the House, instead of $491,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. The conference agreement will 
allow the Commission to fund its adminis- 
trative expenses through appropriated funds 
while relying on other sources of funding for 
actual purchase and restoration of property. 

The conference agreement includes, by ref- 
erence, language in the House report under 
this heading. 

COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement includes 
$9,096,000 for the salaries and expenses of the 
Commission on Civil Rights, as proposed by 
both the House and Senate. 

The conferees recommend language as in- 
cluded in previous years, which provides: (1) 
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$50,000 to employ consultants; (2) a limita- 
tion of four full-time positions under sched- 
ule C of the Excepted Service, exclusive of 
one special assistant for each Commissioner; 
and (3) a prohibition against reimbursing 
Commissioners for more than 75 billable 
days, with the exception of the chairperson, 
who is permitted 125 billable days. 
COMMISSION ON INTERNATIONAL RELIGIOUS 
FREEDOM 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement includes 
$3,000,000 for the Commission on Іпбег- 
national Religious Freedom, as proposed by 
the House. The Senate did not provide fund- 
ing for this Commission. The conference 
agreement includes language providing au- 
thority for the Commission to procure tem- 
porary services for a study on the right to 
freedom of religion in North Korea. 

The conference agreement includes, by ref- 
erence, language in the House report under 
this heading. 

COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN 
EUROPE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement includes 
$1,831,000 for the Commission on Security 
and Cooperation in Europe as proposed by 
the House, instead of $1,598,000 as proposed 
by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes, by ref- 
erence, language in the House report under 
this heading. 

CONGRESSIONAL-EXECUTIVE COMMISSION ON 

THE PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement includes 
$1,900,000 for the Congressional-Executive 
Commission on the People’s Republic of 
China as proposed by the House, instead of 
$1,781,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
amount provided includes $100,000 for the Po- 
litical Prisoner Database as proposed by the 
House. 

The conference agreement includes, by ref- 
erence, language in the House report under 
this heading. 

EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 
COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement includes 
$331,228,000 for the salaries and expenses of 
the Equal Employment Opportunity Com- 
mission (EEOC) for fiscal year 2005, instead 
of $334,944,000 as proposed by the House and 
$327,511,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement adopts the 
House report language regarding the Alter- 
native Dispute Resolution program, litiga- 
tion support and outreach, and the New 
Freedom Initiative to remove barriers faced 
by people with disabilities. The conference 
agreement includes language regarding staff- 
ing levels in the field. 

The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage prohibiting the Commission from tak- 
ing further action to implement workforce 
repositioning, restructuring, or reorganiza- 
tion unless the Committees on Appropria- 
tions have been notified in advance of such 
proposals, in accordance with the reprogram- 
ming procedures under section 605 of this 
Act. In this regard, the conference agree- 
ment includes the House report language re- 
garding a spending plan. The conference 
agreement also adopts the House report lan- 
guage regarding the submission of quarterly 
status reports on projected and actual spend- 
ing levels, by function, for repositioning, and 
the continued submission of quarterly re- 
ports on agency spending and staffing levels. 
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The conferees again encourage the ЕЕОС 
to use the experience the Fair Employment 
Practices Agencies (FEPAs) have in medi- 
ation as the Commission continues to expand 
its Alternative Dispute Resolution programs. 
The conference agreement also includes lan- 
guage similar to that included in previous 
Appropriations Acts allowing non-monetary 
awards to private citizens. Finally, the con- 
ference agreement provides up to $2,500 for 
official reception and representation ex- 
penses. 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement includes 
$281,098,000 for the salaries and expenses of 
the Federal Communications Commission 
(FCC) for fiscal year 2005, instead of 
$279,851,000 as proposed by the House and 
$282,346,000 as proposed by the Senate. Of the 
amounts provided, $280,098,000 is to be de- 
rived from offsetting fee collections, result- 
ing in a net direct appropriation of $1,000,000. 

The conference agreement includes, by ref- 
erence, language in the House report regard- 
ing travel payments and public notice re- 
quirements for broadcast applications. The 
conference agreement includes, by reference, 
language included in the Senate report on 
broadcast television standards. 

The conference agreement allows the FCC 
to spend up to $85,000,000 to administer the 
spectrum auctions program. The conference 
agreement incorporates, by reference, House 
report language regarding the FCC’s ac- 
counting system. 

The conferees are aware that members of 
the armed services and their families make 
extensive use of prepaid phone cards to stay 
in contact. The FCC is considering sub- 
jecting these cards to increased regulation. 
The conferees direct the FCC not to take any 
action that would directly or indirectly have 
the effect of raising the rates charged to 
military personnel or their families for tele- 
phone calls placed using prepaid phone cards. 

Within amounts provided for on-going life 
cycle replacement of technical equipment in 
fiscal year 2005, the conferees encourage the 
FCC to follow through on its plan to mod- 
ernize its Radio Frequency Radiation moni- 
toring equipment by purchasing Selective 
Radiation Meter (SRM) units and anticipates 
that future budget requests will address re- 
placement of outdated equipment. 

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement includes 
$205,430,000 for the Federal Trade Commis- 
sion (FTC), instead of $203,430,000 as proposed 
by the House and $207,730,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. Of the amounts provided, 
$101,000,000 is derived from Hart-Scott-Ro- 
dino premerger filing fees, $21,901,000 is de- 
rived from Do-Not-Call fees, and $82,529,000 is 
derived from discretionary appropriations. 
The amount provided fully supports the 
budget request. 

The conference agreement adopts by ref- 
erence the Senate report language con- 
cerning the exposure of children to violent 
entertainment and on the Do-Not-Call pro- 
gram. The conference agreement also adopts 
by reference the Senate report language re- 
quiring a report on illegal pressure tactics 
applied to American fishermen who oppose 
mandatory country of origin labeling for sea- 
food. 

The conference agreement continues lan- 
guage that was included in the fiscal year 
2004 bill regarding enforcement of certain 
provisions of the Federal Deposit Insurance 
Act. 
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HELP COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

The conference agreement includes 
$1,000,000 for necessary expenses of the Help- 
ing to Enhance the Livelihood of People 
(HELP) Around the Globe Commission. 

LEGAL SERVICES CORPORATION 
PAYMENT TO THE LEGAL SERVICES 
CORPORATION 

The conference agreement includes 
$335,282,000 for the payment to the Legal 
Services Corporation, as proposed by the 
House, instead of $335,000,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. The conference agreement in- 
cludes $1,833,000 to offset funding losses that 
have resulted from recent census-based re- 
allocations. In addition to the amounts pro- 
vided through the formula-based field grant 
program, the conferees direct LSC to dis- 
tribute the additional $1,833,000 to the ten 
states that suffered the greatest losses from 
the census reallocation, in order to restore 
them to the funding level they would have 
received under the Senate bill. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISION 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language to continue the terms and condi- 
tions included under this section in previous 
Appropriations Acts. 

MARINE MAMMAL COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

The conference agreement includes 
$1,890,000 for the necessary expenses of the 
Marine Mammal Commission, as proposed by 
both the House and Senate. 

NATIONAL VETERANS BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT 
CORPORATION 

The conference agreement includes 
$2,000,000 for the National Veterans Business 
Development Corporation as proposed by the 
House and the Senate. The conference report 
includes, by reference, House report lan- 
guage encouraging the Corporation to make 
its operations self-sustaining. 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

The conference agreement includes 
$913,000,000 for the Securities and Exchange 
Commission, as proposed by the House and 
Senate. 

Staffing.—In fiscal year 2003, the Commis- 
sion received funding for 840 new positions to 
protect investors and implement the Sar- 
banes-Oxley Act. The conferees understand 
that the Commission has had difficulty hir- 
ing accountants and examiners and direct 
the Commission to continue to work to fill 
all of the previously funded 840 positions as 
well as the 106 newly funded positions as 
quickly as possible and to provide the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations with quarterly 
staffing reports. By April 15, 2005, the SEC 
Shall report to the Committees on any pro- 
posals, including legislative changes, that 
may further the SEC's ability to hire to au- 
thorized levels and to retain quality employ- 
ees. 

The conference agreement adopts by ref- 
erence the Senate report language con- 
cerning pay parity, enforcement, and infor- 
mation technology. The conference agree- 
ment adopts by reference the Senate report 
language requiring a monthly report to the 
Senate Appropriations Committee listing 
the exercise of stock options by corporate of- 
ficers and directors. The conference agree- 
ment includes language requiring a report to 
the Senate Appropriations Committee justi- 
fying the recent rule that directors of mu- 
tual funds be independent. 

Within 90 days of enactment of this Act, 
the SEC shall provide a report to the Senate 
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Appropriations Committee analyzing the im- 
pact upon individual and institutional inves- 
tors and competing securities markets of the 
so-called ‘‘trade through" provisions of the 
proposed SEC Regulation New Market Struc- 
ture (NMS). In formulating its report, the 
SEC should examine whether and how the 
adoption of the “trade through” provisions 
would affect investors’ ability to select the 
market where their securities trades will be 
carried out. The report shall also examine 
the interaction of automated and non-auto- 
mated orders under Regulation NMS and the 
impact this would have on individual and in- 
stitutional investors. 

The conferees are pleased that the SEC has 
recently established an Office of Global Se- 
curity Risk within the Division of Corpora- 
tion Finance. The SEC should inform the in- 
vestment community of the existence and 
relevance of the new Office through the fol- 
lowing actions: (1) announce the establish- 
ment of the Office on the SEC website; (2) 
issue a press release or send a letter to lead- 
ing U.S. investment community members 
alerting them to the establishment of the Of- 
fice; (8) convene a conference to address the 
various dimensions of global security risk 
and appropriate ways that the investment 
community might respond to it; and (4) es- 
tablish an effective global security risk dis- 
closure process. The conferees expect the 
SEC to continue to provide quarterly reports 
on the Office’s activities. 

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 


The conference agreement provides a total 
of $579,516,000 for the five appropriations ac- 
counts of the Small Business Administration 
(SBA). Detailed guidance for the five SBA 
appropriation accounts is contained in the 
following paragraphs. 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement includes 
$322,335,000 for the salaries and expenses ac- 
count of the SBA instead of $315,362,000 as 
proposed by the House and $357,684,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. Of the amount provided 
under this heading, $186,772,000 is for oper- 
ating expenses of the SBA. In addition, a 
total of $134,903,000 from other SBA accounts 
may be transferred to and merged with the 
salaries and expenses account resulting in a 
total availability of $321,675,000. The addi- 
tional amount consists of $126,653,000 from 
the Business Loans Program account and 
$8,250,000 from the Disaster Loans Program 
account for the administrative expenses re- 
lated to those accounts. 

The conference agreement includes the full 
amount requested for Low Documentation 
Processing Centers and the conferees expect 
the SBA to continue to help small businesses 
adapt to a paperless procurement environ- 
ment. 

The conferees adopt by reference the House 
report language concerning the loan moni- 
toring system. The conferees adopt by ref- 
erence the requirement to provide a report 
on the e-gov program and the agency’s ef- 
forts to increase efficiency and improve cus- 
tomer service. 

Non-Credit Programs.—The conference 
agreement includes the following for the 
non- credit programs of the SBA: 


National Ombudsman $500,000 
Advocacy Research ... 5 1,100,000 
Veterans Programs ............ 750,000 
тд) Technical Assistance 

Ртовтатпв е» 1,500,000 
Small Business Develop- 

ment Centers .................. 89,000,000 
SCORP e eee ыыт 5,000,000 
Women's Business Centers 12,500,000 
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Women’s Business Council 750,000 
Native American Outreach 1,000,000 
Drug-free Workplace Pro- 

STAM озак зе казака каданы 1,000,000 
Microloan Technical Аз- 

Sistance „саи 14,000,000 
PRIME Technical Assist- 

ANCE! iii. ырды ада ад svete 5,000,000 
HUBZones .......................... 1,979,000 
US Export Assistance ........ 1,484,000 

Total, non-credit pro- 
135,563,000 


The SBA shall not reduce these non-credit 
programs to fund operating costs. The con- 
ferees adopt by reference the House and Sen- 
ate report language regarding Native Amer- 
ican Outreach. The conferees adopt by ref- 
erence the Senate report language regarding 
the Small Disadvantaged Business Program. 
The conferees adopt by reference the House 
and Senate report language regarding Small 
Business Development Centers (SBDCs), in- 
cluding the House direction to work with the 
manufacturing sector and continue to sup- 
port the defense transition program at no 
less than the fiscal year 2004 level. The con- 
ferees adopt by reference the Senate report 
language concerning HUBZones. 

Of the amounts provided for the SBDC pro- 
gram, $500,000 shall be available for the 
South Carolina Women’s Business Center 
(WBC). 

The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage allowing WBCs in sustainability sta- 
tus to continue to receive grants and des- 
ignates 48 percent of the total WBC funding 
for centers in sustainability status. 


OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 


The conference agreement includes 
$13,014,000 for the Office of Inspector General 
of the Small Business Administration as pro- 
posed by the Senate instead of $14,500,000 as 
proposed by the House. The conference 
agreement includes language allowing 
$500,000 to be transferred to this account 
from the Disaster Loans Program for over- 
sight costs related to that program. The con- 
ferees adopt by reference the Senate report 
language regarding reorganization. 

SURETY BOND GUARANTEES REVOLVING FUND 


The conference agreement includes 
$2,900,000 under this account, instead of 
$11,400,000 as provided by the Senate and 
$9,900,000 as provided by the House. 


BUSINESS LOANS PROGRAM ACCOUNT 


The conference agreement includes 
$128,108,000 under this account, consisting of 
$1,455,000 for subsidies for direct business 
loans and $126,653,000 for administrative ex- 
penses related to business loan programs. 
The amount provided for administrative ex- 
penses may be transferred to and merged 
with the appropriation for SBA salaries and 
expenses to cover the common overhead ex- 
penses associated with business loans. The 
conferees agree that, in the event of an eco- 
nomic downturn, the policy of zero subsidy 
for the 7(a) program shall be revisited. 


DISASTER LOANS PROGRAM ACCOUNT 


The conference agreement includes 
$113,159,000 for the Disaster Loans Program 
Account, instead of $195,887,000 as proposed 
by the House and $178,909,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. The conference agreement in- 
cludes no new budget authority for the sub- 
sidy costs of disaster loans but includes 
$113,159,000 for administrative expenses of 
the disaster loan program. 

Within the $113,159,000 provided for admin- 
istrative expenses, $500,000 is available for 
the Office of Inspector General, $104,409,000 is 
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available for direct administrative expenses 
of loan making and servicing, and $8,250,000 
is available to be transferred to the Salaries 
and Expenses account for indirect costs of 
the program. 

The conferees understand that the emer- 
gency appropriations provided in response to 
natural disasters at the end of fiscal year 
2004 may exceed the actual need for loans to 
affected businesses and individuals. The con- 
ferees expect that the surplus of subsidy 
budget authority from emergency appropria- 
tions will be sufficient to cover an average 
annual loan program level. For this reason, 
the conference agreement does not provide 
an additional subsidy appropriation for fiscal 
year 2005. The conferees expect the SBA to 
continue to request regular discretionary ap- 
propriations to cover an average annual dis- 
aster loan program level in future budget re- 
quests. The conferees request that the SBA 
provide a monthly status report on disaster 
loan activity to the Committees on Appro- 
priations. 

By April 15, 2005, the SBA should also pro- 
vide to the Committees on Appropriations a 
report describing various methodologies for 
calculating annual estimates of disaster loan 
volume. The report should explain the cur- 
rent rolling historical average methodology 
and also present other reasonable options to 
determine requirements in light of the re- 
cent years of low disaster activity. In addi- 
tion, the report should include information 
on various methodologies to project loan 
volume once a disaster declaration has oc- 
curred. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISION—SMALL BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language allowing transfers between ac- 
counts. 

STATE JUSTICE INSTITUTE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

The conference agreement provides 
$2,613,000 for the State Justice Institute 
(SJD, instead of $2,227,000 as proposed by the 
House and $3,000,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. The conference agreement incorporates 
by reference the House report language re- 
garding the Office of Justice Programs and 
Sources of non-Federal funding. 

UNITED STATES-CHINA ECONOMIC AND 
SECURITY REVIEW COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

The conference agreement includes 
$3,000,000 as proposed by the House for the 
necessary expenses of the United States- 
China Economic and Security Review Com- 
mission, instead of $2,300,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. This level includes not more 
than $5,000 for the purpose of official rep- 
resentation. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language making funding available 
until expended, as proposed by the Senate. 
The conference agreement also includes 
$1,000,000 for the expansion of the Commis- 
sion’s research programs and enhanced out- 
reach efforts, as proposed by the House. 

The conference agreement incorporates, by 
reference, the Senate report language direct- 
ing the Commission to conduct certain re- 
Search and provide à report no later than 
May 1, 2005. 

UNITED STATES INSTITUTE OF PEACE 
OPERATING EXPENSES 

The conference agreement includes 
$23,000,000 for the United States Institute of 
Peace. Within the amounts provided, includ- 
ing prior year funding, the Institute may use 
such funds as necessary for advance architec- 
tural work and planning related to à new 
headquarters facility. 
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In addition, the conferees direct the Insti- 
tute to create à task force to study the 
United Nations' efforts to meet the goals of 
its charter as signed in June of 1945. This 
study should address obstacles to achieving 
such goals, especially the goal of maintain- 
ing international peace and security and the 
promotion of universal respect for and ob- 
servance of human rights and fundamental 
freedoms. The conferees are deeply troubled 
by the inaction of the United Nations on 
many fronts, especially in regard to the 
genocide in Darfur, Sudan, and the allega- 
tions of corruption regarding the United Na- 
tions Oil-For-Food program. The task force 
Should consist of experts from the following 
public policy forums: American Enterprise 
Institute, Brookings Institution, Council on 
Foreign Relations, Center for Strategic and 
International Studies, Hoover Institution, 
and Heritage Foundation. The conferees an- 
ticipate the task force would not include 
more than 12 members. The conferees expect 
the results of the study to be presented to 
the Committees on Appropriations within 180 
days of the enactment of this Act. 

UNITED STATES SENATE-CHINA 
INTERPARLIAMENTARY GROUP 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

The conference agreement includes an ap- 
propriation of $100,000 for the salaries and ex- 
penses of the United States Senate-China 
Interparliamentary Group as proposed by the 
Senate. Funding for the Interparliamentary 
Group was not included in the House bill. 

TITLE VI—GENERAL PROVISIONS 
(INCLUDING RESCISSIONS) 

The conference agreement includes the fol- 
lowing General Provisions: 

Sec 601. The conference agreement includes 
Section 601 regarding the use of appropria- 
tions for publicity and propaganda purposes. 

Sec. 602. The conference agreement in- 
cludes section 602 regarding the availability 
f appropriations for obligation beyond the 
current fiscal year. 

Sec. 603. The conference agreement in- 
cludes section 603 regarding the use of funds 
for consulting purposes. 

Sec. 604. The conference agreement in- 
cludes section 604 providing that should any 
provision of the Act be held to be invalid, the 
remainder of the Act would not be affected. 
Sec. 605. The conference agreement in- 
cludes section 605 regarding the policy by 
which funding available to the agencies 
funded under this Act may be reprogrammed 
for other purposes. 

Sec. 606. The conference agreement in- 
cludes section 606 regarding the construc- 
tion, repair, or modification of National Oce- 
anic and Atmospheric Administration ves- 
sels in overseas shipyards. 

Sec. 607. The conference agreement in- 
cludes section 607 prohibiting funds in the 
bill from being used to implement, admin- 
ister, or enforce any guidelines of the Equal 
Employment Opportunity Commission 
(EEOC) similar to proposed guidelines cov- 
ering harassment based on religion published 
by the EEOC in October 1993. 

Sec. 608. The conference agreement in- 
cludes section 608 regarding the purchase of 
American made products. 

Sec. 609. The conference agreement in- 
cludes section 609 prohibiting the use of 
funds for any United Nations peacekeeping 
mission that involves U.S. Armed Forces 
under the command or operational control of 
a foreign national unless the President cer- 
tifies that the involvement is in the national 
security interest. 

Sec. 610. The conference agreement in- 
cludes section 610 that requires agencies to 
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provide quarterly reports to the Committees 
on Appropriations regarding unobligated bal- 
ances. 

Sec. 611. The conference agreement in- 
cludes section 611 that prohibits use of funds 
to expand the U.S. diplomatic presence in 
Vietnam beyond the level in effect July 11, 
1995, unless the President makes a certifi- 
cation that several conditions have been met 
regarding Vietnam’s cooperation with the 
United States on POW/MIA issues. 

Sec. 612. The conference agreement in- 
cludes section 612 requiring agencies and de- 
partments funded in this Act to absorb any 
necessary costs related to downsizing or con- 
solidation within the amounts provided to 
the agency or department. 

Sec. 613. The conference agreement in- 
cludes section 613 regarding the sale or ex- 
port of tobacco or tobacco products. 

Sec. 614. The conference agreement in- 
cludes section 614 extending the prohibition 
on the use of funds to issue a visa to any 
alien involved in extrajudicial and political 
killings in Haiti, including exemption and 
reporting requirements. 

Sec. 615. The conference agreement in- 
cludes section 615 that prohibits a user fee 
from being charged for background checks 
conducted pursuant to the Brady Handgun 
Control Act of 1993, and prohibits implemen- 
tation of a background check system which 
does not require or result in destruction of 
certain information. 

Sec. 616. The conference agreement in- 
cludes section 616 regarding amounts avail- 
able under the Crime Victims Fund. 

Sec. 617. The conference agreement in- 
cludes section 617 prohibiting the use of De- 
partment of Justice funds for programs that 
discriminate against, denigrate, or otherwise 
undermine the religious beliefs of students 
participating in such programs. 

бес. 618. The conference agreement іп- 
cludes section 618 prohibiting the use of 
funds appropriated or otherwise made avail- 
able to the Department of State to process 
visas for citizens of countries that the Sec- 
retary of Homeland Security has determined 
deny or delay accepting the return of de- 
ported citizens. 

Sec. 619. The conference agreement in- 
cludes section 619 providing additional 
amounts for the Small Business Administra- 
tion. 

Sec. 620. The conference agreement іп- 
cludes section 620 regarding the Small Busi- 
ness Administration Disaster Loans Pro- 
gram. 

Sec. 621. The conference agreement in- 
cludes section 621 regarding transfers of 
funds. 

Sec. 622. The conference agreement in- 
cludes section 622 regarding the implementa- 
tion of telecommuting programs. 

Sec. 623. The conference agreement in- 
cludes section 623 regarding the negotiation 
or reevaluation of international agreements. 
Sec. 624. The conference agreement in- 
cludes section 624 regarding firearms tracing 
studies. 

Sec. 625. The conference agreement in- 
cludes section 625 regarding international 
child abduction. 

Sec. 626. The conference agreement in- 
cludes section 626 regarding patents. 

Sec. 627. The conference agreement in- 
cludes section 627 regarding the United Na- 
tions. 

Sec. 628. The conference agreement in- 
cludes section 628 that requires the Depart- 
ment of Justice, the Department of Home- 
land Security, and the Department of State 
to jointly submit a report. 
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Sec. 629. The conference agreement in- 
cludes section 629 regarding 

Capital Security Cost Sharing. 

Sec. 630. The conference agreement in- 
cludes section 630 regarding Capital Security 
Cost Sharing. 

Sec. 631. The conference agreement in- 
cludes section 691 requiring that the Sec- 
retary of State make a determination on re- 
cent events and support the investigation 
and prosecution of war crimes and crimes 
against humanity in the Darfur Region of 
Sudan. 

бес. 682. The conference agreement іп- 
cludes section 632 that prohibits the use of 
funds to support or justify the use of torture. 

Sec. 633. The conference agreement іп- 
cludes section 633 that addresses the Drug 
Enforcement Administration’s diversion con- 
trol program. 

Sec. 694. The conference agreement in- 
cludes section 634 prohibiting the use of 
funds to change rules governing the Uni- 
versal Service Fund. 

Sec. 635. The conference agreement in- 
cludes section 635 concerning certain unobli- 
gated balances. 

бес. 636. The conference agreement іп- 
cludes section 636 regarding the National 
Veterans Business Development Corporation. 

Sec. 637. The conference agreement in- 
cludes section 637 regarding Capital Security 
Cost Sharing. 

Sec. 638. The conference agreement in- 
cludes section 638 regarding Federal Commu- 
nications Commission properties. 

бес. 689. The conference agreement in- 
cludes section 639 prohibiting certain uses of 
funds. 

Sec. 640. The conference agreement in- 
cludes section 640 regarding amounts pro- 
vided in this Act. 

TITLE VII—RESCISSIONS 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
GENERAL ADMINISTRATION 
WORKING CAPITAL FUND 
(RESCISSION) 

The conference agreement includes a re- 
Scission of $60,000,000 from unobligated bal- 
ances in this account. The Senate proposed a 
$44,000,000 rescission for this account under 
Title VI. 


LEGAL ACTIVITIES 
ASSET FORFEITURE FUND 
(RESCISSION) 

The conference agreement includes a re- 
Scission of $61,800,000 from unobligated bal- 
ances in this account. The Senate proposed a 
$30,000,000 rescission for this account under 
Title VI. 

JUSTICE ASSISTANCE 
(RESCISSION) 


The conference agreement includes a re- 
scission of $1,619,000 from this account. These 
balances result from deobligations of prior 
year grant funding. Amounts available for 
the Missing Children's Program, the Na- 
tional White Collar Crime Center and Re- 
gional Information Sharing System shall not 
be rescinded. 

STATE AND LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT 
ASSISTANCE 


(RESCISSION) 


The conference agreement includes a re- 
Scission of $29,380,000 from unobligated bal- 
ances in this account, instead of $20,000,000 as 
proposed by the House. These balances result 
from deobligations of prior year grant fund- 
ing. Amounts available for Tribal Courts and 
Indian Prison Construction shall not be re- 
Scinded. 
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COMMUNITY ORIENTED POLICING SERVICES 
(RESCISSION) 


The conference agreement includes a re- 
scission of $99,000,000 from unobligated bal- 
ances in this account, instead of $61,000,000 as 
proposed by the House. These balances result 
from deobligations of prior year grant fund- 
ing. 

JUVENILE JUSTICE 
(RESCISSION) 


The conference agreement includes a re- 
scission of $3,500,000 from unobligated bal- 
ances in this account. These balances result 
from deobligations of prior year grant fund- 
ing. Amounts available for Tribal Youth and 
Alcohol Prevention shall not be rescinded. 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF STANDARDS AND 
TECHNOLOGY 


INDUSTRIAL TECHNOLOGY SERVICES 
(RESCISSION) 


The conference agreement includes a re- 
scission of $3,900,000 from unobligated bal- 
ances in this account. These balances are 
prior year Advanced Technology Program 
funds. 


RELATED AGENCIES 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
(RESCISSION) 


The conference agreement includes a re- 
scission of $12,000,000 from unobligated bal- 
ances under this heading. The conferees 
agree that this rescission represents an 
amount available from prior year excess fee 
collections. 


TITLE VIII—PATENT AND TRADEMARK 
FEES 


The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage regarding patent and trademark fees. 


TITLE IX—OCEANS AND HUMAN HEALTH 
ACT 


The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage regarding the oceans and human 
health. 


CONFERENCE TOTAL—WITH COMPARISONS 


The total new budget (obligational) au- 
thority for the fiscal year 2005 recommended 
by the Committee of Conference, with com- 
parisons to the fiscal year 2004 amount, the 
2005 budget estimates, and the House and 
Senate bills for 2005 follow: 


[In thousands of dollars] 


New budget (obligational) 
authority, fiscal year 
2004 

Budget estimates of new 
(obligational) authority, 
fiscal year 2005 ................ 

House bill, fiscal year 2005 

Senate bill, fiscal year 2005 

Conference agreement, fis- 
cal year 2005 .................... 

Conference agreement 

compared with: 

New budget 
(obligational) author- 
ity, fiscal year 2004 ...... 

Budget estimates of new 
(obligational) author- 
ity, fiscal year 2005 

House bill, fiscal year 
2005 

Senate bill, 
2005 


$42,242,023 


43,216,594 
43,483,066 
43,467,214 


43,681,207 


+1,439,184 


+464,613 


+198,141 


fiscal year 


+213,993 
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DIVISION C—ENERGY AND WATER DE- 
VELOPMENT APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 
2005 
TITLE I—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE— 

CIVIL 
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS—CIVIL 
The summary tables at the end of this title 
set forth the conference agreement with re- 
spect to the individual appropriations, pro- 
grams and activities of the Corps of Engi- 
neers. Additional items of the conference 
agreement are discussed below. House report 

108-554 is presumed to have effect unless con- 

tradicted by this statement of the managers. 

CONTINUING CONTRACTS AND REPROGRAMMING 


Construction of a single water resource 
project requires tremendous flexibility. 
Water resource projects are constructed in 
physically challenging locations. By their 
nature, these projects involve large mobili- 
zation costs and great uncertainties. The 
Corps of Engineers has been tasked with pro- 
viding hundreds of water infrastructure 
projects in challenging locations throughout 
the country. Historically, the Corps has done 
an outstanding job of managing these great 
water resource projects and has provided the 
water infrastructure that has greatly con- 
tributed to our economic security. 

The conferees recognize that one of the 
greatest tools that the Corps of Engineers 
has for managing its nationwide water re- 
sources infrastructure program is the ability 
to award multiyear continuing contracts. 
When an agency is managing, literally, hun- 
dreds of construction projects throughout 
the country, problems are inevitable. These 
can range from flood, to drought, to funding 
shortfalls, to unanticipated hazardous 
wastes encountered in the construction site, 
discovery of unanticipated cultural re- 
sources. Any one of these items can bring a 
project to a temporary halt or slow construc- 
tion. By the same token, projects can be ac- 
celerated due to mild winters or below aver- 
age flows on a river allowing a longer con- 
struction season and more work to be done 
and more funds to be utilized. 

Continuing contracts allow the Corps to 
award large construction elements of a 
project to take advantage of the economies 
of scale available to construction contrac- 
tors. Allowing these large construction ele- 
ments to be managed over several years 
without requiring contracts to be fully fund- 
ed before construction begins affords the 
Corps the ability to more efficiently manage 
multiple construction contracts. Multiyear 
funding, and the ability to reprogram funds, 
are tools that have allowed the Corps to 
maximize scarce resources to try to do as 
much as possible with the resources avail- 
able to them; they also left the Corps open to 
charges that it has put contractors in charge 
of managing its funds. 

The conferees have expressed concerns in 
the past that Corps of Engineers construc- 
tion projects may have used the continuing 
contracts clause and the ability to repro- 
gram funds to award some construction con- 
tracts that may not have been fiscally pru- 
dent, in light of current budget realities. 
However, many of these construction con- 
tracts were awarded when surplus funds were 
available allowing reprogramming of funds 
to make up for budget shortfalls. This proc- 
ess has resulted in most surplus funds being 
expended, leaving the Corps with very little 
flexibility to cover the financial obligations 
of the construction contracts. This has re- 
sulted in ап increased number of 
reprogrammings necessary to satisfy as 
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many of the Corps' financial obligations as 
possible. 

The conferees believe that the Corps has 
made great strides in resolving these finan- 
cial issues by applying more stringent con- 
trols on financial obligations allowed on 
multiyear contracts and will allow the Corps 
to continue to resolve this situation. How- 
ever, the conferees caution the Corps that it 
must regain control of all aspects of program 
execution and execute the program appro- 
priated to it. The use of continuing contracts 
and reprogramming of funds is a privilege af- 
forded by this conference—a privilege that 
can be revoked. The House and Senate Ap- 
propriations Committees will continue to 
monitor this situation and require the Corps 
to provide quarterly written updates to the 
Committees on its efforts to better manage 
continuing contracts and to award contracts 
better suited to responsible management. 

Due to the increased number of 
reprogrammings that are being undertaken 
by the Corps, the conferees believe new 
guidelines are needed to help monitor re- 
programming of funds. The conferees recog- 
nize that the increase in reprogrammings is 
not entirely the fault of the Corps of Engi- 
neers. However, reprogramming guidelines 
have not been examined in many years, and 
the conferees believe that it would be pru- 
dent to reexamine this privilege. Therefore, 
the conferees are providing the following 
guidelines: 

Reprogramming Authorities.—The conferees 
require the Corps to inform the Committees 
promptly and fully when a change in pro- 
gram execution and funding is required dur- 
ing the fiscal year. The following guidance is 
provided for Corps Civil Works programs and 
activities funded in the Energy and Water 
Development Appropriations Act. 

Definition.—A reprogramming includes the 
reallocation of funds from one activity to an- 
other within an appropriation, or any signifi- 
cant departure from a program, project, or 
activity described in the agency's budget jus- 
tifications presented to and approved by 
Congress. For construction projects, a re- 
programming constitutes the reallocation of 
funds from one construction project or a sig- 
nificant change in the scope of an approved 
project. 

General Criteria for Reprogramming.—Re- 
programming is allowed only within an ap- 
propriation, with the exception, as now ex- 
ists, that Flood Control and Coastal Emer- 
gency may be augmented when necessary 
from other Corps Civil Works appropriations. 
Reprogramming is allowed into only pre- 
viously appropriated activities or those iden- 
tified in a bill as “within available funds." 
Reprogrammings should not be employed to 
initiate new programs (unless specifically 
approved by both House and Senate Appro- 
priations Committees) or to change program, 
project, or activity allocation in the Act or 
report. In cases where unforeseen events or 
conditions are deemed to require such 
changes, proposals shall be submitted in ad- 
vance to the House and Senate Appropria- 
tions Committees and be fully explained and 
justified. 

REPROGRAMMING GUIDANCE 

General Investigations.—Reprogramming a 
cumulative total of up to 25 percent of the 
appropriated funding level between studies 
or programs under this heading without ap- 
proval of either House of Congress, is per- 
mitted. However, the Chief of Engineers 
shall provide à quarterly report to both 
House and Senate Appropriations Commit- 
tees of all reprogrammings in excess of 
$250,000 but less than $500,000 for individual 
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studies or programs. Approval of both House 
and Senate Appropriations Committees is re- 
quired for cumulative reprogrammings in ex- 
cess of $500,000 for individual studies or pro- 
grams. Restoration of prior year savings and 
slippage shall not count toward the cumu- 
lative total. The conferees do not object to 
reprogramming up to $50,000 to any con- 
tinuing study or program that did not re- 
ceive an appropriation or where the percent- 
age limit is less than $50,000. All funds used 
to source reprogrammings described above 
Should be surplus to current year needs for 
that effort. 

Construction General.—Reprogramming a 
cumulative total of up to 15 percent of the 
appropriated funding level between projects 
or programs under this heading without ap- 
proval of either House of Congress, is per- 
mitted. However, the Chief of Engineers 
shall provide a quarterly report to both 
House and Senate Appropriations Commit- 
tees of all reprogrammings in excess of 
$4,000,000 but less than $7,000,000 for indi- 
vidual projects or programs. Approval of 
both House and Senate Appropriations Com- 
mittees is required for cumulative 
reprogrammings in excess of $7,000,000 for in- 
dividual projects or programs. Restoration of 
prior year savings and slippage shall not 
count toward the cumulative total. The con- 
ferees do not object to reprogramming up to 
$300,000 to any continuing project or program 
that did not receive an appropriation or 
where the percentage limit is less than 
$300,000. АП funds used to source 
reprogrammings described above should be 
surplus to current year needs for that effort. 

Operation and Maintenance.—Unlimited re- 
programming authority is granted in order 
for the Corps to be able to respond to emer- 
gencies. The Chief of Engineers must notify 
the House and Senate Appropriations Com- 
mittees as soon as practicable of these emer- 
gency situations. For all other 
reprogrammings, a cumulative total of up to 
50 percent of the appropriated funding level 
between projects or programs under this 
heading without approval of either House of 
Congress, is permitted. However, the Chief of 
Engineers shall provide a quarterly report to 
both House and Senate Appropriations Com- 
mittees of all reprogrammings in excess of 
$5,000,000 but less than $10,000,000 for indi- 
vidual projects or programs. Approval of 
both House and Senate Appropriations Com- 
mittees is required for cumulative 
reprogrammings in excess of $10,000,000 for 
individual projects or programs. Restoration 
of prior year savings and slippage shall not 
count toward the cumulative total. The con- 
ferees do not object to reprogramming up to 
$300,000 to any continuing project or program 
that did not receive an appropriation or 
where the percentage limit is less than 
$300,000. АП funds used to source 
reprogrammings described above should be 
surplus to current year needs for that effort. 

Mississippi River and Tributaries.—The Corps 
should follow the same reprogramming 
guidelines for the General Investigations, 
Construction, and Operation and Mainte- 
nance portions of the Mississippi River and 
Tributaries Account as listed above. 

GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS 


The conference agreement appropriates 
$144,500,000 for General Investigations. 

Floodplain Management Services.—The con- 
ferees have provided $6,813,000 for the Flood- 
plain Management Services program, includ- 
ing $776,000 to complete the Geographic In- 
formation System for East Baton Rouge, 
Louisiana; $200,000 for a Blind Brook, City of 
Rye, New York, hydrological analysis; and 
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$1,000,000 for the Hurricane preparedness 
Studies for the State of Hawaii and the U.S. 
Territories in the Pacific and the Caribbean. 

Coastal Field Data Collection.—The con- 
ference agreement provides $4,875,000 for the 
Coastal Field Data Collection program. 
Funds are provided in the amount of 
$1,000,000 for the Southern California Beach 
Process Study, not less than $1,000,000 for 
continuation of the Coastal Data Informa- 
tion Program, and $1,000,000 for the State of 
Hawaii, the U.S. Territories in the Pacific 
and Caribbean, and $1,000,000 for the Pacific 
Island Ocean Typhoon Experiment [PILOT]. 

Research and Development.—Within the 
funds provided for the Corps of Engineers Re- 
search and Development Program, $2,000,000 
is provided for innovative technology dem- 
onstrations for urban flooding and channel 
restoration. These demonstrations shall be 
conducted in close coordination and coopera- 
tion with the Urban Water Research Pro- 
gram of the Desert Research Institute of Ne- 
vada. In addition, within the funds provided 
for the Corps of Engineers Research and De- 
velopment Program $500,000 is provided to 
undertake and fund a demonstration project 
utilizing the Rapid Environmental Decision 
Support Environment software to fill cur- 
rent technology gaps in the GIS-based ap- 
proaches with respect to post-natural dis- 
aster analysis. The conferees have also in- 
cluded $1,000,000 to continue work in the area 
of Submerged Aquatic Vegetation or 
“seagrasses” and restoration efforts in the 
Chesapeake Bay, Maryland and Virginia. 

Upper Trinity River Basin, Texas.—The con- 
ference report provides additional funding to 
proceed with Planning, Engineering and De- 
sign and continue preparation and coordina- 
tion of an Environmental Impact Statement 
associated with the locally-preferred alter- 
native for the Central City River Segment of 
the Trinity River Vision Master Plan dated 
April 2003. 

Connecticut River Ecosystem Restoration, 
Vermont and New Hampshire.—The conference 
has provided $50,000 to initiate feasibility 
Studies for the West and Ashuelot Rivers. 

Other Coordination  Programs.—The con- 
ferees have provided $4,300,000 for the Other 
Coordination Programs. Within the funds 
provided, $500,000 is to continue work associ- 
ated with the Lake Tahoe Federal Inter- 
agency Partnership. 

Planning Assistance to States.—The amount 
provided for the Planning Assistances to 
States Program includes $100,000 for the Ar- 
kansas River Corridor Master Plan; $100,0000 
to continue the Ingham County, Michigan, 
Geographic Information System Study; 
$100,000 to finish the Arkansas River Corridor 
Master Plan, Oklahoma; $100,000 to initiate 
geotechnical investigations of a proposed 
damsite near Mangum, Oklahoma; $250,000 to 
initiate à groundwater study for Greene 
County, Missouri; $134,000 to complete the 
Memphis  Riverfront Development,  Ten- 
nessee, study; $200,000 for Central Oahu, Ha- 
waii; $500,000 for Lake Champlain, Vermont; 
$500,000 for remote sensing in New Mexico; 
$150,000 for Lake Rogers, North Carolina; and 
$150,000 to conduct an evaluation of recre- 
ation supply and demand in New Castle 
County, Delaware. Also included is $250,000 
to continue a New Jersey Marine Fish Eval- 
uation Study. The Corps of Engineers is 
urged to consider using the Fisheries Con- 
servation Trust, formerly known as the Save 
the Fish Foundation, to carry out this inves- 
tigation. Within funds provided for this pro- 
gram, the Corps is directed to work with the 
Chagrin River Land Conservancy to develop 
Strategies for preserving, and acquisition of 
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funding for preservation of the properties 
known as Wilde Fields and Mayer Preserve 
in Cuyahoga County, Ohio. 

The conferees are aware of the potential 
benefits of incorporating modular plastic 
belting technology into fish screen devices. 
Accordingly, the conferees urge the Corps to 
consider deployment of this technology in 
the full range of viable fish screen configura- 
tions, including submersible traveling 
screens. Furthermore, the conferees look for- 
ward to reviewing the agency’s assessment of 
the technology as compared to other avail- 
able fish screen devices. 

CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL 


The conference agreement appropriates 
$1,796,089,000 for Construction, General. 

Red River Below Denison Dam, Arkansas, 
Louisiana, Oklahoma, and Texas.—The con- 
ferees have provided $750,000 for levee reha- 
bilitation in Arkansas and Louisiana. 

American River Watershed (Folsom Dam 
Mini-Raise), California.—Within funds pro- 
vided for the American River Watershed 
(Folsom Dam Mini-Raise), California, 
project, the Corps is directed to continue de- 
sign of the Folsom Dam replacement road 
and permanent bridge to assure their com- 
pletion at the earliest possible date con- 
sistent with the pace of the Mini-Raise 
project as a whole. 

The conferees include language directing 
the Corps of Engineers to expend its full ca- 
pability, up to $5,000,000, to advance the per- 
manent bridge to replace Folsom Bridge 
Dam Road, Folsom, California, as authorized 
by the Energy and Water Development Ap- 
propriations Act, 2004 (P.L. 108-137) with all 
remaining funds devoted to the Mini-Raise. 
The conferees are aware of reports that there 
have been attempts to place obstacles in the 
way of this work, and insist that it be al- 
lowed to proceed, unimpeded. 

Florida Keys Water Quality Improvements, 
Florida.—The conferees have provided 
$2,250,000 for the implementation of waste- 
water and stormwater improvements and be- 
lieve these efforts should be carried out in 
coordination with the ongoing Everglades 
restoration work. 

Olmsted Locks and Dam, Ohio River, Illinois 
& Kentucky.—None of the funds provided for 
the Olmsted Locks and Dam Project are to 
be used to reimburse the Claims and Judg- 
ment Fund. 

J. Bennett Johnston Waterway, Louisiana.— 
The conferees have provided $18,000,000 for 
construction of navigation channel refine- 
ment features, land purchases and develop- 
ment for mitigation of project impacts, and 
construction of project recreation features 
and appurtenant features. 

Chesapeake Bay Environmental Restoration 
and Protection Program, Maryland and Vir- 
ginia.—The conference recommendation in- 
cludes $1,500,000 for this project. Within the 
funds provided, $400,000 is provided to con- 
tinue environmental studies of non-native 
oysters. 

The conferees expect the Corps, in con- 
ducting the Environmental Impact State- 
ment [EIS] for introducing non-native oyster 
species into the Chesapeake Bay, to consider 
all alternatives, including restoration of na- 
tive oyster species. The conferees also expect 
that the EIS will address the research gaps 
identified in the National Research Council 
report titled ‘‘Non-native Oysters in the 
Chesapeake Вау” and the Chesapeake Bay 
Program Scientific and Technical Advisory 
Committee report on the same subject. 

Rural Montana, Montana.—The conferees 
have provided $2,000,000 for the Rural Mon- 
tana project. Within the funds provided the 
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Corps is directed to give consideration to 
projects at Belgrade, Manhattan, Livingston, 
Butte, Helena, and Drummond, Montana. 
Other communities that meet the program 
criteria should be considered as funding al- 
lows. 

Rural Nevada, Nevada.—The conferees have 
provided $20,000,000 for the Rural Nevada 
project. Within the funds provided the Corps 
is directed to give consideration to projects 
at Boulder City, Lyon County (Carson River 
Regional Water System), Gerlach, Incline 
Village, Lawton-Verdi, Esmeralda County, 
Churchill County, West Wendover, Search- 
light, Yerington, Virgin Valley Water Dis- 
trict, Lovelock, Carson City, Hemenway Val- 
ley Wastewater treatment and Huffaker Hills 
Reservoir Water Conservation Nevada. Other 
communities that meet the program criteria 
should be considered as funding allows. 

Tropicana and Flamingo Washes, Nevada.— 
The conferees have provided $24,000,000 to 
continue construction of this flood control 
project. The conference recommendation in- 
cludes $3,000,000 for work performed in ac- 
cordance with Section 211 of Public Law 104- 
308. 

Central New Mexico, New Mexico.—The con- 
ference has included $5,000,000 for this 
project which includes funding to continue 
the Black Mesa project begun in fiscal year 
2004. 

Middle Rio Grande Flood Protection, New 
Mexico.—The conferees have included $300,000 
to continue the Belen, Mountainview, and 
Isleta General Reevaluation Report. 

Fire Island Inlet to Montauk Point, New 
York.—The conferees have included addi- 
tional funding for the continuation of the re- 
formulation study. 

Ohio Environmental Infrastructure, Ohio.— 
The bill contains $22,000,000 for the Ohio En- 
vironmental Infrastructure program author- 
ized by section 594 of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1999. The amount pro- 
vided includes: $15,000 for the Jackson Coun- 
ty water line project; $100,000 for the Morgan 
County, Bishopville, water project; $475,000 
for the Morgan County, McConnelsville, 
storm water project; $1,000,000 for the 
Muskingum County, Zanesville, wastewater 
treatment facility; $25,000 for the Vinton 
County, Arbaugh/Hope water line extension; 
$350,000 for the Buckeye Lake, water line 
project; $500,000 for the Hancock County, Vil- 
lage of Janera, wastewater collection sys- 
tem; $1,000,000 for the Village of West Jeffer- 
son, water treatment facility; $1,000,000 for 
the City of Louisville, protection for waste- 
water treatment plant; $2,000,000 for the 
Stark County, Zimber Ditch project; $500,000 
for the Noble County, sewer system; $500,000 
for the Youngstown, Orchard Meadow Com- 
bined Sewer Overflow project; $500,000 for the 
Lake County, Concord Township sanitary 
sewer line improvement; $100,000 for the 
Lake County, Perry Township, Shepard Road 
waterline extension; $900,000 for the Lake 
County, Village of Perry, Sanitary sewer 
system; $1,000,000 for the Toledo Combined 
Sewer Overflow project; $1,000,000 for the 
Tech Town Dayton Technology Campus 
water and sewer project; $2,500,000 for the 
University of Dayton, Brown and Stewart 
water and sewer project; $640,000 for the Clin- 
ton County, Clinton Massie School District 
sewer project; $1,500,000 for the Springfield 
Applied Research and Technology Park 
water and sewer project; $700,000 for the 
Clark County Southwest Regional Waste 
Water Treatment Plant expansion; $500,000 
for Clark County, Village of Donnelsville 
sewer system project; $1,350,000 for the Fay- 
ette County, Village of Bloomingberg, Waste 
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Water Treatment Plant; $100,000 for the 
Pickaway County, Harrison and Madison 
Township water and sewer project; $150,000 
for the Village of Corning water and sewer 
project; $1,880,000 for the Scioto County, 
Minford Wastewater Treatment Facility; and 
$250,000 for the City of Dayton, Northeast 
Quadrant water and sewer infrastructure. 

Columbia River Treaty Fishing Sites, Oregon 
and Washington.—The conferees have in- 
cluded $700,000 for facilities at White Salm- 
on, WA. 

Elk Creek Lake, Oregon.—Funds provided in 
this Act and funds previously appropriated 
for the Elk Creek Lake, Oregon, project are 
available to plan and implement long-term 
management measures at the project to 
maintain the project in an uncompleted 
state, including design and construction of a 
permanent trap-and-haul facility to replace 
the existing, interim facility. Funds may not 
be used for any further work on the Corps of 
Engineers proposal to remove a section of 
the dam for fish passage. 

Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe, Lower Brule 
Sioux, South Dakota.—The conference notes 
that Title IV of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1999, as amended, authorizes 
funding to pay administrative expenses, im- 
plementation of terrestrial wildlife plans, ac- 
tivities associated with land transferred or 
to be transferred, and annual expenses for 
operating recreational areas. The conferees 
have included $5,750,000 for this effort. With- 
in the funds provided, the conference directs 
that not more than $1,000,000 shall be pro- 
vided for administrative expenses, and that 
the Corps is to distribute the remaining 
funds as directed by Title IV to the State of 
South Dakota, the Cheyenne River Sioux 
Tribe and the Lower Brule Sioux Tribe. 

Rural Utah, Utah.—The conference has pro- 
vided $1,000,000 for this project and encour- 
ages the Corps to proceed with those projects 
which are eligible and are prepared to move 
forward. 

Columbia River Fish Mitigation, Avian Preda- 
tion, Columbia/Snake River Basin, Washington, 
Oregon, and Idaho.—The conferees are aware 
of the need to investigate the effect of avian 
predation on the survival of listed salmon 
and steelhead in the Columbia/Snake River 
Basin and directs the Secretary to provide 
up to $750,000, as needed, from the Columbia 
River Fish Mitigation project for this pur- 
pose. The conference expects the Corps of 
Engineers to coordinate with the Secretary 
of Commerce and the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to develop an implementation plan and 
initiate actions to reduce avian predation 
where such actions are determined to be bio- 
logically and cost effective. 

Aquatic Plant Control Program.—The con- 
ferees have included $4,500,000 for the Aquat- 
ic Plant Control program’s base research and 
development activities. In an effort to maxi- 
mize limited funding for eradication and har- 
vesting, the conference strongly recommends 
that these efforts be undertaken only where 
a local sponsor agrees to provide 50 percent 
of the cost of the work. Within the funds pro- 
vided, $300,000 is for a cost shared effort with 
the State of South Carolina and $400,000 is 
for a cost shared effort with the State of 
Vermont and $100,000 is for the control of 
aquatic nuisance vegetation in the Potomac 
and Tributaries, Virginia, Maryland, and 
District of Columbia. The conference urges 
the Corps to establish a cost shared program 
with the State of Hawaii. 

Beneficial Uses of Dredged Material.—The 
conference recommendation includes 
$6,000,000. Within the funds provided 
$3,000,000 is for Morehead City Harbor, NC. 
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Dam Safety and Seepage/Stability Correction 
Program.—The conference recommendation 
includes $10,500,000 for the program. Within 
the funds provided, $3,000,000 is provided for 
the Corps to complete work on Waterbury 
Dam in Vermont. 

Shoreline Erosion Control and Development 
and Demonstration.—The conference rec- 
ommendation includes $7,000,000. Within the 
funds provided $400,000 is provided for Sacred 
Falls, Hawaii. 

Continuing Authorities Program (CAP).—The 
conference departs from its usual practice in 
the presentation of CAP projects chosen for 
funding. In previous conference reports, CAP 
funding for individual projects was presented 
in an unstructured text form. For fiscal year 
2005, in order to increase uniformity and sim- 
plify use of the report, CAP funding will be 
Shown in à table, with information limited 
to identification of the CAP authority under 
which the project is authorized, the name of 
the project, and the amount of funding pro- 
vided. 

The conferees are aware that many 
projects selected for funding under the Con- 
tinuing Authorities Program have not re- 
ceived any funds due to overwhelming de- 
mand and limited funding authority within 
the Continuing Authorities Program. The 
conference directs that such projects should 
receive priority consideration for any avail- 
able such funds, in fiscal 2005, and in the fu- 
ture. 

The continuing project authorities listed 
below, allow the Corps great flexibility to re- 
spond to various, limited-scope, water re- 
Source problems facing communities 
throughout the Nation. This program has 
proven to be remarkably successful in pro- 
viding a quick response to serious local prob- 
lems. These problems range from flood con- 
trol and navigation to bank stabilization and 
environmental restoration. The conferees 
have provided funds in excess of the budget 
request for virtually all of these accounts. 
As a general rule, once a project has received 
funds for the initial phases of any of these 
authorities, the project will continue to be 
funded as long as it proves to be environ- 
mentally sound, technically feasible, and 
economically justified, as applicable. With 
this in mind, the conference has chosen to 
limit explicit direction of these project au- 
thorities. 

The conferees are aware that there are 
funding requirements for ongoing, con- 
tinuing authorities projects that may not be 
accommodated within the funds provided for 
each program. It is not the conference's in- 
tent that ongoing projects be terminated. If 
additional funds are needed to keep ongoing 
work in any program on schedule, the con- 
ference urges the Corps to reprogram the 
necessary funds. 

Small Flood Control Projects (Section 205).— 
Funding for the Zimber Ditch, Stark County, 
Ohio project is now provided under the Ohio 
Environmental Infrastructure program. The 
conference is informed that $700,000 in fund- 
ing was provided for Butler Lake, Illinois, in 
fiscal year 2004, most of which has not been 
expended, and directs that, if true, the Corps 
of Engineers utilize funding provided to ini- 
tiate construction on an expedited basis. 

Tribal Partnership Program.—The conferees 
acknowledge the serious impacts of coastal 
erosion and flooding due to continued cli- 
mate change in Alaska. The conference ex- 
pects the Corps to continue its work in this 
area and has included a total of $4,000,000, of 
which $2,000,000 is to combat erosion in Alas- 
ka. 

A field hearing was held in Anchorage, 
Alaska on June 29 and 30, 2004, on the im- 
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pacts of severe erosion and flooding on Alas- 
ka Native villages. 

There is no Federal or State agency to co- 
ordinate and assist these communities in the 
relocation or in the interim provide prevent- 
ative measures to slow the effects of the ero- 
sion and flooding. The conference finds there 
is à need for an Alaska erosion baseline 
study to coordinate and plan the appropriate 
responses and assistance for Alaska villages 
in the most need and to provide an overall 
assessment on the priority of which villages 
should receive assistance. Therefore, the 
conference has provided the $2,000,000 for this 
study. 

In addition, the conferees have also in- 
cluded $150,000 for Idaho; $150,000 for Nevada 
to initiate cultural resource restoration on 
historic Washoe lands; and $150,000 for New 
Mexico to further the tribal assistance ef- 
forts by the Corps in these States. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES 


Atchafalaya Basin, Louisiana.—The con- 
ference has included $1,253,000 for the contin- 
ued levee enlargement construction work. 

Yazoo Basin, Mississippi, Yazoo Backwater 
Project (Pumping plant and Nonstructural Fea- 
tures), Mississippi—The conference has pro- 
vided $12,000,000 and directive legislative lan- 
guage to maintain the schedule to complete 
the design, to initiate the pump supply con- 
tract, and to continue the real estate activi- 
ties. 


OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 


Mobile Harbor, Alabama.—The  conferees 
have included an additional $1,000,000 to con- 
tinue the Garrows Bend environmental res- 
toration. 

Tennessee—Tombigbee Waterway, Alabama & 
Mississippi.— The conference has included an 
additional $650,000 to perform additional 
maintenance dredging. Of the funds provided, 
up to $300,000 may be used for aquatic plant 
control activities. 

Anchorage Harbor, Alaska.—The conferees 
have included an additional $2,000,000 for 
maintenance dredging of the harbor. 

Chena River Lakes, Alaska.—The conferees 
have included an additional $775,000 for the 
additional deferred maintenance work of the 
Chena River Lakes project. 

Nome Harbor, Alaska.—The conference has 
included an additional $1,000,000 for addi- 
tional maintenance dredging of the harbor. 

Cherry Creek, Chatfield, and Trinidad Lakes, 
Colorado.—The conferees have included an 
additional $1,549,000 for continued repairs at 
these three lakes. This action in no way is 
intended to alter the Corps of Engineers’ 
lease and property accountability policies. It 
is the conference’s understanding that the 
State of Colorado has agreed to cost share 
this project on a 50-50 basis. It is also the un- 
derstanding of the conferees that the Sec- 
retary is not to assume, nor share in the fu- 
ture of the operation and maintenance of 
these recreation facilities. Of the funds pro- 
vided, the Corps is directed to conduct a re- 
allocation study for Chatfield Reservoir 
project. 

Intracoastal Waterway, Delaware River to 
Chesapeake Bay, Delaware and Maryland.— 
The conference recommendation includes 
$14,400,000 for this project. Within the funds 
provided, $500,000 is included for mainte- 
nance costs of the SR-1 Bridge and $100,000 
for plans and specifications for the Summit 
Bridge approaches. 

Apalachiacola, Chattahoochee and Flint Riv- 
ers, Georgia, Alabama, and Florida.—The con- 
ference has included an additional $5,231,000, 
which includes annual dredging of the river 
channel, annual operations and maintenance 
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of the George W. Andrews Lock, spot dredg- 
ing of shoals, continuation of slough mouth 
restoration, and routine operations and 
maintenance of the project. 

Dworshak Dam and Reservoir, Idaho.—The 
conferees have included ап additional 
$500,000 for site improvements and environ- 
mental compliance efforts. 

Snake River Dredging, Idaho, Oregon, and 
Washington.—The conferees have rec- 
ommended $250,000 for dredging completion 
of the Programmatic Dredged Material Man- 
agement Plan/Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement and for maintenance 
dredging on the Snake River. 

Ohio River Locks and Dams, Kentucky, Illi- 
nois, Indiana, and Ohio.— Within the funds 
provided, the Corps of Engineers is directed 
to utilize up to $2,500,000 in cooperation with 
Operation Respond, a non-profit organiza- 
tion, to implement a demonstration project 
collecting and integrating imagery of a se- 
lected segment of the Ohio Basin, gathering 
data from Federal and non-Federal interests, 
developing and testing software primarily 
for the use of emergency responders, and for 
stabilization measures for the Emery Lane 
bank failure at Indianapolis, Indiana. 

Wolf Creek Dam, Lake Cumberland, Ken- 
tucky.—Additional funding includes $500,000 
for parking improvements at Lee’s Ford Ma- 
rina, as well as additional funding for power- 
house-related repairs. 

Mississippi River Between Missouri River and 
Minneapolis (MVR Portion), Illinois ——The con- 
ference recommendation includes $48,473,000. 
Within the funds provided, $1,000,000 is for 
continuation of the rehab of Lock and Dam 
11. 

Delaware River, Philadelphia to the Sea, New 
Jersey, Pennsylvania, and Delaware.—The con- 
ferees have included an additional $1,450,000 
for completion of the Pea Patch Island 
project. 

Council Grove Lake, Kansas.—The con- 
ference has included additional funding for 
the repair and upgrade of public use facili- 
ties. 

Wilson Lake, Kansas.—The conference has 
provided additional funding for the Corps to 
conduct a reallocation study. 

Barren River Lake, Kentucky.—The con- 
ferees have provided additional funding for 
the repair and upgrade of public use facili- 
ties. 

J. Bennett Johnston Waterway, Louisiana.— 
The conference has included additional fund- 
ing for bank stabilization repairs, dredging 
entrances to oxbow lakes, routine operation 
and maintenance activities, annual dredging 
requirements, and backlog maintenance. 

Fort Peck Dam, Montana.—The conferees 
have included additional funds to complete 
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the on-going construction work related to 
the site. 

Cochiti Lake, New Mexico.—The conferees 
have provided additional funds for the con- 
tinuation of studies that were initiated in 
fiscal year 2004, which include the proposed 
operational changes and gate automation 
and to begin the relocation of the Al Black 
area. 

Garrison Dam and Lake Sakakawea, North 
Dakota.—The conference has provided addi- 
tional funds for mosquito control and for de- 
ferred maintenance activities. The con- 
ference is aware that low lake levels on Lake 
Sakakawea, North Dakota have made the 
current marina located at Fort Stevenson 
unusable and expects the Army Corps to use 
funds within this account to relocate this 
marina to Garrison Bay. 

Norfolk Harbor, Craney Island, Virginia.— 
The conference has provided additional funds 
in order to raise the containment dikes to 
provide the capacity needed for the Norfolk 
Harbor Deepening project. 

Connecticut River Flood Control Dams, 
Vermont.—$250,000 has been provided for fish 
passage facilities at these projects. 

Columbia & Lower Willamette River Below 
Vancouver, Washington and Portland, Or- 
egon.—The conference recommendation in- 
cludes $250,000 for the Astoria Boat Basin. 

Regional Sediment Management Demonstra- 
tion Program.—The conferees have provided 
$2,500,000 for this program. Within the funds 
provided, $500,000 is for the southeast coast 
of Oahu, Hawaii and $1,000,000 is for the Lit- 
toral Drift Restoration Program, Wash- 
ington. 

FORMERLY UTILIZED SITES REMEDIAL ACTION 

PROGRAM (FUSRAP) 

The conferees provide $165,000,000 for the 
Formerly Utilized Sites Remedial Action 
Program (FUSRAP). The additional funds 
are to be used to accelerate cleanup of exist- 
ing FUSRAP sites and to address potential 
new sites that may qualify as eligible 
FUSRAP sites, such as the former Sylvania 
nuclear fuel site located in Hicksville, New 
York. 

OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE 

ARMY (CIVIL WORKS) 

The conferees provide $4,000,000 for the sal- 
aries and expenses of the Office of the Assist- 
ant Secretary of the Army (Civil Works). 
This office had previously been funded under 
the Operation and Maintenance, Army, ap- 
propriation. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—CORPS OF ENGINEERS 

Sec. 101. The conference report includes 
language regarding credits and reimburse- 
ments. 
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DUCK RIVER OA bc поља mae SCR Аы қта да Mead Sedna ead Й 
HDBIEE HARBOR, АЕ noc deo cess etia dt e iene теа 
WALTER F GEORGE POWERHOUSE AND DAH, AL & GA (MAJOR REH 
WALTER F GEORGE POWERPLANT, AL & GA (MAJOR КЕНАВ)..... 


ALASKA 


CHIGNIK HARBOR, АК........... мал асын ал „Йй a eas 
DILLINGHAM EMERGENCY BANK, АҚ......................... 
FALSE PASS. AK i nici уу prore ку Lb Rp тана eee 
NOME HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS, АҚ....................... ; 

SAND POINT HARBOR, AK... са idee hoe esce eem de ees 
SEWARD, АҚ........ ТИК qa HM 
SITKA, АК .. Bist ia uet eer ма Е 
51 PAUL HARBOR, AK. eating M heathy dubi eet bs obo arly 7 euet 
WRANGELT,. АКУ Ше. suos quta testes i ease ы Ак P Ud 


NOGALES WASH, А сала ac exe epo uet boe A aee 
RTI DE РОА ТАЕ. A Sea d ose ыт antt puo] веће bat hla : 
RIO SALADO, PHOENIX AND TEHPE REACHES, NS E uo ust So puts 
TRES RIOS AZ swiss RA aded pi eue ДЕ ge at tee 
TUCSON DRAINAGE AREA (TUCSON ARROYO) , vun hf 


ARKANSAS 


MCCLELLAN - KERR ARKANSAS RIVER NAVIGATION SYSTEM, AR. 
MONTGOMERY POINT LOCK AND DAH, АК..................... 
QZARK - JETA TAYLOR POWERHOUSE, AR (MAJOR КЕНАВ)...... 
RED RIVER BELOW DENISON РАМ, AR, LA & ТХ.............. 
RED RIVER EMERGENCY BANK STABIL, AR & 1А.............. 


CALIFORNIA 


AMERICAN RIVER WATERSHED {FOLSOM DAM HINI-RAISE), CA.. 
AMERICAN RIVER WATERSHED (FOLSOH DAM HODIFICATIONS), C 
AMERICAN RIVER WATERSHED, СА... -....................... 
CAMBRIA SEAWATER DESALINIZATION INFRASTRUCTURE, СА.... 
CITY OF SANTA CLARITA (PERCHLORATE). СА............... 
CORTE MADERA CREEK FLOOD CONTROL, СА.................. 
COYOTE AND BERRYESSA CREEK. СА........................ 
FARMINGTON GROUNDWATER RECHARGE DEMONSTRATION PROJECT, 
GUADALUPE RIVER, CA. E" 
HAMILTON AIRFIELD WETLANDS. RESTORATION. “CA. АЛА ere 
HARBOR / SOUTH BAY WATER RECYCLING PROJECT, LOS ANGELE 
IMPERIAL BEACH/SILVER STRAND, СА...................... 
KAWEAH RIVER, “CAs шш rese be ересекке esed Bae Dee hes 
CEAGAS CREER, САзмызын EA ыса ыма аты ed v ots 
LOS ANGELES COUNTY DRAINAGE AREA (STORMWATER HANAGEMEN 
LOS ANGELES HARBOR HAIN CHANNEL DEEPENING, СА......... 
LOWER WALNUT CREEK, СА................................ 
MARYSVILLE/YUBA CITY LEVEE RECONSTRUCTION, СА......... 
MERCED COUNTY STREAMS, СА............................. 
HID-VALLEY AREA LEVEE RECONSTRUCTION, D c 
MURRIETA. CREEK; CA i езше users aas i ans EE LE 
NAPA RIVER; CA a suus uo eee erc neto dr Ee toe Soaps 
NORTH VALLEY REGIONAL WATER INFRASTRUCTURE (CITY OF LA 
OAKLAND HARBOR (50 FOOT PROJECT), СА.................. 
PETALUMA RIVER. CAL осми es Mee step Dee S 
SACRAMENTO AREA, СА................................... 
SACRAMENTO RIVER BANK PROTECTION PROJECT, СА.......... 
SACRAHENTO RIVER DEEP WATER SHIP CHANNEL, СА.......... 
SANTA ANA RIVER MAINSTEM, СА.......................... 


13, 


13. 


nw 


wo 


23. 


000 
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SAN LORENZO RIVER, СА......................... TEE Tes 7,010 
SAN FRANCISCO BAY TO STOCKTON, СА,.................... --. 259 
SAN RAMON VALLEY RECYCLED WATER PROJECT, CA... ........ ss 375 
SOUTH PERRIS, CA (WATER SUPPLY DESALINATION).......... SE 625 
SOUTH SACRAMENTO COUNTY STREAMS, СА.................. 1,000 2,250 
STOCKTON METROPOLITAN FLOOD CONTROL REIMBURSEMENT, CA pum 2,500 
SUCCESS DAM, TULE RIVER, СА (ПАН SAFETY).............. 4,000 4,000 
TULE RIVER, CASS дл уш Ле Б tM iterative HS аа КАН 3,500 3,500 
UPPER NEWPORT BAY ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, СА...... кзы Ve 1.000 
UPPER SACRAMENTO AREA LEVEE RECONSTRUCTION, СА....... 2,499 2,406 
YUBA RIVER BASIN, СА....... "n — ——— ЛЫ sae 375 


CONNECTICUT 


SOUTHPORT HARBOR FEDERAL NAVIGATION PROJECT, CT....... Sox 125 
STAMFORD MILL RIVER RESTORATION, СТ................... PES 50 
DELAWARE 
DELAWARE BAY COASTLINE, BETHANY TO SOUTH BETHANY, DE.. кз 425 
DELAWARE BAY COASTLINE TO PT, MAHON, DE............... D 250 
DELAWARE COAST, CAPE HENLOPEN TO FENWICK ISLAND, DE... 2,500 2,500 
DELAWARE COAST PROTECTION, ТЕ......................... xs 158 
DELAMARE COAST, REHOBOTH BEACH TO DEWEY BEACH, DE..... 3.675 3.925 
DELAWARE BAY COASTLINE, ROOSEVELT INLET TO LEWES BEACH D 352 


DISTRICT OF COLUHBIA 


WASHINGTON, DC & МІСІМІТУ............................. 500 
FLORIDA 
BREVARD COUNTY SHORE PROTECTION, ЕЕ................. Я m 550 
BROWARD COUNTY SHORE PROTECTION, ҒЫ................... --- 1.250 
CANAVERAL HARBOR, ҒЕ..,................................ 3,016 3,016 
CENTRAL AND SOUTHERN FLORIDA, Ғі...................... 85,600 75,000 
DADE COUNTY, Floss ate мучи а i a a Oe ee een ысын zz 125 
DUVAL COUNTY FEDERAL SHORE PROTECTION PROJECT, FL..... M 375 
EVERGLADES AND SOUTH FLORIDA ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, FL 27,000 26,000 
FLORIDA KEYS WATER QUALITY IMPROVEMENTS, FL......... с ase 2,250 
FORT PIERCE BEACH, Fl. asi eee eed eee EG RR Me 750 
HERBERT HOOVER DIKE, FL {MAJOR REHAB)............... 5 1,896 1.896 
JACKSONVILLE HARBOR, Fl... cee ene 900 2,200 
JIM WOODRUFF LOCK AND DAM POWERHOUSE, FL & GA (MAJOR R 2,502 2,502 
КІЗЗІННЕЕ RIVER. PL... su рана e eR сқа а ыра жа 18.000 18.000 
LAKE WORTH INLET SAND TRANSFER PLANT, ҒІ.............. T 145 
LEE COUNTY (SHORE PROTECTION, ALL ELEMENTS), FL....... zz 750 
MANATEE HARBOR. Flos. ce eia Rhe nO eR qr es --- 1,000 
MARTIN COUNTY. PL. c cn аза tees mes ққа CER Rd ped -=.> 1,250 
MIAMI HARBOR CHANNEL, FL... iis esa een zix 750 
NASSAU COUNTY SHORE PROTECTION, FR... 2. 2... vee 375 
PALM BEACH COUNTY, Рог taaa taara ia ai ee A пала a ee EE 600 
PANAMA CITY BEACH RENOURISHMENT, ҒІ................... --- 50 
PINELLAS COUNTY BEACH RESTORATION, ҒІ................. Me 10,000 
PONCE DE LEON INLET, SOUTH JETTY, Ғ1.................. ees 250 
PORT EVERGLADES HARBOR, FL........ iqeue eb Pes a К E 400 
SARASOTA COUNTY, CITY OF VENICE, FL. idea е rid hdd pud Me 500 
ST. JOHNS COUNTY. FE. o used pt repo bees EUR 250 
TAMPA HARBOR, ALAFIA RIVER, Ғі........................ Мы 10,090 
TAMPA HARBOR, BIG BEND, Ғ4............................ 500 7,500 
TAMPA HARBOR, SUTTON CHANNEL, ҒШ...................... Me 500 
GEORGIA 
BRUNSWICK HARBOR, СА.................................. 9,287 9,634 
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HARTWELL LAKE POWERHOUSE. GA 4 SC (MAJOR REHAB).... 
RICHARD B RUSSELL DAM AND LAKE, GA & 5С............... 
THURMOND LAKE POWERHOUSE, GA & SC (MAJOR REHAB)....... 
TYBEE ISLAND SHORE PROTECTION (LRR), ВА....,....... , 


HAWAII 


HAWAII WATER MANAGEMENT, НІ........................... 
ІАО STREAM FLOOD CONTROL, MAUI, HI (DEF CORR}. ..... 
KAUHALAPAU HARBOR, LANAI, НІ.......................... 
KIKIAOLA SMALL BOAT HARBOR, KAUAI, НІ................. 
MAALAEA HARBOR, MAUI, НІ.......... сі 


RURAL IDAHO ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE PROGRAM, ID.. 
ILLINOIS 


CHAIN OF ROCKS CANAL, MISSISSIPPI RIVER, IL (DEF CORR) 
CHICAGO SANITARY SHIP CHANNEL, 112.................... 
CHICAGO SHORELINE.: Tee ick ca ek ee tae ee eal eee 
COOK COUNTY ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE, 1L.......... 
DES PLAINES RIVER, IL (PHASE 1)....................... 
EAST ST. LOUIS, db eo SUE аа л Se ee 
EAST ST. (0015 AND VICINITY, 11....................... 
GREAT LAKES FISHERY AND ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, IL. IN, 
ILLINOIS RIVER BASIN RESTOR, Ы....................... 
LOCK AND DAM 24, MISSISSIPPI RIVER, IL а HO (MAJOR КЕН 
MADISON AND ST. CLAIR COUNTIES ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRU 
MCCOOK AND THORNTON RESERVOIRS, 11.................... 
MELVIN PRICE LOCK AND DAM, IL & МО......... "ET 
NUTWOOD LEVEE: Tl) i. ReIS Ақы Ep ЕЕЕ es 
OLMSTED LOCKS AND РАМ, OHIO RIVER. IL & KY............ 
UPPER MISS RVR SYSTEM ENV MGMT PROGRAM, IL, IA, HN, HO 
WOOD RIVER DRAINAGE AND LEVEE DISTRICT. IL............ 


INDIANA 


CALUMET REGION ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE. ІМ....... 
GRAND CALUMET RIVER REMEDIAL ACTION PLAN, ІМ.......... 
INDIANA HARBOR (CONFINED DISPOSAL FACILITY), ІМ....... 
INDIANA SHORELINE, ІМ................................. 
INDIANAPOLIS, ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE PLANNING (C 
INDIANAPOLIS, WHITE RIVER (NORTH), ІМ................. 
JOHN T MYERS LOCK AND ВАМ, IN & КҮ.................... 
LITTLE CALUMET RIVER BASIN (CADY MARSH DITCH), IN..... 
LITTLE CALUMET RIVER, ІН.............................. 
MEISSISSINEWA LAKE, ІМ (MAJOR КЕНАВ)................... 
OHIO RIVER GREENWAY PUBLIC ACCESS, ІМ................. 


TOWA 


DES MOINES RECREATIONAL RIVER AND GREENBELT. ТА....... 
LOCK AND DAM 11, MS RIVER, ТА......................... 
LOCK AND DAM 19, MISSISSIPPI RIVER, IA (MAJOR REHAB)... 
MISSOURI R FISH AND WILDLIFE RECOVERY. ТА,К5,МО,МТ МЕ, 
MISSOURI RIVER LEVEE SYSTEM, IA, NE, KS & Н0.......... 
PERRY CREEK, ВА essa dese He E 1b hae es i pese e pd 


ARKANSAS CITY, К5..................................... 
TURKEY CREEK BASIN, К5................................ 
TUTTLE CREEK (АКЕ. KS (DAN 5АҒЕТҮ).................... 


17,500 
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KENTUCKY 
DEWEY ЖАКЕ; (RY а дымын МЫР yee Mr az 150 
KENTUCKY LOCK AND DAH, TENNESSEE RIVER, КҮ............ 25,000 32,500 
LOUISVILLE WATERFRONT, КУ............................. mE 100 
MCALPINE LOCKS AND DAM, OHIO RIVER, KY & IN........... 58 000 68,500 
METROPOLITAN LOUISVILLE, BEARGRASS CREEK, КҮ.......... 3,275 3,278 
METROPOLITAN LOUISVILLE. POND CREEK, КҮ............... 2,543 2,543 
SOUTHERN AND EASTERN KENTUCKY, КҮ..................... Me 1,780 
LOUISIANA 
ASCENSION PARISH ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE, LA..... MM 400 
COMETE RIVER. LAT so ылар web epe Be Reisende 1,500 1,500 
EAST BATON ROUGE PARISH, 1А........................... Ue 1.000 
EAST BATON ROUGE PARISH ENVIRONHENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE, . Me 500 
GRAND ISLE AND VICINITY, ДА........................... --- 75 
IBERIA PARISH ENVRIO INFRA, ША........................ t 50 
INNER HARBOR NAVIGATION CANAL LOCK. ДА... .......... 16,000 14,000 
J BENNETT JOHNSTON WATERWAY, 1А....................... 4,000 13,000 
LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN AND VICINITY, LA (HURRICANE PROTECT 3,937 5,719 
LAROSE TO GOLDEN MEADOW, LA (HURRICANE PROTECTION)... 583 583 
LIVINGSTON PARISH ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE, LA.... Me 550 
MISSISSIPPI RIVER GULF OUTLET, ША..................... E 400 
MISSISSIPPI RIVER SHIP CHANNEL, (А.................... ЕЕ 98 
NEW ORLEANS TO VENICE, LA (HURRICANE PROTECTION)...... 2,995 2,965 
OUACHITA RIVER LEVEES. LA; sos paces ke ыы за --- 900 
SOUTHEAST LOUISIANA, LA............ НТТР 30,000 36,500 
WEST BANK AND VICINITY. NEW ORLEANS, ҚА............... 37,000 30,000 
HARYLAND 
ASIAN OYSTER INTRODUCTION ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEME --- 200 
ASSATEAGUE ISLAND, М0................................. se 750 
ATLANTIC COAST OF MARYLAND, М0....................... --- 500 
BALTIMORE METROPOLITAN WATER RESOURCES. GWYNNS FALLS, . f 500 
CHESAPEAKE BAY ENV. RESTORATION & PROTECTION PROGRAM,. we 1,500 
CHESAPEAKE BAY OYSTER RECOVERY, MD & УА............... 1,000 3,000 
CUMBEREAND МО ыз» там аа аан ШЕ Ы Тыл hos uds Бива m 2,750 
JENNINGS RANDOLPH LAKE. MD & WV (DAM SAFETY).......... 640 640 
POPLAR ISLAND. MDs oss tete ue IS PE UN E МЫСА . 15,130 15,130 
MASSACHUSETTS 
MUDDY RIVER, BOSTON & BROOKLINE, МА................... ... 500 
MICHIGAN 
GENNESSEE COUNTY ENVIRO INFRA, НІ..................... --- 13 
GEORGE W. KUHN DRAIN RETENTION FACILITY. OAKLAND COUNT --- 75 
MEGAUNEE, MI (ENVIRONMENTAL ТМЕКАЗТКИСТИВЕ)........... --- 200 
SAULT STE. MARIE REPLACEMENT LOCK, MI................. Ше 2,609 
TWELVE TOWNS DRAIN, НІ................................ --- 75 
MINNESOTA 
BRECKENRIDGE. HN. crass RE ER eee а ва и Few 250 
CROOKSTON, -HNo ce а en Rr e ERE ESSEN --- 600 
LOWER ST. ANTHONY FALLS, MN... ese eee Eme 50 
"ILLE LACS REGIONAL SEWAGE TREATMENT PLANT, ММ........ --- 525 
NORTHEASTERN MINNESOTA, ЯМ............................ --- 750 
UPPER MISSISSIPPI PLACE, ЯМ........................... t 125 
HISSISSIPPI 


DESOTO COUNTY WASTEWATER, Н5.......................... vum 2,500 
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GULFPORT HARBOR, Н5................................... 
MISSISSIPPI ENVIRONHENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE PROGRAM, М5.. 
PASCAGOULA HARBOR, Ң5................................. 


MISSQURI 


BLUE RIVER BASIN, KANSAS CITY. Н0..2.................. 
BLUE RIVER CHANNEL, KANSAS CITY, К0................... 
8015 BRULE LEVEE АМО DRAINAGE DISTRICT, М0............ 
CAPE GIRARDEAU (FLOODMALLY, Н0.....2................ | 
CHESTERFIELD. МО... 
MERAMEC RIVER BASIN, VALLEY PARK LEVEE, HO............ 
MISS RIVER BTWN THE OHIO AND HO RIVERS (REG WORKS), МО 
НО AND МІ0-М5 RIVERS ENHANCE, MD... oou ............. 
ST GENEVIEVE. М0..............................2....... 
ST. LOUIS, МО (COMBINED SEWER OVERFLOWS PROJECT). . 
TABLE ROCK (АКЕ, NO & AR (DAM SAFETY)................, 


MONTANA 


FORT PECT CABIN SALES, ЯТ........... TEE DT 
FORT PECK FISH HATCHERY, ВТ........................... 
RURAL- HONTANA. иза сура якы Oak EE re ARR RS 


ANTELOPE: CREEK; МЕ. csc over db cue kx e ый жокка pie 
MISSOURI NATIONAL RECREATIONAL RIVER. NE & 50......... 
SAND CREEK WATERSHED, SAUNDERS COUNTY, МЕ............. 
WESTERN SARPY AND CLEAR CREEK, МЕ..................... 


NEVADA 


RURAL NEVADA, NV 2.21.2 алсан а Eger ers ыр mea eg 
TROPICANA AND FLAMINGO WASHES, МУ..................... 


NEW HAMPSHIRE 7 


LEBANON, МН (988). ава wet Leen ран Ы Шаты 
NASHUA МН (25039 эшеке о eo aves арыла ин св 
SEABROOK HARBOR. МН................................... 
OTTER BROOK DAM, NH (DAM 5АҒЕТҮ)..................... 


NEW JERSEY 


BARNEGAT TO LITTLE EGG HARBOR INLET. М)............... 
BRIGANTINE INLET TO GREAT EGG INLET (ABSECON ISLAND),. 
BRIGANTINE INLET TO GREAT EGG INLET. BRIGANTINE ISLAND 
CAPE MAY INLET TO LOWER TOWNSHIP, М83.................. 
DELAWARE BAY COASTLINE, DE 8 NJ, REEDS BEACH TO PIERCE 
DELAWARE BAY COASTLINE, VILLAS AND VICINITY, NJ....... 
DELAWARE RIVER MAIN CHANNEL. NJ, РА & DE.............. 
GREAT EGG HARBOR INLET TO PECK BEACH, NJ.............. 
HACKENSACK-HEADOWLANDS, М.)........................ Кек 
JOSEPH б. MINISH PASSAIC RIVER WATERFRONT PARK & HISTO 
LOWER CAPE MAY MEADOWS, CAPE MAY POINT. М)............ 
PASSAIC RIVER FLOOD MGMT, М0.......................... 
PASSAIC RIVER PRESERVATION OF NATURAL STORAGE AREAS, N 
RAMAPG АМО MAHWAH RIVERS, М0.......................... 
RAMAPO RIVER AT OAKLAND, М0........................... 
RARITAN BAY AND SANDY HOOK BAY, М).................... 
RARITAN BAY AND SANDY HOOK BAY, PORT MONMOUTH, NJ..... 
RARITAN RIVER BASIN, GREEN BROOK SUB-BASIN, МЈ........ 
SANDY HOOK TO BARNEGAT INLET, М....................... 
TOWNSENDS INLET TO CAPE MAY INLET, М)................. 
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NEW MEXICO 
ACEQUIAS IRRIGATION SYSTEM, МЯƏМ....................... 1,200 1,450 
ALAMOGORDO... NM iuum ert dba eda Rea E eR bees 4.500 5.250 
CENTRAL NEW MEXICO ENVIRONHENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE PROGRA ae 5,000 
MIDDLE ВІО GRANDE FLOOD, BERNALILLO TO BELEN......... ee 300 
NEM MEXICO ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE PROGRAM, NH... ux 1,590 
RIO GRANDE FLOODWAY, SAN АСАСТА TO BOSQUE DEL APACHE.. EE 600 

NEW YORK 
ATLANTIC COAST OF LONG ISLAND, LONG BEACH ISLAND. NEW. mz 156 
ATLANTIC COAST OF NEW YORK CITY, EAST ROCKAWAY INLET T T 250 
ATLANTIC COAST OF NEW YORK CITY, ROCKAWAY INLET TO NOR eum 250 
EAST ROCKAWAY INLET TO ROCKAWAY AND JAMAICA, NY....... езе? 50 
FIRE ISLAND INLET TO MONTAUK POINT, МҮ................ 6,600 8,000 
NEW YORK AND NEW JERSEY HARBOR, NY & М0............... 103,000 95,000 
NEW YORK CITY WATERSHED, МҮ........................... nee 2,000 
NEW YORK STATE CANAL SYSTEM, МҮ....................... E 500 
ONONDAGA LAKE, NY. ee a Sas на ара рани тајна қан БЕ 2,500 
URCHARD. GEACH, МУ oss os era еее a DIR Heb ыла D 125 


NORTH CAROLINA 


BRUNSWICK COUNTY BEACHES, МС.......................... -~ 200 
DARE COUNTY BEACHES, NC (BODIE 15ШАМ0)................ Me 625 
STANLY COUNTY WASTEWATER INFRASTRUCTURE. МС........... zem 500 
WEST ONSLOW BEACH, МС................................. Me 175 
WILMINGTON HARBOR, МС................................. 25.000 22,000 


NORTH DAKOTA 


BUFORD - TRENTON IRRIGATION DISTRICT LAND ACQUISITION. 200 1,500 
GARRISON DAM AND POWER PLANT, ND (MAJOR БЕНАВ)........ 9,740 9,740 
GRAFTON, PARK RIVER, Мр............................... .-- 250 
GRAND FORKS, ND - EAST GRAND FORKS, НМ................ 31,190 34,095 
MISSOURI RIVER RESTORATION, ND............... etl uds M 50 
OHIO 
HOLES CREEK WEST CARROLLTON, ӨН....................... Ue 50 
MILL CREEK OM. e once sem eee up декар Reds Me 50 
OHIO ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE, ОН................. --- 22,009 
LOWER GIRARD LAKE DAH, ОН............................. gp $00 
METROPOLITAN REGION OF CINCINNATI, DUCK CREEK, QH..... 780 780 
OTTOWA RIVER HARBOR, 0Н................ sAP iur ud meu аа -.. 25 
WEST: COLUMBUS; OH woe арысы he ev REA es E 50 
OKLAHOMA 
CANTON LAKE (DAM SAFETY), ОК.......................... mae 150 
LAWTON WASTEWATER INFRASTRUCTURE REHABILITATION PROJEC eM 500 
ТАНСОВЕЕК; ӨН, ceu esie аза мыр ее ақ ны нады) --- 1,500 
TENKILLER FERRY LAKE, ОК (OAM 5АҒЕТҰ)................. 4,400 4,400 
OREGON 
BONNEVILLE POWERHOUSE PHASE II, OR & WA (MAJOR REHAB). 4,900 4,900 
COLUMBIA RIVER CHANNEL IMPROVEMENTS, OR & WA.......... T 8,000 
COLUMBIA RIVER TREATY FISHING ACCESS SITES, OR & WA... 4,200 4,550 
ELK CREEK LAKE» OR zio ek ls два ARR Red 300 300 
LOWER COLUMBIA RIVER ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, OR & WA... 2,000 2,000 
WILLAMETTE RIVER TEMPERATURE CONTROL, ОК.............. 6,200 6,200 


PENNSYLVANIA 
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CONEMAUCH RIVER, РА: Loss ils est enano E A Y YE. 
LACKAWANNA RIVER, OLYPHANT, РА........................ 
LOCKS AND DAMS 2, 3 AND 4, HONONGAHELA RIVER, PA.... 

NORTHEAST PENNSYLVANIA INFRASTRUCTURE PROGRAM, РА..... 
PRESQUE. ISLEY РА суузы ке иЗ ad obs Crete Pe nte d 
SCHUYKILL RIVER PARK. РА,............................. 
SOUTH CENTRAL PENNSYLVANIA ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTUR 
SOUTHEASTERN PENNSYLVANIA WATERWAYS INFRASTUCTURE IMPR 
3 RIVERS WET WEATHER DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM, ALLEGHENY. 
WYOMING VALLEY, PA (LEVEE RAISING)... ................. 


PUERTO RICO 


SOUTH CAROLINA 


CHARLESTON HARBOR, SC (DEEPENING & WIDENING).......... 
FÜELY BEACH. (SC cus осе кана ede e тигар 
HARTwELL ІК, CLEMSON UPPER & LOWER DIVERSION. SC...... 
LAKES MARION & MOULTRIE, 5С6........................... 


SOUTH DAKOTA 


BIG SICUX RIVER, SIOUX FALLS, 50...................... 
CHEYENNE RIVER SIOUX TRIBE, LOWER BRULE SIOUX, SD..... 
MISSOURI RIVER RESTORATION, 8р........................ 
PIERRE S0 ita c Атады Т teta Metern tees 


CHICKAMAUGA: LOCK, TN муу Ду шоке eee nena 
CUMBERLAND COUNTY WATER SUPPLY, ТМ.................... 


TEXAS 


BRAYS BAYOU, HOUSTON, ТХ.............................. 
BRAZOS ISLAND HARBOR, ТХ.............................. 
CLEAR. CREEK. TX: полагао adus tende d depu b e 


HOUSTON - GALVESTON NAVIGATION CHANNELS, ТХ........... 
HUNTING BAYOU, HOUSTON, ТХ............................ 
JOHNSON CREEK, UPPER TRINITY BASIN, ARLINGTON, ТХ..... 
MOUTH OF THE COLORADO, ТХ............................. 
NORTH PADRE ISLAND , PACKERY CHANNEL, ТХ.............. 
RED RIVER CHLORIDE CONTROL PROJECT. WICHITA RIVER BASI 
SALT CREEK, GRAHAM, ТХ2..2..22.2........................ 
SAN ANTONIO CHANNEL IMPROVEMENTS, ТХ.................. 
SIMS BAYOU, HOUSTON, ТХ............................... 
WHITNEY LAKE POWERHOUSE, TX (MAJOR КЕНАВ)............. 


UTAH 
RURAL "UTAH, CUT. сарбас ыы eed ht er pre ad bode жу OD 
VERMONT 


LAKE CHAMPLAIN WATERSHED, VT & МҰ..................... 
VERMONT DAMS REMEDIATION, ҰТ.......................... 


1.000 


500 
25 
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VIRGINIA 
АТЫМ GREAT BRIDGE. УА................................. EE 850 
CLINCH RIVER WATER PROJECT, УА........................ E 250 
EHBREY DAM, RAPPAHANNOCK RIVER, УА................... a 1.250 
JAMES RIVER, VÀ. а темы аа Клиз Аты p Uy a -=> 50 
JOHN H KERR DAM AND RESERVOIR, VA & NC {MAJOR REHAB) . 8,200 8,200 
LAKE MERRIWEATHER, LITTLE CALFPASTURE RIVER (GOSHEN DA noted 650 
LYNCHBURG. VAS o ыб кылдын ву kao ao ache d bie е --- 25 
NORFOLK HARBOR AND CHANNELS, УА (DEEPENING)........... 1,000 3,009 
OCCOQUAN RIVER. VA. c-r De пада и wie 50 
RICHMOND COMBINED SEWER, VA. АНКЕР ebd р Me 125 
ROANOKE RIVER UPPER BASIN, VA. па d ed idet Non Use ја ~ Me 5,000 
VIRGINIA BEACH. МА ла њи си LE мс ROTE eR TU 500 

WASHINGTON 
CHIEF JOSEPH DAN GAS ABATEMENT, ЯА.................... 7.000 7.000 
COLUMBIA RIVER FISH MITIGATION, WA, OR & 10........... 98,000 85,000 
DUWAMISH AND GREEN RIVER BASIN, МА.................... EE 1,250 
HOWARD HANSON DAM ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, МА........ 8,000 8,500 
LOWER SNAKE RIVER FISH & WILDLIFE COMPENSATION, МА, OR 2,000 2,000 
MT ST HELENS SEDIMENT CONTROL, ЯА..................... 200 350 
MUD MOUNTAIN DAM, WA (DAM 5АҒЕТҰ)..................... 8,000 8,000 
PUGET SOUND AND ADJACENT WATERS RESTORATION, МА....... M $00 
SHOALWATER BAY SHORELINE EROSION, ЯА.................. wre 650 
THES DALLES) А ar Ы ЕС ЕН e I ee SE sve --- 125 

WISCONSIN 
NORTHERN WISCONSIN ENVIRONMENTAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM, .. e 10.000 


WEST VIRGINIA 


BLUESTONE LAKE, WV (DAM ЗАҒЕТҮ)....................... 11,400 18,000 
CENTRAL WEST VIRGINIA ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE , WV EE 1.500 
GREENBRIER RIVER BASIN, МУ............................ Me 3,000 
LEVISA AND TUG FORKS AND UPPER CUMBERLAND RIVER, WV. V 6.000 32,750 
LOWER-HUD RIVER, ММ: nes 26 mee ee оршаған ај - 125 
HARHET LOCK, KANAWHA RIVER, ЯУ........................ 50,000 78,000 
ROBERT С BYRD LOCKS AND DAM, OHIO RIVER, WV А OH...... 600 900 
SOUTHERN WEST VIRGINIA ENVIRONHENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE ,. .-- 500 
WEST VIRGINIA AND PENNSYLVANIA FLOOD CONTROL PROGRAM.. ay 500 
WINFIELD LOCKS AND DAM, KANAWHA RIVER, ЯУ............. 3,000 3,000 
HISCELLANEDUS 
ABANDON MINE КЕ5ТОВАТТОМ.............................. --- 1,000 
AQUATIC ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION (SECTION 206)........... 10,000 25,000 
AQUATIC PLANT CONTROL РЕОбКАМ......................... 2,500 4,500 
BENEFICIAL USES OF DREDGED MATERIAL (SEC 204,207,933). 2,000 6,000 
DAM SAFETY AND SEEPAGE/STABILITY CORRECTION PROGRAM... 9,000 10,500 
DREDGED MATERIAL DISPOSAL FACILITIES PROGRAH.......... 8,834 8,834 
EMERGENCY STREAMBANK & SHORELINE PROTECTION (SEC 14).. 7,000 12,000 
EMPLOYEES" СОНРЕМ5АТІФӨМ............................... 20,000 20,000 
ESTUARY RESTORATION РКООБЕАМ.,......................... M 1.000 
FLOOD CONTROL PROJECTS (SECTION 205).................. 14,000 27,000 
INLAND WATERWAYS USERS BOARD - BOARD EXPENSE.......... 45 45 
INLAND WATERWAYS USERS BOARD - CORPS EXPENSE.......... 185 185 
NAVIGATION MITIGATION PROJECT (SECTION 111)........... 500 1,000 
NAVIGATION PROJECTS (SECTION 107)..................... 3,000 8,000 
PROJECT MODIFICATIONS FOR IMPROVEMENT OF THE ENVIRONME 13,500 25,000 
SHORELINE EROSION CONTROL DEVELOPMENT AND DEMONSTRATIO 5,000 7.000 
SHORELINE PROTECTION PROJECTS (SECTION 103)........... 2,500 3,000 
SNAGGING AND CLEARING PROJECT (SECTION 208)........... 400 450 


TRIBAL РАКТМЕВӨНІР.................................... --- 4,000 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


CONSTRUCTION GENERAL 
{AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 


BUDGET 
REQUEST 


TOTAL, CONSTRUCTION бЕМЕКАЦ..................... 1,424,500 


November 19, 2004 


CONFERENCE 
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CONTINUING AUTHORITY PROGRAMS 
(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS) 


CONFERENCE 
SMALL BEACH EROSION CONTROL PROJECTS 
(SECTION 103) 
POINT HOPE, AK... з Би а ыы өймен ада 100 
UNALAKLEET, AK лане ЛИТ Cu aun ИЕККЕ 125 
NANTASKET BEACH, HULL, МА............................. 150 
ST. MARY'S STABILIZATION PROGRAM, М0.................. 500 
BARNEGAT LIGHTHOUSE, М/............................... 125 
CRESCENT BEACH, STATEN ISLAND, МҮ..................... 250 
CLEVELAND LAKEFRONT, ОН............................... 100 
CHESAPEAKE BAY SHORELINE, HAMPTON, УА................. 300 
SMALL NAVIGATION PROJECTS (SECTION 107) 

DOUGLAS, Қа oL ass а tak е ТҰ ane eet 75 
$АУООНбА, АҚЫ. ыды io нара Аа ta obra ва ну 75 
COLD BAY а сытыла гуу ууу куске ао кул ud 50 
POINT MALLARD PARK, DECATUR, Ай....................... 200 
BLYTHEVILLE HARBOR, АВ................................ 600 
OYSTER POINT HARBOR BREAKWATER, СА.................... 125 
SAN DIEGO HARBOR DEEPENING, SAN DIEGO COUNTY, СА...... 750 
WAT TING: UN costa ches ИА А ТИЕК ЛИ LEE 300 
BASS HARBOR, TREMONT, МЕ.............................. 80 
BUCKS HARBOR, MACHIASPORT, МЕ......................... 38 
NORTHWESTERN MICHIGAN COLLEGE MARITIME ACADEMY HARBOR, 

TRAVERSE CITY, Ны аа руы Са state MED 50 
ROUGE RIVER NAVIGATION IMPROVEMENT, МІ................ 55 
DULUTH (MCQUADE ROAD) HARBOR, ММ...................... 100 
TWO HARBORS, ММ....................................... 100 
YAZOO DIVERSION CANAL, М5............................. 150 
BUFFALO INNER HARBOR, SOUTH BASIN NAVIGATION IMPROVEME 150 
CLEVELAND LAKEFRONT STATE PARK, ОН.................... 50 
CHARLESTOWN BREACHWAY AND NINIGRET POND, RI........... 45 
LAKESHORE STATE PARK, MILWAUKE, МІ.................... 150 

MITIGATION OF SHORE DAMAGE DUE TO FEDERAL 
NAVIGATION PROJECTS (SECTION 111) 
SACO RIVER AND EILLIS BEACH, SACO, МЕ................. 100 


MATTITUCK INLET, МУ али ас сре лиш SAS sale aed 100 
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CONTINUING AUTHORITY PROGRAMS 
(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS) 


CONFERENCE 
PROJECT MODIFICATIONS FOR IMPROVEMENT OF 
THE ENVIRONMENT (SECTION 1135) 
BAYOU MACON. AR. cene RE у eed Va ЫЗ 40 
CANNON BRAKE/LOWER VALLIER, АБ........................ 75 
SULPHER RIVER; “АҚ: rue dedi pP РЕ ақы УКАЗ e a 75 
TUJUNGA WASH ECOSYSTEM, REST, СА...................... 100 
CHICAGO SANITARY AND SHIP CANAL DISPERSAL BARRIER, IL 125 
BAYOU. MACON; LA. oe аа Ge ША ewe RR HE Goda 190 
FRAZIER/WHITEHORSE OXBOW, ША.......................... 100 
LOWER ROUGE RIVER, DEARBORN, МІ....................... 75 
ROUGE RIVER OXBOW RESTORATION, DEARBORN, МІ........... 80 
MCCARRON RANCH, МУ.................................... 150 
LINCOLN PARK WEST, JERSEY CITY, М).................... 45 
KANSAS CITY RIVERFRONT, KANSAS CITY, JACKSON COUNTY 
MOL sean тына ҮҮ te s dus ОЛСО ТЕСТ Lo NL E 75 
ALBUQUERQUE BIOPARK, ММ............................... 75 
LAS CRUCES DAM, ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, DOPNA ANA 
COUNTY. NM РЕТТЕ ТТТ Т ее 80 
PECOS RIVER, CHAVE3 COUNTY, ММ........................ 80 
ROUTE 66, ABUQUERQUE, ММ.............................. 75 
SANTA ANA RIPARIAN, ММ................................ 100 
UPPER TIOGA RIVER WATERSHED, РА....................... 80 
DITCH 28, MISSISSIPPI COUNTY, АБ...................... 90 
HORSESHOE LAKE, АК.................................... 20 
GREENVILLE MARSH, LUCAS COUNTY, ТА.................... 334 
SPUNKY BOTTOMS ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, BROWN COUNTY, IL 150 
SAND CREEK; KSes sacl. Ss eR aim UE ie ng ek ee БАЛЕК 350 
DUCK CREEK, STODDARD COUNTY, М0....................... 50 
KANSAS CITY RIVERFRONT, KANSAS CITY, М0............... 122 
DELAWARE BAY OYSTER RESTORATION, М.)................... 300 
PINE ‘MOUNT CREEK, МЈ аса ла кж» EVA EY ви 350 
ONTARIO BEACH, ROCHESTER, МҮ.......................... | 80 
BIG LAKE AQUATIC ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, ОК............ 135 
WALLA WALLA RIVER, OR & МА............................ 200 
ALLIN'S COVE, BARRINGTON, КІ.......................... 279 
LOWER OBION RIVER AND VICINITY, ТМ.................... 130 
STREAMBANK AND SHORELINE PROTECTION 
FOR PUBLIC FACILITIES (SECTION 14) 
DEERING, АК оливин таныла Ғы а a EE d dd 70 
КИЕТНІШК: -AK лика бышыр Ыы а ea ERU 50 
SEWARD) Абыз еее EU ES EE AE Re RAUS ыы Mtg 70 
SHISHMAREF.; AK evn алада сама Аы ра recie 50 
BEAVER CREEK, ACKLEY ТА............................... 40 
IOWA RIVER, SAC & FOX SETTLEMENT, TAMA COUNTY, ТА,.,.. 50 
INDIANA UNIVERSITY AT SOUTH BEND, ІМ.................. 400 


SOUTHERN UNIVERSITY, BATON ROUGE, (А.................. 75 
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CONTINUING AUTHORITY PROGRAMS 
(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS) 


CONFERENCE 
EUBANKS CREEK, JACKSON, М5............................ 40 
ELIZABETH RIVER VALLEYVIEW ROAD, HILLSIDE, NJ......... 60 
T40 GALLUP; NM шиита Re ENTS Sie P YE 50 
SOUTH BRANCH RAHWAY RIVER, WOODBRIDGE, МҮ............. 50 
ST. JOHNS LANDFILL DIKE STABILIZATION, ОК............. 60 
KENOSHA HARBOR RETAINING WALL, KENOSHA, WI............ 50 
WINDSOR POND RESERVOIR, DALTON, МА.................... 100 
HOLMES BAY, WHITING, МЕ............................... 505 
DETROIT RIVER SHORELINE, МІ........................... 215 
COUNTY ROAD 228 BRIDGE, HUBBLE CREEK, MO.............. 152 
MT. PLEASANT AVENUE, HANOVER TOWNSHIP, М.)............. 200 
NORTHPORT, HUNTINGTON, МҮ............................. 350 
OAKLAND. ИЧ sever E pa GA AAG ааа MEE КЫН 65 
BOGGY CREEK, AUSTIN, ТХ............................... 100 

SMALL FLOOD CONTROL PROJECTS (SECTION 205) 

FORT “YUKON d АҚ-ы ее ered Fd D аы Pa etel ОЬ 200 
SKAGWAY:. AK. is cuu see тоза кр tne REP er Wa T амы PUES 225 
SALCBA, -AK. cesset била на 24 ва ed CRURA ed трска 225 
GRUBBS, AR узу Eu еттек кк mc ае d Oe d 125 
COSGROVE CREEK, СА.................................... 500 
SANTA VENEȚIA FLOOD CONTROL, СА....................... 150 
CALAVERAS COUNTY WATERSHED, СА........................ 250 
SALMON RIVER. Tuo ork ку de Rah le Petron 125 
ELSMORE. БЕ узы derer ш ұры жишк Pru deis re а 100 
EAST BOYER RIVER, DENISON, ІА......................... 150 
MAD CREEK, MUSCATINE, ІА.............................. 75 
WOLF CREEK, ТА. гы ыкы on ae KERAS eee Оғы ee AG Жы 75 
BRAITHWAITE PARK, 1А.................................. 200 
LOCKPORT TO LAROSE, 1А................................ 150 
RED CHUTE BAYOU, LEVEE, ҺА............................ 150 
PATTERSON BAYOU, BLUE CANE, М5........................ 150 
MONTEVIDEO. MN wos. ае wba pee калама тақа beh 75 
LIVINGSTON; MT nt nce ua a heres bate bee А АИЫ 125 
SPANISH SPRINGS, WASHOE COUNTY, МУ.................... 275 
HATCH NM ueste a TEETE AG ET a quet 150 
HOBBS "NM. coro ve es Dude PETER DUE ADU SEES 100 
LITTLE PUERCO WASH, GALLUP, ММ........................ 100 
VADO, DEL CERRO, BERINO, MEQUITE, DONA ANA COUNTY, NM. 100 
EAST TULSA COUNTY, HALKEY CREEK WATERSHED, OK......... 80 
JAMESTOWN ISLAND SEAWALL, МА.,......................... 150 
FREEMONT SOUTH LEVEE, МЕ.............................. 185 
FREEMONT NORTHWEST, МЕ................................ 67 
FARGO RIDGEWOOD, МО0................................... 470 
WYNNE: ARG sue Gee eV’ need iin ae LT oh nen aed ae ER 50 
ТЕНАМА FLOOD REDUCTION PROJECT, СА.................... 500 
YUCCA VALLEY, WEST BURNT MOUNTAIN BASIN, CA........... 300 
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CONTINUING AUTHORITY PROGRAMS 
(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS) 


CONFERENCE 
INDIAN AND DRY RUN CREEKS (AND CEDAR RIVER, CEDAR RAPI 205 
DEER CREEK RESERVOIR, FORD HEIGHTS, 11................ 500 
EAST-PEORTA, ТЇ а нит он А Ақ deals gun а Шы Bok adi 400 
KANKAKEE RIVER, (АКЕ 8 NEWTON COUNTIES, ІМ,........... 100 
COWSKIN CREEK, WICHITA, К5............................ 150 
HINKSTON CREEK FLOOD CONTROL, КҮ...................... 120 
CASS RIVER, SPAULDING TOWNSHIP, МІ.................... 1,365 
DETROIT BEACH, FRENCHTOWN TOWNSHIP, МІ................ 90 
FESTUS AND CRYSTAL CITY, М0........................... 432 
JAMES RIVER, NEEDMORE BRANCH, HIDDEN VALLEY, GREENE CO 225 
LILBOURN, MO. ec салм у о oF a Rae a 76 
GREENS MILL RUN, GREENVILLE, АС....................... 60 
WAHPETQN:. ND ce ере alee oa зан а а ЫСЫ te gae geo dot n 320 
JACKSON BROOK, М)..................................... 300 
POPLAR BROOK, MONMOUTH COUNTY, МӘ..................... 200 
UPPER PASSAIC RIVER, LONG HILL TOWNSHIP, М)/........... 250 
CHENANGO LAKE, МҰ..................................... 125 
FULMER CREEK; МҮ sse e Rea IV res 321 
MOYER CREEK NY sce н НИР ROUEN eee Bae 312 
SOUTH SHORE OF STATEN ISLAND, МҮ...................... 204 
BUCKEYE ЖАКЕ: ТОН соли Ва ted OP acit b ERROR wie 250 
LITTLE MILL CREEK, SOUTHHAMPTON, РА................... 125 
MILL CREEK, SOUTHHAMPTON, РА.......................... 90 
FRENCH BROAD WATERSHED, ТМ........................... 500 
TOWN CREEK, LENOIR CITY, ТМ........................... 200 
LITTLE LIMESTONE CREEK, JONESBOROUGH, ТМ.............. 300 
BEAVER CREEK, BRISTOL, УА & ТМ........................ 500 
CHRISTIANSTED GUT FLOOD CONTROL, ST. CROIX, МІ........ 350 

AQUATIC ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION PROJECTS 
(SECTION 206) 

BLACK LAKE, AK. уысы узик жаудан e nde oe ERAN wath a 125 
CHESTER CREEK, AK. ca ssa ek os a ded eee do es vis 175 
EKLUTNA,; ЧАК о usc pk Cp ot e Oo Aad dad a E ene 75 
МОКТНИАҮ;; АҚ», озона улыл ак АЗЫ AA RA, АЛА ce 125 
BROWNSVILLE BRANCH, АБ................................ 60 
NORTH FORK GUNNISON RIVER RESTORATION, С0............. 100 
DUCK CREEK, DAVENPORT, 1А............................. 50 
INDIAN CREEK ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION CALDWELL, ID....... 175 
EMIQUON FLOODPLAIN RESTORATION, П.................... 125 
QUINCY. BAY; Е she cr ра рана тақала ni e Ауыз 135 
UNIVERSITY LAKES, EAST BATON ROUGE PARISH, ША,........ 125 
GREENBURY POINT, МРр........ esee en 125 
DETROIT RIVER, TRENTON, МІ............................ 125 
MINNEHAHA CREEK - PAINTERS CREEK SUBWATERSHED, MN..... 50 
CONFLUENCE POINT STATE PARK , М0...................... 50 
WATKINS CREEK, ST LOUIS COUNTY, Ə0.................... 50 


BOTTOMLESS LAKES, ММ.................................. 125 
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CONTINUING AUTHORITY PROGRAMS 
(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS) 


CONFERENCE 
JEMEZ RIPARIAN |. NM... nosse Ұн Uere eR ык ЖЭ 100 
LAS CRUCES, ММ ea Sh eee ae XR xS 100 
STREAMBANK RESTORATION, CONCORD, МС................... 100 
GRAND NEOSHO ECOSYSTEM, ОК............................ 80 
ARROWHEAD CREEK, ОК................................... 125 
LITTLE PARK RUN, PA. у.е заводта өзіде ты» 100 
NARROWS RIVER, NARRAGANSETT, КІ....................... 150 
HUNTING ISLAND- БС pice es RE UE eee ЖАЛА eee 150 
CARPENTER CREEK ESTUARY, МА........................... 150 
SEAHURST PARK SEAWALL REMOVAL AND RESTORATION, МА..... 150 
LAKE BELLE VIEW, МІ................................... 360 
LITTLE MAQUOKETA RIVER, DUBUQUE COUNTY, 1А............ 50 
ENGLISH CREEK AQUATIC RESTORATION, СА................. 100 
ST. HELENA NAPA RIVER RESTORATION, СА................. 600 
SWEETWATER ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, СА.................. 180 
THOMPSON CREEK, СА.................................... 300 
UPPER YORK CREEK DAM REMOVAL AND RESTORATION, СА...... 400 
MILL RIVER, STAMFORD, СТ.............................. 250 
С-1 REDIVERSION, BREVARD CO, Еһ....................... 300 
DAVIS LAKE RESTORATION PROJECT, Еі.................... 200 
LAKE HELL'N BLAZES ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, FL.......... 245 
LAKE SAWGRASS ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, РЕ............... 245 
STEVENSON: CREEK, FL. iod e следи тил tains er teas 300 
TSALA APOPKA LITTORAL SHELF RESTORATION PROJECT, FL... 200 
BIG PAINT CREEK RESTORATION, WAUKON, ТА............... 100 
CLEAR CREEK AND IOWA RIVERAQUATIC ECOSYSTEM RESTORATIO 200 
CLEAR LAKE, IA (VENTURA МАЮӘӨН)........................ 175 
CHARITON RIVER / RATHBUN LAKE WATERSHED, IA........... 250 
STORM LAKE WATER QUALITY PROJECT, ІА.................. 10 
КАМКАКЕЕ “ТЕЗ лыны RR алын ал Fa Eder ДЕ алаға ы SEHR 150 
(АКЕ MAUVAISTERRE, JACKSONVILLE, П................... 50 
ORLAND TRACT, П...................................... 210 
SQUAW CREEK BASIN, 11................................. 220 
CHAPMAN LAKES, KOSCIUSKO CO, ІМ....................... 100 
EFROYMSON, NEWTON COUNTY, ІМ.......................... 100 
LONG CAKE SENG oz aie AD WEN ама TUE ERE СЫ e etd 200 
WOLE LAKE; ING oe ee es PRA ES ыы i EAD Sur ers 1,000 
MILFORD POND ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, MILFORD, MA....... 182 
NASHAWANNUCK POND, EASTHAMPTON, МА.................... 183 
NEPONSET RIVER, BOSTON, МА............................ 63 
PAINT BRANCH FISH PASSAGE AND STREAM RESTORATION, MD., 200 
WESTERN CARY STREAM RESTORATION, CARY, МС............. 193 
ASSUNPINK CREEK, TRENTON, МУ).......................... 100 
CHENANGO: LAKE, MY... iios ere Ree Ren y ope 125 
SOUNDVIEW PARK, BRONX, МҰ............................. 400 
EUGENE DELTA PONDS ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, OR.......... 250 
FERN RIDGE LAKE. РОК vis aries pe p ee ep PEE pane Ps 200 
KELLOGG CREEK, ОН; а ына нчы АА eed ДУ рака 200 


CORDORUS CREEK WATERSHED, РА.......................... 722 
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CONTINUING AUTHORITY PROGRAMS 
(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS) 


CONFERENCE 
NINIGRET AND CROSS MILLS PONDS ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, . 200 
PISTOL CREEK, MARYSVILLE, ТМ.......................... 400 
БАКЕ: ANNA): МА ааа и ПЕТЕ Sikes oa ар ede ee ee ee 200 
POWELL RIVER, ELY & PUCKETTS CREEK, УА................ 250 
PORT OF SUNNYSIDE YAKIMA RIVER ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, . 233 


LAKE KOSHKONONG, МІ................................... 160 


November 19, 2004 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 24653 


FLOOD CONTROL - MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES 
(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS} 


BUDGET 
REQUEST CONFERENCE 


GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS 


ALEXANDRIA TO: THE GULF, LAs 6.3 cup ee ceres e a 438 438 
ATCHAFALAYA BASIN FLOODWAY SYSTEM LAND STUDY, LA...... 100 a 
BAYOU METO BASIN, AR... suse e eg e P ES ЕЕ 1,224 
DONALDSONVILLE TO THE GULF. А... : 800 825 
SPRING BAYOU У DE eee nos ғ Ыр Ды ар GAS oe equ dos qr е 500 500 
COLDWATER RIVER BASIN BELOW ARKABUTLA LAKE, М5........ 203 352 
FLETCHER CREEK, ТМ................. Hie is a Seley et 93 93 
GERMANTOWN: TN. cius esses eese Rr enh EN ы азер 27 27 
HILLINGTON AND VICINITY, ТМ........ AMG BATA lees IOS 100 100 
HORGANZA TO THE GULF, LA.. ......................... : 1.500 2,750 
TENSAS RIVER BASIN, СА, =... си Reh ee Rea ee eed Lr 100 
SOUTHEASTERN ARKANSAS, АН............................. mz 50 
COLLECTION AND STUDY OF BASIC DATA............... feud 700 700 
SUBTOTAL. GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS............... 4,458 7456 
CONSTRUCTION 
CHANNEL IMPROVEMENT, AR, IL, KY, LA, MS, MO & TN...... 36.882 40,441 
FRANCIS BLAND FLOODWAY DITCH (EIGHT MILE CREEK}, AR... 1,357 2,325 
GRAND.PRAIRIE, AR. oou зе т Өріс Re ee gen 500 
HISSISSIPPI RIVER LEVEES, AR. IL. KY, 1А, "S, но & TN. 38,960 41,980 
ST FRANCIS BASIN, AR & MO... ll ee solle sess 3.000 5,305 
ATCHAFALAYA BASIN, FLOODWAY SYSTEM, LA әре esce oben С ОЕ 7.200 8,600 
ATCHAEAEAYA-BASIN; UA. Ls ossis et инек Fai Кы талы RE 22.495 23.748 
HORN LAKE CREEK AND TRIBUTARIES, MS & ТМ.............. ‚++ 102 
MISSISSIPPI DELTA REGION, 1А.......................... 1.800 2.400 
ҮА200 BASIN: (5.850) (25,913) 
BIG SUNFLOWER RIVER, Н5....................... -— 2,000 2,500 
DELTA HEADWATERS. OMS = esos кы eu be rtt ies E 18,750 
HATNSIEH.. MS: at aee sper ames er PO EUNT SES M 13 
REFORMATION: МБ urs dep аран ue PaaS a NN M 225 
UPPER YAZOO PROJECTS, М5..................... 3,850 4,425 
ST JOHNS BAYOU AND NEW MADRID FLOODWAY, HO..-........- 8,300 8,300 
NONCONNAH CREEK, TN А Н5........................... 2:153 2,153 
WEST TENNESSEE AND TRIBUTARIES, ТМ................. a 100 
WOLFE RIVER, ТА oec hee EX ele RE ag елен аба E 750 
УА200 BACKWATER PUMPS, М5........ == 12,000 
SUBTOTAL, СОМ5ТЕЁШСТОН....................... ка 127,987 178,617 
MAINTENANCE 
CHANNEL IMPROVEMENT, AR. IL, КУ, LA, MS, HO & TN... 69,275 69,275 
HELENA HARBOR. PHILLIPS COUNTY, АК.................... 385 385 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, АВ..................... 31 31 
LOWER ARKANSAS RIVER, NORTH BANK, АЖ.................. 146 146 
LOWER ARKANSAS RIVER, SOUTH BANK, АК.................. 122 122 
MISSISSIPPI RIVER LEVEES, AR, IL, KY, LA, MS, МО & TN. 7,665 9,500 
ST FRANCIS BASIN, AR & МО... 5,080 7,259 
TENSAS BASIN, BOEUF AND TENSAS RIVERS, AR & 1А........ 2,160 2.160 
WHITE RIVER BACKWATER, АК............................. 1,316 1,316 
INSPECTION OF COHPLETED WORKS, 1..................... 174 174 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, ҚҰ............... ее 61 61 
ATCHAFALAYA BASIN, FLOODWAY SYSTEM. ША................ 2,775 3.275 
ATCHAFALAYA BASIN, ДА................................. 13.000 13,000 
BATON ROUGE HARBOR. DEVIL SWAMP, ША................... 44 57 
BAYOU COCODRIE AND TRIBUTARIES. (А.............. ..... 65 65 
BONNET CARRE. LA... oce seo) ишек hee Ped pex аа 2,310 2,310 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, 1А..................... 585 585 
LOWER RED RIVER, SOUTH BANK LEVEES, (А................ 105 105 
MISSISSIPPI DELTA REGION, 1А.......................... 588 588 


OLD RIVERS EA iuo E RERO REPRE Тары емел 7,350 7,350 
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FLOOD CONTROL - MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES 
(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS} 


BUDGET 
REQUEST CONFERENCE 


TENSAS BASIN, RED RIVER BACKWATER, (22........... 252 3,083 3.342 
GREENVILLE HARBOR, MS$..... ...........,..... : s 29 52 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, М5....... ee ра 168 168 
VICKSBURG HARBOR. Н5...... Sat deb Ag ЛК ЛО depo Аы 5 32 182 
ҮА200 BASIN: (27,492) (31,922) 
ARKABUTLA LAKE. MS. ss sese лр ее кане да Мз 5,710 8,355 

BIG SUNFLOWER RIVER, MS... ouaaa oaaao aaa 139 1,070 
ENIO АКЕ Мб serre оаа ари See а 4,954 5,477 
GREENWOOD iy MS nore eR RESI er Ded 585 663 
GRENADA (АКЕ, Н5.................... ое REA 5,553 6,250 
HAIN STEMS. MS. esee aee eno RS на Den 1,013 2,007 
SAROTS LAKE, MS uela ge pere er TES 7,046 7,523 
TRIBÜUTARIES; HS: кыыз о амор AS арынан Са) 923 923 
WILL M WHITTINGTON AUXILLIARY CHANNEL. М8......... 400 400 
YAZOO BACKWATER AREA, М№Ѕ........ 0...0... 440 520 
YAZOO: CITY Ме sait et tU eds 729 729 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, но... ЕЕ SE 116 116 
WAPPAPELLO LAKE, Н0.................... Разы s tede 4,046 5,000 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED "WORKS. “TN PENATI INEO ede SURES EE Bk 78 78 
MEMPHIS HARBOR. MCKELLAR LAKE, ТЯ.2.............. 2x 1,205 1,205 
HAPPING.. Les cR AUS TRE TT 1.1712 1,112 
SUBTOTAL, МАІМТЕМАМСЕ........................... 151,855 161,219 
REDUCTION FOR ANTICIPATED SAVINGS AND SLIPPAGE 14,310 -19,492 


TOTAL, FLOOD CONTROL, MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND.,... 
TREQUTARTES 4: ones eee tang eed takes oes 270,000 324,500 


November 19, 2004 


OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 
{AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 


ALABAMA . COOSA COMPREHENSIVE WATER STUDY, А(......... 
ALABAMA . COOSA RIVER, А... 


GULF INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, АШ........................ 
INSPECTION GF COMPLETED WORKS, АШ..................... 
MILLERS FERRY LOCK AND DAM, WILLIAM "BILL" DANNELLY LA 
MOBILE HARBOR, AL. ecu ens oe Ұлы та айын ба vs 
ROBERT F HENRY LOCK AND DAM, ALS зе E ithe т Ды bey 
SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, AL........... 

TENNESSEE - TOMBIGBEE WATERWAY WILDLIFE MITIGATION, AL 
TENNESSEE - TOMBIGBEE WATERWAY, AL & Н5............... 
WALTER Р GEORGE LOCK AND DAM, AL & СА................. 


ALASKA 


ANCHORAGE HARBOR. АК... 
CHENA RIVER LAKES. АК..... ......... ӘР a ee ee e e 
DILLINGHAM HARBOR, АҚ............................... 

HOMER HARBOR. AR cio cuo dew cde укы wA PP RES а 


NINILCHIK HARBOURS. AK. па ери CREAR Rh Dp ui iei ese nes 
NOME" HARBOR, САК oss sce ed Ee qnd s pY edite t 222 
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, АҚ......................... 


ARIZONA 
ALANO: LAKE, AL oso cose Rer x eed aote es espe ee 
INSPECTION QF COHPLETEO WORKS, REL а әле қыла EY 
PAINTED ROCK DAM, А2............... ЖУК ЛОКК nS Sean 
SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, А2................... 
WHITLOW RANCH CAM, А2........................... | 
ARKANSAS 
BEAVER LAKE, AR. esce Quay e СТ ae f e s 


BLAKELY MT DAN, LAKE. OUACHITA. PRA ig белен I а ЫЗ й 
BLUE MOUNTAIN LAKE, АҚ................................ 
BULL SHOALS LAKE, AR case ed ere ee dee eee de hA Puce eos es 
DARDANELLE LOCK AND DAM, Ай......................... Р 
DEGRAY LAKE, AR SN ымы а Sty Gud Reda MEC 
DEQUEEN' LAKE. SARS cons gor aca wets ER Rag gage doen 
Дал асары ланы атте” 
GILLHAM: LAKE А АК у Ge nnn карын дыр Ea алымды ОН д 
GREERS. FERRY БАКЕ AR. oct ore че к» жаК Жыр МЫн ratones 
HELENA: HARBOR, JAR is geste tS Lee dee ERR Ye элйз gg e 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, AR hA oun на ата e ead 
MCCLELLAN - KERR ARKANSAS RIVER NAVIGATION SYSTEH, AR. 
MILCNOOD: LAKE AR. coi oa ea suas dee obo e ee 
NARROWS DAM, LAKE GREESON, АЖ......................... 


CHANNEL ISLANDS HARBOR, CA... ........................ 
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OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 
(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 


COYOTE VALLEY DAM, LAKE MENDOCINO, СА.............. S 
CRESCENT СЕТИ, ERAS no LL duds Lone pa ы з edt 
ORY CREEK (МАКИ SPRINGS) LAKE AND CHANNEL, СА...... 
FARMINGTON DAM, CA. voiture due eR ж bear Bate be 
HIDDEN DAM, HENSLEY LAKE, СА....... bush кабаны гй tee был m 
HUHBOLDT HARBOR AND BAY, СА........................... 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, СА..................... 
TSABELLA (CAKE. УСА kad os Reid МУ xe ede ed Ok 
LOS ANGELES - LONG BEACH HARBOR MODEL, СА............. 
LOS ANGELES COUNTY DRAINAGE AREA, СА.................. 
MERCED COUNTY STREAMS, СА... 

HOJAVE RIVER DAM, СА........................ 

HORRI BAY HARBOR, СА....................... Ax sais 
HOSS LANDING HARBOR, СА.......................... 

NEW HOGAN LAKE, СА... ................. qst yet ice 
NEM MELONES LAKE, DOWNSTREAM CHANNEL, СА.........2..... 
OAKLAND HARBOR, СА................. казы, көдек ЙМЫ БИ 
OCEANSIOE HARBOR. СА............................. 


PORT SAN LUIS, SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTY, СА. ....... PE 
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, СА......................... 
REDWOOD CITY HARBOR, СА............................... 
RICHMOND HARBOR, CÀ.. ........................ 
SACRAMENTO RIVER (30 FOOT. PROJECT). СА. Tn 
SACRAMENTO RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES (DEBRIS CONTROL), СА. 
SACRAMENTO RIVER SHALLOW DRAFT CHANNEL, СА............ 
SAN FRANCISCO BAY LONG TERM MANAGEMENT STRATEGY (LTHS) 
SAN FRANCISCO BAY, DELTA MODEL STRUCTURE, СА.......... 
SAN FRANCISCO HARBOR AND BAY, CA (DRIFT REMOVAL}... 
SAN FRANCISCO HARBOR, СА. ............................. 
SAN JOAQUIN RIVER, PORT OF STOCKTON, СА............... 
SAN PABLO BAY & HARE ISLAND STRAIT, СА................ 
SANTA ANA PIVER BASIN, СА....... "EP 
SANTA BARBARA HARBOR, СА..................... tbv SL 
SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, СА............... 
SUCCESS LAKE, OA co oed Vr eeepc opa NEP RR epu 
SULSUN. BAY CHANNEL, CA, cs сше et шк ашылык Юа И-га RA WS eee 
TERHINUS DAM, LAKE KAWEAH, СА......................... 
VENTURA HARBORS CA ал du Ll see Eee ER EHE SV As 
YUBA RIVER ЗСА 95-56 Fee уа LATI Y seats pd 


BEAR CREEK LAKE. CO. coss егин ne ee eres S 
CHATFIELD LAKE. CO. cn cse e saw КҮЛ ре E IER dee e 
CHERRY CREEK LAKE, СО... ааа ааа аана е 

INSPECTION ОҒ COMPLETED WORKS, С0..................... 
JOHN MARTIN RESERVOIR, С0................... m 
SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, С0................... 
TRINIDAD LAKE, CO. Uoc AAA dois DLE 


COMMONWEALTH OF NORTHERN MARIANA ISLANDS 


ROTA HARBOR, СМИТ. i cao. а sae eR Rs ee a 


BEACK-ROCK LAKE... (CT ona cn vedete eg Lan eh es 
COLEBROOK RIVER LAKE, СТ.............................. 
CONNECTICUT RIVER BELOW HARTFORD, СТ.................. 
HANCOCK BROOK LAKE, СТ................................ 
HOP BROOK LAKE, CT cd ues акаш ыйы ји cee Еее она eee 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, СТ..................... 


BUDGET 
REQUEST 


200 


November 19, 2004 


CONFERENCE 


~ 


md 
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MANSFIELD HOLLOW LAKE, СТ............................. 585 585 
NORTHFIELD BROOK LAKE, СТ...................... —— 416 416 
NORWALK HARBOR, СТ... cie decns uak esaia aoh Aik E 2 750 
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, СТ....................... У 1.486 1,486 
SOUTHPORT HARBOR. CT access ceed Regg eng over Sar арса? ee 500 
STAMFORD HURRICANE BARRIER. СТ................... had 455 455 
THUMASTON: DAMS: GT us рана таста ан аа лы Т ies edet 616 816 
TREATMENT ОҒ DREDGED MATERIAL, LONG ISLAND SOUND, CT.. 1,500 1,500 
WEST THOMPSON LAKE. CT ce ea os ee n em ee 575 575 
DELAWARE 

INDIAN RIVER INLET AND BAY, ОЕ........................ 500 500 
INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, DELAWARE R 70 CHESAPEAKE BAY, D 13.500 14,400 
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, ПЕ................ n 80 80 
WILHINGTON HARBOR, DE... lue e rne А 3.570 3,570 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


РОТОНАС AND ANACOSTIA RIVERS, DC (DRIFT REMOVAL)...... 1,122 1,122 
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, В2С............... ПИ НЕ 36 36 
FLORIDA 
ATLANTIC INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, FL. 0000. eee ..... nee 750 
CANAVERAL HARBOR, ҒІ.................................. 7,506 7.500 
CENTRAL AND SOUTHERN FLORIDA, FL....... "T pU 10,559 10.559 
ESCAMBIA AND CONECUH RIVERS, Ғі....................... 1.000 1,000 
FERNANDINA HARBOR, Е... 1,980 1,980 
GULF INTRACCASTAL WATERWAY, ҒЕ................. MON tee 500 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, ҒІ................ ees 300 300 
INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, JACKSONVILLE TO MIAMI, FL...... --- 2,000 
JACKSONVILLE HARBOR, РА... ee 6.545 6,945 
JIH WOODRUFF LOCK AND DAM, LAKE SEMINOLE, FL, AL & GA. 5,380 5,940 
MIAMI RIVER FL. crags mung pau Ee sr tg uk paler tt 2,000 
OKEECHOBEE WATERWAY, РБ. ...... Fah iain stake qub fos s: 3,055 3,055 
PALM BEACH HARBOR, FL.......... dore ue need ion адан Baris 1.985 1,985 
РАМАНА CITY HARBOR. Р................... "m 906 906 
PENSACOLA HARBOR. Flic aon ae КРЕ oes о ct Ao ent s 1.500 1.500 
PORT EVERGLADES HARBOR, FL.......... Ду wards kes PHA DA 2,000 2.000 
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, РБ... ieee 975 975 
REMOVAL OF AQUATIC GROWTH, ҒЕ......................... 3,500 3,500 
TAMPA HARBOR. Ру» Л руха I eS se А Re ыл 4,286 4,286 
GEORGIA 
ALLATOONA LAKE, бА.................................... 5,986 5,986 
APALACHICOLA, CHATTAHOOCHEE AND FLINT RIVERS, GA. AL & 117 5,231 
BRUNSWICK HARBOR, СА..................... Кел : 3,993 3.993 
BUFORD DAM AND LAKE SIDNEY LANIER. СбА................. 9,697 9,697 
CARTERS DAM AND LAKE. БА.,..... .................. Lies 12,955 12,955 
HARTWELL LAKE, GA 8 56................................ 12,238 12,238 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, СА..................... 41 41 
J STROM THURMOND LAKE, GA & 5С6........................ 11.106 11,106 
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, бА......................... 71 74 
RICHARD В RUSSELL DAH AND LAKE, GA & 5С6............... 8,128 8,128 
SAVANNAH HARBOR, СА................................... 11,687 11,687 
SAVANNAH RIVER BELOW AUGUSTA, бА...................... 134 134 
WEST POINT DAM AND LAKE, GA & AL. ............... TIE 5,676 5,676 
HAWAII 
BARBERS POINT HARBOR, НІ.............................. 248 248 
INSPECTION ОҒ COMPLETED WORKS, НІ..................... 180 180 
LAUPAHOEHOE SHALL BOAT HARBOR, HAWAII, НІ............. 100 100 


POHIKI BAY, НАМАТТ НІ. ыза sary Si alee 100 100 
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PORT ALLEN HARBOR, KAUAI. НІ........................ 
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, НІ............ 9 dux. xS 


IDAHO 


ALBENI FALLS DAP. TDi es ұйтқы шы ақа MESE 
DwORSHAK DAM AND RESERVOIR. 18... 0. ................. 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS. Ір..................... 
LUCKY SPEAK. LAKE: CT а ава eoe ue QR b e do d ba 
SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, 10................... 
SNAKE RIVER DREDGING, ID, WA & OR.... ........ па 


ILLINOIS 


LALUMET HARBOR AND RIVER, IL & ТМ... oues wee, 
DERI ТЕЗАКЕС ЛШЫ а etr CC UC Ee eer 
PATCACG HARBOR, IL... ................ fam d 
ACD ЛУБЕН urere e e te cp cedes 
RH CREEK RESERVOIRS. Ы... с... с... 
ILLINOIS WATERWAY (MVR PORTION), IL à IN........... | 
ILLINOIS WATERWAY (MVS PORTION), IL & ЇМ.............. 
INSPECTION GF COMPLETED WORKS. IL... 000.00. cee 
KASKASKIA RIVER NAVIGATION. IL.......... REN | 
LAKE MICHIGAN vIVERSION, IL... sss. 
LAKE SHELBYVILLE. ТЕ... sess ea eaa ea 
MISS RIVER BTWN MO RIVER AND MINNEAPOLIS (MVR PORTION) 
MISS RIVER BTWN MO RIVER AND MINNEAPOLIS (HVS FUERO 
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, И... A 
REND CAKE Lo et eter se ме какиш e r eA AR ta 
SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, IL....... e 
WAUKEGAN HARBOR, IL... oo o o sss ease 


BROOKVILCE LAKE, IN. ым ааа рава о Bay ae dene 
BURNS WATERWAY HARBOR, ІҺ............................. 
GAGLES МЕСО LAKE, IN ај one тар ERR Gs RS сасар А i 
CECIL М HARDEN LAKE. 1...... 2. 
TNOTANA: HARBOR, IN... tassare srai er eta Idas Roe S š 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, ІМ................. his 
J EDWARD ROUSH LAKE, EN. ance a eue ey RR es 
MICHIGAN CITY HARBOR, ІМ.............................. 
MISSISSINEWA LAKE, ІМ................................. 
MONROE ЛАКЕ TN а un ұу улы IPIE eR ER e uto edes: 
PATOKA LAKES ЕМИ mop силе Guta АҚЫ Ede vd p болыды 
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, ІМ......................... 
SALAMONIC LAKE, IN..... iE sun ven Ra пала 
SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, “IN Vei RACER Sd 


IOWA 


CORALVILLE LARE АТА аа а ыы азан ы SES dore E 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS. ЛА..................... 
HISSOURI RIVER - KENSLERS BEND, NE TO SIOUX CITY, IA.. 
MISSOURI RIVER - SIOUX CITY TO RULO, ТА & NE.......... 
RATHBUN: LAKE. TA. serius epp ema ke eA RSEN 
RED ROCK DAM AND LAKE RED ROCK, ТА.................... 
SAYLORVILLE LAKE. ТА: ege m ees oder exeo teta Qu 


ELK CITY LAKE, KS............. UC LEM CIN ANE 
FALL RIVER LAKE, KS.......... SUN AO 


мојој 
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HILLSDAGE ЖАКЕ; KS. алалары ы at њи пас ore S 899 899 
INSPECTION OF COHPLETED WORKS. А55..2.2................. 172 172 
JOHN REDMOND DAM AND RESERVOIR. ХҰ5.................... 1.260 1,280 
KANOPOL TS “CAKE, КО oos e Does dod eye de taste АГИ 1,645 1,645 
MARION АКЕ: RSS sone лы Фрак е Uae dee abe РЗ 1,887 1,687 
HEEVERN LAKE, Sidenote sc dite on қана o es eo PURI 2,227 2.227 
MILFORD LAKE, К5....... НЕКИИ е ена 2,122 2.122 
PEARSON - SKUBITZ BIG HILL LAKE, Қ5................... 932 932 
PERRY ЖАКЕ; КЫз оа ылғал аш» dns Ces be dm тырға Rte 2.863 2,869 
POHONA- LAKE, „Иб toh he ааа лента Ла на t ЕСТЕ 1,984 1,984 
SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, Қ5............... eet 68 68 
TORONTO. EAKE, Кл sspe vb EE ыр ва only Ў 389 389 
TUTTCE CREEK ЖАКЕ; Кз o osy soo аа лаға жұта ықты 2,169 2.169 
WIESON ЖАҚЫ, KS: aoe ga med ad ent C twee rat Y 2,818 2,891 
KENTUCKY 
BARKLEY OAM AND LAKE BARKLEY. KY & ТА................. 8,382 8,982 
BARREN RIVER LAKE, ҠҰ............................. Sees 2.054 2,404 
BIG SANDY HARBOR: KY... ушу шты кре зу Ук eb Rt ec 35 618 
SUCKHORN LAKE. KY cc cas, bos cerae se ed e А ST or i 1,282 1,282 
CARR CREEK: CAKE, feu s cce sehen o oeque er top 1,270 1,270 
САМЕ RUN LARES KYS Lio CAS ys бре de lies f feb ue ak we | 812 812 
DEWET ARE: R or аан о eme Брајана Ue ара Ne olo ың 1,498 1,498 
ELVIS STAHR (HICKMAN) HARBOR, ҚУ.................... : 19 255 
FISHTRAP БАКЕ КИ о сала и ыны bsec epp eet ee Dee ates 1,558 1,558 
GRAYSON: БАКЕ KY алата aon аи ot ва as ады Sing ha win doa 1.249 1.249 
GREEN AND BARREN RIVERS, ҚҮ........................... 1.180 1,180 
GREEN RIVER LAKE, ҚҰ.......................... А е еі 1,596 1.596 
INSPECTION CF COMPLETED WORKS, КҮ................... ; 97 97 
KENTUCKY “RIVER, К. оа eee барик eed де 21 21 
LAUREL RIVER БАКЕ “KY sec ite өсе р ERR Алы ore BA 1.389 1,389 
MARTINS FORK LAKE, OKY py csvset рална a ep Capo a 686 686 
HIDDLESBORO CUMBERLAND RIVER BASIN, ҚҰ................ 122 122 
NOG IN LAKE: А Ки ада рана ағы RED ERO Oa eae ort 1.892 1,892 
OHIO RIVER LOCKS AND DAMS, KY, IL, IN & ОН............ 32.687 35.000 
ОНІО RIVER OPEN CHANNEL WORK, KY, IL, IN & OH......... 4,560 4,560 
PAINTSVILEE CAKE; KY... ooo po np Ipse nequit 1.028 1,026 
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, КҚУ........................ 8 5 
ROUGH RIVER КАКЕ, KY... eee а ea сатар КЖ ЕЗ 2,421 2,421 
TAYLCORSVILCE LAKE, XY. cc seres орда dee ue et Net ne КН 895 895 
WOLF CREEK DAH, LAKE CUMBERLAND, КҮ................... 8,804 9,804 
YATESVILUE. LAKE, (KY ава ва ааа web aod a тұ 1,069 1,069 
LOUISIANA 

ATCHAFALAVA RIVER AND BAYOUS CHENE, BOEUF AND BLACK. L 13,813 15.407 
BARATARIA BAY WATERWAY, LA.... ..... met лалы аб паран Ж-А іле 250 
BAYOU BODCAU RESERVOIR, ША............................ 776 776 
BAYOU PIERRE, ДА....... ЖЕСТ NEN A ec tiles PO cate SO usages 28 28 
BAYOU SEGNETTE, LÁ... eo liad eek ekg а dg --- 375 
BATOU РЕСНЕ, 1А................ КТ КЕТТІ t 75 
CADDO LAKE, ПА................ аа о ев X UC TET: 182 182 
CALCASIEU RIVER AND PASS, (А.......................... 13,285 13,285 
FRESHWATER BAYOU, А... 1,678 1.678 
GRAND ISLE AND VICINITY, {А........................... -== 250 
GULF INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, БА........................ 17,476 17,476 
HOUMA NAVIGATION CANAL, 1А............................ 3,070 3,070 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, ША..................... 747 747 
J BENNETT JOHNSTON WATERWAY, ДА.,...................... 10,600 13,050 
LAKE PROVIDENCE HARBOR, (А............................ 38 38 
HADISON PARISH PORT, (А............................... 20 20 
MERMENTAU RIVER. LAs coc л сасе aie aie eee eR тарса 4,410 4,41 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER OUTLETS AT VENICE, ША............... 424 424 
MISSISSIPPI RIVER, BATON ROUGE TO THE GULF OF MEXICO.. 59,125 59,125 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER, GULF OUTLET, (А.................... 13,004 13,004 
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REHOVAL OF AQUATIC GROWTH, ША....................... 
WALLACE БАКЕ. DA acing aida арасы bere ie idu des Е 
EMPIRE IO THE GULF. LAL ои she Rhe дн Ree uo 
WATERWAY FROM INTRACAOSTAL WATERWAY TO BAYOU DULAC, LA 


MAINE 


DISPOSAL AREA MONITORING, МЕ.......................... 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS. НЕ...2.................. 
KENNEBUNK RIVER, KENNEBUNK AND KENNEBUNKPOR" , МЕ..... 
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, HE...... ...... Анте 
SCARBOROUGH RIVER, МЕ. ccosa ersicoai cend aneasiyessorrsd 
SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS. МЕ.......... 


HARYLAND 


BALTIHORE HARBOR AND CHANNELS (50 FOOT), HD........... 
2. HARBOR, MO (DRIFT REMOVAL)... 

ALTIMORE HARBOR, MD (PREVENTION ОР OBSTRUCTIVE. DEPOSI 
Ел HD-a RIDGELY УМ pere коры ren en бады 
CHESAPEAKE CITY, HD {(РКЕрбІМб)................ —— F 
HERRING BAY & ROCKHOLD CREEK, М0.....222.2............ 
HERRING CREEK & TALL TIMBERS, MD... — PAR PEE 
JENNINGS RANDGLPR LAKE, MD & WV... oe scis sls 
NANTYCOKE RIVER, HD... ..................... Mae ыт oed 
KNAPPS NARROWS. MD... ces uuu dy des beue клака 
OCEAN CITY HARBOR INLET, МО. ...... rcr PEDE. EE. 
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, МР... 
QUEENSTOWN HARBOR, MD... а 
SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPÉRATIONS, WD od Sete t ue 
ST JEROME CREEK, MD.. .......... 
TIELGHMAN-C HARBOR. МО... азый кенеа кка ил a NR DA pl Cue 
JPPERTHROUGHFARE SOMERSET COUNTY, НО,.............2.... 
WICOMTCO RIVER НО еа gaa Ime CEDERE MENS 


MASSACHUSETTS 


AUNT.EYDTA S COVE: HAs Lue: bue EUR eni EE Cae 
BARRE FALLS DAH, МА................................... 
BIRCH HELL DAM. MA... мк» ae Si Bes dsb RISE oe, 
BOSTON HARBOR, МА. ла ies ren me a ma Rue ике Poetas 


CONANT BROOK LAKE. НА................................. 
EAST BRIMFIELD LAKE, NAS а а ies шалан үр за ее кебі 
GREEN HARBOR, ЯА........................ (E eee Bhat 

HODGES VILLAGE DAM, МА........ vafe As ten EU ТОНН, 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, MA. DENEN Se Ал cuts 
KNIGHIVIL CE. DAM? МА вили ан а iet tia th Gey e hen 
LITTLEVILLE LAKE. MA. 
NEw BEDFORO FAI RHAVEN AND “ACUSHNET HURRICANE BARRIER, . 
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, БА......................... 
SALEN: HARBOR. MA с cece асса аа ay SOP RE Ss 
SESUTA HARBOR MAGUS ane cup бабо рони Bhd Re ыды ЫЙЫ Dawe aed hant 
TUCUY CAKE МА. ou cep POS b ble Б» Wee dee CS T РАНИ 
NEST HIUL OAM, MAC. DS eie uae dd aig йерек» Mes 


BUDGET 
REQUEST 


15, 


November 19, 2004 


CONFERENCE 


11, 
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OPERATION АМО MAINTENANCE 
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BUDGET 
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СЕТМТОМ RIVER, МЕ ык et жала bee ажа Ше m 400 
DETROIT RIVER, MI Qoo: кес ede bg dg qo Wed 4.357 4,357 
GRAND HAVEN HARBOR, МІ............................... 427 637 
GRAND MARAIS HARBOR. М1.............................. 181 181 
HARBOR BEACH HARBOR, МІ............................... 38 38 
HOLLAND HARBOR, МІ ла cee куз Medes ж еі ео кыша ва 1,214 1,214 
INSPECTION OF COHPLETED WORKS, НІ..................... 144 144 
KEWEENAW WATERWAY, МІ............. Laelius CE YEN 399 339 
LELAND HARBOR: ME. uoa e eG CAR eS YO ұта e 75 
ЕРЕ БАКЕ HARBOR, MI o cinse t ei eod кык une ят ш рсы А 17 17 
LUDINGTON HARBOR, МЇ.................................. 538 538 
MANISTEE HARBOR, НТ... 521 521 
MARQUETTE HARBOR. Mi... use pex p ынк SEE SEES 10 10 
MENOMINEE HARBOR, MI & МІ. 154 154 
MONROE HARBOR, MI ......................... xA ei SSMO ios р 184 184 
MUSKEGON HARBOR. MI. оаза аа cx уху eR eds 5 47 47 
ONTONAGON HARBOR, МІ... а 569 569 
РТ, LOOKOUT HARBOR. НЕ ътъ кана ак 9 жан VICA ра шт vic 80 
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, #1..... uS qu UE 152 40 
ROUGE RIVER MES ee eo dee ше а Oe Yes PEMA ee ТЕС 1,241 1,241 
SAGINAW RIVER, MT... 2. "we 2,708 2,854 
ST CLAIR RIVER. I vn gs ge tete ен gae eed O Re x 347 947 
ST JOSEPH HARBOR, [RE о oh cee кдл ты “жа Megas de Ag 505 805 
STARS. RIVER, Mau cio pe Oe he алыл де л, dace a e t eda 15,705 16,795 
SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY. WATERS, MI leues 2,410 2,410 
HINNESOTA 
BIGSTONE LAKE WHETSTONE RIVER, MN А 50................ 228 228 
DULUTH - SUPERIOR HARBOR, MN 3М1..................... 4,917 4,917 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, ММ..................... 123 123 
LAC QUI PARLE LAKES. MINNESOTA RIVER, ММ.............. 565 565 
MINNESOTA RIVER. MN. жу. зулу een 178 178 
MISS RIVER BTWN MO RIVER AND MINNEAPOLIS (HYP PORTION) 51,930 51,030 
ВЕНЕ LARES MN ad ey aed els у ындан e gb dedos Ма ecl: 361 361 
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, MN ТЕК НЕТ ЖҮ 72 72 
RED LAKE RESERVOIR, ММ,,... 5... EA 98 98 
RESERVOIRS AT HEADWATERS OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER, BN Lu 65,926 6,026 
SURVEILLANCE ОҒ NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, НМ.......... 282 282 
WARROAD HARBOR, МА... ................................. et 150 
MISSISSIPPI 
BILOXI HARBOR. HS el eeu вани est pe RA ERU RR 5 1,250 1,250 
CLAIBORNE COUNTY PORT, Я8............................. 7 87 
EAST FORK, TOMBIGBEE RIVER, М5........................ 170 170 
GULFPORT HARBOR, Н86................................ Pio 2,500 3,500 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, Н5..................... 57 124 
MOUTH OF ҮА200 RIVER, М85................ eue i dea ea ded 24 74 
ОКАТТАВЕЕ САКЕ: УМЕ сала эы Sco ana лека 1 ӘЙ a ht ae Boe Y PER 1,320 1,420 
PASCAGOULA HARBOR, М5................................. 3.300 4,450 
PEARL. RIVER: Миљан queo HEM Vera ON Ba eee баны E 56 
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, Н5......................... 355 355 
ROSEDALE HARBOR, М5................................... 20 260 
VAZOOURIVER MS. riso RS пале лим Ue ЛДАР te es 140 140 
HISSOURI 
CARUTHERSVILLE HARBOR, MO... ......................... 12 350 
CLARENCE CANNON DAM AND MARK TWAIN LAKE, М0........... 5,821 6,321 
CLEARWATER LAKE, HO... cee oss ee y Re sk ees 1,974 2,424 
HARRY S TRUMAN DAM AND RESERVOIR, eee ee ы ее Тн 8,369 8,569 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, М0..................... 781 781 
LITTLE BLUE RIVER LAKES, МО........................... 841 841 
LONG BRANCH LAKE, ƏМ0.................................. 926 926 


HISS RIVER BTWN THE OHIO AND MO RIVERS (REG WORKS), HO 21,238 21,738 
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NEW MADRID HARBOR, 80................................. 
POMME DE TERRE LAKE, М0............................... 
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, М0................... 2% 
SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, Нд... 2........ 
SMITHVILLE “CAKE MOS fa chit to e ERR Se eae ed T 
SOUTHEAST MISSOURI PORT, Н0........................... 
STOCKTON LAKE, ИО шу coe tete eta igi 25 
TABLE ROCK EAKE; НО oe н sel ОНЛАР УЕ Deh 
UNION DAKE. MOS cag woe rS gen ea а EDIE 


FT PECK DAM AND LAKE, ВТ........................... zh 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, ЯТ..................... 
LIBBY DAM, LAKE KDOCANUSA, МТ......................... 
SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, 8Т.2............ 


NEBRASKA 


GAVINS POINT DAM, LEWIS AND CLARK LAKE, МЕ & SD....... 
HARLAN COUNTY LAKE, NE... ve] e E DA EA 
INSPECTION ОҒ COMPLETED WORKS, МЕ..................... 
MISSOURI R MASTER WTR CONTROL MANUAL. NE. IA, KS. MO.. 
PAPILLION CREEK AND TRIBUTARIES LARES, МЕ........ eis 
SALT CREEK AND TRIBUTARIES, МЕ........................ 


NEVADA 


INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, МУ,.................... 
MARTIS CREEK LAKE, NV & СА............................ 
PINE AND MATHEWS CANYONS LAKES. МУ.................... 


NEW HAMPSHIRE 


COCHECO RIVER, ЯН..................... алда У 
BLACKWATER DAH, МН.,.................................. 
EDWARD MACDOWELL LAKE, МН..............,..... PLI 
ERANKLIM-FALES DAM, NH ooo краља ава ава ки 
HOPKINTON - EVERETT LAKES, NH. ....................... 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, МА,,................... 
ОТТЕК BROOK LAKE, NH... "T" Toro MEER 

PROJECT CONOITION SURVEYS, МН......................... 
SURRY MOUNTAIN LAKE, ЯН............................... 


NEW JERSEY 


ABSECON INLET. МЈ........ ралды ыы КЫ кал и 
BARNEGAT “ENUET Nisi rui en бағы кан en had not des 
COLD SPRING INLET. Мас ete keke e ы aie 
DELAWARE RIVER AT CAMDEN, 80......................... 
DELAWARE RIVER, PHILADELPHIA TO THE SEA, NJ, PA & DE.. 
DELAWARE RIVER, PHILADELPHIA, PA TO TRENTON, NJ..,.... 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, 8)..................... 
HMANASQUAN RIVER, Nd. cosa араа obse yd hA E Ra каља 
NEM JERSEY INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, М).................. 
NEWARK BAY, HACKENSACK AND PASSAIC RIVERS, МЈ......... 


PASSAIC RIVER FLOOD WARNING SYSTEMS, М)............... 

PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, М)......................... 

RARLTAN RIVER, NJ. cca ыш otd hii tee ыма ламалары 5 

SALEM RIVER МШШ у cosi dU tod wae ҚЫША ghee eae 

SHARK RIVER МО ылас алынады ақы сақа А kandi А Osta acid 
NEW МЕХІСО 

ABTQUIU DAM, NW ext, зозысаз каға алы Уы ыы аа 


ALBUQUERQUE LEVEES. МН................................ 


Cn 


о 


3.837 
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СОСНІЛІС АКЕ ЖЕСІ ед pu endete eb cate oet ded IT 2,881 4,081 
CONCHAS LAKE, МН. ........... MENT PT dU 1,733 2,183 
GALISTEO- DAH Маи аа та жа дам bU aen cha bb 432 532 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, МА... ............ 192 192 
JEMEZ CANYON DAM, МИ... ses e 721 2,121 
RIO GRANDE BOSQUE REHABILITATION, ММ... 5.000 5,000 
SANTA ROSA DAN AND LAKE. ММ.................. ess 1,289 1,389 
SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, ММ............... o" 172 511 
TWO RIVERS DAM, ММ.................................... 825 725 
UPPER RIO GRANDE WATER OPERATIONS MODEL, NM 0 кы? 1,009 
NEW YORK 

АРНОМО ДАКЕ, SNY рыл cl OP oa ae gears awed 530 520 
ARKPORT ВАМ, КУ. ТЕТЕ 283 283 
BLACK ROCK CHANNEL AMD TONAWANDA HARBOR. NY........... 1.681 1.681 
&FOMNS CREEK, МҮ... ADEM NATO NEQU Men 750 750 
BUFFALO HARBOR, NY...... HEU КЕРСК НҮҮ fais 309 309 
BUTTERMILK CHANNEL, КУ... E аланы 1.030 1,030 
DUNKIRK HARBOR. МУ... 345 345 
EAST RIVER, NY... Lie sss e e e 370 370 
EAST ROCKAWAY INLET, МУ... 2,100 2,100 
EAST SIDNEY LAKE, ЧҮ.................... CR ME NAMUR 466 466 
FIRE ISLAND INLET TO JONES INLET. NY........... S 180 189 
FLUSHING BAY AND CREEK, МҮ..._........................ nar 375 
GREAT SODUS BAY HARBOR, МҮ.. _..... Tu р 150 
GREAT SOUTH BAY, PATCHOGUE RIVER, NY....... Е. ois 100 
HUDSON RIVER, NY (MAINT)....... КЕНТ по 2.005 2,005 
HUDSON RIVER. NY (08C}.......... ИСИДОРА РЕНЕ, 1,950 1,950 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, МУ... 594 594 
JAMAICA BAY: КҮ о DUI e DOR ы b Ілені м 2,200 2,200 
LAKE MONTAUK HARBOR. NY... 0000000000000. а. 750 750 
LITTLE SODUS BAY HARBOR, МҮ... ин ауы 300 
MORICHES INLET, МУ... 50 50 
MT MORRIS LAKE, МУ... CR hoe ae 0 2,129 2,129 
NEW YORK AND NEW JERSEY CHANNELS, МҮ.................. 5,700 5,790 
NEW YORK HARBOR, МУ... ........... ...... Er Seon al 4,235 4,235 
NEW YORK HARBOR, NY & NJ (DRIFT БЕҢОУАН)....2......... 5.414 5,414 
OSWEGO HARBOR, NY... iie и. 500 500 
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, ҚҰ......................... 1.075 1,075 
ROCHESTER HARBOR, МУ... 60 60 
SAUGERTIES HARBOR. МУ. 500 500 
SHINNECOCK INLET. МУ... 100 100 
SOUTHERN NEW YORK FLOOD CONTROL PROJECTS, NY..... 788 788 
SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, МУ.......... 596 536 
WHITNEY POINT LAKE, МҮ.................... 577 577 
WILSON HARBOR, МУ... ssa he . 175 


NORTH CAROLINA 


ATLANTIC INTERCOASTAL WATERWAY. МС.................... .-- 2,000 
В EVERETT. JORDAN ПАН AND LAKE, МС..................... 1.915 1,915 
CAPE FEAR RIVER ABOVE WILMINGTON, МС.................. 123 123 
FALLS: LAKES МЕ uate ваља и qe а Randal ра Robot on шыла whee 1,793 1,793 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, МС..................... 35 35 
LOCKWOODS FOLLY RIVER, АС........................ visos nee 500 
MANTEO (SHALLOWBAG) BAY, МЯС........................... 6,970 5,970 
MOREHEAD CITY HARBOR, МСО.............................. 4,112 4,132 
NEW RIVER INLE. ING ov oco era DR Det Ce m Po n nee 250 
NEW TOPSAIL INLET & CONNECTING CHANNELS. МС........... sis 200 
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, NC. .................... | 227 227 
W KERR SCOTT DAM AND RESERVOIR, ЯС.................... 2.524 2,524 


WILMINGTON HARBOR, МС... 8,157 8,157 
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NORTH DAKOTA 


BOWMAN . HALEY LAKE. МО................. TIE 
GARRISON DAM, LAKE SAKAKAWEA, ND... jo tard den, быз ten sein 
HOMME CAKES ND sis: ti ді казир қарамайы Да ond Hoh leh! Seek a 
INSPECTION OF CONPLETED "WORKS, NB s odes adopt Goan aco RE 
LAKE ASHTABULA AND BALDHILL DAM, МО................... 
PIPESTEM КАКЕ NDE eS order RP et e enel 


SOURIS RIVERA NOs Be easet rec Аа aah oles ees 
SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN. BOUNDARY WATERS, М0.......... 


0810 


ALUM CREEK LAKE, Нос cade ыза сенер иу пи већ И Аа ын RE 
ASHTABULA HARBOR, BH. Goes Ti ess ner ваља SERRE NIA туі 
BERLIN LAKE. ОН: сло ои dete лун pere err s epu hs 


CLARENCE J BROWN DAM. ОН.............................. 
CLEVELAND: HARBOR- ОҢ ола боле да а аны ОҒЫЗ Аны s 
CONNEAUT HARBOR, ОН са зу pees ek A aaa elke der 
DEER CREEK LAKE. ОН... eee, қалат ита 
DELAWARE LAKE, ОН............... "cr 
ÜLEDUN WARE sO gers ом а ebore o ak аза E ERES Soe Boe 
FAIRPORT HARBOR, ОН... ааа 459555542. 


LOSATN HARBOR; OH. поља есіле eka eee Once Eh oes aca es 
MASSILLON LOCAL PROTECTION PROJECT, ОН................ 
MICHAEL J KIRWAN DAM AND RESERVOIR, OH. Vt eas 
MOSQUITO CREEK LAKE, ОН............................... 
MUSKINGUM RIVER LAKES, ОМ............. Vs ie tend 
NORTH BRANCH KOKOSING RIVER LAKE, OH.. РЕСЕ 
PAINT CREEK. БАКЕ OH to. piira Mieg SARI АЗ 
PORT CLINTON HARBOR, ОН............................... 
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, ОН......................... 
ROSEVILLE LOCAL PROTECTION PROJECT, ОН......-........ 
SANDUSKY HARBOR, ОН... 
SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, OH.........- 
TOLEDO HARBOR, OB... ы аша. эшли ае eee at edo алымы fe 
TOM JENKINS OAM, On. жабын ын AES ain om at tage ТЕСЕ 
WEST FORK OF MILL CREEK LAKE, ‘OH, оқығанды Баба был: 
WILLIAM H HARSHA LAKE. ОН............. horreum Ms 


OKLAHOHA 


BUDGET 
REQUEST 


14, 


fout oz cx zu 


November 19, 2004 


CONFERENCE 
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ROBERT S KERR LOCK AND DAM AND RESERVOIRS, OK...... E 4,734 4,734 
SARDIS: LAKE. ОК ores Aas ave бал ағыта бл а Ded oe 604 604 
SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, 0К............... jv. 818 516 
SKIATOOK LAKE, ОК, ..... ...... аса ы iss Я ұлы 1,196 1,196 
TENKILLER FERRY LAKE, ОК.............................. 3,217 3.217 
WAURIKA LAKE, 0қ................. RES TEREE den 946 946 
WEBBERS FALLS LOCK AND DAM. ОК... с... ez 6,708 6,706 
WESTER: БАКЕ “Қо. засы сушы А ad Мы s v qe 1,885 1.885 
OREGON 
APPLEGATE LAKE. 062222255400 зә іт Ra eek RUP EA 569 689 
BEVUE RIVER CAKE, "OR лшн ге cese rere v e eror а TE 256 256 
CHETCO RIVER, ОЮ............. me PM КАЕ ЛЕ ee 259 
BONNEVILLE LOCK AND DAM. OR & МА. 2s Regu а 8,807 8.807 
COLUHBIA & LWR WILLAHETTE R BLW VANCOUVER, WA & PORTLA 19,768 20.018 
COLUMBIA RIVER AT THE MOUTH, OR & МА................ 17,791 17,791 
COLUMBIA RIVER BETWEEN VANCOUVER, WA AND THE DALLES, 0 814 614 
C00S BAY, ОК........ "E 5,796 6.165 
COQUILLE RIVER, ОК................. . Ub oU sq. adus e 132 
COTTAGE GROVE LAKE, ОБ............................ "E 793 793 
COUGAR БАКЕ. OR. cito pex eden cue T Te eee ERA db 1,037 1,037 
ВЕРОЕ BAYA ОКО Us mes адама жылжыдык aerate iet Halter tas ts ES 150 
DEPOT SEUUGH, CORSI ње а lutte cA me ein tea NE -- 159 
DETROLT БАКЕ “OR. ore tek eoa edet Naso epe jue Sg 627 627 
DORENA LAKE, 06............ "m Vd Wiss su dd ed 599 599 
FALL CREEK LAKE, 0К............... ТТТ 521 521 
FERN RIDGE LAKE, OR. "Inc 993 993 
GREEN PETER - FOSTER LAKES, “OR салат het hag а MEO qe 1,350 1,350 
HILLS CREEK- LAKE. ОВ а othe нт а deat ead 526 526 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, ОЖ..................... 165 165 
JOHN DAY LOCK AND DAM, OR & МА... ................. ive 5.898 5.898 
KOOKOUT POINE LAKE. URS usus ener ee met pra eese 2 1,456 1.456 
LOST CREEK LAKES DRE ood Кушта Even gt Ste ae aede 2.805 2,805 
MCNARY LOCK AND DAH, OR & МА...................... giu 5,878 5,678 
PORT 'OREORD О “ОҚУ дылы esp ferma ette e eq e be aee ode M 175 
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, OR..... RE Oe A wastes 200 200 
ROGUE RIVER, GOLD BEACH, ОК... ruari ipeo a ana ia --- 175 
SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, ОҢ................... 52 62 
SIUSLAW RIVER, ОК. к ИРИС ТК ДҮН aa ОГ D 125 
SKIPANON CHANNEL, OR. КИТТЕ Do t 92 
SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, ККЕ 134 134 
TILLAMOOK BAY AND BAR, 08............. ded Tarea Ы та NT mE 250 
UMPQUA RIVER: ОВ: оен ите goa e nw REP айыке РИ. ge 225 
WILLAMETTE FALLS LOCKS, ОЕ... sex 210 
WILLAMETTE RIVER BANK PROTECTION. ОЮ.................. 60 60 
WILLOW CREEK LAKE, О............ ЕТТЕР reus 723 723 
YAQUINA BAY AND HARBOR, ОБ............................ 2,182 2.182 
PENNSYLVANIA 
ALLEGHENY- RIVER, РА cesse te ЦУЕ аа eel 4,540 4,549 
ALVIN R BUSH ДАҢ, РА.................................. 614 614 
AYLESWORTH CREEK LAKE, РА............................. 204 204 
BELTZVILLE БАКЕ, PAs: ca ends cee du ыы азы pias eke 906 906 
BEUE MARSH LAKE, PA cog op ула сысы ere d ae ted 2,355 2,355 
CONEMAUGH RIVER LAKE, РА.............................. 1,012 1.012 
COWAMESQUE LAKE, PA... сл син suse и бир Beli ps Ren 2,010 2,010 
CROOKED CREEK LAKE, РА................................ 1.210 1,210 
CURWENSVILLE LAKE, РА................................. 716 716 
DELAWARE RIVER, FAIRLESS TURNING BASIN, BUCKS CO, PA. f 500 
EAST BRANCH CLARION RIVER LAKE, РА.................... 1,086 1.293 
ERLE HARBOR. РА ил deus se RR RR re Ee im Ë 70 70 
FOSTER JOSEPH SAYERS ВАН, РА.......................... 758 758 
FRANCIS E WALTER DAM, РА.............................. 617 617 


GENERAL EDGAR JADWIN DAM AND RESERVOIR, РА............ 231 231 
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INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, РА.......... Rr УУ 

SOANS TOWN Е ВА ce с ара жасылы а mediated к te he anise ys 
KINZUA DAG AND ALLEGHENY RESERVOIR, РА................ 
EIYALHANNA LAKE, РА. у ЭОК ГК ЛЕР ГҮ ГЕ 


MONONGAHELA RIVER, РА................................. 
OHIO RIVER LOCKS AND DAMS. РА, OH & ШУ... uau ....... 
OHIO RIVER OPEN CHANNEL WORK, РА, ОН & ВУ... .......... 
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS. РА......................... 
SP ONP TON LAKE, РА...... Ds dunt ан е ON eye E: 
UNXSUTAWNEY, PAS а rece etur due cp ou а aso PEE eg 
те БАКЕ РА далана ау ы ызыра nette uta dies 
SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS. РА........... en 
S2HUYLKILL RIVER, PA... 000 usus ЖЕТТІ 
SHENANGO RIVER LAKE, РА............................ 
STILLWATER LAKE, РА............................ КЕТЕ 
SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS. РА.......... 
TIOGA - HAMMOND LAKES, РА........ .................... 
TIONESTA LAKE. РА............... КІ ЖІТІ 
UNION CITY LAKE, РА............... ТТК ime 
WOODCOCK CREEK LAKE, РА....... nm 
YORK INDIAN ROCK DAM, РА....................... ae 


PUERTO RICO 


BULLOCKS COVE. RE. ала eee Yea PIU PRR ER 
INSPECTION ОҒ COMPLETED WORKS, КІ..................... 
PAWTUXET COVE, CRANSTON AND WARWICK, Rl.......... d tok 
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, БІ......................... 
PROVIDENCE RIVER AND HARBOR, БІ....................... 
RHODE ISLAND REGION. LONG-TERM DREDGE DISPOSAL EVAL. R 


SOUTH CAROLINA 


ATLANTIC INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, 56.................... 
CHARLESTON HARBOR: SO su i seners vaso 
COOPER RIVER, CHARLESTON HARBOR, 5С................... 
FOLEY. RIVER; SC ole oc: вз LL As evi або ee eb Ц памти Bos 


GEORGETOWN HARBOR, 5С.................... E aus duh Аф 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, 56..................... 
MURRELLS: INCET (SC. loeo Lise nam pepe S OPEM 
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, 3С......................... 
TOWN CREEK, 50........... дме iu dude d bu efr Sa gi 


SOUTH DAKOTA 


віо BENU DAM, LAKE SHARPE, эй......................... 
CHEYENNE RIVER SIOUX TRIBE, LOWER BRULE. 50........... 
COLD: BROOK LAKE, SD... cect ae Mee ade Ruso peu d 
COTTONWOOD SPRINGS LAKE, 5)...................... ss 
FORT RANDALL DAM, LAKE FRANCIS CASE, $0... ............ 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, 50..................... 
LAKE TRAVERSE, 502% ММ. suse ааыа онаа а 
HISSOURI R BETWEEN FORT PECK DAM AND GAVINS PT, SD, MT 
OAHE DAM, LAKE OAHE, SD & М№0................. mv PT 


CENTER HILL LAKE, ТА. leer b RR Ra e ee dre ҮЙ 
CHEATHAM LOCK AND DAM, ТМ............................. 


яғ 
б м 
a 
& 


November 19, 2004 


BUDGET 
REQUEST CONFERENCE 
CHICKAMAUGA: COCK: ТМ. ound cc teed USE ENS 1,080 1,080 
CORDELL HULL DAM AND RESERVOIR. ТЮ.,................... 5,588 5.688 
DALE HOLLOW LAKE, ТМ.................................. 4,461 4,461 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, ТМ. 2... .......... и 116 116 
J PERCY PRIEST DAM AND RESERVOIR, ТМ................. 4,245 4,245 
OLD HICKORY LOCK AND DAM, TN..... М MES. 3.163 9,153 
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, ТМ......................... Я 6 
TENNESSEE RIVER, TN..... е E COPI PO" sue 15,210 17.000 
WOLF RIVER HARBOR, ТМ............... mks Tar alse 19 110 
TEXAS 
ЖАРҒА LANE. TX ocupas ав наба ROS о Ede Yo ot $44 644 
ARKANSAS - RED RIVER BASINS CHLORIDE CONTROL - AREA VT 1,185 1,185 
BAROWELL LAKE, ТХ................................. 1,621 1,621 
BAYPORT SKIP CHANNEL. ТХ............. seni ti 2,785 2,785 
BELTON LAKE. ТХ.......... DE tee, Bats Жас; А caer ee 2.742 2,712 
BENBROOK LAKE, TX. "m ККУ ЛИЛ Т, mee n 2,481 2,481 
BRAZOS ISLAND HARBOR, “TX. ЖОИЕ PE EOE 2,875 2.875 
BUFFALO BAYOU АМО TRIBUTARIES, ТХ.............. 1,835 1,835 
CANYON БАКЕ TX nter uci Анара Ue st gn уыз 2,732 2,732 
CORPUS CHRISTI SHIP CHANNEL , dX den НП ТІГЕ ТӨЛІ 7,945 7,945 
DENISON DAM. LAKE ТЕХОМА, ТХ.......................... 7.715 7,715 
ESTELLINE SPRINGS EXPERIMENTAL PROJCCT, ТХ............ 5 5 
FERRELLS BRIDGE DAM, LAKE 9° THE PINES, TX...... ЖЕ 2,935 2,635 
FREEPORT HARBOR, ТХ................................... 5,320 6,320 
GALVESTON HARBOR AND CHANNEL, ТХ...................... 5,551 8,551 
GRANGER DAM AND LAKE, ТХ.......................... е; 1.800 1,600 
GRAPEVINE LAKE, ТХ................. ота ыы qu ats 2,334 2,834 
GULF INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY. ТХ........................ 15.527 15.527 
GULF INTRACOASTAL, WATERWAY CHANNEL TO PORT MANSFIELD. --- 163 
HORDS CREEK LAKE, TX..... pata IUE Vests st d man ed 1.276 1.276 
HOUSTON SHIP CHANNEL, ТХ................ "Vr 13,438 16,719 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, TX. ESTE ER 448 448 
JIH CHAPMAN LAKE, TX. "ICTU 1,283 1,283 
JOE POOL BAKES EXC Sun cle wee odio uae De ede отада 763 799 
CAKE RENo ЖЕ Ан n Bos ыы ee AG а dne d TEE Ч 158 158 
CAVON LARE EX os ume edd аа eae ay: HAE ew oe 2,580 2,580 
GEWDSVIEUE ТАҢ TX ы кеу las «ала UT AO a piget 3,822 3,832 
HATAGORDA SHIP CHANNEL, ТХ............................ --- 2,000 
NAVARRO MILLS LAKE, ТХ................................ 1,603 1,603 
NORTH SAN GABRIEL DAM AND LAKE GEORGETOWN, ТХ......... 1,724 1.724 
9 C FISHER DAM AND LAKE, 7Х,........... М мел cf sets B13 813 
PAT MAYSE-LAKE. TX cete verant Mae eee Ты ын ӨЛ 724 724 
PROCTOR LAKE, ТХ.................... — n 1,701 1,701 
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, ТХ......................... 50 50 
RAY ROBERTS БАКЕ, TX. cuca esa odes tum Un hme жасты POs 1.061 1,061 
SABINE - NECHES WATERWAY, ТХ.......................... 10,985 10,985 
SAM RAYBURN DAH AND RESERVOIR. ТХ................ Мел 4,291 4,291 
SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, ТХ................... 123 129 
SOMERVILLE LAKE, ТХ.............................. Pars 2,900 2,600 
STILLHUUSE HOLLOW DAM, ТҒХ............................. 3,782 1.782 
TEXAS WATER ALLOCATION ASSESSMENT, ТХ................. 100 550 
TOWN BLUFF DAM, В А STEINHAGEN LAKE. ТХ............... 1.801 1,801 
WACO LAKE, 7Х........... жола Мер ао а М АБ daw 2,291 2.791 
WAELT SVECGE. ЖАКЕ РХ ас ode seco oed Re ECKE Hh pare јан 1.295 1,295 
WHITNEY: LAKE. ТИ шкы е ал ле оның d vati e ee поља Ку: 4,516 4,516 
WRIGHT PATHAN DAM AND LAKE, ТХ........................ 2,672 2,672 
UTAH 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, 1ІЛ..................... 76 76 
SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, ШТ................... 393 393 
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OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 
(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS] 


VERMONT 


BALL MOUNTAIN LAKE, МТ, ......................... 
BURLINGTON HARBOR. УТ... ......................... Уа ae 
CONNECTICUT RIVER FLOOD CONTROL DANS. VI. lisa ts 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, УТ...2.................. 
NARROWS OF LAKE CHAMPLAIN, VT & МҮү.................... 
NORTH HARTLAND LAKE, УТ................... sco ме рата 
NORTH SPRINGFIELD LAKE, УТ................ ЕУ 
TOWNSHEND LAKE, УТ....2............... Ld dedit wae 
UNTON VILLAGE DAN, ҰТ.......... ТЕТЕ 


VIRGINIA 


ATLANTIC INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY - АСС, УА........... ; 

ATLANTIC INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY - 050. МА...... me 
CHINCOTEASUE INLET, УА................................ 
GATHRIGHT DAM AND LAKE НООМАМ, УА..22................. 
HAHPTON RDS. NORFOLK а NEWPORT NEWS HBR, VA (DRIFT REN 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, УА................... 

JAMES RIVER CHANNEL, МА............................... 
JOHN H KERR LAKE, VA & МС.......................... А 

JOHN W FLANNAGAN DAM AND RESERVOIR. УА....,............ 
LYNNHAVEN INLET, МА .. ........ ыла оқыса oe. 
NORFOLK HARBOR, VAS cic dug резусы калады бе ын 
NORFOLK HARBOR, VA (PREVENTION OF OBSTRUCTIVE DEPOSITS 
NORTH FORK OF POUND RIVER LAKE, МА....... beet fat odas 

PHIUPOUE LAKES VAs uo pln a he КОР а прва аа аа COO eoe m d dvi 
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS. МА. ЗА вара ГЕТРИ 
RUDEE INLET. VA..... Siri oad et р tn ob да a tiat eraot 


CdaER JOSEPH DAN; WA. atc dao dao н aie ee 
EVERETT HARBCP AND SNOHOMISH RIVER, МА................ 
GRAYS HARBOR AND CHEHALIS RIVER, МА................... 
HOWARD HANSON OAM, WA. алалары der pret алата inky 
ICE HARBOR LOCK AND DAM, МА. ТЕТІГІ 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, МА..................... 
LAKE WASHINGTON SHIP CANAL, МА........................ 
LITTLE GOOSE LOCK AND DAM, МА......................... 
LOWER GRANITE LOCK AND ВАМ, МА...................... 

LOWER MONUMENTAL LOCK AND DAM, МА................... ( 
MIEB:CREEK LARE, МА o: о ERI eU ынты MI SR 
НТ ST HELENS SEDIMENT CONTROL, МА................... : 
MYD MOUNTAIN OAM. WAS © coming. NUR OE edo бөлке 
NEBH: SAY. МАЈ. es uestes BA bed арланы да N Р 

PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS. МА......................... 
PUGET SOUND AND TRIBUTARY WATERS, МА.................. 
SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, МА................. 

SEATTLE HARBOR, МА. oc oe. etal site шик рде qua aoe 
STILLAGUAMISH RIVER, МА............................... 
SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, МА.......... 
SWINOHISH CHANNEL, ЯА................................. 
TACOMA, PUYALLUP RIVER, МА............................ 
THE DALLES LOCK AND ПАН, WA & ОК ..................... 
WATERWAY CONNECTING PORT TOWNSEND AND ОАК BAY, МА..... 


WEST VIRGINIA 


BEECH FORK: LAKE: ИМ ас secede мұ ERE Ve Қ Rae ae 
BLUESTONE LAKE. МММ... engere вере ава pedo end ЫРА 
BURNSVICLE LAKE. МУ: 2. ile eoo a deka еее жаз ses 
EAST LYNN LAKE, WV... lcu ellos Leda cues i ey sein 
ELKINS "RT "ET M 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, МУ..................... 
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KANAWHA RIVER LOCKS AND DAHS, МУ.......... ed а ES 7,454 7,454 
OHIO RIVER LOCKS AND DAMS, WV, KY & OH...... ee eee 26,269 26,259 
OHIO RIVER ОРЕМ CHANNEL WORK, WV, KY & OH......... dux 2,494 2,494 
R D BAILEY LAKE, WV... ... D———— ЕТ: 1,416 1.418 
STONEWALL JACKSON LAKE , чу. dein Gis ала MR RAE A eS ре, bee 859 859 
SUMBERSVILEE LAKE, WV. ле hts ct aoii аа мык ашык eed 1,587 1.587 
SUTTON LAKE, W. m thas: АМЕ үн ae а от A AA 1,685 1,685 
TYGART LAKE. МУ. peer atau ews рну aus aq Goring ӘЛ бы 3.809 3,809 
V¥OUGHTIOGHENY LAKE, МУ аа ваа анна rede eoe E een wee 1,753 
WISCONSIN 

CORNUCOPIA HARBOR, МІ................................. nee 120 
EAU GALLE RIVER LAKE, МІ................... пара је 5 722 722 
FOX EINER. М ааа а gaan Wed ANUS TUUS —— О 1,776 1,778 
GREEN BAY HARBOR, ШІ... 3.585 3,585 
IKSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS. М1..................... 38 38 
KENOSHA HARBOUR. Wis go esa eee be ава Y ES EE emo 190 190 
KEWAUNEE HARBOR, М1................................... 95 95 
MANITOWOC HARBOR, М1............................ TOR 72 2 
МУ МАЧЕВЕ HARBOR. МІ... ее 768 1.038 
DIRT WING HARBOR, НІ...................... о -=> 130 
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, МІ...................... us 61 61 
WESC IAN, MARE OR ЖЕР, хаты ааа Шаты ҰЗ 2.450 2.45n 

STURGEON BAY HARBOR AND LAKE MICHIGAN. SHIP. CANAL. WI.. 1,324 1,324 
SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, МІ.......... 472 472 
TWO RIVERS HARBOR. ЫІ,26 екы кекете thas voe bad one 15 225 

WYOMING 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, ЯҮ..................... 11 11 
JACKSON: HOLE LEVEES. ЭЛҮ ЗС. se жшше кы еее жа оын 1,281 1,281 
SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, МЯҰ................... 86 86 
MISCELLANEOUS 

AQUATIC NUISANCE CONTROL ЖЕЗЕАҚКСН..................... 853 3.500 
AUTOMATED BUDGET SYSTEM (АВ8)......................... 250 250 
COASTAL INLET RESEARCH PROGRAM. Aud Rud qa sb УА C eee 2,475 2,875 
CULTURAL RESOURCES (NACPRA/CURATION).... ............. 1,391 1,391 
DREDGE WwHEECLEK READY RESERVE..... Ж. 8,000 8,090 
DREDGING DATA AND LOCK PERFORMANCE MONITORING 'SYSTER.. 1.062 1.062 
DREDGIAG OPERATIONS AND ENVIRONMENTAL RESEARCH [POER 8,080 8,080 
URECGING OPERATIONS TECHNICAL SUPPORT PROGRAM. Т” 1,391 1,468 
TARTHQLAKE HAZARDS REDUCTION PROGRAM. TETTE 270 270 
RESERVE FOR KEY EMERGENCY MAINTENANCE г REPAIRS ае Дай 35.000 e 
РАСТОМ PROTECTION. а ара nonn a REX eee о ла ын ІІ 12,000 12.000 
GREAT LAKES SEDIMENT TRANSPORT MODELS ................ 900 950 
HARBOR MAINTENANCE FEE DATA COLLECTION... Vae 608 608 
INLAND WATERWAY NAVIGATION CHARTS. "ro 3,708 3,708 
HONITORING OF COHPLETED NAVIGATION. PROJECTS. ges 7.8765 1,575 
NATIONAL DAN SAFETY РЕСОВАК....... у Mia ле 252 256 
NATIONAL DAM SECURITY РЕОСКАМ......................... 31 31 
NATIONAL EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS PROGRAM (МЕРР)........ 5,000 5,000 
NATIONAL LEWIS AND CLARK COMMEMORATION COORDINATOR.... 319 319 
PERFORMANCE BASED BUDGETING SUPPORT РКООКАМ........... 734 734 
PROTECT, CLEAR AND STRAIGHTEN CHANNELS (SEC 3)........ 45 45 
RECREATION MANAGEMENT SUPPORT PROGRAM (RMSP).......... 1,600 1,600 
REGIONAL SEDIMENT MANAGEMENT DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM.... 1,301 2,500 
RELIABILITY HODELS PROGRAM FOR HAJOR REHABILITATION... 608 608 
REMOVAL OF SUNKEN УЕ55ЕМ5............................. 450 $75 
WATER OPERATIONS TECHNICAL SUPPORT (М075)............. 653 653 


WATERBORNE COMMERCE 5ТАТІ5Т71С85........................ 4,271 4,271 
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TITLE II—DEPARTMENT OF THE 


INTERIOR 
CENTRAL UTAH PROJECT COMPLETION 
ACCOUNT 
The conference agreement includes 


$48,009,000 for fiscal year 2005 to carry out the 
provisions of the Central Utah Project Com- 
pletion Act. An appropriation of $30,806,000 
has been provided for Central Utah project 
construction; $15,469,000 for fish, wildlife, and 
recreation, mitigation and conservation. The 
conference recommendation provides 
$1,734,000 for program administration and 
oversight. 
BUREAU OF RECLAMATION 
WATER AND RELATED RESOURCES 


An appropriation of $859,481,000 is provided 
by the conferees for Water and Related Re- 
sources. 

BUILDING AND SITE SECURITY 


Security Costs and Allocations.—Following 
the attacks on September 11, 2001, the Bu- 
reau of Reclamation strengthened security 
at Federal dams and similar facilities and 
has undertaken but not completed extensive 
risk assessments for over 400 units through- 
out the West. Many of these are multi-pur- 
pose facilities providing flood control, water 
Storage for contract irrigators, municipal 
and industrial water supplies, power genera- 
tion, recreation and environmental mitiga- 
tion benefits. The conference understands 
that beginning in fiscal year 2005, Reclama- 
tion will no longer make a distinction be- 
tween pre-September 11, 2001, security costs 
and post-September 11, 2001, security costs. 
The conference recognizes that the security 
posture of Reclamation will likely not ap- 
proach pre-September 11, 2001, levels for 
many years, if ever. The conference recog- 
nizes that project beneficiaries benefit from 
this enhanced security. However, the con- 
ference remains concerned about the 
reimbursability of increased security costs 
for Reclamation projects. Therefore, Rec- 
lamation shall provide a report to the con- 
ference, no later than, May 1, 2005, with a 
breakout of planned reimbursable and non- 
reimbursable security costs by project, by 
region. The conference directs the Commis- 
sioner not to begin the reimbursement proc- 
ess until the Congress provides direct in- 
struction to do so. 

Within the funds provided for the Central 
Valley Project, Colorado Front Work and 
Levee System, AZ. The conference has in- 
cluded additional funds to continue activi- 
ties for water management reservoirs to be 
constructed along the All American Canal. 

Central Valley Project.—A total of $7,500,000 
has been provided under various divisions of 
the Central Valley Project in support of the 
California Bay-Delta Restoration. A descrip- 
tion of the activities for which funds have 
been added follows. 

CENTRAL VALLEY PROJECT 
ENVIRONMENTAL WATER ACCOUNT 

Miscellaneous Project Programs.—$1,000,000 is 
provided to acquire water and groundwater 
storage. 

PLANNING AND MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES 

Delta Division Oversight.—$500,000 is pro- 
vided to continue coordination, administra- 
tion, planning, performance tracking and 
Science activities in coordination with 
CALFED Program Implementation Plan. 

STORAGE 

Delta Division.—$1,000,000 is provided for 
Reclamation to continue participating in 
planning and study activities associated 
with enlarging Los Vaqueros reservoir. 
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Sacramento River Division.—$1,000,000 is pro- 
vided to continue planning and study activi- 
ties for Sites reservoir. 

Shasta Division.—$1,000,000 is provided to 
continue evaluating the potential impacts of 
the proposed Shasta raise. 

CONVEYANCE 


Delta Division.—$1,000,000 is provided for 
the Tracy Test Fish facility. 

Miscellaneous Project Programs.—$1,000,000 is 
provided for the continuation of feasibility 
levels studies and technical assistance to the 
State of California; $1,000,000 for the Bureau 
for the administration of storage, convey- 
ance, water use efficiency, ecosystem res- 
toration, science and water transfer. 

Central Valley Project, Friant Division, Cali- 
fornia.—The conferees have provided an addi- 
tional $1,000,000 for the Bureau of Reclama- 
tion to continue the Upper San Joaquin 
River Basin Storage investigation. 

Middle Rio Grande Project, New Mexico.— 
The conferees are pleased with the increased 
progress of on-the-ground activities result- 
ing from implementation of the Executive 
Committee of the Endangered Species Col- 
laborative program. Of the total $6,150,000 
provided for this effort, the Bureau of Rec- 
lamation is to fund the following activities: 
$2,000,000 for habitat restoration; $275,000 for 
water and minnow management improve- 
ment; $2,000,000 for water acquisition; $500,000 
for science and monitoring; $750,000 for bio- 
logical opinion monitoring; and $625,000 for 
program management. Prior to obligation of 
funds, the Bureau is to submit the funding 
levels for each category, accompanied by a 
detailed spending plan, to the House and 
Senate Appropriations Committees for ap- 
proval. The Bureau will also submit to the 
Committees, concurrent with the President's 
funding request to Congress, a detailed 
Spending plan for the 2006 fiscal year. The 
cost-share requirements for this program re- 
main 75 percent Federal/25 percent non-Fed- 
eral. Within the funds provided, the Bureau 
is directed to begin work on the models for 
the Silvery Minnow sanctuary. 

Middle Rio Grande Project, Middle Rio 
Grande Levees, New Mexico.—The conference 
has provided an additional $5,000,000 for the 
continued repair of the Middle Rio Grande 
levees, on which work began in fiscal year 
2003. 

San Juan River Basin Investigations Program, 
New Mexico.—The conference has included 
additional funds for the Commissioner to 
begin the evaluation and initial work regard- 
ing the San Juan Chama, New Mexico, title 
transfer. 

Oklahoma Investigations | Project, Okla- 
homa.—The conferees have provided addi- 
tional funds for the Bureau of Reclamation 
to continue studying ways to improve man- 
agement of the Arbuckle-Simpson aquifer. 

Klamath Project, Oregon and California.— 
The conferees recommend additional funds 
for the Klamath Project water bank pro- 
gram. From within available funds, the con- 
ferees direct that up to $1,000,000 be used for 
water quality multi-probe and flow measure- 
ment instrumentation. 

Mni Wiconi Project, South Dakota.—The con- 
ference agreement provides $25,282,000 for 
this project. Within the funds provided, up to 
$160,000 may be used to replace water trucks 
for the Oglala Sioux Tribe. Reclamation and 
its tribal partners are cautioned that these 
water trucks should only be used for sup- 
plying water on a temporary short term crit- 
ical need basis to areas that are part of the 
authorized Mni Wiconi project but are not 
yet served by the project. As more of the 
project is completed, the conference expects 
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this water hauling operation to diminish. 
The Rosebud Sioux Rural Water System is 
authorized to utilize funds provided for the 
operation and maintenance of the Mni 
Wiconi Rural Water Project to contract with 
the town of White River to deliver water to 
tribal members located in White River, SD. 

Washington State Investigations Program, 
Washington.—The conference has included 
additional funds for studies of the West 
Canal reach through Ephrata and for ap- 
praisal of the Odessa Subaquifer. 

Departmental Irrigation Drainage Program.— 
The conferees have included additional funds 
for the Uncompahgre, Colorado selenium 
project. 

Drought Emergency Assistance Program.— 
The conferees have provided additional funds 
for drought assistance and urge the agency 
to provide full and fair consideration of the 
request for drought assistance from the 
State of Hawaii. The conferees are aware of 
the impacts of the significant drought which 
has lasted several years in the West, and has 
provided $50,000 for drought assistance in an 
effort to mitigate some effects of the 
drought. Of the total funds provided, $250,000 
is for Espanola, New Mexico and $200,000 is 
for Chimayo, New Mexico. 

Water 2025.—The dire drought the West is 
currently experiencing, combined with an 
unprecedented number of water users and en- 
dangered species and related requirements, 
make water use efficiencies more critical 
than ever. The conference has provided 
$19,500,000 for this initiative proposed by the 
administration. The reduction does not re- 
flect the conference’s strong support for this 
effort. The initiative is an effort to enhance 
efficiency and performance in water and 
power delivery. Ultimately, the conference 
believes that the initiative, if successfully 
carried out, will result in enhanced effi- 
ciency in the operation of Reclamation pro- 
grams and projects. Of the funds provided 
$2,000,000 is for the Desert Research Institute 
to address water quality and environmental 
issues in ways that will bring industry and 
regulators to mutually acceptable answers. 
The conference believes that the water re- 
source and efficiency issues, combined with 
the drought and endangered species listings, 
make the Rio Grande River in New Mexico 
the embodiment of the Water 2025 initiative. 
Therefore, the conference has included 
$1,750,000 to provide for continued efficiency 
and water improvements related to the Mid- 
dle Rio Grande Conservancy district, includ- 
ing a system evaluation, siphons, flow meas- 
urement gages, gates and the automation of 
diversions. 

In addition, the conference has included 
$1,000,000 for work related to the Aamodt 
water rights settlement efforts. 

The conference strongly encourages the 
Bureau to consider providing funding to the 
Rural Water Technology Alliance to imple- 
ment low-cost remote sensing technologies 
and water conservation technologies in the 
West. The conferees have also provided addi- 
tional funds for the Bureau of Reclamation 
to continue its successful alliance with the 
International Center for Water Resources 
Management at Central State University in 
Ohio, the Ohio View Consortium, and Colo- 
rado State University, for the development 
of advanced remote sensing technologies for 
use in operational decisionmaking to deal 
with the current drought conditions and 
with future constraining events. The con- 
ferees are also aware of the serious water 
shortage issues in Central Texas. There is 
significant potential to address these issues 
if salinity problems in the Lake Whitney wa- 
tershed could be ameliorated. The Bureau is 
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encouraged to work with local and State of- 
ficials as well as researchers at Baylor Uni- 
versity to address these problems. 

Science and Technology, Desalination Re- 
search and Development Program.—The con- 
ferees have provided additional funds for de- 
salination efforts for research and develop- 
ment of new, advanced technologies to cre- 
ate new additional water supplies using de- 
salination and related technologies. The 
Commissioner is directed to assess the po- 
tential use of advanced water treatment 
technologies as a resource to create new net 
water supplies and to evaluate project bene- 
fits, economic values and environmental ef- 
fects. Further, the Commissioner should 
identify resource needs that can be met 
through these technologies and inter-party 
transfers, and to identify obstacles to be 
overcome (physical, financial, institutional, 
and regulatory). In using the funds provided, 
the Bureau shall pay particular attention to 
research and development of shallow well 
pretreatment, brine disposal and recycling, 
micro-filtration and  ultra-filtration, and 
water conditioning. Further, the conference 
continues to urge the Bureau of Reclamation 
to place a higher priority on desalination ac- 
tivities in future budgets given the impor- 
tance of sustainable water supplies to the 
West and to other regions of the country. Of 
the funds provided, $3,500,000 is for the con- 
tinuation of the project in Tularosa, New 
Mexico. The conference notes that, with re- 
gard to the Tularosa Basin National Desali- 
nation Research Center, section 7 of the 
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Water Desalination Act of 1996 does not 
apply to the project because it is a joint Fed- 
eral effort. 

The conference has also included $3,000,000 
in additional funding for the WateReuse 
Foundation. These funds shall be available 
to support the Foundation’s research prior- 
ities. 

Wetlands Development.—The conferees have 
provided $500,000 for the Bureau of Reclama- 
tion to continue work on the East Wetlands 
Restoration project in Yuma, Arizona. 

Title XVI, Water Reclamation and Reuse Pro- 
gram.—The conference agreement provides 
$1,655,000 for the Title XVI Water Reclama- 
tion and Reuse Program. Of this, $125,000 is 
provided for the Bureau to work with the 
Mission Springs, California, Water District 
to evaluate further the possibilities of using 
recycled water for groundwater recharge or 
other non-potable uses. 

Water Management and Conservation Pro- 
gram.—Within the funds provided, the con- 
ferees direct that $700,000 be used to continue 
urban water conservation programs within 
the service area of the Metropolitan Water 
District of Southern California and $200,000 
for the Bureau to continue a cost shared, in- 
dustrial recirculation water efficiency effort 
related to recirculating water use by indus- 
tries in Southern California to conserve 
water. 

CENTRAL VALLEY PROJECT RESTORATION FUND 


The conference agreement provides 
$54,695,000 for the Central Valley Project 
Restoration Fund. 
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POLICY AND ADMINISTRATION 


The conference agreement provides 
$58,153,000 for general administrative ex- 
penses. The conferees expect the Bureau of 
Reclamation to continue to observe under- 
financing guidance provided in the fiscal 
year 2004 Energy and Water Appropriations 
Act. 


GENERAL PROVISIONS—DEPARTMENT OF THE 
INTERIOR 


Sec. 201. The conference report includes 
language regarding Kesterson Reservoir in 
California. 

Sec. 202. The conference report includes 
language regarding the purchase or lease of 
water in New Mexico. 

Sec. 203. The conference report includes 
language regarding the Lower Colorado 
River Basin Development. 

Sec. 204. The conference report includes 
language regarding Drought Emergency As- 
sistance. 

Sec. 205. The conference report includes 
language regarding the San Juan Chama 
Project in New Mexico. 

Sec. 206. The conference report includes 
language regarding Water 2025. 

Sec. 207. The conference report includes 
language regarding the Animas La Plata 
project. 

Sec. 208. The conference report includes 
language regarding Montana water contract 
extensions. 
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TITLE III—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 


The summary tables at the end of this title 
set forth the conference agreement with re- 
Spect to the individual appropriations, pro- 
grams, and activities of the Department of 
Energy. Additional items of conference 
agreement are discussed below. 

CONGRESSIONAL DIRECTION 


The conferees support the House language 
requiring the Secretary to submit to the 
House and Senate Committees on Appropria- 
tions, Subcommittee on Energy and Water 
Development, a quarterly report on the sta- 
tus of all projects, reports, fund transfers, 
and other actions directed in the House bill 
and report for the Energy and Water Devel- 
opment Appropriations Act for Fiscal Year 
2005, and in this conference agreement. 

FIVE-YEAR BUDGET PLANNING 


The conferees agree with the House lan- 
guage regarding five-year budget planning. 
NON-NNSA WORK AT NNSA FACILITIES 


Within 90 days of enactment, the conferees 
direct the Secretary, working with the Ad- 
ministrator of the National Nuclear Security 
Administration (NNSA), to put in place writ- 
ten procedures for work taskings originating 
from non-NNSA program offices in DOE to 
NNSA laboratories that are consistent with 
the constraints of Section 3213 of Public Law 
106-65, as subsequently modified by Section 
3157 of Public Law 106-398, and follow the 
chain of command (i.e., through the Sec- 
retary of Energy and the Administrator of 
the NNSA to the NNSA field elements) that 
is clearly specified in those statutes. 

LABORATORY DIRECTED RESEARCH AND 
DEVELOPMENT (LDRD) 

The conferees recognize the value of con- 
ducting discretionary research at DOE's na- 
tional laboratories. Such research provides 
valuable benefits to the Department and to 
other Federal agencies, and is useful for at- 
tracting and retaining scientific talent. 

However, the conferees continue to have 
serious reservations about the financial exe- 
cution of this program, specifically with how 
the Department’s laboratories levy the 
LDRD ‘‘tax’’ on work being performed for 
other agencies (Work for Others). The con- 
ferees agree with the concerns detailed in 
the House report dealing with LDRD and 
work for others. Beginning with the enact- 
ment of this appropriation, DOE shall not 
advance funds for LDRD based upon work for 
others, but only provide the LDRD funds to 
the labs once the Department has received 
the fund transfers from other agencies to pay 
for the work. 

REPROGRAMMING GUIDELINES 

The conferees require the Department to 
inform the House and Senate Committees on 
Appropriations promptly and fully when a 
change in program execution or funding is 
required during the fiscal year. A reprogram- 
ming includes the reallocation of funds from 
one activity to another within an appropria- 
tion, or any significant departure from a pro- 
gram, project, or activity described in the 
agency’s budget justification as presented to 
and approved by Congress. For construction 
projects, a reprogramming constitutes the 
reallocation of funds from one construction 
project identified in the justifications to an- 
other project or a significant change in the 
scope of an approved project. 

A reprogramming should be made only 
when an unforeseen situation arises, and 
then only if delay of the project or the activ- 
ity until the next appropriations year would 
result in a detrimental impact to an agency 
program or priority. The Department should 
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not submit reprogrammings in the fourth 
quarter of the fiscal year unless necessitated 
by an unforeseeable change in external cir- 
cumstances. Reprogrammings may also be 
considered if the Department can show that 
significant cost savings can accrue by in- 
creasing funding for an activity. Mere con- 
venience or desire should not be factors for 
consideration. 

Reprogrammings should not be employed 
to initiate new programs or to change pro- 
gram, project, or activity allocations specifi- 
cally denied, limited, or increased by Con- 
gress in the Act or report. In cases where un- 
foreseen events or conditions are deemed to 
require such changes, proposals shall be sub- 
mitted in advance to the Committees and be 
fully explained and justified. 

The conferees have not provided statutory 
language to define the reprogramming guide- 
lines, but do expect the Department to fol- 
low the spirit and the letter of the guidance 
provided in this report. The Committees 
have not provided the Department with any 
internal reprogramming flexibility in fiscal 
year 2005, unless specifically identified in the 
House or conference reports. Any realloca- 
tion of new or prior year budget authority or 
prior year deobligations must be submitted 
to the Committees in writing and may not be 
implemented prior to approval by the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations. 


REDUCTIONS NECESSARY TO ACCOMMODATE 
SPECIFIC PROGRAM DIRECTIONS 


The Department is directed to provide a re- 
port to the House and Senate Committees on 
Appropriations by March 30, 2005, on the ac- 
tual application of any general reductions of 
funding or applications of prior year bal- 
ances contained in this conference agree- 
ment. Such reductions are to be applied pro- 
portionately against each program, project, 
or activity. If necessary, the Department 
must submit a reprogramming to reallocate 
funds if the proportional reduction unduly 
impacts a specific program, project, or activ- 
ity. 

SMALL BUSINESS PROCUREMENTS 

The conferees are concerned that the De- 
partment of Energy’s current efforts at 
breaking out procurement requirements for 
small business contracts do not represent a 
systematic approach for consideration of 
small business statutory goals together with 
other legitimate acquisition objectives. The 
conference report includes statutory lan- 
guage (General Provisions 312 and 813) ге- 
quiring the Department to undertake such a 
systematic approach by utilizing the appro- 
priate consultative process set forth in the 
Federal Acquisition Regulation. 


ENERGY SUPPLY 


The conference agreement 
$946,272,000 for Energy Supply. 


RENEWABLE ENERGY RESOURCES 


The conference agreement provides 
$389,063,000 for renewable energy resources. 
As in fiscal year 2004, funds for renewable en- 
ergy resources shall remain available until 
expended. The conferees provide $5,000,000 for 
the National Center on Energy Management 
and Building Technologies and direct that 
this project shall be subject to the cost shar- 
ing requirements of a research project rather 
than a demonstration project. 

Biomass/biofuels.—The conference agree- 
ment includes $82,147,000 for biomass and bio- 
refinery systems research and development. 
The conference agreement includes $500,000 
for the Oxydiesel demonstration program in 
California and Nevada; $500,000 for а bio- 
refinery at the Louisiana State University 


provides 
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Agricultural Center; $500,000 for the 
ThermoEnergy research project at the Uni- 
versity of Nevada-Reno; $500,000 for the 
Vermont Biomass Energy Center; $500,000 for 
the Vermont Biofuels Initiative; $500,000 for 
the National Ag-Based Industrial Lubricants 
Center at the University of Northern Iowa; 
$500,000 for the Chariton Valley Biomass 
Project; $250,000 for the Eastern Nevada 
Landscape Coalition for biomass restoration 
and science-based restoration; $250,000 for 
the City of Wells, Nevada, Recycling for En- 
ergy Conservation Project; $1,000,000 for the 
Center for Biomass Utilization at the Uni- 
versity of North Dakota; $500,000 for the Liv- 
ingston Parish Alternative Fuel Plant Con- 
struction; $3,000,000 for the Consortium for 
Plant Biotechnology Research (CPBR); 
$200,000 for the Alaska Wood Biomass 
project; $3,000,000 for the Mississippi Tech- 
nology Alliance Alternative Energy Enter- 
prise Program; $1,500,000 for the Mississippi 
State University Biodiesel from Feedstocks 
project; $2,000,000 for the Kentucky Rural En- 
ergy Supply program; $1,500,000 to the South- 
Eastern and North-Central Regional Sun 
Grant Centers for purposes as authorized in 
H.R. 2678, the Consolidated Appropriations 
Act, 2004, which amended Title IX of the 
Farm Security and Rural Investment Act of 
2002, for research, extension, and educational 
programs on biobased energy technologies 
and products; $500,000 for the Purdue-Mid- 
west Consortium for Sustainable Biofuels; 
$1,000,000 for the Texas A&M Renewable En- 
ergy from Animal Biowaste project; $1,500,000 
for the Biotech-to-Ethanol Project; $2,000,000 
for the National Biofuel Energy Laboratory; 
$1,000,000 for the Research Triangle Biomass 
project in North Carolina; $2,000,000 for 
sugar-based ethanol biorefinery at Louisiana 
State University; $200,000 for the SUNY-Mor- 
risville anaerobic digester project; $3,000,000 
through NREL for demonstration for a 
small-scale biomass system (ВіоМах); 
$1,000,000 for research on anaerobic digestion 
by the Ohio Agricultural Research Develop- 
ment Center in cooperation with the City of 
Wooster. The conference agreement provides 
$500,000 for alternative fuel source study in 
Alabama, $1,500,000 is provided for а bio- 
refinery and hydrogen fuel cell research in 
Georgia. 

The conferees believe that the Regional 
Biomass Energy Program (RBEP) has been a 
successful partnership and provide $4,000,000 
for product development and State and Re- 
gional partnership activities. 

Geothermal.—The conference agreement in- 
cludes $25,800,000 for geothermal activities, 
the same as the budget request. Geopowering 
the West is funded at current year levels. 
The Department is directed to maintain 
funding for university research at the fiscal 
year 2004 funding level. The conference 
agreement includes $500,000 for the Full Cir- 
cle Project in Lake County, California; 
$1,000,000 for geothermal research at the Uni- 
versity of Nevada-Reno; $500,000 for the Tus- 
carora Geothermal Project; $300,000 for the 
Klamath and Lake Counties Geothermal-Ag- 
ricultural Industrial Park in Oregon; $750,000 
for the Geothermal Mill Redevelopment 
project in Massachusetts; and $196,000 for the 
University of Texas Permian Basin Center 
for Energy and Economic Diversification for 
geothermal research. 

Hydrogen.—The conference agreement in- 
cludes $95,325,000 for hydrogen activities. No 
funds are provided for the proposed effort on 
hydrogen education as these efforts are pre- 
mature. The conference agreement includes 
$2,000,000 for the Fuel Cell Mine Loader and 
Prototype Locomotive; $1,000,000 for the Ha- 
waii Hydrogen Center for Development and 
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Deployment of Distributed Energy Systems; 
$5,000,000 for the University of Nevada-Las 
Vegas renewable hydrogen fueling station 
system; $3,000,000 for the University of Ne- 
vada-Las Vegas for hydrogen storage and 
fuel cells; $100,000 for the Zero Emission Bus 
Demonstration Program Evaluation; 
$1,000,000 for the hydrogen fuel cell project 
for the Regional Transportation Commission 
of Washoe County, Nevada; $1,100,000 for the 
Ohio Distributed Hydrogen Project; $2,000,000 
for the Hydrogen Regional Infrastructure 
Program; $2,000,000 for the University of 
South Carolina Clean Energy Research pro- 
gram; $1,000,000 for the University of Toledo/ 
Bowling Green Fuel Cell Research project; 
$5,000,000 for the California Hydrogen Infra- 
structure Project, including $1,000,000 for 
validation efforts within the Lake Tahoe 
basin; $500,000 for Startech plasma conver- 
sion technology; $3,000,000 for fuel cell re- 
search at the University of South Florida; 
$3,000,000 for the Edison Materials Tech- 
nology Center to develop improved materials 
to support the hydrogen economy; and 
$2,000,000 for the Florida Hydrogen Initiative; 
$5,000,000 should be used to support a com- 
petitive solicitation for solid oxide fuel cell 
research under a cost-shared program to 
look at the application of solid oxide electro- 
chemical technology for co-production of hy- 
drogen and electricity and also for storage of 
electricity through closed and open system 
regenerative fuel cells. 

The conferees strongly support the 
FreedomCar and Hydrogen Fuel initiatives. 

Hydropower.—The conference agreement 
provides $5,000,000 for hydropower. As di- 
rected previously, the Department should 
focus its efforts on completing a limited pro- 
gram of testing and demonstration of new 
turbine technologies and then transfer these 
technologies to other Federal agencies and 
private sector firms for deployment. The pro- 
posed increase for advanced hydropower 
technology should be funded by the agencies 
that own and operate the Federal hydro- 
power facilities, not by the Department of 
Energy. 

Solar Energy.—The conference agreement 
includes $86,533,000 for solar energy pro- 
grams. As in prior fiscal years, the conferees 
have combined the concentrating solar 
power, photovoltaic energy systems, and 
solar building technology subprograms into 
a single program for solar energy, with the 
control level at the solar energy program ac- 
count level. The Southeast and Southwest 
photovoltaic stations are to be funded at 
current year levels and the conferees direct 
the Department to continue to support the 
public-private Million Solar Roofs program. 
The conferees include $6,000,000 from within 
available funds for concentrating solar 
power. The conference agreement includes 
$200,000 for Photovoltaic panels for the Mark 
Twain House and Museum; $750,000 for the 
Solar Technology Center at the University of 
Nevada-Las Vegas; $1,500,000 for Photonics 
Research and Development at the University 
of Nevada-Las Vegas; $4,500,000 for the eval- 
uation of solar-powered thermo-chemical 
production of hydrogen for the University of 
Nevada-Las Vegas; $400,000 for the University 
of Louisville Sustainable Buildings project; 
$1,500,000 for the Conductive Coatings for 
Solar Cells project; and $250,000 for the Town 
of Yucca Valley solar energy project (CA). 

Wind.—The conference agreement includes 
$41,600,000 for wind programs. The conference 
agreement includes $500,000 for the North Da- 
kota Hydrogen Wind Pilot Project; $500,000 
for the Great Plains Wind Energy Trans- 
mission Development Project; $1,500,000 for 
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the Alaska Wind Energy project; $500,000 for 
the Renewable Energy for Rural Economic 
Development Program, Utah State Univer- 
sity (UT); $500,000 for the Iowa Lakes Com- 
munity College wind turbine project; and 
$525,000 for the St. Francis University (PA) 
wind farm project. 

Intergovernmental Activities.—The con- 
ference agreement includes $17,000,000 for re- 
newable support and implementation. This 
amount includes $6,500,000 for the inter- 
national renewable energy program, includ- 
ing $2,000,000 for the International Utility 
Electricity Partnership (IUEP), $5,500,000 for 
tribal energy, and $5,000,000 for the Renew- 
able Energy Production Incentive (REPI). 
The conference agreement includes $1,000,000 
for the Pyramid Lake Paiute Tribe Renew- 
able Energy Park; $1,000,000 for the Council 
of Renewable Energy Resource Tribes 
(CERT); and $600,000 for the Clean Energy 
Technology Exports (CETE) initiative. The 
funds for CETE are provided to the Office of 
International Energy Market Development 
in the Department of Energy to carry out a 
program in support of the multi-Agency 
Clean Energy Technology Exports Initiative. 

Renewable Support and Implementation.— 
The conference agreement provides $4,967,000, 
including $1,967,000 for departmental energy 
management and $3,000,000 to continue the 
efforts of the National Renewable Energy 
Laboratory (NREL) to develop renewable en- 
ergy resources uniquely suited to the South- 
western United States through its virtual 
site office in Nevada. 

National Climate Change Technology Initia- 
tive.—The conferees provide no funds for this 
initiative. 

Facilities and | Infrastructure.—The con- 
ference agreement provides the requested 
amount of $4,800,000 for the National Renew- 
able Energy Laboratory (NREL) and includes 
an additional $6,680,000 for construction of 
the new Science and Technology facility at 
NREL (project 02-Е-001). 

Program Direction.—The conference agree- 
ment includes $19,211,000 for program direc- 
tion. 

ELECTRICITY TRANSMISSION AND DISTRIBUTION 


The conference agreement provides 
$121,155,000 for Electricity Transmission and 
Distribution. The conference agreement in- 
cludes $5,000,000 to accelerate the operation 
of the national SCADA testbed at the Idaho 
National Laboratory. The conferees provide 
$5,500,000 for the GridWorks initiative and 
$6,500,000 for the GridWise initiative, which 
includes an additional $1,500,000 in GridWise 
for the Northwest Regional Demonstration 
project. The conference agreement includes: 
$750,000 for the Electric Utility Transmission 
and Distribution Line Engineering Project; 
$325,000 for the Pacific Northwest Bi-Na- 
tional Regional Energy Planning Initiative 
(AK); $3,000,000 for the Western Environ- 
mental Technology Office; $2,000,000 for the 
University of Missouri at Rolla electric 
transmission program; $1,000,000 for the 
Smart Energy Management Control Systems 
project in Alabama; $1,500,000 for the North- 
west Indiana Electric Infrastructure project; 
$1,500,000 for the University of Notre Dame 
for research on ionic fluids for power dis- 
tribution; $1,500,000 for the Center for Grid 
Modernization (PA); $1,000,000 for the Large 
Scale Energy Center in Michigan; $750,000 for 
research on advanced ceramic engines and 
materials for energy applications; $1,000,000 
for the National Center for Reliable Electric 
Power Transmission to develop high power 
silicon-carbide based power electronics sys- 
tems (AR); $2,000,000 to continue develop- 
ment of the bi-polar Ni-Mh wafer cell bat- 
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tery storage system; $1,500,000 for the Iowa 
Stored Energy Plant using an underground 
aquifer; $2,000,000 for research, development, 
and demonstration of advanced thermal en- 
ergy storage technology integrated with re- 
newable thermal energy technology; 
$5,000,000 for a Florida state-wide university 
research initiative on electric power infra- 
structure and security; $3,000,000 for research 
into lead carbon acid asymmetric super- 
capacitors; and $400,000 for Dine Power in 
New Mexico. The conference agreement pro- 
vides $500,000 for alternative fuel source 
study in Alabama. 

The conference agreement includes 
$10,500,000 for the National Energy Tech- 
nology Laboratory (NETL) for energy assur- 
ance technology and electric grid modeling 
activities, including $3,000,000 for program 
direction, travel, and other related direct 
and indirect expenses. Ап additional 
$5,000,000 shall be for NETL to continue the 
planning, design, and construction of an en- 
ergy information training facility at Camp 
Dawson. An additional $4,000,000 shall be 
available to continue physical improvements 
at the facility. 

The conferees agree that the Office of En- 
ergy Assurance should be closed and that the 
functions of that office should be merged 
with the functions of the Office of Elec- 
tricity Transmission and Distribution. 

NUCLEAR ENERGY 

The conference agreement provides a total 
of $513,271,000 for Nuclear Energy. The Office 
of Nuclear Energy, Science and Technology 
is the lead office with landlord responsibil- 
ities for the Idaho site. Because this site pro- 
vides considerable support to defense activi- 
ties and naval nuclear reactors, $114,347,000 
of costs are allocated to other defense activi- 
ties and $10,000,000 is allocated to Naval Re- 
actors. Both programs are in the 050 budget 
function. 

'The conferees commend the State of South 
Carolina for recently creating one of the 
first new graduate nuclear engineering pro- 
grams in the last 20 years. The conferees pro- 
vide $1,500,000 from available funds to sup- 
port this effort. The conferees also support 
the efforts of the University of Nevada-Las 
Vegas to launch a graduate nuclear engineer- 
ing program and instruct the Department to 
support this worthy effort. 

University reactor fuel assistance and sup- 
port.—The conference agreement includes 
$24,000,000. 

Research and development.—The conference 
agreement provides $172,000,000 for nuclear 
energy research and development activities. 
The conference agreement includes $2,500,000 
for nuclear energy plant optimization 
(NEPO) to address the affects of aging on 
material in nuclear plants, $2,500,000 for the 
nuclear energy research initiative (NERI), 
$50,000,000 for Nuclear Power 2010, $40,000,000 
for the Generation IV nuclear energy sys- 
tems initiative, $9,000,000 for the nuclear hy- 
drogen initiative, and $68,000,000 for the Ad- 
vanced Fuel Cycle Initiative (AFCI). These 
NERI funds are in addition to funds included 
in the request for other nuclear research and 
development items. 

For Nuclear Power 2010, the conferees di- 
rect the Department to focus the resources 
on the demonstration of the regulatory li- 
censing processes of 10 CFR Part 52 for early 
site permits, design certifications, and com- 
bined construction and operating licenses. 
This is to be cost-shared with industrial and 
governmental entities. 

Within the funding for Generation IV, the 
conferees direct that $25,000,000 be used for 
the Next Generation Nuclear Plant (NGNP) 
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project. The conferees expect the Depart- 
ment to submit a budget in fiscal year 2006 
that is consistent with the goal of dem- 
onstrating hydrogen production and elec- 
tricity generation by 2015 at the Idaho Na- 
tional Laboratory. 

Within the Nuclear Hydrogen Initiative, 
the conferees provide $4,000,000 to the UNLV 
Research Foundation to continue research 
and development of high temperature heat 
exchangers and chemical processing equip- 
ment to permit demonstration of nuclear- 
powered production of hydrogen from water. 

Within the Advanced Fuel Cycle Initiative, 
the conferees direct $7,000,000 to the UNLV 
Research Foundation for continued research; 
of this amount, $3,000,000 is provided for col- 
laborative studies of ‘‘deep burn’’ fuel cycles 
in advanced nuclear reactor designs. Also 
within available funds, $3,000,000 is provided 
for the Idaho Accelerator Center and 
$7,000,000 is provided to develop a Nuclear 
Energy Materials Test Station at the Los Al- 
amos Neutron Science Center to advance the 
technology needed to support the materials 
and fuel experiments required by the Ad- 
vanced Fuel Cycle and for the exploration of 
Generation IV fast neutron spectrum sys- 
tems. 

Radiological Facilities Management.—The Of- 
fice of Nuclear Energy, Science and Tech- 
nology operates a variety of facilities and 
equipment to support the needs of space, de- 
fense, and medical customers who obtain ra- 
diological materials from the Department of 
Energy on a reimbursable basis. The con- 
ference agreement provides $69,110,000 for 
this work. 

Space and defense power systems infrastruc- 
ture.—The conference agreement includes 
$33,800,000 to maintain the infrastructure 
necessary to support future national secu- 
rity needs and National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration missions. 

Medical isotopes infrastructure.—The con- 
ference agreement includes $21,194,000 for the 
medical isotope program and $13,616,000 for 
construction of facility modifications for U- 
233 disposition at Oak Ridge National Lab- 
oratory. 

Idaho Facilities Management.—The con- 
ference agreement provides $121,527,000 for 
Idaho National Laboratory operations and 
infrastructure. This funding covers activities 
previously funded separately in budget lines 
for ANL-West and INEEL. The conference 
agreement provides the requested amount of 
$1,523,000 for project 99-E-200, at the Test Re- 
actor Area. Within available funds, 
$10,000,000 is provided for capital improve- 
ments and operational upgrades to the Ad- 
vanced Test Reactor. Of these funds, 
$8,000,000 is designated for capital improve- 
ments, including the ATR Gas Loop and 
$2,000,000 is provided for operational systems 
and upgrades. The conferees’ provide 
$5,000,000 for critical infrastructure upgrades 
at Argonne National Laboratory-West. 

Idaho Sitewide Safeguards and Security.— 


The conference agreement provides 
$58,103,000 for Idaho sitewide safeguards and 
security. 


Spent Nuclear Fuel Management.—The con- 
ferees direct the Office of Nuclear Energy, 
Science and Technology to assume the re- 
sponsibilities that were proposed for transfer 
to the Office of Civilian Radioactive Waste 
Management. The conference recommenda- 
tion provides the requested amount of fund- 
ing, $6,723,000. Within available funds, 
$1,500,000 is provided to inspect and repack- 
age the spent fuel stored at the Lynchburg 
Technology Center in Virginia. 

Program direction.—The conference agree- 
ment includes $60,285,000 for program direc- 
tion. 
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ENVIRONMENT, SAFETY, AND HEALTH (NON- 
DEFENSE) 

The conference agreement provides 
$28,000,000 for non-defense environment, safe- 
ty and health activities, which includes 
$20,000,000 for program direction. The con- 
ference agreement includes the transfer of 
$700,000 to the Occupational Health and Safe- 
ty Administration (OSHA) for the costs of 
OSHA regulation of worker health and safety 
at DOE’s non-nuclear facilities not covered 
under the Atomic Energy Act. 

OFFICE OF LEGACY MANAGEMENT (NON- 
DEFENSE) 

The conference agreement provides 
$31,130,000 for the Office of Legacy Manage- 
ment, the same as the budget request. 
NON-DEFENSE SITE ACCELERATION COMPLETION 


The conference agreement provides 
$151,850,000 for Non-Defense Site Accelera- 
tion. 

2006 Accelerated Completions.—The con- 
ference agreement provides $45,435,000, the 
same as the budget request. 

2012 Accelerated Completions.—The con- 
ference agreement provides $98,191,000, the 
same as the budget request. 

2035 Accelerated Completions.—The con- 
ference agreement provides $8,224,000 for 2035 
Accelerated Completions. The Conferees’ rec- 
ommendation includes the requested 
$7,773,000 to accelerate remediation of the 
former Atlas Mill Site in Moab, Utah. 

NON-DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 


The conference agreement provides 
$291,296,000 for non-defense environmental 
services. 

Community and regulatory support.—The 
conference agreement provides $90,000, the 
same as the budget request. 

Environmental cleanup projects——The con- 
ference agreement provides $46,083,000, the 
same as the budget request. 

Non-closure environmental activities —The 
conference agreement provides $245,123,000, 
the same as the budget request. The con- 
ferees provide $100,000,000 for the Depleted 
Uranium Hexafluoride Conversion Project, 
Paducah, Kentucky and Portsmouth, Ohio 
(project 02-U-101), including an additional 
$7,400,000 to ensure that conversion and dis- 
position of the accumulated DUF6 is carried 
out as soon as is safely possible. 

URANIUM ENRICHMENT DECONTAMINATION AND 

DECOMMISSIONING FUND 


The conference agreement provides 
$499,007,000 for activities funded from the 
Uranium Enrichment Decontamination and 
Decommissioning Fund. 

The Conferees’ recommendation provides a 
total of $112,178,000 for activities related to 
the Paducah Gaseous Diffusion Plant. The 
Conferees provide $19,421,000 in additional 
funds to accelerate characterization and dis- 
posal of legacy waste stored at the plant, in- 
cluding 50,000 tons of scrap metal and 41,000 
drums of low-level waste at the Paducah 
Gaseous Diffusion Plant. The conferees pro- 
vide $80,000,000 for uranium and thorium re- 
imbursements. 

The Conferees reiterate the fiscal year 2004 
conference guidance regarding the barter ar- 
rangement. 

SCIENCE 


The Science account funds the Depart- 
ment’s work on high energy physics, nuclear 
physics, biological and environmental 
sciences, basic energy sciences, advanced sci- 
entific computing, maintenance of the lab- 
oratories’ physical infrastructure, fusion en- 
ergy sciences, safeguards апа security, 
science workforce development, and science 


November 19, 2004 


program direction. The conference agree- 
ment provides $3,628,902,000. The conferees 
encourage the Department to request suffi- 
cient funds for the Office of Science in fiscal 
year 2006 to operate user facilities for as 
much time as possible, to enhance user sup- 
port, and to upgrade essential equipment at 
the Department’s Science user facilities. 

The conferees reiterate their support for 
broader participation by universities in 
DOE’s research programs, including existing 
user facilities and potential new user facili- 
ties. The conferees are aware of the Office of 
Science’s strategy for future facilities. 
Where existing facilities provide capabilities 
critical to a new user facility, co-location is 
appropriate; where this is not the case, the 
location of new user facilities should be 
openly competed. Regardless of location, 
broad participation in design by staff from 
national laboratories, user faculty from col- 
leges, universities, and industrial investiga- 
tors and groups should be sought. All of 
these user groups must have access to these 
capabilities on a competitive basis. 

High energy physics.—The conference agree- 
ment provides $741,629,000 for high energy 
physics research. The control level is at the 
High Energy Physics level. The conferees en- 
courage the Department to proceed with the 
Dark Energy Mission even if the primary 
science of the mission and mission develop- 
ment must be pursued by the Department so 
as to avoid schedule delays resulting from 
implementing the mission jointly with 
NASA. International cooperation and appro- 
priate launch arrangements should be pur- 
sued where appropriate. The conferees recog- 
nize that an excellent and energized science 
team has been assembled for this exciting 
mission. Within available funds, the con- 
ferees redirect $5,000,000 from the Science 
Laboratories Infrastrucuture construction 
funds at the Stanford Linear Accelerator 
Center MEL-001 Subproject 36 to the High 
Energy Physics account for the research pro- 
gram at SLAC. 

Nuclear physics—The conference agree- 
ment provides $408,040,000 for nuclear phys- 
ics. An additional $5,000,000 is provided to 
continue research and development and ini- 
tiate concept design activities for the Rare 
Isotope Accelerator, and an additional 
$7,000,000 is provided to increase utilization 
of the user facilities in the Nuclear Physics 
program. 

Biological and environmental research.—The 
conference agreement includes $576,590,000 
for biological and environmental research. 
The conference agreement provides an addi- 
tional $10,000,000 to initiate Project Engi- 
neering and Design for the proposed new fa- 
cility for the production and characteriza- 
tion of proteins and molecular tags. The 
Conferees do not agree with the Depart- 
ment’s strategy of restricting competition 
for such a facility to only the DOE national 
laboratories. The Department should present 
in the fiscal year 2006 budget request an al- 
ternate procurement strategy for this and 
future Genomes to Life (GTL) facilities that 
will maximize rather than limit competition 
and will allow universities and other entities 
to compete with DOE national laboratories 
for these new GTL facilities. The Depart- 
ment is encouraged to consult with NASA, 
which for decades has conducted competi- 
tions for the development of research instru- 
mentation among universities, NASA, DOE, 
and other government laboratories, and 
other entities including for-profit corpora- 
tions. 

The conference agreement includes 
$2,000,000 for a science building at Waubonsee 
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Community College in Illinois; $1,000,000 for 
digital playback hardware and software for 
Recording for the blind and dyslexic; $600,000 
for All Children’s Hospital in Florida; 
$300,000 for Eckerd College in Florida; 
$2,000,000 for Applied Research and Tech- 
nology Park electrical and communication 
infrastructure improvements in Springfield, 
Ohio; $250,000 for a Multiple Sclerosis, Alz- 
heimer’s, Parkinson’s, Lou Gehrig’s Imaging 
System at the Cleveland Clinic in Ohio; 
$125,000 for Duchenne Muscular Dystrophy 
research-related equipment at Children’s Na- 
tional Medical Center in the District of Co- 
lumbia; $125,000 for Duchenne Muscular Dys- 
trophy research-related equipment at the 
University of Washington-Seattle; $500,000 
for the Northeast Regional Cancer Center in 
Scranton, Pennsylvania; $250,000 for Ohio 
State University for environmental research 
in cooperation with Earth University; 
$125,000 for the University of Akron, Ohio, 
Polymer Center; $125,000 for the Ohio North- 
ern University, Ada, Ohio, Science and Phar- 
macy Building; $250,000 for the Alabama 
A&M University; $600,000 for University of 
Texas at Arlington optical medical imaging 
equipment; $1,000,000 for the Missouri Alter- 
native and Renewable Energy Technology 
Center, Crowder College; $600,000 for the San 
Antonio, Texas, Cancer Research and Ther- 
apy Center; $250,000 for the University of 
South Alabama Cancer Center; $1,250,000 for 
the Virginia Commonwealth University 
Massey Cancer Center; $250,000 for the Saint 
Francis Hospital, Delaware, Cardiac Cath- 
eterization Lab; $450,000 for the Jacksonville 
University Environmental Science Center; 
$600,000 for the Houston, Texas, Alliance for 
Nanohealth; $250,000 for the Virginia Science 
Museum; $1,000,000 for the Polly Ryon Memo- 
rial Hospital, Texas; $250,000 for the St. 
Thomas University Minority Science Center, 
Miami, Florida; $500,000 for Project 
Intellicare, Roseville, California; $250,000 for 
the Virginia Polytechnic Institute Center for 
High-Performance Learning Environment; 
$500,000 for Georgia State University; $700,000 
for the Michigan Research Institute for life 
science research: $700,000 for the University 
of Arizona Environment and Natural Re- 
sources Phase II Facility; $250,000 for the 
Children’s Hospital of Illinois ambulatory 
care project; $700,000 for the Loma Linda 
University, California, Medical Center syn- 
chrotron expansion; $250,000 for the Univer- 
sity of Dubuque, Iowa, Environmental 
Science Center; $250,000 for the Ball State 
University, Indiana, Bioenergetics Research 
Initiative; $600,000 for the Clearfield Area 
School District, Pennsylvania, Energy Ini- 
tiative; $500,000 for Digital Cardiology equip- 
ment at Children’s Hospital and Research 
Center, Oakland, California; $750,000 for the 
National Childhood Cancer Foundation; 
$250,000 for the Roswell Park Cancer Insti- 
tute, New York, Center for Genetics and 
Pharmacology; $250,000 for Bucknell Univer- 
sity, Pennsylvania, Materials Science Lab- 
oratory; $1,000,000 for the Science Center at 
Mystic Seaport, Connecticut; $250,000 for the 
Saratoga Hospital, New York, radiation 
therapy center; $600,000 for the San Joaquin 
Community Hospital, Bakersfield,  Cali- 
fornia; $700,000 for the Syracuse University, 
New York, Environmental Systems Center; 
$600,000 for the University of Tennessee Sim 
Center; and $250,000 for the St. Mary's Hos- 
pital, Kankakee, Illinois. 

'The conference agreement includes $575,000 
for the Derby Center for Science and Mathe- 
matics at Lyon College in Arkansas; 
$1,000,000 for the Rush Presbyterian St. 
Lukes Medical Center in Illinois; $1,000,000 
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for Medical Research and Robotics at the 
University of Southern California; $750,000 
for the Advanced Building Efficiency 
Testbed at Carnegie Mellon University; 
$1,000,000 for DePaul University Biological 
Sciences; $500,000 for the Philadelphia Edu- 
cational Advancement Alliance; $750,000 for 
Northwestern University Institute of Bio- 
engineering and Nanoscience in Medicine; 
$500,000 for the Rensselaer Polytechnical In- 
stitute Center for Bioscience; $750,000 for St. 
Peter’s Biotechnical Research in New Jersey; 
$160,000 for the Berkshire Environmental 
Center in Massachusetts; $500,000 for the 
Center for the Environment at the Univer- 
sity of Massachusetts; $1,000,000 for technical 
upgrades at St. Joseph Hospital in Arizona; 
$515,000 for the Center for Science at the Uni- 
versity of San Francisco in California; 
$1,000,000 for Augsburg College in Minnesota; 
$1,000,000 for the Bronx Community Center 
for Sustainable Energy; $500,000 for Mar- 
quette General Hospital in Marquette, 
Michigan; $1,500,000 for the Illinois Indiana 
Super-Grid Program connecting Argonne Na- 
tional Laboratory and Purdue and Notre 
Dame Universities; $1,000,000 for the Purdue 
Calumet Water Environmental Institute; 
$1,000,000 for the Multi-Discipline Engineer- 
ing Institute at Notre Dame in Indiana; and 
$1,000,000 for the Energy Efficiency Project 
at Valparaiso University in Indiana. 

The conference agreement provides 
$11,000,000 for the Mental Illness and Neuro- 
science Discovery Institute in New Mexico; 
$1,800,000 for Military Spirit in New Mexico; 
$2,000,000 for the Academic Center Sustain- 
able Design Project at St. Francis College, 
New York; $3,000,000 for the University of 
Louisville Pediatric Clinical Proteomic Cen- 
ter; $2,000,000 for the University of Louisville 
Institute for Advanced Materials; $2,000,000 
for the Advanced Bioreactor located in 
Butte, Montana; $1,200,000 to expand the Cen- 
ter for Integrated and Applied Environ- 
mental Toxicology at the University of 
Southern Maine; $500,000 for the University 
of Tennessee Cancer Institute; and $500,000 
for St. Jude Children’s Research Hospital in 
Tennessee. 

The conference agreement includes $250,000 
for the Huntsman Cancer Institute; $500,000 
for the Mega-Voltage Cargo Imaging Devel- 
opment Applications for the Nevada Test 
Site; $500,000 for the California Hospital Med- 
ical Center PET /CT Fusion Imaging System; 
$500,000 for the Luci Curci Cancer Center 
Linear Accelerator; $500,000 for Project 
Intellicare in California; $750,000 for the Uni- 
versity Medical Center in Las Vegas, Nevada; 
$500,000 for the Southern California Water 
Education Center; $500,000 for Live Cell Mo- 
lecular Imaging System at the University of 
Connecticut; $500,000 for the St. Francis Hos- 
pital Wilmington, Delaware, MRI and Car- 
diac Catherization Laboratory; $500,000 for 
the University of Delaware for the Delaware 
Biology Institute; $500,000 for the University 
of Nevada-Las Vegas School of Public 
Health; $250,000 for the Latino Development 
and Technology Center; $250,000 for the 
Swedish American Health Systems; $250,000 
for DePaul University Chemistry Lab Ren- 
ovation Project; $250,000 for the Edward Hos- 
pital Cancer Center; $500,000 for the Mary 
Bird Perkins Cancer Center; $500,000 for the 
Morgan State University Center for Environ- 
mental Toxicology; $500,000 for the Suburban 
Hospital in Montgomery County, Maryland; 
$500,000 for the University of Massachusetts 
at Boston Multidisciplinary Research Facil- 
ity and Library; $500,000 for the Martha’s 
Vineyard Hospital; $750,000 for the Nevada 
Cancer Institute; $500,000 for the Mercy Hos- 


24687 


pital Grayling, Michigan Rural Healthcare 
Advancement Initiative; $750,000 for the 
Health Sciences Complex at Creighton Uni- 
versity; $500,000 for the Hackensack Univer- 
sity Medical Center Women and Children’s 
Pavilion; $500,000 for the Kennedy Health 
System Linear Accelerator; $750,000 for the 
University of Buffalo Center of Excellence in 
Bioinformatics; $500,000 for the Hospital for 
Special Surgery National Center for Mus- 
culoskeletal Research; $500,000 for the New 
University in New York City; $500,000 for the 
Radiochemistry research facility at the Uni- 
versity of Nevada-Las Vegas; $250,000 for the 
Hauptman-Woodward Medical Research In- 
stitute; $1,000,000 for the Vermont Institute 
of Natural Science; and $750,000 for the 
Tahoe Center for Environmental Services. 

Molecular Medicine.—The conferees con- 
tinue to support research that brings to- 
gether PET imaging, systems biology and 
nanotechnology to develop new molecular 
imaging probes. These probes should provide 
a biological diagnosis of disease that it in- 
formative of the molecular basis of disease 
and specific for guiding the development of 
new molecular therapies. 

The conferees are concerned about con- 
sequence mitigation activities and public 
health impacts associated with the threat of 
any radiological event and strongly encour- 
age the Department to develop therapeutic 
radiological countermeasures to protect 
against exposure to the effects of ionizing ra- 
diation. The conferees are aware of the po- 
tential of inositol radiation and encourages 
the Department to support research of this 
emerging technology. The conferees гес- 
ommend that the Department fund medical 
therapy research and other treatment op- 
tions to protect the public health against ra- 
diation exposure. 

The conferees strongly support the Depart- 
ment’s efforts to maintain the scientific in- 
frastructure of the Nation’s structural biol- 
ogy assets, and encourage the Department to 
work to address the needs within the broader 
community. The Department should con- 
tinue to work constructively with the non- 
profit entity operating the X4A and X4C 
beamlines to fund state-of-the-art detectors, 
goniometers, and automated sample chang- 
ing equipment, using available funds. 

Basic energy  sciences.—The conference 
agreement includes $1,113,530,000 for Basic 
Energy Sciences. The conference agreement 
includes $628,228,000 for materials sciences 
and engineering research, and $253,422,000 for 
chemical sciences, geosciences, and energy 
biosciences. For purposes of reprogramming 
during fiscal year 2005, the Department may 
allocate funding among all operating ac- 
counts within Basic Energy Soiences. The 
conference agreement also provides the re- 
quest of $7,673,000 for the Experimental Pro- 
gram to Stimulate Competitive Research 
(EPSCoR). 

Advanced scientific computing research.—The 
conference agreement includes $234,340,000 
for advanced scientific computing research 
(ASCR), an increase of $30,000,000 over the 
budget request, with not more than 
$25,000,000 devoted to hardware. The con- 
ferees support the House Report language on 
ASCR. 

Science laboratories infrastructure.—The con- 
ference agreement provides $42,336,000 for 
science laboratories infrastructure, includ- 
ing an additional $5,000,000 to correct safety 
deficiencies at Science laboratories, and 
$6,100,000 additional for excess facilities dis- 
posal. 

The conference agreement provides the re- 
quested amounts of $1,766,000 for infrastruc- 
ture support, $5,079,000 for Oak Ridge land- 
lord costs, and $24,391,000 for construction of 
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various infrastructure projects (MEL-001). Of 
this increase, $5,000,000 additional is provided 
to continue infrastructure subproject 18 
under MEL-001 to support continuing activi- 
ties at the Pacific Northwest National Lab- 
oratory to replace the infrastructure being 
displaced by the closure of the 300 Area at 
the Hanford site. 

Fusion energy  sciences.—The conference 
agreement includes $276,110,000 for fusion en- 
ergy sciences, an increase of $12,000,000 over 
the budget request. The additional $12,000,000 
is to be used to increase the utilization of ex- 
isting large and small experiments; further 
work in inertial fusion technology; take ad- 
vantage of opportunities in High Energy 
Density Physics, including research on fast 
ignition, and large-scale scientific com- 
puting; and provide for cost- effective con- 
struction and development of the National 
Compact Stellarator Experiment. The con- 
ference notes the delay in site selection for 
the International Thermonuclear Experi- 
mental Reactor (ITER) and directs the De- 
partment to reduce its planned expenditures 
on ITER in fiscal year 2005 in consideration 
of this delay. 

Safeguards and security.—The conference 
agreement includes $73,315,000 for safeguards 
and security activities at laboratories and 
facilities managed by the Office of Science. 

Science workforce development.—The con- 
ference agreement provides the requested 
amount of $7,660,000 for science workforce de- 
velopment. The conferees encourage the De- 
partment to provide funds and technical ex- 
pertise for high school students to partici- 
pate in the For Inspiration and Recognition 
of Science and Technology (FIRST) robotics 
competition. 

Science program direction.—The conference 
agreement includes $155,268,000 for science 
program direction. This amount includes 
$89,341,000 for field offices and $65,927,000 for 
headquarters. The control level for fiscal 
year 2005 is at the program account level of 
Science Program Direction. 

Funding adjustments.—The conference 
agreement includes an offset of $5,605,000 for 
the safeguards and security charge for reim- 
bursable work, as proposed in the budget re- 
quest. The conference agreement also in- 
cludes the use of $5,062,000 of prior year bal- 
ances. 

NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAL 


The conference agreement provides 
$346,000,000 for Nuclear Waste Disposal. When 
combined with the $231,000,000 appropriated 
from the Defense Nuclear Waste Disposal ac- 
count, a total of $577,000,000 will be available 
for program activities in fiscal year 2005. The 
conferees have provided $2,000,000 for the 
State of Nevada and $8,000,000 for the Af- 
fected Units of Local Government (AULG) 
for project oversight. 

DEPARTMENTAL ADMINISTRATION 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


The conference agreement provides 
$332,866,000 for Departmental Administration 
expenses. Including a transfer of $92,440,000 
from Other Defense Activities, and revenues 
of $122,000,000, the same as estimated by the 
Congressional Budget Office, this results in a 
net appropriation of $118,426,000. 

Specific funding levels for each Depart- 
mental organization are provided in the ac- 
companying table. 

Reprogramming guidelines.—The conference 
agreement provides reprogramming author- 
ity of $1,000,000 or 10 percent, whichever is 
less, within the Departmental Administra- 
tion account without prior submission of a 
reprogramming to be approved by the House 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


and Senate Committees on Appropriations. 
No individual program account may be in- 
creased or decreased by more than this 
amount during the fiscal year using this re- 
programming authority. Congressional noti- 
fication within 30 days of the use of this re- 
programming authority is required. Trans- 
fers which would result in increases or de- 
creases in excess of $1,000,000 or 10 percent to 
an individual program account require prior 
notification and approval. 
OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL 

The conference agreement provides 
$41,508,000 for the Inspector General. 

ATOMIC ENERGY DEFENSE ACTIVITIES 
NATIONAL NUCLEAR SECURITY 
ADMINISTRATION 
WEAPONS ACTIVITIES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

The National Nuclear Security Adminis- 
tration (NNSA), a semi-autonomous agency 
within the Department of Energy, manages 
the Nation’s nuclear weapons, nuclear non- 
proliferation, and naval reactors activities. 

The conference agreement provides 
$6,526,471,000 for Weapons Activities. 

Availability of  funds.—The conference 
agreement makes funds available until ex- 
pended. 

Directed stockpile work (DSW).—The con- 
ference agreement includes $1,316,936,000 for 
directed stockpile work. The conference 
agreement provides $460,754,000 for DSW Life 
Extension Programs. The conference agree- 
ment provides $511,095,000 for DSW Stockpile 
Systems and $75,000,000 for DSW Retired 
Warheads Stockpile systems. The conferees 
do not provide $9,000,000 for advanced con- 
cepts research on new weapons designs, but 
the same amount is made available for the 
Reliable Replacement Warhead program to 
improve the reliability, longevity, and 
certifiability of existing weapons and their 
components. The conference agreement pro- 
vides $270,087,000 for DSW Stockpile services. 
No funds have been provided for the Robust 
Nuclear Earth Penetrator (RNEP). 

The Conferees support a degree of flexi- 
bility in executing this budget by providing 
limited reprogramming authority within Di- 
rected Stockpile Work [DSW]. The control 
levels for the DSW program are: 

(1) Life Extension Programs; 

(2) Stockpile Systems; 

(3) Retired Warhead Stockpile Systems; 
and 

(4) Stockpile Services. 

Campaigns.—Funding for individual cam- 
paigns is shown on the accompanying table. 
From within funds provided for the various 
campaigns, $4,350,000 is provided for the Uni- 
versity Research Program in Robotics. 

For science campaigns, the conference 
agreement provides %279,462,000. The con- 
ference agreement provides $78,973,000 for 
primary assessment technologies; $86,521,000 
for dynamic materials properties program 
and $55,371,000 for the advanced radiography 
program. The conferees provided $63,597,000 
for secondary assessment technologies. 

Within available funds, the conferees pro- 
vide $7,500,000 to support Dynamic Materials 
Properties at the Nevada Test Site [NTS], 
experiments on dynamic materials prop- 
erties at the Atlas facility and plutonium ex- 
periments at the Joint Actinide Shock Phys- 
ics Experimental facility [JASPER]. 

Within available funds, the Department is 
directed to work with the UNLV Research 
Foundation to organize and lead a consor- 
tium of universities to design, prepare, and 
conduct experiments on the Atlas Machine. 

Within Primary Assessment Technologies, 
NNSA is directed to fund the Nevada Test 
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Site [NTS] to maintain the critical per- 
sonnel skills and institutional viability in 
direct support of the subcritical experiment 
program. 

The conference agreement provides 
$260,830,000 for engineering campaigns. The 
conference agreement for the enhanced sur- 
ety campaign is $33,121,000. The conference 
agreement for the weapons system engineer- 
ing assessment technology is $27,270,000. The 
conference agreement for nuclear surviv- 
ability is $9,460,000 and the conference rec- 
ommendation for enhanced surveillance 
campaign is $99,879,000. 

Engineering campaign construction projects.— 
The conference agreement provides 
$86,500,000 for Project 01-D-108, Microsystem 
and engineering science applications (MESA) 
at Sandia, in New Mexico. 

Inertial Confinement Fusion Ignition and 
High Yield.—The conferee agreement includes 
$541,034,000 for the inertial confinement fu- 
sion ignition and high yield program. This 
represents a $25,000,000 cut of the NIF project 
baseline. An additional $46,000,000 is provided 
to support expanded research in non-NIF re- 
lated ICF research including petawatt and 
high-energy petawatt laser development. 
Funding also enables continued development 
of the beryllium shell targets currently envi- 
sioned for ignition demonstrations in 2010. 
This target, if successful, may enable ad- 
vancement of the 2014 date for ignition speci- 
fied in the budget request documentation, a 
date which represents a 4 year slip from the 
original goal of 2010. Since demonstration of 
ignition by 2010 was the rationale provided 
for construction of NIF under the current 
baseline funding, the conference is extremely 
concerned with suggestions of major delay in 
that date and requires that effort focus on 
achieving that goal on the timescale origi- 
nally proposed. Until very recently, the be- 
ryllium shell and fill tube design was not 
considered viable, but it is now viewed by 
the program managers as the best option for 
regaining the 2010 ignition goal. Significant 
risks are associated with this design how- 
ever, which is why this target design was not 
considered earlier in the program. To esti- 
mate the probability of success for this new 
target design, the conference mandates that 
a full review of NIF progress and the use and 
promise of this target be accomplished by an 
outside panel of experts, the JASONs, to 
validate the current NIF construction base- 
line and the outlook for ignition with this 
target design. As part of this validation, ex- 
periments should be designed and completed 
on alternative drivers, such as LLE at the 
University of Rochester and the Z machine 
at Sandia National Laboratories, to increase 
confidence in the performance of this target. 
The conference further requires that these 
experiments, as well as the JASON review, 
be used to develop a position paper authored 
by the NNSA Laboratory and LLE Directors 
by June 2005, discussing the promise of this 
target design to achieve ignition on the 
original schedule of 2010, 4 years ahead of the 
date specified in the current Budget. The 
conference is also aware that the laser glass 
used in the Japanese GEKKO program, which 
is identical to the optics used in the NIF 
project, has significantly degraded in effi- 
ciency over time. The conference requests 
the JASONs undertake a study utilizing the 
Japanese laser optic operations as a measure 
to determine if the NIF laser optics are per- 
forming as originally estimated and what 
impact this will have on the project, the 
ability to achieve ignition by 2010 and the 
overall lifecycle costs of replacing the optics 
more frequently. The conference provides 
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$5,000,000 for the development of advanced 
target fabrication and diagnostic techniques 
required to support experiments at Omega, Z 
machine and NIF employing advanced mate- 
rials. Target fabrication and manufacturing 
capabilities are critical in fielding increas- 
ingly sophisticated experiments. 

Petawatt Lasers—The conference rec- 
ommendation includes an additional 
$6,000,000 for university grants and other sup- 
port. Of this amount, $3,000,000 is provided 
for continued development of the petawatt 
laser at the University of Texas at Austin; 
$1,000,000 is provided for an optical para- 
metric chirped pulse amplifier upgrade and 
associated operations of the short pulse laser 
at the University of Nevada, Reno; $1,000,000 
is provided to the University of Nevada, 
Reno to continue its collaboration with 
Sandia National Laboratories on highly di- 
agnosed studies of exploding wire arrays and 
implosion dynamics; and $1,000,000 is pro- 
vided for research using the Z- Beamlet laser 
at Sandia National Laboratories under the 
Z-Petawatt Consortium that includes the 
University of Texas at Austin, the Univer- 
sity of California, San Diego, the University 
of California, Davis, the University of Ne- 
vada, Reno, the University of Michigan, the 
University of Rochester, Ohio State Univer- 
sity and the General Atomics Corporation. 

Inertial Fusion Technology.—The conferees 
also include $25,000,000 to continue develop- 
ment of high average power lasers and sup- 
porting science and technology, the budget 
request for the Naval Research Laboratory, 
and $73,469,000 for the University of Roch- 
ester, an increase of $28,000,000 over the 
budget request. The additional funding is 
provided to the University of Rochester's 
Laboratory for Laser Energetics for the 
OMEGA Extended Performance (EP) Facility 
in support of the nation's stockpile steward- 
ship program. The conference recommenda- 
tion includes $9,000,000 to initiate double- 
shift operations and assessments and initial 
development and testing of Z-pinch inertial 
fusion energy. The conference recommenda- 
tion includes $1,000,000 to the University of 
Nevada-Reno for magnetized plasma/laser 
interaction studies at the Nevada Terawatt 
Facility, using the Zebra pulse power ma- 
chine and the Leopard short pulse laser sys- 
tem. 

National Ignition Facility.—Within the funds 
provided, $130,000,000 is for National Ignition 
Facility (NIF) construction, Project 96-D- 
111. 

Advanced Simulation and Computing.—The 
conference agreement provides $703,760,000. 
From within available funds for advanced 
simulation and computing, $10,000,000 is pro- 
vided for the Ohio Supercomputing Center 
high-end computer network at its Spring- 
field, Ohio site; $2,500,000 is provided to com- 
plete Phase I of the demonstration project of 
three-dimensional chip scale packaging inte- 
grated with spray cooling at Pacific North- 
west National Laboratory. The conferees di- 
rect the University Partnerships program be 
funded at the budget request. 

For the pit manufacturing and certifi- 
cation campaign, the conference agreement 
provides $265,671,000. The conference agree- 
ment provides $132,005,000 for W88 pit manu- 
facturing and $60,960,000 for W88 pit certifi- 
cation, the same as the budget request. Pro- 
viding the requested level of funding will en- 
sure that the NNSA maintains its commit- 
ment to produce a certified W88 pit by 2007. 
The conference agreement provides 
$13,500,000 for Pit Manufacturing Capability 
and $7,000,000 for Modern Pit Facility. The 
conferees agree that funding for Modern Pit 
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Facility cannot be used to select a construc- 
tion site in fiscal year 2005. 

For readiness campaigns, the conference 
agreement provides $272,627,000. The con- 
ference agreement provides $45,812,000 for the 
Stockpile readiness campaign. High explo- 
sives weapons operations is funded at 
$34,220,000. The conference agreement pro- 
vides $32,957,000 for the non-nuclear readiness 
campaign. The conference agreement pro- 
vides $79,788,000 for the advanced design and 
production technologies campaign. Funding 
for the tritium readiness campaign is the 
same as the budget request. The Conferees 
are aware of the successful partnership be- 
tween the NNSA and the University of Ne- 
vada-Las Vegas and the University of Ne- 
vada-Reno that have been fostered through a 
series of cooperative agreements. The De- 
partment is encouraged to renew these 
agreements at higher levels as appropriate. 

Readiness in technical base and facilities.— 
For readiness in technical base and facili- 
ties, the conference agreement provides 
$1,121,557,000 for operations of facilities. 

Within funds provided for operations of fa- 
cilities, the conferees provide an additional 
$45,000,000 for the Pantex Plant in Texas; and 
an additional $50,000,000 for the Y-12 Plant in 
Oak Ridge, Tennessee; and an additional 
$5,000,000 for the Kansas City Plant. For Pro- 
gram Readiness, the conference agreement 
provides $106,204,000. 

Within available funds, an additional 
$5,000,000 is provided to support the oper- 
ation for the facilities at the Nevada Test 
Sites, including the Device Assembly Facil- 
ity, the Joint Actinide Shock Physics Exper- 
imental facility, operations associated with 
the Atlas relocation project, Ula operations, 
general plant projects and other NTS sup- 
port facilities. Finally, the conferees provide 
an additional $1,000,000 to the Nevada Site 
Office for testing and enablement of water 
filters to mitigate consequences of radio- 
nuclides in drinking water. The conference 
agreement includes an additional $13,000,000 
within the funds provided for modification of 
the Z-Beamlett laser at the Z Pinch at 
Sandia National Laboratory. 

For continued facility upgrades, refurbish- 
ments, operation and maintenance costs as- 
Sociated with and for the National Center for 
Combating Terrorism [NCCT] at the Nevada 
Test Site, an additional $25,000,000 is pro- 
vided. Within the funds provided for NCCT, 
the conference agreement includes $2,500,000 
to the UNLV Research Foundation to sup- 
port the ongoing programs of the Institute 
for Security Studies including research and 
development, training and collaborative ac- 
tivities related to combating terrorism, 
emergency response and consequence man- 
agement. The recommendation also includes, 
within funds provided, $2,500,000 for the UNR 
Fire Sciences Academy. 

For Special Projects, the conference agree- 
ment provides $41,500,000. Within the avail- 
able funds, $3,000,000 for magnetized high en- 
ergy density matter research at the Nevada 
Terawatt facility at the University of Ne- 
vada-Reno; and $1,000,000 to continue the on- 
going administration infrastructure support 
grant for the UNLV Research Foundation; 
$750,000 to the UNLV Research Foundation to 
establish and certify a radioanalytical serv- 
ices laboratory to support emergency man- 
agement training activities and actual radio- 
logical events; $10,000,000 for settlement of 
claims for the Pajarito Plateau home- 
steaders pertaining to acquisition of their 
lands and property during the Manhattan 
Project; and $8,000,000 for Los Alamos County 
Schools Program. 
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From within available funds, $5,000,000 for 
National Energy Technology Laboratory to 
use the Plasma Separation Process to de- 
velop high energy isomers and isotopes for 
energy storage and utilization. From within 
available funds, the conferees provide 
$2,000,000 for the Airborne Particulate Threat 
Assessment program; $2,000,000 for the Se- 
cure Wireless Technology Program; $1,000,000 
for the Total Asset Management (TAMS) 
program; $2,000,000 for Integrated Collabo- 
rative Prototyping for Y-12; and $2,000,000 for 
development of multi-platform dosimeter 
Radiation Detection devices. The conference 
provides $2,000,000 for the National Center for 
Biodefense at George Mason University in 
Virginia. 

The conference agreement includes 
$86,965,000 for materials recycle and recov- 
ery, the same as the budget request. The 
conferees continue to be concerned about the 
fire station support at the Nevada Test Site 
and are pleased by the decision to use a de- 
sign-build acquisition strategy for the fire 
station and encourage completion at the ear- 
liest possible time within the funding that 
has been provided. The conference agreement 
also includes an additional $16,000,000 for the 
Los Alamos National Laboratory for the 
CMR Building 04-D-125. 

The conference agreement includes the 
budget request of $17,910,000 for containers 
and $18,982,000 for storage. 

Construction projects.— 

Project 05-D-140, Project engineering and 
design (PED)—RTBF, various locations. The 
conferees provide $16,600,000, an increase of 
$5,000,000. The additional PED funds are pro- 
vided to begin planning for impact-resistant 
bunkers for additional warhead storage fa- 
cilities for nuclear warheads with conven- 
tional high explosives at the Pantex Plant in 
Texas. 

Project 04-D-125, Chemistry and Metal- 
lurgy Research Facility Replacement 
(CMRR)—LANL. The conference provides 
$40,000,000 for the CMRR project. 

Project 01-D-124, Highly Enriched Uranium 
Materials Facility, Y-12 National Security 
Complex, Oak Ridge, TN. The conference 
provides $114,000,000, an increase of $50,000,000 
over the budget request. 

Facilities and Infrastructure Recapitaliza- 
tion.—The conference agreement includes 
$316,224,000 for the facilities and infrastruc- 
ture (F&I) recapitalization program. 

Secure Transportation Asset——The con- 
ference agreement provides $201,300,000 for 
secure transportation asset. The conference 
agreement provides $57,427,000 for STA pro- 
gram direction. Consistent with the new 
triad as outlined in the Nuclear Posture Re- 
view, NNSA is working to create a respon- 
sive infrastructure to deliver needed facili- 
ties at lower cost and with greater speed. 
The conference encourages NNSA to explore 
opportunities for third party financing where 
appropriate. 

Nuclear Weapons Incident Response.—The 
conference agreement provides $99,209,000 for 
nuclear weapons incident response. 

Safeguards and Security.—The conference 
agreement includes $757,678,000, for safe- 
guards and security activities at laboratories 
and facilities managed by the National Nu- 
clear Security Administration. The con- 
ferees provide an additional $30,000,000 at the 
Y-12 plant in Tennessee to accelerate secu- 
rity infrastructure upgrades and consolidate 
the facility footprint. The conferees provide 
an additional $20,000,000 for the expansion of 
the red network at Los Alamos National 
Laboratory to reduce the necessity for 
CREM. 
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Funding Adjustments.—The conference 
agreement includes an adjustment of 
$30,000,000 for a security charge for reimburs- 
able work, as proposed in the budget, and the 
use of $86,000,000 in prior year balances. 


DEFENSE NUCLEAR NONPROLIFERATION 


The conference agreement provides 
$1,420,397,000 for Defense Nuclear Non- 
proliferation. 


Nonproliferation and Verification Research 
and Development.—The conference agreement 
provides $225,750,000 for nonproliferation and 
verification research and development. The 
conference agreement includes $20,000,000 for 
ground-based systems for treaty monitoring. 

The conferees provide ап additional 
$5,000,000 within Supporting Activities to 
support the ongoing regulatory and environ- 
mental activities for 300 Area replacement at 
Pacific Northwest National Laboratory that 
will allow PED to occur on an accelerated 
schedule. The conferees direct the Office of 
Nuclear Nonproliferation to coordinate 
closely with the Office of Science on the 
transition schedule and construction plans 
to maintain the national security capabili- 
ties resident at PNNL. From within avail- 
able funds, the conferees provide $2,000,000 
for testing of high-pressure xenon radiation 
detectors at the Brookhaven National Lab- 
oratory Rad-Tech facility for portal applica- 
tions. From within the funds provided, the 
conference recommendation includes 
$3,500,000 for the University of Nevada-Reno 
for the development of state-of-the-art 
chemical, biological, and nuclear detection 
sensors. The conference recommendation in- 
cludes the $2,000,000 for the UNLV research 
Foundation to continue to establish and op- 
erate within the Institute for Security Stud- 
ies and applied research and technology ca- 
pability in support for the effort to combat 
terrorism. An additional $500,000 is provided 
to support nanomaterial research related to 
sensor applications. The conference recog- 
nizes the unique mission capability the Los 
Alamos National Laboratory possesses 
through work performed at Technical Area 
18 [TA-18] in areas of nuclear threat detec- 
tion and response. In light of these impor- 
tant national security activities, the con- 
ferees direct the Secretary to perform an as- 
sessment as to the LANL role in managing 
the future CAT III/IV mission. 

Nonproliferation and International Secu- 
rity —The conference agreement provides 
$154,000,000 for nonproliferation and inter- 
national security. The conferees include 
$20,000,000 for the Global Threat Reduction 
Initiative. The conferees provide $10,000,000 
for initiatives focused on removing nuclear 
weapons-usable materials from vulnerable 
sites around the world. These activities are 
essential to prevent terrorist groups or 
states hostile to the United States from ac- 
quiring destructive nuclear capabilities. The 
Administrator, working with the Secretary, 
must utilize the NNSA’s strength in the 
inter-agency process to become the lead 
agency for all such government activities 
worldwide. From within available funds, the 
conference agreement provides $150,000 to 
continue the collaboration between Texas 
A&M and Russian universities on nuclear fa- 
cilities safety and decontamination and de- 
commissioning technologies. 


NON-PROLIFERATION PROGRAMS WITH RUSSIA 


The conferees are disappointed the Admin- 
istration has failed to negotiate an accept- 
able solution for liability to allow the MOX 
program to move forward this year. As a re- 
sult, another construction season will be 
missed in Russia. Not only does this raise se- 
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rious concern from a national security 
standpoint, but it will also have serious re- 
percussions here in the United States as a re- 
sult of maintaining parity of the two con- 
struction schedules. The conferees strongly 
urge the Administration to find an accept- 
able solution in the near term in order to 
successfully complete negotiations and allow 
construction of both the Russian and United 
States mixed oxide fuel fabrication facilities 
to begin. 

International Materials Protection, Control 
and Cooperation (MPC&A).—The conference 
recommendation is  $322,000,000 for the 
MPC&A program, an increase of $84,000,000 
over the budget request. The Conferees pro- 
vide additional funds for MPC&A to accel- 
erate securing nuclear warhead sites in Rus- 
sia, begin MPC&A upgrades at the Russian 
Federation serial production enterprise sites 
and provide additional resources for the Sec- 
ond Line of Defense program to accelerate 
installation activities in the Baltic and 
Caucasus regions and other critical border 
activities. The conference provides the budg- 
et request within the Second Line of Defense 
program for the MegaPorts initiative. An in- 
crease of $50,000,000 is provided for other high 
priority MPC&A activities, to include coun- 
tries outside the FSU. 

Russian Transition Initiatives—The con- 
ference agreement provides $41,000,000, for 
the Initiatives for Proliferation Prevention 
(IPP) program and the Nuclear Cities Initia- 
tive (NCI). 

HEU Transparency | Implementation.—The 
conference agreement provides $20,950,000, 
the same as the budget request. 

Elimination of Weapons-Grade Plutonium 
Production.—The conference agreement іп- 
cludes $40,097,000 for the elimination of weap- 
ons-grade plutonium production program. 

Fissile Materials | Disposition.—The con- 
ference agreement provides $624,000,000 for 
fissile materials disposition, the same level 
authorized in the fiscal year 2005 defense au- 
thorization bill. Funding of $159,700,000 is 
provided for U.S. surplus materials disposi- 
tion and $64,000,000 for the Russian pluto- 
nium disposition program. 

Construction Projects.—The conference гес- 
ommendation includes 8368,000,000 for 
Project 99-D-143, the Mixed Oxide Fuel Fab- 
rication facility project. Funding of 
$32,300,000 is provided for Project 99-D-141, 
the Pit Disassembly and Conversion Facility 
project. 

Off-Site Source Recovery Project.—The con- 
ference agreement provides $7,600,000 for Off- 
Site Source Recovery Project. The conferees 
provide an additional $2,000,000 for the Nu- 
clear and Other Hazardous Materials Trans- 
portation Research Project at South Caro- 
lina State University’s Transportation Cen- 
ter. 


NAVAL REACTORS 


The conference agreement provides 
$807,900,000 for Naval Reactors, an increase of 
$10,000,000 over the budget request. The con- 
ferees agree to transfer the additional 
$10,000,000 to the Office of Nuclear Energy to 
support the Idaho National Laboratory’s Ad- 
vanced Test Reactor. 


OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATOR 


The conference agreement provides 
$356,200,000 for the Office of the Adminis- 
trator, $22,500,000 above the request. 

The conference recommendation provides 
$12,000, the same as the budget request, for 
official reception and representation ex- 
penses for the NNSA. 

Within the Office of the Administrator, the 
conferees provide $22,500,000 to support the 
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Historically Black Colleges and Universities 
(HBCUs) scientific and technical programs. 
The conferees concur with the House lan- 
guage directing the HBCUs and Hispanic 
Serving Institutions (HSIs) receive financial 
support in rough parity on a year-to-year 
basis. The conference recommendation in- 
cludes $2,000,000 each for Wilberforce Univer- 
sity and Central State University in Wilber- 
force, Ohio; and $2,000,000 each for Claflin 
College in Orangeburg, SC and Allen Univer- 
sity in Columbia, SC; $500,000 each for Morris 
College in Sumter, SC and Benedict College 
in Columbia, SC; and $1,000,000 for Voorhees 
College in Denmark, SC and $2,000,000 for 
Morehouse College Dansby Hall Minority 
Science Center. 

ENVIRONMENTAL AND OTHER DEFENSE 

ACTIVITIES 


DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT 


The conference agreement for Defense En- 
vironmental Management totals 
$7,034,405,000. The conferees are aware that 
the Department of Defense has utilized guar- 
anteed fixed price remediation (GFPR) to re- 
mediate contaminated properties. The con- 
ferees note the significant cost-savings expe- 
rienced by the Department of Defense using 
GFPR, and believe that the Department of 
Energy may be able to achieve similar sav- 
ings and benefits. In order to better assess 
the opportunity for cost savings by the De- 
partment of Energy, the conferees direct the 
Department to submit to the Committees on 
Appropriations of the House and Senate, by 
May 1, 2005, a report as to the feasibility of 
applying GFPR to remediation activities un- 
dertaken or planned by the Department. 

DEFENSE SITE ACCELERATION COMPLETION 


The conference agreement for Defense Site 
Acceleration Completion in fiscal year 2005 
is $6,096,429,000. 

Accelerated Completions, 2006.—The  con- 
ference agreement provides  $1,264,999,000. 
This funding supports the closure by the 
year 2006 of the Rocky Flats, West Jefferson, 
Fernald, Miamisburg, and Ashtabula sites, 
and the completion of significant cleanup 
projects at various other sites such as 
Melton Valley, Kansas City, and Savannah 
River. The additional $13,200,000 is provided 
to accelerate low-level waste shipments dur- 
ing fiscal year 2005 from the Miamisburg Clo- 
sure Project. 

Accelerated Completions, 2012.—The  con- 
ference agreement provides $2,150,641,000. 

Accelerated Completions, 2035.—The con- 
ference agreement provides  $1,904,339,000. 
This amount includes the requested funding 
of $43,827,000 for construction of the Glass 
Waste Storage Building #2 at SRS (project 
04-D-408) and the requested funding for the 
Waste Isolation Pilot Plant, the Idaho Clean- 
up Project, the Y-12 and Oak Ridge National 
Laboratory sites, Hanford and the Office of 
River Protection, Savannah River, Los Ala- 
mos National Laboratory, Nevada Test Site, 
and various other sites and facilities. From 
within available funds, the conferees provide 
$2,000,000 for the Hanford Tank Waste Oper- 
ations Simulator (HTWOS); $2,000,000 for the 
Modular Phase Low Cost Nano-particle at 
Idaho National Lab; and $1,000,000 for the 
Mid-Atlantic Recycling Center for End of 
Life Electronics. 

Waste Incidental to Reprocessing.—The con- 
ference agreement provides $162,600,000 for 
the Savannah River site, $97,300,000 for the 
Idaho site and $32,050,000 for the Hanford 
site. The conference agreement provides 
$26,000,000 for Project 05-D-405 Salt Waste 
Processing Facility for long lead procure- 
ment activities. 
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Safeguards and Security.—The conference 
agreement provides $265,059,000, the same as 
the budget request. 

Technology Development and Deployment.— 
The conference agreement provides 
$60,142,000. From within available funds, the 
conferees direct the Department to use not 
less than $10,000,000 to conduct a competitive 
evaluation of the various advanced remedi- 
ation technologies available in the private 
sector. Within remaining available funds, 
the conferees provide $5,000,000 to continue 
the five-year international agreement with 
AEA Technology, and $7,000,000 to continue 
the five-year agreement with Florida Inter- 
national University’s Hemispheric Center for 
Environmental Technology. 

Within available funds, the conferees pro- 
vide $3,000,000 for Advanced Monitoring Sys- 
tems Initiative at the Nevada Test Site, to 
continue micro-sensing technology develop- 
ment and prototype deployment of remote 
monitoring systems for the underground test 
area; $2,400,000 for the Management of Ne- 
vada Natural Resources with Remote Sens- 
ing Systems program; $1,000,000 for nanotube 
research and development at the Materials 
Reliability Center at the University Re- 
search Programs in Robotics. The Depart- 
ment is directed to renew its cooperative 
agreements with the University of Nevada- 
Las Vegas and the University of Nevada- 
Reno. 

Within available funds, $3,000,000 is pro- 
vided to continue the development of an 
electrochemical system utilizing ceramic 
ionic transport membranes for the recycling 
and disposal of radioactive sodium ion waste. 
The conference also provides $4,000,000 for 
work on the subsurface science research in- 
stitute by Idaho National Laboratory and 
the Inland Northwest Research Alliance in- 
stitutions. The Department shall continue 
its support of the Tribal Colleges Initiative 
grant, involving Crownpoint Institute of 
Technology, Dine College, and Southwestern 
Indian Polytechnic Institute, to develop 
high-quality environmental programs at 
tribal colleges. 

DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 


The conference recommendation for De- 
fense Environmental Services in fiscal year 
2005 is $937,976,000. 

Community and Regulatory Support.—The 
conference agreement is $60,547,000. From 
within available funds, $500,000 shall be used 
to support the Energy and Environmental 
Hispanic Community Participation project 
of the Self Reliance Foundation needed to 
increase Hispanic community understanding 
of and participation in environmental man- 
agement initiatives of the Department. 

Federal Contribution to Uranium Enrichment 
Decontamination and Decommissioning Fund.— 
The Energy Policy Act of 1992, Public Law 
102-486, created the Uranium Enrichment De- 
contamination and Decommissioning Fund 
to pay for the cost of cleanup of the gaseous 
diffusion facilities located in Oak Ridge, 
Tennessee; Paducah, Kentucky; and Ports- 
mouth, Ohio. The conference agreement in- 
cludes the budget request of $463,000,000 for 
the Federal contribution to the Uranium En- 
richment Decontamination and Decommis- 
sioning Fund. 

Non-Closure Environmental  Activities.—The 
conference agreement is $146,038,000. Within 
available funds, the conference agreement 
directs the Department to provide $10,000,000 
for the Hazardous Waste Worker Training 
Program and $8,000,000 for the Volpentest 
Hazardous Materials Management and Emer- 
gency Response (HAMMER) training and 
education center. 
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The conference agreement includes 
$2,000,000 for the Desert Research Institute’s 
Environmental Monitoring Program; $750,000 
for the University of Nevada-Reno to con- 
duct research in the areas of materials eval- 
uation, fundamental studies on nuclear deg- 
radation mechanisms, alternate materials 
and design, and computational and analyt- 
ical modeling; $1,000,000 for the Nye County 
Groundwater Evaluation Program; $2,000,000 
for the Defense and Security Research Cen- 
ter; $1,000,000 for the Amargosa Valley 
Science and Technology Park; $1,000,000 for 
the Hazardous Material Truck Tracking Fa- 
cility; and $1,000,000 for the Research Foun- 
dation at the University of Nevada-Las 
Vegas to assess earthquake hazards and seis- 
mic risk in Southern Nevada; $100,000 for the 
Perchlorate Characterization study for the 
City of Simi Valley; and $6,000,000 for the 
Western Environmental Technology Office. 

Spent Nuclear Fuel Management.—The De- 
partment proposed to transfer responsibility 
for the management and operation of the 
DOE national spent fuel program, the foreign 
research reactor spent nuclear fuel accept- 
ance program, and the management of chem- 
ical processing plant 666 at Idaho from the 
Office of Environmental Management to the 
Office of Civilian Radioactive Waste Manage- 
ment. The conference agreement includes 
the requested amounts of $8,217,000 for the 
DOE national spent fuel program, $8,055,000 
for management of chemical processing 
plant 666, and $1,060,000 for associated pro- 
gram direction costs. It is the conferees’ ex- 
pectation that these activities will continue 
to be managed at the Idaho site. 

Program Direction.—The conference agree- 
ment for program direction is $271,059,000, 
the same as the budget request. 

Funding adjustments.—The conference 
agreement includes an offset of $143,000 the 
same as the budget request, for the security 
costs associated with reimbursable work. 
The conference agreement includes the use 
of $2,000,000 of prior year balances. 

OTHER DEFENSE ACTIVITIES 


The conference agreement provides 

$692,691,000 for Other Defense Activities. 
ENERGY SECURITY AND ASSURANCE 

The conference agreement funds these pro- 
grams under the Office of Electricity Trans- 
mission and Distribution. 

OFFICE OF SECURITY 

The conference agreement provides 
$298,506,000. $193,904,000 is provided for nu- 
clear safeguards and security; $49,880,000 is 
provided for security investigations; and 
$54,722,000 is provided for program direction. 

INDEPENDENT OVERSIGHT AND PERFORMANCE 

ASSURANCE 

The conference agreement provides 
$24,669,000, the same as the budget request, 
for the independent oversight and perform- 
ance assurance program. 

ENVIRONMENT, SAFETY AND HEALTH (DEFENSE) 


The conference agreement provides 
$129,519,000 for defense-related environment, 
safety and health activities, including 


$20,414,000 for program direction. The con- 
ferees disagree with the Administration’s de- 
cision to cut funding for the Radiation Ef- 
fects Research Foundation. Within available 
funds, the conference agreement provides 
$14,000,000, an increase of $10,000,000 above 
the request for the Foundation. This funding 
is critical in carrying out the scientific 
work, which the United States has funded 
since 1947, to study the health effects associ- 
ated with the atomic blasts above Hiroshima 
and Nagasaki. 
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The conference agreement includes 
$2,000,000 for the Marshall Island program to 
meet the core health and environmental 
monitoring mission in order to reassure the 
communities of safe habitation and resettle- 
ment. The conference agreement also in- 
cludes $5,000,000 to continue the DOE Worker 
Records Digitization project in Nevada. 
These funds are to be administered by the 
Nevada Site Office. The conferees provide 
$4,100,000 for the medical monitoring at the 
gaseous diffusion plants at Paducah, Ken- 
tucky, Portsmouth, Ohio, and Oak Ridge, 
Tennessee. The conferees support the contin- 
ued use of helical low-dose CAT scanning for 
early lung cancer detection in workers with 
elevated risks of lung cancer. The conferees 
direct the Department to establish an em- 
ployee field resource center in the State of 
New York. 

Former Worker Medical Screening.—The con- 
ference agreement includes $300,000 within 
the Former Workers Health Program for the 
Iowa Army Ammunition Plant for ongoing 
assistance in collecting requisite medical 
records and completing claims forms for 
workers and retirees and $250,000 for the on- 
going beryllium screening and outreach pro- 
gram for workers employed at vendors in the 
Worcester, Massachusetts, area who supplied 
beryllium to the Atomic Energy Commis- 
sion. 

The conferees support and are pleased with 
the Department’s efforts to expand the Vol- 
untary Protection Program and other vol- 
untary cooperative programs. The con- 
ference agreement includes $790,000 for the 
University of Washington’s Former Hanford 
Production Workers Medical Screening Pro- 
gram and to initiate medical screening for 
current tank farm workers consistent with 
the July 2004 NIOSH Health Hazard Evalua- 
tion Report. 

Energy Employees Compensation Initiative.— 
The conferees note the transfer of responsi- 
bility for processing the Subtitle D claims 
from the Department of Energy to the De- 
partment of Labor. 

LEGACY MANAGEMENT 

The conferees support the established mis- 
sion of the office of legacy management to 
manage the long-term stewardship respon- 
sibilities at the Department’s cleanup sites. 
The conference agreement provides a total of 
$46,895,000 for the office of legacy manage- 
ment of which $13,201,000 is provided for pro- 
gram direction. Within available funds, the 
conferees provide $8,000,000, to remain avail- 
able until expended, for planning, design, 
construction, and land acquisition, if nec- 
essary, to establish a records management 
facility centrally located near sites transfer- 
ring into Legacy Management status, and in 
close proximity to the Office of Legacy Man- 
agement’s records management capability. 
The conferees urge the Department to accel- 
erate these activities with the goal of such a 
facility being operational by early fiscal 
year 2007. From within available funds, the 
conference agreement provides $1,200,000 to 
complete transition of the STAR Center in 
Pinellas County, Florida and $4,000,000 for 
the final payment, subject to the existing re- 
quirement for matching funds, to the 
Miamisburg Mound Community Improve- 
ment Corporation. From available funds, 
$500,000 is provided to establish a Local 
Stakeholder Post-Closure organization in 
the State of Colorado. 

FUNDING FOR DEFENSE ACTIVITIES IN IDAHO 

The conference agreement provides 
$114,347,000 for defense-related activities at 
the Idaho National Laboratory (INL) and as- 
sociated Idaho cleanup sites. 
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DEFENSE RELATED ADMINISTRATIVE SUPPORT 


The conference agreement provides 
$92,440,000 as proposed by the House for na- 
tional security programs administrative sup- 
port. 


OFFICE OF HEARINGS AND APPEALS 


The conference agreement provides 
$4,318,000 for the Office of Hearings and Ap- 
peals, the same as the budget request. 


OFFICE OF FUTURE LIABILITIES 


The conferees do not support the creation 
of a redundant Departmental office to ad- 
dress the planning function for long term en- 
vironmental cleanup liabilities. The con- 
ference agreement provides no funds for the 
Office of Future Liabilities. 


DEFENSE NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAL 


The conference agreement provides 
$231,000,000 for the defense contribution to 
the nuclear waste repository program. The 
Conferees are aware that the Department 
formally approved, in 1995, the right of the 
Affected Units of Local Government and the 
State of Nevada to retain interest earned on 
unexpended balances in their oversight ac- 
counts. The conferees reaffirm that this pol- 
icy reflects the intent of Congress and should 
be maintained by the Department. 


POWER MARKETING ADMINISTRATIONS 


OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, SOUTHEASTERN 
POWER ADMINISTRATION 


The conference agreement includes 
$5,200,000, the same as the budget request, for 
the Southeastern Power Administration. The 
conference agreement provides $34,000,000 for 
purchase power and wheeling in fiscal year 
2005. 


OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, 
SOUTHWESTERN POWER ADMINISTRATION 


The conference agreement includes 
$29,352,000, the same as the budget request, 
for the Southwestern Power Administration. 
The conference agreement provides $2,900,000 
for purchase power and wheeling in fiscal 
year 2005. The conference recommendation 
also provides authority for Southwestern to 
accept advances from non-Federal entities to 
provide interconnections to Southwestern’s 
transmission system. 


CONSTRUCTION, REHABILITATION, OPERATION 
AND MAINTENANCE, WESTERN AREA POWER 
ADMINISTRATION 


The conference agreement provides 
$173,100,000, for Western Area Power Admin- 
istration. The conference agreement pro- 
vides $227,600,000 for purchase power and 
wheeling in fiscal year 2005. Within available 
funds, the conference recommendation in- 
cludes $6,000,000 for  Topock-Davis-Mead 
Transmission Line Upgrades to provide addi- 
tional transmission capacity by using alu- 
minum matrix composite conductor tech- 
nology. 

Utah Mitigation and Conservation Fund.— 
The conference report does not contain the 
change in law sought by the Administration 
concerning the transfer of this fund from the 
Secretary of Energy to the Secretary of the 
Interior. 

Within available funds, $500,000 is provided 
on a non-reimbursable basis for a trans- 
mission study on the placement of 500 MW of 
wind energy in North Dakota and South Da- 
kota. 

FALCON AND AMISTAD OPERATING AND 
MAINTENANCE FUND 

The conference agreement includes 
$2,827,000, the same as the budget request, for 
the Falcon and Amistad Operating and Main- 
tenance Fund. 
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FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement includes 
$210,000,000 for the Federal Energy Regu- 
latory Commission (FERC). Revenues for 
FERC are set at an amount equal to the 
budget authority, resulting in a net appro- 
priation of $0. 

On March 24, 2004, FERC issued a declara- 
tory order asserting exclusive jurisdiction 
over the approval and siting of liquefied nat- 
ural gas (LNG) terminals. FERC concluded 
that LNG terminals are engaged in foreign 
commerce and, as such, fall clearly within 
the authority granted to the FERC under 
Section 3 of the Natural Gas Act of 1938. The 
conferees agree on this point and disagree 
with the position of at least one State gov- 
ernment agency that it should be the author- 
ity responsible for LNG terminal siting with- 
in its boundaries, rather than the FERC. 

The Natural Gas Act clearly preempts 
States on matters of approving and siting 
natural gas infrastructure associated with 
interstate and foreign commerce. These fa- 
cilities need one clear process for review, ap- 
proval, and siting decisions. Because LNG 
terminals affect both interstate and foreign 
commerce, LNG facility development re- 
quires a process that also looks at the na- 
tional public interest, and not just the inter- 
ests of one State. 

The conferees recognize that, as a matter 
of energy supply, the nation will need to ex- 
pand its LNG infrastructure over the decades 
to come to satisfy natural gas demand. Any 
dispute of LNG siting jurisdictional author- 
ity now will be counterproductive to meeting 
our natural gas needs in the future. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—DEPARTMENT OF 
ENERGY 


Sec. 301. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language regarding contract competi- 
tion. 

Sec. 302. The conference agreement in- 
cludes a provision that none of the funds 
may be used to prepare or implement work- 
force restructuring plans or provide en- 
hanced severance payments and other bene- 
fits and community assistance grants for 
Federal employees of the Department of En- 
ergy under section 3161 of the National De- 
fense Authorization Act of Fiscal Year 1993, 
Public Law 102-484. This provision has been 
carried in previous Energy and Water Devel- 
opment Appropriations Acts. 

Sec. 303. The conference agreement in- 
cludes a provision that none of the funds 
may be used to augment funds made avail- 
able for obligation for severance payments 
and other benefits and community assistance 
grants unless the Department of Energy sub- 
mits a reprogramming request subject to ap- 
proval by the appropriate Congressional 
committees. This provision has been carried 
in previous Energy and Water Development 
Appropriations Acts. 

Sec. 304. The conference agreement in- 
cludes a provision that none of the funds 
may be used to prepare or initiate Requests 
for Proposals for a program if that program 
has not been funded by Congress in the cur- 
rent fiscal year. This provision also pre- 
cludes the Department from initiating ac- 
tivities for new programs which have been 
proposed in the budget request, but which 
have not yet been funded by Congress. This 
provision has been carried in previous En- 
ergy and Water Development Appropriations 
Acts. 


(TRANSFERS OF UNEXPENDED BALANCES) 


Sec. 305. The conference agreement in- 
cludes a provision that permits the transfer 
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and merger of unexpended balances of prior 
appropriations with appropriation accounts 
established in this bill. This provision has 
been carried in previous Energy and Water 
Development Appropriations Acts. 

Sec. 306. The conference agreement in- 
cludes a provision prohibiting the Bonneville 
Power Administration from performing en- 
ergy efficiency services outside the legally 
defined Bonneville service territory unless 
the Administrator certifies in advance that 
such services are not available from private 
Sector businesses. This provision has been 
carried in previous Energy and Water Devel- 
opment Appropriations Acts. 

Sec. 307. The conference agreement in- 
cludes a provision establishing certain no- 
tice and competition requirements for De- 
partment of Energy user facilities. This pro- 
vision has been carried in previous Energy 
and Water Development Appropriations 
Acts. 

бес. 308. The conference agreement in- 
cludes a provision allowing the Adminis- 
trator of the National Nuclear Security Ad- 
ministration to authorize certain nuclear 
weapons production plants, including the Ne- 
vada Test Site, to use not more than 2 per- 
cent of available funds for research, develop- 
ment and demonstration activities. This pro- 
vision has been carried in previous Energy 
and Water Development Appropriations 
Acts. 

бес. 309. The conference agreement in- 
cludes a provision which would authorize in- 
telligence activities of the Department of 
Energy for purposes of section 504 of the Na- 
tional Security Act of 1947 until enactment 
of the Intelligence Authorization Act for fis- 
cal year 2005. 

Sec. 310. The conference agreement in- 
cludes a provision that requires that waste 
characterization at WIPP be limited to de- 
termining that the waste is not ignitable, 
corrosive, or reactive. This confirmation will 
be performed using radiography or visual ex- 
amination of a representative subpopulation 
of the waste. The language directs the De- 
partment of Energy to seek à modification 
to the WIPP Hazardous Waste Facility Per- 
mit to implement the provisions of this sec- 
tion. 

Sec. 811. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language regarding disposition of de- 
pleted Uranium Hexafluoride. 

Sec. 312. The conference agreement in- 
cludes a provision regarding the use of funds 
in this Act for some procurement actions by 
the Department of Energy. 

Sec. 313. The conference agreement in- 
cludes a provision prohibiting the use of 
funds in this Act for procurements to in- 
crease the dollar value of prime contracts 
awarded directly by the Department to small 
business. 

Sec. 314. The conference agreement in- 
cludes a provision limiting the types of 
waste that can be disposed of in the Waste 
Isolation Pilot Plant in New Mexico. None of 
the funds may be used to dispose of trans- 
uranic waste in excess of 20 percent pluto- 
nium by weight for the aggregate of any ma- 
terial category. At the Rocky Flats site, this 
provision includes ash residues; salt residues; 
wet residues; direct repackage residues; and 
scrub alloy as referenced in the ‘‘Final Envi- 
ronmental Impact Statement on Manage- 
ment of Certain Plutonium Residues and 
Scrub Alloy Stored at the Rocky Flats Envi- 
ronmental Technology Site’’. This provision 
has been carried in previous Energy and 
Water Development Appropriations Acts. 

CONFERENCE RECOMMENDATIONS 


The conference agreement’s detailed fund- 
ing recommendations for programs in title 
III are contained in the following table. 
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
(Amounts in thousands) 


Budget 
Request 
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Conference 


ENERGY SUPPLY 
RENEWABLE ENERGY RESOURCES 


Renewable energy technologies 


ELECTRICITY TRANSHISSION AND DISTRIBUTION 


Biomass and biorefinery systems КЕр................. 
Geothermal (еөсһпо1оау............................... 
Hydrogen Ж%есһпо106у................................. 
Нудгороме го 529% i S RRRA те але mathe aod tele 
Solar energy« сала талл сени и ава св ы Ы hice snk er 
Wing- energy o  әсооадобивде а aera даа ҚА Kae 
Intergovernmental асб1уісівв........................ 


Total, Renewable energy technologies.............. 


Renewable support and implementation 


Departmental energy management program........... с 
Renewable program зиррог%........................... 


Total, Renewable support and implementation....... 


National climate change technology initiative......... 


Facilities and infrastructure 


National renewable energy Табогаћогу................ 
Construction 
02-E-001 Science and technology facility, NREL 
Goldens СО vis Ls oce du крл oe ete aoe 


Total, Facilities and infrastructure.............5 


Program direction... p40 bese dare up Rr REOR bee Б. 


TOTAL, RENEWABLE ENERGY RESOURCES................. 


High temperature superconductivity R&D.............. 
Transmission reliability К&й........................ 
Electricity distribution transformation R&D,........ 
Energy storage Ю80.............,.................... 
Pac pr "cT 
МОВ НИ ques Бұп р қР Ы MESES TOS а 


Total, Research and деуейорлепі................... 


Electricity гевіғисфигілд............................. 
Program direction... 0 0. cl + асы жишк кык кк oeg ees 
Construction 


04-E-001 Project engineering and design (PED), 
energy reliability and efficiency laboratory........ 


TOTAL, ELECTRICITY TRANSMISSION AND DISTRIBUTION.. 


NUCLEAR ENERGY 
University reactor fuel assistance and support........ 


Research and development 


Nuclear energy plant оріізптігабіол................... 
Nuclear energy research 1п1{1а{1ув.................. 
Nuclear power 2010.................................. 
Generation IV nuclear energy systems initiative..... 
Nuclear hydrogen іп1%51843Уу6......................... 


11,480 


20,711 


24694 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
(Amounts in thousands) 


Budget 
Request 
Advanced fuel cycle іпісізі1імуе...................... 46,254 
Total], Research and деуеіорлелі................... 96,046 
Infrastructure 
Radiclogical facilities management 
Space and defense іп?гавігисішге.................. 33,800 
Hedical isotopes ілҒгавігисінге................... 21,194 
Construction 
05-Е-203 Facility modifications for U-233 
disposition, дақ Кідйде...................... 13,616 
Subtotal, Medical isotopes infrastructure..... 34,810 
Enrichment facility and uranium management........ 500 
Subtotal, Radiological facilities management.... 69,110 
Idaho facilities management 
INL Operations and іпҒғазігисінге................. --- 
ANL-West -operations а аа E dans e tee 30,781 
INL infrastrüOCLtuFe.rli ue s Eg exp PARERE RN AA Ray 75,746 
Construction 
99-E-200 Test reactor area electrical utility 
upgrade, Idaho National Engineering Lab, ID... 1,523 
Subtotal, INL 1п?ғавігысінге.................. 77,269 
Subtotal, Idaho facilities management........... 108,050 
Idaho sitewide safeguards and весігіЖу.............. 58,103 
Total, Іп?ТгазігисТӘГе,....2..2222.242.:..4 аж ж 235,263 
Spent nuclear fuel паладепегиі................. кетке wee 
Program direction... lease cde осал eos n XE REPRE 60,285 
Subtotal, Nuclear Епегау.......................... 412,594 
Funding from other defense асї1у111@58................. -112,847 
Funding from Naval Кеасіог5........................... .-- 
TOTAL, NUCLEAR ЕМЕКСҮ............................. 299,747 
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172,000 


33,800 


21,194 


-114,347 
-10,000 . 


CIVILIAN RADIOACTIVE WASTE MANAGEMENT 


Spent nuclear fuel птападепепт......................... 5,223 


ENVIRONMENT, SAFETY AND HEALTH 


Office of Environment, Safety and Health (non-defanse) 10,000 
Program directione ои Ка a ер Среди Y us x PONI E 20,474 
TOTAL, ENVIRONMENT, SAFETY AND HEALTH............. 30,474 


OFFICE OF FUTURE LIABILITIES 


Future liabilities... edocet e STR ean RO уы» 3,000 
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
(Amounts in thousands) 


OFFICE OF LEGACY MANAGEMENT 
Legacy тзаладелелі..................................... 


Subtotal, Energy вирр?у........................... 
Use of prior year Байапсез............................ 


TOTAL, ENERGY ЗӘРРІҮ.............................. 
NON-DEFENSE SITE ACCELERATION COHPLETION 
Accelerated completions, 2006......................... 
Accelerated completions, 2012......................... 
Accelerated completions, 2035......................... 


TOTAL, NON-DEFENSE SITE ACCELERATION COMPLETION... 


URANIUM ENRICHMENT DECONTAMINATION AND DECOMMISSIONING 
FUND 


Decontamination and десоптіссіотіпа................... 
Uranium/thorium гезтбигзелепі......................... 

TOTAL, URANIUM ENRICHMENT D&D FUND............-..5 
NON-DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 


Community and regulatory биррогЕ..,................... 
Environmental cleanup рго)ес%5........................ 


Non-closure environmental асі1уіі165.................. 
Construction И 

02-U-101 Depleted uranium hexafluoride conversion 

project, Paducah, KY and Portsmouth, 0Н........... 


Total, Non-closure environmental activities....... 


TOTAL, NON-DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES......... 
SCIENCE 
High energy physics 
Proton accelerator-based рһу51іс5.................... 
Electron accelerator-based рһувісв.................. 
Non-accelerator рһув1іс5............................. 
Theoretical physiCS.s. ike hy need Ree xa аз 
Advanced technology БКАр............................. 
SuBtotül«.uris Sead уме нь Mew Bea nA due 
Canstruction 
98-G-304 Neutrinos at the main injector, 
Бестіаһ,255 oder doce eects њи АРЫН aoe SO Ge EE 
Total, High energy рһузісв........................ 
Nuctear-phyST6S авт бы ны atii deo ДТ Mee P 


Biological and environmental геѕеагсћ................. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


Budget 
Request 


90 
48,083 


152,523 


401,040 


496,590 


Conference 


80,000 


742,380 
408,040 


576,590 
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
{Amounts in thousands) 


Budget 
Request 
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Conference 


Construction 
05-SC-004 Project engineering and design (PED), 
facility for the production and characterization 
of proteins and molecular %805.................... 
Basic energy sciences 
Research 
Materials sciences and engineering research....... 
Chemical sciences, geosciences and energy 
BIOSETENDES A ooo eR Re Ub WERE ES ew x b da 
Subtotal, Безеагсһ.............................. 


Construction 
05-R-320 LINAC coherent light source (LCLS)....... 


05-R-321 Center for functional nanomaterials (BNL) 
04-R-313 The molecular foundry (LBNL)............. 
03-SC-002 Project engineering & design (PED) SLAC. 


03.R-312 Center for nanophase materials sciences, 
ORA s а eror etu o rab E PO DREW Eug 


03-R-313 Center for Integrated Nanotechnology..... 
02-SC-002 Project engineering and design (VL)..... 
99-E-334 Spallation neutron source (ORNL)......... 


Subtotal, Construction... .. lesse eene 


Total, Basic energy ӛсіепсе5...................... 
Advanced scientific computing гезеагсһ................ 


Science laboratories infrastructure 
Laboratories facilities support 


Infrastructure сиррог%............................ 
Construction 
MEL-001 Multiprogram energy laboratory 
infrastructure projects, various locations...... 


Subtotal, Laboratories facilities support....... 
дақ Ridge Лапд1оғ8.................................. 
Excess facilities 4ізрова!.......................... 
Safety-related corrective ас{1Оп5................... 

Total, Science laboratories infrastructure... ..... 
Fusion energy sciences. с. cece ee esa pea n s EORR ke 
Safeguards and security... leise ce eene 
Science workforce дбеуеЛортепі......................... 
Science program direction 

Field от СЕЗ уткэру киек e Ped ара ан Pe Oe daa 
Heaüquat ters. cients aioe а Ака АЫ Жыл 


Total, Science program Фігесілоп.................. 


Subtotal, Seente eresio oars ETa ee Se eee REY Ue Y Е 


5,000 


603,228 
228,422 


831,650 


30,000 
18,465 
32,085 


20,075 


17,811 


1,063,530 


204,340 


264,110 
73,315 
7.660 


10,000 


628,228 


881,650 


30,000 
18,465 
32,085 


20,075 


17,811 


1,113,530 


234,340 


276,110 
73,315 
7,660 
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
(Amounts in thousands) 


Budget 
Request Conference 


Use of prior year раЙапсав............................ -“- -5,082 
Less security charge for reimbursable work............ -5,805 -5,605 
TOTAL; SCIENCE: Cone ау Rea Re 3,431,718 3,628,902 


NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAL 


Rëpository. programisci en es Sek ee ka Glee S wD 661,510 386,000 
Program directions rises som y d RN OS Eres c e E 87,490 80,000 
TOTAL, NUCLEAR WASTE ОІЗРОВА,..................... 749,000 446,000 


DEPARTMENTAL ADMINISTRATION 


Administrative operations 
Salaries and expenses 


Office of the Secretary... sisse p bes 5,441 4,649 
Board of contract арреа15......................... 653 653 
Chief information ОҒҒісег.......,................. 44,856 38,273 
Congressional and intergovernmental affairs....... 4,956 4,865 
Economic impact and diversity. а... 5,400 5,140 
General соипвв?................................... 23,349 21,870 
Office of Management, Budget and Evaluation....... 106,055 108,855 
Policy and international аТҒайғв.................. 17,977 15,114 
Public йс оча о атаа тв КК Т eo Mee Pa ae 4,649 2,464 
Subtotal, Salaries and ехрепвев................. 213,336 199,883 
Program support 

Minority economic іпрас%.......................... 830 830 
Policy analysis and system вішбіее................ 395 395 
Environmental policy вішдіез...................... 567 567 
Cybersecurity and secure communications.....,..... 24,932 24,932 
Corporate management information ргодгат.......... 37.632 32,138 
Subtotal, Program быирроғ%....................... 64,356 58,862 
Competitive sourcing initiative (А-76),............. 5,000 2,500 
Total, Administrative орегайіоп5.................. 282,592 261,245 
Cost of work for ойһег5............................... 71,621 71,621 
Subtotal, Departmental Administration. .......0..... 354,313 332,866 
Funding from other defense әсбіуібіө5................. -92,440 -92,440 
Total, Departmental administration (gross)........ 261,873 240,426 
Hiscellaneous геуеливз................................ -122,000 -122,000 
TOTAL, DEPARTMENTAL ADMINISTRATION (пеЖ).......... 139,873 118,426 
шатаишитившинш kogt ranana 


OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 


Office of Inspector бөлега!........................... 41,508 41,508 
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
(Amounts in thousands} 


Budget 
Request Conference 


ATOMIC ENERGY DEFENSE ACTIVITIES 
NATIONAL NUCLEAR SECURITY ADMINISTRATION 
WEAPONS ACTIVITIES 

Directed stockpile work 


Life extension program 


В61; хаома a bes ра eee ade ot 117,927 117,927 
КЛ сады а Г Л О ЛОГ Л О ЛЕТ ТТ 213,111 236,427 
lp" 148,400 106,400 
Subtotal, Life extension рғодгай................ 477,438 480,754 
Stockpile systems 
BB1.. и obrem ЕРОН 91,256 91,256 
M62 o S rM CO RD ERR BG WE EUR ES E Y Ese 18,401 18,401 
WG ЛК er ates trente OR al е e Np ЕКА 137,527 137,527 
WIB. ucc aed Rupee at лата ACD die: INS 44,313 44,313 
Ма Ол. Ба s COR spe d E Re А ER RE Ce NP P UE han 49,507 39,507 
ВОЗ и өзи СОМЫ t aar eed E CU AEA аа Qa Rer 44,995 44,995 
ИӨ4 СЫСЫ e К ЛГ ЛСТ ТК К ООЛ Rip ee 6,119 6,119 
WET eu expe ux rase Tea b eee he Seale bene 94,884 79,884 
WE Ви cena rad e а mae aee Peste АДЫР a le dee ie 49,093 49,093 
Subtotal, Stockpile зузівт5..................... 536,095 511,095 
Retired warheads stockpile зустет5.................. 65,258 75,000 
Stockpile services 
Research and development certification and safety. 157,986 147,986 
Management, technology, and production............ 133,101 113,101 
Reliable replacement мағһеад...................... 9,000 9,000 
Robust nuclear earth репеїгаїог................... 27,557 Te 
Subtotal, Stockpile вөгуісев.................... 327,644 270,087 
Total, Directed stockpile жогк.................... 1,406,435 4,316,936 
Campaigns 
Science campaigns 
Primary assessment Жесһпо100165................... 81,473 73,973 
Dynamic materials ргорегбізб...................... 91,521 86,521 
Advanced гайіоагарйһу.............................. 62,371 55,371 
Secondary assessment Фесһпо100165................. 65,597 63,597 
Subtotal, Science сапраідпв..................... 300,962 279,462 
Engineering campaigns 
Enhanced зстежу................................... 38,121 33,121 
Weapons system engineering assessment technology.. 27,270 27,270 
Nuclear вигуімуафі1іЖу............................. 24,460 9,460 
Enhanced surveillance....... 0.0.0.0. cece eee eee 99,879 99,879 
Microsystem and engineering science applications 
(MESA), other project со555..................... 4,600 4,600 
Construction 
01-D-108 Microsystem and engineering science 
applications (MESA), SNL, Albuquerque, NM..... 48,854 86,500 
Subtotal, MESÉ. o ШУ касык ee ылда eer es 53,254 91,100 


Subtotal, Engineering сатраідпѕ................. 242,984 260,830 
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
(Amounts in thousands} 


Budget 
Request 


Conference 


Inertial confinement fusion ignition and high yield 


campaign: 

ТОПТО cet sg Ga ede Sea end NON P NE 
Support of stockpile рғодгат...................... 
NIF diagnostics, cryogenics and experiment support 
Pulsed power inertial confinement fusion.......... 
University grants/other виррогЖ................... 
Facility operations and target production......... 
Inertial fusion їесһпОлоду........................ 
NIF demonstration ргодгав......................... 
High-energy petawatt laser development............ 


Subtotal repre pev д с а eee vato e e Es 


Construction 
96-D-111 National ignition facility, LLNL....... 


Subtotal, Inertial confinement Тизіоп........... 


Advanced simulation and computing................... 


Construction 
00-0-103, Terascale simulation facility, 
ІЛІМ: L3varmotCe; CA. И дужар lade REESE SES 


Subtotal, Advanced simulation and computing..... 


Pit manufacturing and certification 


W88 pit тапиТастигіпд............................. 
W88 pit сегііҒісабіол............................. 
Pit manufacturing сараБ1114у...................... 
Modern pit Расіі іру. а... 
Pit campaign support activities at МТ8............ 


Subtotal, Pit manufacturing and certification... 


Readiness campaigns 


Stockpile геайіле5е............................... 
High explosives weapons орегабіой................ 
Non-nuclear ггаділезӛ............................. 
Advanced design and production technologies....... 


Tritium readinésS..,. 06. cbs евра eee ena ees 
Construction 
98-D-125 Tritium extraction facility, SR...... 


Subtotal, Tritium геайдіпеб5................... 
Subtotal, Readiness сатрајуп5................... 


Total, Самба аз ec: sehe e SC Omer eg 


Readiness in technical base and facilities 


Operations of facilities... усне аа Yr ag es 
Program Гевадіпе55................................... 
Special беојес v oua Aiea ыан Baten Vig ари RIS 
Material recycle and гесомегу....................... 
Солта пева га А Ree Ue ACTA e RO 
5бога rn 


Subtotal, Readiness in technical base and fac..... 


362,034 


130,000 


492,034 


738,032 


336,473 


45,812 


2,393,840 


1,017,557 


1,268,152 


411,034 


130,000 


544,034 


700,532 


7,000 


2,323,384 


1,121,557 


4,393,118 
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
{Amounts in thousands} 


Construction 


05-0-140 Project engineering and design (PED), 
various ТОСО. алану аа y Meee жа 


05-D-401 Building 12-64 production bays upgrades, 
Pantex plant, Amarillo, ТХ........................ 


05-D-402 Berylium capability (BEC) project. Y-12 
National security complex, дак Ridge, ТМ.......... 


04-D-103 Project engineering and design (PED), 
various Тосаб1о0пв................................. 


04-D-125 Chemistry and metallurgy facility 
replacement project, Los Alamos National 
Laboratory, Los Alamos, ММ...,.................... 


04-0-126 Building 12-44 production cells upgrade, 
Pantex plant, Amarillo, ТХ........................ 


03.0-102, National Security Sciences building, Los 
Alamos National Laboratory, Los Alamos, NM........ 


03-D-103 Project engineering and design (PED), 
various Tocations.... 0.0.0... cece era 


03-D-123 Special nuclear materials 
requalification, Pantex plant, Amarillo, TX....... 


02-0-103 Project engineering and design (PED), 
various Тосабјоп5... ес... 


02-0-105 Engineering technology complex upgrade, 
LENGI DA. eee he ee ны OL ear dae as кыйк быра BAS ele 


01-0-103 Project engineering and design (PED), 
various 1осабіоп5................................. 


01-0-124 HEU materials facility, ¥-12 plant, Oak 
Ridge; TN. oa лақа О ОО К ЛЛ ООУ КҮС 


Subtotal, Соп5їгисїїоп.......................... 


Total, Readiness in technical base and facilities. 


Facilities and infrastructure recapitalization program 
Construction 


05.D-160 Facilities and infrastructure 
recapitalization program project 
engineering design (PED), various locations....... 


05.D-601 Compressed air upgrades project (CAUP), 
Y-12, National security complex, Oak Ridge, TN.... 


05-0-602 Power grid infrastructure upgrade (PGIU), 
Alamos National Laboratory. Los Alamos, NM........ 


05-0-603 New master substation (NHSU), SNL........ 


Budget 
Request 


3,627 


1,500 


24,000 


2,600 


37,348 


15,275 


4,602 


5,250 


5,400 


1,474,454 


291,543 


8,700 


4,400 


10,000 


600 
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3,627 


1,500 


40,000 


2,600 


37,348 


15,275 


4,602 


5,250 


5,400 


6,000 


114,000 


1,670,420 


248,863 


8,700 


4,400 


10,000 


600 


November 19, 2004 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
(Amounts in thousands) 


Budget 
Request 


Conference 


04-D-203 Facilities and infrastructure 
recapitalization program (FIRP), project 
engineering design (PED), various locations....... 


Subtotal, боп$їгибс{10п.......................... 


Total, Facilities and infrastructure 
recapitalization ргобгат........................ 


Secure transportation asset 


Operations and едшіртпепі............................ 
Program direction: o. жеги teie шкы уйш anes UE 


Total, Secure transportation аввеі................ 


Nuclear weapons incident гезропзе..................... 


Safeguards and security... . isses eee eee 


Construction 
05-D-170 Project engineering and design (PED), 
various Тосай1005................................. 


05-D-701 Security perimeter project, Los Alamos. 
National Laboratory, Los Alamos, МИ............... 


Total, Safeguards and зесигіЖу.................... 


Subtotal, Weapons асі(1у114168...................... 


Use of prior year байапсе5............................ 
Less security charge for reimbursable work............ 
Excluding transfer of DOD ppropriations............... 


TOTAL, WEAPONS АСТІУІТІБ5......................... 


Transfer from Department of Defense appropriations.... 


Total, Weapons Activities (program level)......... 


DEFENSE NUCLEAR NONPROLIFERATION 


Nonproliferation and verification, R&D................ 
Nonproliferation and international security........... 


Nonproliferation programs with Russia 


International nuclear materials protection and 
cooperatiOno к olei eere evs a Bek sat 
Russian transition іпі іа4іуе....................... 
HEU transparency іпрТетеліасіоп..................... 
Elimination of weapons-grade plutonium production 
program sodas ed Lote Teezu an Ny cop S CONGR de 


Fissile materials disposition 
U.S. surplus materials дізров1біоа................ 
Russian surplus materials dispesition............. 
Construction 
99-D-141 Pit disassembly and conversion 
facility, Savannah River, 5С.................... 


318,224 


143,873 
57,427 


220,000 


273,544 


143,873 
57,427 


201,300 
99,209 


720,678 


17,000 


225,750 
154,000 


322,000 
41,000 
20,950 
40,097 


159,700 
64,000 


32,300 
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
{Amounts in thousands) 


Budget 
Request Conference 


99-D-143 Mixed oxide fuel fabrication facility, 


Savannah River, 5С.............................. 368,000 368,000 
Subtotal, бопеғгисііоп........................ 400,300 400,300 
Subtotal, Fissile materials disposition......... 649,000 624,000 
Total, Nonproliferation programs with Russia...... 999,047 1,048,047 
Offsite source recovery ргофесі....................... 5,600 7.600 
Subtotal, Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation...... 1,348,647 1,435,397 

Use of prior year Ба\1алсеѕ............................ M -15,000 
TOTAL, DEFENSE NUCLEAR NONPROLIFERATION........... 4,348,647 1,420,397 


NAVAL REACTORS 


Naval reactors деуеТортегпі............................ 761,211 771,211 
Construction 
05-N-900 Materials development facility building, 
Schenectady, NY... iussus aso Axe rt pe RA ed oes 6,200 6,200 
90-N-102 Expended core facility dry cel! project, 
Naval Reactors Facility, Ір....................... 989 989 
Subtotal, Construction... s. eee nne 7,189 7,189 
Total, Naval reactors деуейортепі................. 788,400 778,400 
Program дігесілоп............................ iude aceto 29,500 29,500 
TOTAL, NAVAL ВЕАСТОВВ............................. 797,900 807,900 
OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATOR 
Office of the Адтілізігабог.,......................... 333,700 356,200 
TOTAL, OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATOR.............. 333,700 356.200 
TOTAL, NATIONAL NUCLEAR SECURITY ADMINISTRATION... 9,048,700 8,810,968 


DEFENSE SITE ACCELERATION COMPLETION 


Accelerated completions, 2006......................... 1,251,799 1,264,999 
Accelerated completions, 2012......................... 1,437,001 1,437,001 
Construction 
04-0-414 Project engineering and design (PED), 
various locations. ve ARR Rave deer бала Ceo 3,000 3,000 


04-D-423 Container surveillance capability in 
235-F, Savannah Кіуег............................. 20,640 20,640 
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
{Amounts іп thousands) 


Budget 
Request Conference 


01-D.418 Waste treatment and immobilization plant 


Bron amd. WAS т aa eque Bey eed = - = 690,000 690,000 
Subtotal, бопзїгисї1оп..................... n nns 713,640 713,640 
Total, Accelerated completions, 2012.............. 2,150,641 2,150,641 
Accelerated completions, 2035......................... 1,849,512 1,860,512 
Construction 
04-D-408 Glass waste storage building #2, Savannah 
RIVED weil bee ba an ТЕР: Ad SO AV RU m dec 43,827 43,827 
Total, Accelerated completions, 2035.............. 1,893,339 1,904,339 
Safeguards and $есигїїу.........................› nnn 265,059 265,059 
Alternative high level waste actions ..,.............. wee 249,442 


High level waste (Waste Incidental to Reprocessing} 
(legislative proposal)... . а 249,442 217,392 
Construction 
05-D-405 Salt waste processing facility, 


Savannah Rivera vey cos here cate oval A ex pp M Y oaa 52,000 26,000 

04-D-414 04-02 PED: Sodium bearing waste 

treatment, Тбапо: 222225554 АЗ ee Xe а aad pt 24,900 24,900 

03-D-414 PED: Salt waste processing facility alt 

Savannah River, 5629595 ҰЗ ЫРА aaa ee Ug 23,858 23.658 

Total, High level waste (WIR) (legis. proposal)... 350,000 291,950 
Technology development and Яер1оутепі................. 60,142 60,142 

Subtotal, Defense Site Acceleration Completion.... 5,970,980 6,186,572 
Less security charge for reimbursable work............ -143 -143 
Use of prior year БаЛапсев............................ e -90,000 

TOTAL, DEFENSE SITE ACCELERATION COMPLETION....... 5,970,837 6,096,429 


DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 


Community and regulatory зыррогі...................... 60,547 60,547 
Federal contribution to the uranium enrichment fund... 463,000 463,000 
Non-closure environmental асїіуіїіеѕ.................. 187,864 148,038 
Spent nuclear fuel паладенепі......................... --- 17,332 
Progrem direction. cuoco me Roe eA eS e Жа sip Сан 271,059 271,058 
Use of prior year райапсв5............................ wee -20,000 

TOTAL, DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL ЗЕНУІСЕ5............. 982,470 937,976 


TOTAL, DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT........... 6,953,307 7,034,405 


OTHER DEFENSE ACTIVITIES 


Other national security programs 

Energy security and assurance 
Enetgy Зеби Ту татна Rasa ee Pe ERU E REA IPRC EES 6,100 ЕЕ 
Program direction. iss ce a e eee а еее өз 4,500 --- 


Subtotal, Energy security and assurance..,...... 10,600 --. 
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
{Amounts in thousands} 


Budget 
Request 
Office of Security 
Nuclear safeguards and зесигіту................... 143,197 
Security investigations. 0... cc сукка ne 53,554 
Program direction... оству ee o lem R9 ке 58,350 
Subtotal, Office of бесигі%у.................... 255,107 
Independent oversight and performance assurance..... 24,669 
Civilian radioactive waste management 
Spent nuclear fuel тападепепі..................... 21,190 
Program direction. с: osuere e rt ety xd 1,060 
Subtotal, Civilian radioactive waste mgmt....... 22,250 
Environment, safety and health (Defense)............ 99,105 
Program direction - ЕН............................ 20,414 
Subtotal, Environment, safety & health (Defense) 119,519 
Office of Legacy Hanagement 
Legacy птападетепі................................. 19,194 
Worker and community %гап51і41ол................... 2,500 
Program дігесізоп................................. 13,201 
Subtotal, Office of Legacy Management........... 34,895 
Defense related administrative виррогі.............. 92,440 
Defense activities at ІМЕЕІ......................... 112,847 
Office of hearings and арреа15...................... 4,318 
Office of Future Клару лез... о. 5,000 
Subtotal, Other Defense Асі1у15165................ 681,639 
Use of prior year БаТапсев................... сотан ат -15,000 
Less security charge for reimbursable work............ -3,003 
TOTAL, OTHER DEFENSE АСТІУІТІЕӨ................... $63,636 
DEFENSE NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAL 
Defense nuclear waste 415ро5а!........................ 131,900 
TOTAL, ATOMIC ENERGY DEFENSE ACTIVITIES........... 16,796,643 
POWER MARKETING ADMINISTRATIONS 
SOUTHEASTERN POWER ADMINISTRATION 
Operation and maintenance 
Purchase power and үйее1іпд......................... --- 
Program бігесііоп................................... 5,200 
Subtotal, Operation and пайліепайсе............... 5,200 
Offsetting: collections... l.i аи ake ced ka Rn t 


TOTAL, SOUTHEASTERN POWER ADMINISTRATION.......... 5,200 
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Conference 


183,904 
49,880 
54,722 


24,669 


129,519 


33,894 


692,891 


кевивњившшит 


131,000 
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
{Amounts in thousands) 


Budget 


Request Conference 


SOUTHWESTERN POWER ADMINISTRATION 


Operation and maintenance 


Operating expenses... iis o dere RR a n 4,676 4,676 
Purchase power and жһег1ілд......................... --- 2,900 
Program directioh.. ad ву ee ви ага X ERR рок 19.324 19,324 
Construction oes ears e КТК РЕТТЕН 5,352 5,352 
Subtotal, Operation and maintenance............... 29,352 32,252 
Offsetting collections... .. eoe eee nnn --- -2,900 
TOTAL, SOUTHWESTERN POWER ADHINISTRATION.......... 29,352 29,352 


WESTERN AREA POWER ADMINISTRATION 


Operation and maintenance 


Construction and геһарі114а51іоп..................... 20,191 20,191 
Operation and паіпівпапсе........................... 39,821 39,821 
Purchase power and жһев1іпд......................... --. 227,600 
Program «ігесііой................................... 116,756 116,756 
Subtotal, Operation and тајлбепатсе.......,....... 178,768 404,368 
Offsetting collections... ocius eoe epe e жа Cx НЛЕ --- -227,600 
Offsetting collections (P.L. 98-381).................. -3,668 -3,668 
TOTAL, WESTERN AREA POWER ADMINISTRATION.......... 173,100 173,100 


FALCON AND AMISTAD OPERATING AND HAINTENANCE FUND 


Operation and таїпїепапсе............................. 2,827 2,827 


TOTAL, POWER MARKETING ADMINISTRATIONS............ 210,479 210,479 


FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION 


Federal energy regulatory соптізсіоп.................. 210,000 210,000 
КЕКС-ГӨУӘПШеб;2:, шақта dae ela SA d do ean Aaa ae eee -210,000 -210,000 
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
{Amounts in thousands) 


Budget 
Request 


November 19, 2004 


Conference 


ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT ACCOUNTS 


Energy programs: 


Energy Supply... ce RA PEUT EN ime нал алары oe Y 
Non-defense site acceleration completion........... 
Non-defense environmental тапацетеп(............... 
Uranium enrichment D&D Ғаола........................ 
Non-defense environmental зегуісез................. 
Uranium facilities maintenance and remediation..... 
BOTBHOB доз Le eae qe О d vob Ros SR wed D ОКТ 
Nuclear waste дізроза!............................. 


Departmental айтілізігайіоп,....................... 
М ТЫ ЖК а о ГЕК а ГУ ГЕТ, 


Total, Departmental administration............. 
Office of the Inspector бепега1.................... 


Total, Energy ргодгап5........................... 


Atomic energy defense activities: 
National Nuclear Security Administration: 


Weapons ас44уі13г5............................... 
Defense nuclear папргоТ1Гегабтіап................. 
Naval геасіоге: а cer due tae ey хет EARN E ES 
Office of the Айтіпізігайоғ...................... 


Subtotal, National Nuclear Security Admin...... 


Defense environmental restoration and waste momt.... 
Defense facilities closure рго3есі5................ 
Defense site acceleration completion............... 

High level waste legislative proposal............ 
Defense environmental management privatization..... 
Defense environmental зегуісеб..................... 
Defense environmenta! mgmt. privatization (resc.)... 


Subtotal, Defense environmental management..... 


Other defense асб1імі(4еб........................... 
Defense nuclear waste дл5роза7..................... 


Total, Atomic energy defense activities... a.. 


835,266 
151,850 
500,200 
291,296 
3,431,718 
749,000 


261,873 
-122,000 


6,140,711 


6,588,453 
1,348,647 
797.900 
333,700 


9,048,700 


5,620,837 
350,000 


6,953,307 


663,636 
131,000 


946,272 
151,850 
499.007 
291,296 
3,628,902 
446,000 


240,426 
-122,000 


6,123,261 


6,226,471 
4,420,397 
807,900 
356,200 


8,810,968 


5,804,479 
281,950 
937,976 


7,034,405 


692,691 
131,000 


16,669,064 
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DEPARTHENT OF ENERGY 
(Amounts in thousands) 


Budget 
Request Conference 


Power marketing administrations: 


Southeastern Power Айтіпізігабіоп................... 5,200 8,200 
Southwestern Power Айдтіпісіғатіоп................... 29,352 29,352 
Western Area Power Айт1п1зїга{10п................... 173,100 173,100 
Falcon and Amistad operating and maintenance fund... 2,827 2,827 

Total, Power marketing administrations............ 210,479 210,478 

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission: 

Salaries and ехрепвев............................... 210,000 210,000 
REVENUES ИК КИЕ ЕКЕН rr -210,000 -210,000 


Total, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission....... E M 


TOTAL, ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT ACCOUNTS 


FUNCTION RECAP: 


NON-DEFENSE... iios e I vasa ит YR EXC RW Y e ee 6,351,190 6,583,182 
DEFENSE: ati tee Ward Йа ta oe oe eon d PORE 16,796,643 18,419,622 
Environmental restoration and waste management: 
Defense functiones Шу ла УАР Ме YN res (6,953,307) (7,034,405) 
Non-defense Ғипсііоп................................ (943,348) (842,153) 
Total, Environmental restoration and waste mgmt... (7,896,653) (7,976,558) 
Nuclear waste disposal: 
Defense functionzjsu ios tee Rates ie тарын жансар ақтан (131,000) (131,000) 
Non-defense Ғилсііопт................................ (749,000) (446,000) 


Total, Nuclear waste 2ізроза1..................... (880,000) (577,000) 
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TITLE IV—INDEPENDENT AGENCIES 
APPALACHIAN REGIONAL COMMISSION 


The conference agreement provides 
$66,000,000 for the Appalachian Regional 
Commission. Within available funds, the 
conferees direct the Commission to provide 
$1,000,000 to facilitate construction of the 
Farmers’ Ethanol biorefinery and supporting 
infrastructure in Perry County, Ohio. The 
conferees support the Appalachian-Turkish 
Trade Project to promote trade and invest- 
ment opportunities. 

DEFENSE NUCLEAR FACILITIES SAFETY BOARD 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement provides 
$20,268,000 for the Defense Nuclear Facilities 
Safety Board, the same as the request. 

DELTA REGIONAL AUTHORITY 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement appropriates 
$6,048,000 for the Delta Regional Authority. 
The conferees direct the Authority to submit 
to the House and Senate Committees on Ap- 
propriations quarterly financial reports pro- 
viding detailed accounting data on the ex- 
penditures of funds during fiscal year 2005. 
The conferees also expect the Authority to 
submit a detailed budget justification for the 
fiscal year 2006 budget. 

DENALI COMMISSION 


The conference agreement appropriates 
$67,000,000 for the Denali Commission. The 
conferees renew the direction to the Com- 
mission to submit a detailed budget jus- 
tification for fiscal year 2006. 

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement includes 
$662,777,000, to be offset by revenues of 
$534,354,000, for a net appropriation of 
$128,423,000. This reflects the statutory lan- 
guage adopted by the conference in fiscal 
year 2001 to reduce the fee recovery require- 
ment to 90 percent in fiscal year 2005. 

In fiscal year 2004, the conferees directed 
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission to con- 
tract with the National Academy of Sciences 
for a study of spent nuclear fuel storage at 
commercial reactor sites. The National 
Academy completed this study and found a 
number of areas in which the NRC could im- 
prove its modeling of the risks to spent fuel 
storage and the mitigation of such risks. The 
conferees expect the NRC to take the nec- 
essary steps to improve its analyses, includ- 
ing the preparation of site-specific models, 
and to work with the utilities to ensure 
timely application of this information to 
mitigate risks. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 


The conference agreement includes 
$7,518,000, to be offset by revenues of 
$6,766,200, for a net appropriation of $751,800. 
This reflects the statutory language adopted 
by the conference in fiscal year 2001 to re- 
duce the fee recovery requirement to 90 per- 
cent in fiscal year 2005. 

NUCLEAR WASTE TECHNICAL REVIEW BOARD 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement provides 
$3,177,000, the same as the budget request. 


TITLE V—GENERAL PROVISIONS 


Sec. 501. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language directing that none of the 
funds appropriated in this Act may be used 
in any way, directly or indirectly, to influ- 
ence congressional action on any legislation 
or appropriation matters pending before Con- 
gress except to communicate to Members of 
Congress. 
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Sec. 502. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language regarding the transfer of 
funds made available in this Act to other de- 
partments or agencies of the federal govern- 
ment. 

Sec. 503. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language regarding the public release 
of documents concerning energy markets. 

Sec. 504. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language regarding the extension of 
the prohibition of oil and gas drilling in the 
Great Lakes through 2007. 

Sec. 505. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language authorizing the Secretary of 
the Army to transfer and advance funds to 
the Administrator of the Bonneville Power 
Administration to carry out activities in 
connection with Section 2406 of the Energy 
Policy Act of 1992. 

Sec. 506. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language concerning the voting meth- 
ods for the Delta Regional Authority. 


TITLE VI 


The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage changing the composition, operation, 
and duties of the Board of Directors of the 
Tennessee Valley Authority. 


CONFERENCE TOTAL—WITH COMPARISONS 


The total new budget (obligational) au- 
thority for the fiscal year 2005 recommended 
by the Committee of Conference, with com- 
parisons to the fiscal year 2004 amount, the 
2005 budget estimates, and the House and 
Senate bills for 2005 follow: 


[In thousands of dollars] 


New budget (obligation) 
authority, fiscal year 
2004 

Budget estimates of new 
(obligational) authority, 
fiscal year 2005 ................ 28,470,382 

House bill, fiscal year 2005 28,525,000 

Senate bill, fiscal year 2005 0 

Conference agreement, fis- 
cal year 2005 .................... 

Conference agreement 

compared with: 

New budget (obligation) 
authority, fiscal year 
2004 

Budget estimates of new 
(obligational) author- 
ity, fiscal year 2005 

House bill, fiscal year 
2005 

Senate bill, 
2005 +29,020,000 

DIVISION D—FOREIGN OPERATIONS, EX- 
PORT FINANCING, AND RELATED PRO- 
GRAMS APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2005 


The statement of the managers remains si- 
lent on provisions that were in both the 
House and Senate bills that remain un- 
changed by this conference agreement, ex- 
cept as noted in this statement of the man- 
agers. The House and Senate report language 
that is not changed by the conference is ap- 
proved by the committee of conference. The 
statement of the managers, while repeating 
some report language for emphasis, does not 
intend to negate the language referred to 
above unless expressly provided herein. 

TITLE I—EXPORT AND INVESTMENT 
ASSISTANCE 
EXPORT-IMPORT BANK OF THE UNITED STATES 


The conference agreement appropriates 
$59,800,000 for the subsidy appropriation in- 
stead of $125,700,000 as proposed by the House 
and $115,700,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
The managers expect that there will be no 
reduction in Export-Import Bank activity 


$27,756,375 


29,020,000 


+1,263,625 


+549,618 


+495,000 


fiscal year 
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levels due to the extraordinarily high level 
of carryover balances in fiscal year 2005, 
which total approximately $444,000,000. 

The conference agreement appropriates 
$73,200,000 for administrative expenses for 
the Export-Import Bank as included in the 
House bill and Senate amendment. 

The conference agreement does not include 
a first-time appropriation for an Office of In- 
spector General. The managers note that the 
Export-Import Bank already has an audit 
committee and other regimes in place, in- 
cluding independent auditors that provide fi- 
nancial oversight to its operations. 

The conference agreement includes Senate 
language that requires the Export-Import 
Bank to provide a report on the economic ef- 
fect of an ethanol dehydration plant in Trin- 
idad and Tobago within 30 days of enactment 
of this Act. The conference agreement does 
not include Senate language that would have 
required prior consultation with the Senate 
Finance Committee and the Committees on 
Appropriations prior to extending credit sup- 
port to establish or expand the production of 
indigenous products by a beneficiary country 
pursuant to section 423 of the Tax Reform 
Act of 1986. The managers are concerned by 
the precedent this provision may establish 
within the Act, and believe this matter is 
better addressed by the relevant authorizing 
committees. 


OVERSEAS PRIVATE INVESTMENT CORPORATION 


The managers direct the President of OPIC 
to continue current policy and consult with 
the Committees on Appropriations before 
any future financing for nongovernmental 
organizations or private and voluntary orga- 
nizations is approved. 

The conference agreement includes Senate 
language that allows OPIC to operate in Iraq 
for fiscal year 2005. The House bill did not 
address this matter. 


TRADE AND DEVELOPMENT AGENCY 


The conference agreement appropriates 
$51,500,000 for the Trade and Development 
Agency (TDA) as proposed by the House in- 
stead of $49,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
The managers have provided $1,500,000 for 
TDA to conduct a development and training 
program to assist countries with meeting 
their obligations for international aviation 
security and safety standards. 


TITLE II—BILATERAL ECONOMIC 
ASSISTANCE 


UNITED STATES AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL 
DEVELOPMENT 


CHILD SURVIVAL AND HEALTH PROGRAMS FUND 


The conference agreement appropriates 
$1,550,000,000 for the Child Survival and 
Health Programs Fund as proposed by the 
Senate instead of $1,648,500,000 as proposed by 
the House. The managers make funding in 
this account available until September 30, 
2006, as proposed by the House, rather than 
September 30, 2007, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. 

As in previous years, the conference agree- 
ment includes language allocating the Child 
Survival and Health Programs Fund among 
six program categories. For child survival 
and maternal health, including vaccine-pre- 
ventable diseases such as polio, the con- 
ference agreement allocates $345,000,000 as 
proposed by the Senate instead of $330,000,000 
as allocated by the House. For vulnerable 
children (not including children affected by 
HIV/AIDS), the conference agreement allo- 
cates $30,000,000 as proposed by the Senate 
instead of $28,000,000 as allocated by the 
House. For HIV/AIDS, including children or- 
phaned by HIV/AIDS and otherwise affected 
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by the disease, the conference agreement al- 
locates $350,000,000 instead of $330,000,000 as 
allocated by the House or $600,000,000 as allo- 
cated by the Senate. For other infectious 
diseases, including TB and malaria, the con- 
ference agreement allocates $200,000,000 as 
proposed by the Senate instead of $185,000,000 
as allocated by the House. For reproductive 
health/family planning, the conference 
agreement allocates $375,000,000 as allocated 
by the Senate; and for the Global Fund to 
Fight AIDS, Tuberculosis and Malaria (Glob- 
al Fund), the conference agreement allocates 
$250,000,000 as proposed by the Senate (not in- 
cluding $150,000,000 of emergency funding) in- 
stead of $400,000,000 as allocated by the 
House. The allocation for the Global Fund 
also includes $87,800,000 in prior year funds, 
bringing the total allocation to $337,800,000. 

The managers expect that any change pro- 
posed subsequent to the allocation as di- 
rected in bill language will be subject to the 
requirements of section 515 of this Act. A 
definition of program categories and their 
components can be found on pages 9 through 
11 of House Report 107-142 and under the 
heading  *Family Planning/Reproductive 
Health" on page 12 of Senate Report 107—58. 

The conference agreement includes a total 
of $337,800,000 for the Global Fund. The man- 
agers note that other donors have not con- 
tributed adequate matching funding to make 
available all of the potential United States 
fiscal year 2004 contribution to the Fund of 
$547,000,000. The managers have carried over 
the amount that could not be made avail- 
able, $87,800,000, for inclusion in the fiscal 
year 2005 Global Fund contribution. Absent 
this action by the Congress, these funds 
would have been used for purposes other 
than a contribution to the Global Fund. 

The managers provide that up to 5 percent 
of funds made available for a United States 
contribution to the Global Fund may be 
made available to USAID for technical as- 
sistance related to Global Fund activities, 
similar to a House provision. Priority should 
be given to assistance that speeds the dis- 
tribution of Global Fund grants and im- 
proves the accountability and efficiency of 
their use, rather than increases the pipeline 
of undisbursed funding. 

As in previous years, the managers specify 
that funding for family planning/reproduc- 
tive health should also be spent in areas 
where population growth threatens biodiver- 
sity or endangered species, as recommended 
by the Senate. The House bill did not address 
this matter. 

The conference agreement includes 
$30,000,000 to support research on and the de- 
velopment of microbicides as a means for 
combating HIV/AIDS, instead of $32,000,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. The House bill did 
not address this matter. The managers en- 
dorse Senate report language recommending 
up to $2,000,000 for the International Partner- 
ship for Microbicides. 

The conference agreement includes 
$27,000,000 for the International AIDS Vac- 
cine Initiative, instead of $28,000,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. The House bill ad- 
dressed this matter under the heading ‘‘Glob- 
al HIV/AIDS Initiative’’. 

The managers do not include a provision 
providing funds under this heading for the 
Joint UN Programme on HIV/AIDS 
(UNAIDS), as proposed by the Senate. In- 
stead, the managers provide such funds from 
the heading ‘‘Global HIV/AIDS Initiative’’. 

To simplify accounting and improve trans- 
parency, no funding is appropriated in this 
account for HIV/AIDS programs in the 15 
Emergency Plan for AIDS Relief ‘‘focus’’ 
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countries. Funding for the ‘‘focus’’ countries 
is appropriated under the heading ‘‘Global 
HIV/AIDS Initiative’’. 

The managers note that, of the funding 
pledged thus far by the Global Fund to re- 
cipient countries, approximately 56 percent 
would be for HIV/AIDS interventions, 31 per- 
cent for malaria interventions, and 18 per- 
cent for tuberculosis (TB) or combined TB/ 
AIDS interventions. The managers have used 
these percentages to estimate the portion of 
the United States contributions to the Glob- 
al Fund that is likely to be attributed for 
each disease. The narrative for HIV/AIDS 
funding is under the heading ' (Global HIV/ 
AIDS Initiative". 

The conference agreement provides a total 
of $132,500,000 for 'TB assistance. Of this 
amount, $80,000,000 is funded through the 
“other infectious diseases" allocation in this 
account, an estimated $8,500,000 from other 
bilateral accounts, and $44,000,000 through 
the contribution to the Global Fund. 

For malaria, the conference agreement 
provides a total of $203,700,000. Of this 
amount, it is expected that $104,700,000 of the 
contribution to the Global Fund will fund 
malaria programs,  $90,000,000 is funded 
through the ‘‘other infectious diseases" allo- 
cation in this account, and an estimated 
$9,000,000 is provided from other bilateral ac- 
counts. 

The managers note with concern the reduc- 
tions made in the fiscal year 2005 budget re- 
quest for a number of African countries. The 
conference agreement contains funding lev- 
els for both “са Survival and Health Pro- 
grams Fund" and ‘‘Development Assistance" 
that significantly exceed the amounts re- 
quested. The managers therefore expect 
USAID to restore cuts in African country al- 
locations in those accounts to their fiscal 
year 2004 levels, consistent with proper pro- 
grammatic considerations. The managers ex- 
pect that the Committees on Appropriations 
will be fully consulted prior to the release of 
section 653(a) allocations for fiscal year 2005. 

The managers endorse House report lan- 
guage urging USAID to increase its support 
for obstetric fistula prevention and repair. 
The managers also intend that $32,000,000 be 
made available to support the multilateral 
campaign to combat polio. 

The managers note the policy and tech- 
nical analysis and educational programs of 
the Global Health Council and recommend 
funding for the Council for such activities in 
fiscal year 2005. 

The managers direct USAID to provide the 
Committees with a detailed report not later 
than March 31, 2005, on the programs, 
projects, and activities undertaken by the 
Child Survival and Health Programs Fund 
during fiscal year 2004. 

The managers note the growing demand for 
health-related research and development 
from this and other accounts in this Act. 
Therefore, the managers request USAID to 
provide a report not later than 180 days after 
enactment of this Act describing efforts 
made to coordinate USAID’s health-related 
research and development activities with 
those of the Department of Health and 
Human Services, the Department of Defense, 
and other agencies as appropriate. The re- 
port should focus on the research, develop- 
ment, and application cycle and outline 
USAID’s appropriate role in that process. 
The report should also include amounts 
spent by USAID for research and develop- 
ment, with a breakdown by health issue or 
disease, recipient, and stage of research or 
development funded. The managers request 
USAID to consult regularly with the Com- 
mittees while developing this report. 
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Funds appropriated for the Child Survival 
and Health Programs Fund are appropriated 
for programs, projects and activities. Funds 
for administrative expenses to manage Child 
Survival and Health Programs Fund activi- 
ties are provided in a separate USAID Oper- 
ating Expenses account, with two exceptions 
included in the conference agreement: au- 
thority for USAID’s central and regional bu- 
reaus to use up to $250,000 from program 
funds for Operating Expense-funded per- 
sonnel to better monitor and provide over- 
sight of the Child Survival and Health Pro- 
grams Fund, and section 522, which includes 
authority to use up to $18,500,000 to reim- 
burse other government agencies and private 
institutions for professional services. 

DEVELOPMENT ASSISTANCE 

The conference agreement appropriates 
$1,460,000,000 for ‘‘Development Assistance" 
as proposed by the Senate instead of 
$1,429,000,000 as proposed by the House. 

The conference agreement includes 
$194,000,000 for trade capacity building under 
this heading, the same as the level in the 
House bill. The Senate amendment did not 
address this matter. Trade capacity building 
is further addressed in section 570 of the gen- 
eral provisions. 

The managers have agreed to provide 
$300,000,000 for basic education, including 
adult literacy programs, under this heading. 
Additionally, the conference agreement ad- 
dresses this matter further in section 567 of 
the general provisions. The Senate amend- 
ment addressed this matter in the general 
provisions, not under this heading. 

The managers note that both the House 
and Senate reports direct USAID to design 
and fund a $15,000,000 program in Africa with 
the aim of eliminating school fees. The man- 
agers endorse the instructions included in 
the House report stipulating that this pro- 
gram address the issue of eliminating school 
fees in a holistic manner, with attention 
paid to increasing host country investment 
in education, increasing parent and commu- 
nity involvement, and ensuring sufficient in- 
frastructure for both male and female stu- 
dents. The managers understand that elimi- 
nating school fees, even in one country, 
could cost hundreds of millions of dollars, 
and that the pilot project undertaken with 
the funds provided will necessarily be small- 
er in scope. The managers also direct that 
the strategies requested in both the House 
and Senate reports be combined and trans- 
mitted together to the Committees on Ap- 
propriations no later than 180 days after en- 
actment of this Act. 

The conference agreement provides 
$15,000,000 for programs to improve women’s 
leadership capacity in recipient countries as 
included in the House bill. The Senate 
amendment did not address this matter. 

The conference agreement provides 
$2,000,000 for clean water treatment activi- 
ties in developing countries. The House bill 
did not address this matter. The managers 
recommend consideration of up to $2,000,000 
for Water Missions International assuming 
satisfaction of normal requirements for 
project technical merit and financial ac- 
counting system standards. 

The conference agreement includes Senate 
language that provides $100,000,000 from all 
funds appropriated by this Act shall be made 
available for drinking water supply projects 
and related activities. The House bill did not 
address this matter. The Committee expects 
USAID to report no later than 90 days after 
enactment of this Act on funding and imple- 
mentation of its water projects, including 
the number and location of wells drilled, and 
the cost per well. 
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The conference agreement does not include 
the Senate requirement that funds for the 
Global Development Alliance are subject to 
notification. However, the managers request 
USAID to present to the Committees its fi- 
nancial plan for continued implementation 
of the Global Development Alliance. The 
House did not address this matter. 

The managers support the fertilizer-re- 
lated research and development being con- 
ducted by the International Fertilizer Devel- 
opment Center (IFDC) and urge USAID to 
make at least $4,000,000 available to IFDC, 
including not less than $2,300,000 for its core 
grant, as provided under the Senate amend- 
ment. The House bill did not address the 


matter. 

The conference agreement provides 
$20,000,000 for American Schools and Hos- 
pitals Abroad. The Senate provided 


$22,000,000. The House bill did not address 
this matter. The managers endorse House re- 
port language concerning medical simula- 
tion technology. 

The managers direct that not less than 
$1,000,000 be made available to the U.S. Tele- 
communications Training Institute, a non- 
profit joint venture program between the 
public and private sectors that provides tui- 
tion free communications and broadcasting 
training to professionals around the world. 
The Senate amendment included bill lan- 
guage mandating that such funds be made 
available for this purpose. The House bill did 
not address this matter. 

The managers understand that USAID has 
reached a three-year, $3,000,000 agreement 
with the International Real Property Foun- 
dation (IRPF). The managers support the 
work of the IRPF, which provides field vol- 
unteers to developing countries to help make 
their real estate markets more open and pro- 
fessional. The managers expect USAID to 
provide $1,000,000 to the IRPF from funds 
made available under this heading. 

The conference agreement includes a modi- 
fied Senate provision directing that ‘‘Devel- 
opment Assistance" funds should be used for 
programs in sub-Saharan Africa to address 
sexual and gender-based violence. The House 
bill did not address this matter. The man- 
agers recognize the importance of these pro- 
grams and expect USAID to increase funding 
above the current level. 

The managers endorse Senate report lan- 
guage concerning Laos and expect that a 
total of $2,000,000 from ‘‘Development Assist- 
ance" and the ‘‘Child Survival and Health 
Programs Fund" will be used to continue on- 
going programs in that country. The man- 
agers continue to strongly support programs, 
funded under the ‘‘Nonproliferation, Anti- 
Terrorism, Demining and Related Programs" 
account, to clear unexploded ordnance in 
Laos and expect that at least $2,500,000 will 
be made available for this purpose in fiscal 
year 2005. 

'The conference agreement does not include 
a Senate provision that $8,000,000 in develop- 
ment assistance funds should be made avail- 
able for assistance to Liberia. The House bill 
did not address this matter. However, the 
managers believe that additional funds are 
urgently needed for a variety of activities in 
Liberia, especially drug rehabilitation of 
former combatants, and expect USAID to 
provide $6,000,000 in development assistance 
funds for Liberia. The managers endorse the 
budget request for Liberia except where oth- 
erwise noted in the conference agreement or 
statement of managers. 

The managers recommend $10,000,000 from 
“Development Assistance" and ‘‘Economic 
Support Ғапа” to assist victims of torture. 
The House bill did not address this matter. 
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The managers support microenterprise de- 
velopment programs for the poor, especially 
women, and urge USAID to achieve a level of 
$200,000,000 for these programs in fiscal year 
2005. The managers also recommend 
$30,000,000 be available to USAID’s Office of 
Microenterprise through a central funding or 
other appropriate mechanism for contracts, 
cooperative agreements and grants. 

The managers also urge USAID to take 
steps to preserve the viability of leading 
NGO microfinance networks and to consult 
with the Committees on Appropriations on 
these measures. 

The managers strongly support the work of 
volunteers with experience in the private 
sector in developing countries. In that re- 
gard, the managers endorse the House report 
language regarding the Financial Services 
Volunteer Corps (FSVC) and the Citizens De- 
velopment Corps (CDC), and Senate language 
that endorses the International Executive 
Service Corps (IESC). The FSVC can make 
an important contribution to reconstruction 
in Iraq and Afghanistan. The managers 
strongly support these institutions and di- 
rect the State Department and USAID to 
seek ways to use them to full effect. 

The managers direct the State Department 
and USAID to report to the Committees on 
Appropriations not later than 90 days after 
enactment of this Act on how funding made 
available in this Act will be used by the 
FSVC. 

The managers endorse the list of univer- 
sity proposals in the Senate and House re- 
ports. In addition, the managers recommend 
consideration of proposals in support of the 
Norman E. Borlaug International Science 
and Technology Fellows Program, coordi- 
nated by Texas A&M University and other 
partnering universities and agencies. 

The conference agreement does not include 
Senate language that would direct $40,000,000 
appropriated under title II of this Act be 
made available to the Office of the Higher 
Education Community Liaison within 
USAID. The managers affirm the principle of 
rigorous competitive selection of proposals 
on technical merit. On a highly exceptional 
basis, the Committees may request USAID 
to consult them on behalf of proposals 
deemed meritorious. 

INTERNATIONAL DISASTER AND FAMINE 
ASSISTANCE 


The conference agreement appropriates 
$370,000,000 for ‘‘International Disaster and 
Famine Assistance’’, instead of $355,500,000 as 
proposed by the House and $385,500,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

Of this amount, $34,500,000 is made avail- 
able specifically for assistance for famine 
prevention and relief, instead of $20,000,000 as 
proposed by the House and $50,000,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

TRANSITION INITIATIVES 


The conference agreement appropriates 
$49,000,000 to support transition to democ- 
racy and long-term development of countries 
in crisis, instead of $47,500,000 proposed by 
the House and $50,000,000 proposed by the 
Senate. 

DEVELOPMENT CREDIT AUTHORITY 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

The conference agreement provides 
$21,000,000 via transfer authority for micro 
and small enterprise programs, urban pro- 
grams and other credit programs as proposed 
by the House and the Senate. The conference 
agreement does not include a Senate limita- 
tion of $700,000,000 on loan principal any part 
of which is to be guaranteed. The House bill 
did not address this matter. 
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CAPITAL INVESTMENT FUND 


The conference agreement appropriates 
$59,000,000 for USAID’s Capital Investment 
Fund as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$64,800,000 as proposed by the House. 

The conference agreement does not include 
Senate language that would have required 
the USAID Administrator to assess rental 
assessments on other agencies in buildings 
constructed with funds under this title. The 
conference agreement does not include 
House language that would have made 
USAID funds available for contribution to 
the Capital Security Cost Sharing Program 
managed by the State Department only if all 
other agencies that have agreed to partici- 
pate in the program are making their con- 
tribution. The conference agreement makes 
available not to exceed $19,709,000 for 
USAID’s contribution to the Capital Secu- 
rity Cost Sharing Program. 

OTHER BILATERAL ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE 

ECONOMIC SUPPORT FUND 


The conference agreement appropriates 
$2,482,500,000 for the Economic Support Fund. 

Funds in this account are allocated in the 
following table and, as stipulated in section 
595, any change to these allocations is sub- 
ject to the regular reprogramming proce- 
dures of the Committees on Appropriations: 


Economic Support Fund 
[Budget Authority, dollars in thousands] 


Conference Agreement 


Africa: 
Africa Regional .............. 9,000 
Angola 3,000 
Burundi 3,250 
Democratic Republic of 
CONTO алија укине 5,000 
DjiDOUbl. на Тика Бена 2,000 
бора р.а Таран 5,000 
Kenya ..... 9,000 
Liberia . 25,000 
Nigeria 5,000 
Regional Organizations .. 1,000 
Safe Skies ....................... 3,500 
Sierra Leone .. 6,000 
South Africa .. 1,000 
Sudan .......... 20,000 
Zimbabwe ........... 2,000 
Kimberley Process .......... 1,750 
NED Democracy  Pro- 
ГӘ БОЗ КТ ТОНН e can Re ARTS 3,500 
Subtotal—Africa ......... 105,000 
East Asia and the Pacific: 
ASEAN Regional ............ 750 
Burma 8,000 
17,000 
4,000 
4,250 
East Timor .... 22,000 
Indonesia 65,000 
Mongolia .. 10,000 
Thailand ... 1,000 
Philippines 35,000 
Environmental Programs 1,750 
Regional Security Fund 250 
Regional Women’s Issues 1,000 
South Pacific Fisheries .. 18,000 
Subtotal—East Asia 
and Pacific .................. 188,000 
Europe: 
СУРгиЗ. „ааган вне 13,500 
Irish Visa Program ......... 3,500 
Subtotal—Europe ........ 17,000 
Near East: 
Веурб ада аана 535,000 
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Conference Agreement 


Israel Е 360,000 
Jorda о и аи EEE 250,000 
Терайбит asse ин езин 35,000 
Middle East 
Multilaterals ............... 2,000 
Middle East Partnership 
Initiative ..................... 75,000 
Middle East Regional Co- 
operation ..................... 5,000 
MOTOQQO. нукте 20,000 
West Bank/Gaza 75,000 
Xenon. epe reet 15,000 
NED Muslim Democracy 
PLOSTAMS: uet 4,000 
Subtotal—Near East .... 1,376,000 
South Asia: 
Afghanistan .................... 225,000 
Bangladesh ..................... 5,000 
India sr eccles 15,000 
Nepal .... 5,000 
Pakistan ааа. 300,000 
South Asia Regional 1,000 
Sri Lanka, аф оно 10,000 
Subtotal—South Asia .. 561,000 
Western Hemisphere: 
Boliyia мазары tees tea? 8,000 
Сдал а қадала СЫ 9,000 
Dominican Republic 3,000 
Beuador:.u in 13,000 
Haiti ........ 40,000 
Guatemala 6,000 
Nicaragua ... 3,500 
Mexico ..... 13,500 
Panama ... 3,000 
Paraguay . T 3,000 
РӨТ р Coe yen Dia 8,000 
Peru/Ecuador Peace ........ 3,000 
Regional Anticorruption 
Initiatives ................... 3,000 
Summit of the Americas 
SUDDOEPb аан: 1,500 
'Third Border Initiative .. 9,000 
Trade capacity/CAFTA 
Technical Assistance ... 20,000 
Venezuela ....................... 500 
Subtotal—Western 
Hemisphere .................. 147,000 
Global: 
Human Rights and De- 
mocracy Fund ............. 37,000 
Disability Programs F 2,500 
OES Initiatives ............... 2,500 
Partnerships to  Elimi- 
nate Sweatshops .......... 2,000 
Wheelchairs .................... 5,000 
Reconciliation Programs 12,000 
Security and  Sustain- 
ability Programs ......... 3,000 
Trafficking in Persons .... 24,500 
Subtotal—Global ......... 88,500 
Total, ЕбЕ................... 2,482,500 
The conference agreement provides 


$360,000,000 for Israel and language requiring 
disbursement of funds within 30 days of en- 
actment of this Act. The conference agree- 
ment provides not less than $535,000,000 for 
Egypt as proposed by both the House and 
Senate. 

The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage similar to that of the Senate amend- 
ment that provides that $200,000,000 should be 
provided for Commodity Import Program as- 
sistance for Egypt. The House bill did not ad- 
dress this matter. 

The conference agreement does not include 
language, proposed by the Senate, that as- 
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sistance be provided for Egypt with the un- 
derstanding that the Government of Egypt 
(GoE) will undertake significant political re- 
forms in addition to those undertaken in pre- 
vious years. The House bill did not address 
this matter. 

The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage, proposed by the Senate, that democ- 
racy and governance activities shall not be 
subject to the prior approval of the GoE. The 
managers intend this language to include 
nongovernmental organizations and other 
segments of civil society that may not be 
registered with, or officially recognized by, 
the GoE. However, the managers understand 
that the GoE should be kept informed of 
funding provided pursuant to these activi- 
ties. 

The conference agreement does not include 
a Senate provision to make funds from this 
account available to USAID for administra- 
tive costs for regional programs in Asia and 
the Near East regions. The House bill did not 
address this matter. 

The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage similar to that proposed by the House 
and the Senate providing that not less than 
$13,500,000 shall be made available for assist- 
ance for Cyprus. 

The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage that provides that not less than 
$250,000,000 should be made available for as- 
sistance for Jordan, as proposed by the 
House. The Senate language would have 
mandated this level of support. 

The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage similar to that in the House bill that 
provides that not less than $35,000,000 shall 
be made available for assistance for Leb- 
anon, of which not less than $4,000,000 should 
be made available for scholarships and direct 
support of American educational institutions 
in Lebanon. 

The conference agreement provides 
$22,000,000 for assistance for East Timor 
(Timor-Leste) as proposed by the Senate. 
The House bill had similar language. The 
conference agreement provides that of the 
funds for East Timor, $1,000,000 may be made 
available for administrative expenses of 
USAID, as proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement does not include 
a House provision providing $50,000,000 for as- 
sistance for Haiti. The conference agreement 
provides $85,000,000 in assistance for Haiti as 
specified in section 549 of this Act, including 
$40,000,000 in the Economic Support Fund. 

The managers include prior year language 
authorizing non-lethal assistance to the Na- 
tional Democratic Alliance of Sudan to pro- 
tect its civilians from attack. The Senate 
did not address this matter. 

The conference agreement provides that 
$3,000,000 should be made available to pro- 
mote freedom of the media in Indonesia. The 
managers expect these funds will support on- 
going programs and activities, including 
those conducted by Internews. 

The conference agreement does not include 
a Senate provision that $2,000,000 shall be 
made available for economic development 
programs conducted by Indonesian univer- 
sities. However, the managers expect funding 
should be provided for this purpose. 

The managers expect USAID to provide 
sufficient funding for democracy building ac- 
tivities in Indonesia, and request USAID to 
consult with the Committees on this matter. 

The managers also expect currently unob- 
ligated funds for police training in Indonesia 
to be fully utilized before fiscal year 2005 
Economic Support Fund resources are used 
for that purpose. 

The conference agreement does not include 
Senate language providing assistance to the 
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Rosary Sisters Hospital in Jordan. The man- 
agers understand the concerns of the Govern- 
ment of Jordan regarding the impact this 
proposed activity would have on the assist- 
ance program for Jordan and recommend 
that USAID and the Department of State re- 
view a proposal from the hospital for pos- 
sible funding from other sources within this 
Act. The House bill did not address this mat- 
ter. 

The conference agreement does not include 
Senate language that would have authorized 
up to $4,500,000 for scholarship programs for 
students from countries with significant 
Muslim populations at accredited American 
institutions of higher education. The House 
bill did not address this matter. The man- 
agers note that sufficient authority exists to 
fund such scholarships at the present time, 
and endorse the House report language on 
this matter. The managers direct the De- 
partment of State to review such a proposal 
and, based on such review, to recommend, as 
part of the President’s fiscal year 2006 budget 
request, how such a program (including ele- 
mentary and secondary school students) 
could be most effectively funded and man- 
aged by the United States Government. 

The conference agreement does not include 
$2,500,000 for technical assistance to imple- 
ment the Kimberley Process Certification 
Scheme. However, $1,750,000 should be made 
available for this purpose, as identified in 
the table establishing funding levels for this 
account. 

The conference agreement does not include 
Senate language providing funding for envi- 
ronment initiatives in the East Asia and Pa- 
cific region. However, $1,750,000 should be 
made available for this purpose as indicated 
in the table establishing funding levels for 
this account. The House bill did not address 
this matter. 

The conference agreement does not include 
Senate provisions providing specific funding 
levels for Kenya and Liberia. Amounts for 
these countries are identified in the table es- 
tablishing funding levels for this account. 
The House bill did not address this matter. 

The conference agreement does not include 
a Senate provision that directed not less 
than $500,000 should be made available for 
the Commission to Investigate Illegal 
Groups and Clandestine Security Apparatus 
in Guatemala (CICIACS). However, the man- 
agers intend that if CICIACS is established 
not less than $500,000 should be made avail- 
able to support the Commission. The House 
bill did not address this matter. 

The conference agreement does not include 
Senate language providing funding for the 
Foundation for Security and Sustainability. 
The managers provide $3,000,000 for the 
Foundation as identified in the table estab- 
lishing funding levels for this account. The 
House bill did not address this matter. 

The conference agreements includes 
$5,000,000 for the provisions of wheelchairs 
for needy persons in developing countries in- 
Stead of $10,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
'The House bill did not address this matter. 


INTERNATIONAL FUND FOR IRELAND 


The conference agreement appropriates 
$18,500,000 as proposed by the House. The 
Senate did not address this matter. 

ASSISTANCE FOR EASTERN EUROPE AND THE 

BALTIC STATES 


The conference agreement appropriates 
$396,600,000 instead of $410,000,000 as proposed 
by the Senate and $375,000,000 as proposed by 
the House. 

Funds in this account are allocated in the 
following table and, as stipulated in section 
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595, any change to these allocations is sub- 
ject to the regular reprogramming proce- 
dures of the Committees on Appropriations: 


Assistance for Eastern Europe and the Baltic 
States 
[Budget Authority in thousands of dollars] 


Conference Agreement 


JEDER ылынын нео ences $28,000 
Bosnia-Herzegovina .. 41,000 
Bulgaria .............. 27,000 
Croatia ... 20,000 
Kosovo .. 75,000 
Macedonia . 34,000 
Romania . 27,000 
SOL DIA: дады тыл eh Ee E eet 73,600 
Montenegro ....................... 20,000 
Regional Programs ............ 51,000 

Total АЕЕВ ................. 396,600 


The conference agreement contains lan- 
guage similar to that in the Senate amend- 
ment that provides that $2,000,000 should be 
made available to enhance safety at nuclear 
power plants. The managers understand that 
additional funding for this purpose will not 
be required in subsequent fiscal years. 

The conference agreement does not include 
language proposed by the Senate to reduce 
assistance for Serbia by an amount equal to 
the amount of financial and other support 
that Serbia Пав provided to Slobodan 
Milosevic and other indicated war criminals 
and their families during calendar year 2004. 
The managers request the State Department 
to promptly consult with the Committees on 
the amounts, if any, Serbia has provided to 
these individuals. The House bill did not ad- 
dress this matter. 

The conference agreement does not include 
a House provision requiring the Adminis- 
trator of USAID to provide prior written ap- 
proval for grants and loans for the economic 
revitalization program іп Bosnia ала 
Herzegovina. The Senate did not address this 
matter. 

The conference agreement includes House 
language that requires separate accounts for 
local currencies and cash transfers made 
available under this heading. The Senate did 
not address this matter. 

The managers have included House lan- 
guage authorizing the President to withhold 
funds for Bosnian economic revitalization if 
Bosnia is not in compliance with article III 
of annex 1-А of the Dayton Accords and has 
not terminated intelligence cooperation with 
state sponsors of terrorism and terrorist or- 
ganizations. 

The managers note the language of both 
the House and Senate reports endorsing the 
American Bar Association’s rule of law pro- 
grams, and also support implementing them 
through cooperative agreements. 

The managers recommend funding for the 
Russian, Eurasian, and East European Re- 
search and Training Program (Title VIII) at 
the fiscal year 2004 level. The managers also 
encourage the use of Title VIII funds to in- 
clude comparative research and language 
training concerning Eurasian countries crit- 
ical in the war on terrorism. 

The managers note that USAID, the 
Kosovo Business Finance Fund, and the 
American Council for International Edu- 
cation have recently entered into a partner- 
ship to expand professional educational op- 
portunities in Kosovo. Given the static or de- 
clining aid levels for Eastern Europe and 
Eurasia, the managers encourage the State 
Department and USAID to work with various 
Enterprise Funds to develop further post 
graduate partnership programs and opportu- 
nities for professional education. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


ASSISTANCE FOR THE INDEPENDENT STATES OF 
THE FORMER SOVIET UNION 


The conference agreement appropriates 
$560,000,000 as proposed by the Senate, in- 
stead of $550,000,000 as proposed by the 
House. 

Funds in this account are allocated in the 
following table and, as stipulated in section 
595, any change to these allocations is sub- 
ject to the regular reprogramming ргосе- 
dures of the Committees on Appropriations: 


Assistance for the Independent States of the 
Former Soviet Union 
[Budget Authority in thousands of dollars] 


Conference Agreement 


Аттөліа, peiser hoyr РЫ. $75,000 
Azerbaijan .. 38,000 
Belarus .... 6,500 
Georgia .... es 92,000 
Kazakhstan ур 27,000 
Kygryz Republic 32,000 
Moldova қ 17,500 
RUSSA inue e IRR ERR 90,000 
Tajikistan ......................... 25,000 
Turkmenistan . 6,000 
Ukraine ........ 70,000 
Uzbekistan ...... an 36,000 
Regional Programs ............ 45,000 
Total re yenerse eoe es 560,000 
The conference agreement includes 


$3,859,000 for health and other assistance 
needs of victims of trafficking in persons, in- 
stead of $1,500,000 as proposed by the House 
and $8,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage providing not less than $17,500,000 for 
the Russian Far East, instead of $20,000,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. The managers en- 
dorse Senate report language recognizing the 
important contributions to development ac- 
tivities in this region by the University of 
Alaska. 

The conference agreement does not include 
a Senate provision making available assist- 
ance for an emergency operations center in 
Kazakhstan. 

The conference agreement provides that of 
the funds made available for assistance for 
Ukraine, $5,000,000 should be made available 
for nuclear reactor safety initiatives. The 
managers expect that of this amount, 
$3,000,000 should be provided for simulator- 
related projects. The Senate amendment in- 
cluded a similar provision. The House bill 
did not address this matter. 

The conference agreement includes not 
less than $55,000,000 for child survival, envi- 
ronmental and other health activities, and 
programs to reduce the incidence of HIV/ 
AIDS, tuberculosis, and other infectious dis- 
eases. The House bill would have provided 
$57,000,000 for these purposes. The Senate 
amendment did not address this matter. 

The managers do not include a Senate pro- 
vision specifying funding for the Russia pro- 
grams of the National Endowment for De- 
mocracy or for democracy, human rights, 
and rule of law programs in Belarus. The 
House bill did not address these matters. The 
managers request that of the funds provided 
for assistance for Russia, $3,500,000 should be 
made available to the National Endowment 
for Democracy for democracy and human 
rights activities in Russia, including polit- 
ical party development programs. 

The conference agreement assumes 
$6,500,000 for assistance for Belarus, which 
should be used to implement programs and 
activities authorized under the Belarus De- 
mocracy Act of 2004. Funds may also be used 
for anti-trafficking programs and programs 
to combat HIV/AIDS. 
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The conference agreement assumes that of 
the funds allocated for regional programs, at 
least $3,000,000 should be provided to address 
ongoing humanitarian needs in Nagorno- 
Karabakh. 

INDEPENDENT AGENCIES 
INTER-AMERICAN FOUNDATION 


The conference agreement appropriates 
$18,000,000 instead of $19,000,000 as proposed 
by the Senate and $16,238,000 as proposed by 
the House. 

AFRICAN DEVELOPMENT FOUNDATION 


The conference agreement appropriates 
$19,000,000 instead of $20,000,000 as proposed 
by the Senate and $18,579,000 as proposed by 
the House. 

PEACE CORPS 


The conference agreement appropriates 
$320,000,000, instead of $330,000,000 as proposed 
by the House and $310,000,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. The managers encourage the 
Peace Corps to consider new programs in 
Cambodia and elsewhere in Asia, provided 
sufficient funds are available. 

MILLENNIUM CHALLENGE CORPORATION 


The conference agreement appropriates 
$1,500,000,000 for the Millennium Challenge 
Corporation (MCC) instead of $1,250,000,000 as 
proposed by the House and $1,120,000,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement makes available 
up to $50,000,000 for administrative expenses 
instead of $30,000,000 as proposed by the 
House. The Senate amendment did not ad- 
dress this matter. Additionally, the man- 
agers include House language providing up to 
10 percent of funds for the threshold coun- 
tries. The Senate included similar language 
in section 5093 of the Senate amendment. 

The conference agreement includes a num- 
ber of provisions in the House bill that were 
not addressed by the Senate amendment in- 
cluding: Requirement for a written justifica- 
tion before funds are made available, re- 
questing a report on the threshold country 
program, extension of section 605(e)(4) of the 
Millennium Challenge Act of 2003, and re- 
quiring that the MCC fully fund multi-year 
compacts for fiscal years 2004 and 2005. 

The conference agreement includes in sec- 
tion 534 of the general provisions a provision 
similar to the Senate amendment that 
amends the eligibility criteria of the MCC. 
The managers have included a definition of 
the ‘‘investments in the people" criteria that 
is inclusive of government policies of a po- 
tentially eligible country that promote the 
health, education, and other factors that 
contribute to the well-being and produc- 
tivity of their people, such as decent, afford- 
able housing. 

The managers direct the MCC to consult 
with the Committees on Appropriations and 
other appropriate committees if the MCC 
plans to propose an expansion of the ‘‘invest- 
ment in the people" criteria beyond the 
areas of health and education for purposes of 
country eligibility. In the event of such a 
proposed expansion, the managers direct the 
MCC to provide this consultation not later 
than 21 days prior to the release of the report 
on the criteria and methodology for deter- 
mining eligibility. The consultation shall in- 
clude a justification, including supporting 
documents, that the proposed expansion will 
meet requirements and expectations of coun- 
try coverage, transparency and availability, 
objectivity and reliability, an appropriate 
inclusion in the eligibility methodology, and 
a link to economic growth and poverty re- 
duction that merits the provision of eligi- 
bility incentives. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
GLOBAL HIV/AIDS INITIATIVE 

The conference agreement appropriates 
$1,385,000,000 for the Global HIV/AIDS Initia- 
tive instead of $1,450,000,000 as proposed by 
the Senate and $1,260,000,000 as proposed by 
the House. The managers include a total of 
$2,296,300,000 for HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis, and 
malaria, $99,300,000 over the President’s re- 
quest and $690,145,000 over the fiscal year 2004 
level. This figure does not include significant 
funding anticipated to be appropriated for 
the Department of Health and Human Serv- 
ices. 


HIV/AIDS, TB, and Malaria, fiscal year 2005 
(Budget Authority in thousands of dollars) 


Conference Agreement 
Child Survival and Health 


Programs Fund (CSH) .... 867,800 
HIV/AIDS (350,000) 

Other Infectious Diseases 
(ТВ & malaria) ............ (170,000) 
Global ATM Fund ........... (337,800) 
Global HIV/AIDS Initiative 1,385,000 

Other bilateral accounts 

for HIV/AIDS, TB, ma- 
Талал ыла тада АРСЕН 53,500 
То аа аи 2,296,300 


The conference agreement provides, of the 
$2,296,300,000 included for HIV/AIDS, TB, and 
malaria in this Act, not less than 
$1,960,100,000 for programs for the prevention 
and treatment of HIV/AIDS, and for care and 
support of those infected and affected by the 
disease. $1,385,000,000 for HIV/AIDS is in- 
cluded in the Global HIV/AIDS Initiative ac- 
count. An additional $539,100,000 is funded 
through the Child Survival and Health Pro- 
grams Fund, including $189,100,000 as a con- 
servative estimate of the amount from this 
Act that will be allocated for HIV/AIDS by 
the Global Fund using historic Fund dis- 
bursement trends. An estimated $36,000,000 is 
provided through other accounts, such as the 
Economic Support Fund, International Dis- 
aster and Famine Assistance, Foreign Mili- 
tary Financing, and regional accounts for 
Eastern Europe and the former Soviet Union. 
The estimate of $1,960,100,000 for HIV/AIDS 
does not include the United States share of 
HIV/AIDS assistance through the World 
Bank Group. 

The managers note that all funding for the 
15 Global HIV/AIDS Initiative “focus” coun- 
tries is appropriated in this account. The 
managers strongly encourage the Office of 
the Global AIDS Coordinator to continue its 
policy of providing additional funding to 
“һоп-Ғосав” countries. The managers also 
support the procurement of cost-effective 
commodities that are appropriate for use in 
developing and least developed countries, in- 
cluding rapid strip-based HIV tests that ad- 
dress the threat of all strains of HIV, includ- 
ing Group O. 

The conference agreement does not include 
a Senate provision regarding capacity build- 
ing for nongovernmental organizations and 
governments. The House bill did not address 
this matter. 

The managers request the Office of the 
Global AIDS Coordinator to submit a report 
not later than 180 days following enactment 
of this Act describing efforts to build the ca- 
pacity of focus-country governments and 
nongovernmental organizations in those 
countries to develop and implement sustain- 
able HIV/AIDS programs. The report should 
detail efforts, with funding allocations, to 
train local health care personnel, including 
nurses, and to build the infrastructure nec- 
essary for effective prevention, care and 
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treatment programs. The report should de- 
Scribe how these programs fit into the coun- 
try's national health care system and, if rel- 
evant, national HIV/AIDS plan. The report 
Should also describe efforts undertaken by 
the Office of the Global AIDS Coordinator 
and other parts of the Global HIV/AIDS Ini- 
tiative to coordinate capacity building ef- 
forts with other relevant initiatives and or- 
ganizations, such as the Global Fund, the 
World Bank, and the World Health Organiza- 
tion. The managers encourage the Office of 
the Global AIDS Coordinator to consolidate 
reports requested under this title, as appro- 
priate. 

Funding for the United States contribution 
to the Global Fund has been included in two 
places within the President's annual budget 
submission: The request for USAID and the 
request for the Department of Health and 
Human Services. The managers request the 
Office of the Global AIDS Coordinator to 
provide a detailed and consolidated descrip- 
tion of United States participation in and co- 
ordination with the Global Fund. This de- 
scription should include the levels of United 
States government contributions to the 
Global Fund, efforts to coordinate United 
States government and Global Fund efforts 
in "focus" countries, and cost estimates of 
future Global Fund operations, including 
projections of the cost of grant renewals 
versus new grants. At a minimum, the fore- 
cast should break out these estimated costs 
for fiscal years 2006, 2007, and 2008 and de- 
Scribe how the Administration is working 
with the international community to garner 
support for the Fund. 

The conference agreement does not include 
& Senate provision making funds available 
for à specific HIV/AIDS education and out- 
reach program. The House bill did not ad- 
dress this matter. The managers endorse 
Senate report language regarding Voice for 
Humanity. 

The managers recommend $53,500,000 іп 
this Act from the Economic Support Fund, 
Foreign Military Financing, and regional ac- 
counts for Eastern Europe and the Baltic 
States and the former Soviet Union, for HIV/ 
AIDS, TB, and malaria programs. The con- 
ference agreement does not include à Senate 
provision making available from specified re- 
gional and programmatic accounts $42,000,000 
for HIV/AIDS, TB, and malaria programs. 
The House bill did not address this matter. 

The managers include not less than 
$27,000,000 from this account for the Joint 
United Nations Programme on HIV/AIDS 
(UNAIDS). The Senate amendment included 
funding for UNAIDS in the Child Survival 
and Health Programs Fund, and the House 
bill did not address this matter. 

The conference agreement does not include 
a House provision providing $26,000,000 for 
the International AIDS Vaccine Initiative 
(IAVI). The managers include funding for 
IAVI under the heading ‘‘Child Survival and 
Health Programs Fund’’, similar to a Senate 
provision. 

INTERNATIONAL NARCOTICS CONTROL AND LAW 
ENFORCEMENT 


The conference agreement appropriates 
$328,820,000 for International Narcotics Con- 
trol and Law Enforcement (INCLE), the 
same level as proposed by the House and the 
Senate. 

The conference agreement provides 
$40,000,000 for assistance to Mexico and 
$10,500,000 for ongoing programs in Africa. 
Additionally, the conference agreement pro- 
vides $10,000,000 for demand reduction pro- 
grams, similar to the House bill. The Senate 
did not address this matter. 
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The conference agreement provides 
$3,000,000 for the purchase of helicopters for 
Malta, as proposed by the Senate. The House 
did not address this matter. 

The conference agreement includes a modi- 
fied Senate provision that makes $4,000,000 
available under this heading for the Phil- 
ippines. The managers recognize the impor- 
tance of the United States-Philippines rela- 
tionship and support an increase in funding 
for the Philippines above the requested level 
under ‘‘Child Survival and Health Programs 
Fund", ‘‘Development Assistance", ‘‘Anti- 
Terrorism Assistance" and ‘‘International 
Military Education and Training". The man- 
agers expect to be consulted on assistance 
for the Philippines not later than 60 days 
after enactment of this Act. 

The conference agreement provides 
$11,900,000 for the International Law Enforce- 
ment Training Academies (ILEA), and the 
managers expect the academies, with the ex- 
ception of ILEA/Latin America, to be funded 
at the budget request. The managers request 
the State Department to consult with the 
Committees on plans to establish an acad- 
emy in the Middle East. 

The conference agreement does not include 
a provision providing $15,000,000 for anti-traf- 
ficking programs as proposed by the Senate. 
The managers expect that $5,000,000 of funds 
under this heading will be used for this pur- 
pose. 

The managers do not include funds for po- 
lice training in Indonesia under this heading 
and expect the State Department to consult 
with the Committees prior to using ESF 
funds in this or prior year Acts for these pur- 
poses. The managers request the State De- 
partment to submit a report to the Commit- 
tees not later than 180 days after enactment 
of this Act on current and planned police 
training activities in Indonesia, including 
funding sources, obligations, and expendi- 
tures. 

'The conference agreement does not include 
$1,000,000 for police training in Timor-Leste 
as proposed by the Senate. However the man- 
agers expect that under the heading ‘‘Eco- 
nomic Support Fund", of the $22,000,000 pro- 
vided for Timor-Leste, that not less than 
$1,000,000 will be used for these purposes. 

'The conference agreement makes available 
$30,300,000 for administrative expenses in- 
Stead of $26,117,000 as proposed by the House 
and the Senate. 

'The conference agreement does not include 
an amendment, proposed by the Senate, pro- 
viding $1,500,000 to the International Founda- 
tion of Hope (IFH) for alternative crop devel- 
opment programs in Nangarhar Province, Af- 
ghanistan. The managers recognize the secu- 
rity threat posed by narcotics production in 
Afghanistan and recommend the State De- 
partment consider funding the IFH program. 

'The conference agreement does not include 
a Senate provision that $5,000,000 be made 
available to combat the piracy of United 
States intellectual property. The managers 
commend the work of the State Department 
on this issue, expect $3,000,000 to be made 
available in fiscal year 2005, and urge the 
State Department to request funds for this 
purpose next year. The managers support the 
reporting requirement concerning this pro- 
gram contained in the Senate report. 

The managers endorse House report lan- 
guage on ‘‘Anti-Corruption Compacts" and 
expect the Department of State to work with 
the MCC to identify possible threshold coun- 
try program funding for this purpose. 

ANDEAN COUNTERDRUG INITIATIVE 

The conference agreement appropriates 
$731,000,000 for the Andean Counterdrug Ini- 
tiative as proposed by the House and the 
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Senate. The managers emphasize that there 
are other funds for Andean nations in this 
Act. 

The conference agreement provides that 
not less than $264,600,000 shall be made avail- 
able for alternative development and institu- 
tion building activities by USAID, the De- 
partment of Justice, and the Department of 
State of which $237,000,000 shall be directly 
apportioned to USAID, including $125,700,000 
for Colombia. 

The conference agreement provides that 
not less than $6,000,000 should be made avail- 
able for judicial reform in Colombia, not less 
than $6,000,000 shall be made available to 
USAID for organizations and programs to 
protect human rights and $2,000,000 should be 
made available for biodiversity and indige- 
nous reserves protection in Colombia. 

The conference agreement again includes 
conditions, similar to current law and the 
same as the Senate bill, on aerial spraying. 
The House bill did not address this matter. 

The conference agreement includes the 
House language prohibiting funds for the re- 
sumption of flights in support of a Peruvian 
air interdiction program until a system of 
enhanced safeguards are in place. The Senate 
did not address this matter. 

The conference agreement includes Senate 
language providing that assistance should be 
made available to the Bolivian military and 
police only if the Bolivian military and po- 
lice are respecting human rights and cooper- 
ating with investigations and prosecutions of 
alleged violations of human rights. 

The conference agreement does not include 
Senate conditions on assistance to support 
the demobilization of illegal armed groups in 
Colombia. The managers are aware that the 
Colombian Government is engaged in demo- 
bilization negotiations with such groups, 
which have been designated foreign terrorist 
organizations (FTOs) by the State Depart- 
ment. Leaders of these FTOs have been in- 
dicted by the Justice Department for drug 
trafficking and these groups have been im- 
plicated in widespread human rights viola- 
tions. The managers note that according to 
the Justice Department, United States law 
forbids the provision of United States assist- 
ance to members of terrorist organizations. 
The managers further note that USAID in- 
cluded $3,250,000 in its fiscal year 2005 budget 
justification for “Реасе Initiatives" in Co- 
lombia, including demobilization/integra- 
tion. The conference agreement requires con- 
sultation with and notification to the Com- 
mittees prior to the obligation of fiscal year 
2005 funds for such activities. The managers 
believe that the costs of demobilizing illegal 
armed groups should be borne by the Colom- 
bian Government, not the United States. The 
managers are concerned that the demobiliza- 
tion process is being undertaken without 
adequate safeguards to ensure the disman- 
tling of such FTOs, to deter members of such 
groups from resuming illegal activities, or to 
prosecute and punish those involved in drug 
trafficking and human rights violations. 

The managers do not believe the Adminis- 
tration should request funds in fiscal year 
2006 for the demobilization/reintegration of 
members of such FTOs unless it is for lim- 
ited activities that are determined by the 
Justice Department to be consistent with 
United States anti-terrorism laws, and the 
following conditions can be met: (1) The FTO 
is respecting a ceasefire and the cessation of 
illegal activities; (2) the Government of Co- 
lombia has not adopted any law or policy in- 
consistent with its obligations under the 
United States-Colombian treaty on extra- 
dition, and has committed to the United 
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States that it will continue to extradite Co- 
lombian citizens to the United States, in- 
cluding members of such illegal armed 
groups, in accordance with that treaty; (8) 
the Colombian legal framework governing 
the demobilization of such groups provides 
for prosecution and punishment, in propor- 
tion to the crimes committed, of those re- 
sponsible for gross violations of human 
rights, violations of international humani- 
tarian law, and drug trafficking, for repara- 
tions to victims, and for the monitoring of 
demobilized individuals; (4) the Government 
of Colombia is implementing a policy of ef- 
fectively dismantling such groups, including 
the seizure of financial and property assets; 
and (5) the Government of Colombia is tak- 
ing actions to enable the return of stolen as- 
sets, including real property, to their origi- 
nal owners. 

The managers are also aware that the Ad- 
ministration has used fiscal year 2004 funds 
to support the Organization of American 
States (OAS) Mission in Colombia. The man- 
agers request that, prior to the provision of 
additional funds to the OAS for this purpose, 
the Secretary of State report to the Commit- 
tees that the OAS Mission is strictly adher- 
ing to its verification role, FTOs are con- 
centrated in zones for demobilization, the 
legal framework governing the demobiliza- 
tion conforms with (8) above, and the Inter- 
American Commission for Human Rights is 
providing advice to the OAS Mission. 

The conference agreement makes available 
$16,285,000 from this account for administra- 
tive expenses of the Department of State as 
proposed by the House and the Senate and 
$7,800,000 for administrative expenses of 
USAID instead of $4,500,000 as proposed by 
the House and the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision proposed by the Senate that requires 
that the Administrator of USAID, in con- 
sultation with the Assistant Secretary of 
State for International Narcotics and Law 
Enforcement Affairs, shall have responsi- 
bility for the use of funds under this heading 
that are directly apportioned to USAID. The 
conference agreement does not include a pro- 
vision in section 515 of the general provi- 
sions, as proposed by the Senate, requiring 
that all reprogrammings of funds under this 
and the previous heading shall be subject to 
review and approval by the Deputy Secretary 
of State. The House did not address either 
matter. 

Funds in this account are allocated in the 
following table and, as stipulated in section 
595, any change to these allocations is sub- 
ject to the regular reprogramming ргосе- 
dures of the Committees on Appropriations: 


Andean Counterdrug Initiative 
[Budget Authority, dollars in thousands] 
Conference Agreement 


Bolivia: 
Interdiction/Eradication 49,000 
Alternative Develop- 
ment/Institution Build- 
lg us кыйкы ы ees see «ба 42,000 
Colombia: 
Interdiction/Eradication 313,200 
USAID Alternative De- 
velopment/Institution 
Building дива ита 125,700 
Rule of Law .................... 27,600 
Ecuador: 
Interdiction/Eradication 11,000 
Alternative Develop- 
ment/Institution Build- 
ОН РИА 15,000 
Реги: ...... 
Interdiction/Eradication 62,000 
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Conference Agreement 


Alternative Develop- 

ment/Institution Build- 
ing . 54,300 
Panama 6,000 
Brazil ...... 9,000 
Venezuela .. А 3,000 
Guatemala ......................... 1,000 
Nicaragua .......................... 1,000 
Air Bridge Denial .............. 11,200 
Total, ACI ................... 731,000 


MIGRATION AND REFUGEE ASSISTANCE 

The conference agreement appropriates 
$770,000,000 for the Migration and Refugee 
Assistance account (MRA) instead of 
$756,000,000 as proposed by the House and 
$775,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement makes available 
$22,000,000 for administrative expenses as 
proposed by the Senate instead of $21,000,000 
as proposed by the House. The managers ex- 
pect the additional administrative funds to 
be used for refugee admissions and emer- 
gency situations. 

The conference agreement also includes 
Senate language providing not less than 
$50,000,000 for refugees from the former So- 
viet Union and Eastern Europe and other ref- 
ugees resettling in Israel. The House bill did 
not address this matter. 

The conference agreement does not include 
a Senate provision that makes funds avail- 
able for assistance for international organi- 
zations for refugees from North Korea. The 
House did not address this matter. The man- 
agers strongly support the provision of funds 
for such purposes, and request the State De- 
partment to review methods to provide suffi- 
cient assistance to safeguard the human 
rights and dignity of North Korean refugees. 
The managers request the State Department 
to report to the Committees not later than 
90 days after enactment of this Act on pro- 
grams and activities regarding North Korean 
refugees supported during calendar years 
2003 and 2004. 

The conference agreement does not include 
Senate language providing that funds under 
this and the following heading be made 
available to NGOs located in Thailand for 
humanitarian assistance inside Burma. The 
managers expect NGOs working in Thailand 
on Burmese refugee issues to be funded at 
amounts above the fiscal year 2004 level from 
these accounts. The managers endorse Sen- 
ate report language regarding funding levels 
for the Burma Border Consortium. 

The managers are deeply concerned with 
reports of the misuse of facilities managed 
by the United Nations Relief and Works 
Agency for Palestine Refugees in the Near 
East (UNRWA) and UNRWA-owned vehicles 
for terrorist activities and the recent state- 
ment by UNRWA's Commissioner General 
that the agency employs members of the ter- 
rorist organization Hamas. The managers 
note that continued United States support 
for UNRWA depends on its compliance with 
United States law prohibiting assistance to 
terrorist organizations. The managers direct 
the State Department to work closely with 
the United Nations and UNRWA to develop 
effective standards and practices to ensure 
that UNRWA resources are not diverted for 
terrorist purposes, and that the agency is 
not employing terrorists. The managers di- 
rect the Secretary of State to transmit a re- 
port on these new standards to the Commit- 
tees on Appropriations no later than 180 days 
after the enactment of this Act. 

The managers are aware of potential ten- 
sions between Sudanese refugees in Chad and 
the citizens of Chad. The managers rec- 
ommend funding for programs to mitigate 
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conflict between refugees and hosting com- 
munities and to provide technical assistance 
to local organizations for assistance to refu- 
gees, including refugee registration and pro- 
tection. 


UNITED STATES EMERGENCY MIGRATION AND 
REFUGEE ASSISTANCE FUND 


The conference agreement appropriates 
$30,000,000 for the United States Emergency 
Migration and Refugee Assistance Fund 
(ERMA), instead of $20,000,000 as proposed by 
the House and $50,000,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage from the Senate amendment that pro- 
vides the funds notwithstanding section 
2(c)(2) of the Migration and Refugee Assist- 
ance Act of 1962. 


NONPROLIFERATION, ANTI-TERRORISM, 
DEMINING AND RELATED PROGRAMS 


The conference agreement appropriates 
$402,000,000 for Nonproliferation, Anti-ter- 
rorism, Demining and Related Programs, in- 
stead of $382,000,000 as proposed by the House 
and $415,200,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

Funds in this account are allocated in the 
following table and, as stipulated in section 
595, any change to these allocations is sub- 
ject to the regular reprogramming proce- 
dures of the Committees on Appropriations: 


Nonproliferation, Anti-Terrorism, Demining and 
Related Programs 
[Budget Authority in thousands of dollars] 


Conference Agreement 
Nonproliferation and Dis- 


armament Fund .............. $32,000 
Export Control and Border 

Security assistance ........ 38,000 
Nonproliferation of WMD 

Expertise ........................ 50,500 
International Atomic En- 

ergy Agency-Voluntary 

Contribution ................... 53,000 
CTBT/International Moni- 

toring System ................ 19,000 
Anti-terrorism Assistance 120,000 
Counterterrorism financ- 

TNS c 7,500 
Terrorist Interdiction Pro- 

BLAM: асаан оваа наана дьа 5,000 
CT Engagement with Allies 500 
Humanitarian Demining ... 59,500 
International Trust Fund 

for Demining .................. 10,000 
Small Arms/Light Weapons 

Destruction .................... 7,000 

МАРВ, Total ................. 402,000 


The conference agreement does not contain 
language from the Senate amendment that 
would have authorized not to exceed $250,000 
for the support of public-private partnerships 
for mine action by grant, cooperative agree- 
ment, or contract. Language authorizing 
these activities for fiscal year 2004 and subse- 
quent years was contained in Public Law 
108-199. The House bill did not address this 
matter. 

The conference agreement contains Senate 
language that provides that funds available 
for the CTBT Preparatory Commission that 
are not necessary to make the United States 
contribution to the Commission shall be 
made available to the International Atomic 
Energy Agency and shall be available until 
September 30, 2006. 

The conference agreement does not include 
a Senate provision providing that $10,000,000 
be made available to destroy MANPADS. 
The House bill did not address this matter. 
The managers support efforts to curtail the 
proliferation of MANPADS and note that 
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more than $10,000,000 from this and other ap- 
propriations Acts is being made available to 
achieve this objective. 

The conference agreement does not contain 
Senate language that would have authorized 
$10,000,000 for mobile combat systems and ra- 
diation detection technology to combat 
international terrorism. While this appro- 
priation account is not the appropriate place 
to fund such activities, the managers sup- 
port efforts to develop such systems and note 
that more than $10,000,000 from other appro- 
priations Acts is being made available to 
achieve this objective. 

The conference agreement contains Senate 
language that provides 2-year availability of 
funds appropriated for anti-terrorism assist- 
ance and export control and border security. 

CONFLICT RESPONSE FUND 


The conference agreement does not include 
Senate language authorizing activities under 
the Conflict Response Fund, or $20,000,000 for 
the Fund, as proposed by the Senate. The 
House bill did not address this matter. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 
INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS TECHNICAL 
ASSISTANCE 


The conference agreement appropriates 
$19,000,000 for the International Affairs Tech- 
nical Assistance program of the Department 
of the Treasury as proposed by the House in- 
stead of $17,500,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

DEBT RESTRUCTURING 


The conference agreement appropriates 
$100,000,000 for Debt Restructuring, instead of 
8105,000,000 as proposed by the House and 
$95,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
conference agreement provides $20,000,000 for 
the Tropical Forest Conservation Act Pro- 
gram, and at least $10,000,000 for bilateral 
debt relief for the Democratic Republic of 
Congo and the flexibility to provide more 
from available funds if necessary. 

The conference agreement includes House 
language limiting the use of the United 
States contribution to the HIPC Trust Fund 
and endorses the House report language on 
this issue. The managers note that the fiscal 
year 2004 and 2005 funds are subject to the 
regular notification procedures of the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations. 

TITLE III—MILITARY ASSISTANCE 

INTERNATIONAL MILITARY EDUCATION AND 

TRAINING 


The conference agreement provides that 
funding for Nigeria, Haiti, and the Demo- 
cratic Republic of Congo shall be subject to 
the regular notification procedures of the 
Committees on Appropriations. The House 
bill would have required notification for Ni- 
geria and Guatemala, while the Senate 
amendment would have required notification 
for Cambodia, Haiti, the Democratic Repub- 
lic of Congo, Nigeria, and Guatemala. 

The conference agreement does not include 
$2,000,000 in International Military Edu- 
cation and Training (IMET) assistance for 
Greece, as proposed by the Senate. However, 
the managers request the Secretary of State 
to consider providing up to $2,000,000 in 
IMET assistance for Greece. The House bill 
did not address this matter. 

In order to increase cooperation in the war 
on international terrorism, the managers 
support additional funding above the budget 
request in IMET assistance for Egypt. 

FOREIGN MILITARY FINANCING PROGRAM 


The conference agreement appropriates 
$4,783,500,000 for the Foreign Military Fi- 
nancing Program. 

The managers have included language pro- 
viding $2,220,000,000 for Israel and 
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$1,300,000,000 for Egypt as proposed in both 
the House and Senate bills. The conference 
agreement includes language similar to that 
proposed in the Senate amendment that pro- 
vides that $206,000,000 should be made avail- 
able for assistance for Jordan. 

Funds in this account are allocated in the 
following table and, as stipulated in section 
595 any change to these allocations is subject 
to the regular reprogramming procedures of 
the Committees on Appropriations: 


Foreign Military Financing Program 
[Budget Authority, dollars in thousands] 


Conference Agreement 


Africa: 
Botswana .. $500 
Djibouti .. 4,000 
Eritrea .... 500 
Ethiopia . 2,000 
Ghana .. 500 
Kenya .. 7,000 
Liberia . 3,000 
Nigeria ... 500 
Senegal ... 500 
Uganda. ышына кеда шын 2,000 
Africa Coastal/Border Se- 
curity Program 4,000 ... 
Military Health Affairs .. 2,000 
Subtotal—Africa ......... 26,500 
East Asia and the Pacific: 
Cambodia mr 1,000 
East Timor .. 1,000 
T oso 250 
Indonesia .. 1,000 
Mongolia .. 1,000 
Tonga .... 250 
Philippines 30,000 
"Thailand... еу еее 1,500 
Subtotal—East Asia 
and the Pacific ............ 36,000 
Europe and Eurasia: 
АТ Балта си немен Рі 3,000 
Armenia ... 8,000 
Azerbaijan 8,000 
Bosnia ....... 2,500 
Bulgaria ... 7,000 
Czech Republic . 6,000 
Estonia ........ 5,000 
Georgia ... 12,000 
Hungary .... 6,000 
Kazakhstan .... 5,000 
Kyrgyz Republic 2,000 
Latvia аә 5,000 
Lithuania . 5,500 
Macedonia 5,250 
Moldova .. 450 
Poland .... 66,000 
Romania . 11,000 
Slovakia . 5,000 
Slovenia . 1,500 
Tajikistan 500 
Turkey ......... 34,000 
Turkmenistan 700 
Ukraine ....... 3,000 
Uzbekistan ..................... 11,000 
Subtotal—Europe and 
Burasla ы адам аман 213,400 
Near Hast: 
Bahrain 19,000 
Egypt ... 1,300,000 
Israel ... 2,220,000 
Jordan 206,000 
Morocco 15,250 
Oman 20,000 
Tunisia 10,000 
Yemen 10,000 
Subtotal—Near East .... 3,800,250 
South Asia: 
Afghanistan .................... 400,000 
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Conference Agreement 


Bangladesh ..................... 250 
Мерал, знане 1,500 
Pakistan 150,000 
(by transfer) (150,000) 
Sri Lanka ....................... 500 

Subtotal—South Asia .. 552,250 

Western Hemisphere: 

Argentina ....................... 1,000 
Bahamas .. 100 
Belize .... 72 200 
BOllVia. iwi ES REY 2,000 
CWC Ceo cute eed 500 
Colombia .............. 100,000 
Dominican Republic 1,000 
Ecuador ................... 1,000 
El Salvador. 1,500 
Guyana .... 100 
Haiti ..... 300 
Honduras . ad 1,000 
Јата ба ыру dines sca’ 600 
Nicaragua ....................... 500 
Panama ... 1,000 
PorU naisso 1,000 
Suriname 100 
Urüguay ees ers terne 400 
Eastern Caribbean .......... 1,000 

Subtotal—Western 

Hemisphere .................. 113,300 

Global: 

Enhanced Peacekeeping 

Capabilities ................. 1,800 
FMF Administrative 

COSDS: coe e MS 40,000 

Subtotal—Global ......... 41,800 

"TOUR ce ie err er pen er 4,783,500 


The conference agreement provides that 
not less than $580,000,000 shall be made avail- 
able for procurement in Israel of defense ar- 
ticles and services, as proposed by the House. 
'The Senate proposed similar language. 

The conference agreement does not include 
language proposed by the Senate that would 
have allowed for the transfer of up to 
$5,000,000 to ‘‘Nonproliferation, Anti-Ter- 
rorism, Demining and Related Programs". 
'The House bill did not address this matter. 

The conference agreement includes 
$400,000,000 in military assistance for Afghan- 
istan. 

The conference agreement stipulates that 
not less than $206,000,000 should be provided 
from this account for assistance to Jordan, 
similar to a Senate provision. The House bill 
did not address this matter. 

The managers have not included Senate 
provisions specifying funding levels for Tuni- 
sia, Armenia, Liberia, and Georgia. Informa- 
tion on funding levels as a basis for notifica- 
tion for these and other countries and pro- 
grams is found in the table included in the 
Statement of Managers. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision, similar to Senate language, which 
conditions up to $2,000,000 in assistance for 
Uganda on progress by the Government of 
Uganda in human rights, the protection of 
civilians, and the professionalization of 
Ugandan armed forces. The House bill did 
not address this matter. 

The conference agreement includes a 
House provision that permits up to 
$150,000,000 from prior year Foreign Military 
Financing Program and Economic Support 
Fund accounts to be transferred to the FMF 
account in this Act for assistance to Paki- 
stan. The Senate included similar language, 
but did not designate Pakistan as the recipi- 
ent of the transferred funds. 
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The conference agreement includes Senate 
language prohibiting funding from this ac- 
count for Sudan and Guatemala. The House 
bill also included Indonesia in the funding 
prohibition. 

The conference agreement includes Senate 
language that requires a notification for as- 
sistance for Haiti. The House bill did not ad- 
dress this matter. 

The conference agreement does not include 
a House provision prohibiting funding from 
this account for activities related to the 
clearance of unexploded ordnance from 
United States Armed Forces testing or train- 
ing centers, except on San Jose Island, Re- 
public of Panama. The Senate amendment 
did not address this matter. 


PEACEKEEPING OPERATIONS 


The conference agreement does not include 
a Senate provision authorizing the transfer 
of funding from the Department of Defense 
to the Department of State for military or 
security assistance to enhance the capability 
of foreign countries to participate in inter- 
national peacekeeping or peace enforcement 
operations. The House bill did not address 
this matter. 


TITLE IV—MULTILATERAL ECONOMIC 
ASSISTANCE 


INTERNATIONAL FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS 
GLOBAL ENVIRONMENT FACILITY 


The conference agreement appropriates 
$107,500,000 for the Global Environment Fa- 
cility as proposed by the House instead of 
$120,678,000 as proposed by the Senate. 


CONTRIBUTION TO THE INTERNATIONAL 
DEVELOPMENT ASSOCIATION 


The conference agreement appropriates 
$850,000,000 for the International Develop- 
ment Association, the concessional lending 
facility of the World Bank, as proposed by 
the House instead of $820,000,000 as proposed 
by the Senate. 

The managers note that the World Bank 
promised %313,000,000 in grant assistance and 
$3,000,000,000 in loans to the people of Iraq. Of 
this commitment, only one training program 
totaling $3,600,000 has been completed, which 
represents less than .01 percent of total funds 
pledged. The managers request the Secretary 
of Treasury to submit a report not later than 
January 1, 2005 on World Bank loan disburse- 
ment and the deployment of World Bank 
international staff to Iraq. 


CONTRIBUTION TO THE ENTERPRISE FOR THE 
AMERICAS MULTILATERAL INVESTMENT FUND 


The conference agreement appropriates 
$11,000,000 for past due payments by the 
United States to the Multilateral Invest- 
ment Fund instead of $25,000,000 as proposed 
by the House and $15,000,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. 


CONTRIBUTION TO THE ASIAN DEVELOPMENT 
FUND 


The conference agreement appropriates 
$100,000,000 for the United States contribu- 
tion to the Asian Development Fund, instead 
of $112,212,465 as proposed by the House and 
$59,691,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

CONTRIBUTION TO THE AFRICAN DEVELOPMENT 
BANK 


The conference agreement appropriates 
$4,100,000 for the African Development Bank 
instead of $5,100,000 as proposed by the House 
and $1,100,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

CONTRIBUTION TO THE AFRICAN DEVELOPMENT 
FUND 

The conference agreement appropriates 
$106,000,000 for the African Development 
Fund instead of $118,000,000 as proposed by 
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the House and $67,000,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 


INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS AND PROGRAMS 


The conference agreement appropriates 
$328,394,000 for voluntary contributions to 
International Organizations and Programs 
instead of $323,450,000 as proposed by the 
House and $328,925,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

The managers continue to support the 
work of the World Food Program and have 
provided $6,000,000 for a voluntary contribu- 
tion under section 534 of this Act as included 
in the House bill and the Senate amendment. 

The managers expect that of funds under 
this heading subject to section 307(a) of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, an additional 
$350,000 will be made available for United Na- 
tions Center for Human Settlements for a 
total of $500,000 in fiscal year 2005. As with 
all funds subject to section 307(a), these 
funds are subject to notification. 

Funds in this account are allocated in the 
following table and, as stipulated in section 
595, any change to these allocations is sub- 
ject to the regular reprogramming proce- 
dures of the Committees on Appropriations: 


International Organizations and Programs 
[In thousands of dollars] 


UN Fund for Tech. Co- 
operation in Human 
Жобалар ам Мары 81,500 
UN Voluntary Fund for 
Victims of Torture ......... 7,000 
OAS Fund for Strength- 
ening Democracy ............ 3,000 
U 109,000 
U 2,000 
U 1,000 
UNICEF ананна 125,000 
OAS Development Assist- 
ance 4,900 
МТО cH 1,000 
ICAO Aviation Programs ... 1,000 
UNEP сан ин дыры ола 11,000 
IMO Maritime Security ..... 100 
Montreal Protocol ............. 21,500 
International Conservation 
Programs (CITES/ITTO/ 
IUCN/Ramsar/CCD) ......... 6,400 
ІРСОЛКЕОСО coin ka 6,000 
International Contribu- 
tions for Scientific Edu- 
cational & Cultural Ac- 
Tiyitieés аи РЕТТЕРІН 844 
World Meteorological Or- 
ganization ...................... 2,000 
UN Center for Human Set- 
tlements ......................... 150 
Reserve to be allocated ..... 25,000 
Тоба cc Andree ts 328,394 


TITLE V—GENERAL PROVISIONS 


(Note.—If House and Senate language is 
identical except for a different section num- 
ber or minor technical differences, the sec- 
tion is not discussed in the Statement of 
Managers.) 


Sec. 505. Limitation on Representational Allow- 
ances 


The conference agreement includes limita- 
tions similar to the House bill of $4,000 for 
Foreign Military Financing for entertain- 
ment expenses and $130,000 for representation 
allowances; $55,000 for International Military 
Education and Training for entertainment; 
$4,000 for representation and entertainment 
expenses for the Trade and Development 
Agency; and $115,000 for the Millennium 
Challenge Corporation (MCC). The House bill 
included $130,000 for the MCC, and the Senate 
amendment included $2,000 and $125,000 for 
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Foreign Military Financing for entertain- 
ment and representation allowances, respec- 
tively; $50,000 for International Military 
Education and Training; $2,000 for the Trade 
and Development Agency; and $100,000 for 
the MCC. 

Sec. 515. Notification Requirements 

The conference agreement does not include 
a Senate provision requiring that the Inter- 
national Narcotics Control and Law Enforce- 
ment and Andean Counterdrug Initiative ac- 
counts be subject to the same reprogram- 
ming oversight procedures as the Economic 
Support Fund account. The House bill did 
not address this provision. 

Sec. 517. Independent States of the Former So- 
viet Union 

Similar to the Senate amendment, the con- 
ference agreement does not include House 
subsection (a) restricting assistance to the 
governments of certain countries unless they 
are making progress in implementing eco- 
nomic reforms, and if these governments 
used United States assistance to facilitate 
the expropriation or seizure of assets. 

Sec. 520. Special Notification Requirements 

The conference agreement adds ‘‘Paki- 
Stan" and “Сатђофа" to the list of coun- 
tries proposed by the House to be subject to 
the special notification procedures of this 
section, similar to language proposed by the 
Senate. Compared to current law, the con- 
ference agreement deletes the Democratic 
Republic of the Congo. 

Sec. 522. Child Survival and Health Activities 

The conference agreement makes available 
not less than $441,000,000 for family planning 
and reproductive health activities from 
funds appropriated under title II of this Act, 
rather than $450,000,000 as proposed by the 
Senate amendment. The House addressed 
this matter in the House report and included 
a level of $432,000,000. 

Sec. 523. Afghanistan 

The conference agreement provides that 
not less than $980,000,000 of the funds appro- 
priated by titles II and III should be made 
available for humanitarian, reconstruction, 
and related assistance for Afghanistan. The 
House bill included $977,000,000 for such ac- 
tivities. The Senate amendment provided 
not less than $504,450,000 for humanitarian 
and reconstruction assistance from this Act. 

The conference agreement does not include 
Senate language that would have directed 
that not less than $225,000,000 be made avail- 
able for Afghanistan from the Economic Sup- 
port Fund. The House bill did not address 
this matter. 

The conference agreement contains lan- 
guage, similar to a Senate provision, pro- 
viding that not less than $2,000,000 should be 
made available for the Independent Human 
Rights Commission and other human rights 
groups. The House bill did not address this 
matter. 

The conference agreement contains lan- 
guage, similar to that contained in the Sen- 
ate amendment, which provides that funds 
for the Afghan National Army should be pro- 
vided dependent on the vetting of members 
for involvement in a variety of illicit activi- 
ties. The House bill did not address this mat- 
ter. 

The conference agreement includes Senate 
language that provides that not less than 
$2,000,000 should be provided for reforestation 
activities in Afghanistan, and these funds 
would be matched, to the maximum extent 
possible. The House bill did not address this 
matter. 

The conference agreement contains lan- 
guage, similar to that in both the House bill 
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and the Senate amendment, that provides 
that $50,000,000 should be made available to 
support programs that directly address the 
needs of Afghan women and girls, of which 
not less than $7,500,000 shall be made avail- 
able for small grants to improve the capacity 
of women-led Afghan nongovernmental orga- 
nizations. 

The conference agreement does not include 
a Senate provision that not less than 
$2,000,000 should be made available for assist- 
ance for Afghan communities and families 
that have suffered losses as a result of the 
military operations. However, the managers 
support this program and expect not less 
than $2,000,000 to be made available for med- 
ical, rehabilitation, reconstruction, and 
other appropriate assistance to Afghan com- 
munities and families to mitigate such 
losses. The House bill did not address this 
matter. 


Sec. 525. HIV/AIDS 


The conference agreement includes a gen- 
eral provision, ‘‘HIV/AIDS’’, combining ele- 
ments of section 525 of the House bill and 
section 5025 of the Senate amendment. The 
new general provision conditions 25 percent 
of the appropriation to the Global Fund to 
Fight AIDS, Tuberculosis and Malaria, sub- 
ject to a waiver, on managerial and process 
changes at the Fund to improve its effi- 
ciency and transparency. The managers have 
also included language authorizing a ‘‘Work- 
ing Capital Fund" to strengthen the ability 
of the Office of the Global AIDS Coordinator, 
USAID, and other agencies of the United 
States Government to negotiate the lowest 
possible prices for safe, effective pharma- 
ceuticals and commodities. 


Sec. 526. Democracy Programs 


The conference agreement provides 
$19,000,000 under the Economic Support Fund 
for activities to support democracy, human 
rights and the rule of law in the People's Re- 
publie of China and Hong Kong, instead of 
$35,000,000 as proposed by the Senate, of 
which $15,000,000 is provided to the State De- 
partment's Human Rights and Democracy 
Fund (HRDF) and $4,000,000 to the National 
Endowment for Democracy (NED). Subject 
to a matching requirement, funds are made 
available for the conduct of such programs in 
Taiwan. 

The conference agreement provides 
$15,000,000 under the ESF account, instead of 
$25,000,000 as proposed by the Senate, for pro- 
grams to foster democracy, human rights, 
and other programs in countries with signifi- 
cant Muslim populations and where such 
programs would be important to respond to, 
deter, or prevent acts of international ter- 
rorism. Of this amount, $11,000,000 is pro- 
vided to the HRDF and $4,000,000 to the NED. 
The agreement provides $3,000,000 for pro- 
grams that provide professional training for 
journalists, including organizations such as 
Internews, and $3,000,000 for activities to ad- 
vance democracy and human rights in Iran. 
The managers support the use of funds for a 
conference to bring together Iranian dis- 
sidents and advocates of freedom and justice 
in Iran to explore opportunities for fur- 
thering democracy in that country. Author- 
ity is provided to conduct such programs for 
Syria. 

The conference agreement provides 
$4,500,000 to support NED programs in sub- 
Saharan Africa, $500,000 less than the level 
proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement does not include 
a provision proposed by the Senate that pro- 
vides $10,000,000 to American educational in- 
stitutions for programs in China relating to 
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environment, democracy and the rule of law. 
This matter is addressed in section 534. 

Assistance provided under this section is 
subject to regular notification procedures. 

The managers request the State Depart- 
ment, in consultation with USAID, to sub- 
mit a report to the Committees not later 
than 90 days after enactment of this Act on: 
the standard definition of ‘‘democracy and 
governance programs” funded by the United 
States Government; a summary, including 
budgetary totals, of USAID's democracy and 
governance programs categorized by grants, 
cooperative agreements and contracts in fis- 
cal years 2003 and 2004; and, additional infor- 
mation on how the proposed United Nations 
Democracy Fund could complement ongoing, 
United States-funded democracy building ac- 
tivities. 

The conference agreement addresses Tibet 
in section 581, in a separate general provision 
as proposed by the Senate. The House bill ad- 
dressed Tibet under this section. 

Sec. 531. Burma 

The conference agreement includes in this 
section a requirement, as proposed by the 
Senate, to instruct the United States Execu- 
tive Directors to the international financial 
institutions to oppose loans and assistance 
for Burma. The House did not address this 
matter. 

Additionally, the conference agreement in- 
cludes a provision, similar to the Senate 
amendment, providing $8,000,000 under the 
heading ‘Economic Support Fund" for de- 
mocracy and other activities in Burma and 
along the Burma-Thailand border. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision similar to the Senate amendment pro- 
viding in addition to funds from ‘‘Migration 
and Refugee Assistance" not less than 
$4,000,000 to USAID for humanitarian assist- 
ance for displaced Burmese and host commu- 
nities in Thailand. The House did not address 
this matter. 

The conference agreement does not include 
a Senate proposed requirement that none of 
the funds appropriated by this Act may be 
made available to the central government of 
any country that is a major provider of 
weapons to the State Peace and Develop- 
ment Council (SPDC). The House did not ad- 
dress this matter. 

The managers express their concern for the 
safety and welfare of Burmese democracy 
leaders Aung San Suu Kyi, U Tin Oo, and 
other members of the National League for 
Democracy. The managers call for the imme- 
diate, unconditional and safe release of Suu 
Kyi, as well as all other political prisoners in 
Burma. 

The conference agreement also includes 
language, similar to section 5097 of the Sen- 
ate amendment, that provides that contribu- 
tions from the Global Fund to Fight AIDS, 
Tuberculosis and Malaria to the SPDC and 
its affiliate organizations will be withheld 
according to the provisions of section 202 of 
Public Law 108-25. The House did not address 
this matter. 

Sec. 534. Special Authorities 

In subsection (a), the conference agree- 
ment includes House language providing cer- 
tain authority for assistance for Afghani- 
stan, Pakistan, and Montenegro, assistance 
to victims of war, and displaced Burmese. 
The conference agreement adds Lebanon to 
that list of countries, as in the Senate 
amendment, but does not include Senate lan- 
guage regarding Iraq and programs to ad- 
dress sexual and gender-based violence. The 
managers have included such language in 
section 564, ‘Community-Based Police As- 
sistance”. 
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In subsection (f), the conference agreement 
increases the funding ceiling of $25,000,000 in 
section 451(a) of the Foreign Assistance Act 
of 1961 to $45,000,000, instead of $50,000,000 as 
in the Senate amendment. 

The conference agreement does not include 
subsection (j) of the Senate amendment de- 
fining *areas outside of the control of the 
Government of Sudan". The managers have 
included similar language in section 569, 
* Sudan". 

The managers have included subsection (k) 
of the Senate amendment, addressing the ad- 
judication of applications from parolees from 
Indochina. 

The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage, similar to subsection (m) as proposed 
by the Senate, providing $2,000,000 for an en- 
dowment to document genocide and crimes 
against humanity in Cambodia, and $3,750,000 
for an endowment to sustain rehabilitation 
programs for persons suffering from physical 
disabilities in that country. The conference 
agreement eliminates language contained in 
the Senate amendment authorizing funds 
from future appropriations Acts to be used in 
these endowments. The managers intend 
that prior year funds may also be used to 
support these endowments, and the man- 
agers understand that with respect to the en- 
dowment to document genocide, an addi- 
tional $2,000,000 may be made available from 
fiscal year 2008 funding for a combined total 
of $4,000,000. The managers request that 
USAID provide signed copies of the endow- 
ment agreements to the Committees on Ap- 
propriations and request that the agree- 
ments include a disposition of funds upon fu- 
ture liquidation of the endowments. The 
House bill did not address this matter. 

The conference agreement does not include 
subsection (n) of the Senate amendment 
making foreign extinction lists applicable to 
United States fish and wildlife regulations 
and law. The House bill did not address this 
matter. 

The conference agreement includes sub- 
section (0) of the Senate amendment extend- 
ing the availability of loan guarantees to 
Israel from September 30, 2005, to September 
30, 2007. The House bill did not address this 
matter. 

The conference agreement includes section 
(c) of section 5109 of the Senate amendment, 
“United Nations Resolutions on Israel’’, re- 
quiring the Secretary of State to report how 
governments vote at the United Nations on 
resolutions regarding Israel that are opposed 
by the United States. The House bill did not 
address this matter. 

Subsection (p) of the Senate amendment 
regarding affordable housing and the MCC is 


discussed under the heading ‘‘Millennium 
Challenge Corporation”. 
The managers provide authority for 


USAID, notwithstanding any other provision 
of law and subject to the regular notification 
procedures of the Committees, to provide De- 
velopment Assistance funds to American 
educational institutions for programs and 
activities in the People’s Republic of China 
relating to the environment, democracy, and 
the rule of law. 


Sec. 543. Withholding of Assistance for Parking 
Fines and Real Property Taxes Owed By 
Foreign Governments 

The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage similar to that proposed by the Sen- 
ate, which requires withholding of United 

States assistance to central governments of 

countries with adjudicated unpaid real prop- 

erty taxes and parking fines in the United 

States. The House bill did not address the 

issue of property taxes. 
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Sec. 547. War Crimes Tribunals Drawdown 

The conference agreement includes House 
language authorizing up to $30,000,000 in 
drawdowns of commodities or services for 
the United Nations War Crimes Tribunal for 
the former Yugoslavia or other future tribu- 
nals. The Senate amendment included 
$32,000,000 for such purposes. 
Sec. 549. Haiti 


The conference agreement appropriates 
funding for Haiti at a level not less than 
$85,000,000 from Child Survival and Health 
Programs Fund, Development Assistance, 
and Economic Support Funds, which is 
$60,512,000 above the budget request. The 
managers endorse the budget request for 
Haiti under Peace Corps and Foreign Mili- 
tary Financing and note additional assist- 
ance for Haiti is contained in the Global 
HIV/AIDS Initiative and the Military Con- 
struction Appropriations and Emergency 
Hurricane Supplemental Appropriations Act, 
2005. 

The managers recognize that improving 
the health of the Haitian people will neces- 
sitate investments in prevention activities, 
such as health outreach and behavioral 
change, in order to stem the spread of illness 
and disease. The managers note the pio- 
neering work of Zanmi Lasante and direct 
that $2,000,000 should be provided from this 
account to strengthen and expand that orga- 
nization's maternal child health activities in 
Haiti's Central Plateau region. This amount 
is in addition to other amounts that are pro- 
vided by USAID to Zanmi Lasante for HIV/ 
AIDS activities under this account, and 
other headings in the Act. 

The conference agreement does not provide 
$2,000,000 for the Hillside Agriculture Produc- 
tion program. The managers understand that 
USAID is considering funding this activity 
at nearly $1,000,000 in FY 2005, and support 
follow on activities which broaden the pro- 
gram to include both agriculture and envi- 
ronment. 

The conference agreement does not provide 
funding under the INCLE account for police 
training activities. The managers rec- 
ommend ESF funding for these purposes. The 
managers support judicial reform programs 
to strengthen rule of law in Haiti. 

The managers strongly support the holding 
of credible, inclusive elections in Haiti in 
2005, and direct that sufficient funds be made 
available for  election-related activities 
through the Organization of American 
States. The managers request the State De- 
partment to consult with the appropriate 
committees on plans to support these elec- 
tions. 

The conference agreement does not include 
a Senate provision requiring a plan for refor- 
estation in Haiti. However, concerns with de- 
forestation in Haiti were reinforced by the 
May 2004 mudslides that caused widespread 
death and destruction. The managers request 
the Administrator of USAID to consult with 
the Secretaries of State, Agriculture, and 
Energy, with Haitian officials, nongovern- 
mental organizations and communities, and 
with appropriate international donor agen- 
cies, to devise a reforestation strategy for 
areas that are vulnerable to erosion. The 
managers request the Administrator of 
USAID submit a report not later than 180 
days after enactment of this Act containing 
such a strategy including funding require- 
ments. 

The managers also request that the Sec- 
retary of State submit a report within 90 
days after enactment of this Act containing 
a multi-year assistance strategy for Haiti, 
with a focus on security, employment, elec- 
tions, health, education, and the rule of law. 
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The managers were disappointed by the 
Haitian Government’s mishandling of the 
trial of Louis Jodel Chamblain and note with 
growing concern the deteriorating security 
and human rights situation in Haiti. 

The managers support the work of the Co- 
operative Association of States for Scholar- 
ships program and recommend additional 
funding to expand its activities in Haiti. 

Sec. 554. Cambodia 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision, similar to a Senate amendment, re- 
garding assistance for Cambodia. The man- 
agers remain concerned with the slow pace of 
political, legal and economic reforms in that 
country, and the absence of transparency 
and accountability on behalf of the Royal 
Government of Cambodia (RGC). 

The managers commend a recent USAID- 
funded assessment of corruption in Cam- 
bodia, and are troubled by the lack of polit- 
ical will demonstrated by the RGC and the 
Cambodian People’s Party in tackling the 
issues of lawlessness and impunity in that 
country. The conference agreement provides 
that $4,000,000 may be made available for ac- 
tivities to support democracy in that coun- 
try, and the managers have included an ex- 
ception for rule of law programs. 

The conference agreement provides 
$1,000,000 in FMF assistance for Cambodia, 
and conditions IMET assistance on the provi- 
sion of a list to the Committees, compiled by 
the Secretary of State, of those individuals 
who have been credibly alleged to have or- 
dered or carried out the attack against the 
Khmer Nation Party in 1997. This list may be 
provided in classified form, if necessary. The 
managers expect ЕМЕ assistance to 
strengthen border control and 
counterterrorism efforts in Cambodia, and 
request that the Committees be consulted 
prior to initiating any FMF related activi- 
ties. The managers recommend that the Sec- 
retary of State consult with relevant United 
States Government agencies and  inter- 
national nongovernmental organizations in 
compiling the IMET-required list. 

The conference agreement provides that 
assistance may be made available for a 
Khmer Rouge genocide tribunal if the Sec- 
retary of State makes a number of deter- 
minations regarding the credibility and inde- 
pendence of Cambodia's judicial system and 
the proposed tribunal. 

Sec. 555. Palestinian Statehood 


The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage similar to that proposed by the House 
providing Presidential waiver authority in 
circumstances ‘‘vital’’ to national security. 
The Senate amendment would have provided 
such waiver authority in circumstances ‘‘im- 
portant” to national security. 

Sec. 556. Colombia 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision similar to current law that conditions 
the provision of assistance to the Colombian 
Armed forces, but includes a Senate proposed 
change in subsection (2)(E) requiring a cer- 
tification that the Colombian Government is 
dismantling paramilitary leadership and fi- 
nancial networks. The House bill and current 
law required the Colombian Armed Forces to 
meet this condition. 

The conference agreement does not include 
a Senate provision requiring prior consulta- 
tion with the Office of the United Nations 
High Commissioner for Human Rights in Co- 
lombia, with the International Committee of 
the Red Cross, and with the appropriate con- 
gressional committees. The managers expect 
the Secretary of State, prior to making the 
certifications required by this section, to 
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consider the opinion of the Office of the 
United Nations High Commissioner for 
Human Rights in Colombia regarding the 
conditions in section 556(2)(A) through (Е) of 
this Act and to consult with the Committees 
on Appropriations. 
Sec. 559. West Bank and Gaza Program 

The conference agreement does not include 
a Senate provision creating a new subsection 
“Certification’’. The agreement does include 
а new Senate subsection ‘‘Prohibition’’ that 
prohibits funds under this program from rec- 
ognizing or honoring individuals who com- 
mit acts of terrorism. The House did not ad- 
dress either of these matters. 
Sec. 560. Contribution to the United Nations 

Population Fund 


The conference agreement provides 
$34,000,000 for the UN Population Fund 
(UNFPA) for fiscal year 2005, ав rec- 


ommended by the Senate. Of this amount, 
$25,000,000 is to be made available from funds 
appropriated under ‘‘International Organiza- 
tions and Programs" (designated in the table 
as ‘‘Reserve to be allocated’’) and the bal- 
ance of $9,000,000 is to be made available 
from funds appropriated under ‘“‘Child Sur- 
vival and Health Programs Fund”. 

The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage that mandates the reprogramming of 
$12,500,000 in fiscal year 2004 funds, originally 
appropriated under ‘‘International Organiza- 
tions and Programs” in P.L. 108-199 for 
UNFPA, for anti-trafficking programs and 
$12,500,000 in fiscal year 2004 funds, originally 
appropriated under ‘‘International Organiza- 
tions and Programs” in P.L. 108-199 for 
UNFPA, for family planning, maternal, and 
reproductive health activities. 

The conference agreement also includes 
language similar to a Senate provision which 
requires that funds appropriated under 
“International Organizations and Programs" 
in this Act that are available for UNFPA 
(designated in the table as ‘‘Reserve to be al- 
located"), that are not made available for 
UNFPA because of the operation of any pro- 
vision of law, shall be transferred to ‘‘Child 
Survival and Health Programs Fund" and 
Shall be made available for family planning, 
maternal, and reproductive health activities. 
If transferred to ‘‘Child Survival and Health 
Programs Fund", these funds would be ad- 
ministered by USAID subject to the Commit- 
tees’ regular notification procedures. The 
purpose of this provision is to eliminate any 
ambiguity regarding the managers’ intent 
that funds appropriated for UNFPA that are 
not provided to UNFPA as a result of the op- 
eration of any provision of law are to be 
made available to USAID for family plan- 
ning, maternal, and reproductive health ac- 
tivities. 

Sec. 563. Funding for Serbia 

The conference agreement includes Senate 
language that conditions assistance for the 
central government of Serbia, after May 31, 
2005, on certain specified conditions. The 
House bill contained current law on this 
matter. 


Sec. 564. Community-Based Police Assistance 


The managers have included a general pro- 
vision similar to Senate proposed language 
expanding the authorities in current law to 
allow USAID to participate in programs that 
improve community policing. The House bill 
limited the authority to Jamaica and El Sal- 
vador, the same as current law. The ex- 
panded authorities in this section are lim- 
ited to improving the effectiveness and ac- 
countability of civilian police authority 
through training and technical assistance in 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


human rights, the rule of law, strategic plan- 
ning, and through assistance to foster civil- 
ian police roles that support democratic gov- 
ernance. The section includes à consultation 
requirement that the managers expect to be 
invoked at the preliminary planning stages 
of such programs. The section further pro- 
vides that the notification of the Commit- 
tees on Appropriations is required before any 
obligation of funds using the authority of 
this section. The House bill included a provi- 
Sion similar to current law. 

Sec. 565. Special Debt Relief for the Poorest 

The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage similar to the Senate amendment pro- 
viding the President authority to reduce 
debt owed to the United States as a result of 
obligations to pay for purchases of United 
States agricultural commodities under ex- 
port credit guarantee programs. The House 
bill did not include this authority. 

Sec. 567. Basic Education 

The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage proposed by the House that provides 
not less than $400,000,000 for basic education 
from title II of this Act shall be available. 
The Senate amendment would have provided 
that not less than $335,000,000 from title II of 
this Act should be for such purposes. 

Sec. 568. Reconciliation Programs 

The conference agreement provides 
$12,000,000 from the Economic Support Funds 
account for such programs similar to the 
House bill. The Senate amendment provided 
$15,000,000 for such purposes. 

Sec. 569. Sudan 

The conference agreement includes à new 
provision, similar to section 581 of the House 
bill, that provides not less than $311,000,000 
from this Act for Sudan. As in the House 
bill, no funds from this Act may be available 
for assistance for the Government of Sudan 
or to alleviate the sovereign debt of that 
government unless specific steps are taken 
to improve security and humanitarian as- 
sistance in Darfur. In addition to the notifi- 
cation procedures required for Sudan in sec- 
tion 520, this general provision limits the 
amount of "International Disaster and Fam- 
ine Assistance" and ‘‘Transition Initiatives" 
funds that may be spent without notification 
outside of Darfur to $45,000,000. The section 
also provides the Administration the author- 
ity to continue current projects and pro- 
grams in Sudan. 

This section also includes modified lan- 
guage from sections 5103 and 5105 of the Sen- 
ate amendment providing $75,000,000 in emer- 
gency appropriations for ‘‘Peacekeeping Op- 
erations” to support peace and humanitarian 
intervention operations for Sudan, and an 
additional $18,000,000 for ‘‘International Dis- 
aster and Famine Assistance" for humani- 
tarian assistance and related activities for 
Sudan. The managers intend that the addi- 
tional Peacekeeping Operations funding will 
be used to support the African Union oper- 
ation in Darfur. 

Language is included designating the en- 
tire amount as an emergency. The Secretary 
of State is instructed to consult with the 
Committees on Appropriations regarding the 
proposed uses of these funds within 30 days of 
enactment of this Act. 

For purposes of Section 402(a)(2) of S. Con. 
Res. 95 (108th Congress), as made applicable 
to the House of Representatives by H. Res. 
649 (108th Congress), funds made available 
pursuant to this section are provided in re- 
sponse to a situation which poses a direct 
threat to life and property, is sudden, is an 
urgent and compelling need, is unpredict- 
able, and is not permanent in nature. 
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Sec. 570. Trade Capacity Building 


The managers recommend that not less 
than $507,000,000 should be made available for 
trade capacity building assistance from sev- 
eral accounts in title II of this Act. The 
House bill recommended $517,000,000 for this 
purpose and the Senate did not address this 
matter. 

In this section, the conference agreement 
provides $20,000,000 for capacity building ac- 
tivities under Economic Support Fund" re- 
lated to the free trade agreement between 
the United States and the countries of Cen- 
tral America and the Dominican Republic. 
The managers expect that such activities 
should include labor cooperation, capacity 
building priorities on fundamental labor 
rights and the elimination of child labor, and 
improvements in labor administration. Addi- 
tionally, the managers note that these ac- 
tivities should also include programs relat- 
ing to the environment, specifically tech- 
nical assistance on the development and en- 
forcement of environmental laws and regula- 
tions, environmental management systems, 
partnerships to enhance environmental ef- 
forts, and market-related and economically 
sustainable conservation programs. Prior to 
the obligation of funds for these purposes, 
the managers request that the Department 
of State consult with the Committees on Ap- 
propriations. 

Sec. 572. Indonesia 


The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage similar to that of the Senate amend- 
ment regarding assistance for Indonesia 
under the accounts ‘‘International Military 
Education and Training" (IMET) and ‘‘For- 
eign Military Financing Program" (FMF). 

The managers note the recent election of 
Indonesia President Susilo Bambang 
Yudhoyono and look forward to a coopera- 
tive relationship on a broad range of issues 
including anti-terrorism and military re- 
form. The managers note the opportunity for 
improved and enhanced military-to-military 
relations. 

However, the managers remain concerned 
with the slow pace of military reforms in 
that country, and that members of the Indo- 
nesian Armed Forces continue to avoid jus- 
tice in cases involving gross violations of 
human rights, including those committed in 
East Timor. The managers condition FMF 
assistance and licenses for the export of le- 
thal defense articles on a certification by the 
Secretary of State. 

The conference agreement again condi- 
tions IMET assistance on the Indonesian 
Armed Forces cooperation with the FBI’s in- 
vestigation into the August 31, 2002 murders 
of two American citizens and one Indonesian 
citizen. Expanded IMET assistance is not 
subject to this condition. The managers 
strongly encourage the Indonesian Govern- 
ment to redouble efforts to resolve this case 
in a credible and professional manner. 

The House bill included language similar 
to that of the Senate on the provision of 
IMET assistance. The House bill did not ad- 
dress the issue of FMF assistance for Indo- 
nesia in this section, but prohibited assist- 
ance in the bill language under that account. 
Sec. 573. Limitation on Contracts 


The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage, similar to that in the House bill, 
which prohibits funds from this Act from 
being used to fund any contract contra- 
vening section 8(d)(6) of the Small Business 
Act, which requires certain reporting and 
certification requirements from government 
subcontractors. The Senate did not address 
this matter. 
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Sec. 574. Limitation on Economic Support Fund 
Assistance for Certain Foreign Governments 
that are Parties to the International Crimi- 
nal Court 


The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage in subsection (a) prohibiting the use of 
funds appropriated under the Economic Sup- 
port Fund for assistance to any government 
of a country that is a party to the Inter- 
national Criminal Court (ICC) and has not 
entered into an agreement with the United 
States pursuant to Article 98 of the Rome 
Statute preventing the ICC from proceeding 
against United States personnel present in 
such country. 

In subsection (b), the President is given 
the authority, without prior notice to Con- 
gress, to waive the prohibition of subsection 
(a) with respect to a North Atlantic Treaty 
Organization (NATO) member country, a 
major non-NATO ally (as specified in this 
subsection), or Taiwan if he determines and 
reports to the appropriate congressional 
committees that it is important to the na- 
tional security interests of the United 
States. 

In subsection (c), the President is given the 
authority, without prior notice to Congress, 
to waive the prohibition in subsection (a) for 
a particular country if he determines and re- 
ports to the appropriate congressional com- 
mittees that such country has entered into 
an agreement with the United States pursu- 
ant to Article 98. 

In subsection (d) language is included that 
exempts assistance under the Millennium 
Challenge Act from the prohibition of this 
section, notwithstanding section 606(a)(2)(B) 
of such Act. 

The House bill included the same language 
as contained in subsection (a). The Senate 
amendment did not address this matter. 


Sec. 575. Prohibition against Direct Funding for 
Saudi Arabia 


The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage that prohibits assistance to Saudi 
Arabia, but allows for assistance to be pro- 
vided if the President certifies to the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations, 15 days prior to 
the obligation of funds for assistance for 
Saudi Arabia, that Saudi Arabia is cooper- 
ating with efforts to combat international 
terrorism and that the proposed assistance 
will help facilitate that effort. The House 
bill did not contain a waiver provision. The 
Senate amendment did not address this mat- 
ter. 


Sec. 576. Environment Programs 


The conference agreement provides that 
$165,000,000 in development assistance shall 
be made available for biodiversity programs, 
of which $8,000,000 should be made available 
to implement a new regional strategy for 
biodiversity conservation in countries com- 
prising the Amazon basin of South America, 
which is additional to the amounts requested 
for biodiversity activities in the Amazon 
basin in fiscal year 2005. The Senate proposed 
$15,000,000. The managers note that $7,000,000 
in unobligated fiscal year 2004 funds are also 
available for this purpose. The managers re- 
quest to be consulted prior to the obligation 
of funds. 

The conference agreement does not include 
a Senate provision that not less than 
$17,500,000 should be made available for the 
Congo Basin Forest Partnership, of which 
not less than $2,500,000 should be made avail- 
able for the Great Apes Conservation Fund 
administered by the United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service for use in Central Africa. 
However, the managers support these con- 
servation programs and expect these 
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amounts to be made available for these pur- 
poses. 

The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage similar to a Senate provision making 
$180,000,000 available for clean energy and 
other climate change policies and programs 
in developing countries. Of this amount, 
$100,000,000 should be made available to pro- 
mote and deploy energy conservation, energy 
efficiency, and renewable and clean energy 
technologies. The managers are concerned 
that funding for these energy activities, and 
for USAID's Office of Energy and Informa- 
tion Technology, has decreased in recent 
years, and have therefore provided $15,000,000 
above the amount allocated by USAID in fis- 
cal year 2004 for these purposes. The man- 
agers request USAID to submit a report not 
later than 90 days after enactment of this 
Act, describing activities funded and funding 
amounts for each type of energy program. 
The managers request that the Caribbean be 
considered by USAID for support for solar, 
hydro and other renewable energy tech- 
nologies, in addition to the regions listed in 
the Senate report. 

The conference agreement includes in this 
section the same language as Senate section 
5101 that requires the Secretary of Treasury 
to inform the international financial institu- 
tions (IFIs) that it is United States policy 
not to provide assistance for natural re- 
Source extraction and export until a number 
of transparency guidelines are met with re- 
Spect to revenues and expenditures. Addi- 
tionally the section requires a report de- 
Scribing assistance by the IFIs for natural 
resource extraction and export. The House 
did not address this matter. 

Sec. 577. Uzbekistan 


The conference agreement contains lan- 
guage proposed by the Senate that provides 
that assistance to the Government of 
Uzbekistan may be made available only if 
the Secretary of State determines and re- 
ports that the Government is making sub- 
stantial progress in meeting its bilateral 
commitments in the Declaration of Stra- 
tegic Partnership with the United States. 
The House bill did not address this matter. 
Sec. 578. Central Asia 


The conference agreement contains lan- 
guage proposed by the Senate that provides 
that assistance to the Government of 
Kazakhstan may be made available upon a 
determination and report by the Secretary of 
State that Kazakhstan has made significant 
improvements in the protection of human 
rights during the preceding six months. The 
Senate provision includes a national security 
waiver. It also requires the Secretary of 
State to submit periodic reports on the pro- 
vision of defense articles, services, and finan- 
cial assistance to the countries of Central 
Asia. The House bill did not address this 
matter. 


Sec. 579. Disability Programs 


The managers strongly support the rights 
of people with disabilities and direct funding 
be made available to support policies and 
programs on behalf of people with disabil- 
ities in developing countries. The managers 
note that USAID has already designated a 
Disability Coordinator, and expect the 
USAID Disability Coordinator and the State 
Department to work together to devise a 
plan for their respective roles in admin- 
istering these funds, in consultation with the 
Committees on Appropriations. 

The managers have provided authority to 
use a portion of the funds for an inter- 
national conference on the needs of people 
with disabilities, including disability rights, 
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advocacy and access. USAID and the Depart- 
ment of State are to consult with the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations regarding any 
plan to sponsor such a conference. 

Sec. 580. Zimbabwe 


The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage the same as current law and similar to 
section 5073 of the Senate amendment that 
requires the Secretary of the Treasury to 
take certain punitive measures against the 
Government of Zimbabwe. The House bill did 
not address this matter. 

Sec. 581. Tibet 


The conference agreement contains lan- 
guage similar to that contained in the House 
bill in section 526, and in the Senate amend- 
ment in section 5074, that provides that of 
the funds appropriated to the Economic Sup- 
port Fund, not less than $4,000,000 should be 
made available to nongovernmental organi- 
zations which preserve cultural traditions 
and promote sustainable development and 
environmental conservation in Tibetan com- 
munities. In addition, the conference agree- 
ment provides that $250,000 should be made 
available for human rights and democracy 
programs through the National Endowment 
for Democracy. 


Sec. 582. Nigeria 


The conference agreement includes Senate 
language requiring a report (which should be 
provided within 90 days of enactment) on the 
involvement of the Nigerian Armed Forces in 
an incident in Benue State, the steps being 
taken to prosecute those involved, and 
whether such units have received United 
States assistance. The House bill did not ad- 
dress this matter. 


Sec. 583. Discrimination against Minority Reli- 
gious Faiths in the Russian Federation 

The conference agreement includes Senate 
language prohibiting any funds from this Act 
for the Government of the Russian Federa- 
tion after 180 days from enactment of this 
Act, unless the President determines and 
certifies that the Government of the Russian 
Federation has implemented no government 
action discriminating against religious 
groups or communities. The House bill did 
not address this matter. 
Sec. 564. Central America 


The conference agreement includes à new 
general provision providing funds for coun- 
tries of Central America. Subsection (a) pro- 
vides that of the funds appropriated by this 
Act under the headings ‘‘Child Survival and 
Health Programs Fund" and ‘‘Development 
Assistance", not less than the amount of 
funds initially allocated pursuant to section 
653(a) of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 
for fiscal year 2004 should be made available 
for El Salvador, Guatemala, Nicaragua and 
Honduras. The managers note that the total 
funding levels for these countries are as fol- 
lows: $35,755,000 for El Salvador, $22,499,000 
for Guatemala, $35,144,000 for Honduras, and 
$35,011,000 for Nicaragua. The House bill did 
not address this matter, and the Senate 
amendment addressed only Nicaragua and 
Guatemala. 

Subsection (b) includes a provision similar 
to the Senate amendment conditioning 
$3,227,000 of funds provided in prior years 
Acts for the Guatemala Military Assistance 
Program. The House did not address this 
matter. 

Subsection (c) includes a provision iden- 
tical to Senate section 5088 that amends sec- 
tion 527 of the Foreign Relations Authoriza- 
tion Act for fiscal years 1994 and 1995 to ex- 
empt the government of Nicaragua from 
sanctions as a result of expropriation of 
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property claims after a certain date set by 
the Secretary of State. 

The managers note that the Procuraduria 
de la Republica in Nicaragua and the 
Fiscalia de Anti-corrupcion in Guatemala 
have played leading roles in the fight against 
corruption in Central America. Both have as- 
sembled impressive track records of inves- 
tigations, arrests and convictions involving 
the misuse of government funds that are un- 
precedented in each country. The managers 
endorse Senate report language recom- 
mending $250,000 for the Procuraduria and 
$250,000 for the Fiscalia in fiscal year 2005. 


Sec. 585. War Crimes in Africa 


The conference agreement includes a Sen- 
ate provision conditioning funding to the 
central government of any country where 
specific war criminals are living on a deter- 
mination by the Secretary of State that such 
government is making efforts to cooperate 
with specified criminal tribunals and special 
courts. Funding for ‘‘Peacekeeping Oper- 
ations” and projected economic assistance 
are exempt from this restriction. 


Sec. 586. Admission of Refugees 


The conference agreement provides lan- 
guage similar to section 5081 of the Senate 
amendment that advises the Secretary of 
State to use private voluntary organizations 
with relevant expertise in the processing, 
identification, and referral of refugees and 
advises the Secretary of State to develop a 
system for accepting referrals from local pri- 
vate, voluntary organizations, and outlines 
categories of special consideration for admis- 
sion. The provision does not include a report 
required in the Senate language. The House 
bill did not address this matter. 


Sec. 587. Code of Conduct 


The conference agreement continues pre- 
vious year language that prohibits refugee 
and humanitarian assistance funding under 
the heading ‘‘Migration and Refugee Assist- 
ance" and “Осе of Transition Initiatives" 
to an organization that has not adopted a 
code of conduct consistent with the Inter- 
Agency Standing Committee Task Force on 
Protection From Sexual Exploitation and 
Abuse in Humanitarian Crises six core prin- 
ciples. Additionally the provision advises the 
Secretary of State and the Administrator of 
USAID to incorporate policies and programs 
to identify the needs of, and threats to, 
women and children at the various stages of 
a complex humanitarian emergency. The 
provision is similar to the Senate amend- 
ment. The House bill did not address this 
matter. 


Sec. 588. United States Agency for International 
Development Hiring Authority 


The conference agreement provides author- 
ity for USAID to use up to $37,500,000 to hire 
175 Foreign Service Limited employees. The 
Senate provided $25,000,000 for an USAID 
pilot management initiative and $12,500,000 
in hiring authority. For many years, USAID 
has used multiple personnel authorities, 
such as Personal Services Contracts (PSCs), 
Participating Agency Service Agreements 
(PASAs), Resources Support Service Agree- 
ments (RSSAs) and other mechanisms to ob- 
tain the services of individuals necessary to 
carry out USAID’s programs. 

Many of these individuals have unique 
skills that USAID will require only for a lim- 
ited duration, although in most other re- 
spects these individuals are indistinguish- 
able from USAID employees. USAID esti- 
mates it has over 800 of these individuals 
now working in Washington and in overseas 
missions. The salary and support costs of 
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these individuals are currently included in 
appropriations for program accounts. 

Prior to using the authority, USAID must 
meet several conditions, including: a com- 
prehensive work force analysis and a one for 
one reduction in the number of PSCs, 
PASAs, RSSAs and other staff. The man- 
agers expect this authority to help ration- 
alize USAID’s personnel practices and make 
more transparent the costs of program im- 
plementation. It will lead to budget savings 
as USAID is now required to pay other agen- 
cies and entities overhead costs of as much 
ав 90 and 40 percent when it uses outside 
staff. 

The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage under this section similar to section 
5083 of the Senate amendment, which allows 
USAID to use program funds to cover the 
costs of staff working to mitigate the effects 
of natural disasters. The managers note that 
this authority should be used sparingly and 
only when necessary to enable USAID to 
cope with the consequences of natural disas- 
ters, such as those on the scale of Hurricane 
Mitch in Central America in 1999. 

Sec. 589. Overseas Private Investment Corpora- 
tion and Export-Import Bank Restrictions 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision identical to the Senate amendment 
and current law that prohibits the use of 
funds by OPIC and the Export-Import Bank 
to finance investments in connection with a 
project involving diamonds in a country that 
is not implementing the requirements devel- 
oped by the Kimberley Process, or is not un- 
dertaking other measures that the Secretary 
of State determines to contribute to the 
elimination of the trade in conflict dia- 
monds. 

Sec. 590. Security in Asia 

The conference agreement does not include 
Senate language that would have specified 
military assistance for a number of countries 
in Asia. Funding for these countries is ad- 
dressed in the Statement of the Managers in 
the table under the heading ‘‘Foreign Mili- 
tary Financing Program”. The House bill did 
not address these matters. 

The conference agreement provides FMF 
assistance to a number of Asian countries 
not included in the 2005 budget request, in- 
cluding Cambodia, Indonesia, Fiji, Tonga, 
and Bangladesh, and additional assistance 
above the request for Mongolia, Thailand 
and Nepal. The managers endorse Senate re- 
port language regarding terrorism in South- 
east Asia. 

The conference agreement provides FMF 
assistance for the Indonesian navy in order 
to enhance maritime security, subject to a 
report by the Secretary of State that the 
navy is not violating human rights and is co- 
operating with civilian judicial authorities 
on cases involving human rights violations. 
'The provision of such assistance is subject to 
notification. 

The conference agreement also provides 
that FMF assistance for Cambodia may be 
made available notwithstanding section 554 
of this Act, subject to notification. 

The managers deplore and condemn atroc- 
ities committed by Maoist insurgents in 
Nepal, and commend the Government of 
Nepal for recognizing the need for a political 
solution to this conflict. The conference 
agreement conditions FMF assistance on a 
number of determinations by the Secretary 
of State regarding the Government of Ne- 
pal’s efforts to promote and protect human 
rights, and includes à national security 
waiver. 

Sec. 591. HIPC Debt Reduction and Trust Fund 


The conference agreement includes a sec- 
tion identical to Senate section 5093 that au- 
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thorizes not more than $150,000,000 for con- 
tributions to the HIPC Trust Fund. The 
House did not address this matter. 


Sec. 592. Compliance with the Algiers Agreement 


The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage similar to a Senate provision restrict- 
ing United States assistance, with certain 
exceptions and a waiver provision, to the 
central governments of Ethiopia or Eritrea 
unless the Secretary of State certifies that 
such governments are taking steps to com- 
ply with the Algiers Agreements. The House 
did not address this matter. 

Sec. 593. Administrative Provisions Related to 
Multilateral Development Banks 


The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage similar to Senate section 5099 related 
to a number of environmental provisions for 
the multilateral development banks. The 
House did not address this matter. 


Sec. 594. Vietnamese Refugees 


The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage similar to section 5100 of the Senate 
amendment which makes certain potential 
Vietnamese refugees eligible to be consid- 
ered refugees ‘‘of special humanitarian con- 
cern’? and to be resettled in the United 
States. 


Sec. 595. Joint Explanatory Statement 


The conference agreement includes a new 
general provision requiring that funds in the 
following accounts be allocated as indicated 
in the respective tables in the statement of 
the managers accompanying this Act: Eco- 
nomic Support Fund, Assistance to Eastern 
Europe and the Baltic States, Assistance for 
the Independent States of the Former Soviet 
Union, Nonproliferation, Anti-terrorism, 
Demining and Related Programs, Andean 
Counterdrug Initiative, Foreign Military Fi- 
nancing Program, and International Organi- 
zations and Programs. Any change to these 
allocations is subject to the regular re- 
programming procedures of the Committees 
on Appropriations. 

PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED BY THE CONFEREES: 


The conference agreement does not include 
section 5025 of the Senate bill, ‘‘HIV/AIDS 
Working Capital Fund’’. The contents of the 
section are included in section 525 of the con- 
ference agreement ‘‘HIV/AIDS’’. The House 
did not address this matter. 

The conference agreement does not include 
section 569 of the House bill or section 5095 of 
the Senate amendment, ‘‘Debt Restructuring 
Authority" authorizing funds from the Iraq 
Relief and Reconstruction Fund to be used 
for the costs of debt relief for Iraq or Senate 
language amending the sectoral allocations 
for the Iraq Relief and Reconstruction Fund 
as specified in the fiscal year 2004 Emergency 
Supplemental for Iraq and Afghanistan. The 
provisions of this section were enacted in 
Public Law 108-309, the continuing resolu- 
tion for fiscal year 2005. Senate language in 
this section providing the Overseas Private 
Investment Corporation authorization to 
work in Iraq during fiscal year 2005 is in- 
cluded under title I of this Act. 

The conference agreement does not include 
section 572 of the House bill or section 5091 of 
Senate amendment, each regarding Cuba. 

The conference agreement does not include 
section 573 of the House bill, ‘‘Office of the 
Inspector General of the CPA’’. A similar 
provision was enacted in Public Law 108-375, 
the Defense Authorization Act, 2005. The 
Senate amendment did not address this mat- 
ter. 

The conference agreement does not include 
section 574 of the House bill, ‘‘Oversight of 
Iraqi Reconstruction". The provisions of this 
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section were enacted in Public Law 108-309, 
the continuing resolution for fiscal year 2005. 
The Senate amendment did not address this 
matter. 

The conference agreement does not include 
section 576 of the House bill, ‘‘Limitation on 
Attendance at Conferences Outside the 
United States". The Senate amendment did 
not address this matter. 

The conference agreement does not include 
section 5076 of the Senate amendment, ‘‘Uni- 
versity Programs”. The House bill did not 
address this matter. 

The conference agreement does not include 
section 578 of the House bill, ‘‘Prohibition on 
Use of Funds for Certain Purposes". The 
Senate amendment did not address this mat- 
ter. 

The conference agreement does not include 
section 579 of the House bill, ‘‘Prohibition on 
Use of Funds to Request the United Nations 
to Assess the Validity of Elections in the 
United States". The Senate amendment did 
not address this matter. 

The conference agreement does not include 
section 580 of the House bill, “Limitation on 
Provision by the Export-Import Bank of 
Credit to Entities Reincorporating Over- 
Seas". The Senate amendment did not ad- 
dress this matter. 

The conference agreement does not include 
Section 5083 of the Senate amendment re- 
garding ‘‘Disaster Surge Capacity". This 
matter is addressed in section 588, “USAID 
Hiring Authority". The House bill did not 
address this matter. 

The conference agreement does not include 
Senate section 5084 requiring a report by the 
Secretary of State setting forth procedures 
and guidelines for (1) implementing the 
President's Proclamation dated January 12, 
2004, which established a policy of denying 
entry into the United States to corrupt cur- 
rent and former public officials and certain 
members of their families; and (2) for mak- 
ing public the names of those individuals 
who have been denied entry as a result of 
such Proclamation. However, the managers 
request the Secretary of State to submit this 
report to the Committees on Appropriations 
not later than 60 days after enactment of 
this Act. 

The conference agreement does not include 
Section 5085 of the Senate amendment re- 
garding ‘‘Assistance for Victims of Torture". 
This matter was addressed in the House re- 
port. 

The conference agreement does not include 
Section 5086 of the Senate amendment re- 
garding ‘‘United States Agency for Inter- 
national Development Pilot Management 
Initiative". This matter is addressed in sec- 
tion 588 "USAID Hiring Authority". The 
House bill did not address this matter. 

The conference agreement does not include 
Section 5088 of the Senate amendment re- 
garding “Сегбаіп Claims for Expropriation 
by the Government of Nicaragua" but the 
contents of the section are included in sec- 
tion 584 ‘‘Central America’’. The House bill 
did not address this matter. 

The conference agreement does not include 
section 5093 of the Senate amendment re- 
garding ‘‘Assistance to Millennium Chal- 
lenge Candidate Countries’’. This matter is 
addressed under the heading ‘‘Millennium 
Challenge Corporation" where the House bill 
addresses this matter. 

The conference agreement does not include 
section 5094 of the Senate amendment re- 
garding the ‘‘Chernobyl Nuclear Power 
Plant’’. The House did not address this mat- 
ter. The managers expect the Government of 
the Russian Federation to pledge and con- 
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tribute funds for the construction of a new 
shelter over the Chernobyl nuclear power 
plant, and will continue to closely follow de- 
velopments in this matter. 

The conference agreement does not include 
section 5097 of the Senate amendment re- 
garding ‘‘North Korea and Burma". The pro- 
visions regarding Burma are addressed in 
section 591, ‘‘Burma’’, of the conference 
agreement. The House bill did not address 
this matter. 

The conference agreement does not include 
section 5098 of the Senate amendment re- 
garding ‘‘Thailand’’. The House bill did not 
address this matter. The managers urge the 
Government of Thailand to promote rec- 
onciliation and peace in Burma and to re- 
spect the human rights and dignity of Bur- 
mese refugees and displaced persons residing 
in Thailand. The managers also request the 
Government of Thailand to address the situ- 
ation in southern Thailand in a manner con- 
sistent with Thai laws and international ob- 
ligations, including those ensuring the pro- 
tection of human rights. The conference 
agreement provides $1,000,000 in ESF for pro- 
grams to promote democracy and press free- 
doms. The managers request the State De- 
partment to consult with the Committees on 
the use of these funds. 

The conference agreement does not include 
section 5102 of the Senate amendment re- 
garding ‘‘Assistance for Foreign Nongovern- 
mental Organizations". The House bill did 
not address this matter. 

The conference agreement does not include 
section 5104 of the Senate amendment re- 
garding ‘‘Additional Funds for the Global 
Fund to Fight AIDS, Tuberculosis and Ma- 
laria". The conference agreement appro- 
priates funding for a contribution to the 
Global Fund under the heading ‘‘Child Sur- 
vival and Health Programs Fund’’, as in the 
House bill. 

The conference agreement does not include 
section 5105 of the Senate amendment re- 
garding ‘‘Support for African Union Mission 
in Darfur, Sudan’’. The conference agree- 
ment addresses this issue in section 569, 
“Sudan”. The House bill did not address this 
issue. 

The conference agreement does not include 
section 5106 of the Senate amendment re- 
garding ‘Improving Security іп Haiti". The 
conference agreement addresses Haiti in sec- 
tion 549, as in the House bill. 

The conference agreement does not include 
section 5107 of the Senate amendment re- 
garding ‘‘Report on Global Poverty and Na- 
tional Security". The House did not address 
this matter. The managers direct the Sec- 
retary of State, in consultation with other 
relevant agencies, to fulfill the reporting re- 
quirements of this provision not later than 
180 days after enactment of this Act. 

The conference agreement does not include 
Section 5108 of the Senate amendment re- 
garding ‘‘Report on Education Reform іп 
Pakistan". The House did not address this 
matter. The managers direct the Secretary 
of State to fulfill the reporting requirements 
of this provision not later than 90 days after 
enactment of this Act. 

The conference agreement does not include 
Section 5109 of the Senate amendment re- 
garding ‘‘United Nations Resolutions on 
Israel". The conference agreement includes 
language under section 534 requiring the Sec- 
retary of State to report how governments 
vote at the United Nations on resolutions re- 
lated to Israel that are opposed by the 
United States. The House bill did not address 
this matter. 

The conference agreement does not include 
section 5110 of the Senate amendment re- 
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garding ‘‘Sense of the Senate on Violations 
of Religious Freedom in Saudi Arabia". The 
House bill did not address this matter. 

The conference agreement does not include 
section 5111 of the Senate amendment re- 
garding ‘‘Support for the Political Independ- 
ence of Lebanon". The House bill did not ad- 
dress this matter. 

CONFERENCE TOTAL—WITH COMPARISONS 

The total new budget (obligational) au- 
thority for the fiscal year 2005 recommended 
by the Committee of Conference, with com- 
parisons to the fiscal year 2004 amount, the 
2005 budget estimates, and the House and 
Senate bills for 2005 follow: 


[In thousands of dollars] 
New budget (obligational) 
authority, fiscal year 

2004 

Budget estimates of new 
(obligational) authority, 
fiscal year 2005 ................ 
House bill, fiscal year 2005 
Senate bill, fiscal year 2005 
Conference agreement, fis- 
cal year 2005 .................... 
Conference agreement 
compared with: 

New budget 
(obligational) author- 
ity, fiscal year 2004 ...... 

Budget estimates of new 
(obligational) author- 
ity, fiscal year 2005 ...... 

House bill, fiscal year 
2005 

Senate bill, 
2005 +186,460 

DIVISION E—DEPARTMENT OF THE INTE- 

RIOR AND RELATED AGENCIES APPRO- 

PRIATIONS ACT, 2005 

The conference agreement on the Depart- 

ment of the Interior and Related Agencies 
Appropriations Act incorporates some of the 
provisions of both the House passed and the 
Senate reported versions of the bill. Report 
language and allocations set forth in either 
House Report 108-542 or Senate Report 108- 
341 that are not changed by the conference 
are approved by the committee of con- 
ference. The statement of the managers, 
while repeating some report language for 
emphasis, does not negate the language ref- 
erenced above unless expressly provided 
herein. 
TITLE I-DEPARTMENT OF THE 
INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 
MANAGEMENT OF LANDS AND RESOURCES 


The conference agreement provides 
$848,939,000 for management of lands and re- 
Sources instead of $840,401,000 as proposed by 
the House and $855,689,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

Land Resources.—Changes to the House 
level for land resources include increases of 
$500,000 for the National Center for Invasive 
and Plant Management and $500,000 for Idaho 
weed control, and a reduction of $3,947,000 to 
reflect a transfer to the wild horse and burro 
program. 

Wildlife and Fisheries.—The change to the 
House level for wildlife and fisheries is a re- 
duction of $603,000 to reflect a transfer to the 
wild horse and burro program. The managers 
agree to the House-proposed funding level for 
the National Fish and Wildlife Foundation 
and direct the Foundation to use the funding 
increase above fiscal year 2004 for projects 
that support sagebrush ecosystem conserva- 
tion on public and private lands. 

Threatened and Endangered Species.—The 
change to the House level for threatened and 


$38,717,018 


21,360,830 
19,428,145 
19,653,500 


19,839,960 


— 18,877,058 


- 1,520,870 


+411,815 


fiscal year 
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endangered species is a reduction of $576,000 
to reflect a transfer to the wild horse and 
burro program. 

Recreation Management.—Changes to the 
House level for recreation management in- 
clude an increase of $1,000,000 for the Un- 
daunted Stewardship Program and decreases 
of $1,000,000 for nationwide recreation man- 
agement, and $1,039,000 to reflect a transfer 
to the wild horse and burro program. The 
managers urge the Bureau to comply with 
the provisions of the Steens Act and allow 
landowner, lessee and inholder access to 
their property within the boundary of the 
Steens Mountain Cooperative Management 
and Protection Area. Unless funding is pro- 
vided for land acquisitions or exchanges, 
landowners should be afforded full access to 
their property. 

Energy and  Minerals.—Changes to the 
House level for energy and minerals include 
an increase of $1,000,000 for oil and gas man- 
agement and $250,000 for coal management. 

Alaska Minerals.—The change to the House 
level for Alaska minerals is an increase of 
$1,768,000. 

Realty Ownership and | Management.— 
Changes to the House level for realty and 
ownership management include increases of 
$9,500,000 for Alaska conveyance, $300,000 for 
GIS mapping in Utah, $750,000 for the Alaska 
public lands database, and $1,000,000 for re- 
cordable disclaimer applications in Alaska, 
and a decrease of $144,000 to reflect a transfer 
to the wild horse and burro program. 

Resource Protection and Maintenance.— 
Changes to the House level for resource pro- 
tection and maintenance include an increase 
of $1,500,000 for monitoring, and decreases of 
$600,000 for nationwide law enforcement and 
$1,309,000 to reflect a transfer to the wild 
horse and burro program. 

Transportation and Facilities Maintenance.— 
Changes to the House level for transpor- 
tation and facilities maintenance are an in- 
crease of $1,500,000 for capping oil wells in 
the National Petroleum Reserve Alaska, and 
a decrease of $2,145,000 to reflect a transfer to 
the wild horse and burro program. The man- 
agers agree to the House level on deferred 
maintenance, which shifts the funding for 
the infrastructure improvement program 
into the deferred maintenance program. 
These two funding sources address identical 
project types and this shift will consolidate 
and streamline maintenance budget activi- 
ties in the Bureau. 

Land and Resource Information Systems.— 
The change to the House level for land and 
resource information systems is à decrease 
of $493,000 to reflect a transfer to the wild 
horse and burro program. 

Workforce and Organizational Support.— 
Changes to the House level for workforce and 
organizational support include increases of 
$583,000 for e-government initiatives, $208,000 
for Quickhire, and $570,000 for competitive 
sourcing, and decreases of $291,000 for 
Safecom and $244,000 to reflect the transfer 
to the wild horse and burro program. 

Challenge Cost Share.—The managers agree 
to the House level for the challenge cost 
Share program. 

Bill Language.—The conference agreement 
does not include language carried in previous 
years concerning the management of wild 
horses and burros. 

WILDLAND FIRE MANAGEMENT 


The conference agreement provides 
$743,099,000 for wildland fire management as 
proposed by both the House and the Senate. 

Hazardous Fuels.—The change to the House 
level for hazardous fuels is a decrease of 
$5,000,000. 
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State and Local Fire Assistance.—The change 
to the House level for State and local fire as- 
sistance is an increase of $5,000,000. 

The managers note that the conference 
agreement provides an additional $100,000,000 
in Title IV of this bill for urgent wildfire 
suppression activities. 

The managers remain concerned about the 
need to control suppression costs. The man- 
agers are concerned that effective perform- 
ance measures are not in place on an inter- 
agency basis to report on suppression costs. 
It is imperative that the Secretaries estab- 
lish appropriate performance metrics 
promptly. This includes the integration of 
reporting systems, implementation of po- 
lices through the Wildland Fire Leadership 
Council for cost reporting, and responding to 
findings of the independent cost control re- 
view panel established under Public Law 108- 
287. The managers direct the Secretaries to 
submit a report no later than June 30, 2005, 
on performance measures planned for imple- 
mentation in fiscal year 2006 to be used on an 
inter-agency basis. 

The managers direct the Bureau to con- 
tinue the native plant materials develop- 
ment effort at the fiscal year 2004 level. 

CENTRAL HAZARDOUS MATERIALS FUND 

The conference agreement provides 
$9,855,000 for the central hazardous materials 
fund as proposed by the House and the Sen- 
ate. The managers do not agree with the 
budget proposal to transfer unobligated 
funds to the EPA. The managers reiterate 
that the Bureau?s liability does not extend 
beyond past payments. 


CONSTRUCTION 
The conference agreement provides 
$11,500,000 for construction instead of 


$15,000,000 as proposed by the House and 
$8,976,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

Changes to the House level for construc- 
tion include increases of $1,500,000 for con- 
struction of the California Trail Interpretive 
Center in Nevada, which completes the De- 
partment of the Interior?s contribution to 
this project, $750,000 for the Sand Hollow 
Recreation MOU with the State of Utah, and 
$750,000 for the White Sandy Beach on Houser 
Lake in Montana, and a decrease of $6,500,000 
for general construction projects. 

The managers are concerned about the rel- 
atively low level of construction funding 
provided to the Bureau compared to other 
land management agencies and urge the Ad- 
ministration to place more emphasis on pro- 
viding adequate funding for large deferred 
maintenance construction projects on public 
lands. 

LAND ACQUISITION 
conference agreement 


The provides 


$11,350,000 for land acquisition instead of 
$4,500,000 as proposed by the House and 
$22,850,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The managers agree to the following dis- 
tribution of funds: 


Area (State) Amount 
Blackfoot River Watershed 
$5,000,000 
1,000,000 
California Wilderness (CA) 750,000 
Chain-of-Lakes RMA/Lewis 
and Clark NHT (MT) ....... 3,500,000 
Colorado Canyons NCA 
(COJ Лнын CHAR mU 1,500,000 
Grande Ronde National 
Wild and Scenic River 
COBR/W AO) арык ака еден 500,000 
Snake River Breaks ERMA 
(Swede’s Landing) (OR) .. 150,000 
Henrys Lake ACEC (ID) ..... 750,000 
Rio Grande Natl. Wild & 
Scenic River (NM) .......... 2,700,000 
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Area (State) Amount 
Sandy River/Oregon NHT 
(ОҢУ cas ess ete e PATERE 1,000,000 
Use of unobligated  bal- 
photo TE — 10,000,000 
Subtotal: xem 6,850,000 
Acquisition Management .. 3,000,000 
Emergency/Inholdings ....... 1,500,000 
Land Exchange quali- 
zation Payment .............. 0 
ТОБА лақа д db ey 11,350,000 


The managers expect the Bureau to ensure 
that acquisitions associated with the Black- 
foot Challenge are consistent with Federal 
appraisal standards. The Bureau should not 
pay more than the fair market value deter- 
mined by those appraisals. 


OREGON AND CALIFORNIA GRANT LANDS 


The conference agreement provides 
$109,057,000 for Oregon and California grant 
lands instead of $111,557,000 as proposed by 
the House and $113,558,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. The change to the House level is a 
decrease of $2,500,000 for judgment fund re- 
payment. 


RANGE IMPROVEMENTS 


The conference agreement provides an in- 
definite appropriation for range improve- 
ments of not less than $10,000,000 as proposed 
by both the House and the Senate. 


SERVICE CHARGES, DEPOSITS, AND FORFEITURES 


The conference agreement provides an in- 
definite appropriation for service charges, 
deposits, and forfeitures, which is estimated 
to be $24,490,000 by both the House and the 
Senate. 


MISCELLANEOUS TRUST FUNDS 


The conference agreement provides an in- 
definite appropriation of $12,405,000 for mis- 
cellaneous trust funds as proposed by both 
the House and the Senate. 


UNITED STATES FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
RESOURCE MANAGEMENT 


The conference agreement provides 
$977,205,000 for resource management instead 
of $970,494,000 as proposed by the House and 
$966,265,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
changes described below are to the House 
recommended funding level. 

Ecological Services.—Changes to ecological 
services programs, including Endangered 
Species Act programs and habitat conserva- 
tion programs, are detailed below. 

In Endangered Species Act candidate con- 
servation, there are increases of $150,000 for 
Kootenai River burbot and $10,000 for 
slickspot peppergrass, and a decrease of 
$750,000 for Alaska sea otter, which is ad- 
dressed under the recovery program. 

In the Endangered Species Act listing pro- 
gram, there is a decrease of $726,000; how- 
ever, the number that appears in bill lan- 
guage is higher to reflect the recent changes 
to the Service?s cost allocation methodology 
as explained below. 

In Endangered Species Act consultation, 
there is a decrease of $750,000 for the natural 
communities conservation planning program 
in California. 

In Endangered Species Act recovery, there 
are increases of $2,000,000 for Atlantic salmon 
grants administered by the National Fish 
and Wildlife Foundation, $500,000 for 
Lahonton cutthroat trout, $350,000 for White 
Sulphur Springs NFH, WV, freshwater mus- 
sel recovery, $1,800,000 for eider and sea otter 
recovery at the Alaska SeaLife Center, and 
$250,000 for concho water snake delisting ef- 
forts in Texas. Decreases include $500,000 in 
base program funding and $300,000 in wolf 
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monitoring. The Service should use the dis- 
tribution of wolf monitoring funds proposed 
by the Senate. 

In habitat conservation, changes to the 
House passed level for partners for fish and 
wildlife projects are as follows: 


[Dollars in thousands] 
Project 
Invasive species/competi- 
tive projects (non-spe- 
cific) 
Federal trust species res- 
toration program ............ 
Walla Walla Basin HCP, 


Change 


— 500 


— 4,000 


= 750 
Walla Walla Basin fish pas- 
Sage, WA ......................... 
Restoration in 
Tunkhannock, Bentley & 
Bowman’s Creek water- 
sheds, PA 
West branch of the Susque- 
hanna River fish passage, 


— 250 


— 50 


Pee eee heen ee - 500 
Georgia stream bank res- 
Ботабйби „а иде 
Wildlife enterprises рго- 
gram at MS State Uni- 
versity 
Thunder Basin initiative, 


— 500 


+1,000 


+250 


NH Audubon Society study 
w/FWS on declining wild- 
life populations on Lake 
Umbagog NWR 

NH Lakes Association/ 
analysis of degradation 
of surface waters 


+425 


+55 


Hawaii +700 
Endangered species man- 
agement & conservation 
in Hawaii 
Vermont Natural Heritage 
Partners bald eagle res- 
Тогайоп ырымды ы УЫ. 
Nevada biodiversity ге- 
Search and conservation 
Montana Water Center 
wild fish habitat initia- 
ААЛ MP Мы TP 
Lake Sakakawea invasive 
Species control, ND ......... 
GIS mapping of AK NWRs 
Conservation/restoration 
work at Don Edwards 
NWR QA. usen банер +540 


In project planning, increases include 
$550,000 for the Middle Rio Grande (Bosque) 
research program and $400,000 for Montana 
wildlife conservation plan development. 
There is also a decrease of $300,000 for the 
metropolitan greenspaces program. 

In coastal programs, there is a general pro- 
gram decrease of $1,500,000, which still pro- 
vides an increase above the fiscal year 2004 
level. 

Refuge Operations and Maintenance.—In ref- 
uge operations, there is an increase of 
$2,500,000 to provide for the Service?s share 
of the costs associated with the Midway 
Atoll NWR common infrastructure and air- 
port (the balance of infrastructure and air- 
port operating funds should be borne by the 
Federal Aviation Administration and other 
benefiting parties), and decreases of $1,000,000 
for competitive projects on invasive species 
control (non-specific) and $1,000,000 for 
invasive species control at Loxahatchee 
NWR, FL. In refuge maintenance, there is an 
increase of $500,000. 

Law Enforcement Operations.—In law en- 
forcement operations, increases include 


+750 


+100 


+1,250 


+500 


+100 
+1,000 
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$450,000 for the Memphis, TN port of entry 
and $315,000 for space costs at the Atlanta, 
Louisville and Memphis ports of entry. There 
are also decreases of $450,000, which negates 
the general increase proposed by the House, 
and $450,000 for vehicle replacement. 

Fisheries.—In fish and wildlife manage- 
ment, increases include $800,000 for whirling 
disease research by the National Partnership 
on the Management of Wild and Native 
Coldwater Fisheries, for a total of $1,000,000 
for the partnership, $350,000 for the Whirling 
Disease Foundation, $400,000 for the Wildlife 
Health Center in Montana, and $400,000 for 
Yukon River Treaty implementation. These 
increases are partially offset by a decrease of 
$1,000,000 for non-partner specific whirling 
disease research. In marine mammals, there 
is an increase of $1,300,000 and the Service 
should use the distribution of marine mam- 
mal funding proposed by the Senate. Finally, 
there is an increase of $885,000 to address par- 
tially operational shortfalls in the fisheries 
program. These funds should be repro- 
grammed to the appropriate line items in the 
budget and should remain in the base budget 
for fiscal year 2006 and beyond. 

General Administration.—In general admin- 
istration, there is a decrease of $130,000 for 
the National Fish and Wildlife Foundation; 
increases of $750,000 for training activities at 
the National Conservation Training Center 
and $387,000 for NCTC maintenance; and an 
increase of $400,000 for the Caddo Lake 
Ramsar Center in Texas. 

Bill Language.—The conference agreement 
includes statutory language earmarking 
$1,000,000 for Natural Community Conserva- 
tion Planning in California. Language also is 
included earmarking $16,175,000 for the en- 
dangered species listing program instead of 
$16,226,000 as proposed by the House and 
$15,500,000 as proposed by the Senate. This 
earmark reflects the Senate proposed level 
adjusted upward for $675,000 in space rental 
costs associated with the recent changes to 
the Service?s cost allocation methodology. 

The managers agree to the following: 

1. The Service should realign its fiscal year 
2005 budget to agree with the recent changes 
to the Service’s cost allocation method- 
ology. 

2. Fiscal year 2005 represents the final year 
of a statutory earmark for Natural Commu- 
nities Conservation Planning in California. 
This program is eligible to compete with 
other programs for funding in future years 
and for additional funding in fiscal year 2005. 

3. The Service should move as quickly as 
possible to delist the concho water snake. 
The managers addressed this issue 5 years 
ago and are dismayed that the Service has 
yet to resolve it. 

4. Additional funds required for invasive 
species control programs at Loxahatchee 
NWR, FL, should be addressed in the fiscal 
year 2006 budget request. 

5. The Peregrine Fund activities should be 
funded at $400,000 in fiscal year 2005. 

6. The Department should carefully review 
the budget requirements for the fisheries 
program in its fiscal year 2006 request. The 
managers are concerned that the fiscal year 
2005 request did not accurately reflect pro- 
gram shortfalls and consequences associated 
with fixed cost absorption and proposed pro- 
gram reductions. 

7. The Service should reprogram $4,000,000 
in the fisheries program from the deferred 
maintenance account to the annual mainte- 
nance account. This reprogramming is nec- 
essary to address operational shortfalls. 

8. The managers have provided funds in the 
law enforcement program to provide full 
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staffing at the ports of entry at the Atlanta, 
Louisville, and Memphis airports. The man- 
agers note that, because of the large volume 
of cargo flowing through these airports, par- 
ticularly at Louisville and Memphis, these 
ports of entry are staffed at significantly 
higher levels than most other ports around 
the country. The managers have also pro- 
vided $315,000 specifically for unanticipated 
space rental costs at these three ports of 
entry. The funds for additional space needs 
should be allocated to these three ports of 
entry, and the House and Senate Committees 
on Appropriations should be notified as to 
the distribution of funds. The additional 
space funds, along with the annual operating 
funds, should be retained in the base budget 
for these three ports of entry for fiscal year 
2006 and beyond. 

9. The funds provided for the Caddo Lake 
Ramsar Center in Texas are for conservation 
and education programs directly related to 
Caddo Lake and may not be used for infra- 
structure, construction-related projects, 
legal or management fees, or any other pur- 
poses. 

10. Funding for E-Training and E-Rule- 
making activities are retained. Funds budg- 
eted for Safecom and Disaster Management 
should be reprogrammed to cover equitably 
fixed cost increases not funded in the budget 
request. 

11. The managers are concerned by the re- 
cent discoveries of the northern snakehead 
in the Potomac River and its potential im- 
pact on native fish populations through pre- 
dation, food and habitat competition, and 
the introduction of diseases and parasites. 
The Service should submit a report to the 
House and Senate Committees on Appropria- 
tions, no later than 180 days after enactment 
of this Act, on the steps it is taking to iden- 
tify, contain, and eradicate this species. 


CONSTRUCTION 
The conference agreement provides 
$53,400,000 for construction instead of 


$48,400,000 as proposed by the House and 
$37,136,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
The managers agree to the following dis- 
tribution of funds: 
[Dollars in thousands] 


Project escription Amount 
Alaska SeaLife Center, AK Seabird Research Facility .. $500 
Arapaho NWR, CO ....... Muskrat Dam [p/d/cc] 800 
Bayou Sauvage NWR, LA . Visitor Center [p/d] .. i 300 
Chase Lake and Arrowwood Joint Interpretive Center [p/d 300 
NWRs, ND. 
Clark R Bavin Forensics Lab- Renovation/upgrade facility [c] 2,682 
oratory, OR. 
Clark’s River NWR, KY Maintenance Facility [cc] ........ 750 
Craig Brook NFH, ME .. Wastewater Treatment Compli- 1,950 
ance-Phase || [d/ic]. 


Visitor Center and Administra- 
tion Building [p/d/cc]. 
Seismic Safety Rehabilitation 115 
of Six Buildings-Phase | [p/ 
d 


Eastern MA NWR Complex, MA 
(Great Meadows). 
Fish Springs NWR, UT .............. 


Garrison МЕН, ND ..................... Hatchery Renovation [cc three 300 
ponds]. 
Green Lake МЕН, ME ................. Wastewater Treatment Compli- 658 
ance-Phase | [p/d]. 
Hanford Reach NM, WA Visitor Center ........................... 750 
Kenai NWR, AK ........ Visitor Center [water and 2,100 
sewer lines]. 
King Salmon FWS Administra- Seismic Safety Rehab. of Of- 65 
ive Site, AK. ice/Storage Building-Phase 
| [p/d]. 
Klamath Basin NWR Complex, Water Supply and Manage- 1,000 
CA. ment-Phase V [с]. 
Lacreek NWR, $0 ...................... Little White River Dam-Phase 4,200 
Ill [cc]. 
Midway Atoll NWR .................... Electrical system replacement 2,700 
сс]. 
Midway Atoll NWR .................... Replace wastewater treatment 500 
system w/septic fields [cc]. 
National Conservation Training Waterline construction [cc] ..... 600 
Center. 
Northeast Fishery Center, PA ... Raceway rehabilitation and 795 
ank installation. 
Northwest Power Planning Area — Fish screens etc. .................... 2,000 
Office of Aircraft Services (MBS Replacement of Survey Air- 1,000 
Programs). craft-Phase Il. 
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[Dollars in thousands] 
Project Description Amount 
Ohio River Islands NWR, МУ...  Headquarters/Visitor Contact 835 
Station Improvements [cc]. 
Okefenokee NWR, GA ................ Environmental Education Fa- 600 
cility [p/d/cc]. 
Servicewide .. idge Safety Inspections ....... 575 
Servicewide .. Dam Safety Programs & In- 730 
ections. 
Servicewide ........... itor Contact Facilities ......... 4,000 
Sevilleta NWR, NM Laboratory Construction .......... 3,000 
Silvio 0 Conte NWR, ҮТ. Nulhegan Div. visitor contact 2,000 
ation [cc]. 
Togiak NWR, AK .... itor Center [p/d] ................. 300 
Togue Replacement ace fish stocking vessel 750 
[cc]. 
Tualatin NWR, ОК...................... Visitor Center and Administra- 700 
tion Building [p/d]. 
White Sulphur Springs МЕН, WV Wild Fish Propagation Center 650 
[p/d/cc]. 
World Birding Center, TX .......... Administrative Building/Visitor 1,000 
Center. 
Subtotal, Line ltem — — — sss 42,382 
Construction. 
Nationwide Engineering Serv- 
ices: 
Cost Allocation Method- 3,151 
ology. 
Environmental Compli- 1,400 
ance. 
Other, non-project spe- 6,117 
cific services. 
Seismic Safety Program .. 200 
Waste Prevention, Recy- 150 
cling, Env. Mgmt. 
Subtotal, Nationwide 222222222. 11,018 
Engineering Services. 
Total. iustae deae tae eU Ree 53,400 


Bill Language.—The conference agreement 
includes statutory language allowing for a 
single contract for the full scope of the Clark 
R. Bavin Forensics Laboratory, OR renova- 
tion. 

The managers agree to the following: 

1. The Service should develop standardized 
designs for maintenance facilities so that re- 
quirements like that at ACE Basin NWR, SC 
and other NWRs can be categorized, prior- 
ities can be established, and the most crit- 
ical needs can be funded. 

2. The administrative building/visitor cen- 
ter proposal for Bombay Hook NWR, DE 
Should be incorporated into the Service?s 
priority system and, as appropriate, should 
be considered within the visitor contact fa- 
cilities fund. 

3. Funding for the Hanford Reach NM, WA, 
visitor center is provided with the under- 
standing that the Service's total contribu- 
tion to this effort will not exceed $3,000,000. 

4. The managers are concerned with the 
lack of progress in locating a site and com- 
mencing construction of the administrative/ 
visitor center for the Kodiak NWR, AK. The 
Service should expedite this process in fiscal 
year 2005 and provide a definitive cost esti- 
mate to complete this project. 

5. Funding for large game guzzlers at Ne- 
vada refuges should be addressed using ref- 
uge operations and maintenance funding. 

6. Funds for raceway rehabilitation and 
tank installation at the Northeast Fishery 
Center, PA, should be supplemented with 
cost sharing from other benefiting parties. 

7. Funding for field and laboratory testing 
of fishway designs is not included. The Serv- 
ice should work with the U.S. Geological 
Survey to determine the appropriate bureau 
and the appropriate means to fund this ef- 
fort. 

8. Funding for the Sevilletta NWR, NM lab- 
oratory, construction should not exceed 
$6,600,000. With the funds provided for fiscal 
year 2005, the Service will have received 
$4,500,000. 

9. Funds provided for the World Birding 
Center, TX, represent the second of three 
payments for this program. The managers 
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understand that the remaining amount for 
this project will not exceed $1,100,000. 

10. Funds are provided for planning and de- 
sign of a visitor center at Togiak NWR in 
Dillingham, AK. The managers expect that 
this facility will be located adjacent to the 
airport to maximize contact with the public. 
This center should be a similar size as the 
visitor center operated by the Service in 
King Salmon, Alaska. 

LAND ACQUISITION 

The conference agreement provides 
$37,526,000 for land acquisition instead of 
$12,500,000 as proposed by the House and 
$49,864,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The managers agree to the following dis- 
tribution of funds: 


Area (State) Amount 
Archie Carr NWR (FL) ....... $711,000 
Baca NWR (CO) ..... 22 3,400,000 
Back Bay NWR УА) ........... 700,000 
Balcones Canyonlands 

NWR (0) „азанны 900,000 
Black Bayou Lake NWR 

(ШАЎ eee она дед cet hae es 625,000 
Cache River NWR (AR) ...... 700,000 
Саһара NWR (AL) ............. 550,000 
Cape Romain NWR (SC) ..... 850,000 
Chickasaw NWR (TN) ........ 750,000 
Dakota Tallgrass Prairie 

WMA (SD/ND) ................. 650,000 
Eastern Shore NWR (VA) .. 500,000 
Great Swamp NWR (NJ) .... 500,000 
Great White Heron NWR 

(FLY чинында és ote 750,000 
James Campbell NWR (HI) 2,000,000 
Lake Umbagog NWR (NH) 1,500,000 
Lower Hatchie NWR (TN) .. 750,000 
Lower Rio Grande Valley 

NWR ATX ынан 1,000,000 
Massasoit NWR (MA) ......... 575,000 
Middle MS River NWR 

(MO) (Wilkinson Island) 1,300,000 
Northern Tallgrass Prairie 

(MN/IA) ................. 500,000 
Palmyra Atoll NWR .......... 600,000 
Patoka River NWR (IN) ..... 250,000 
Rachel Carson NWR (МЕ) .. 500,000 
Rhode Island refuge com- 

Plos (RIJ сенен: 500,000 
San Diego NWR (CA) ......... 1,000,000 
Silvio O. Conte NWR, (NH, 

NIS CTY те ТЕ ин кыны ны 1,000,000 
Tensas NWR (LA) . 25% 2,000,000 
Togiak NWR (AK) .............. 1,500,000 
Upper MS River NFWR 

(MN, WI, IA, IL) ............. 400,000 
Waccamaw NWR (SC) ais 1,250,000 
Walkill NWR (NJ) ...... 5 700,000 
Yukon River Delta NW 

САКУ КР Т NICE PADRES 1,000,000 
Use of unobligated bal- 

ALL COS ET — 7,000,000 

Subtotal cese 22,911,000 
Acquisition Management .. 8,365,000 
Ти по то 2:5. ertet 1,500,000 
Exchanges ................. bs 1,750,000 
Emergencies/Hardships ...... 1,000,000 
Cost Allocation Method- 

(llora RES 2,000,000 

Буе е d opp ro Ren 87,526,000 


Bill Language.—The conference agreement 
makes a technical modification to the lan- 
guage proposed in the Senate bill ear- 
marking $750,000 for the Yukon Flats NWR 
(AK)/ Doyon land exchange. The conference 
agreement retains the language proposed in 
the Senate bill providing that none of the 
funds in this or any other Act may be used 
for acquisition of land to be part of Deep 
Fork NWR (OK). 
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Тһе managers agree to the following: 

1. Acquisitions proposed in the budget re- 
quests for the Alaska Peninsula NWR (AK), 
Canaan Valley NWR (WV), Cypress Creek 
NWR (IL), and Red River NWR (LA) shall be 
funded out of the inholdings account. 

2. Lands acquired for the James Campbell 
NWR (HI) must be within the authorized ref- 
uge boundary. 

LANDOWNER INCENTIVE PROGRAM 


The conference agreement provides 
$22,000,000 for the landowner incentive pro- 
gram instead of $15,000,000 as proposed by the 
House and $29,000,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. 

PRIVATE STEWARDSHIP GRANTS 


The conference agreement provides 
$7,000,000 for private stewardship grants in- 
stead of $5,000,000 as proposed by the House 
and $7,500,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

Bill Language.—The conference agreement 
includes bill language, as proposed by the 
House providing for the merger of funds pre- 
viously appropriated under the ‘‘Stewardship 
Grants" heading. The Senate had no similar 
provision. 

COOPERATIVE ENDANGERED SPECIES FUND 


The conference agreement provides 
$81,596,000 for the cooperative endangered 
species fund as proposed by the House in- 
stead of $82,600,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

Bill Language.—The conference agreement 
earmarks $32,212,000 to be derived from the 
Cooperative Endangered Species Fund in- 
Stead of $49,384,000 as proposed by the House 
and $32,600,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
The amount derived from the Land and 
Water Conservation Fund is $49,384,000 as 
proposed by the House instead of $50,000,000 
as proposed by the Senate. 

NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE FUND 


The conference agreement provides 
$14,414,000 for the national wildlife refuge 
fund as proposed by both the House and the 
Senate. 

NORTH AMERICAN WETLANDS CONSERVATION 

FUND 


The conference agreement provides 
$38,000,000 for the North American wetlands 
conservation fund as proposed by both the 
House and the Senate. 

NEOTROPICAL MIGRATORY BIRD CONSERVATION 


The conference agreement provides 
$4,000,000 for neotropical migratory bird con- 
servation as proposed by the Senate instead 
of $4,400,000 as proposed by the House. 

MULTINATIONAL SPECIES CONSERVATION FUND 


The conference agreement provides 
$5,800,000 for multinational species conserva- 
tion fund programs instead of $5,900,000 as 
proposed by the House and $5,700,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. Changes to the House 
recommended level include decreases of 
$50,000 for African elephants, $50,000 for rhi- 
noceros and tigers, $50,000 for Asian ele- 
phants, and $50,000 for great apes, and an in- 
crease of $100,000 to initiate the newly au- 
thorized marine turtles program. The man- 
agers expect the Service to keep the funding 
for marine turtles in the base budget and to 
increase funding, as appropriate, for this pro- 
gram in future budget requests. 

Bill Language.—The conference agreement 
includes the statutory citation for the Ma- 
rine Turtle Conservation Act of 2004. 

STATE AND TRIBAL WILDLIFE GRANTS 


The conference agreement provides 
$70,000,000 for State and tribal wildlife grants 
instead of $67,500,000 as proposed by the 
House and $75,000,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. The managers reiterate the importance 


24726 


of comprehensive wildlife conservation strat- 
egies toward the conservation of each State’s 
full array of wildlife and their habitats. The 
strategies, produced in each State and terri- 
tory plan, are expected to be complete by Oc- 
tober 1, 2005. Emphasis should be on those 
habitats and conservation actions that sup- 
port the species of greatest conservation 
need. Program funds should be directed to 
those actions and habitats that will best im- 
plement the comprehensive wildlife con- 
servation strategies and preclude the need to 
list many more species as threatened or en- 
dangered under the Endangered Species Act. 

Bill Language.—The conference agreement 
includes bill language, as proposed by the 
House, providing for the merger of funds pre- 
viously appropriated under the “бабе Wild- 
life Grants" "heading. The Senate had по simi- 
lar provision. 

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 
OPERATION OF THE NATIONAL PARK SYSTEM 


The conference agreement provides 
$1,707,282,000 for operation of the national 
park system instead of $1,686,067,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $1,688,915,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

The managers have provided an additional 
$52,654,000 for park base operations. Com- 
bined with the $22,012,000 in specific park op- 
erating increases in the budget request, the 
parks will have an additional $74,666,000 in 
park programmatic increases for fiscal year 
2005. This is the largest park base pro- 
grammatic increase ever for the National 
Park Service and in keeping with the large 
increases in operating funds provided by the 
Congress over the past 10 years. 

The Administration's budget requests for 
parks in recent years have not sufficiently 
addressed growing shortfalls in core oper- 
ating programs at the parks. Recent budgets 
have seen increasing emphasis placed on ex- 
panding law enforcement and security, facil- 
ity maintenance, information technology, 
and natural resource data gathering. Core 
park operations have also been impacted by 
the absorption of pay costs within budget re- 
quests, Congressionally mandated pay in- 
creases in excess of budget requests, and 
storm damage. New security and anti-ter- 
rorism requirements and other new man- 
dates and responsibilities have also been as- 
signed by the Department and the Office of 
Management and Budget. The managers have 
been supportive of these requirements and 
have provided significant increases for secu- 
rity at icon and border parks while consist- 
ently including additional park maintenance 
funding to ensure the maintenance backlog 
reduction efforts continue on track. However 
important these new responsibilities, the 
budget of the National Park Service cannot 
continue to be limited to a few parks and 
purposes while core visitor service require- 
ments are going unmet nationwide. All parks 
need to remain open and accessible to visi- 
tors and basic visitor services need to be 
available at all parks across the system. 

Of the additional amount provided for park 
base operations, $40,000,000 should be distrib- 
uted to all park units as an across-the-board 
increase in all budget subactivities within 
park management to help offset the impact 
of recent absorptions. This will provide each 
unit with a minimum increase of approxi- 
mately 5 percent above their fiscal year 2004 
level. Also, $500,000 of the additional amount 
Should be distributed to national trails on à 
priority basis. The remaining balance of 
$12,154,000 for additional park operations 
funding shall be used solely to restore basic 
visitor services and address resource preser- 
vation needs in accordance with National 
Park Service priorities. 
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The conference agreement provides 
$342,967,000 for resource stewardship. Changes 
to the House level include a reduction of 
$1,000,000 for inventory and monitoring and 
an increase of $500,000 for Vanishing Treas- 
ures. 

The conference agreement provides 
$326,856,000 for visitor services, the same as 
the House level. 

The conference agreement provides 
$573,178,000 for maintenance, the same as the 
House level. 

The conference agreement provides 
$285,946,000 for park support. Changes to the 
House level include an additional $871,000 for 
e-government initiatives, $250,000 for wild 
and scenic rivers, $500,000 for the traditional 
challenge cost share program and $94,000 for 
the Lewis and Clark program. The House po- 
sition on the CCI challenge cost share pro- 
gram is adopted. 

Bill language.—The conference agreement 
retains the House language regarding one 
year funding for repair and rehabilitation 
funds. The conference agreement earmarks 
$2,000,000 for the YCC program. 

Report language.—Earmarks within the re- 
pair and rehabilitation program are as fol- 
lows: $450,000 for 26 Williams Street at Day- 
ton Aviation Heritage NHP; $306,000 for 
rehab of Porter Beach restrooms at Indiana 
Dunes NL; $500,000 for boat launch ramps at 
Lake Mead NRA; $300,000 for signage repairs 
at Fort Stanwix NM; $388,000 for dock, sign- 
age and lighting repairs at Amistad NRA; 
$300,000 to continue cultural landscaping im- 
provements at Gettysburg NMP, $400,000 for 
Natchez Trace Parkway; $325,000 for rehab of 
Fort Piute at Mojave National Preserve; 
$400,000 for rehab of structures at Stiltsville 
in Biscayne NP; and $200,000 for restoration 
at International Peace Garden, ND. 

The conference agreement continues to 
earmark one-third of the challenge cost 
share program for the National Trails Sys- 
tem. The managers have retained the House 
language concerning National Park Service 
travel. Foreign travel must be pre-approved 
by the House and Senate Committees on Ap- 
propriations. 

The managers recognize the successful 
partnership between the National Park Serv- 
ice and Southeast Community College, KY, 
in providing important employee training. 
The managers encourage the Service to con- 
sider additional training opportunities with 
the college. 


UNITED STATES PARK POLICE 


The conference agreement provides 
$81,204,000 for the United States Park Police 
as proposed by the House and the Senate. 

It has been three years since the National 
Academy of Public Administration's com- 
prehensive financial and management review 
of the U.S. Park Police. As of two months 
ago, NAPA reported that none of the major 
reforms had been implemented. The man- 
agers expect the Secretary and the Director 
of the National Park Service to implement 
fully the major reforms and be prepared to 
discuss those changes at the fiscal year 2006 
hearings. 


NATIONAL RECREATION AND PRESERVATION 


The conference agreement provides 
$61,832,000 for national recreation and preser- 
vation, instead of $53,877,000 as proposed by 
the House and $63,023,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

The conference agreement provides $551,000 
for recreation programs, the same as the 
House and Senate. Also included is $11,018,000 
for natural programs. Changes to the House 
level include an additional $300,000 for the 
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rivers and trails program. The managers ex- 
pect that the reforms made to the strategic 
plan will be closely followed. This is a tech- 
nical assistance program. Direct grants are 
not authorized. 

The conference agreement provides 
$20,214,000 for cultural programs. Changes to 
the House level include increases of $100,000 
for the Louisiana Creole Heritage Center and 
$300,000 for a National Underground Railroad 
Network grant program, which is authorized. 

The conference agreement provides 
$1,616,000 for International park affairs, the 
same as the House and Senate. 

The conference agreement provides $397,000 
for environmental and compliance review, 
the same as the House and Senate. 

The conference agreement provides 
$1,892,000 for grant administration, the same 
as the House level. 

The conference agreement provides the 
$500,000 requested in the budget for the part- 
nership office. The managers intend to con- 
tinue support for the work of NPS regional 
office partnership and volunteers-in-the- 
parks coordinators. Funds are to be provided 
equally to each of the seven regions to sup- 
plement existing regional office and park 
partnership activities, services, and events 
consistent with identified regional priorities 
and mission goals. 

The conference agreement provides 
$14,785,000 for nationally designated heritage 
areas. Included in this amount is $122,000 for 
administration and $500,000 for heritage 
areas authorized after enactment of this Act. 
Individual projects are as follows: 


Project Amount 
America’s Agricultural 
Heritage Partnership 
(Silos & Smokestacks) ... $750,000 
Augusta Canal NHA .......... 400,000 
Automobile NHA ............... 500,000 
Blue Ridge NHA ................ 900,000 
Cache La Poudre River 
COrrid Гоу ТТТ ТТР наь 45,000 
Cane River NHA ................ 900,000 
Delaware and Lehigh NHC 800,000 
Erie Canalway National 
COrrid OF о ыды 700,000 
Essex NHA ......................... 900,000 
Hudson River Valley NHA 500,000 
John H. Chafee Blackstone 
River Valley NHC ........... 845,000 
Lackawanna Valley NHA .. 550,000 
National Coal Heritage 
ATOA аман cesis pe rbi ee dudes 123,000 
Ohio and Erie Canal NHC .. 900,000 
Quinnebaug & Shetucket 
Rivers Valley NHC ......... 850,000 
Rivers of Steel NHA .......... 900,000 
Schuylkil River Valley 
National Heritage Area .. 500,000 
Shenandoah Valley Battle- 
fields National Historic 
District etse e tua 500,000 
South Carolina NHC .......... 900,000 
Tennessee Civil War Herit- 
асе Area ......................... 400,000 
Wheeling МНА 900,000 
400,000 
Subtotal аьаа 14,163,000 
122,000 
Newly authorized areas ..... 500,000 
Total 1 Rd Per ERE NE 14,785,000 
The conference agreement provides 


$11,359,000 for statutory or contractual aid, 
instead of $3,794,000 as proposed by the House 
and $12,080,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
'The funds are to be distributed as follows: 


Amount 


$750,000 


Project 
Alaska National Parks 
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Project Amount 
Benjamin Franklin Ter- 
centenary Commission ... 250,000 
Black Jack Battlefield 
y uer P 89,000 
Brown Foundation ............. 250,000 
Chesapeake Bay Gateway .. 2,500,000 
Flight 93 Memorial ............ 250,000 
Ft. Mandan, Ft. Lincoln & 
No. Plains Foundation ... 625,000 
George Washington Memo- 
rial Bridge... uere 100,000 
Ice Age National Scientific 
Reserve ........................... 796,000 
Jamestown 2007 ................. 400,000 
Johnstown Area Heritage 
Association ..................... 49,000 
Keweenaw NHP—Main 
Street: нымы ғары ыға: 800,000 
Lamprey W&SR Coopera- 
tive Agreements ............. 900,000 
Lower Eastside Tenement 
MUSOU салы rere 250,000 
Mississippi Museum of 
Natural Science .............. 750,000 
Mt. Rainier NP—study 700,000 
Natchez NHP—Slave Mar- 
«АКИ КЕК ersten MTM 150,000 
Native Hawaiian Culture 
and Arts Program .... 750,000 
Sewall-Belmont House 400,000 
Sleeping Rainbow Ranch, 
Capital Reef NP .............. 600,000 
Tota sean aes 11,359,000 


The conference agreement includes $400,000 
for the Sewall-Belmont House. The managers 
are concerned that the Service has taken too 
long to determine an appropriate solution to 
making the facility handicapped accessible. 
The managers direct the Service to report to 
the Committees no later than April 1, 2005, 
on a final recommendation. 

Bill language.—The conference agreement 
provides $700,000 for a feasibility study for 
the Train to the Mountain project. 

The conference agreement includes the 
Senate language on the use of funds for the 
Rivers and Trails program. 

The conference agreement has included bill 
language to change the matching require- 
ments at Keweenaw NHP to 1/1 for one year 
only. 

Report language.—The conference agree- 
ment provides $100,000 within available funds 
to the National Center for Preservation 
Technology and Training for continued sup- 
port of the successful competitive heritage 
education grants program to schools in Lou- 
isiana. No more than fifteen percent of this 
amount may be used to administer the pro- 
gram. 

HISTORIC PRESERVATION FUND 


The conference agreement provides 
$72,750,000 for the historic preservation fund 
instead of $71,533,000 as proposed by the 
House and $71,250,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. Changes to the House level include an 
increase of $1,430,000 for grants-in-aid to 
States and Territories and an increase of 
$287,000 for grants-in-aid to Indian Tribes. 
The conference agreement provides $3,500,000 
for Historically Black Colleges and Univer- 
sities, instead of $4,000,000 as proposed by the 
House. 

Of the $30,000,000 provided for Save Amer- 
ica’s Treasures, $15,000,000 is for competitive 
grants. The balance of the funds are to be 
distributed as follows: 


Project/State Amount 
Albany Theatre, GA .......... $150,000 
Alyeska Roundhouse, AK .. 200,000 
Bellance Air Service hang- 

OLDE) дана 300,000 


Project/State 
Beringer-Crawford museum 
collections, KY ............... 


Boligee Street Historic 
perservation, AL ............ 
Bremerton Building 50 


Naval Museum, WA ........ 
Bronx Community College 
Stanford White Complex, 


Broome County YWCA, NY 
Buckland Preservation, VA 
Church of the Presidents, 

МИ суыды ты И 
City of Springfield City 

Hall, MO ues eerte 
Clarke County Courthouse, 


Clinton House, NY ... 
Cold War sites, ND .. 22% 
Decatur House, DC ............ 
Dennison Railroad Depot 

Museum, ОН ................... 
Drake Oilwell, PA 
Duluth National Guard Ar- 

mory, MN. медер ere ns 
El Gracia Train Depot, CA 
First Congregational 

Church, CT ..................... 
Ft. Seward Military Post, 

pp EAS 
Goodwill Theater, NY ........ 
Grand Traverse Civil War 

Monument, MI ................ 
Grove Arcade, NC .............. 
Harmony Engine Company 

Firehouse, PA ................. 
Harper House, NC .............. 
Hazlett-Fields House, WV .. 
Henry Phillips Farmhouse, 


Holland Theatre, OH . Ере 
Hoover House, ОН .............. 
Hotchkiss Building, МҮ ..... 
Howe House, ОН ................ 
Hoyt Sherman Place The- 
aber; ТА 
Hunley Submarine, SC ...... 
Hutmacher Complex, ND ... 
James Beard Historic Mar- 
ket; OR: а на ону 
Jefferson Community Col- 
lege; АТК ККЕ 
King Memorial Baptist 
Church, AL ..................... 
Lafayette County Court- 
house, MS ....................... 
Lake Oswego Historic Iron 
Smelter, OR .................... 
Lear Theater, NV РРА 
Lee-Fendall House, Va ...... 
Linden Project, MD ........... 
MD House at the Baltimore 
Z00; MD 4: nc дары ұрды 
Moore County Courthouse, 
TDN Ж МЫС М EA 
Moravian College 
Bretheren House, РА ...... 
Morehouse College African 
American Archival Pro- 
Ра QUA ИЕК 
New Salem Academy, MA .. 
Nicholson House, NJ ......... 
Northern VA Freedom 
jp S 
Oats Park School/Arts Cen- 
ber, NV рыбы нр тынына 
Ohio Wesleyan, ОН .. PE 
Old Henderson County 
Courthouse, NC .............. 
Old Mint, CA ..................... 
Old Warren County Court- 
house, KY ....................... 
Orpheum Theatre, IL ......... 
Oscar Howe Murals 
(Mobridge School Dis- 
07160), SD: улаша жануу. 
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Amount 
100,000 
400,000 
300,000 
200,000 
100,000 

50,000 
100,000 
300,000 
200,000 
100,000 
250,000 
100,000 


200,000 
150,000 


250,000 
200,000 


300,000 


100,000 
50,000 


30,000 
500,000 


200,000 
100,000 
250,000 
150,000 
200,000 
100,000 
200,000 
100,000 
300,000 
100,000 
100,000 
300,000 
100,000 
100,000 
200,000 
100,000 
400,000 

75,000 
250,000 
350,000 

50,000 
150,000 
100,000 
175,000 
150,000 

75,000 


200,000 
50,000 


110,000 
300,000 


250,000 
250,000 


150,000 
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Project/State Amount 
Ossining Historic Architec- 

ture Protection, NY ....... 150,000 
Pawtucket Public Library, 

ИЕА ME 300,000 
Penland School, NC ........... 100,000 
Phoenix Bank, VA ............. 100,000 
Rayburn Library, TX ........ 200,000 
Rios Caledonia Adobe, CA 200,000 
Rye Meeting House, NY ..... 50,000 
Sandusky Old Post Office, 

OH MC E 200,000 
Sequoia Presidential 

Yachb, VA S ае дену 50,000 
Socorro Mission, TX 200,000 
Sommerville Courthouse, 

AD iure otia br teda 95,000 
Sonnenberg Mansion, NY .. 370,000 
Stabler-Leadbeater Apoth- 

ecary Museum, VA ......... 50,000 
State Theatre, PA ............. 100,000 
Stewart County Court- 

house, GA ....................... 125,000 
Town Hall Theater, VT ..... 150,000 
Troy High School, PA 250,000 
Tryon Palace, NC ..... 150,000 
Turnblad Mansion, MN 200,000 
Union Pacific Dining 

Lodge, MT ...................... 400,000 
Universal Preservation 

Hall; NY Ңзенкныныныдын 200,000 
Washington and Jefferson 

College Historic Build- 

ings, РА: элын леб 300,000 
Westcott House, ОН ........... 200,000 
Wilkesboro Courthouse, NC 200,000 


Winston Courthouse, AL ... 95,000 
Yawkey House, WI ............. 250,000 


150,000,000 


Bill language.—The conference agreement 
does not provide an earmark of $2,000,000 for 
a new Preserve America grants program as 
proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement does not pro- 
hibit the use of Save America's Treasures 
funds for administrative purposes. 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language clarifying the ability of the Na- 
tional Endowment for the Arts to award 
Save America's Treasures grants based upon 
the recommendations of the Save America's 
'Treasures grant selection panel. 

CONSTRUCTION 


The conference agreement provides 
$307,362,000 for construction instead of 
$297,628,000 as proposed by the House and 
$330,019,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
funds are to be distributed as follows: 


Project Amount 
Allegheny Portage RR 
NHS, РА (rehabilitate 
historic Trace Corridor 
ТРАТ) ранио КККК крви тен 
Apostle Islands NL, WI (re- 
store Raspberry Island 
Light Station) ................ 
Big Bend NP, TX (replace 
Chisos Basin water sup- 
РУ) НОК ЕЗТН 
Big Cypress NPres, FL (re- 
habilitate off-road vehi- 
cle trails—completes) ..... 
Blue Ridge Parkway, NC 
(Hemphill Knob visitor 
сенбек) Neo ә 
Boston NHP, MA (rehabili- 
tate Bldg. 125) ................. 
Boston NHP, MA (rehabili- 
tate Commandant's 
house) «i бек iki resa ius 
Cane River Creole NHP, LA 
(curatorial facility— 
plannihg). оеган 


$861,000 


1,136,000 


2,000,000 


569,000 


3,000,000 


1,187,000 


774,000 


100,000 
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Project 
Cane River Creole NHP, LA 
(stabilize/preserve Mag- 
попа Plantation struc- 
інін ӘӘ ТИЕ ЕТТЕ КЕТЕР 
Chattahoochee River NRA, 
GA (reduce resource 
damage—provide river 
тесла) е асады ные 
Crater Lake NP, OR (reha- 
bilitate historical cafe- 
teria bldg; relocate Rim 
parking area) .................. 
Cumberland Island NS, GA 
(stabilize Dungeness 
IUS) us cinese ЫН 
Cumberland Island NS, GA 
(Plumb Orchard  plan- 
TING’)! ДКЛИНЕИ отет 
Cuyahoga NP, ОН (геһа- 
bilitate various historic 
Structures) ...................... 
Dayton Aviation МНР, ОН 
(Huffman Prairie Hang- 


(Wright-Dunbar Plaza, 
accessibility & plaza) ..... 
Delaware Water Gap NRA, 
PA (cabin replacement) .. 
Denali NP, AK (replace 
Eielson Visitor Center) ... 
Everglades NP, FL (modify 
water delivery system) ... 
Fire Island NS, NY (reha- 
bilitate Sailors Haven 
Marina & ferry dock) ...... 
Flight 93 NMem, PA (build 
Starter public facilities & 
Services) ......................... 
Fort Larned NHS, KS (fix 
structural problems at 
Old Commissary) ............ 
Fort Washington Park, MD 
(stabilize fort) ................ 
Frederick Law Olmsted 
NHS, MA (upgrade life/ 
safety systems; rehabili- 
tate historical structure) 
George Washington Carver 
NM, MO (rehabilitate/ 
complete visitor center— 
completes) ...................... 
George Washington Mem. 
Pkwy, VA (general main- 
tenance/rehabilitate 
along parkway) ............... 
Gettysburg NMP, PA (new 
visitor center) ................ 
Gettysburg NMP, PA 
(Wills House—completes) 
Grant Teton NP, WY (vis- 
itor center—completes) .. 
Great Smoky Mtns NP, NC 


(replace Smokemont 
water/sewer w/municipal 
САСО ИИТИИ 


Great Smoky Mountains 
NP, TN (Institute at 
"l'remionbt) ^ ои хин АН 

Hampton NHS, MD (install 
environmental controls 
in Hampton Mansion) ..... 

Harpers Ferry NP, WV (re- 
habilitate Bldg 82, The 
Jackson House) .............. 

Harpers Ferry NP, WV 
(restoration of Armory 
Yard—planning) ............. 

Homestead NHS, NE (cont. 
planning the visitor/her- 
itage center) ................... 

Hot Springs NP, AR (reha- 
bilitate/stabilize bath- 
houses for adaptive 
POURGI ыса рар ete 
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Amount 


1,068,000 


2,125,000 


8,741,000 


1,285,000 


264,000 


2,500,000 


650,000 


275,000 
700,000 
7,420,000 
8,077,000 


2,374,000 


806,000 


869,000 


3,660,000 


2,011,000 


3,187,000 


300,000 


5,000,000 


5,759,000 


5,000,000 


2,171,000 


500,000 


1,546,000 


50,000 


450,000 


1,112,000 


4,989,000 


Project 
John H. Chaffee Black- 
stone R. Valley NHC, RI 
Kalaupapa NHP, HI (pre- 
serve historic buildings; 
correct safety problems) 
Kenai Fjords NP, AK 
(multi-agency center) ..... 
Klondike Gold Rush NHP, 
AK (build historical re- 
Source support center/ 
protect museum соПес- 
TION) si sie ыны NE 
L.Q.C. Lamar House NHL, 
MS (restoration) ............. 
Lassen Volcanic NP, CA 
(replace condemned cha- 
let w/improved visitor 
service facility.) ............. 
Lincoln Library, IL (cont. 
Library/Museum con- 
Strüction) ...........2........... 
Little Rock Central High 
School NHS, AR (design 
visitor facility—plan- 
Hip) 2%, орлы ды ылы C i 
Manassas NBP, УА (reha- 
bilitate historic Brawner 
Farm for visitor use) ...... 
Martin Luther King, Jr. 
NHS, GA (restore Ebe- 
nezer Baptist Church, 
РИ АУ ынады eee ркы 
Moccasin Bend NAD 
(CHCH), TN (erosion & 
DCP—planning) .............. 
Monocacy NB, MD (relo- 
cate flood-prone visitor 
center to Best Farm) ...... 
Morris Thompson Visitor & 
Cultural Center, AK 
(completes) ..................... 
New Bedford Whaling NHP, 
MA (Corson building) ..... 
New River Gorge NR, WV .. 
Olympic NP, WA (remove 
salmon obstructions; 
build bridge/culvert) ....... 
Olympic NP, WA (restore 
Elwha River ecosystem & 
fisheries) соли асым end 
Organ Pipe Cactus NM, AZ 
(construct vehicle bar- 
rier—completes) ............. 
Petersburg NB, VA (con- 
solidate, rehabilitate/re- 
place maintenance facili- 
pni Ха RT 
Point Reyes NS, CA (re- 
store Lifeboat Station 
Marine Railway) ............. 
Pu’uhonua о  Honaunau 
NHP, HI (remove/replace 
admin. buildings from 
arch.site) рр ыды 
Rock Creek Park, DC (pre- 
serve/protect Meridian 
Hill Park): 4.2: 
San Francisco Maritime 
NHP, СА (С.А. Thayer) ... 
Saratoga NHP, NY (plan- 
ning for visitor access to 
Victory Woods) ............... 
Shenandoah NP, VA (Old 
Rag parking lot & con- 
necting trail) .................. 
Southwest Pennsylvania 
Heritage Comm., PA (re- 
habilitate/preservation 
та бе) 2а саар 
Timucuan Ecological & 
HPres, FL (Kingsley 
Plantation Hs/Kitchen Hs 
WOLKE): пи огранака 


Amount 


500,000 


3,928,000 


950,000 


739,000 


500,000 


10,051,000 


5,000,000 


733,000 


2,317,000 


2,459,000 


400,000 


3,539,000 


6,000,000 


3,000,000 


2,275,000 


1,940,000 


13,450,000 


6,600,000 


812,000 


1,885,000 


1,112,000 


3,007,000 


2,123,000 


295,000 


600,000 


2,500,000 


388,000 
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Project Amount 
Tuskegee Airmen NHS, AL 
(continue federal project 
planning—site develop/ 
151110168)» 
Utah Public Lands Artifact 
Preservation Act, UT ..... 
Vicksburg NMP, MS (Pem- 
berton House) ................. 
Washington Office, DC 
(emergency storm dam- 
age reconstruction—var- 
TOUS) sa ce ers re er ea er E PENIS 
Weir Farm NHS, CT (re- 
place maintenance, cura- 
torial & admin. facili- 
іні ӘРМЕН ess vede oso send 
Western Arctic 
NParklands, AK (build 
NW AK Heritage Ctr & 
Admin HQ) ...................... 
White House, DC (struc- 
tural & utility rehabili- 
tate—Exec. Residence & 
Prom Park): up weiss 
Wrangell-St. Elias 
NP&Pres, AK (build mu- 
seum—preserve/interpre- 
tive AHTNA cult.) .......... 
Yellowstone NP, WY (res- 
toration of Old House, 
Old Faithful Inn, Ph II) .. 
Yellowstone NP, WY (re- 
construct West Entrance 
Siablon) и 
Yellowstone NP, WY (re- 
place admin winter 
snowcoaches/Hmprove in- 
frastructure) ................... 
Yellowstone NP, WY (re- 
place existing court fa- 
cilities w/ new court- 
house) « ићи cest esee ds 
Use of unobligated  bal- 
phat TTE 


1,000,000 


5,000,000 


750,000 


14,000,000 


3,536,000 


2,500,000 


9,938,000 


1,135,000 


9,801,000 


1,487,000 


1,000,000 


2,655,000 
— 20,000,000 


Subtotal, Line Item ...... 
Emergency/Unscheduled 
Projects агае 
Housing replacement ......... 
Dam safety ........................ 
Equipment replacement .... 
Construction planning ....... 
Construction program 
management ................... 
General management plan- 
nine cm Nuoto etudes 


192,421,000 


4,000,000 
8,000,000 
2,700,000 
38,344,000 
21,220,000 


27,364,000 
13,313,000 


Total Construction ....... 807,362,000 


Bill language.—House language on partner- 
ship projects has been slightly modified to 
remove the requirement for ‘‘written’’ ap- 
proval from the Committees. Approval of the 
House and Senate Committees on Appropria- 
tions still applies. 

The conference agreement includes the fol- 
lowing: (1) House provision regarding Flight 
93 NMem; (2) Senate provision regarding how 
funds are provided for the Modified Water 
Deliveries project; (8) Senate provision ear- 
marking funds for the L.Q.C. Lamar House 
NHL from the Historic Preservation Fund 
(funds must be matched); and (4) Senate pro- 
vision regarding construction at Old Rag 
Mountain trail in Shenandoah Mountain NP. 

Partnerships.—The managers reiterate the 
concerns voiced by both the House and Sen- 
ate regarding the management of partner- 
Ship construction projects. The National 
Park Service has developed interim guidance 
to govern the development of partnership 
construction proposals and the managers ex- 
pect all levels of the Service to comply with 
the new procedures. The managers expect 
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the Service and its partners to work collabo- 
ratively on the appropriateness, scope, and 
costs of contemplated projects, with careful 
consideration given to both the capital de- 
velopment and long-term operational and 
life-cycle costs. At a time of increased atten- 
tion and emphasis on park operation budg- 
ets, the Service and its partners must not 
pursue new facility investments that are un- 
realistic and unachievable in their expecta- 
tions. The managers expect the Service’s re- 
view of all partnership construction pro- 
posals to make difficult decisions, where 
necessary, to defer or suspend a project that 
is not the right project, for the right reason, 
at the right size, and at the right time. Addi- 
tionally, any partnership construction 
project for which there is to be a Federal 
contribution towards the cost must be budg- 
eted for and included in the Service’s five- 
year construction program. In the event a 
partnership construction proposal assumes 
funding from another Federal agency, the 
Service must seek the agreement of the ap- 
propriate agency including funding in the 
agency’s budget request. The managers ex- 
pect the Service to provide a status report 
regarding partnership construction projects 
no later than February 15, 2005. 

Language regarding partnership projects 
at Moccasin Bend NAD, Great Smoky Moun- 
tains NP (Tremont), Delaware Water Gap 
NRA (Pocono Environmental Education Cen- 
ter), Flight 93 NMem, and Dayton Aviation 
NHP (Wright Dunbar Plaza) was included in 
the House and Senate committee reports, 
and is reinforced by the managers. Partner- 
ship construction projects that have not fol- 
lowed the interim guidance, the require- 
ments of Director’s Order 21, or been re- 
viewed by the Development Advisory Board, 
will not be considered for approval by the 
Committees. 

Funds provided for the Cane River Creole 
NHP are to initiate pre-design and planning 
for a curatorial storage facility. The man- 
agers understand that this facility will be for 
Service collections, and will be constructed 
and managed by the Service. The scope and 
cost of this facility are subject to further re- 
finement using the Service’s planning model, 
but are expected to be less than the $3 mil- 
lion project previously proposed as a part- 
nership with the university. 

The conference agreement provides $700,000 
for cabin restoration at the Delaware Water 
Gap NRA, consistent with the direction pro- 
vided in the House report. The funds are to 
be used for cabin restoration, or replace- 
ments in kind, consistent with the program- 
ming levels allowed in the General Manage- 
ment Plan. As discussed in the House Re- 
port, the Service needs to complete the site 
plan and value analysis requested in fiscal 
year 2004. The park and the partner are re- 
minded that any significant facility invest- 
ments that go beyond existing program lev- 
els must follow the interim guidance regard- 
ing partnership construction projects. The 
managers expect the Service to report by 
February 1, 2005, on a plan and schedule for 
the expenditure of the funds for fiscal year 
2005. The managers are very concerned that 
the Service has not followed directions in 
previous conference reports. 

Funding has not been provided to the fol- 
lowing projects due to various delays in 
awarding contracts: C&O Canal NHP, Saugus 
Iron Works NHS, Yellowstone NP (Madison 
wastewater facility), and Fire Island NS 
(west ranger station). The Pinnacles NM 
project was supplanted by an urgent land ac- 
quisition need. Boston Harbor NRA, Fort 
Larned NHS and Point Reyes NS are strong- 
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ly encouraged to resubmit in the next fiscal 
year’s budget. 

Report language.—The managers direct the 
Service to initiate the Waco Mammoth site 
and the Manhattan Project new area studies, 
which are authorized. 

The managers expect the Service to ini- 
tiate a preliminary resource assessment of 
Tunica River Park, MS and the surrounding 
area, and to provide technical assistance as 
necessary to cooperating entities. 

Funds for the Natchez Trace Parkway, MS, 
have been removed from construction and 
addressed in park operations. 

LAND AND WATER CONSERVATION FUND 
(RESCISSION) 

The conference agreement rescinds the 
contract authority provided for fiscal year 
2005 by 16 U.S.C. 4601-10a as proposed by both 
the House and the Senate. 

LAND ACQUISITION AND STATE ASSISTANCE 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

The conference agreement provides 
$148,411,000 for land acquisition and State as- 
sistance instead of $107,500,000 as proposed by 
the House and $155,831,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

The managers agree to the following dis- 
tribution of funds: 


Area (State) Amount 
Appalachian National Sce- 

nic Trail (High Top Mtn.) 

RV BA, dece ARR ақа беда ез $1,380,000 
Big Thicket National Pre- 

serve (TX) ....................... 4,541,000 
Blue Ridge Parkway (Roa- 

поке) (VA) ...................... 750,000 
Civil War Battlefield Sites 

(GIA S) aces ect e ы 5,000,000 
Congaree NP (SC) .............. 6,000,000 
Cumberland Gap (Fern 

Lake) (KY) ...................... 1,000,000 
Ft. Clatsop NM (OR) .......... 5,000,000 
Guilford Courthouse NMP 

(NOD сати клиника тање 250,000 
Harpers Ferry МНР (WV) ... 2,900,000 
Ice Age NST (WI) ............... 1,000,000 
Mojave National Preserve 

(relocation) (CA) ............. 1,600,000 
Mount Rainier NP (WA) .... 1,000,000 
National Capital Parks 

МБКК КН 2,479,000 
New River Gorge NSR 

МАР ы қа ады Аа ау 2,000,000 
Niobrara NSR (easements) 

(МЕ ТЕЛЕ ИКЕ ЕТЕК 200,000 
Pinnacles NM (CA) ............ 2,600,000 
Pu‘uhonua О Honaunau 

NHP (HD) улда 4,600,000 
Shenandoah Valley Battle- 

fields NHD (VA) .............. 1,500,000 
Sleeping Bear Dunes NL 

Bp WT 1,500,000 
Valley Forge NHP (PA) ..... 1,500,000 
Wilson's Creek NB (MO) .... 4,500,000 
Wrangell-St. Elias NP (AK) 1,500,000 
Use of unobligated  bal- 

ӘПСӨН ER — 12,400,000 

Subtotal НЕЕ 40,400,000 
Acquisition Management .. 10,511,000 
Emergencies/Hardships ...... 2,500,000 
Inholdings/Exchanges 2,500,000 
Stateside Grants 91,000,000 
Stateside Administration .. 1,500,000 


$148,411,000 


Bill Language.—The conference agreement 
retains the language proposed by the Senate 
providing that, in lieu of State assistance 
program indirect costs (as described in OMB 
Circular A-87), not to exceed five percent ap- 
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portionments under the State assistance pro- 
gram may be used by States, the District of 
Columbia, and insular areas to support pro- 
gram administration costs. The conference 
agreement retains the language proposed in 
the Senate bill providing that $250,000 pro- 
vided for Civil War battlefield protection be 
available for transfer to the National Recre- 
ation and Preservation account. 

Report Language.—The managers support 
land acquisition efforts at Jean Lafitte Na- 
tional Historical Park and Preserve in Lou- 
isiana, but understand that there are not 
purchases currently ready for completion. 
The managers will look favorably upon fu- 
ture acquisitions at the park, should parcels 
become available. 

The Committee is anxious to see progress 
on efforts to locate and build a boathouse 
with access to the Potomac River near the 
George Washington Memorial Parkway in 
Arlington, Virginia. The Committee encour- 
ages the Service to continue exploring op- 
tions that would facilitate the possible ac- 
quisition of suitable land by Arlington Coun- 
ty to construct the boathouse. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 

Bill language.—The conference report in- 
cludes statutory language, with minor modi- 
fications, regarding concession contracts. 
This language was originally included in the 
House bill. 

UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 

SURVEYS, INVESTIGATIONS, AND RESEARCH 

The conference agreement provides 
$948,921,000 for surveys, investigations, and 
research instead of $944,498,000 as proposed by 
the House and $939,486,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

Mapping, Remote Sensing and Geographic In- 
vestigations.—The change to the House level 
for mapping, remote sensing and geographic 
investigations is a decrease of $2,355,000 for 
The National Map. The managers understand 
that this decrease will be partially offset by 
anticipated buyout savings. The managers 
expect that the Alaska digital data mapping 
program will continue from within base 
funding at no less than the fiscal year 2004 
enacted level. 

The managers reiterate their concern with 
the equipment failure on the Landsat 7 sat- 
ellite, which occurred well over a year ago, 
and the issues that have arisen as a result. 
Despite repeated requests from both the 
House and Senate Committees on Appropria- 
tions, a clear plan has yet to be submitted by 
the Administration regarding long term 
USGS satellite operations, nor has an in- 
terim solution been offered to address the 
current funding issues surrounding Landsat 
7. The managers are dismayed that the Ad- 
ministration has been unable to provide spe- 
cific guidance and coordination on an issue 
that crosses multiple agencies and jurisdic- 
tions. Further, the managers object to the 
notion of continuing to redirect funds from 
other valuable Survey activities in order to 
maintain the status quo for a program that 
is no longer fully functional. The managers 
expect to see a fiscal year 2006 budget sub- 
mission that contains a detailed proposal to 
address the Landsat issue. If, however, a 
clear plan regarding mission and funding op- 
tions is not received by June 30, 2005, the 
managers direct the Department of the Inte- 
rior to submit a plan for shutdown of the 
Landsat program. In the meantime, to the 
extend that buyout savings may be required 
to contribute to EROS Data Center oper- 
ations during fiscal year 2005, the mapping 
program should reserve these funds to do so. 
The managers expect the Survey to be ex- 
tremely cautious in expanding its mapping 
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programs or entering into additional cooper- 
ative agreements with these monies until it 
is clear how the Landsat issue will be re- 
solved. 

The managers agree that long-term remote 
sensing data is vital to many aspects of the 
government and private sector in the nation. 
Once again, the managers encourage the Ad- 
ministration to work with NASA and other 
Federal agencies to place the next genera- 
tion Landsat sensor in orbit as soon as pos- 
sible to reduce future gaps in data. 

Geologic Hazards, Resources and Processes.— 
Changes to the House level for geologic haz- 
ards, resources and processes include in- 
creases of $3,242,000 for the base volcano 
monitoring program, $1,150,000 for the Alas- 
ka mineral resource assessment program, 
and $100,000 for the Alaska Geological Mate- 
rials Center and decreases of $500,000 for the 
Advanced National Seismic System program, 
$400,000 for the earth observation monitoring 
program, $1,482,000 for the Alaska minerals- 
at-risk project that has been completed, 
$250,000 for the landslide hazards program, 
and $250,000 for geothermal assessments. 
Other projects that are continued in fiscal 
year 2005 at their fiscal year 2004 funding lev- 
els include a North Carolina coastal erosion 
study, South Carolina/Georgia coastal ero- 
sion and monitoring studies, and subsidence 
studies at the University of New Orleans. 

The managers agree that the volcano mon- 
itoring program is vital to both the safety of 
citizens living near these areas and the pro- 
tection of commercial aircraft. Within the 
funds provided in the conference agreement, 
the Survey shall continue its ongoing vol- 
canic research and monitoring activities at 
no less than the fiscal year 2004 enacted 
level, and should direct increased funding to 
areas of recent and imminent volcanic activ- 
ity. 

The managers agree that the amount of 
funding provided for conducting inquiries 
into the economic conditions affecting min- 
ing and materials processing industries is 
$15,499,000. This number will no longer ap- 
pear in bill language. 

Water Resources Investigations.—Changes to 
the House level for water resources inves- 
tigations include increases of $1,481,000 for 
collaborative research with the University of 
Oklahoma, $518,000 for the toxic substances 
hydrology program, $50,000 for the Potomac 
river groundwater assessment study, $198,000 
for the Berkeley Pit study with Montana 
Tech, $295,000 for Lake Champlain basin 
toxic materials, $444,000 for monitoring 
water resources in Hawaii, and $889,000 for 
the coal bed methane study of the Tongue 
river, and decreases of $400,000 for the water 
availability pilot project and $400,000 for the 
Klamath basin study. Funds remain in the 
base to continue the US/Mexico border ini- 
tiative at the fiscal year 2004 level. The man- 
agers agree that, from within base funds, up 
to $889,000 may be designated for the Sur- 
vey’s continued participation in the Long 
Term Estuary Assessment program. The 
managers agree that the reduction to the 
Klamath basin funding will be offset by an 
internal reprogramming in the current fiscal 
year. The managers agree that the Potomac 
river groundwater assessment projects in the 
House and Senate bills address similar issues 
and they have been combined into one 
project. 

Biological Research.—Changes to the House 
level for biological research include in- 
creases of $250,000 for northern prairie carbon 
sequestration, $741,000 for the Mark Twain 
National Forest mining study, $790,000 for 
molecular biology at Leetown Science Cen- 
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ter, $300,000 for pallid sturgeon research, 
$198,000 for a diamondback terrapin study, 
$988,000 to complete the Northern Conti- 
nental Divide Ecosystem study in Montana, 
$296,000 for a multi-disciplinary water re- 
source study at Leetown Science Center, 
$250,000 for the Delaware River Basin Study, 
and decreases of $250,000 for ecological sys- 
tems mapping, $250,000 for the deepwater 
fisheries vessel program, $500,000 for invasive 
species, $400,000 for Klamath basin studies, 
$170,000 for equipment at the Anadromous 
Fish Research Center, and $250,000 for coop- 
erative research units. The managers under- 
stand that the reduction to the Klamath 
basin study is offset by an internal re- 
programming in the current fiscal year. The 
managers direct the Survey to continue to 
pursue ongoing chronic wasting disease re- 
search nationwide and to continue to work 
with the Southeastern Cooperative Wildlife 
Disease Study. Within the funds available for 
invasive species studies, the managers ex- 
pect the Survey to continue its cooperative 
program with Mississippi State University at 
no less that the fiscal year 2004 enacted 
level. 

Enterprise Information.—Changes to the 
House level for enterprise information in- 
clude increases of $500,000 for certification 
and accreditation of information technology 
systems, $300,000 for accessible data transfer 
and $50,000 for the enterprise services net- 
work. 

Science Support.—The change to the House 
level for science support is a decrease of 
$1,000,000 for financial management improve- 
ments. 

Facilities.—There are no changes to the 
House funding level for facilities activities. 
The conference agreement also retains lan- 
guage proposed in the House bill designating 
$1,600,000 from within amounts provided to 
remain available until expended for deferred 
maintenance and capital improvement 
projects exceeding $100,000. The managers 
have not agreed to provide base funding to 
the Lake Ponchartrain restoration project. 

Other.—The managers note that, unless 
otherwise specified, funding levels for ongo- 
ing projects included in the conference 
agreement as proposed by the Senate should 
reflect reductions that resulted from fiscal 
year 2004 rescissions. 


ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 


The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage proposed by the House that provides 
work injury and travel benefits to students. 

MINERALS MANAGEMENT SERVICE 


ROYALTY AND OFFSHORE MINERALS 
MANAGEMENT 


The conference agreement provides 
$169,175,000 for royalty and offshore minerals 
management instead of $171,575,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $171,175,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. The managers agree to 
the following changes to the House rec- 
ommendations: 

1. The leasing and environmental program 
includes an earmark of $150,000 within avail- 
able funds for the Alaska Whaling Commis- 
sion as proposed by the Senate. 

2. Resource evaluation includes increases 
of $900,000 for the Center for Marine Re- 
sources, MS and $900,000 for the Marine Min- 
eral Technology Center, AK as proposed by 
the Senate. 

3. The regulatory program includes an in- 
crease of $600,000 as proposed by the Senate 
for the Offshore Technology Research Cen- 
ter, TX, and $1,000,000 for hurricane related 
studies and for extra expenses of deepwater 
helicopter operations. 
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4. Compliance and asset management is re- 
duced by $5,800,000. The managers understand 
that the agency will realize savings in this 
program for fiscal year 2005 such that this 
reduction will not reduce program capa- 
bility. Compliance and asset management is 
reduced accordingly, but approximately 
$1,000,000 should be designated for section 
202/205 cooperative audits with the States. 

5. The MMS should reprogram funds for e- 
government initiatives relating to disaster 
management and *SAFECOM'" to the envi- 
ronmental studies program to help fund fixed 
costs. 

Bill Language.—The managers accept the 
Senate proposed bill language which deletes 
‘pilot? in referring to the royalty-in-kind 
program, allows payments to States under 
the Mineral Leasing Act, and allows the 
MMS to recover certain portions of the roy- 
alty-in-kind sales for costs directly related 
to this program. 

OIL SPILL RESEARCH 


The conference agreement provides 
$7,105,000 for oil spill research as proposed by 
both the House and the Senate. 


OFFICE OF SURFACE MINING RECLAMATION AND 
ENFORCEMENT 


REGULATION AND TECHNOLOGY 


The conference agreement provides 
$109,905,000 for regulation and technology as 
proposed by the Senate instead of $108,905,000 
as proposed by the House. This total includes 
an indefinite appropriation estimated to be 
$100,000. The agreement includes $1,000,000 as 
proposed by the Senate to contract with the 
National Research Council for a review of 
coal reserves, research, and technologies. 
The agreement also directs the OSM to re- 
program funds for e-government initiatives 
relating to disaster management and 
"SAFECOM" to help fund fixed costs. 


ABANDONED MINE RECLAMATION FUND 


The conference agreement provides 
$190,863,000 for the abandoned mine reclama- 
tion fund as proposed by the Senate instead 
of $194,106,000 as proposed by the House. The 
agreement directs the OSM to reprogram 
funds for e-government initiatives relating 
to disaster management and ‘‘SAFECOM”’’ to 
help fund fixed costs. The managers note 
that bill language within Title I, general 
provisions, provides an extension until June 
30, 2005, of the Secretary’s authority to col- 
lect fees pursuant to the Surface Mining 
Control and Reclamation Act. 


ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISION 


The conference agreement includes bill 
language recommended in the request which 
allows funds available for the technical inno- 
vation and professional services program to 
be used to transfer title for certain computer 
devices to State and Tribal regulatory and 
reclamation programs. 


BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 
OPERATION OF INDIAN PROGRAMS 


The conference agreement provides 
$1,955,047,000 for the operation of Indian pro- 
grams instead of $1,935,033,000 as proposed by 
the House and $1,951,798,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. 

Tribal Priority Allocations.—Changes to the 
House level for tribal priority allocations in- 
clude increases of $3,000,000 for contract sup- 
port costs and $2,000,000 for welfare assist- 
ance. 

Other Recurring Programs.—Changes to the 
House level for other recurring programs in- 
clude increases of $10,500,000 for tribally con- 
trolled community colleges, $98,000 for the 
Alaska Sea Otter Commission, $790,000 for 
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the Bering Sea Fishermen’s Association, 
$87,000 for the Intertribal Bison Council, 
$346,000 for the Chugach Regional Resources 
Commission, and a decrease of $2,000,000 for 
the administrative cost grant fund. 

Non-recurring Programs.—Changes to the 
House level for non-recurring programs in- 
clude increases of $500,000 for the Rocky 
Mountain Technology Foundation, $750,000 
for the rural Alaska fire program, $1,250,000 
for the Salish and Kootenai College nursing 
program (housing project), $392,000 for Alas- 
Ка legal services, and $1,000,000 for the 
Denali Commission. 

Central Office Operations.—Changes to the 
House level for central office operations in- 
clude decreases of $2,000,000 for the workforce 
initiative and $1,000,000 for information re- 
sources technology. 

Special Programs and Pooled Overhead.— 
Changes to the House level for special pro- 
grams and pooled overhead include increases 
of $500,000 for the United Tribes Technical 
College, $450,000 for the United Sioux Tribes 
Development Corporation, $442,000 for the 
Crownpoint Institute, $1,250,000 for the West- 
ern Heritage Center distance learning pro- 
gram, $750,000 for the Alaska native aviation 
program, and $409,000 for e-government ini- 
tiatives, and $500,000 for the enterprise serv- 
ices network. 

Bill Language.—There is a statutory ear- 
mark of $1,000,000 for administrative cost 
grants to tribes for transitional costs instead 
of $3,000,000 as proposed by the House and no 
funding as proposed by the Senate. 


CONSTRUCTION 
The conference agreement provides 
$323,626,000 for construction instead of 


$348,626,000 as proposed by the House and 
$283,126,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
Changes to the House level include increases 
of $2,500,000 for the tribal school demonstra- 
tion program, $2,500,000 for facilities mainte- 
nance of detention centers and a decrease of 
$30,000,000 for school replacement construc- 
tion. 

The managers have included bill language 
directing the Bureau to provide $4,500,000 to 
the Eastern Band of Cherokee education fa- 
cility at the Ravensford tract, $4,000,000 for 
the Sac and Fox Meskwaki settlement school 
and $4,000,000 for the Twin Buttes elementary 
school on the Fort Berthold Reservation 
within the Tribal School Demonstration Pro- 
gram. 

The managers have retained language in- 
cluded in the Senate bill that allows the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to assume control of 
construction projects if the tribes have not 
completed planning, design, and initial con- 
struction within 18 months of the appropria- 
tion of funds. 

The managers have included bill language 
that allows the Office of Special Trustee for 
American Indians to reimburse the appro- 
priate share of construction costs for space 
expansion needs identified as a result of 
trust reform implementation. 

The managers are aware of the significant 
problems with Bureau owned detention cen- 
ters, and have provided additional funding 
for facilities and deferred maintenance of 
these facilities. The managers urge the De- 
partment to address the operations and 
maintenance of detention centers in future 
budget submissions. 

INDIAN LAND AND WATER CLAIM SETTLEMENTS 
AND MISCELLANEOUS PAYMENTS TO INDIANS 
The conference agreement provides 

$44,771,000 for Indian land and water claim 
settlements and miscellaneous payments to 
Indians as proposed by the House instead of 
$34,771,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
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The managers have agreed to $10,032,000 for 
the Quinault Indian Nation settlement. The 
managers have retained the Senate bill lan- 
guage which contained minor technical dif- 
ferences from the House. 

The managers recognize that the Depart- 
ment of the Interior is working with North- 
west Indian tribes and the shellfish industry 
to complete the historic Washington State 
shellfish settlement agreement and secure 
funding for it. This agreement represents 
nine years of hard, cooperative work by the 
Tribes and the shellfish industry. The man- 
agers support this effort and encourage the 
Department and all parties to continue 
working together to finalize the settlement 
in a timely manner. The managers agree 
that the Administration should provide fund- 
ing for settlements such as these in the an- 
nual budget submission as the managers do 
not foresee having funds above the requested 
level for new settlements. 

INDIAN GUARANTEED LOAN PROGRAM ACCOUNT 


The conference agreement provides 
$6,421,000 for the Indian guaranteed loan pro- 
gram as proposed by both the House and the 
Senate. The managers have retained the 
House bill language which contained minor 
technical differences from the Senate. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 


Bill Language.—The conference agreement 
includes language that allows certain tribes 
to continue to receive contract support as a 
supplement to administrative cost grants. 


DEPARTMENTAL OFFICES 
INSULAR AFFAIRS 
ASSISTANCE TO TERRITORIES 


The conference agreement provides 
$76,255,000 for assistance to territories in- 
stead of $74,935,000 as proposed by the House 
and $74,255,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
Changes in funding levels from the House 
recommendation include the Senate rec- 
ommendations for an additional $320,000 to 
continue judicial, court education, and court 
administration training, and $1,000,000 for 
Marshall Islands health care. The managers 
agree to the following: 

1. Although the agreement does not іп- 
clude bill language proposed by the Senate 
designating a specific funding level for a 
grant to the Close Up Foundation, the man- 
agers do support this effort and expect the 
Secretary to designate approximately 
$750,000 for this program. 

2. The OIA should reprogram funds for e- 
government initiatives relating to disaster 
management and “ЗАКЕСОМ" to help fund 
fixed costs. 

3. The conference agreement includes 
$1,000,000 for payments to replace the Prior 
Service Trust Fund as proposed by the 
House. The managers direct the Department 
to work with the Prior Service Benefits 
Board of Directors to reach an agreement as 
Soon as possible, but no later than October 1, 
2005, to replace the Prior Service Trust 
Fund. Such agreement shall provide for: (a) 
the pension systems of Palau, CNMI, RMI 
and FSM to assume responsibility for the en- 
rollees of the Prior Service Benefits Trust 
Fund; (b) the allocation of potential future 
U.S. funding, if appropriated, among these 
four pension systems and payment of their 
benefits; (c) a reasonable transition overhead 
rate; (d) appropriate changes in benefits, if 
any; and (e) for the termination of certifi- 
cation and enrollment of new beneficiaries 
by March 31, 2005. The managers also direct 
that this $1,000,000 in funding should be re- 
programmed for general technical assistance 
uses if no agreement can be reached. 
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4. The conference agreement includes 
$1,000,000 to assist health care programs on 
the Marshall Islands as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. These instructions replace the Senate 
direction. These funds shall first be used to 
provide primary health care to members of 
the Enewetak, Bikini, Rongelap and Utrik 
communities who currently reside on 
Enewetak Atoll, Kili island, Mejetto island, 
Rongelap Atoll following resettlement, and 
Utrik Atoll. Such primary medical care shall 
consist of a clinic with at least one doctor 
and an assistant, and necessary supplies and 
logistical support. If excess funds are avail- 
able, these funds may be used to augment 
primary healthcare for members of these 
communities who get primary healthcare 
services from the facilities in Ebeye and 
Majuro. 

5. The managers have included $1,000,000 to 
continue work on water system rehabilita- 
tion in the CNMI. The managers note that 
the Army Corps of Engineers has completed 
a comprehensive water infrastructure study 
that has identified and prioritized over 
$200,000,000 in essential needs. The magnitude 
of this need far exceeds any possible resolu- 
tion from funds made available to the Inte- 
rior and Related Agencies Subcommittee on 
Appropriations. Existing programmatic ex- 
pertise of other Federal agencies is not being 
used fully, as evidenced in the delays in com- 
pleting the Kagman water project by the De- 
partment of Agriculture. Accordingly, the 
managers direct the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to prepare, in consultation with the 
Interagency Group on Insular Areas, a com- 
prehensive, coordinated and detailed imple- 
mentation program for the plans developed 
by the Army Corps of Engineers by July 31, 
2005. To develop this program the Secretary 
shall look to authorities of the Corps of En- 
gineers under the Secretary of the Army, the 
Bureau of Reclamation within the Depart- 
ment of the Interior, the various programs 
under the Secretary of Agriculture, authori- 
ties available to the Administrator of the 
Environmental Protection Agency, and au- 
thorities available under any other agency 
dealing with water infrastructure. The Sec- 
retary shall provide the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations with an im- 
plementation plan that fully utilizes and co- 
ordinates those authorities to ensure that 
the goals of the plan are achieved in a time- 
ly, cost-effective manner. The managers ex- 
pect the implementation plan to identify 
projects, responsible agency, funding needs, 
implementation schedule, any statutory or 
other changes necessary to implement the 
program, and a specific time table for full 
completion. 

COMPACT OF FREE ASSOCIATION 


The conference agreement provides 
$5,499,000 for the compact of free association 
as proposed by the House instead of $5,400,000 
as proposed by the Senate. The conference 
agreement follows the funding recommenda- 
tions made by the House. 

DEPARTMENTAL MANAGEMENT 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

The conference agreement provides 
$90,855,000 for departmental management in- 
stead of $79,551,000 as proposed by the House 
and $81,608,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
The changes described below are to the 
House recommended funding level. 

Management and Coordination.—Increases 
include $750,000 for the financial and business 
management system, $10,500,000 to restore 
partially funds cut on the House floor for 
motor vehicle lease, purchase or services 
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costs, and $54,000 for E-government initia- 
tives. 

Bill Language.—The conference agreement 
retains the language proposed in the Senate 
bill directing the transfer of $18,500,000 from 
unobligated balances in the Central Haz- 
ardous Materials Fund. The conference 
agreement modifies the language proposed in 
the House bill reducing amounts otherwise 
appropriated for motor vehicle lease, pur- 
chase or service costs. The modification 
changes $13,500,000 to $3,000,000. 

PAYMENTS IN LIEU OF TAXES 


The conference agreement provides 
$230,000,000 for payments in lieu of taxes as 
proposed by the Senate instead of $226,000,000 
as proposed by the House. 


OFFICE OF THE SOLICITOR 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement provides 
$52,384,000 for the office of the solicitor in- 
stead of $51,356,000 as proposed by the House 
and $53,053,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
The changes described below are to the 
House recommended funding level. 

Legal Services.—Increases include $446,000 
for paralegal and support positions, $300,000 
for legal staff support, and $186,000 for uncon- 
trollable fixed costs. 

General Administration.—Increases include 
$15,000 for E-government initiatives and 
$78,000 for fixed costs. 

Ethics Office.—Increases include $3,000 for 
fixed costs. 


OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement provides 
$37,800,000 for office of inspector general, in- 
stead of $37,655,000 as proposed by the House 
and $38,100,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
The changes described below are to the 
House recommended funding level. 

Audits.—Changes include an increase of 
$237,000 for fixed costs and a decrease of 
$100,000 for non-traditional audit staff. 

Investigations.—Changes include an  in- 
crease of $165,000 for fixed costs and a de- 
crease of $172,000 for law enforcement equip- 
ment replacement. 

Administrative Services and Information Man- 
agement.—Changes include increases of 
$105,000 for fixed costs and $10,000 for E-gov- 
ernment initiatives, and a decrease of 
$100,000 for IT standardization. 

OFFICE OF SPECIAL TRUSTEE FOR AMERICAN 

INDIANS 


FEDERAL TRUST PROGRAMS 


The conference agreement provides 
$196,267,000 for Federal trust programs as 
proposed by both the House and the Senate. 
The managers have retained language con- 
tained in the Senate bill that caps the 
amount of funding that can be used for his- 
torical accounting activities at $58,000,000. 

INDIAN LAND CONSOLIDATION 


The conference agreement provides 
$35,000,000 for Indian land consolidation pro- 
grams instead of $42,000,000 as proposed by 
the House and $50,000,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. The managers are concerned about 
recent events in the courts that will likely 
slow the process of Indian land consolidation 
and reduce the ability of the Department of 
the Interior to obligate funds for acquisition 
of lands. The land consolidation program has 
the potential to resolve many of the conten- 
tious issues surrounding Indian trust man- 
agement. The actions of the court con- 
cerning notifying Indian landowners of ongo- 
ing litigation will undoubtedly slow the 
process of consolidation of lands. 
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Bill Language.—The managers have ге- 
tained bill language included by the Senate 
that allows Indian land consolidation funds 
to be transferred to the Bureau of Indian Af- 
fairs and Departmental Management ас- 
counts. The House had no similar provision. 


NATURAL RESOURCE DAMAGE ASSESSMENT 
AND RESTORATION 


NATURAL RESOURCE DAMAGE ASSESSMENT FUND 


The conference agreement provides 
$5,818,000 for the natural resource damage as- 
sessment fund as proposed by both the House 
and the Senate. 


GENERAL PROVISIONS, DEPARTMENT OF THE 
INTERIOR 


Sec. 101. The conference agreement modi- 
fies the text of Senate section 101 correcting 
the reference to the budget agreement in 
providing Secretarial authority to transfer 
program funds for emergencies. The House 
had a similar provision in section 101 of the 
House bill. 

Sec. 102. The conference agreement modi- 
fies the text of Senate section 102 correcting 
the reference to the budget agreement in 
providing for expenditure or transfer of funds 
by the Secretary for natural disasters. The 
House had a similar provision in section 102 
of the House bill. 

Sec. 108. The conference agreement retains 
the language proposed in section 103 of the 
House bill providing for use of appropriated 
funds for operation of garages, shops, ware- 
houses, and similar facilities. The Senate 
had a similar provision in section 108 of the 
Senate bill. 

Sec. 104. The conference agreement retains 
an identical provision in section 104 of both 
the House and Senate bills, providing for ve- 
hicle and other services. 

Sec. 105. The conference agreement retains 
the language proposed in section 105 of the 
House bill making permanent the use of ap- 
propriated funds to purchase uniforms or to 
provide a uniform allowance. The Senate had 
a similar provision in section 105 of the Sen- 
ate bill. 

Sec. 106. The conference agreement retains 
the language proposed in section 106 of the 
House bill making permanent a provision 
that contracts issued for services and rentals 
with appropriated funds be in effect for a pe- 
riod not to exceed 12 months. 'The Senate had 
a similar provision in section 106 of the Sen- 
ate bill. 

Sec. 107-109. The conference agreement re- 
tains identical provisions in sections 107-109 
of both the House and Senate bills, prohib- 
iting the expenditure of funds for Outer Con- 
tinental Shelf (OCS) leasing activities in cer- 
tain areas. 

Sec. 110. The conference agreement retains 
a provision in section 110 of the House bill 
prohibiting the National Park Service from 
reducing recreation fees for non-local travel 
through any park unit. The Senate had no 
similar provision. 

Sec. 111. The conference agreement retains 
the language proposed in section 111 of the 
House bill that makes permanent a provision 
limiting the investment of Federal funds by 
tribes or tribal organizations. The Senate 
had a similar provision in section 110 of the 
Senate bill. 

Sec. 112. The conference agreement retains 
a provision in section 112 of the House bill 
permitting the transfer of funds between the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs and the Office of 
Special Trustee for American Indians. The 
Senate had an identical provision in section 
111 of the Senate bill. 

Sec. 113. The conference agreement retains 
a provision in section 113 of the House bill 
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continuing a provision allowing the hiring of 
administrative law judges to address the In- 
dian probate backlog. The Senate had an 
identical provision in section 112 of the Sen- 
ate bill. 

Sec. 114. The conference agreement retains 
a provision in section 114 of the House bill 
continuing a provision permitting the redis- 
tribution of tribal priority allocation and 
tribal base funds to alleviate funding inequi- 
ties. The Senate had an identical provision 
in section 113 of the Senate bill. 

Sec. 115. The conference agreement retains 
a provision in section 115 of the House bill 
continuing a provision requiring the alloca- 
tion of Bureau of Indian Affairs postsec- 
ondary schools funds consistent with unmet 
needs. The Senate had an identical provision 
in section 114 of the Senate bill. 

Sec. 116. The conference agreement retains 
the language proposed in section 115 of the 
Senate bill that makes permanent a limita- 
tion on the use of the Huron Cemetery in 
Kansas. The House had a similar provision in 
Section 116 of the House bill. 

Sec. 117. The conference agreement retains 
a provision in section 117 of the House bill 
continuing à provision permitting the con- 
veyance of the Twin Cities Research Center 
of the former Bureau of Mines for the benefit 
of the National Wildlife Refuge System. The 
Senate had an identical provision in section 
116 of the Senate bill. 

Sec. 118. The conference agreement retains 
the language proposed in section 119 of the 
House bill making permanent a provision 
permitting the Bureau of Land Management 
to retain funds from the sale of seeds and 
seedlings. The Senate had a similar provision 
in section 117 of the Senate bill. 

Sec. 119. 'The conference agreement retains 
a provision in section 120 of the House bill 
continuing a provision authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to use helicopters or 
motor vehicles to capture and transport 
horses and burros at the Sheldon and Hart 
National Wildlife Refuges. The Senate had 
an identical provision in section 118 of the 
Senate bill. 

Sec. 120. The conference agreement modi- 
fies a provision in section 119 of the Senate 
bill limiting the implementation of Claims 
Maintenance and Location Fees and directs 
the Bureau of Land Management to establish 
a permit tracking system. The House had no 
similar provision. 

Sec. 121. The conference agreement modi- 
fies à provision in section 120 of the Senate 
bill allowing certain funds provided for land 
acquisition at the Shenandoah Valley Bat- 
tlefield NHD and Ice Age NST to be granted 
to à State, a local government, or any other 
land management entity. The House had a 
similar provision in section 121 of the House 
bill. 

Sec. 122. The conference agreement retains 
a provision in section 122 of the House bill 
continuing à provision prohibiting the clo- 
sure of the underground lunchroom at Carls- 
bad Caverns NP, NM. The Senate had an 
identical provision in section 121 of the Sen- 
ate bill. 

Sec. 128. 'The conference agreement retains 
a provision in section 123 of the House bill 
preventing the demolition of a bridge be- 
tween New Jersey and Ellis Island. The Sen- 
ate had no similar provision. 

Sec. 124. 'The conference agreement retains 
a provision in section 125 of the House bill 
continuing à provision limiting compensa- 
tion for the Special Master and Court Mon- 
itor appointed by the Court in Cobell v. Nor- 
ton to 200 percent of the highest Senior Ex- 
ecutive Service rate of pay. The Senate had 
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an identical provision in section 122 of the 
Senate bill. 

Sec. 125. The conference agreement retains 
a provision in section 126 of the House bill 
continuing a provision allowing the Sec- 
retary to pay private attorney fees for em- 
ployees and former employees incurred in 
connection with Cobell v. Norton. The Sen- 
ate had an identical provision in section 123 
of the Senate bill. 

Sec. 126. The conference agreement retains 
a provision in section 127 of the House bill 
dealing with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Serv- 
ice’s responsibilities for mass marking of 
salmonid stocks. The Senate had no similar 
provision. 

Sec. 127. The conference agreement modi- 
fies a provision in section 128 of the House 
bill dealing with paying for operational 
needs at the Midway Atoll National Wildlife 
Refuge airport using funds appropriated 
under the ‘‘Departmental Management, Sal- 
aries and Expenses" appropriation. The 
modification changes the word *shall" to 
“тау”. The Senate had no similar provision. 

Sec. 128. The conference agreement retains 
a provision in section 129 of the House bill 
prohibiting the conduct of gaming under the 
Indian Gaming Regulatory Act (25 U.S.C. 
2701 et seq.) on lands described in section 123 
of the Department of the Interior and Re- 
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 2001, or 
land that is contiguous to that land. The 
Senate had an identical provision in section 
124 of the Senate bill. 

Sec. 129. The conference agreement retains 
a provision in section 130 of the House bill 
continuing a provision prohibiting the use of 
funds to study or implement a plan to drain 
or reduce water levels in Lake Powell. The 
Senate had an identical provision in section 
125 of the Senate bill. 

Sec. 130. The conference agreement retains 
a provision in section 131 of the House bill al- 
lowing the National Indian Gaming Commis- 
sion to collect $12,000,000 in fees for fiscal 
year 2006. The Senate had an identical provi- 
Sion in section 126 of the Senate bill. 

Sec. 131. The conference agreement retains 
a provision in section 127 of the Senate bill 
making funds available to the tribes within 
the California Tribal Trust Reform Consor- 
tium and others and separates this dem- 
onstration project from the Department of 
the Interior's trust reform organization. The 
House had a similar provision in section 132 
of the House bill. 

Sec. 132. The conference agreement modi- 
fies a provision in section 128 of the Senate 
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bil dealing with grazing permits in the 
Jarbidge field office of the Bureau of Land 
Management. The House had no similar pro- 
vision. 

Sec. 183. The conference agreement modi- 
fies à provision in section 130 of the Senate 
bill restoring mining claims voided due to 
defective waivers of the mining maintenance 
fee. The House had no similar provision. 

Sec. 134. The conference agreement retains 
a provision in section 131 of the Senate bill 
allowing proceeds from the University of Ne- 
vada at Las Vegas Foundation's research 
park leases to be used to carry out the Foun- 
dation's research mission. The House had no 
similar provision. 

Sec. 185. The conference agreement modi- 
fies à provision in section 132 of the Senate 
bill extending the authority of the Secretary 
of the Interior to collect fees pursuant to the 
Surface Mining Control and Reclamation 
Act. The House had no similar provision. 

Sec. 136. The conference agreement retains 
a provision in section 133 of the Senate bill 
authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
acquire lands for the operation and mainte- 
nance of facilities in support of transpor- 
tation of visitors to Ellis, Governors, and 
Liberty Islands. The House had no similar 
provision. 

Sec. 137. The conference agreement in- 
cludes à new provision to redesignate the 
ACE Basin National Wildlife Refuge, SC, as 
the Ernest F. Hollings ACE Basin National 
Wildlife Refuge. 

Sec. 138. The conference agreement in- 
cludes a new provision to exempt certain 
coastal barrier property in South Carolina 
from financial assistance and flood insurance 
limitations under the Coastal Barriers Re- 
sources Act and the National Flood Insur- 
ance Act of 1968. 

Sec. 189. The conference agreement in- 
cludes a new provision resolving a boundary 
encroachment on lands of the Union Pacific 
Railroad Company in Tipton, California; re- 
quiring the Secretary of the Interior to per- 
mit continued use and occupancy of certain 
privately owned cabins in the Mineral King 
Valley in the Sequoia National Park; and au- 
thorizing the continued use of certain lands 
within the Sequoia National Park by por- 
tions of an existing hydroelectric project. 

бес. 140. The conference agreement in- 
cludes a new provision to designate certain 
lands within the Apostle Islands National 
Lakeshore in the State of Wisconsin as the 
Gaylord A. Nelson National Wilderness. 
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Sec. 141. The conference agreement іп- 
cludes a new provision regarding special use 
grazing permits on the Mojave National Pre- 
serve, CA. 

Sec. 142. The conference agreement in- 
cludes a new provision amending Public Law 
92-195 concerning the management of wild 
horses and burros. 

бес. 143. The conference agreement іп- 
cludes a new provision excluding non-native 
migratory bird species from application of 
certain prohibitions under the Migratory 
Bird Treaty Act. 

Sec. 144. Includes a new section transfer- 
ring lands from the Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment to the Department of Veterans Affairs 
for construction of a new health facility, pre- 
viously announced by the Department. 

Sec. 145. The conference agreement in- 
cludes a new provision adjusting the bound- 
ary of the Cumberland Island Wilderness and 
authorizing tours of the Cumberland Island 
National Seashore. 

Sec. 146. The conference agreement in- 
cludes a new provision dealing with the 2004- 
2005 snowmobile season. 

The conference agreement does not include 
a provision proposed in section 118 of the 
House bill authorizing a cooperative agree- 
ment with the Golden Gate National Parks 
Association, CA. 

The conference agreement does not include 
a provision proposed in section 124 of the 
House bill prohibiting posting of clothing op- 
tional signs at Canaveral NS, FL. 

The conference agreement does not include 
a provision proposed in section 133 of the 
House bill limiting the use of the National 
Mall for special events. 

The conference agreement does not include 
a provision proposed in section 129 of the 
Senate bill amending Public Law 104-208 to 
modify the authorized uses of franchise fund 
proceeds. 


TITLE I—RELATED AGENCIES 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
FOREST SERVICE 
FOREST AND RANGELAND RESEARCH 


The conference agreement provides 
$280,278,000 for forest and rangeland research 
instead of $280,654,000 as proposed by the 
House and $279,883,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. The managers agree to the following 
changes to recommendations that were pro- 
posed by the House: 


Project or activity 


Conference recommendation 


Change from 


House Project total 


General decrease 
Fixed costs ..... 

Forest inventory and analysis .. 
Advanced housing research consortium 
Adelgid research NE station 
Sudden oak death researc| 
Emerald ash borer research in Ohio . 
Southern pine beetle initiative ..... 
Olympic Natural Resource Center, WA .. 
Western Carolina Univ. biotechnology 
Watershed condition research initiative 
nvasive species initiative ........ 

oe Skeen Inst. Montana St. Univ. 
Forest Products Lab salvage lumber, WI 
NE States research cooperative ... 

Baltimore urban watershed, MD .. 

Fernow expt. forest hydrology, WV 

Morgantown, WV pests & pathogens 
Sitka, АК Іар ................................. 

ardwood tree improvement & regen, ІМ 
Coweeta, technology transfer, NC ..... 
Bent Cr. cumberland silviculture, NC 
ое Skeen Inst. Range. Research, NM 
Adelgid and insects in east research 
Coweeta hemlock wooly adelgid, NC 


— 1,000,000 $6,109,000 
4,000,000 56,714,000 
— 300,000 1,300,000 

0 1,500,000 

0 2,500,000 

— 250,000 250,000 
0 2,000,000 

0 300,000 

— 988,000 0 
— 2,247,000 4,994,000 
0 1,081,000 

350,000 350,000 
600,000 600,000 
25,000 2,000,000 
2,000 200,000 
230,000 230,000 
6,000 500,000 
14,000 1,130,000 
921,000 921,000 
4,000 300,000 
4,000 300,000 
53,000 300,000 

0 0 

0 300,000 
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The managers also agree to the following: 

1. The Forest Service should clearly dis- 
play in future budget justifications the fund- 
ing provided for various Congressional prior- 
ities, and display what part of the request in- 
cludes funding for these items. 

2. The funding for emerald ash borer re- 
search shown in the table above, $250,000, 
should be utilized in Ohio, and should be in 
addition to other funding in the budget for 
ongoing research on this pest at other loca- 
tions. 

3. The funding remaining for the watershed 
condition initiative should be reprogrammed 
for other, higher priority fundamental re- 
search efforts, not including the FIA pro- 
gram. 

4. The previous table provided above 
supercedes the Senate report instruction 
concerning funding levels and the across the 
board cuts. 

5. The managers support funding, to the 
extent practicable, for implementation of 
the rules and protocols for carbon account- 
ing as part of the climate change initiative. 

STATE AND PRIVATE FORESTRY 

The conference agreement provides 
$296,626,000 for State and private forestry in- 
stead of $282,446,000 as proposed by the House 
and $291,169,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
Funding for this appropriation should follow 
the House recommendations unless other- 
wise instructed herein. 

Forest Health Management.—The conference 
agreement provides $55,000,000 for Federal 
lands forest health management as proposed 
by the House instead of $46,012,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. The conference agree- 
ment includes $48,300,000 for cooperative 
lands forest health management instead of 
$48,000,000 as proposed by the House and 
$35,214,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
change from the House recommendation is 
the addition of $300,000 for Vermont forest 
monitoring as proposed by the Senate. 

The managers do not agree to the specific 
allocation providing funding for newly found 
pests or pathogens which was proposed by 
the Senate. The managers agree that the 
Forest Service should withhold a portion of 
forest health funding from immediate dis- 
tribution so it is available later in the year 
to address new problems that may emerge. 
The managers recommend that the Adminis- 
tration stop proposing an emerging pest 
fund. The managers strongly encourage the 
Administration to use the Secretary's au- 
thority under Public Law 97-46 to fund the 
survey, evaluation, control and management 
of unplanned, emerging pest occurrences 
from funds available to the agencies or cor- 
porations of the Department of Agriculture. 
This approach has been used in the past for 
the Forest Service and has been used in pre- 
vious years for emergency pest projects by 
the Animal and Plant Health Inspection 
Service. 

Cooperative Fire Assistance.—The conference 
agreement includes $33,384,000 for State fire 
assistance instead of $36,384,000 as proposed 
by the House and $30,000,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. This allocation includes 
$5,000,000 as proposed by the House for urgent 
work near the San Bernardino National For- 
est and a general program increase of 
$2,000,000 above the House level. The man- 
agers do not agree to the specific allocation 
proposed by the House for community wild- 
fire protection plans, but the managers do 
agree that this approach is of utmost impor- 
tance and urge the Forest Service and the 
States to give this effort a very high pri- 
ority. 

The conference agreement includes 
$6,000,000 for volunteer fire assistance as pro- 
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posed by the Senate instead of $5,443,000 as 
proposed by the House. The conference 
agreement also includes additional funds for 
State fire and volunteer fire assistance as 
part of the national fire plan funding within 
the wildland fire management account. 

Forest Stewardship.—The conference agree- 
ment includes $32,775,000 for forest steward- 
ship instead of $37,000,000 as proposed by the 
House and $33,000,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. Changes from the House recommenda- 
tions include a reduction of $275,000 for 
Chesapeake Bay forestry for a total of 
$1,225,000, a reduction of $3,000,000 for com- 
munity wildfire plans as proposed by the 
Senate, and a general decrease of $950,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. Although there is no 
specific allocation for community wildfire 
plans, the managers strongly support this 
activity and encourage the Forest Service 
and the States to pursue this work. The 
managers have provided adequate funds 
within the forest stewardship program to 
begin an update of the Highlands Regional 
Study in order to identify high priority 
areas, including important conservation 
areas in Pennsylvania, to help ensure the 
health and sustainability of these sites 
through management, protection and wise 
use. The managers note that there is no 
funding for a grant for the Downeast Lakes 
forestry partnership and that forest steward- 
ship funds should never be used for land ac- 
quisition or acquisition of interests in lands. 

Forest Legacy Program.—The conference 
agreement includes $57,939,000 for the forest 
legacy program instead of $43,119,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $76,329,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. These funds are derived 
from the Land and Water Conservation 
Fund. The conference agreement includes 
the following distribution of funds for the 
forest legacy program: 


State and project Conference 
TN Walls of Jericho ......... $3,500,000 
AL Mobile Tensaw Delta 1,200,000 
МТ Blackfoot—Clear- 
WALOT 2 ныб 3,800,000 
NJ Raritan River Water- 
Shod оаа анаа exin sexes 3,800,000 
MT North Swan River 
Уайбу: ас ин ита 3,000,000 
WA Cedar Green Forest ... 1,600,000 
WI Wolf River .................. 2,000,000 
WV Potomac River Hills 1,000,000 


AL Cumberland Moun- 


tain, Miller-Maxwell 1,200,000 
DE Green Horizons .......... 1,000,000 
VA Dragon Run ............... 600,000 
VI Annaly Bay/Hermitage 

Маеў ТӨНЕ 500,000 
ӨС Catawba-Wateree For- 

GL ss ар барыла т or pas Ped 3,000,000 
ME Katahdin Forest ........ 4,500,000 
NM Horse Springs Ranch 2,500,000 
WI Tomahawk—North- 

Woods—III ....................... 2,000,000 
СО Banded Peaks ... 1,600,000 
ME Sebago Lands .. P 500,000 
MA Stock Mountain 

МӘРЕ cuu ede eerte 375,000 
WA Carbon River Forest, 

phase 1s, ИЕК КИЕСІ 1,300,000 
KY Knobs State Forest 

(Kuhn's tract) ................. 1,200,000 
CA Six Rivers to the Sea 2,300,000 
IA NE Upper Bluffs .......... 550,000 
UT Pioneer Ranch ........... 750,000 
NY Tahawus .................... 1,700,000 
VT Mt. Нопу Wildlife 

Corridor Икин гизе ы 500,000 
MN Brainerd Lakes ......... 2,000,000 
ID St. Joe Basin, phase 3 3,500,000 
МА Muschopauge Brook .. 400,000 
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State and project Conference 
VA Тһе Cove .................... 240,000 
TN Scott’s Gulf ............... 1,500,000 
RI Hoxie Farm ................. 850,000 
NH Thirteen Mile Woods 
inge ec 2,000,000 
VT Orange County Head- 
waters (Meadowsend) 450,000 
NH Trout Pond ................ 1,200,000 
VT Chittenden ................. 1,220,000 
FL New State Start-up .... 500,000 
OH New State Start-up ... 500,000 
TX New State Start-up ... 500,000 
Use of prior year funds ...... — 7,300,000 
Forest Legacy Program 
Administration, Acquisi- 
tion Management, and 
Assessment of Need Plan- 
ОБРТНОГ 4,904,000 
Total, Forest Legacy ... 57,939,000 


The conference agreement retains bill lan- 
guage proposed by the House requiring noti- 
fication of the Committees on Appropria- 
tions when the Forest Service makes funds 
available for specific forest legacy projects. 
The managers note that funds are not pro- 
vided within the forest legacy program for 
the Senate proposed Mirror Lake project, 
NH. However, within the economic action 
program the conference agreement includes 
a grant to the Hubbard Brook Foundation to 
help conserve this area. 

Urban and Community Forestry.—The con- 
ference agreement includes $32,400,000 for the 
urban and community forestry program in- 
stead of $32,000,000 as proposed by the House 
and $33,111,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
Changes from the House recommendation for 
this activity include a decrease of $100,000 for 
northeast PA community forestry for a total 
of $500,000, and inclusion of Senate proposals 
of $350,000 for the Chicago wilderness pro- 
gram, $150,000 for the urban watershed for- 
estry research and demonstration coopera- 
tive in Baltimore, MD, and a $411,000 general 
program decrease. 

The conference agreement replaces in- 
structions in both the House and the Senate 
committee reports concerning the urban and 
community forestry allocation methodology. 
The managers have reviewed the allocation 
methodology for the urban and community 
forestry program proposed by the Forest 
Service in its report to the Committees on 
Appropriations. The managers have been ad- 
dressing this issue for several years and are 
displeased with the slow rate of progress at 
implementing a better performance based al- 
location method which also includes a more 
fair assessment of State program needs and 
capability. The managers understand that 
the timing of this appropriation makes it 
more difficult for the Forest Service to fully 
implement a performance based system in 
FY 2005. Therefore, the managers direct the 
Forest Service to provide quarterly updates 
to the House and Senate Committees on Ap- 
propriations regarding the establishment of 
a performance based allocation for the dis- 
tribution of funds to the regions, and that 
the new allocation methodology with this 
modification be fully implemented in fiscal 
year 2006. The managers expect allocations 
for fiscal year 2005 to the States to remain at 
the levels as recommended in the agency’s 
report. 

Economic Action Programs.—The conference 
agreement includes $19,300,000 for the eco- 
nomic action programs instead of $10,000,000 
as proposed by the House and $19,975,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. The managers have 
provided $500,000 for the Hinkle Creek 
project, OR, with the understanding that no 
further funding will be made available for 
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this program. The conference agreement in- 
cludes bill language concerning a $2,000,000 
direct payment for the Kake land exchange, 
AK and a direct payment of $1,500,000 to Can- 
ton, NC for wood products wastewater re- 
pairs. The funds for the education and re- 
search consortium of western North Carolina 
should include the Pisgah Forest Institute, 
and allow expansion of the education initia- 
tive to appropriate institutions with natural 
resources expertise in Pennsylvania and 
northern California. The conference agree- 
ment includes the following distribution of 
funds: 


Program/Project Conference 
Economic Recovery Pro- 
EPAID eru Mu oe oes $5,000,000 
WA state rural technology 
initiative ....................... 600,000 
KY mine reforestation ....... 500,000 
Syracuse SUNY forestry 
technology ...................... 600,000 
Pisgah forest envir. Ed, 
ERO, ҚО лм 2,000,000 
NC Inst. Forest Biotech. 
heritage trees ................. 200,000 
Allegheny NF area, PA 
TOUTIS аон Е 250,000 
South Lake Tahoe МТВЕ 
study, CA NV .................. 500,000 
Chugach Avalanche Center, 
AK si О И ООЛУ. 200,000 
Ketchikan Wood Tech. 
Center, АК ...................... 750,000 
Vermont Wood Products 
Collaborative .................. 500,000 
North Carolina St./Forest 
res. & wood prods. ........... 500,000 
Fuels-in-schools biomass 
program, MT .................. 1,500,000 
Kake Land Exchange, AK .. 2,000,000 
Alabama rural economic 
rente er ЕТСЯ 500,000 
Hinkle Creek, OR water- 
Shed study ...................... 500,000 
University of Idaho, Mica 
©: M" 250,000 
Northern Forests Partner- 
ship program, NH ........... 200,000 
Utah Rural Development 
COUNCIL сар ЕЕЕ 400,000 
Hubbard Brook  Founda- 
tion, Mirror Lake, NH .... 750,000 
Canton, NC wood products 
wastewater repair ........... 1,500,000 
New England value added 
wood products, MA ......... 100,000 
Total, Economic Action 
Programs ..................... $19,300,000 


Forest Resource Information and Analysis.— 
The conference agreement includes $5,028,000 
for forest resource information and analysis 
as proposed by the Senate instead of 
$9,000,000 as proposed by the House. Addi- 
tional information concerning the FIA pro- 
gram is under the forest and rangeland re- 
search heading. 

International | Program.—The conference 
agreement includes $6,500,000 for the Inter- 
national program as proposed by both the 
House and the Senate. The managers agree 
with the Senate comments on forest sustain- 
ability and certification, but clarify that the 
Forest Service is encouraged to fund projects 
which promote overall environmental bene- 
fits provided by the use of credible, sustain- 
able forest management and forest certifi- 
cation programs, and the Forest Service 
Should not give a specific preference for any 
particular certification program. 

NATIONAL FOREST SYSTEM 


The conference agreement provides 
$1,400,260,000 for the national forest system 
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instead of $1,399,599,000 as proposed by the 
House and $1,387,149,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

Funds should be distributed as follows: 


Land management plan- 


pnr AERE $64,057,000 
Inventory and monitoring 169,659,000 
Recreation, heritage & wil- 
д4егпевз ....................... 260,969,000 
Wildlife & fish habita 
management ......... " 186,647,000 
Grazing management 48,711,000 
Forest products ................. 277,097,000 
Vegetation & watershed 
management ................... 192,285,000 
Minerals and geology man- 
agemenb .......................... 56,532,000 
Landownership manage- 
MOND о teri exer 93,427,000 
Law enforcement  oper- 
ра елі ЕРИТІН 87,226,000 
Vales Calderas National 
Preserve, NM .................. 3,650,000 
Centennial of Service chal- 
DONS m 10,000,000 
Total T 1,400,260,000 


The following discussion describes funding 
changes from the House passed bill. 

Land Management Planning.—This activity 
includes $400,000 for the senvironmental 
training program proposed by the Senate and 
the Senate proposed general decrease of 
$400,000. 

Inventory and Monitoring.—The agreement 
does not include a special allocation for 
multi-party monitoring, although the man- 
agers do support this activity. The managers 
encourage various groups to participate in 
collaborative planning and engage in moni- 
toring and note that fund transfers for moni- 
toring are not limited to groups which were 
participants in the planning process. 

Recreation, Heritage, and Wilderness Man- 
agement.—The conference agreement in- 
cludes a decrease of $1,375,000 below the 
House recommended level, which is an in- 
crease of $3,625,000 above the request and the 
Senate recommendation. The managers note 
that the current eruptive activity at Mt. St. 
Helens National Volcanic Monument has 
greatly increased the need for visitor serv- 
ices ав well as media and science program 
support and emergency readiness. In addi- 
tion, the managers note that May 18, 2005, 
will be the 25th anniversary of the cata- 
strophic blast. The managers encourage the 
Forest Service to consider the use of 
$2,000,000 of the increased funding above the 
request for this activity to support activities 
at the Monument. The Forest Service should 
use emergency incident funding sources 
when needed during eruptive episodes to as- 
sure proper and safe management of the pub- 
lic. 

Wildlife and Fish Habitat Management.— 
This activity includes the Senate proposed 
increase of $250,000 for the Batten Kill River, 
VT, and a general program decrease of 
$125,000. 

Forest Products.—The managers agree to 
the Senate proposed earmark in bill lan- 
guage of $5,000,000 for Tongass national for- 
est timber sales preparation. The agreement 
does not include a special allocation for res- 
toration projects as proposed by the Senate, 
although the managers agree that this is a 
very important use of funds and have in- 
cluded an increase above the request which 
may be used for such purposes. The man- 
agers clarify that the required report on tim- 
ber sale claims proposed by the Senate 
Should deal with those years where the data 
are available. The managers agree that the 
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forestry work on the Lincoln NF, NM should 
be done cooperatively with the Mescalero 
Apache tribe when practicable and con- 
sistent with national forest system regula- 
tions and procedures. 

Vegetation and Watershed Management.— 
The managers include a total of $1,000,000 for 
Wayne NF, OH watershed recovery but do 
not agree with the Colville NF allocation. 
The agreement includes Senate proposed 
funding of $1,000,000 for the Tongass national 
forest, AK, pre-commercial thinning, $350,000 
for leafy spurge eradication in North Da- 
kota, and a general decrease of $2,500,000. No 
specific appropriated allocation is designated 
for the Lake Tahoe basin. 

Law Enforcement.—This activity includes a 
decrease of $100,000 for Daniel Boone NF, KY, 
drug control. 

Valles Caldera National Preserve.—The con- 
ference agreement includes the funding level 
and bill language as proposed by the Senate. 
The managers direct the Forest Service and 
the board of the preserve to provide the 
House and Senate Committees on Appropria- 
tions with an annual report depicting oper- 
ations, deferred maintenance, and capital in- 
frastructure needs over a 5-year time frame. 
This should be prioritized, and should ex- 
plain how the individual projects relate to 
health and safety and to other aspects of the 
preserve’s goals. The first report should be 
presented by April 30, 2005, and thereafter, 
reports should be included in the annual 
budget justifications, and the reports should 
include annual summaries of past accom- 


plishments. 
WILDLAND FIRE MANAGEMENT 
The conference agreement provides 


$1,727,008,000 for wildland fire management 
instead of $1,734,865,000 as proposed by the 
House and $1,703,897,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. The managers note that Title IV 
also includes а special allocation of 
$400,000,000 for urgent wildfire suppression 
under certain circumstances. 

Wildfire Preparedness.—The agreement іп- 
cludes $686,000,000 for preparedness as pro- 
posed by the Senate instead of $693,627,000 as 
proposed by the House. The managers reit- 
erate the direction contained in the House 
and Senate reports regarding the need to 
maintain the level of fire readiness accom- 
plished in fiscal year 2004. The managers 
note that the grounding of large airtankers 
this past season, and the need to assure the 
availability of effective aviation firefighting 
assets in fiscal year 2005 and beyond creates 
additional demands on limited wildfire pre- 
paredness and suppression funding. Accord- 
ingly, in order to assure a preparedness level 
equal to that attained in fiscal year 2004, the 
managers direct the Forest Service to charge 
expenses to wildfire suppression for un- 
planned costs related to the grounding of 
airtankers, and for the unplanned additional 
costs necessary to assure sufficient aviation 
resources are available to maintain initial 
attack capability and suppress wildfires. 

Wildfire Suppression Operations.—The con- 
ference agreement includes $658,000,000 for 
suppression operations as proposed by the 
House instead of $658,400,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. The managers have provided the 
full amount of the ten year average cost of 
wildfire suppression, an increase of 
$60,870,000 above the fiscal year 2004 funding 
level. 

The managers concur with concerns ex- 
pressed in the House and Senate reports re- 
garding the need to control suppression 
costs. The managers are concerned that ef- 
fective performance measures are not in 
place on an inter-agency basis to report on 
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suppression costs. It is imperative that the 
Secretaries establish appropriate perform- 
ance metrics promptly. This includes the in- 
tegration of reporting systems, implementa- 
tion of policies through the Wildland Fire 
Leadership Council for cost reporting, and 
responding to findings of the independent 
cost control review panel established under 
Public Law 108-287. The managers direct the 
Secretaries to submit a report no later than 
June 30, 2005, on performance measures 
planned for implementation in fiscal year 
2006 to be used on an inter-agency basis. In 
the interim, the managers have modified 
language for reporting wildfire suppression 
costs in fiscal year 2005 as follows: (1) Aver- 
age cost per fire using a statistically rep- 
resentative sample, stratified as follows: 
small («300 acres), medium (300–20,000 acres), 
and large (>20,000 acres) fires not contained 
in initial attack; (2) cost per acre burned, 
using a statistically representative sample 
for fires not contained in initial attack 
stratified by small, medium, and large; and 
(3) the percentage of fires, using a statis- 
tically representative sample, not contained 
in initial attack that exceed а "stratified 
fire cost index." This index would take into 
account known fire characteristics that af- 
fect expenditures; specifically, fire intensity, 
size, Forest Service region and proximity to 
communities, using historical cost per acre 
as a basis. In addition, the mangers direct 
the Forest Service to develop and implement 
direction for identifying a ‘‘most cost effec- 
tive" wildland fire situation analysis alter- 
native no later than October 1, 2005, and re- 
port the percentage of fire events that adopt 
this alternative under the wildland fire situ- 
ation analysis computer decision support 
System beginning in fiscal year 2006. 

The managers concur with the Senate di- 
rection concerning the preparation of a stra- 
tegic plan for fire and aviation resources. 
The managers expect that the plan will indi- 
cate the costs associated with determining 
the useful life of the P-2V air tanker. 

Other Wildfire Operations.—The conference 
agreement includes $383,008,000 for other fire 
operation activities instead of $383,238,000 as 
proposed by the House and $359,497,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. The allocation of this 
funding is as follows: 


Amount 


$266,238,000 


Program 
Hazardous fuels ................. 


info PP 13,000,000 
Research & development ... 22,025,000 
Joint fire science ............... 8,000,000 
Forest health manage- 

ment—Federal ................ 15,000,000 
Forest health manage- 

ment—cooperative .......... 10,000,000 
State and community fire 

ASSISTANCE”. забави крсна: 40,745,000 
Volunteer fire assistance ... 8,000,000 

Total other wildfire oper- 

ACIOS nga 383,008,000 

The conference agreement includes 


$266,238,000 for hazardous fuels treatments as 
proposed by the House and the Senate, an in- 
crease of $32,758,000 over the fiscal year 2004 
level. This allocation includes the Senate 
proposals of $1,000,000 for the Chugach NF, 
AK and $1,500,000 for the Santa Fe watershed, 
NM. The managers have not included a spe- 
cific amount for the Lake Tahoe basin. The 
managers have not included a specific alloca- 
tion for the Ecological Restoration Institute, 
AZ, but the managers understand that the 
Forest Service plans to work with the Insti- 
tute on a variety of projects. The managers 
have included bill language making up to 
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$5,000,000 of hazardous fuels funds available 
for making grants to promote the economi- 
cal removal of biomass from national forest 
lands. The managers direct the Forest Serv- 
ice to develop this program with the clear in- 
tent to make grants that will result in in- 
creased commercial use of biomass products, 
and which will thereby result in reduced 
overall hazardous fuels program costs. The 
managers further direct that a report detail- 
ing the progress of this effort shall be sub- 
mitted to the House and Senate Committees 
on Appropriations no later than six months 
after the enactment of this Act. Bill lan- 
guage proposed by the House concerning haz- 
ardous fuels contracting authorities is de- 
leted as recommended by the Senate because 
these authorities are contained within a 
Title III general provision. 

The conference agreement includes 
$13,000,000 for rehabilitation and restoration 
activities as proposed by the House. The 
managers direct that $2,000,000 be made 
available to the native plant materials pro- 
gram to be used in conjunction with the 
similar effort at the Department of the Inte- 
rior under the joint guidance of the inter- 
agency plant conservation alliance. 

The conference agreement includes 
$22,025,000 for research and development ac- 
tivities. Changes from the House proposal in- 
clude increases of $1,300,000 for the Univer- 
sity of Montana landscape analysis center 
and $200,000 for the related University of 
Idaho project and a $2,475,000 general pro- 
gram decrease. 

The conference agreement includes 
$15,000,000 for Federal forest health activities 
and $10,000,000 for cooperative forest health 
activities as proposed by the House. These 
funds should be used for high priority work, 
as part of the national fire plan, to imple- 
ment activities which restore forests and re- 
duce wildfire danger to natural resources and 
communities. 

The managers have included $40,745,000 for 
State and community fire assistance. 
Changes from the House recommendation in- 
clude increases of $2,100,000 for the Alaska 
Kenai Peninsula Borough, $1,500,000 to the 
Municipality of Anchorage, $1,600,000 for the 
Matanuska-Susitna Borough, AK, $1,000,000 
for the Fairbanks North Star Borough, AK, 
and $300,000 for the Cook Inlet tribal council, 
AK and a general program decrease of 
$5,755,000 below the House level as proposed 
by the Senate. Of the amount provided to the 
Municipality of Anchorage, $1,000,000 shall be 
for the Anchorage Soil and Water District 
for its Firewise program, to be used solely 
for the removal of dead and dying trees and 
to the maximum extent possible, local con- 
tractors should be used. Each of the amounts 
in this paragraph shall be distributed in the 
form of an advance direct lump sum pay- 
ment. 

Within the funds for State fire assistance, 
$200,000 should be provided to Lincoln Coun- 
ty, NV. The volunteer fire assistance alloca- 
tion is $8,000,000 as proposed by the House 
and the Senate. 

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT AND MAINTENANCE 

The conference agreement provides 
$521,952,000 for capital improvement and 
maintenance instead of $522,940,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $516,169,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. The conference agree- 
ment provides for the following distribution 
of funds: 


Activity/Project Amount 
Facilities: 
Maintenance ................... $81,531,000 
Capital Improvement ..... 95,524,000 
Congressional Priorities: 
Allegheny NF, PA ....... 2,800,000 


Activity/Project 
D. Boone NF, recre- 
ation improvements, 
KY ins мада ores cana 
National Forests of 
North Carolina ......... 
Cherokee ХЕ, TN ......... 
San Bernardino NF, CA 
Tongass Admir. NM/Ju- 
neau RD admin site, 
АК TEE 
Monongahela NF facili- 
ties, WV оуаомымдры» 
Chugach NF Valdez vis- 
itor center, AK ......... 
Smith County Lake, 


Forest products lab du- 
rability test facility, 


Ouachita МЕ visitor 
center and admin, OK 
Mystic ranger station 
and research, addi- 
tional funds, SD ....... 
Log transfer facilities 


RIOSAK анти иу 
Chugach МЕ Russian 
River interagency 


visitor center, AK ..... 
Chugach NF & AK rail- 
road backcountry 
whistlestop, AK ........ 


Daniel Boone NF 
Fitchburg Furnace, 
ЖҮ: дарынын ақылын 


Subtotal Facilities ... 


Roads: 
Maintenance ................... 
Capital Improvement ..... 
Congressional Priorities: 


Williams River & 
Spruce Knob roads, 
ЕНДИ КЕ ТЕТІ 


Trails: 
Maintenance ................... 
Congressional Priorities: 


FL National Scenic 
Та iege ere Peto 
Continental Divide 
Trail дана e Rex 


Pacific Crest National 
Scenic Trail .............. 
Appalachian Trail ....... 
Nez Perce Trail ............ 
North Country Trail .... 
Other National and 
Historic Trails .......... 
Capital Improvement ..... 
Congressional Priorities: 


FL National scenic 
brallc ient eet eee 
Continental Divide 
"Erall пи а ық 
Pacific Crest trail im- 
provements, CA OR 
WA. n 


Infrastructure 
ment: 
Fish Passage Barriers, R6 


Improve- 


Deferred Maintenance .... 


Subtotal Infrastructure 
Improvement ............... 


Total, Capital Improve- 
ment and Maintenance 


November 19, 2004 


Amount 


600,000 
2,500,000 
900,000 
2,000,000 
4,283,000 
1,960,000 
500,000 
500,000 


1,000,000 
1,500,000 


1,200,000 
1,500,000 


1,000,000 


1,600,000 


670,000 
201,568,000 


146,795,000 
76,291,000 


1,500,000 
5,000,000 


229,586,000 


39,013,000 


500,000 
500,000 
500,000 
75,000 
400,000 
75,000 
433,000 
32,778,000 
500,000 


1,000,000 


1,000,000 
76,774,000 


4,000,000 
10,024,000 


14,024,000 


521,952,000 
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The managers agree with the overall pro- 
gram direction for this account provided by 
both the House and the Senate. The funds 
provided for the Allegheny NF include 
$230,000 for the Kiasutha campground, 
$1,085,000 for Kinzua wolf run marina, $285,000 
for the Willow Creek AT'V site, $200,000 for 
Marienville district displays, and $1,000,000 
for the Bradford administrative site. The 
funds included for the Daniel Boone NF are 
for the London Dock boat ramp and comple- 
tion of the Craigs Creek campground. The 
North Carolina national forests funding in- 
cludes $1,000,000 for the Santeetlah phase III 
project, $500,000 for the Cradle of Forestry 
roof repairs, and $1,000,000 for the Curtis 
Creek recreation area, Wilson Creek access 
project. The Cherokee NF funding includes 
$400,000 for Chilhowee campground improve- 
ments, $350,000 for the Ocoee Whitewater 
Center maintenance and interpretive up- 
grades, and $150,000 to complete a manage- 
ment plan, with public involvement, for the 
Ocoee and Hiawassee Corridor. The funding 
for the San Bernardino NF is intended for 
the supervisor’s office. The Forest Service 
should contract with Cook Inlet Regional 
Corporation, for work on the Russian river 
interagency center. 

The managers expect that the specific allo- 
cations provided for the National scenic and 
historic trails will become part of the base 
budgets for the forests and the regions which 
host these important resources so that this 
detailed level of Committee oversight should 
not be required in future years. The service 
should continue annual displays of funding 
needs and accomplishments of these trails in 
the budget justification. 

The managers note that in several cases 
specific congressional priority projects in- 
volve maintenance, improvement, and con- 
struction of a combination of facilities, 
roads, and trails. Although such congres- 
sional priorities are reflected in a single 
budget line item, the managers expect the 
agency to comply with congressional intent 
for completion of the entire project and au- 
thorize the agency to move funds between 
budget lines within the account to complete 
projects as intended while accurately reflect- 
ing project costs. 

LAND ACQUISITION 


The conference agreement provides 
$61,866,000 for land acquisition instead of 
$15,500,000 as proposed by the House and 
$82,524,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The managers agree to the following dis- 
tribution of funds: 


Area (State) Amount 
Alabama National Forests, 
multiple NFs (AL) .......... $1,900,000 
Arapahoe NF: Arapaho, 
Miller Property (CO) ...... 1,025,000 
Arapahoe NF: Beaver 
Brook Watershed (CO) .... 2,000,000 
Bonneville Shoreline Trail, 
multiple NFs (UT) .......... 1,800,000 
Chattahoochee-Oconee NF: 
Georgia Mtns. Riparian 
Project (GA) ................... 1,000,000 
Chequamegon-Nicolet NF: 
Wisconsin Wild Water- 
WAYS (WI) .............. 3,200,000 
Cherokee NF: Tennessee 
Mountains (TN) .............. 500,000 
Chippewa/Superior NF: 
Minnesota Wilderness 
(MNJ lense суыны ка анына 375,000 
Coconino NF: Sedona/Red 
Rocks/Oak Creek (AZ) .... 1,800,000 
Columbia River Gorge 
NSA, multiple NFs (OR/ 
WA) анана аын 1,000,000 
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Area (State) Amount 
Custer NF: Schwend Mtn. 

Ranch (MT) .................... 1,200,000 
Daniel Boone NF (KY) ....... 1,000,000 
Flathead NF: Swan Valley 

(MTY ics Т ТЕКТЕН 3,000,000 
Florida NF: Florida Na- 

tional Scenic Trail (FL) 2,000,000 
Florida NF: Suwannee 

Wildlife Corridor (FL) .... 2,000,000 
Great Lakes/Great Lands, 

multiple NFs (МІ) ........... 1,800,000 
Greater Yellowstone Area, 

multiple NFs (MT/ID) ..... 3,500,000 
Green Mountain NF (VT) .. 1,000,000 
Helena & Lolo NFs: Black- 

foot Challenge (MT) ....... 10,000,000 
Hoosier NF: Hoosier 

Unique Areas (IN) ........... 435,000 
Idaho Wild and Scenic Riv- 

ers (Indian Creek Ranch), 

multiple NFs (ID) ........... 565,000 
Lolo NF: Hiawatha Trail 

CMT Lee уде sette ыды аата 360,000 
Mark Twain NF: Ozark 

Mountain Streams and 

Rivers (МО) .................... 500,000 
Monongahela NF: 

Monongahela Historic 

Areas (WV) ..................... 270,000 
Okanogan-Wenatchee NF: 

1-90 Corridor (WA) .......... 3,400,000 
Ouachita NF: Ozark St. 

Francis (AR) 1,000,000 
Pacific 

Streams, multiple NFs 

(ОВАМАЈ EN 1,500,000 
San Bernardino NF (CA) .... 1,500,000 
Santa Fe Protection & Wa- 

tershed, multiple NFs 

(NMI есери ККЕ 1,500,000 
Shawnee NF: Illinois Dis- 

appearing Habitat (IL) ... 850,000 
Sierra Nevada Inholdings, 

multiple NFs (CA) .......... 1,500,000 
Six Rivers NF: Goose 

Creek-Smith River (CA) 2,136,000 
Wasatch-Cache NF: High 

Uintas (ІЛГ)26 ем. 1,000,000 
White River NF: High Elk 

Corridor (CO) .................. 750,000 
Use of unobligated bal- 

ANLCOSS, а desque ен — 11,000,000 

Subtotal постане 46,366,000 
Acquisition Management .. 13,000,000 
Critical Inholdings/Wilder- 

ness Protection .............. 1,500,000 
Land Exchange Equali- 

zation Payment .............. 1,000,000 

Total „аала 61,866,000 


The managers expect the Forest Service to 
ensure that acquisitions associated with the 
Blackfoot Challenge are consistent with Fed- 
eral appraisal standards. The Forest Service 
should not pay more than the fair market 
value determined by those appraisals. 
ACQUISITION OF LANDS FOR NATIONAL FORESTS 

SPECIAL ACTS 


The conference agreement provides 
$1,069,000 for the acquisition of lands for na- 
tional forests special acts as recommended 
by both the House and the Senate. 

ACQUISITION OF LANDS TO COMPLETE LAND 

EXCHANGES 

The conference agreement provides an in- 
definite appropriation estimated to be 
$234,000 for the acquisition of lands to com- 
plete land exchanges as proposed by both the 
House and the Senate. 

RANGE BETTERMENT FUND 


The conference agreement provides an in- 
definite appropriation estimated to be 
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$3,064,000 for the range betterment fund as 
proposed by both the House and the Senate. 


GIFTS, DONATIONS AND BEQUESTS FOR FOREST 
AND RANGELAND RESEARCH 


The conference agreement provides $65,000 
for gifts, donations and bequests for forest 
and rangeland research as proposed by both 
the House and the Senate. 

MANAGEMENT OF NATIONAL FOREST LANDS FOR 
SUBSISTENCE USES 


The conference agreement provides 
$5,962,000 for management of national forest 
system lands for subsistence uses in Alaska 
as proposed by both the House and the Sen- 
ate 


ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS, FOREST SERVICE 


The managers agree to the following 
changes to the House recommendations: 

1. The Senate language concerning abol- 
ishing or moving a regional office is included 
as in previous years. 

2. The House and Senate bill language is 
deleted which prevented funds from this Act 
to be used for implementing section 8002 of 
the Farm Security and Rural Investment 
Act of 2002 (the Forest Land Enhancement 
Program). The conference agreement cancels 
$20,000,000 from this activity instead of no 
cancellation as proposed by the House and 
the Senate proposed cancellation of 
$40,000,000. 

3. The Senate proposed language con- 
cerning sale of facilities and use of receipts 
on the Green Mountain NF, VT is included 
although authority is provided for 2 years. 

4. The Senate language is included limiting 
Older Americans Act staff treatment as Fed- 
eral employees to December 31, 2005. 

5. The Senate language is included con- 
cerning school payments for certain depend- 
ents of agency personnel in Puerto Rico. 

6. The Senate proposal concerning sale of 
excess buildings on the Wasatch-Cache NF, 
UT is included but provided for two years. 

7. A technical change to the aircraft au- 
thority is included which allows leasing of 
certain firefighting aircraft. 

Funds in the budget request for the e-gov- 
ernment initiatives “ЗАКЕСОМ" and dis- 
aster management should be reprogrammed 
to cover fixed costs not funded in the budget. 

The managers direct the Secretaries of Ag- 
riculture and the Interior to continue the 
ongoing research on the success of the Re- 
source Advisory Councils established under 
the 2000 Secure Rural Schools and Commu- 
nity Protection Act. 


DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
CLEAN COAL TECHNOLOGY 
(DEFERRAL) 


The conference agreement defers the avail- 
ability of $257,000,000 in clean coal tech- 
nology funds until October 1, 2005, as pro- 
posed by the Senate instead of a deferral of 
$237,000,000 as proposed by the House. The 
FutureGen program is not funded in this ac- 
count, as proposed by the House, but is fund- 
ed in the fossil energy research and develop- 
ment account. 

The managers expect the Department to 
include a table on the FutureGen program, 
as outlined in the House Report 108-542, in 
future budget requests for fossil energy re- 
search and development account. The man- 
agers make no assumptions on the future use 
of deferred clean coal technology funds. 

FOSSIL ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 

The conference agreement provides 
$579,911,000 for fossil energy research and de- 
velopment instead of $601,875,000 as proposed 
by the House and $542,529,000 as proposed by 
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the Senate. The changes described below are 
to the House recommended funding level. 

FutureGen.—There is ап increase of 
$18,000,000 for the FutureGen power plant ini- 
tiative. 

Clean Coal Power Initiative.—There is а de- 
crease of $55,000,000 for the clean coal power 
initiative. The managers note that funding 
will need to be increased substantially in fis- 
cal year 2006 if the program is to remain on 
a schedule consistent with the President’s 
clean coal initiative. 

Innovations for Existing Plants.—There is an 
increase of $1,300,000 for innovations for ex- 
isting plants of which $800,000 is for the Re- 
search Partnership to Secure Energy for 
America for domestic fossil fuel research, in- 
cluding a thermoenergy integrated power 
system to achieve an advanced level of clean, 
economical power generation from coal, and 
other exploration and production tech- 
nologies. 

Advanced Systems.—There is a decrease of 
$2,000,000 for gasification systems technology 
and an increase of $800,000 for combustion 
systems to complete the Environmental Con- 
trol Technology Laboratory project at West- 
ern Kentucky University, including research 
leading to zero emissions for combustion sys- 
tems. 

Fuels.—In transportation fuels and chemi- 
cals, there is an increase of $1,000,000 in the 
coal to liquids program to expand small foot- 
print plant conversion technology and an in- 
crease of $3,000,000 in the solid fuels and feed- 
stocks program to build on hydrogen from 
coal efforts with the University of North Da- 
kota Energy and Environmental Research 
Center. There is also a general program de- 
crease of $1,500,000 for hydrogen from coal re- 
search. In advanced fuels research, there is a 
decrease of $500,000 for С-1 chemistry. 

Advanced Research (Coal).—In coal utiliza- 
tion science, there are increases of $4,000,000 
for the Center for Zero Emissions Coal Re- 
search, and $1,000,000 for the Arctic Energy 
Office, which continues that program at last 
year’s level. 

Distributed Generation Systems/Fuel Cells.— 
In advanced research, there is an increase of 
$5,000,000 for HiTEC, and a general reduction 
of $3,000,000 below the House proposed level. 
In systems development, there is a decrease 
of $2,700,000. Funding provided in systems de- 
velopment completes the molten carbonate 
fuel cell/hybrid project. In vision 21 hybrids, 
this will be the last year of funding for the 
tubular solid oxide fuel cell program. In in- 
novative concepts, there is a $5,000,000 in- 
crease to initiate a competitively awarded 
turbine hybrid integration program. 

Natural Gas Exploration and Production.—In 
natural gas exploration and production, 
there are increases of $1,500,000 for national 
laboratory/industry partnerships and 
$4,000,000 for the Arctic Energy Office (an in- 
crease of $1,000,000 above last year's level), 
and decreases of $3,000,000 for advanced drill- 
ing completion and stimulation and $1,000,000 
for liquefied natural gas research. 

Natural Gas Infrastructure.—In natural gas 
infrastructure, there is an increase of 
$1,371,000 for delivery reliability research. 

Effective Environmental Protection (Natural 
Gas).—In effective environmental protection, 
there is an increase of $1,000,000 to continue 
and expand research on coal bed methane, in- 
cluding produced water research. 

Oil Technology/Exploration and Production.— 
In oil technology exploration and produc- 
tion, there is an increase of $1,500,000 for na- 
tional laboratory/industry partnerships and 
a decrease of $500,000 for reservoir efficiency. 
The managers note that the Arctic Energy 
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Office is funded at last year's level of 
$2,000,000. 

Reservoir Life Extension.—There is a de- 
crease of $1,000,000 for domestic resource con- 
servation in the reservoir life extension pro- 
gram. 

Effective Environmental Protection (Oil).— 
There is a decrease of $300,000 for environ- 
mental science in the effective environ- 
mental protection program. 

Other Programs.—In cooperative research 
and development, there is an increase of 
$1,065,000. Іп environmental restoration, 
there is a decrease of $1,000,000. 

Bill Language.—Bill language is included 
providing for the use of $18,000,000 for the 
FutureGen program as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. The House included language under the 
clean coal technology account. 

Language also is included earmarking 
$50,000,000 for the clean coal power initiative 
as proposed by the Senate instead of 
$105,000,000 as proposed by the House. The 
managers note that funding for the clean 
coal power initiative will need to be in- 
creased substantially in fiscal year 2006 to 
keep this initiative on schedule. 

The managers agree to the following: 

1. The table required by the House (under 
the clean coal technology heading) detailing 
the history and annual budget request for 
FutureGen should be included in future 
budget requests for fossil energy research 
and development. 

2. Within available funds, the director of 
the National Energy Technology Laboratory, 
in cooperation with the heads of the Stra- 
tegic Petroleum Reserve and the Naval Pe- 
troleum and Oil Shale Reserves, should 
evaluate the viability of developing oil shale 
reserves, with emphasis on available tech- 
nologies, and on cost and environmental im- 
pacts, and report the findings to the House 
and Senate Committees on Appropriations 
no later than May 1, 2005. 

3. Within the funds provided for sequestra- 
tion research and development, the Depart- 
ment should consider oxygen fuel technology 
currently being tested by DOE’s Albany Re- 
search Center. 

4. Research efforts through the National 
Science Foundation industry-university co- 
operative research center for fuel cell re- 
search, SC, should be considered in the en- 
ergy conservation account. 

NAVAL PETROLEUM AND OIL SHALE RESERVES 


The conference agreement provides 
$18,000,000 for naval petroleum and oil shale 
reserves as proposed by both the House and 
the Senate. 

ELK HILLS SCHOOL LANDS FUND 


The conference agreement provides 
$36,000,000 to become available on October 1, 
2005, for the 7th payment to the Elk Hills 
School Lands Fund as proposed by both the 
House and the Senate. 

Bill Language.—Bill language is included 
referencing the settlement agreement of Oc- 
tober 11, 1996, between the State of Cali- 
fornia and the Department of Energy as pro- 
posed by the House. The Senate did not ref- 
erence the specific agreement. 

ENERGY CONSERVATION 


The conference agreement provides 
$649,092,000 for energy conservation instead 
of $656,071,000 as proposed by the House and 
$854,299,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
House bill did not include funding for the 
weatherization assistance program because 
funding and jurisdiction for that program 
were transferred to the Appropriations Sub- 
committee on Labor, Health and Human 
Services, Education and Related Agencies in 


November 19, 2004 


the House of Representatives. The changes 
described below are to the House гес- 
ommended funding level. 

Vehicle Technologies.—In simulation and 
validation, there is a decrease of $200,000. In 
advanced power electronics, there is a de- 
crease of $400,000. In the advanced combus- 
tion engine program, there is a decrease of 
$1,000,000 for combustion and emission con- 
trol, an increase of $2,300,000 for heavy truck 
engine research, and an increase of $2,000,000 
for turbocharger research in the waste heat 
recovery program. In materials technology, 
there is a decrease of $500,000 for the Vulcan 
Beam Line payment as part of the high tem- 
perature materials laboratory program. In 
fuel technology, there is a decrease of 
$1,000,000 for advanced petroleum based fuels 
and, in the non-petroleum fuels and lubes 
program, there is an increase of $2,400,000 for 
renewable and synthetic fuels and a decrease 
of $700,000 for heavy truck research. There is 
also a decrease of $1,000,000 in the environ- 
mental impacts program. 

Fuel Cell Technologies.—In distributed en- 
ergy systems, there is a decrease of $500,000. 
In stack component research and develop- 
ment, there is a decrease of $1,500,000 for cat- 
alyst-specific research and an increase of 
$7,000,000 for other stack component ге- 
search. 

Weatherization and Intergovernmental Assist- 
ance.—There is a decrease of $300,000 for 
State energy program grants. In gateway de- 
ployment, there are decreases of $1,000,000 for 
Rebuild America and $1,000,000 for building 
codes training and technical assistance, and 
an increase of $250,000 for the energy star 
program. 

Funding for the weatherization assistance 
program is addressed in a separate portion of 
this Act. 

Distributed Energy Resources.—In distrib- 
uted energy resources, there are decreases of 
$500,000 for microturbines, $200,000 for ad- 
vanced materials and sensors, and $800,000 
for thermally activated technology. In appli- 
cations integration, there is a decrease of 
$500,000 for fuel flexibility in distributed gen- 
eration systems, with the understanding 
that the balance of the funding will be used 
for combustion work, and an increase of 
$1,000,000 for the national accounts energy 
alliance. 

Building Technologies.—In residential build- 
ings integration, there is an increase of 
$1,000,000 for the Building America program 
and a decrease of $250,000 for residential 
building energy codes. In commercial build- 
ings integration, there is a decrease of 
$250,000 for commercial building energy 
codes. In emerging technologies, there is an 
increase of $1,500,000 for the solid state light- 
ing initiative and a decrease of $400,000 for 
Space conditioning and refrigeration, and, in 
the building envelope program, there is a de- 
crease of $400,000 for thermal insulation and 
building materials and an increase of $750,000 
for windows research. In equipment and 
analysis, there is an increase of $750,000 for 
appliance standards. There is also an in- 
crease of $500,000 for oil heat research. 

Industrial Technologies.—In industries of 
the future (specific), decreases include 
$1,700,000 for forest and paper products, 
$1,000,000 for steel, $1,000,000 for aluminum, 
$52,000 for metal casting, $700,000 for glass, 
$2,800,000 for chemicals, $700,000 for mining, 
and $27,000 for supporting industries. In in- 
dustries of the future (crosscutting) there is 
& decrease of $550,000 for industrial assess- 
ment centers. 

Biomass and Biorefinery Systems.—In bio- 
mass and biorefinery systems, there is a de- 
crease of $5,000,000 for gasification programs. 
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Federal Energy Management Program.— 
There is an increase of $500,000 for the Fed- 
eral Energy Management Program. 

Other.—There is a decrease of $1,000,000 for 
cooperative programs with States. The man- 
agers expect that management of the Re- 
build America program will be assumed by 
the State Technologies Advancement Col- 
laborative in fiscal year 2005 and anticipate 
that there will be synergies between these 
programs. 

Bill Language.—The conference agreement 
earmarks $44,798,000 for State energy con- 
servation grants instead of $45,098,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $43,798,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

The managers agree to the following: 

1. Within the funds provided for fuel cell 
technology, the Department should consider 
expanding the Porvair project. 

2. The managers are aware of positive test 
results, provided to the Department, on a 
non-precious metal, tungsten oxide, PEM 
fuel cell, cathode catalyst. These results are 
promising from the standpoints of perform- 
ance and non-degradation. The Department 
is strongly encouraged to fund further char- 
acterization and optimization of this cathode 
catalyst. 

8. In distributed energy resources, the 
funding provided for thermally activated 
technology is to complete the existing resi- 
dential generator absorber heat exchanger 
heat pump program. 

4. The Rebuild America program is to be 
managed by the State Technologies Ad- 
vancement Collaborative. The Department 
should move quickly to facilitate the trans- 
fer of administrative management for this 
program to STAC. The managers are pleased 
with STAC’s management of the cooperative 
programs with the States and believe that 
the Rebuild America program will benefit 
from STAC management. The Department 
should examine other programs for potential 
STAC involvement in fiscal year 2005. 

5. The new solicitation for off-highway re- 
search is not meant to eliminate funding for 
cooperative research and development agree- 
ments. The Department should consult with 
the House and Senate Committees on Appro- 
priations on the appropriate distribution of 
funds between the new solicitation and 
CRADAs. 

6. Within the funds provided for materials 
technology in the vehicle technologies pro- 
gram, research should be continued and ex- 
panded on thermoplastic composite mate- 
rials and manufacturing infrastructure. 

7. In the industrial materials for the future 
program, $1,000,000 should continue to be pro- 
vided to the Metals Processing Laboratory 
Users Facility. 

8. The managers understand that the De- 
partment will soon issue an Exceptional Cir- 
cumstances Determination with regard to 
solid state lighting core technology research, 
with the purpose of facilitating favorable ac- 
cess to the resulting intellectual property by 
members of the Next Generation Lighting 
Industry Alliance. This access is in exchange 
for the active work for the Alliance in using 
its experience and expertise to bring a manu- 
facturing and commercial focus to the solid 
state lighting project portfolio, as stipulated 
in the competitive solicitation by which the 
Alliance was selected. The managers support 
this arrangement and believe it will facili- 
tate the deployment of solid state lighting 
technologies and accelerate reductions in 
electrical energy consumption. 

9. The managers support the reprogram- 
ming of necessary funds to support program 
administration costs at the National Energy 
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Technology Laboratory. The Committees ap- 
proved a reprogramming for this purpose in 
2004 and realize that further internal 
reprogrammings will be necessary in 2005. 
The Committees expect the Department to 
realign its budget to reflect the appropriate 
levels of funding for this purpose in the 2005 
funding column of the fiscal year 2006 budget 
request. The Department should consult 
with the Committees prior to the budget 
submission. 
STRATEGIC PETROLEUM RESERVE 


The conference agreement provides 
$172,100,000 for the strategic petroleum re- 
serve as proposed by both the House and the 
Senate. 

NORTHEAST HOME HEATING OIL RESERVE 

The conference agreement provides 
$5,000,000 for the northeast home heating oil 
reserve as proposed by both the House and 
the Senate. 

ENERGY INFORMATION ADMINISTRATION 


The conference agreement provides 
$85,000,000 for the energy information admin- 
istration as proposed by the House instead of 
$84,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS, DEPARTMENT OF 
ENERGY 

The conference agreement retains the 
House bill language dealing with the use of 
receipts by the Department of Energy. 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES 


INDIAN HEALTH SERVICE 
INDIAN HEALTH SERVICES 


The conference agreement provides 
$2,633,072,000 for Indian health services in- 
stead of $2,628,322,000 as proposed by the 
House and $2,633,624,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. The changes described below are to 
the House recommended funding level. 

Hospital and Health Clinic Programs.—In 
hospital and clinic programs, there is a de- 
crease of $3,750,000 for the Indian health care 
improvement fund and an increase of $500,000 
for staffing at the King Cove, AK, clinic. 

Contract Health Care.—There is an increase 
of $8,000,000 for contract health care. 

Bill Language.—The conference agreement 
earmarks $487,085,000 for contract health 
care instead of $479,085,000 as proposed by the 
House and $491,085,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. The conference agreement modifies 
language, proposed by the Senate, ear- 
marking funds for alcohol control, enforce- 
ment, prevention, treatment, sobriety and 
wellness, and education programs in Alaska. 
The modification provides $15,000,000 for 
these programs instead of $16,000,000 and per- 
mits the use of 15 percent of funds for admin- 
istrative overhead instead of 10 percent. The 
House had no similar provision. The distribu- 
tion of funds proposed by the Senate is modi- 
fied to provide $8,000,000 to Alaska Native re- 
gional organizations, with $2,000,000 (rather 
than $3,000,000) to be divided among the re- 
maining organizations as specified in item 
(5) in the Senate report. Item (a) in the Sen- 
ate report is revised as follows: (a) $2,000,000 
Shall be provided as a direct lump sum pay- 
ment to the State of Alaska Department of 
Public Safety to distribute on a timely basis 
to Alaska Native non-profit corporations to 
operate the Village Public Safety Officer 
Program. 

The managers agree to the following: 

1. The Service should reprogram the in- 
creases provided for pay cost increases so 
that there is an equitable distribution across 
all Federal and tribal programs. 

2. The Recruitment of American Indians 
into Nursing program at the University of 
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North Dakota is funded at last year’s level, 
which includes the $95,000 provided in fiscal 
year 2003. 

3. The Service should provide a report on 
the use of funds to date for the special alco- 
hol and substance control, enforcement, pre- 
vention, treatment, sobriety and wellness, 
and education programs in Alaska. The re- 
port should be provided no later than 60 days 
after enactment of this Act. This progress 
report was due to the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations on January 
15, 2004, and the managers find the Service’s 
lack of response totally unacceptable. 

4. The Alaska Federal Health Care Access 
Network is funded at last year’s level. 

INDIAN HEALTH FACILITIES 


The conference agreement provides 
$394,048,000 for Indian health facilities in- 
stead of $405,048,000 as proposed by the House 
and $364,148,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The managers agree to the following dis- 
tribution of funds: 


Project Amount 
Barrow Hospital, AK ......... $3,000,000 
Clinton, OK clinic ..... * 19,300,000 
Eagle Butte, SD clinic ....... 5,000,000 
Fort Belknap, MT staff 

QUAT LOLS: нотаны дымы Ағы» 5,000,000 
Joint Ventures (using ex- 

isting list) ыы ашы 4,800,000 
Mobile dental units m 1,000,000 
New health clinic plannin 

and design ...................... 1,000,000 
Phoenix Indian Medical 

Center, AZ ...................... 4,000,000 
Red Mesa, AZ health cen- 

БӨ КККК ЛОТ 19,882,000 
Sisseton, SD health center 17,300,000 
Small ambulatory facili- 

Ino AT 5,000,000 
Wagner, SD staff quarters 2,538,000 
Zuni, NM staff quarters ..... 2,525,000 

Subtotal, iw wen 89,845,000 

Other: 

Maintenance and im- 

provement ................... 49,897,000 
Sanitation facilities . а 93,158,000 
Facilities апа environ- 

mental health support 148,567,000 
Equipment ...................... 17,581,000 

Раба анааан 394,048,000 


Bill Language.—The conference agreement 
includes language proposed by the Senate 
permitting the use of funds for the purchase 
of land for replacement of the health care fa- 
cility in Barrow, Alaska. The House had no 
similar provision. 

The conference agreement modifies lan- 
guage proposed by the House permitting the 
use of funds to purchase land for the north- 
ern and southern California youth regional 
treatment centers for alcohol and substance 
abuse. The modification specifies that such 
land should be purchased using prior year 
unobligated funds. The Senate had no simi- 
lar provision. 

Bill language, proposed by the Senate, au- 
thorizing the construction of a replacement 
health care facility in Nome, Alaska is not 
included but the managers note that this 
project should be considered in future budget 
requests. 

The managers agree to the following: 

1. The funds provided for the Barrow, AK 
hospital are for land acquisition and plan- 
ning. The total estimated cost of the facility 
is $125 million. 

2. The Service should finalize the site se- 
lections for the northern and southern Cali- 
fornia youth regional treatment centers for 
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alcohol and substance abuse and, after the 
sites are selected, include funds in the budg- 
et request for construction of these facili- 
ties. 

3. The funds included for the Eagle Butte, 
SD, clinic are for site preparation. 

4. The total estimated cost of the Fort 
Belknap, MT, staff quarters project is 
$8,300,000. The $5,000,000 provided for fiscal 
year 2005 should be used to construct staff 
quarters in Harlem, MT. Funding for staff 
quarters in Hayes, MT, should be included in 
the fiscal year 2006 budget request. 

5. Funds for the Phoenix Indian Medical 
Center, AZ, are for the design of a southwest 
clinic and a southeast clinic. 

6. The funds for new health clinic planning 
and design are to initiate design of the San 
Carlos, AZ, clinic and the Kayenta, AZ, clin- 
ic. The Service recently approved the pro- 
gram justification documents for these two 
facilities. 

7. The Service should move quickly to 
issue a new solicitation for small ambula- 
tory care facilities. There should be a 30-day 
tribal comment period prior to issuance of 
the final solicitation. 

8. The Service has informed the Commit- 
tees that the funds provided for the Sisseton, 
SD, clinic should be sufficient to complete 
this project. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS, INDIAN HEALTH 

SERVICE 

The conference agreement continues lan- 
guage, included in the fiscal year 2004 appro- 
priation, as proposed by the House, prohib- 
iting the imposition of certain staffing re- 
strictions on the Indian Health Service. 

The conference agreement modifies lan- 
guage proposed by the House, permitting the 
use of third party collections for the pur- 
chase of land for expansion of the IHS hos- 
pital in Tahlequah, OK subject to advance 
approval by the House and Senate Commit- 
tees on Appropriations. The modification re- 
tains the original text and adds language au- 
thorizing permanent service unit status for 
the Tulsa and Oklahoma City pilot health 
programs. 

OTHER RELATED AGENCIES 
OFFICE OF NAVAJO AND HOPI INDIAN 
RELOCATION 


SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement provides 
$5,000,000 for salaries and expenses of the Of- 
fice of Navajo and Hopi Indian Relocation as 
proposed by the Senate instead of $11,000,000 
as proposed by the House. The managers un- 
derstand that there are large carryover bal- 
ances in this program that can be used to 
continue the program in fiscal year 2005. 

INSTITUTE OF AMERICAN INDIAN AND ALASKA 

NATIVE CULTURE AND ARTS DEVELOPMENT 

PAYMENT TO THE INSTITUTE 


The conference agreement provides 
$6,000,000 for payment to the institute as pro- 
posed by both the House and the Senate. 

Bill Language.—The conference agreement 
retains Senate language that allows up to 
$1,000,000 of the funding to be used for the in- 
stitute’s learning center. 

SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement provides 
$495,925,000 for salaries and expenses of the 
Smithsonian Institution instead of 
$496,925,000 as proposed by the House and 
$490,125,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
change to the House level is the result of a 
reduction to the proposed increase of 
$1,000,000 for program support and major sci- 
entific instrumentation. 
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FACILITIES CAPITAL 


The conference agreement provides 
$127,900,000 for facilities capital instead of 
$122,900,000 as proposed by the House and 
$136,900,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
change to the House level is the result of an 
increase of $5,000,000 for revitalization work 
at the National Zoological Park. The man- 
agers understand that most, if not all, of 
these funds will be used for the Asia Trail ex- 
hibit. Language included in the House bill al- 
lowing for the transfer of funds from the 
former construction and repair, restoration 
and alteration of facilities accounts to the 
facilities capital account has been removed 
in the assumption that all such transfers 
have been made and the language is no 
longer necessary. 


ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS, SMITHSONIAN 
INSTITUTION 


The conference agreement continues the 
administrative provisions included in the 
House bill that place restrictions on the use 
of funds for (1) the design of new or expanded 
facilties; (2) Holt House; (3) the purchase of 
buildings; and (4) compliance with re- 
programming procedures. The House provi- 
sion regarding changes to the Smithsonian’s 
science programs has been amended by omit- 
ting reference to the Science Commission’s 
recommendations, which were approved by 
the Board of Regents, and including a re- 
quirement of advance approval from the 
House and Senate Committees on Appropria- 
tions in agreement with current reprogram- 
ming guidelines. 


NATIONAL GALLERY OF ART 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement provides 
$93,000,000 for salaries and expenses of the 
National Gallery of Art as proposed by the 
House instead of $92,119,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. 


REPAIR, RESTORATION AND RENOVATION OF 
BUILDINGS 


The conference agreement provides 
$11,100,000 for repair, restoration and renova- 
tion of buildings as proposed by the House 
instead of $11,000,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. 


JOHN Е. KENNEDY CENTER FOR THE 
PERFORMING ARTS 


OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE 


The conference agreement provides 
$17,152,000 for operations and maintenance of 
the Kennedy Center as proposed by both the 
House and the Senate. 

Based on recent recommendations from the 
General Accounting Office, the managers di- 
rect the Kennedy Center to annually update 
the comprehensive building plan as required 
by the John F. Kennedy Center Act Amend- 
ments of 1994 and include the prioritization 
of projects, individual project status, and de- 
tailed budget information for both planned 
and ongoing projects. The plan has not been 
updated since 2002. 

The requirement to develop and annually 
update a comprehensive building plan was 
intended to help improve management of the 
Kennedy Center’s capital projects, help re- 
duce the public costs of operating and main- 
taining the facility, and ensure account- 
ability for the cost and schedule of the 
projects. 

CONSTRUCTION 

The conference agreement provides 
$16,334,000 for construction as proposed by 
the Senate instead of $10,000,000 as proposed 
by the House. 
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WOODROW WILSON INTERNATIONAL CENTER FOR 
SCHOLARS 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
The conference agreement provides 
$8,987,000 for salaries and expenses of the 
Woodrow Wilson International Center for 
Scholars as proposed by both the House and 
the Senate. 
NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE ARTS 
AND THE HUMANITIES 
NATIONAL ENDOWMENT FOR THE ARTS 
GRANTS AND ADMINISTRATION 
The conference agreement provides 
$122,972,000 for grants and administration of 
the National Endowment for the Arts in- 
stead of 8130,972,000 as proposed by the House 
and $120,972,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
The agreement provides $2,000,000 for the new 
American Masterpieces initiative. 
NATIONAL ENDOWMENT FOR THE HUMANITIES 
GRANTS AND ADMINSITRATION 
The conference agreement provides 
$123,877,000 for grants and administration of 
the National Endowment for the Humanities, 
instead of $125,877,000 as proposed by the 
House and $119,386,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. The change to the House rec- 
ommended level is a decrease of $2,000,000 to 
the We the People initiative. When combined 
with amounts provided within the Matching 
Grants account that follows, the total rec- 
ommended funding level for the NEH for fis- 
cal year 2005 is $139,999,000, an increase of 
$4,689,000 above the current year enacted 
level. 
MATCHING GRANTS 
The conference agreement provides 
$16,122,000 for matching grants as proposed 
by the House instead of $15,924,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 
COMMISSION OF FINE ARTS 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
The conference agreement provides 
$1,793,000 for salaries and expenses of the 
Commission of Fine Arts as proposed by the 
House and the Senate. 
NATIONAL CAPITAL ARTS AND CULTURAL 
AFFAIRS 
The conference agreement provides 
$7,000,000 for national capital arts and cul- 
tural affairs as proposed by the House in- 
Stead of $6,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC 
PRESERVATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
The conference agreement provides 
$4,600,000 for salaries and expenses of the Ad- 
visory Council on Historic Preservation as 
proposed by both the House and the Senate. 
NATIONAL CAPITAL PLANNING COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
The conference agreement provides 
$8,000,000 for salaries and expenses of the Na- 
tional Capital Planning Commission as pro- 
posed by the Senate instead of $7,999,000 as 
proposed by the House. 
UNITED STATES HOLOCAUST MEMORIAL 


MUSEUM 
HOLOCAUST MEMORIAL MUSEUM 
The conference agreement provides 


$41,433,000 for the Holocaust Memorial Mu- 
seum as proposed by the House and the Sen- 
ate. 
PRESIDIO TRUST 
PRESIDIO TRUST FUND 

The conference agreement provides 
$20,000,000 for the Presidio Trust Fund as pro- 
posed by both the House and the Senate. 
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TITLE III—GENERAL PROVISIONS 


The conference agreement retains iden- 
tical provisions in sections 301-309 of both 
the House and Senate bills. 

Sec. 310. The conference agreement retains 
the language proposed in section 310 of the 
Senate bill providing one-year authority, as 
in past years, for the collection and use of 
private funds by the National Endowment 
for the Arts and the National Endowment for 
the Humanities. The House had a similar 
provision in section 310 of the House bill but 
it extended through 2009. 

Sec. 311. The conference agreement retains 
the one-year authority, similar to previous 
years, proposed in section 311 of the Senate 
bill directing the National Endowment for 
the Arts on funding distribution. The House 
had a similar provision in section 311 of the 
House bill but it extended through 2009. 

The conference agreement retains iden- 
tical provisions in sections 312-316 of both 
the House and Senate bills. 

Sec. 317. The conference agreement con- 
tinues the provision in section 317 of the 
Senate bill addressing timber sales involving 
Alaska western red cedar for one year as was 
done previously. The House had no similar 
provision. 

Sec. 318. The conference agreement modi- 
fies language proposed in section 317 of the 
House bill and in section 332 of the Senate 
bill concerning the Forest Service reforest- 
ation fund. The conference agreement does 
not contain bill language stating that the 
four purposes of the reforestation fund are of 
equal priority but the Forest Service should 
not give overall priority to one particular 
purpose over the others. The managers note 
that the Knutson-Vandenberg Act was 
amended in 1976 to allow the use of timber 
purchaser funds for: (1) planting trees, (2) 
sowing with tree seeds, (8) cutting or remov- 
ing undesirable trees or other growth to im- 
prove future timber growth, and (4) pro- 
tecting and improving the future produc- 
tivity of the renewable resources of the for- 
est land, including sale area improvement 
operations maintenance and construction, 
reforestation, and wildlife habitat manage- 
ment. The managers stress that, in selecting 
activities to be funded using the KV fund, 
the Secretary shall give, to the maximum 
extent practicable, equal importance to all 
four of these purposes. The Forest Service 
should not withhold funding for one or an- 
other of these purposes, but rather, decisions 
should be made forest by forest and project 
by project as to what are the most important 
conservation efforts. 

Sec. 319. The conference agreement retains 
a provision in section 318 of the House bill 
continuing a provision prohibiting the For- 
est Service from using projects under the 
recreation fee demonstration program to 
supplant existing concessions. The Senate 
had an identical provision in section 318 of 
the Senate bill. 

Sec. 320. The conference agreement retains 
the language proposed in section 319 of the 
Senate bill, as was in previous Acts, regard- 
ing the Forest Service land management 
planning revision requirements. The House 
had a similar provision in section 319 of the 
House bill. 

Sec. 321. The conference agreement retains 
a provision in section 320 of the House bill 
continuing a provision limiting preleasing, 
leasing, and related activities within the 
boundaries of national monuments. The Sen- 
ate had an identical provision in section 320 
of the Senate bill. 

Sec. 322. The conference agreement retains 
the language proposed in section 321 of the 
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Senate bill extending the Forest Service 
Conveyances Pilot Program for two more 
years. The House had a similar provision in 
section 321 of the House bill. The managers 
are pleased with the operation of this pro- 
gram by the Forest Service and request that 
its management continue as in the past. 

Sec. 323. The conference agreement re- 
places a provision in sections 322 of both the 
House and Senate bills. The new provision 
makes a technical correction to the Harriet 
Tubman Special Resource Study Act. 

Sec. 324. The conference agreement retains 
a provision in section 323 of the House bill 
continuing a provision providing the Sec- 
retary of the Interior and the Secretary of 
Agriculture the authority to enter into re- 
ciprocal agreements with foreign nations 
concerning the personal liability of fire- 
fighters. The Senate had an identical provi- 
sion in section 323 of the Senate bill. 

Sec. 325. The conference agreement retains 
a provision in section 324 of the House bill al- 
lowing the Eagle Butte Service Unit of the 
Indian Health Service to utilize health care 
funding in a more efficient manner. The Sen- 
ate had an identical provision in section 324 
of the Senate bill. 

Sec. 326. The conference agreement retains 
a provision in section 325 of the House bill 
continuing a provision prohibiting the trans- 
fer of funds to other agencies other than as 
provided in this Act. The Senate had an iden- 
tical provision in section 325 of the Senate 
bill. 

Sec. 327. The conference agreement retains 
a provision in section 326 of the House bill 
carried in previous years limiting funds for 
oil or gas leasing or permitting on the Fin- 
ger Lakes National Forest, NY. The Senate 
had no similar provision. 

Sec. 328. The conference agreement retains 
the language proposed in section 326 of the 
Senate bill allowing the Secretary of Agri- 
culture and the Secretary of the Interior to 
consider local contractors when awarding 
contracts for certain activities on public 
lands. The House had a similar provision in 
section 328 of the House bill. 

Sec. 329. The conference agreement retains 
a provision in section 329 of the House bill 
continuing a provision which limits the use 
of funds for filing declarations of taking or 
condemnations. This provision does not 
apply to the Everglades National Park Pro- 
tection and Environmental Act. The Senate 
had an identical provision in section 327 of 
the Senate bill. 

Sec. 330. The conference agreement modi- 
fies a provision in section 328 of the Senate 
bill concerning judicial review of timber 
sales in Region 10 of the Forest Service; this 
authority is provided for one year. The 
House had no similar provision. 

Sec. 331. The conference agreement retains 
a provision in section 330 of the House bill 
restricting the Forest Service use of the 
Recreation Fee Demonstration program to 
certain developed sites. The Senate had no 
similar provision. 

бес. 382. The conference agreement modi- 
fies the language proposed in section 331 of 
the House bill providing guidance on com- 
petitive sourcing activities and clarifying 
annual reporting requirements to specify the 
reporting of the full costs associated with 
sourcing studies and related activities. The 
Senate had a similar provision in section 329 
of the Senate bill. 

Sec. 333. The conference agreement retains 
a provision in section 332 of the House bill 
requiring overhead charges, deductions, re- 
Serves or holdbacks to be presented in an- 
nual budget justifications, with changes pre- 
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sented to the Appropriations Committees for 
approval. The Senate had an identical provi- 
sion in section 330 of the Senate bill. 

Sec. 384. The conference agreement modi- 
fies a provision in section 331 of the Senate 
bill prohibiting the transfer of funds for 
SAFECOM and Disaster Management 
projects. The House had a more restrictive 
provision in section 333 of the House bill. 

Sec. 335. The conference agreement retains 
a provision in section 334 of the House bill, 
with a minor technical modification, author- 
izing the conveyance of land within the San 
Bernardino National Forest, CA. The Senate 
had no similar provision. 

Sec. 336. The conference agreement retains 
a provision in section 335 of the House bill 
encouraging cooperative hazardous fuels 
projects with the State of Colorado and the 
Forest Service, and extending this authority 
to the Bureau of Land Management. The 
Senate had no similar provision. 

Sec. 337. The conference agreement retains 
a provision in section 333 of the Senate bill 
allowing the State of Utah, through con- 
tracts or cooperative agreements with the 
Forest Service, to perform certain activities 
on Forest Service lands. The House had no 
similar provision. 

Sec. 338. The conference agreement modi- 
fies à provision in section 335 of the Senate 
bill requiring that contact centers associated 
with the national recreation reservation 
Service be located within the United States. 
The House had no similar provision. 

Sec. 339. The conference agreement modi- 
fies à provision in section 339 of the Senate 
bill allowing categorical exclusions for cer- 
tain Forest Service grazing allotments. The 
House had no similar provision. 

Sec. 340. The conference agreement retains 
a provision in section 340 of the Senate bill 
amending Public Law 90-542 regarding cer- 
tain hunting camps on the Salmon River. 
The House had no similar provision. The 
managers note that this provision estab- 
lishes use and occupancy as of June 6, 2008, 
for three special use permits. The purpose of 
this language is to clarify the legislative in- 
tent of the Central Idaho Wilderness Act and 
the inclusion of the three hunting camps as 
an existing use. The managers understand 
that all future modifications to these camps 
will be such that the camps retain their 
basic characteristics and the modifications 
do not substantially alter the existing scope 
of use. 

Sec. 341. The conference agreement retains 
a provision in section 341 of the Senate bill 
allowing the Eastern Nevada Landscape Coa- 
lition to enter into agreements with the De- 
partment of the Interior and the Department 
of Agriculture. The House had no similar 
provision. 

Sec. 342. 'The conference agreement retains 
a provision in section 342 of the Senate bill 
conveying certain lands in the Tongass Na- 
tional Forest to the Community of Elfin 
Cove, Alaska. The House had no similar pro- 
vision. 

Sec. 343. The conference agreement modi- 
fies a provision in section 343 of the Senate 
bill providing a three-year (versus a perma- 
nent) extension of a prohibition on Alaska 
Native villages assuming administration of 
health services contracts, and clarifying that 
Eastern Aleutian Tribes, Inc. be considered 
an Alaska Native regional health entity for 
purposes of disbursement of funds. The 
House had no similar provision. 

Sec. 344. The conference agreement modi- 
fies a provision in section 344 of the Senate 
bill providing for the use of previously appro- 
priated funds for the acquisition of lands for 
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the construction of the Seward, Alaska 
Interagency Center. 

Sec. 345. The conference agreement in- 

cludes a new provision to extend the Forest 
Service rights-of-way cost recovery author- 
ity originally provided in fiscal year 2000. 
Sec. 346. The conference agreement in- 
cludes a new provision to provide for the 
conveyance of the Sandpoint Federal Build- 
ing and associated land in Sandpoint, Idaho. 
Sec. 347. The conference agreement in- 
cludes a new provision authorizing the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture to carry out a national 
forest land exchange in the State of Florida. 
Sec. 348. The conference agreement in- 
cludes a new provision designating the Grey 
Towers National Historic Site in the Com- 
monwealth of Pennsylvania. 
Sec. 349. The conference agreement in- 
cludes a new provision to adjust the bound- 
aries of the Helena, Lolo, and Beaverhead- 
Deerlodge National Forests in the State of 
Montana. 

Sec. 350. The conference agreement in- 
cludes a new provision for a $5,000,000 grant 
to Kendall County, Illinois. 

The conference agreement does not include 
a provision proposed in section 327 of the 
House bill limiting the use of funds for the 
planning, design, or construction of improve- 
ments to Pennsylvania Avenue in front of 
the White House. 

The conference agreement does not include 
a provision proposed in section 334 of the 
Senate bill exempting certain local residents 
from paying fees under the Recreation Fee 
Demonstration program on the White Moun- 
tain National Forest. 

The conference agreement does not include 
a provision proposed in section 336 of the 
Senate bill amending the Alaska National 
Interest Lands Conservation Act to allow for 
fishery management and enhancement 
projects in additional wilderness areas in 
Alaska. 

The conference agreement does not include 
a provision proposed in section 337 of the 
Senate bill allowing Alaska residents with 
subsistence rights who are aged, infirm, or 
disabled to designate another individual to 
engage in subsistence activities for them and 
to reimburse such designated person. 

The conference agreement does not include 
a provision on Missouri River water levels 
proposed by the Senate in section 338 of the 
Senate bill. 

TITLE IV—SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIA- 

TIONS FOR URGENT WILDLAND FIRE 

SUPPRESSION ACTIVITIES 


The conference agreement includes supple- 
mental appropriations for the Department of 
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the Interior and the Forest Service that pro- 
vide an additional $500,000,000 in wildland fire 
suppression funds. This includes $100,000,000 
for the Department of the Interior and 
$400,000,000 for the Department of Agri- 
culture. 

The conference agreement does not include 
the provisions included in Title IV, Chapter 
1 of the House bill that provided supple- 
mental appropriations for the Department of 
the Interior and the Forest Service in fiscal 
year 2004. These funds were included in the 
fiscal year 2005 Department of Defense appro- 
priation passed earlier this year (P. L. 108- 
287, Title X, Chapter 3). 

The purpose of this account is to provide 
funds so firefighting can continue during a 
severe fire season without the need to bor- 
row from other land management accounts 
to pay for wildfire suppression. The con- 
ference agreement still contains authority 
for each Secretary, as appropriate, to utilize 
funds from other accounts under their juris- 
diction, if all firefighting funds are ex- 
hausted. 

The conference agreement retains lan- 
guage from the Senate bill providing that 
these funds will become available only if the 
funds provided in Titles I and II of this Act 
will be exhausted imminently and the House 
and Senate Committees on Appropriations 
and the Budget are notified. The managers 
understand that the urgent wildland fire sup- 
pression funding is only available because 
the conference agreement provides the full 
10-year average cost of fire suppression in Ti- 
tles I and II. 

The conference agreement modifies lan- 
guage contained in the House bill that allows 
funds in this title to be transferred to other 
Interior and Forest Service accounts, as ap- 
propriate, to repay amounts that have been 
borrowed during wildland fire suppression 
crises. 

The managers are very concerned about 
the high cost of fire suppression and have in- 
cluded a number of cost containment meas- 
ures in this Act. The conference agreement 
modifies language included in the House bill 
that directs the Secretary of the Interior and 
the Secretary of Agriculture to submit a re- 
port that outlines the specific cost contain- 
ment measures that are being implemented 
to contain wildland fire suppression costs. 
The managers expect to receive a single, 
joint report from both Secretaries. 

The conference agreement allows unused 
funds from each Department’s fiscal year 
2004 wildland fire management appropriation 
to be used in subsequent years for future ur- 
gent wildfire suppression activities. 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 
WILDLAND FIRE MANAGEMENT 


The conference agreement provides an ad- 
ditional amount of $100,000,000 for Wildland 
Fire Management, for urgent wildfire sup- 
pression activities as described above. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
FOREST SERVICE 
WILDLAND FIRE MANAGEMENT 


The conference agreement includes an ad- 
ditional amount of $400,000,000 for Wildland 
Fire Management, for urgent wildfire sup- 
pression activities as described above. 

The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage contained in the Senate bill that es- 
tablishes an independent cost-control review 
panel for individual wildfire incidents ex- 
ceeding $10,000,000 in suppression costs. The 
conference agreement modifies language 
contained in the Senate bill that directed 
the transfer of funds from unobligated bal- 
ances in the wildland fire management ac- 
count to the U.S. Treasury if the inde- 
pendent cost-control review panel finds that 
appropriate actions were not taken to con- 
trol suppression costs. 


TITLE IV—GENERAL PROVISIONS 


The conference agreement does not include 
a provision proposed in section 401 of the 
House bill prohibiting the use of recreational 
fee funds for biological monitoring of species 
listed under the Endangered Species Act. 
The Department of the Interior has assured 
the managers that this practice will not be 
pursued. 

The conference agreement does not include 
a provision proposed in section 402 of the 
House bill prohibiting the use of funds for 
the planning, design, study, or construction 
of forest development roads in the Tongass 
National Forest for the purpose of private 
harvest. 

The conference agreement does not include 
a provision proposed in section 403 of the 
House bill directing the Department of the 
Interior to submit a report on public access 
to the Statue of Liberty. 


TITLE V—ACROSS-THE-BOARD 
RESCISSIONS 


Sec. 501. The conference agreement in- 
cludes an across the board reduction of 0.594 
percent. This reduction should be applied to 
each program, project, and activity, except 
for Miscellaneous Payments to Indians, 
which has a different application of the re- 
scission as specified in the statutory lan- 
guage. 


November 19, 2004 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 24743 


DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR AND RELATED AGENCIES 
(Amounts in thousands) 


FY 2004 FY 2005 Conference 
Enacted Request Conference vs. Enacted 
TITLE I . DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND HANAGEHMENT 
Management of Lands and Resources 
Land Resources 

Soil, water and air management... 36,038 34,238 35,238 -800 
Range management........ FEE ы 72,459 58.204 70,204 -2.255 
Forestry management... хы ы Mos 8,093 9,028 9,025 +932 
Riparian management... ... .................. а 22,015 21.840 21.840 -475 
Cultural resources management.... ER 15,479 18,142 15,142 -337 
Wild horse and burro мападелеті..................... 28,051 38,612 39,612 +10, 567 
Subtotal, Land Кезоигсев....................... 183,135 187,761 190,761 *7,626 

Wildlife and Fisheries 
Wildlife management... aaua E PE 22,387 25,428 25,428 *3.041 
Fisheries management... .......... ЖУЛИ ҮРҮ СЫ, 17.711 12,456 12,056 +345 
Subtotal, Wildlife and Ғізһегівв................ 34,098 37,884 37,484 *3,386 
Threatened and endangered species......... x EARS d 21,840 21,452 21,482 +88 


Recreation Management 
Wilderness таладетеп  .............................. 
Recreation resources management 


Subtotal, Recreation Жападетеп ................. 62,276 59,886 $1,486 -790 
Energy and Minerals 
Dil and gas... cen Aa а So eae ane IW 88,195 85,625 88,625 4430 
Coal “managements. о аура DRE Re 5,390 8,944 9,444 +54 
Other mineral геваиғсев............................. 10,294 8,854 10,504 -190 
Subtotal, Energy and Ніпега18................. В 107,879 104,423 108,173 *294 
Alaska minerals... пала пара 45.04 аара панел атаға Bt 2,453 2,232 4,060 *1,547 


Realty and Ownership Management 
Alaska conveyance......... 
Cadastral зигмеу,............. 
Land and realty management 


Subtotal, Realty and Ownership Management....... 93,246 82,399 93,949 +703 
Resource Protection and Maintenance 
Resource management рТаппіпд........................ 48,510 50,056 49,556 *1,046 
Resource protection and law enforcement, uu 16,283 15,042 17.042 +759 
Hazardous materials management................ 16,497 16.080 16,080 „417 
Subtotal, Resource Protection and Maintenance... 81,290 81,178 82,678 *1,388 
Transportation and Facilities Haintenance 
Operations... 0.0.0... Vu agas Step d а ее 8.311 5.151 6,151 -180 
Annual таїп{епапсе.......................... 31.846 31,045 31.048 -801 
Deferred таіпфелапсе,......................... puis 12.348 11,036 41,772 429,423 
Infrastructure ізргоуешепі.......................... 31,027 28,236 КЕЗИ «31,027 
Subtotal, TransportationiFacilities Maintenance. 81,533 76, 468 78,968 :2,565 
Land and resources information 5уө%ет5................ 18,757 18.317 18,317 +440 
Mining Law Administration 
Lo opaca pp" 32,488 32,696 32,696 +211 
Offsattiung теве nd end УА злу нажис е QOIS КЁ -32,485 -32,698 -32,696 -211 
Subtotal, Mining Law Administration............. ee zz ee 
Workforce and Organizational Support 
Information systems operations.. 18,531 19,928 19,928 +1.397 
Administrative support.......... 49,203 50,878 50,878 +1,675 
Bureauwide fixed сов%6......,................. gud 69,331 73.656 73,385 +4034 
Subtotal, Workforce and Organizational Support.. 137,065 144,462 144,171 +7, 108 
Challenge cost ӛһаге.................................. 18.176 21.000 7,500 -8.676 


Total, Management of Lands and Resources........ 839,848 837,462 848,939 *9,091 
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DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR AND RELATED AGENCIES 
{Amounts in thousands) 


FY 2004 FY 2005 Conference 
Enacted Request | Conference vs. Enacted 
Wildland Fire Management 
Preparedness. а се „з. Кана RELATA e E DER 274,303 283,018 262,644 11,659 
Fire suppression орвга4іопе........................... 192.903 221.523 221.523 *28,620 
Borrowing repayment (emergency appropriations)...... 98,416 ... vas -98,416 
Supplemental appropriations (P.L. 108-287).......... 100.000 ... M -190,000 
Subtotal, Fire suppression operations........... | 391,319 221,523 221,523 +769, 796 
Other operations 

Hazardous fuels reduction 183,896 209,282 204,282 *20,386 
Burned area rehabilitation 9 24,198 24,276 24,278 *78 
State and local fire assistance... .... .... TET 9.877 5,000 10.000 +123 
Куре Ласкера па аон sie eet vas eso op кер M E 12.374 412,374 
Joint fire өсіелсе................ DET e --- 8,000 8,000 
Subtotal, Other орвгабіспв................. 217.971 238,558 258,932 +40.961 
Total. Wildland Fire Management. .. 2... ....... 883,593 743,099 743,099 -140 494 


Central Hazardous Materials Fund 
Bureau of Land Жападетепе............................. 9,856 9,855 8,855 -1 
Canstruction 
Сапа СО пао ысы Boedo T UR pb pra Vea Жа 13,804 8,476 11,500 -2,304 
Land Acquisition 

Land Acquisition 

Acquisitions oc rene Yee a Per dre NP OD 

Emergencies and hardships,.... 


Acquisition management............. 
Land exchange equalization payment 


Total, Land Acquisition. ........................ 


Oregon and California Grant Lands 


Western Oregon resources management..............-.-.- 86,376 97,058 90.058 *3,582 
Western Oregon information and resource data systems.. 2,178 2,181 2.181 +6 
Western Oregon transportation & facilities maintenance 10,777 10,782 10.782 «5 
Western Oregon construction and acquisition.......... 295 +2 
Jobs in the woods..... ЖОЖКО Guat ey AC dde D AAA us 8,741 %5 


Total, Oregon and California Grant Lands........ 109,057 


Range Improvements 
Improvements to public lands. .......... SEES cur undas 7,873 7.873 7,873 zm 


Farm Tenant Act lands. 
Administrative expenses 


Total. Range ІпргоуетепЕ5....................... 10,000 10,000 


Service Charges, Deposits, and Forfeituras 


Rights-of-way processing........... боды Sabet se oie КУГ 8.500 14,500 14,500 «5,000 
Adopt-a-horse рғодгат.................. A topes teat n adde 1.225 1.225 1.225 I 
Repair of damaged lands... .......... Anse 5,000 5.900 5.000 БЕ 
Cost recoverable realty савев.......... Эт 515 515 515 EE 
Timber purchaser expenses $0 50 $0 TU 
Copy Тев5................ 3,200 3,200 3,200 - 

Subtotal (gross м сле eee es 49,490 24,490 24,490 *5,000 
UÜffsetting fees... ono hea а са trae ee * “18,490 24,490 424,480 


Total, Service Charges, Deposits & Forfeitures.. 


Miscellaneous Trust Funds 


Current appropriations....... 


TOTAL, BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT -137,028 
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DEPARTMENT ОҒ INTERIOR AND RELATED AGENCIES 
{Amounts in thousands) 


FY 2004 FY 2005 Conference 
Enacted Request Conference vs. Enacted 
UNITED STATES FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
Resource Management 
Ecological Services 
Endangered species 
Candidate солзегуаїлоп........................ Ее 9.808 8.610 8.520 :288 
Listing............. зала eet ЛӘ аа арыда TT 12,135 17,226 15,500 +3,365 
Consultation. о и ЫЛ ар Res pm 47,146 45,450 46,450 -896 
RECOVER Ys оразам лара те ан ph eee 67,907 58,154 69,154 +1, 247 
Subtotal, Endangered 5ресіев.................. 138,996 129,440 140,624 +3628 
Habitat солзегуабіоп................................ 87.322 95.843 94,780 +7 458 
Environmental соптатіпап%6.......................... 10,672 10,740 19,740 +68 
Subtotal, Ecological 5егуісез................... 234,990 237.023 246.144 %11,154 


Refuges and Wildlife 
Refuge operations and таіпїепапсе................... 391,483 387,657 390,427 1.066 
Migratory bird management................- 

Law enforcement operations 


Subtotal, Refuges and М118117е.,.2............... 477,285 475,670 479,355 +2.070 
Fisheries 
Hatchery operations and таіпіепалсе................. 57,992 57,004 59,504 41,812 
Fish and wildlife папәдетегі.................. patei 56.330 46,794 56,684 +354 
Operational shortfalt onc. cuart bioen eee tt HE 885 +885 
Subtotal, Ғізһегіев............................. 114,322 103,798 117,073 “2,751 


General Administration 
Science excellence іпійізііуе....................... tee 2,006 E -- 
17,062 18,128 18,128 +1, 066 


Central office administration... 

Regional office administration........0...-........ s 23,494 23,164 23,184 +330 
Servicewide administrative support 58,998 58,942 58,942 ж1,944 
National Fish and Wildlife Foundation............... 7,875 7,670 7.870 +295 
National Conservation Training Center........... oh 16,285 15,968 17,105 +820 


International affairs. 
Caddo Lake Ramsar Centar 


Subtotal, General Administration................ 129,886 134, 496 134,633 *4,747 


Total. Resource Management 
Construction 


Construction and rehahilitation 


Line item construction... else lese rns 11.093 42.382 -6,24$ 
Nationwide engineering services 11,018 11,018 163 
Total, Constructions лије де rc epe Рина 22,111 $3,400 -6,408 


Land Acquisition 


Fish and Wildlife Service 
Acquisitions - Federal refuge lands.... 
inholdirngs.- ede eC alk 
Emergencies and hardships.. 
Exchanges... ud s ao bec M 
Acquisition management... .... llle sess 
Cost allocation тегпоЧйоїбду..................... 


28,700 29,176 22,911 „6,788 


Total, Land Acquisition... .. 2... 
Landowner Incentive Program 
Grants to States..... tear qoa ue s Muf ысы тасар RUP eo 29,630 50,000 22,000 7.630 
Private Stewardship Grants Program 
Stewardship дгапЕ5................................. 7.408 10.000 7,090 .408 
Cooperative Endangered Species Conservation Fund 


Grants to-Ststes. cs tac leaden ee 28 Euge а талда 29,659 37,415 29,659 ЕЕ 
HCP land acquisition... eis раена Pa 49,384 $0,000 49,384 wee 
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DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR AND RELATED AGENCIES 
(Amounts in thousands) 


FY 2004 FY 2005 Conference 
Enacted Request Conference vs. Enacted 


Катја га Оли сања e pe Ia Res hike bee ROSE SU 


Total, Cooperative Endangered Species Fund 


National Wildlife Refuge Fund 
Payments in lieu of Жахев............................. 14,237 14,414 14,414 *177 
North American Wetlands Conservation Fund 


Wetlands солвегуайіол................................. 
Ката ја галоп ла ао masks eek ee any agg Ceci YD dea 


Total, Morth American Wetlands Conservation Fund 


Neotropical Migratory Bird Conservation Fund 
Migratory bird дғап45................................. 3.951 Ue 4,000 +49 
Hultinational Species Conservation Fund 


African elephant сопзегхабіол......................... 1,383 1,350 1,400 +17 
Rhinoceros and tiger сопвегуайіоп..................... 1,383 1,450 1,500 +117 


Asian elephant сопбегуабісп........................... 1,383 1,350 1.400 +17 
Great ape conservation......... “Жз 1.383 1.350 1,400 +17 
Narine Жан: ласа улан ла ыу Ae Bek Gace rants тез ... 100 +100 


State and Tribal Wildlife Grants 


State and tribal wildlife дгап45...................... 69,138 80.000 70,000 *862 


TOTAL, U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE........... 1,308,405 1,326,083 1,310,941 *2,536 


NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 
Operation of the National Park System 


Park Management 


Resource stewardship 335,306 343,467 342,967 +7661 
Visitor services 319,763 330,256 326,856 *7,093 
Maintenance... ..... 559,211 586,093 573, 178 +43, 967 
Рагкс«иррег гомо де аз ai a eee e S ES E 282,329 300,570 285,948 *3.617 
Additional park base increase... .. ile s sse жүні ... 82,654 ж52,654 
Subtotal, Park Мападелепі....................... 1,496,609 1,560,386 1,581,601 +84 992 
External administrative сов&®........................ 112,951 125,681 125,681 %12,730 


+97,722 


Total, Operation of the National Park System.... 
United States Park Police 
Park Police. ses ыу pies dere алла eR ла ewe К ЮЕ dry 


National Recreation and Preservation 


Recreation ргодгате................... 548 551 551 +3 
Natural рғодгатз............................ ея the 10,875 10,966 11,018 +143 
Cultural ргодганс................................ ace 19,690 19,814 20,214 +524 
International park affairs.........< 1,605 4,616 4,616 +11 
Environmental and compliance review. ыз 396 397 397 +1 
Grant айтіпізігасіоі................. y euis 1,576 1,892 1,892 +316 
Heritage Partnership Programs 
Commissions and grants. .... 00 ccc eee nn 14,152 2,378 14,163 +11 
Newly authorized ағғав.............................. x M 500 +600 
Administrative бәррог%.............................. 122 122 122 Me 
Subtotal, Heritage Partnership Programs......... 14,274 2.500 14,785 +511 
Statutory or Contractual Aid 
Alaska National Рагкв............................... --- --- 750 +750 
Benjamin Franklin Tercentenary Commission. ..... sibs 198 -=> 250 +52 
Black Jack Battlefield trust one -- 89 +89 


Blue Ridge Parkway (Folk Art Септег)................ 741 ... vee -741 
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DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR AND RELATED AGENCIES 
(Amounts in thousands) 


Brown Foundation... ... lilii ll eee 
Chesapeake Bay батенғау...................... 
Dayton Aviation Heritage Commission... bs 
Flight 93 Hemorial (Sommerset)............. i 
French and Indian War (РА).......................... 
George Washington Memorial Bridge (Gravely Point)... 
Ft. Mandan, Ft. Lincoln, & Northern Plains 
Foundation........... 
Harry 5. Truman Statue, 
Ісе Age National Scientific Reserve... 
Jamestown 2007........................ 
Johnstown Area Heritage Association... 
Keweenaw NHP (Hain 5ігеві)............. 
Lake Roosevelt Forum..... 
Бәжрееу“КІУебысы ысы Рак карады Y 
Lower Eastside Tenement Миввшт...................... 
Mandan Interpetive Center and Lodge project......... 


Martin Luther King. Jr. Center......... PEA gees E 
Kississippi Museum of Natural ӛсіепсе............... 
Ht. Ranier National Park (вішіу)............. 
Natchez NHP (Forks of the Road)............ 
Native Hawaiian culture and arts program... 
New Orleans Jazz Commission 
Oklahoma City Memoria), ... 
Office of Arctic бїийлзөз................... 
Roosevelt Campobello International Park Commission.. 
Sewall-Belmont House... ................. 


Total, National Recreation and Preservation... 
Urban Park and Recreation Fund 
Urban park дгай45..................................... 
Historic Preservation Fund 


State historic preservation offices 
Tribal grants. ........................ 
Save America's Treasures. .... 
Preserve Атегіса........... 
National trust (endowment)... 
Аы СҰРАТА hn ed rem cL IPS p aO cus teca PE 


Construction 


Emergency and unscheduled 

Housdüg.. ые, ТКТ 

Equipment replacement........... 

Planning, construction.......... 

General management р1ап5....,.................. 

Line item construction and maintenance 

Construction program тападетепі............... 

Dam saiety.i. sss reuera Ae xA ES 
Total, Construction... 


Land and Water Conservation Fund 
(Rescission of contract authority)... sees 
Land Acquisition and State Assistance 


Assistance to States 
State conservation дгап4з........................ : 
Administrative ехрепвв5............................. 
Total. Assistance to States,..-........-....-.-- 

National Fark Service 
Асои Тайе а ари lac ҰЛ dae ane ed ot 


Emergencies and hardships 
Acquisition management..... 


ms 10,000 one 


5,432 4,000 4,000 
7.901 8.000 8.000 
35,023 39,100 38,344 
24,179 21,220 21,220 
13.284 13,313 13,313 
214,295 214,183 192,421 
27,128 237,364 27,384 
2,687 2,700 


329,880 307.3 


30,000 .30,000 -30,000 
91,380 91,360 81,000 
2,469 2,468 1,500 
93,829 93,829 92.500 
27.445 65,784 40,400 

1,975 4,000 2.500 
10,370 10,511 10,811 


FY 2004 FY 2005 Conference 
Enacted Request Conference vs. Enacted 
198 ... 250 +52 
2,469 iz 2,500 +31 
85 T КЕ -85 

294 tee 250 -44 
494 ..- D -494 
M - 100 *100 

-> -- 625 +625 

50 -> Pp -50 

796 .-. 796 +++ 
197 сы 400 +203 

49 gums 48 Ses 

noe -. 800 +800 

50 sige pu -50 

988 E 900 -88 
az --- 250 #250 
494 +++ --. -494 
522 tee E -522 
e zy 750 +750 

E Me 700 *700 
M --- 150 +150 
734 ТА 750 +18 
86 - 2 -66 
1.581 vee nae -1,581 
1.481 ЖЛ > 1,481 
837 esi жа +837 
ЕЕ E 400 +400 
суч 491 ... 600 +109 
12,812 -- 11.359 -1,453 
51.776 57.736 61,832 +56 
301 Dm кта -301 
SERRE OLAS deae 34,568 34,579 36,000 +1,437 
2,363 2,963 3,250 +287 
32,594 30,000 30,000 2,584 


*12.955 
+525 
+141 
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DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR AND RELATED AGENCIES 
{Amounts in thousands} 


November 19, 2004 


Conference 
vs. Enacted 


FY 2004 Fy 2008 
Enacted Request Conference 
Inholdings..... ТТС BAe ie де а ыма vs Pace: 1.975 4,000 2,500 
Total, National Park бегуісе.............. eee 41,765 84,295 55,811 


Total. Land Acquisition and State Assistance... 


TOTAL, NATIONAL PARK БЕРУІСЕ.................... 2,258,581 2,360,544 
Appropriations... с... ес. enn (2,288,581) (2,390,544) 
ResCissionlccooileexan ke uU A UR RAMS m (-30,000) (-30,000) 


2,348,841 
(2,378,841) 
(-30,000) 


(#90, 260) 


UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 
Surveys, Investigations, and Research 


Mapping, Remote Sensing, and Geographic Investigations 


Cooperative topographic тарріпд.................... 80.843 71,048 
Land remote sensing.......... КЕРР ТЕГІ 33.878 33,122 
Geographic analysis and шоп1%0г180.................. 15.238 14,781 
Subtotal, National Mapping Program.............. 129,759 118,941 
Geologic Hazards. Resource and Processes 
Geologic hazards аввезвтеп(5................ О 75,283 73,007 
Geologic landscape and coastal assessments.......... 78,351 75,230 
Geologic resource assessments....................- А 80,549 72,517 
Subtotal, Gealogic Hazards, Resource & Processes 234,183 220,754 
Water Resources [nvestigations 
Hydrologic monitoring, assessments and research 
Ground water resources program......... doa ee as 5.967 6,688 
National water quality assessment...... VE E 63,285 62,505 
Toxic Substances hydrology.................. ME 14.202 12,638 
Hydrologic research and development........... aft 17,112 14,333 
National streamflow information program. PRIAN 14,179 14,018 
Hydrologic networks and апайу818.................. 29.852 29,492 
Subtotal. Hydrologic monitoring. assessments 
and гевеағсһ................. qo У дада 145,297 139.575 
Federal-State ргодгат.............................. 53,995 63,007 
Water resources research іпөі1%йбев................ 6,422 AE 
Subtotal, Water Resources Investigations........ 215,714 202,582 
Biological Research 
Biological research and monitoring... sess 135.110 129.226 
Biological information management and delivery..... 24, 662 24,265 
Cooperative research units.........-.. алата eee Я 14.757 14,113 
Subtotal, Biological Вевеагсһ...,.2............. 174,529 167,604 
Enterprise Information 
Enterprise information security and technology...... T 22,498 
Enterprise information resources....... T 17,233 
Federal geographic data coordination. Vased Pid ee 5,416 
Subtotal, Enterprise Information................ D 45,147 
Sclence зиррог бола појање oes на eles phe eite egere Ee das 90,811 68,716 
Раста а ка сыры уз зо ve EE ETL WR ER eS 92,989 85,944 
TOTAL, UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY.......... 937,985 919,788 
MINERALS MANAGEMENT SERVICE 
Royalty and Offshore Minerals Management 
OCS Lands 
Leasing and environmental ргодғат................... 37,037 37,462 
Resource еуайиабіов............................... Қ 28,057 
Regulatory program............. + 50.438 


Information management program 30,147 


Subtatal, OCS (ал0в............................. 139.289 146.104 


72,399 -8, 444 
33, 191 -487 
14,834 -404 
120,424 -9.335 
77,052 #1, 769 
77.331 1,020 
78.121 -2,428 
232.504 21,678 
7,100 #1, 133 
52,869 -726 
14.690 -212 
16,234 -878 
14,018 161 
29,961 +109 
144,562 -735 
63,262 -733 
8,500 +78 
244,324 -1,390 
135,066 -44 
24,337 -325 
14,816 +59 
174,219 -310 
23,034 +23,034 
17.228 -17,228 ~ 
4,736 44,736 
44,998 >44,998 
86,508 -24,303 
95.944 +2,955 
948,921 210,936 
37,462 +425 
29,857 -2,776 
52.038 “2,573 
30.147 +4, 441 
149,504 10.218 
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DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR AND RELATED AGENCIES 
(Amounts in thousands) 


FY 2004 FY 2005 Conference 
Enacted Request Conference ys. Enacted 
Royalty Management 
Compliance and asset management. 45,857 47,149 41,949 3,908 
Revenue and operations.......... ұзтаз сла 33,860 34,142 34,142 +282 
Indian al!ottee refunds............ 15 18 15 aoe 
Subtotal, Royalty Мападетепі.................... 78,732 81,906 76,106 -3,626 
General Administration 
Executive Фігесііоп................................. 2,049 2,072 2,072 +23 
Policy and management improvement...... 4,111 4,176 4,176 +65 
Administrative operations............ 16,639 17,181 17,181 +542 
General support services............. 21,580 23, 866 23.866 %2,176 
Subtotal, General Administration. .....0......... 44,489 47,298 47,285 *2.806 
Subtotal ізговв)............................. ves 263,510 278,305 272,905 *9,395 
Use-of recadipts..... voce wea pU E e cepe RUPEE -100,230 -103,730 -103,730 -3,500 
Total, Royalty and Offshore Minerals Management. 163,280 171,575 169,178 *5,898 


011 Spill Research 


011 spill гезеагеһ.......................... des debis 7,017 7,106 7,105 +88 


TOTAL, MINERALS HANAGEHENT БЕНМІСЕ.............. 170,297 178,680 176.280 +5 983 


OFFICE OF SURFACE MINING RECLAMATION 
AND ENFORCEMENT 


Regulation and Technology 


Environmental гезіоғаҰ1оп............................. 
Environmental ргобесііопа.............................. 
Technology development and transfer 
Financial пәладетепі....................... 


Executive direction ој py ene iene e hae era 
Subtotal, Regulation and Technology...........-. 105,143 108,805 109,805 *4,692 
Civit penaltisS...2o vote ect oS Aurei meee Pt 271 109 100 4171 
ОРИ 105,384 x ret 108,905 Qu 109,905 кеде "m 


Abandoned Hine Reclamation Fund 


Environmenta? restoration.. T TP EET 
Legisiative ргоровай........................ wee $3,000 


Technology development and transfer.. 4,132 4,542 4,542 +410 
Financial management — 6,183 8,565 8,565 42,382 
Executive direction... saeco ete oo b Re жа КЫР 8,804 7,827 7,527 +723 
Total, Abandoned Mine Reclamation Рипй......... 190,581 243, 863 190, 863 *272 

TOTAL. OFFICE OF SURFACE MINING RECLAMATION 
AND ЕНҒОНСЕМЕНТ.............................. 295,975 352,768 300,768 4,793 

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 
Operation of Indian Programs 
Tribal Budget System 
Tribal Priority Allocations 

Tribal government....... hgh gh Su ER ML ТАРЫ СТЕ, 387,223 391,666 394,666 +7 443 
Human services 14% 147.745 147,465 149,465 +1,720 
Education... ove матаның 49,375 48,980 48.880 -395 
Public safety and інвбісе........................... 1.228 1,238 1,239 +10 
Community деуеТорлепі............ d 39,969 41,226 41.226 *1.257 
Resources management.. е 62,253 62.872 62,872 +619 
Trust зегуісез.......... pi 57,654 56,806 56,906 -748 
General administration 25,189 25,277 25,277 +88 


Subtotal, Tribal Priority Allocations........... 770.637 775.631 780,831 %9,994 
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DEPARTHENT OF INTERIOR AND RELATED AGENCIES 
(Amounts in thousands) 


FY 2004 Fy 2005 Conference 
Enacted Request Conference vs. Enacted 
Other Recurring Programs 
Education 

School operations 
Forward-funded. атары qos и вв виду Pave LES 452,874 453,118 456,057 %3,183 
Other school орегабіопв...................... he 69,129 69,253 69,253 *124 
Subtotal, School operations................- 522,003 522,368 525.310 *3,307 
Continuing ейисайіпп..................... uy 48,800 43,390 53.890 ж5,290 
Subtotal, Едисаі3оП...................,.... es $70,603 565,758 579,200 %8,597 
Resources тападетепї................................ 43,533 34,853 42,724 +809 
Subtotal, Other Recurring Ргодгат5.............. 614,136 600,611 821,824 *7,788 


Non-Recurring Programs 
Community бвуеіортепі............................... 
Resources management............ 
Trust ‘S@rvices "TTD 


Total, Tribal Budget System 


BIA Operations 


Central Office Operations 


Tribal government. 00.00.0000 ee ne 2.867 3.136 2,278 -588 
HUMAN services... recs Ж за Rr RR RIPE Я 896 898 899 +3 
Community Йеуе1ортпепі............................... 854 871 --- -864 
Resources management 3,445 2,464 3,464 +19 
Trost SERVICES зо: ууу муу н ewan aie аа Ы gan IR 5,252 19,340 19.340 *14,088 
General administration 
Education program management.. .................... 2,383 2.381 2.381 +2 
Education personnel services 2,107 2,135 5.945 %3,839 
Other general administration 70,692 102,218 107,712 *37,020 
Subtotal, General айфтіпізігабіоп.............. 75,182 108,734 116,039 +40.857 
Subtotal, Central Office Орегатіопв............. 88,506 134,444 142,021 *53,515 
Regional Office Operations 
Tribal government.......... 2 1,328 3,111 1,111 -217 
Human services........... | 3,182 3,081 3,081 -71 
Community деуеЙортепі....................... 846 789 789 -57 
Resources management... . RS 5.407 5,394 5,394 -13 
Trust вегуісез................... беле қы 24,134 24,388 24,388 +254 
General асітіпізігасіоп.............. 28,819 27.760 7.183 -21,636 
Subtotal, Regional Office Operations............ 63,686 62.523 41,946 -21,740 
Special Programs and Pooled Overhead 
Education. ETE E A а ees 16,252 16,566 16,566 +314 
Public safety and justice 172,495 182,600 182,500 *10,105 
Community development... 8,254 1,087 8,272 *1,018 
Resources managemeni,.,. 8 1,290 1,287 1,287 43 
General administration... o. aserre om 81.809 81,747 81,747 -62 
Subtotal, Special Programs and Pooled Overhead.. 280.100 283,257 291,472 *11,372 
Total, BIA дрегаііопв........................... 432,202 480,224 475,439 443,147 
Total, Operation of Indian Programs............. 92.706 1,829.477 1,858,047 +62.341 
BIA SPLITS 
(151,916) (144,454) (156,367) (+4, 451) 
(452,874) (453,115) (456,057) (43, 183) 
(187,846) (182,705) (197.018) (%9,178) 


(1,100,070) (1.149.203) (1.145,807) (%45.557) 


(1.892,706) (1,929,477) (1,955,047) (*62,341) 
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DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR AND RELATED AGENCIES 
(Amounts in thousands) 


FY 2004 FY 2005 Conference 
Enacted Request Conference уз. Enacted 

Construction 
Education басарда далаға A POLOS TEE 294,954 229,083 267,083 -27,871 
Public safety and justice 4,981 4,985 7,485 ж2,504 
Resources management..... 38,679 40,887 40,857 *2,178 


General administration............. 


Indian Land and Water Claim Settlements 
and Miscellaneous Payments to Indians 


White Earth Land Settlement Act (Авйтіп)............... 629 625 625 4 
Hoopa-Yurok settlement fund.......... 252 250 250 -2 
Pyramid Lake water rights settlement ds 143 142 142 “1 
Ute Indian water rights веб 1епепЖ.................... 20,782 f eet -20,782 
BoCky BOW Sc 26 dus eg DEM Ue eec ber ыы em p E 33 e e -33 
Shivwits Band Settlement.....,... UE 123 e e -123 
Santo Domingo Pueblo Settlement............... 9,884 ES Lis -9,884 
Colorado Ute ба етенћ....................... 8,052 8,000 8,000 .52 
Cherokee, Choctaw, and Chickasaw settlement... 70, 000 9,872 9,972 +28 
Quinault 5еїї1өтепї........................... 9,936 32 10,032 +96 
Transfer from ‘03 FWS land acquisition........ -4,968 nae T +4,968 
Zuni Water Зе ІЛТепелі......................... Me 14,000 14,000 *14,000 
Cuba Lake бе іЛетегі.................................. le 1,750 1,750 *1,750 

Total, Miscellaneous Payments to Indians........ 54,856 34,774 44,774 -10,085 


Indian Guaranteed Loan Program Account 


Indian guaranteed loan program account... ............ 8,417 6.421 8,421 +4 


TOTAL, BUREAU OF INDIAN АЕРА1Й$................. 2,300,814 2,253,795 2,329,865 +29,051 


DEPARTMENTAL OFFICES 
Insular Affairs 
Assistance to Territories 


Territorial Assistance 


Office of Insular АТТайігв,.......................... 6,243 6,563 5,563 +320 
Technical assistance.......... 12,406 7.561 11,884 -825 
‘Maintenance assistance fund. 2,272 2,300 2,300 +28 
Brown tree snake............ 2,321 2,700 2,700 +379 
Insular management controls... debt 1,472 1,491 1,481 +19 
Coral reef іпіїіаїіче........... APTE 494 500 500 +6 
Insular measures and assessments.............. жа eus --- 1,000 e nee 
Subtotal, Territorial Assistance ............ m 25.208 22,115 25,435 +227 
American Samoa 
Operations grants............... ааа E e 22,816 23.100 23,100 +284 
Northern Marianas 
Dovenant.grant$... ace sce ds ceeds E уж у sen. А 27.728 27,720 27,720 tee 
Total, Assistance to Теггітогівев................ 75,744 72,935 76.255 +511 


Compact of Free Association 


Compact of Free Association - Federal services........ 2,790 3,841 2,990 +299 
Mandatory payments - program grant assistance. 2,006 2,000 2,000 zm 
Enewatak вирроғ%...................................... 1,679 --- 500 -1,178 
Total, Compact of Free Assoctation............., 6,379 5,941 5,489 -880 

ae 


Total, Insular Affairs 


Departmental Hanagement 


Departmental direction... c eise ees 13,487 13,546 13,548 +89 
Management and coordination 28,560 29,356 28,956 +396 
Hearings and appeals А : 7.981 8,030 8,030 +49 
Central вегуісев.................................... | 26.885 27,978 27,938 +1,953 
Bureau of Mines workers compensation/unemployment.. 683 638 638 +45 


Take Pride in AmericHou. s узт pao we на BN Ру ONE Ee 494 1,000 497 +3 


24751 


24752 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE November 19, 2004 


DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR AND RELATED AGENCIES 
{Amounts in thousands] 


FY 2004 FY 2005 Conference 

Enacted Request Conference vs. Enacted 

Financial and business management system. 18,555 14,250 *14,250 
Grant to Kendall County, Illinois... 4,938 .- --. -4,938 
Foreign currency account............ Pega " -1,400 E EE *1,400 
General reduction... secessit f ee -3,000 -3,000 
Subtotal, Departmental тападетелћ........... sik 81,599 99,103 90,855 +9,256 

By transfer from Central Hazardous Material Fund...... M e -13,500 513,500 
Total, Departmental Management..... ............ 81.599 99,103 77.358 -4,244 


Warking Capital Fund 


Working capital fund (сапсе!1а41іоп)................... E --- %20,000 
Financial management system migration project О ee -11,555 
Subtotal, Working Capital Типа.................. 8. ee D +8448 
Payments in Lieu of Taxes 
Payments to local дочегптепЕз......................... 224,896 225,090 230,000 +5 304 
Office of the Solicitor 
Legal services............. 39.419 41,865 41,492 *2,073 
Genera! administration. = E 9,302 10,280 9,838 %536 
ЕЕРЕЕ Le nu cec се М је 4,032 1,308 1,054 +22 


їпуев®1баї1оп5.................. & i . 


Program integrity..... T 44 па enh 1,832 .-- M .1,832 
Policy and management 8,509 ++ --- 8,509 
Administrative services and information management... . nee 8,081 7.581 +7 481 

Total, Office of Inspector белега!............. 38,271 39.400 37.809 -471 


Office of Special Trustee for American Indians 


Federal Trust Programs 


Program operations, support, and improvements...... ER 185,058 245,419 194,020 +8 962 
Executive Әігесійоп,................... dng қты NON E 2.247 2,247 2.247 nae 
Total, Federal Trust ргоцгатз................... 187,305 247,666 196,267 «8,962 


Indian Land Consolidation Program 
Indian land consolidation... ........222............. 


Total. Office of Special Trustee for American 
Indians. s Комити esae а аав le dd 


Natural Resource Damage Assessment Fund 
Damage assessments..... eg eade ated deg e dog toa «qe snm 
Program management...... "Em 


Restoration support... 2... а. 


Total, Natural Resource Damage Assessment Fund., 


Miscellaneous appropriations (P.L. 108-198)........... 


TOTAL, DEPARTMENTAL ОЕҒІСЕ5................... 


TOTAL, TITLE 1, DEPARTMENT GF THE INTERIOR...... 8,847,964 9,871,299 8,888,199 *40,238 
Арргэргіа(1оп8................... (9,779,548) (10,001.299) 19,918,199) (+138651) 
Emergency appropriations... (98.416) e e (-98,418) 
Безсіззіог................... 
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DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR AND RELATED AGENCIES 
(Amounts in thousands) 


FY 2004 
Enacted 


FY 2005 
Request 


Conference 
Conference vs. Enacted 


TITLE ІІ - RELATED AGENCIES 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
FOREST SERVICE 
Forest and Rangeland Research 
Forest and rangeland гезвагсв......................... 
tate and Private Forestry 
Forest Health Management 
Federal lands forest health management.............. 


Cooperative lands forest health management. 
Emerging pests and ра4һодепз........................ 


Subtotal, Forest Health Мападетепі.............. 


Cooperative Fire Protection 
State fire assistance............. D de ew deri bg Sik 
Volunteer fire ав515Жапсе........................... 
Emergency appropriations (P.L. 108-199]. 


Subtotal, Cooperative Fire Protection........... 


Cooperative Forestry 
Forest stewardship. 0. eese enn 
Forest 1едасу........................... КЕТЕ 
Urban and Community Ғогевегу........................ 
Economic action ргодгатб................. 
Forest resource information and analysis 


Subtotal, Cooperative Еотевігу.................. 
International ргадгап............................. 
Total. State and Private Forestry.............., 
National Forest System 
Land management рТалпіпа........................ TEF 
Inventory and monitoring... lisse esae 
Recreation, heritage and wilderness........ 


Wildlife and fish hanitat management 
Grazing management... 


Law enforcement operations...... 
Valles Calaera National Preserve... 
hazardous fuels 


Total. National Forest System 
Wildland Fire Nanagement 
Prapat gdh ss КОКУРОК теа ады ae О enda ve I VIC 


Fire suppression орегабіопв........................ E. 
Borrowing repayment (emergency appropriations)...... 
Supplemental appropriations (P.L. 108-287).......... 


Subtotal, Fire suppression operations............. 


Other operations 
Hazardous Фиа15..................................... 
Rehabs TP Catron ng. ant ымы ald Sp an en VEO ie RR cele 
Fire plan research and development 
Joint fire sciences рғадгат................... 
Forest health management (federal lands) 
Forest health management (co-op lJands)......... 
State fire assistance 
Volunteer fire assistance.. 


Subtotal, Other орегатіотв........................ 


63.274 


31,884 
84,134 
34,864 


69,995 
169,659 
255.050 
135.643 

45,899 
265,013 
193,889 

53,399 

91,580 

82,828 

3,112 


1,296,354 


233, 480 
8,914 
22.025 
7,901 
14,815 
9.877 


354,213 


280,654 


30,105 


40,892 
100,019 
31,961 


59,087 
191,345 
257,344 
134.522 

43,422 
274.287 
184,335 

59,532 

92,427 

82.328 


685,400 


3,000 
18,361 
7.171 
5,482 
34,245 
8,000 


77,259 


280,278 $13,694 
55.000 +1,171 
48,300 *3,559 

103,300 *4,730 
33,384 

6,000 +963 
КЕ 24,853 
38,384 -23.890 
32,775 +891 
57,938 8,185 
32,400 2,464 
18,300 6,306 
5,028 +89 
147,442 13,985 
6.500 +574 

296,626 -32.571 


84,087 -5,938 
169,659 ee 
260,969 +8919 
136.647 *964 

48,711 *2.812 
277,097 *12,084 
192,285 21,404 

56,532 «3,123 

93,427 +1,877 


686,000 *14,378 
658,000 *60,870 
--- -299,224 

e -400,000 
858,000 -638,354 
266.238 +32,758 
13,000 +6, 086 
22,025 Ue 
8,000 +99 
15,000 +185 
10,000 +123 
40.745 -10,318 
8,000 -138 


383,008 +28,795 
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DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR AND RELATED AGENCIES 
(Amounts in thousands) 


FY 2004 FY 2005 Conference 
Enacted Request Conference vs. Enacted 
Emergency appropriations (P.L. 108-199)............... 24,853 --- Me -24,853 


Total, Wildland Fire Hanagement 


Capital Improvement and Maintenance 


214,366 191,338 201,568 12,798 

234.538 227,906 229,888 -4,952 

74,718 71,781 76,774 %2,056 

31,695 10,024 14,024 -17,581 

Total, Capital Improvement and Maintenance. ..... $55,227 501,059 521,952 -33.275 


Land Acquisition 


Forest Service 


ACQUISTUTODnS 3 aree ari ad АРАМДЫ RS a REAA h 49,573 49,385 48,366 -3,207 
Acquisition management Е 14,815 13,000 13.000 -1,815 
Cash вдиа!ігай1оп.................... ene oh 494 1,500 1,000 +506 
Critical inholdings/wilderness protection........... 1,481 3.000 1.500 +19 

Total, Land Асдиїв1ї1оп......................... 66,363 86,885 61,866 -4,497 


Acquisition of lands for nationa! forests, 


special acts... luxu кыт Иа E Sh UE Ce OU Pus 1,058 1,089 1.069 +13 
Acquisition of lands to complete land exchanges = 231 234 234 +3 
Range betterment Жығб................................. 2,963 3,084 3,064 *101 
Gifts, donations and bequests for forest and rangeland 

гевватеһыхала с ама ил аж de e wa ee мог Парана а ЕН p 65 65 -25 


Ц88555ы Pi See eee ee aa 


TOTAL, FOREST ЗЕҢУІСЕ........................... 4,939,889 


DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
Clean Coal Technology 


Deferral......... -97,000 f «257,000 -160,000 
Rescission -88,000 -237,000 I 7-88.000 


Total, Clean Coal Technalogy 


Fossil Energy Research and Development 


Clean coal power ї1п111аїлуе........................... 169.881 50,000 50,000 -118,881 
FutüreO8n. od лад ъа ва каша а ЫН 8,899 237,000 18,000 +9,111 


Fuels and Power Systems 
Central Systems 


Innovations for existing р1апіз................... 21,729 18.050 19,350 -2.379 
Advanced Systems 
Integrated gasification combined сусле.......... 50,372 34,450 46,450 -3,922 
Combustion systems including hybrid......... Vues 4,939 E 5,300 +361 
Turbine ae Seine ook ese Ow Ne іні 12,840 12,000 15,600 %2,760 
Subtotal, Advanced Systems...... ........... 68,761 48,450 87,380 801 
Subtotal, Central %узчетв..................... 89,880 64,590 86,700 -3,180 
Sequestration RAD 
Greenhouse gas соп}го1............................ 40,297 49,090 46,000 %5,703 
Fuels 


Transportation fuels and chemicals.. 
Solid fuels and feedstocks...,...... vs 
Advanced fuels гезеағаһ..,........................ 


Subtotal. Fuels аса а ss oS pene КЫЫ baie 


Advanced Research 


Coal utilization science 11.852 8.000 17,800 *5.948 
Haterials... whee y es fe dee Ji 11,111 8,000 11,000 + 147 
Technology стоззомЕ............ A 11,326 10,500 10,500 -826 
University coal research 2,945 3,000 3,000 +55 
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DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR AND RELATED AGENCIES 
{Amounts in thousands} 


FY 2004 FY 2005 Conference 
Enacted Request Conference vs. Enacted 
HBCUs, education and Ягаіпілд................ TA 981 1,000 1.000 +19 
Subtotal, Advanced Research..... Белдерү i iae 38.215 39.500 43,300 +5,085 
Distributed Generation Systems - Fuel Cells 
Advanced геввагев..................... TT I *2,500 
Systems development............ Я ^ : -7,865 
Vision 21-hybrids..... -7,740 
Innovative concepts... 7j *19.937 
Novel generation. 0.0.0... sss ee eee Әні n - 5 +531 
Subtotal, Distributed Generation Systems - 
FUG TSC LAS: залы ааа ҰЛ TS Vu eim 71,113 23,000 78,476 *7,363 
U.S.!China Energy and Environmental Center.......... 388 ... 1.000 +12 
Subtotal, Fuels and Power Systems............... 271,712 183,000 288,078 +46 363 
Gas 
Natural Gas Technologies 
Exploration and production. о... 22.203 17.500 24.000 +1,797 
Gas hydrates: 2c ok opie wats ERR ша ыы алыр 9,383 6,000 9,500 +117 
infrastrüctUTe. е кж ЫЙ уын жа А ee на EST 8,939 M 8,471 +468 
Effective environmenta? protection................ 2,469 2,500 3,500 *1,031 
Subtotal, баз таир Ax eS vans See 42,994 26,000 45,471 +2,477 


Petroleum - Oil Technology 
Exploration and production supporting research..... 
Reservoir life extension/management...... .......... 
Effective environmental protection... s... scoase 


Subtotal, Petroleum - 011 Technology..........-. 


Cooperative РАр,... erda aa re 
Fossil energy environmental restoration 
Import/export authorization............. 

Headquarters program Өзгесійоп................... v 
Energy Technology Center program direction............ 
Clean coal program фігесійоп......,................... 
General plant projects............ 
Advanced metallurgical processes e 
Special recruitment programs..... ees eese 
National Academy of Sciences program review........... 


Total, Fossi) Energy Research and Development... 


Naval Petroleum and Gil Shale Reserves 


031 Reserves 


Production and operations......... ll o ......... 9.699 8.675 8.875 -1,023 
Management: А ous cssc be a goa а Ода dA 8,296 9,324 9,324 +1,028 
Total, Naval Petroleum and 011 Shale Reserves... 17,995 18,000 18,000 »5 


Elk Hills School Lands Fund 


Elk Hills school lands fund............. atte Ale agate T, wee 38,000 wes wee 
Advance appropriations from previous years..... М, 36,000 36,000 36,000 vee 
Advance appropriations, FY 2005................... 36,000 t Me -36,000 
Advance appropriations, FY 2008................... .. 


Energy Conservation 


Vehicle Тесһпойодіез.................................. 178,003 156,856 169,756 „8,247 
Fuel cel] тесћпотодјев.. у loses sees. NEM 65,187 77,590 75,000 *10,813 
Intergovernmental activities 
Weatherization assistance дғап%8.....-............ А 227,166 ... eA -227,166 
State energy program grants 43,952 40.798 44,798 *846 
State energy activities.. 2,324 2,353 2,383 *29 
Gateway аерТоутелі.................................. 35,174 29,716 35,466 +296 
Total, Intergevernmental activities............- 308,612 72,867 82,617 -228,995 
Distributed energy resburtes.... isse sn ne 61,023 53,080 60,980 -43 
Building Фесіло1одіев........... ..................... 58,886 58,284 88,084 %8,218 


industrial 4есһпо10дів5............................... 93.068 58.102 76,411 -16,657 
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DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR AND RELATED AGENCIES 
(Amounts in thousands) 


FY 2004 FY 2005 Conference 
Enacted Request Conference vs. Enacted 
Biomass and biorefinery systems R&D...... prag eu Р 7,506 8,680 
Federal energy management program....... жарма да БӘР, dons 19,716 17,8900 
Program тападепепі.................................... 85,004 81,664 


Total, Energy Солзегуабіоп...................... 877,985 584,733 


Economic Regulation 
Office af Hearings and Арреа15.................. putat 1.034 Me --- -1,034 
Strategic Petroleum Reserve 


Storage facilities development and operations......... 155,045 155,100 185,100 %55 
Маладепепі;..2.222222.2.-222-02--4 ee ебі жебе а 15,904 17,000 17.000 *1,006 


Total, Strategic Petroleum Reserve......... 


Northeast Home Heating Oil Reserve 
Northeast home heating oil теввгув.................... 4,839 5,000 5,000 +61 
Energy Information Administration 


National energy information зуз4ет.................... 81,100 85,000 85,000 


TOTAL. DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAM SERVICES 
INDIAN HEALTH SERVICE 
Indian Health Services 


Clinical Services 
IRS and tribal health delivery 


Hospital and health clinic ргодгат............... 1,249,782 1.295,353 1.307,103 557.321 
Dental health program..... PR eot VET rad. 104,513 110,255 110,255 *5,742 
Rental health program.. .......................... 53,294 55,801 55,801 2,507 
Alcohol and substance abuse рғодгат............... 138,250 141.680 141.680 *3.430 
Contract Care. uo a ул acer e ына DE uode 479,070 479,085 487.085 %8,015 
Catastrophic health emergency Ғша.................. nee 18,000 18.000 *18,000 
Subtotal, Clinical бегуісез...... ose 2,024,909 2,100,174 2,119,924 %95,015 
Preventive Health 
Public health nursing. 42,580 45,576 15,576 *2,986 
Health education... Баш „Лу акк сше nnn 11.793 12,633 12.633 +840 
Community health representatives program... 50,996 52.383 52,383 ж1,387 
Immunization (АЛазқа)................... 1,561 1.604 1,804 +43 
Subtotal. Preventive Неалїһ,.,.................. 406,930 112,196 112,196 +5,266 
Urban health projects........... 31.618 32.410 32,410 +791 
Indian health professions. ...... 30.774 30.803 30,803 +29 
Tribal management mi 2.376 2,376 2.376 sens 
Direct ореғайіопв............... 60,714 81,795 52,293 ж1,578 
бе?Ғ-доуеғлапсе,................ ИГҮ 5,644 5,672 5,672 +28 
Contract support с08%5................................ 267.398 267,398 267,398 mz 
Medicare/Medicaid Reimbursements 
Hospital and clinic accreditation (Est. collecting). (567,620) (898,862) (888,662) (531,042) 
Total, Indian Health Services.. 2,530,364 2,812,824 2,633,072 +102,708 
{Non-contract зегујсе5).......0..... (2.051,294) (2,115,739) (2,127,987) (576,693) 
(Contract саге јава авина. (479,070) (479,085) (487,085) (*8.015) 
{Catastrophic health emergency fund)........ e (18.000) (18,000) (418,000) 


Indian Health Facilities 


Maintenance and improvement TE 48,897 48,897 49,897 +1,006 
Sanitation facilities........, Bree videare 93,018 103,158 93,158 +145 
Construction Ғасі11151е6.......................... 84,555 41,745 89,845 4,710 


Facilities and environmental health support........... 137.803 143,587 143,567 *5. 784 
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DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR AND RELATED AGENCIES 
(Amounts in thousands} 


FY 2004 FY 2005 Conference 

Enacted Request Conference vs. Enacted 

Equipment. ...,. s ОТРС n WE A dota) Т? 17,081 17.081 17.581 +500 
Total, Indian Health Facilities... ........... 391,351 354,448 394,048 %2,697 


TOTAL, INDIAN HEALTH БЕНУІСЕ................. > 2,921.715 2.967.272 3,027,120 +105 405 


OTHER RELATED AGENCIES 
OFFICE OF NAVAJO AND НОРІ INDIAN RELOCATION 
Salaries and ехреп5е5................ XM 13,366 11,000 5,000 -8,366 


INSTITUTE OF AMERICAN INDIAN AND 
ALASKA NATIVE CULTURE AND ARTS DEVELOPMENT 


Payment to the Ілзіііціе.............................. 6,173 6,000 6000 -173 
SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION 
Salaries and Expenses 


Museum and Research Institutes 
Anacostia Museum and Center for African American 


History and Сй1ішге.............. 1,884 1,890 1,890 +6 
Archives of American Art.. 26 1,826 4,832 1,832 +6 
Arthur M. Sackler Gallery/Freer Gallery of Art...... 5,719 5.737 5,737 +18 
Center for Folklife and Cultural Heritage. pu 1,930 1,935 7,938 +& 
Cooper-Hewitt, National Design Мизеишт............ 62 3,088 3,097 3,097 +9 
Hirshhorn Museum and Sculpture багдеп....... aedis 4,089 4,053 4,053 „46 
National Air and Space Мизешп....................... 21.233 16,491 16,491 -4,742 
National Museum of African American History and 

--. 5,000 4,000 *4,000 
4,510 4,234 4,234 -278 
7,844 7,668 7,668 +24 
National Museum of American History........ ҰЛАН 20,182 20.409 20,409 %227 
National Museum of the American Іпазал.............. 38.135 32,169 32.189 -5, 966 
National Museum of Natural History.................. 42,785 42,490 42,490 -295 
National Portrait ба1Леғу................... mU 4,825 5,027 5,027 +102 
National Zoological Park 18,492 17,824 17,824 ‚668 
Astrophysical Observatory............. E 21,532 21,501 21,601 +69 
Center for Materials Research and Education.. - 3.498 3.510 3,510 12 
Environmental Research Center.............. y аф 2.876 3,048 3,048 +172 
Tropical Research Institute............. 11,141 11.176 11,676 +535 
Subtoal, Museums and Research Institutes........ 215, 499 209,192 208,892 6,807 
Program Support and Outreach 
Outresch.. ТТТ” 9,277 10,106 10, 106 +829 
Communications ........... ................ Vera pe 1.389 1,457 1,457 +88 
Institution-wide programs......... P VINA aah E $,119 5.138 5.138 +18 
Office of Exhibits Сепіга!.......................... 2,626 2,835 2,638 %9 
Major scientific instrumentation... 4,939 4,000 4,000 +939 
Museum Support Сепфег............ 1,657 1,663 1,663 +6 
Smithsonian Institution Archives... 2.006... Veste 1,543 1,649 1,849 +6 
Smithsonian Institution ііргагіз5................... 8.704 8,732 8,732 *28 
Subtotal, Program Support and Outreach...... ed 36,334 38.380 36.380 *46 
Авйтіпізігабісл...................... ағла cele Cokes 63.890 66,616 64,916 %1,026 
Facilities Services 
Facilities шаіпіелапсе................,............. 40,115 39,943 39,943 -1472 
Facilities operations, security and support........ 140,074 145,994 745,994 +5 920 
Subtotal, Facilities бегуісез................... 180,189 186,937 185,937 ж5,748 
Offsetting reduction, FY 2004......................... -7,259 --- > +7259 
Total, Salaries and Екрепвв5.................... 488,653 499,125 495,928 +7272 


Facilities Capital 


Revitalization: ccc евра Gens ЕУ whe VR ETATE nek 89,553 111,810 111,810 »22,357 
Constrüction s C ee Los о аа ад А ви re EE ues 9,876 8,999 7,990 -1.886 


24758 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE November 19, 2004 


DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR AND RELATED AGENCIES 
{Amounts in thousands] 


FY 2004 FY 2005 Conference 

Enacted Request Conference vs. Enacted 
Facilities planning and design............. 0.000. Sisk 8,197 8,000 8,000 -197 
Total, Facilities сәріса?....................... 107,626 128,900 127,900 *20,274 


TOTAL. SMITHSONIAN 1М6Т1ТОТТОН................ 596,278 528,025 623,825 *27,546 


NATIONAL GALLERY OF ART 


Salaries and Expenses 


Care and utilization of art collections..............- 29,837 31,947 31,947 42,416 
Operation and maintenance of buildings and grounds.... 20.626 22,351 22,351 +1,725 
Protection of buildings, grounds and contents......... 18,026 19,867 19,867 +941 
General administration...............5. МЕРТ: 17.379 18,835 18.835 +1,456 

Total, Salaries and Expenses............... Ұлын 86.768 933,000 93.000 *8,232 


Repair, Restoration and Renovation of Buildings 


Base programo.: ti Is lave ene ve кале EE 11,457 11,100 11,100 +357 


TOTAL, NATIONAL GALLERY OF ART....... Т. 98,225 104,100 104,100 %5,875 


JOHN F. KENNEDY CENTER FOR THE PERFORMING ARTS 


Operations and maintenance Беретін ik Г, 16,356 17,182 17,152 %196 
Constructions... аи еб Baw а МАМ oa UA EAS EIN 25S 15,803 16,334 16,334 +531 


TOTAL, JOHN F. KENNEDY CENTER FOR THE PERFORMING 
ARTS.. ВЕ 


WOODROW WILSON INTERNATIONAL CENTER FOR SCHOLARS 


Salaries and ехрепзев................................ 8,498 8,987 8,987 +489 


NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE ARTS AND THE HUMANITIES 
National Endowment for the Arts 


Grants and Administration 


Grants 
Direct grants...... E 46,541 47,121 46,541 oe 
Challenge America grants. 13,038 13,200 13,038 f 
National Initiative: American Masterpieces. ~ 9.000 2.000 +2,000 
State partnerships 
State and гесіспаЛ................................ 24.418 24,723 24,418 ege 
Underserved set-aside d 6,609 5,691 8,609 Ue 
Challenge America агапЖз..................... ЖУ, 8,691 8,800 8.691 f 
National Initiative: American Masterpieces....... E 6,000 f ЕЕ 
Subtotal, State partnerships......0........-.. 39.718 48,214 39,118 + 
Subtotal. бтапб5-22%222 4 race d e e Yn er ерін Я 99,297 115,535 101.297 “2,000 
Program ѕиррогё. sessi sen 1.515 1.288 . 
АдтітізіғаЖЖоП:.; у sse ess eee tp RR oe ee жу Eee eet 22,350 20,387 
Totat. АРЛ cesso. cute eue d e EO eed Ee 139,490 122,972 *2,000 


National Endowment for the Humanities 


Grants and Administration 


Grants 
Federai/State рагіпегӛһір........................... 1,436 31,828 31,829 +393 
Preservation and access x 18,672 16,905 18,905 +233 
Public programs..... as 12.952 13.114 13,114 *162 
Research programs.. 12,902 13,063 13.063 *181 
Education programs... is 12,468 12,824 12.624 +156 
Program Яемейортепі................................. 392 397 397 +5 
We The People Initiative grants............ saca en 9.876 33,000 11,376 +1,500 


Subtotal, Grants. болыды талы ты тн ees eed 240 me 98,698 122,932 101,308 *2,610 
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DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR AND RELATED AGENCIES 
{Amounts in thousands) 


Fy 2004 FY 2005 Conference 
Enacted Request Conference vs. Enacted 
Administrative Areas 
Administration. s: рсеткен ee ees eee TFF: 20,688 22,946 22,569 %1,881 
Total, Grants and Administration.............. 118,386 145,878 123,877 +4494 
EMERGE RSS вазали ппппипипиция пишппцпцацпппкп 
Matching Grants 
Treasury fündS. a Sha Gis VERE Cab oa REST? I 5,616 5.686 5,686 +70 
Challenge grants)... coer ешти илди hoo кез ете 10.308 10,436 10.436 +128 
Total, Matching бғапі5.......................... 15,924 16,122 16,122 %198 


Total, Humanities 


TOTAL, NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE ARTS AND THE 


HUMANETIES отр ъала жашый bem ae ee AY 301,400 


COMMISSION OF FINE ARTS 
Salaries and ехреп5ев......................... Миа 1.405 1,793 1.793 +388 
NATIONAL CAPITAL ARTS AND CULTURAL AFFAIRS 
Grants... cerle dau артты ан Sol gates esa Е 6.914 5,000 7,000 +86 
ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC PRESERVATION 
Salaries and ехрепвев................................. 3,954 4,600 4,600 +649 
NATIONAL CAPITAL PLANNING COMMISSION 
Salaries and ехрепеев................................. 7,6835 8.155 8.009 +365 
UNITED STATES HOLOCAUST MEMORIAL MUSEUH 


Holocaust Memorial Нивешт............................. 39,805 41.433 41,433 *1,828 


Operations 20,000 -445 
TOTAL, TITLE II, RELATED AGENCIES. ............. 10,665,223 9,714,986 9,776,802 -889,421 
AppropriBttóns. cou nied wea DRE ER md (10.430.293) (9,915,986) (9,961,802) (-488,491) 
Emergency арргоргіай(іол5................. js (348,930) vee vee (-348,930) 
Advance арргоргіабіоп5...................... (72.000) (38,900) (72,000) t 
RESCTSS TO. е hoe a ade VR e qe eg Au (-88,000) (-237,000) E (+88, 000) 
Deferrals.«. mk y a як жан вон да tet (-97 ,000) E (-257,000 


) (-160,000) 


TITLE IV - EHERGENCY WILDLAND FIRE APPROPRIATIONS uA 

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 
Wildland Fire Management 

Fire suppression орегабіопӛ...................... > es --- vee 100,000 +100, 080 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

FOREST SERVICE 

Wildland Fire Nanagement 

Fire suppression operations... 0.2... ес. EE ... 400,000 +400.000 


TOTAL, TITLE IV, EMERGENCY WILDLAND FIRE........ wee ЕЕ 500,000 +500. 000 


TITLE V - GENERAL PROVISION 


Across-the-board cut (.594%) (rescission) (sec. 501).. 


GRAND TOTAL, ALL ТІТІЕ5......................... 
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CONFERENCE TOTAL—WITH COMPARISONS 


The total new budget (obligational author- 
ity for the fiscal year 2005 recommended by 
the Committee of Conference, with compari- 
sons to the fiscal year 2004 amount, the 2005 
budget estimates, and the House and Senate 
bills for 2005 follow: 


[In thousands of dollars] 


New budget (obligational) 
authority, fiscal year 
2004 

Budget estimates of new 
(obligational) authority, 
fiscal year 2005 ................ 

House bill, fiscal year 2005 

Senate bill, fiscal year 2005 

Conference agreement, fis- 
cal year 2005 .................... 

Conference agreement 

compared with: 

New budget 
(obligational) author- 
ity, fiscal year 2004 ...... 

Budget estimates of new 
(obligational) author- 
ity, fiscal year 2005 ...... 

House bill, fiscal year 
2005 

Senate bill, 
2005 — 211,987 

DIVISION F—LABOR, HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES, AND EDUCATION, 
AND RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIA- 
TIONS 2005 

In implementing this agreement, the De- 
partments and agencies should be guided by 
the language and instructions set forth in 
House Report 108-636 accompanying the bill 
H.R. 5006 and Senate Report 108-345 accom- 
panying the bill, S. 2810. 

In the cases where the language and in- 
structions in either report specifically ad- 
dress the allocation of funds, each has been 
reviewed by the conferees and those that are 
jointly concurred in have been endorsed in 
this joint statement. 

In the cases in which the House or the Sen- 
ate have directed the submission of a report, 
such report is to be submitted to both the 
House and Senate Committees on Appropria- 
tions. 

The conferees note that section 518 sets 
forth the reprogramming requirements and 
limitations for the Departments and agen- 
cies funded through this Division, including 
the requirement to make a written request 
to the chairmen of the Committees 15 days 
prior to reprogramming, or to the announce- 
ment of intent to reprogram, funds in excess 
of 10 percent, or $500,000, whichever is less, 
between programs, projects and activities. 

Finally, the conferees request that state- 
ments on the effect of this appropriation Act 
on the Departments and agencies funded in 
this Division be submitted to the Commit- 
tees within 45 days of enactment of this Act. 
The conferees expect that these statements 
will provide sufficient detail to show the al- 
location of funds among programs, projects 
and activities, particularly in accounts 
where the final appropriation is different 
than that of the budget request. Further- 
more, the conferees request the statements 
to also include the effect of the appropria- 
tion on any new activities or major initia- 
tives discussed in the budget justifications 
accompanying the fiscal year 2005 budget. 

The Departments of Labor, Health and 
Human Services, and Education, and Related 
Agencies Appropriations Act, 2005, put in 
place by this bill, incorporates the following 
agreements of the managers: 


$20,514,187 


19,686,285 
20,030,125 
20,256,914 


20,044,977 


— 469,210 


+358,692 


+14,852 


fiscal year 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


TITLE I-DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING 


ADMINISTRATION 
TRAINING AND EMPLOYMENT SERVICES 
The conference agreement includes 


$5,361,957,000 for training and employment 
services, instead of $5,112,728,000 as proposed 
by the House and $5,377,662,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. Of the amount appropriated, 
$2,463,000,000 is an advance appropriation for 
fiscal year 2006, as proposed by the House and 
the Senate. 

The Secretary of Labor shall take no ac- 
tion to amend, through regulatory or admin- 
istration action, the definition established in 
20 CFR 667.220 for functions and activities 
under title I of the Workforce Investment 
Act until such time as legislation reauthor- 
izing the Act is enacted. 

For Adult Employment and Training Ac- 
tivities, the conferees provide $898,107,000 as 
proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$900,000,000 as proposed by the House. 

For Youth Training, the conferees provide 
$994,242,000 as proposed by the Senate instead 
of $1,000,965,000 as proposed by the House. 

The conference agreement includes 
$1,479,419,000 for the Dislocated Worker pro- 
gram, as proposed by both the House and the 
Senate. The conferees override the formula 
that provides that 80 percent of the funds 
provided will be used for State formula 
grants and 20 percent in a National Reserve 
Account. For fiscal year 2005 the conferees 
provide $1,196,048,000 for the State formula 
grants and $283,371,000 for the National Re- 
serve Account. 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language giving the Secretary of Labor au- 
thority to use dislocated worker national re- 
serve funds to provide assistance to a State 
for statewide or local use in order to address 
cases where there have been worker disloca- 
tions across multiple sectors or across mul- 
tiple local areas. The conferees urge the Sec- 
retary, when determining competitive 
awards under this authority, to give favor- 
able consideration to the applications of as- 
Sistance to States that have sustained work- 
er dislocation in such a manner and can dem- 
onstrate the capacity to respond effectively 
in à coordinated fashion across multiple sec- 
tors or local areas. 

The conferees concur with language in the 
Senate report regarding the length of time it 
takes for the Department to approve applica- 
tions for National Emergency Grants. The 
conferees request that the Government Ac- 
countability Office examine the administra- 
tion of this program, and make recommenda- 
tions for improvement. 

The conference agreement includes 
$54,675,000 for Native Americans as proposed 
by the House instead of $55,000,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes 
$1,559,804,000 for Job Corps. Within the total, 
$1,443,483,000 is provided for continuing oper- 
ations of the program and $116,321,000 is for 
renovation and construction of Job Corps 
centers. The conference recommendation in- 
cludes an increase of $10,000,000 over the 
budget request to begin the process of estab- 
lishing additional Job Corps centers, fol- 
lowing up on directions contained in the con- 
ference report accompanying Public Law 108- 
199. 

The conference recommendation includes 
funding to support a demonstration partner- 
ship with the Transportation Security Ad- 
ministration (TSA) at multiple Job Corps 
sites so that the Job Corps can help to fill 
unmet needs by providing TSA access to an 
expanded pool of job applicants. This funding 
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will pay costs of both parties. The Depart- 
ment of Labor and the Department of Home- 
land Security are encouraged to develop a 
cooperative agreement that would help to le- 
verage Federal resources, to provide TSA 
with an expanded pool of potential job appli- 
cations and to utilize Job Corps facilities as 
appropriate to support the needs of TSA, in- 
cluding those of qualified private screening 
companies under contract to TSA. 

The conferees note that Section 171 of the 
Workforce Investment Act requires the Sec- 
retary, every two years, to publish a plan 
that describes the demonstration and pilot 
project priorities of the Labor Department, 
and expects the next such plan to be com- 
pleted and published by March 31, 2005. 

The conferees further direct that the De- 
partment submit an operating plan that out- 
lines the planned allocation by major project 
and activity (excluding Congressionally-di- 
rected projects) of fiscal year 2005 funds for 
pilots, demonstrations, and research. This 
plan should be provided to the House and 
Senate Appropriations Committees no later 
than May 31, 2005. 

The conferees recognized the effectiveness 
of the Family Enrichment Center in Chicago, 
Illinois and encourages the Department of 
Labor to continue its partnership with 
Haymarket Center in order to enhance ef- 
forts to train individuals with severe em- 
ployment barriers. 

With respect to the projects listed below 
for pilots and demonstrations, the conferees 
encourage the Department to ensure that 
these projects are coordinated with local 
Workforce Investment Boards. The conferees 
also encourage the Department to ensure 
that project performance is adequately docu- 
mented and evaluated. The conference agree- 
ment includes the following amounts for the 
following projects and activities: 


413 Hope Mission Міп- 
istries, Philadelphia, PA 
for employment skills 
training for  disadvan- 
taged adults and ex-of- 
fenders ............................ 

Abilities Fund in 
Centerville, IA for a re- 
volving loan fund for en- 
trepreneurs with disabil- 
jun EE 

Advanced Ceramics Re- 
search, Inc., for academic 
outreach and workforce 
development 

Alaska Department of 
Labor and Workforce De- 
velopment, Juneau, AK 
to fund training for gas 
pipeline workers ............. 

American Community 
Partnerships, Wash- 
ington, DC, for the Work- 
ing Together for Jobs- 
Philadelphia in conjunc- 
tion with the Philadel- 
phia Housing Authority 
to provide  pre-appren- 
ticeship training ............. 

American Illinois, Inc., 
Chicago, IL, for its 
Amer-I-Can program for 
at-risk youth and ex-of- 
fenders 

Amigo de los Rios, Los An- 
geles, CA, for an environ- 
mental career training 
program for at-risk 
VOUGH ЖЕ РКТ ы ЫЫ 


$100,000 


1,000,000 


1,000,000 


500,000 


200,000 


50,000 


100,000 
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Asnuntuck Community 
College, Enfield, CT, for 
improvements to 


Asnuntuck Community 
College’s Manufacturing 
Technology Center ......... 
Automation Alley, Troy, 
МІ for training ............... 
Aztec Fire Crew, Los Ange- 
les, CA, for a project to 
train fire-fighters and 
emergency medical tech- 
TiGlAlB8. а и Maul өм 
Baltimore City, MD, for 
the ex-offender initiative 
at the Mayor’s Office of 
Employment Develop- 
MONU piesta ena ARNIE E 
BASE, Inc., Lancaster, PA 
to continue assisting mi- 
norities and women in 
creating, retaining, and 
expanding microenter- 
joa m 
Ben Franklin Technology 
Partners, Harrisburg, PA 
to establish a Common- 
wealth-wide virtual net- 
work to enable compa- 
nies geographically dis- 
persed across the state to 
share information, train- 
ing tools, and other edu- 
cational resources .......... 
BioPartners, Inc, Nassau 
County, NY, for life 
sciences and biotech 
workforce training at 
iPark, a biotech and life 
Sciences center ............... 
Bismarck State College, 
Bismarck, ND, for à Na- 
tional Energy Tech- 
nology Training and Edu- 
cation Project ................ 
Black Clergy of Philadel- 
phia and Vicinity, Phila- 
delphia, PA to train par- 
ticipants in integrative 
technology skills in the 
Philadelphia area in an 
effort to improve job 
skills required for the 
changing job market ...... 
Blackhawk Technical Col- 
lege in Janesville, WI for 
workforce training pro- 
BTA ал мока; 
Brooklyn Public Library, 
Brooklyn, NY to expand 
an education and job in- 
formation center ............ 
Burlington Technical Cen- 
ter in Burlington, VT to 
upgrade post-graduate 
aviation technician 
training program ............ 
California University of 
Pennsylvania, California, 
PA to establish a Center 
for Biomedical Work- 
ТОТСӨ EEA T 
CAMP, Inc., Cleveland, OH, 
for the development of 
world-class training serv- 
ices in lean manufac- 
turing process improve- 
MOD? иаа 
Capital IDEA, Austin, TX, 
for a workforce develop- 
ment and training initia- 
tive, including sup- 
portive services .............. 
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200,000 


450,000 


400,000 


450,000 


100,000 


100,000 


255,000 


500,000 


4,000,000 


300,000 


500,000 


200,000 


100,000 


500,000 


320,000 


Capital Workforce  Part- 
ners, Hartford, CT, for 
the development of the 
Comprehensive Entrepre- 
neurial Training Systems 
in New Britain, CT ......... 

Career Academy,  Louis- 
ville, KY, for a workforce 
development program ..... 

Career Resources, Bridge- 
port, CT, for workforce 
development ................... 

Carl  Sandburg College, 
Galesburg, for job train- 
ing programs .................. 

Center for Employment 
Training, San Jose, CA, 
for an At-Risk Out-of- 
School Youth Dem- 
onstration Project .......... 

Center for Entrepreneur- 
ship for the New West, 
Bozeman, MT to train 
entrepreneurial students 
for economic develop- 
THONG шлактар йа 

Central California Excel- 
lence in Workforce De- 
velopment for an out- 
reach campaign for ca- 
reer opportunities .......... 

Central Iowa Employment 
& Training Consortium 
for a resource center for 
disabled and disadvan- 
taged individuals ............ 

Central State University, 
Wilberforce, OH, to im- 
plement a world class 
modular automation 
training system .............. 

Centralia College, WA, for 
non-traditional worker 
AIOE аалынар 

Charity Cultural Services 
Center, San Francisco, 
CA, for its Skills for Life 
initiative ........................ 

Chattanooga State Tech- 
nical Community Col- 
lege, Chattanooga, TN .... 

Cincinnati State Commu- 
nity College, Cincinnati, 
OH, for an Integrated 
Systems Technology 
training program ............ 

City of Auburn, Auburn, 
МЎ а а ылы 

City of Holly Springs Re- 
gional Technology Cen- 
GOL a ES 

City of Portland, Portland, 
OR, for its workforce as- 
sessment, training and 
retraining initiative ....... 

City of Santa Ana, Santa 
Ana, CA, for a one-stop 
workforce preparation 
and job search center for 
УОИ n rere 

Clackamas Community 
College, Oregon City, OR, 
for its energy and re- 
source management 
workforce training ini- 
аб уе: c E 

Collegiate Consortium for 
Workforce and Economic 
Development, Philadel- 
phia, PA, for workforce 
development and train- 
1nB 222: vasis er RES ENSE YE 


100,000 


289,000 


100,000 


100,000 


200,000 


125,000 


100,000 


600,000 


200,000 


250,000 


400,000 


400,000 


250,000 


300,000 


100,000 


300,000 


200,000 


150,000 


300,000 


Communities in Schools, 
San Fernando Valley, 
Inc., North Hills, CA, for 
its Striving for Success 
Jobs Initiative to provide 
job preparedness and 
placement for  at-risk 
YXOULbB- i oido 

Community College of Al- 
legheny County, Pitts- 
burgh, PA, for a Mobile 
Educational Lab to pro- 
vide training in critical 
subject areas .................. 

Community Education 
Council of Elk and Cam- 
eron Counties, St. Marys, 
PA, for workforce train- 
ing 

Community Empowerment 
Association, Pittsburgh, 
PA, in collaboration with 
Boys and Girls Harbor, 
Inc., New York, NY to es- 
tablish a job readiness 
and work force develop- 
ment program ................. 

Community Learning Cen- 
ter of Washington Coun- 
ty, Salem, IN, for work- 
force development, train- 
ing and employment 
SePViO68:. атылды ырыт 

Cook Inlet Tribal Council 
for the Alaska’s People 
Program in Anchorage, 
AR dp ЖОКТОЛОТ 

County of San Bernardino 


Workforce Investment 
Board, San Bernardino 
County, CA ..................... 


Desert Research Institute, 
Reno, Nevada to create 
the Northern Nevada 
Technology Initiative to 
help drive the creation of 
à high technology work- 
force in Nevada ............... 

Dorcas Place, Providence, 
Rhode Island to expand 
workplace literacy pro- 
STATIN ica ccs една ено qoe e ead 

Economic Growth Connec- 
tion of Westmoreland, 
Greensburg, PA for work- 
force skills assessment, 
development and train- 
ing initiatives ................. 

Empowerment Group, 
Philadelphia, PA to pro- 
vide Latino and minority 
employers with the tech- 
nical assistance needed 
to create jobs and set up 
on-the-job training pro- 
grams for low-income 
residents ......................... 

Enrichment Association of 
Community Healing 
(TEACH), Columbus, OH 
for training... 

Enterprise Center, Phila- 
delphia, PA to recruit 
and train minority and 
underprivileged entre- 
prenours-.u serere 

Excel Institute, Wash- 
ington, DC, for workforce 
training in automotive 
technology and repair .... 

Expertise, Inc. in Las 
Vegas, NV, to provide 
employment training as- 
Sistance to low income 
residents ара 


24761 


535,000 


50,000 


75,000 


100,000 


150,000 


225,000 


250,000 


150,000 


150,000 


150,000 


100,000 


325,000 


100,000 


430,000 


250,000 


24762 


Fashion Business, Inc., Los 
Angeles, CA, for work- 
force development and 
PLANING. socio аудары Aa 


Fay-Penn Economic Devel- 
opment Council, 
Uniontown, PA to im- 
prove manufacturing 
competitiveness .............. 


Florida Institute of Tech- 
nology, Melbourne, FL, 
to continue a program to 
assist small businesses in 
competing for govern- 
ment contracts ............... 


Fort Worth Hispanic 
Chamber of Commerce, 
Fort Worth, TX, for an 
ESL Program ................. 


Fresno County Workforce 
Investment Board, Fres- 
no, CA, for workforce de- 
velopment ....................... 


Fresno County, Depart- 
ment of Employment and 
Temporary Assistance, 
Fresno, CA, for Rural Vo- 
cational Training Cen- 
pice En 


Hawaii Community Foun- 
dation for the Samoan/ 
Asian Pacific Job Train- 
ing program .................... 


HIREABILITY, Philadel- 
phia, PA to provide em- 
ployment training to 
people with disabilities 
in the Philadelphia re- 
PIOUS ocn асаба ыр олын 


Hispanic / Latino Center 
Inc., Pittsburgh, PA to 
provide workplace readi- 
ness and job training to 
targeted Hispanic work- 
OLS а UNTEN SERERE 


Houston Area Urban 
League, Houston, T'X, for 
its Communities to Work 
Рговтатп; саха ыы ры 14 


Illinois State University, 
Normal, IL for training .. 


Illinois Valley Community 
College, Oglesby, IL ........ 


Impact Services Corpora- 
tion, Philadelphia, PA to 
support its Community 
Job Placement and 
Training Program .......... 


Indian Territory Associ- 
ates, Shawnee, OK to es- 
tablish ап electronic 
knowledge repository for 
the employees of the 
Oklahoma City Air Lo- 
gistics Center ................. 


Institute for Advanced 
Learning and Research, 
Danville, VA, for the 
Fast-Track Information 
Technology Workforce 
Preparation Program ..... 


Institute for Human Іп- 
vestment and Economic 
Growth, Ashland, OH ...... 


Institute of Furniture 
Manufacturing and Man- 
agement, Mississippi 
State University, Mis- 
sissippi State, MS ........... 
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50,000 


100,000 


900,000 


334,000 


400,000 


225,000 


500,000 


100,000 


50,000 


300,000 


500,000 


400,000 


75,000 


50,000 


100,000 


100,000 


500,000 


International Association 
of Jewish Vocational 
Services, Philadelphia, 
PA to provide career 
services and job training 
readiness skills to dis- 
located workers .............. 

Iowa Commission of Latino 
Affairs to create a cer- 
tification process for 
Spanish-English inter- 
preters and translators ... 

Iowa Valley Community 
College District, 
Marshalltown, IA, for 
equipment and computer 
and skill training ........... 

Ivy Tech State College, 
Fort Wayne, IN, for 
workforce training and 
development ................... 

Jackson Health System, 
Miami, FL, for Miami 
Dade County’s Center for 
Patient Safety ................ 

Jewish Family and Chil- 
dren’s Service of Pitts- 
burgh, PA to provide in- 
tensive and individual- 
ized employment assist- 
ance to immigrants that 
will address the unique 
barriers that immigrants 
DCN EE 

Jewish Healthcare Founda- 
tion, Pittsburgh, PA for 
the Health Careers Fu- 
tures program to train 
individuals for careers in 
patient Care .................... 

Jewish Vocational Service, 
Los Angeles, CA, for a 
certified nursing assist- 
ant training and job 
placement initiative ....... 

Jewish Vocational Serv- 
ices, Inc., Boston, MA, 
for job training and 
workforce development .. 

Kennebec Valley Commu- 
nity College Foundation, 
Fairfield, ME, to support 
training of skilled work- 
ers in the field of Radi- 
OLOGY” иши нагын eo рны» 

Ken’s Kids, Inc, Bronx, NY, 
for vocational training 
and placement for youth 
with mental retardation 

Lake County, IL, for a 
summer youth employ- 
ment program ................. 

Laramie County Commu- 
nity College, Cheyenne, 
Wyoming for implemen- 
tation of a high tech 
manufacturing training 
омео эдин тако 

Lawson State Community 
College, Birmingham, 
AL, for its Alabama Cen- 
ter for Advanced Train- 
ing Program ................... 

Louisiana National Guard, 
New Orleans, LA ............. 

MAGLEV, Іпс., McKees- 
port, PA to create an as- 
sociate degree training 
program to train individ- 
uals in Advanced Manu- 
facturing Technology for 
precision fabrication ...... 


150,000 


243,000 


150,000 


50,000 


125,000 


100,000 


100,000 


200,000 


400,000 


250,000 


50,000 


200,000 


100,000 


140,000 


100,000 


1,000,000 


Maine Manufacturing Ex- 
tension Partnership 
(Maine MEP), Rapid Mo- 
bilization of the New 
England Manufacturing 
Sources to Meet Defense 
Shortages and Surge De- 
mands for Parts and 
Equipment ...................... 

Marshall County Economic 
Division, Guntersville, 
AL, for the Marshall 
County Workforce Target 
Ројс: 

Massachusetts League of 
Community Health Cen- 
ters, Boston, MA, in col- 
laboration with the East 
Boston Neighborhood 
Health Centers for a 
workforce development 
initiative ....................... 

Massachusetts Manufac- 
turing Extension Part- 
nership, Worcester, MA, 
for manufacturing work- 
force development pro- 
БТӘЛИВ 2. на Де 

Massey Center for Business 
Innovation and Develop- 
ment, Pittsburgh, PA to 
provide entrepreneurial 
Skills to Veterans ........... 

Maui Community College, 
Hawaii, for the Remote 
Rural Hawaii Job Pro- 
BTA: LO. dnos es 

Maui Economic Develop- 
ment Board in Hawaii for 
the Rural Computer Uti- 
lization Training Pro- 
STA. бадана ыты Ыр 

Maui Economic Develop- 
ment Board in Hawaii to 
continue the Maui High 
Technical program ......... 

Maura Clarke-Ita Ford 
Center, іп partnership 
with New York City Col- 
lege of Technology/ 
CUNY, Brooklyn, NY, for 
workforce development, 
job training and edu- 
cation programs ............. 

Mayville State University, 
Mayville, ND, for the 
Traill County Tech- 
nology Center ................. 

McKean County Redevelop- 
ment Authority, 
Smethport, PA to create 
an Education Center in 
Port Allegheny to fur- 
ther adult education in 
rural Pennsylvania ......... 

MECA United Cerebral 
Palsy, Erie, PA to de- 
velop a job-training pro- 
gram for adults with dis- 
abilities... eene 

Medina County Office of 
Workforce Development, 
Medina, OH, for training 
of individuals in careers 
associated with Home- 
land Security .................. 

Melwood Horticultural 
Training Center, Inc., 
Upper Marlboro, MD, for 
the establishment of a 
document management 
training and placement 
рговтатп ова қайда 
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250,000 


20,000 


250,000 


125,000 


100,000 


1,500,000 


300,000 


300,000 


250,000 


100,000 


100,000 


50,000 


150,000 


200,000 


November 19, 2004 


Mercy Vocational High 
School, Philadelphia, PA 
to expand its Certified 
Nursing Assistant train- 
ing program for low-in- 
come individuals in 
North Philadelphia ......... 

Metropolitan Career Cen- 
ter, Philadelphia, PA to 
offer workforce training 
to low-income, under 
educated individuals who 
lack the ability to gain 
employment without spe- 
cial assistance ................ 

Milwaukee Area Technical 
College in Milwaukee, WI 
for developing skills 
Standards: сыйса екен 

Mineral Area College, Park 
Hills; MO анла 

Minot State University, 
Minot, ND, for the Job 
Corps Executive Manage- 
ment Program ................ 

Mission of Love, Inc., Cap- 
itol Heights, MD, for a 
life skills, workforce 
preparation, and training 
initiativa aii олын дыр өзі 

Mississippi State Univer- 
sity, Starkville, MS, Ro- 
botics and Automated 
Systems for Nursery In- 
[iino de 

Mississippi State Univer- 
sity, Starkville, MS, 
Workforce Development 
Training Quality Assess- 
ment (CAVS) .................. 

Mississippi Valley State 


University, Automatic 
Identification Tech- 
BOlOEY ыы ce eet өлен 


Montachusett Opportunity 
Council, Fitchburg, MA, 
for a career ladder pro- 
gram for certified nurs- 
ing assistants ................. 

MS Tech  Alliance/S8U 
Business Incubator ......... 

Multicultural Community 
Family Services, Upper 
Darby, PA to address the 
job training needs of area 
African immigrants and 
тегасеев ло see hes sans 

National Council of La 
Raza in Washington, DC, 
to provide technical as- 
sistance on Hispanic 
workforce issues includ- 
ing capacity building, 
language barriers, and 
health care job training 

National Student Partner- 
Ships, Washington, DC, 
for field and national of- 
fice operations to expand 
employment and  edu- 
cation referral and coun- 
seling services ................ 

New York Association for 
New Americans, New 
Work, МУ о осына iet 

NewCourtland Elder Serv- 
ices, Philadelphia, PA to 
provide а networking 
service designed to train 
existing employees and 
market nursing home 
jobs to local residents .... 
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150,000 


100,000 


450,000 


500,000 


650,000 


150,000 


500,000 


400,000 


400,000 


200,000 


500,000 


50,000 


500,000 


600,000 


100,000 


150,000 


North Carolina Rural Eco- 
nomic Development Cen- 
ter, Raleigh, NC, for 
Project New Start, to 
provide employment and 
training services for dis- 
located workers .............. 

Northeast Higher Edu- 
cation District,  Chis- 
holm, Minnesota, for the 
TechNorth Prep Center 
Network .......................... 

Northeast States Associa- 
tion for Agricultural 
Stewardship, Dresden, 
ME to develop and host a 
conference on the chal- 
lenges and opportunities 
for rural workforce de- 


velopment ....................... 
Northwest Arctic Borough 
School District, 


Kotzebue, AK, for voca- 
tional training ................ 
Northwest Concentrated 
Employment Program, 
WI, for the Talent 
Profiling System ............ 
Northwest Industrial Re- 
source Center, Inc., Erie, 
PA, for worker training, 
retraining and tech- 
nology implementation 
programs as part of an 
advanced workforce de- 
velopment initiative ...... 
Opportunities Industrial- 
ization Centers of Amer- 
ica, Philadelphia, PA to 
provide skills training in 
the allied healthcare pro- 
fession to minorities ...... 
Our House, Inc., Decatur, 
GA, for the ‘‘Parent In- 
tern" program ................ 
Patrick County Education 
Foundation, Stuart, VA, 
for a workforce develop- 
ment project for rural 
communities ................... 
Pennsylvania Industrial 
Resource Center,  Wil- 
liamsport, PA to help 
schools develop multi- 
year, multi-institution 
curricula that focus on 
Skills for a manufac- 
turing career .................. 
Pennsylvania Learning 
Network, Harrisburg, PA 
to provide workforce de- 
velopment апа  profes- 
sional training ................ 
Philadelphia Veterans 
Multi Service Center, 
Philadelphia, PA for a 
multipurpose center for 
job training of veterans .. 
Phoenix House, Provi- 
dence, RI, for à Work- 
force Development 
Projet а eere 
Pine Ridge Area Chamber 
of Commerce in Kyle, 
South Dakota for a 
Workforce Success Pro- 


BTA: дыша. ng Gee 
Pittsburgh Airport Area 
Chamber Enterprise 


Foundation, Moon Town- 
ship, PA for a business 
incubator and workforce 
development program ..... 


400,000 


350,000 


75,000 


250,000 


700,000 


150,000 


250,000 


150,000 


100,000 


100,000 


100,000 


550,000 


100,000 


200,000 


75,000 


Polk Community College, 
Lakeland, FL, for the 
Corporate College Pro- 
ETAID eu Нар 

Precision Manufacturing 
Institute, Meadville, PA 

Prince Music Theater, 
Philadelphia, PA, to de- 
velop the Prince Music 
Theater Training Insti- 
tute to provide profes- 
sional training in the 
phan 

Project ARRIBA, El Paso, 
TX, for а workforce 
training initiative .......... 

Project One, Louisville, 
KY, for employment pro- 
geram technology, sala- 
ries and material ............ 

Ramsey County Workforce 
Solutions, North St. 
Paul, MN to create soft- 
ware for three east metro 
hospitals/healthcare sys- 
tems a to assist non- 
English proficient new 
Americans advance from 
entry-level positions to 
higher-level Skilled 
healthcare careers .......... 

Regional Economic Devel- 
opment District Initia- 
tives (REDDI) of South- 
Central PA, Harrisburg, 
PA to assist companies 
in developing targeted 
clusters, identifying em- 
ployers’ skill set require- 
ments, and facilitating 
training opportunities 
through workforce devel- 
opment partners ............. 

Rend Lake College, Ina, IL, 
for workforce training .... 

Rural Enterprises of Okla- 
homa, Inc. Durant, ОК 
to provide entrepre- 
neurial training .............. 

Saint Louis Community 
College—Florissant Val- 
ley, Saint Louis, MO, for 
its Integrated Systems 
Technology technical 
training initiative at the 
Metropolitan Education 
and Training Center ....... 

Schoolcraft College, 
Livonia, MI, for Ad- 
vanced Manufacturing 
Applications ................... 

Second Chance Employ- 
ment Services, Wash- 
ington, D.C. to develop a 
nationwide program that 
helps abused and other 
at-risk women find em- 
ployment ........................ 

Second Chance, San Diego, 
CA, for its Prisoner Re- 
entry Employment Pro- 
BT ATI ТТР К КОТ UR 

Shelton State Community 
College, Tuscaloosa, AL, 
for workforce develop- 
ment, job training and 
job placement initiatives 

Sophie Sampson Center of 
Hope, Society of St. Vin- 
cent de Paul South 
Pinellas, Inc., St. Peters- 
БИЕ: EL 


24768 


200,000 


100,000 


75,000 


340,000 


25,000 


100,000 


100,000 


150,000 


50,000 


320,000 


100,000 


100,000 


220,000 


410,000 


250,000 


24764 


South Bay Workforce In- 
vestment Board, Haw- 
thorne, CA, for its 
Bridges to Work program 


South Seattle Community 
College, WA, to expand 
apprenticeship training .. 


Southeast Tennessee De- 
velopment District, 
Chattanooga, TN ............ 


Southland Health Саге 
Forum, South Holland, 
IL, for its Southland 
Health Careers nurse 
training initiative .......... 


Southwest Alaska  Voca- 
tional Education Center 
(SAVEC), King Salmon, 
AK, for vocational train- 
jc И SE 


Southwestern Oklahoma 
State University, 
Weatherford, OK, for 
Oklahoma Business Com- 
mercialization Center .... 


Stark State College of 
Technology, Canton, OH 


Stark State College of 
Technology, Canton, OH 
for equipment ................. 


State of Hawaii, Honolulu, 
HI, for а project for 
building the capacity of 
professional healthcare 
Ser VilO6S-. а 


State University of New 
York, College of Environ- 
mental Science and For- 
estry, Syracuse, NY ........ 


Stillman College, Tusca- 
loosa, AL, for a One-Stop 
Community Resource 
Learning Center to pro- 
vide job readiness, train- 
ing, placement and sup- 
portive services .............. 


Team Taylor County, 
Campbellsville, KY, for 
Campbellsville Univer- 
sity Technology Training 
СӨПӨТ RE 

The Joblinks program for 
continuation costs .......... 

Tides Center of Western 
Pennsylvania, Pitts- 
burgh, PA, for the 
Keys2Work program ....... 


TIGER House, 
Tunkhannock Area 
School District, 


Tunkhannock, PA, for 
vocational training for 
Special needs students .... 


Twenty-First Century 
Council—IMPACT Learn- 
ing Center, Scottsboro, 
AL, for workforce devel- 
opment and training ....... 


United Mine Workers of 
America Career Center, 
Washington, PA for a 
technical training and 
occupational health safe- 
ty program for mining 
occupations .................... 

United Mine Workers of 
America, Fairfax, VA, for 
the UMWA Career Cen- 
uoce ҮН ТГ Л 
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290,000 


100,000 


300,000 


100,000 


500,000 


320,000 


433,000 


200,000 


2,000,000 


100,000 


140,000 


250,000 


500,000 


25,000 


50,000 


75,000 


800,000 


1,200,000 


University of Alaska/ 
Southeast—Ketchikan 
Campus, Ketchikan, AK 
to provide skills assess- 
ment, training and a cer- 
tification program for 
Ketchikan shipyard 
WOFPKOrS.... ote edis 

University of Hawaii at 
Maui for the Training & 
Education Opportunities 
program .......................... 

University of Idaho, to 
continue and expand the 
Alternative Careers for 
Idaho Project, to assist 
persons dislocated from 
traditional, resource- 
based Idaho careers ........ 

University of Northern 
Iowa, Cedar Falls, IA to 
provide immigration 
services to Iowa Commu- 
поо СИИИ 

University of Wisconsin— 
Stout, Menomonie, WI, 
for manufacturing work- 
force development initia- 
CIV OS® ран ыы 

Upper Catskill Television 
Network, Inc., Oneonta, 
IY Zones testes ees Ron EUR EDS 

Valencia County Hispano 
Chamber of Commerce, 
Belen, NM, for workforce 
CLAIMING” 22e ose trees 

Valley Initiative for Devel- 
opment and  Advance- 
ment, Weslaco, TX, for a 
workforce training ini- 
Ба Өн дысын teres 

Vermont Department of 
Employment and Train- 
ing for a statewide career 
development system ....... 

Vermont HITEC, Inc of 
Williston, VT for the 
Vermont Information 
Technology Apprentice- 
ship Program .................. 

Vietnam Veterans Leader- 
ship Program of Western 
Pennsylvania, Pitts- 
burgh, PA, for the Jobs 
for Veteran's Project ...... 

Wallace Community Col- 
lege, Dothan, AL, for the 
Southeast Alabama 
Workforce Readiness pro- 
ВТА: Еа ын. 

Waubonsee Community 
College, Sugar Grove, IL 
to train integrated sys- 
tems technologists ......... 

West Shore Community 
College, Scottsville, MI, 
for workforce investment 
and training for unem- 
ployed individuals .......... 

West Virginia High Tech- 
nology Consortium Foun- 
dation, Fairmont, WV, 
for an information tech- 
nology training program 

Westside Industrial Reten- 
tion and Expansion Net- 
work, Cleveland, OH, for 
a workforce training 
DIOJeOU 5s reete et 

WHYY, Inc. Philadelphia, 
PA, to expand and 
digitize its GED Connec- 
tion program to prepare 
individuals for the work- 
FOTOO: жану ана кыны 


150,000 


1,800,000 


900,000 


200,000 


150,000 


100,000 


250,000 


320,000 


450,000 


325,000 


150,000 


150,000 


300,000 


400,000 


500,000 


370,000 


50,000 


Women Work, Washington, 
D.C. for workforce train- 
ing and development for 
women in the informa- 
tion technology sector ... 

Women’s Resource Assist- 
ance Program Inc., Har- 
vey, IL, for its Career 
STEPS Self Sufficiency 
Program to prepare 
women for non-tradi- 
tional careers ................. 

Work, Achievement, Val- 
ues & Education, Inc. 
(WAVE), Washington, 
D.C. to provide job skills 
training to high school 
drop OUES ........................ 

Workforce Connections in 
La Crosse, WI for incum- 
bent worker training ...... 

Workforce Development 
Council of King County, 
WA, to provide literacy 
assistance and job train- 
ing for immigrants ......... 

Workforce Initiative Asso- 
ciation, Canton, OH, for 
a Workforce Advance- 


ment Demonstration 
Proti ci cise ces tédaawscsaseesesess 
Workforce Investment 
Board of Herkimer, 


Madison and Oneida 
Counties, Utica, NY ........ 
Workforce Resource, Inc in 
Menomonie, WI for in- 
cumbent health care 
worker training .............. 
WorkNet Pinellas, Clear- 
water, EL... arcet 
Wrightco 'Technologies, 
Ebensburg, PA to provide 
security systems instal- 
lation and high-tech 
communications training 
to clients across PA ....... 
Wrightco Technologies, 
Inc., Claysburg, PA to 
support job-training pro- 
gram with UMWA ........... 


The conference agreement 
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50,000 


100,000 


75,000 


200,000 


100,000 


400,000 


175,000 


150,000 


200,000 


100,000 


100,000 


includes 


$50,000,000 for Responsible Reintegration of 
Youthful Offenders as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. The House did not recommend funds for 
this activity. The conference agreement also 
provides $20,000,000 for the prisoner re-entry 
initiative, instead of $40,000,000 as proposed 
by the Senate. The House did not recommend 
funds for this activity. Within the amount 
provided for prisoner re-entry, the conferees 
encourage the Department to partner with 
organizations with a proven history of reduc- 
ing recidivism by helping individuals exiting 
prison make the successful transition to em- 


ployment. 


The conference agreement 


includes 


$250,000,000 requested by the administration 
to carry out the Community College/Commu- 
nity-Based Job Training Grant initiative. Of 
this amount, bill language provides that 
$125,000,000 is to be allocated from National 
Emergency Grant funds available under sec- 
tion 132(a)(2)(A) of the Workforce Investment 
Act, overriding the limitation otherwise im- 
posed under section 171(d). The Secretary is 
expected to initially use resources from the 
National Emergency Grants account for 
these awards that are designated for non- 
emergencies under sections 171(d) and 170(b) 
of the Workforce Investment Act. Commu- 
nity-Based Job Training Grant awards will 
also be subject to the limitations of sections 
171(с)(4)(А) through 171(c)(4)(C) of the Work- 
force Investment Act to ensure that these 
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grants are awarded competitively. Funds 
used for this initiative should strengthen 
partnerships between workforce investment 
boards, community colleges, and employers, 
to train workers for high growth, high de- 
mand industries in the new economy. 

The conferees provide $7,000,000 for the 
Denali Commission for job training instead 
of $8,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
House recommendation did not include funds 
for this activity. 

STATE UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE AND 
EMPLOYMENT SERVICE OPERATIONS 


The conference agreement appropriates 
$3,666,235,000 for State Unemployment Insur- 
ance and Employment Service Operations, 
instead of $3,582,848,000 as proposed the House 
and $3,636,235,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
For unemployment insurance services, the 
РІП provides $2,695,214,000 instead of 
$2,701,214,000 as proposed by the House and 
$2,665,214,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
conference agreement includes $2,684,714,000 
for UI State Operations instead of 
$2,690,714,000 as proposed by the House and 
$2,654,714,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
agreement includes a contingency reserve 
amount should the unemployment workload 
exceed an average weekly insured claims vol- 
ume of 3,227,000 instead of 3,327,000 as pro- 
posed by the House. 

For the Employment Service grants to 
states, the agreement includes $786,887,000 as 
proposed by the Senate instead of $696,000,000 
as proposed by the House. This includes 
$23,300,000 in general funds as proposed by 
the House instead of $23,163,000 as proposed 
by the Senate and $763,587,000 from the ‘‘Em- 
ployment Security Administration’’ account 
of the unemployment trust fund instead of 
$672,700,000 as proposed by the House and 
$763,724,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

For Employment Service national activi- 
ties the agreement includes $65,500,000 as 
proposed by the Senate, instead of $67,000,000 
as proposed by the House. 

PROGRAM ADMINISTRATION 


The conference agreement appropriates 
$171,473,000 for Program Administration, in- 
stead of $168,854,000 as proposed by the House 
and $177,615,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
The detailed table at the end of this joint 
statement reflects the activity distribution 
agreed to by the conferees. 

EMPLOYMENT STANDARDS ADMINISTRATION 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement includes 
$404,345,000 for the Employment Standards 
Administration, salaries and expenses, in- 
stead of $402,818,000 as proposed by the House 
and $405,870,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
The detailed table at the end of this joint 
statement reflects the activity distribution 
agreed to by the conferees. 

OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 
ADMINISTRATION 


SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement includes 
$468,109,000 for the Occupational Safety and 
Health Administration instead of $461,599,000 
as proposed by the House and $468,645,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. The detailed table at 
the end of this joint statement reflects the 
activity distribution agreed to by the con- 
ferees. 

The conferees concur with the House bill 
and report language regarding OSHA’s en- 
forcement of the Respiratory Standard as it 
applies to tuberculosis. The conferees advise 
OSHA to take no further action with regard 
to respiratory protection for occupational 
exposure to TB until such time as the CDC 
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has completed the ongoing revisions of its 
TB guidelines. 

The conferees concur with the Senate bill 
and report language that not less than 
$3,200,000 is to be used to extend funding for 
the Institutional Competency Building 
training grants provided that a grantee has 
demonstrated satisfactory performance. 

MINE SAFETY AND HEALTH ADMINISTRATION 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement includes 
$281,535,000 for the Mine Safety and Health 
Administration instead of $275,567,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $280,002,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. The detailed table at 
the end of this joint statement reflects the 
activity distribution agreed to by the con- 
ferees. 

Within the total, the conference agreement 
includes $2,000,000 to be available for mine 
rescue and recovery activities on a non-con- 
tingency basis as proposed by the Senate. 

The conferees expect the Mine Safety and 
Health Administration to keep it fully and 
currently informed of A-76 competitions, and 
that any competitions will be conducted 
fairly and equitably and will result in sig- 
nificant savings and the improvement in the 
quality of services to taxpayers. The Con- 
ferees urge all possible diligence to ensure 
that inherently governmental functions are 
not subject to A-76 competitions. The con- 
ference agreement includes the following 
amounts for the following projects and ac- 
tivities: 

Infrastructure improve- 

ments at the Mine Acad- 

emy in Beckley, West 

Virginia 
Wheeling Jesuit University 

for the National Tech- 

nology Transfer Center 

for a coal slurry im- 

poundment pilot project $3,000,000 

BUREAU OF LABOR STATISTICS 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


Within the total for the Employment and 
Unemployment Statistics activity, $5,000,000 
is for the Mass Layoff Statistics program as 
proposed in the Senate bill. 

OFFICE OF DISABILITY EMPLOYMENT POLICY 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conferees commend ODEP for their ef- 
forts to enhance telework opportunities for 
severely disabled individuals. To build on 
ODEP’s efforts to increase telework opportu- 
nities in the federal government, the con- 
ferees direct that $1,000,000 be transferred 
from ODEP to the Centers for Medicare and 
Medicaid Services (CMS) to build on a pre- 
vious pilot between ODEP and CMS. 

The conferees are pleased that CMS has pi- 
loted the performance of CMS call center 
work by individuals with severe disabilities 
working from home-based workstations. This 
model has the potential to be expanded with- 
in CMS and replicated outside of CMS by 
government agencies and others interested 
in following CMS's lead. 

The conference agreement provides such 
transfer to expand and refine the existing 
CMS model in conjunction with National 
Telecommuting Institute, Inc., as well as 
disseminate information about this telework 
model to other agencies. 

DEPARTMENTAL MANAGEMENT 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

The conference agreement includes 
$328,422,000 for Departmental Management, 
salaries and expenses, instead of $264,967,000 
as proposed by the House bill and $357,050,000 
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as proposed by the Senate. The detailed table 
at the end of this joint statement reflects 
the activity distribution agreed to by the 
conferees. 

The conference agreement includes 
$94,000,000 for the Bureau of International 
Labor Affairs (ILAB). Within the total pro- 
vided, $79,000,000 is to assist developing coun- 
tries with the elimination of child labor. Of 
this amount, $45,000,000 is for the Inter- 
national Labor Organization’s International 
Programme for the Elimination of Child 
Labor and $34,000,000 is provided for bilateral 
assistance to improve access to basic edu- 
cation in international areas with a high 
rate of abusive and exploitative child labor. 
In addition, the conference agreement in- 
cludes $2,000,000 for ILAB to build its own 
permanent capacity to monitor and report 
regularly and in-depth to the Congress on 
the extent to which foreign countries with 
trade and investment agreements with the 
United States respect internationally-recog- 
nized worker rights and effectively promote 
core labor standards. The conference agree- 
ment also includes $11,000,000 for Federal ad- 
ministration and other ILAB programs. 

The conference agreement includes 
$2,000,000 for the purpose of assisting the 
International Labor Organization in imple- 
menting a program to confront HIV/AIDS in 
the workplace. The primary purpose of this 
program shall be to promote workplace poli- 
cies which combat HIV-related stigma and 
discrimination, and promote prevention on 
the basis of tripartite partnerships among 
workers, employers and governments around 
the world. 

The conferees are disturbed that the De- 
partment of Labor transferred fiscal year 
2004 funds to augment activities for which 
funds were previously denied and to initiate 
new activities for which both the House and 
Senate Appropriations Committees denied 
funding. The Appropriations Committees 
have provided authority to reprogram and 
transfer funds in order to provide flexibility 
to the Department to address unforeseen 
needs and emergencies. However, the Depart- 
ment, instead, has used these flexibilities to 
circumvent funding decisions made by the 
Congress. Therefore, the conferees have in- 
cluded bill language to clarify reprogram- 
ming and transfer procedures. 

VETERANS EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING 


The conference agreement includes 
$224,648,000 for Veterans Employment and 
Training instead of $225,648,000 as proposed 
by the House and $226,781,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. The detailed table at the end of 
this joint statement reflects the activity dis- 
tribution agreed to by the conferees. 

The conference agreement includes 
$13,198,000 for activities under the Uniformed 
Services Employment and Reemployment 
Rights Act. The conferees intend that the 
additional resources over FY 2004 be used for 
additional investigations and educational 
outreach to employers about reemployment 
rights of uniformed service members depart- 
ing from and returning to work. 

WORKING CAPITAL FUND 


The conference agreement includes 
$10,000,000 for the Working Capital Fund the 
same as proposed by the House instead of 
$15,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS 
ONE PERCENT TRANSFER AUTHORITY 

The conference agreement modifies a pro- 
vision proposed by the Senate limiting the 
authority to transfer funds between a pro- 
gram, project or activity and requiring a 15 
day notification of any transfer. 
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EXECUTIVE ORDER 13126 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision proposed by the Senate that none of 
the funds appropriated in this Act shall be 
obligated or expended for the procurement of 
goods produced by forced or indentured child 
labor. The House bill contained no similar 
provision. 

DENALI COMMISSION 


The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision proposed by the Senate that author- 
izes to be appropriated such sums as may be 
necessary to the Denali Commission to con- 
duct job training where Denali Commission 
projects will be constructed. The House bill 
contained no similar provision. 

TRANSIT SUBSIDY 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision directing the Secretary to provide, 
within 45 days, to the Department of Labor 
employees in the National Capital Region 
the full transit subsidy that they are eligible 
to receive. 

CONGRESSIONAL JUSTIFICATIONS 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language requiring the Department of Labor 
to submit its fiscal year 2006 congressional 
budget justifications in the traditional budg- 
et structure rather than in а ‘‘performance”’ 
budget structure. The Department is di- 
rected to return to preparing the traditional 
congressional justifications as they were pre- 
pared prior to fiscal year 2008, with separate 
sections for each appropriations account, 
providing detailed information on the prior 
year, current year, and requested budget 
year funding and Federal staffing levels for 
each program, project, or activity funded 
within each account; a detailed narrative de- 
scription of each program, project, or activ- 
ity; and budget and measurement informa- 
tion should be submitted as a separate ap- 
pendix in the budget justification material. 

The conferees support the Department’s ef- 
fort to integrate program performance more 
prominently into its budget formulation and 
to display that information more thoroughly 
in the justification, but the conferees direct 
that technical account and program informa- 
tion be prominent in each agency’s budget 
justifications similar to the Department’s 
budget justifications prior to fiscal year 2003 
so that information can be found easily and 
quickly. The Department is directed to de- 
lineate materials by appropriation account, 
providing detailed information on the prior 
year, current year, and requested budget 
year funding and Federal staffing levels for 
each program, project, or activity funded 
within each account; a narrative description 
of each program, project, or activity; and 
any proposed changes to such program, 
project, or activity. The Department is en- 
couraged to continue using outcome and per- 
formance measures as the primary manage- 
ment tool for resource allocation and the 
evaluation of programs and individuals. 

OVERTIME REGULATION 

The conference agreement deletes without 
prejudice language proposed by the House 
and Senate stating that none of the funds 
provided may be used to implement or ad- 
minister any changes to regulations regard- 
ing overtime compensation in effect on July 
14, 2004. 

TITLE П—РЕРАВТМЕМТ OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 
HEALTH RESOURCES AND SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 
HEALTH RESOURCES AND SERVICES 


The conference agreement includes 
$6,881,624,000 for health resources and serv- 
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ices, of which $6,856,624,000 is provided as 
budget authority and $25,000,000 is made 
available from the Public Health Service pol- 
icy evaluation set-aside, instead of 
$6,330,333,000 as proposed by the House and 
$6,966,280,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes resolu- 
tion of two technical bill language dif- 
ferences: the Social Security Act is cited 
once as proposed by the House rather than 
twice as proposed by the Senate; the citation 
of the Poison Control Center Act is expanded 
as proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language providing $484,629,000 for construc- 
tion and renovation (including equipment) of 
health care and other facilities and other 
health-related activities. The Senate in- 
cluded bill language providing $371,536,000 for 
this purpose; no funding was provided by the 
House. These funds are to be used for the fol- 
lowing projects: 


A.O. Fox Memorial Hos- 
pital, Oneonta, NY for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Aberdeen Area Tribal 
Chairmen’s Health Board 
in Rapid City, South Da- 
kota for Northern Plains 
Healthy Start ................. 

Abington Memorial Hos- 
pital, Abington, PA ........ 

Access Center, Inc., Vi- 
enna, VA for facilities 
and equipment ................ 

Advanced Technology In- 
stitute, Charleston, SC 
for a demonstration pro- 
gram for delivery of dia- 
betes diagnostic and care 
services through  tele- 
health technology .......... 

Adventist HealthCare, 
Rockville, MD for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 

Akron General Medical 
Center, Akron, OH for fa- 
cilities and equipment 
for the Edwin Shaw Re- 
habilitation Hospital ...... 

Alabama Association of 
Area Agencies on Aging, 
Montgomery, AL for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Alamance Regional Med- 
ical Center, Burlington, 
NC for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Alaska Family Practice 
Residency Program, An- 
chorage, AK to support 
its family practice resi- 
dency programs .............. 

Alaska Federal Health 
Care Access Network, 
Anchorage, AK to sup- 
port activities of the 
Alaska Telemedicine Ad- 
visory Committee ... aS 300,000 

Alaska Native Medica 
Center, Anchorage, AK ... 

Alaska Psychiatric Insti- 
tute, Anchorage, AK for 
its Telebehavioral Health 
Projeot essei cass ess 

Albert Einstein Healthcare 
Network, Philadelphia, 


$250,000 


300,000 


350,000 


350,000 


275,000 


750,000 


250,000 


175,000 


125,000 


500,000 


1,000,000 


400,000 


1,000,000 
Alice Hyde Medical Center, 
Malone, NY, for facilities 
and equipment ................ 
Alivio Medical Center, Chi- 
CORO Aen 


100,000 


250,000 


АП Children's Hospital, 
Inc., St. Petersburg, FL 
for facilities and equip- 
пет. тие нр nips 

Allegheny County Housing 
Authority, Pittsburgh, 
PA for facilities and 
equipment for its LIFE 
Center іп  Tarrentum 
Township, PA ................. 

Allegheny County, Pitts- 

burgh, PA for laboratory 

equipment ...................... 

Allegheny General Hos- 

pital, West Penn Alle- 

gheny Health System, 

Pittsburgh, PA ............... 

Allegheny Singer Research 

Institute, Pittsburgh, PA 

Alle-Kiski Medical Center, 

Natrona Heights, PA for 

facilities and equipment 

Allen Memorial Hospital, 

Moab TI араар 

Allied Services Founda- 

tion, Wilkes-Barre, PA 

for equipment ................. 

Alpha Community Ambu- 

lance Service, Inc., State 

College, PA, for facilities 

and equipment ................ 

Altarum Institute, Ann 
Arbor, MI for develop- 
ment of a Center of Ex- 
cellence focusing on use 
of information and com- 
munications technology 
to improve health care 
quality and efficiency .... 

American Oncologic Hos- 
pital of Fox Chase Cancer 
Center in Philadelphia 
and University of Mary- 
land Greenbaum Cancer 
Center in Baltimore, for 
facilities and equipment 
for the American Russian 
Cancer Alliance .............. 

American Red Cross, Wash- 
ington, DC, for equip- 
MONG изишак Ра 

Ana G. Mendez University 
System, Universidad del 
Este, Carolina, PR for fa- 
cilities and equipment 
for the Caribbean Food 
Safety Research Center .. 

Arkansas State University 
Mountain Home, for fa- 
cilities and equipment 
for health sciences .......... 

Arlington Free Clinic, Ar- 
lington, VA for facilities 
and equipment ................ 

Arnold Palmer Hospital for 
Children and Women, Or- 
lando, FL for facilities 
and equipment ................ 

Arrowhead Regional Med- 
ical Center, Colton, CA 
for facilities and equip- 
ION сорына crea д» 

Ashland County Oral 
Health Services, Inc., 
Ashland, OH, for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 

Asian American Recovery 
Services, Daly City, CA 
for facilities and equip- 
ment for substance abuse 
intervention and treat- 
TOTO eins ees euo soon «Meet 

Association of Utah Com- 
munity Health, Salt 
Lake City, UT ................ 
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5,000,000 


675,000 


25,000 


1,000,000 
1,000,000 


150,000 
100,000 


200,000 


100,000 


390,000 


750,000 


200,000 


200,000 


350,000 


375,000 


350,000 


725,000 


250,000 


250,000 


800,000 
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Atlantic City Medical Cen- 
ter, City Division, Atlan- 
tic City, NJ for facilities 
and equipment ................ 

Atlantic Health System, 
Florham Park, NJ for fa- 
cilities and equipment 
for the Morristown Me- 
morial Hospital, Carol G. 
Simon Cancer Center, 
Morristown, NJ and the 
Mountainside Hospital 
Comprehensive Commu- 
nity Cancer Center, 
Essex County, NJ ........... 

Atlantic Health System, 
Florham Park, NJ for fa- 
cilities and equipment 
for the Mountainside 
Hospital Comprehensive 
Community Cancer Cen- 
inca e P hse tan te ОП 

Augsburg College, Min- 
neapolis, MN, for its phy- 
sician assistant edu- 
cation program ............... 

Aultman Health Founda- 
tion, Canton, OH for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Aunt Martha’s Youth Serv- 
ice Center, Chicago 
Heights, IL for facilities 
and equipment ................ 

Avista Adventist Hospital, 
Louisville, CO for the In- 
tegrated Community Ori- 
ented Physician Initia- 
tive to develop common 
electronic medical record 
and practice manage- 
ment systems ................. 

Baptist Health System, 
Inc., Birmingham, AL for 
facilities and equipment 

Barre Family Health Cen- 
ter, Barre, MA for facili- 
ties and equipment 

Barrio Comprehensive 
Family Health Care Cen- 
ter, San Antonio, TX for 
facilities and equipment 
for the Dr. Frank Bryant 
Health Center ................. 

Barry University, Miami 
Shores, FL, for facilities 
and equipment for the In- 
stitute for Community 
Health and Minority 
Medicine ош ыл ннн. 

Bartlett Regional Hospital, 
Juneau, АК ..................... 

Baton Rouge General Med- 
ical Center, Baton 
Rouge, LA for facilities 
and equipment for the 
Radiation Oncology Cen- 
ter at Bluebonnet ........... 

Bay Area Medical Center 
Foundation,  Marinette, 
WI, for facilities and 
equipment for a cancer 
care center ..................... 

Bay Area Medical Center, 
Menominee, MI for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 

Bay Clinic Community 
Health Center, Hawaii .... 

Bay Clinic Community 
Health Center, Hawaii, 
for the Native Hawaiian 
Adolescent Health Psy- 
chology Initiative ........... 
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300,000 


700,000 


300,000 


295,000 


1,000,000 


275,000 


640,000 


200,000 


450,000 


300,000 


1,000,000 


1,000,000 


100,000 


250,000 


200,000 


250,000 


50,000 


BayCare Health System, 
Clearwater, FL, to de- 
velop an electronic medi- 
cation and clinical serv- 
ices ordering system ....... 

Bayfront NATO, Inc., Erie, 
PA for construction, ren- 
ovation, and equipment 
of a health clinic .... 

Baylor College of Medicine, 
Houston, TX ................... 

Baylor Institute for Immu- 
nology Research, Dallas, 
TX, for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Bear Lake Memorial Hos- 
pital, Montpelier, ID for 
facilities and equipment 

Beaufort Memorial Нов- 
pital, Beaufort, SC for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Bellarmine University, 
Louisville, KY, for facili- 
ties and equipment for a 
nursing school facility ... 

Belmont University, Nash- 
ville, TN for facilities 
and equipment for health 
SCION COS! дар AU 

Beloit Memorial Hospital, 
Beloit, WI for facilities 
and equipment ................ 

Benton County, OR for fa- 
cilities and equipment 
for health services in 
Monroe, OR ..................... 

Berkeley County Senior 
Services Agency, Mar- 
tinsburg, WV for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 

Bethel College, Inc., 
Mishawaka, IN for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 

Bethesda North Hospital, 
Montgomery, OH for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Birmingham Green Adult 
Care Residence, Manas- 
sas, VA for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Blackstone Valley Commu- 
nity Health Care, Paw- 
tucket, RI for facilities 
and equipment ................ 

Bloomsburg Hospital, 
Bloomsburg, PA ............. 

Blount County Memorial 
Hospital, Maryville, TN 
for facilities and equip- 
ment for a cancer center 

Bon Secours Hospital in 
Baltimore, MD ................ 

Bon Secours St. Francis 
Medical Center, Chester- 
field, VA for facilities 
and equipment ................ 

Bonfils Blood Center Foun- 
dation, Denver, CO for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Booker T. Washington Cen- 
ter, Erie, PA ................... 

Boston Medical Center, 
Boston, MA for facilities 
and equipment for the J. 
Joseph Moakley Medical 
Services Building ........... 

Boston University School 
of Medicine, Boston MA 
for facilities and equip- 
ment for research on am- 
yloidosis and other sub- 
Чеспезмысымаыыман шан 

Boys Town National Re- 
search Hospital, Omaha, 
ӘТЕР, ари арланы r 
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250,000 


100,000 


100,000 


200,000 


300,000 


930,000 


300,000 


265,000 


18,000 


100,000 


150,000 


200,000 


500,000 
250,000 


50,000 
100,000 


800,000 


290,000 


100,000 


1,000,000 


200,000 


1,500,000 


Bradford Hospital Founda- 
tion, Bradford, PA, for 
facilities and equipment 
for Bradford Regional 
Medical Center ............... 

Brandeis University Heller 
School for Social Policy 
and Management, Wal- 
tham, МА ....................... 

Brazos Valley Family Med- 
icine Center, Bryan, TX 
for facilities and equip- 
тепа EE POS T 

Brevard Community Col- 
lege, Cocoa, FL, for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Briar Cliff University, 
Sioux City, IA for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 

Brockton Hospital, Brock- 
bon; MA уо 

Brookhaven Memorial Hos- 
pital Medical Center, 
Patchogue, NY for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 

Burlington County College, 
Pemberton, NJ, for fa- 
cilities and equipment 
for the Burlington Coun- 
ty College Health Center 

Calhoun County Com- 
mittee on Aging for fa- 
cilities and equipment 
for Calhoun County Sen- 
ior Satellite Center, 
Grantsville, WV .............. 

California Hospital Med- 
ical Center, Los Angeles, 
CA for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

California State University 
at Bakersfield Founda- 
tion, Bakersfield, CA, for 
equipment and facilities 
for the Valley Fever Vac- 
cine project .................... 

Callen-Lorde Community 
Health Center, New 
York, NY for health and 
outreach Services to 
teenagers and young 
adults БИТТЕН 

Campbellsville University, 
Campbellsville, KY, for 
facilities and equipment 

Candler County Hospital, 
Metter, GA for facilities 
and equipment ....... T 

Canyonlands Community 
Health Care, Page, AZ, 
for facilities and equip- 
ment at three clinics ...... 

CAP Services, Stevens 
Point, WI for facilities 
and equipment and to 
provide dental services ... 

Capitol Community Health 
Center, Springfield, IL 
for facilities and equip- 
теп ое аа құлығын conve 

Carilion Health System, 
Roanoke, VA for facili- 
ties and equipment for 
the Southwest/Southside 
Virginia Children’s Den- 
tal Access Project .......... 

Caring Foundation, Inc., 
Salt Lake City, UT to 
improve the oral health 
of underserved children 
in Utah and Idaho ........... 

CARING, Inc. Pleasant- 
ville, NJ for facilities 
and equipment for a sen- 
ior medical facility ........ 
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180,000 


90,000 
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Caritas Good Samaritan 
Medical Center, Brock- 
TOMMA > а асаав: 


Carle Foundation Hospital, 
IL, and partners to estab- 
lish the Midwest Breast 
Institute... ee rero 


Carnegie Mellon Univer- 
sity, Pittsburgh, PA ....... 


Carter BloodCare, Bedford, 
TX for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Case Western Reserve Uni- 
versity, Cleveland, OH 
for facilities and equip- 
ment for a construction 
project involving Case 
Western Reserve Univer- 
sity, University Нов- 
pitals of Cleveland and 
the Cleveland Clinic 
Foundation ..................... 


Center for Allied Health 
and Nursing, НасКеп- 
sack, NJ for a program 
to recruit and train home 
health aides and other 
health care workers to 
become licensed prac- 
tical nurses ..................... 


Center for Families and 
Children, Cleveland, OH 
for facilities and equip- 
MCN: ie sacos ыы кт 


Center for Health Work- 
force Development, Ten- 
nessee Hospital Edu- 
cation and Research 
Foundation, Nashville, 
TN for programs to ad- 
dress shortages of nurs- 
ing faculty and other 
health professionals ....... 

Center for Hope Hospice, 
Inc., Linden, NJ for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Center for Hospice and Pal- 
liative Care, Buffalo, NY 
for facilities and equip- 
TONG. 4:21 дее 

Center for Integration of 
Medicine and Innovative 
Technology, Cambridge, 
MA for equipment .......... 

Center for the Disabled, Al- 
bany, NY, for facilities 
and equipment ................ 

Central Bucks Ambulance 


and Rescue Unit, 
Doylestown, PA .............. 
Central Pennsylvania 
Blood Bank, 
Hummelstown, PA for 
equipment ...................... 


Centro de la Comunidad 
Unida/United Community 
Center in Milwaukee, WI 
for the Latino Geriatric 
Себет за дана ыл 


Chai Lifeline, New York, 
NY for programs for seri- 
ously ill children and 
their families at Camp 
Simcha in Glen Spey, NY 

Charles Cole Memorial 
Hospital, Coudersport, 
PA to build radiation on- 
cology wing at the Pat- 
terson Cancer Care Cen- 
GOT та M 
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Charles R. Drew University 
of Medicine and Science, 
Los Angeles, CA, for re- 
cruitment and appoint- 
ment of new clinical fac- 
Din p ТСКЕ 

Charlotte Hungerford Hos- 
pital, Torrington, CT for 
facilities and equipment 

Chemeketa Community 
College, Salem, OR for 
facilities and equipment 
for training of nursing 
and allied health stu- 
CONG. core eroe re 

Cherry Street Health Serv- 
ices, Grand Rapids, MI 
for facilities and equip- 
TONG: раст но бе days 

Child Neurology Society, 
Saint Paul, MN ............... 

Children's Medical Re- 
search Institute, Okla- 
пота City, OK ................ 

Children's Health Fund, 
Clarksdale, MS ............... 

Children's Health Fund, 
New York, NY, for facili- 
ties and equipment for à 
Children's Health Project 
INKY дырдын ыла на 

Children’s Healthcare of 
Atlanta, Atlanta, GA for 
facilities and equipment 
at Children’s at Scottish 
RAG. аас ГЛ t 

Children's Hospital and 
Health Center, San 
Diego, CA for facilities 
and equipment ................ 

Children's Hospital at 
Johnson City Medical 
Center, Johnson City, TN 
for facilities and equip- 
nicum КОЛОТТО; 

Childrens Hospital Los An- 
geles, Los Angeles, CA, 
for facilities and equip- 
ment for the Institute for 
Maternal and Fetal 
Healthy eee КИЕ 

Children’s Hospital Med- 
ical Center of Akron, 
Akron, OH for facilities 
and equipment ................ 


Children’s Hospital of 
Philadelphia, Philadel- 
рріа;:РА адалын. 

Children’s Hospital of 


Pittsburgh, Pittsburgh, 
РА. раа а алата 
Children’s Hospital of the 
King’s Daughters, Nor- 
folk, VA for facilities and 
equipment for the facil- 
ity in Newport News, VA 
Children’s Medical Center 
Dallas, Dallas, TX, for fa- 
cilities and equipment 
for a Nursing Retention 
and Patient Care Im- 
provement Project .......... 
Children’s Medical Center 
of Dayton, Dayton, OH 
for facilities and equip- 
ТПЕНб5226уае бир алды 
Children’s National Med- 
ical Center, Washington, 
DC for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 
Children’s Specialized Hos- 
pital, Mountainside, NJ 
for facilities and equip- 
ment for a nursing facil- 
ity in Mountainside, NJ 
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Children’s Specialized Hos- 
pital, Mountainside, NJ 
for facilities and equip- 
ment for a pediatric re- 
habilitation hospital in 
New Brunswick, NJ ........ 

Chinatown Service Center, 
Los Angeles, CA for fa- 
cilities and equipment 
for its dental clinic ......... 

Chippewa Cree Tribe of the 
Rocky Boy's Reserva- 
tion, Box Elder, MT, for 
facilities and equipment 
for a health clinic ........... 

CHRISTUS Santa Rosa 
Health Care, San Anto- 
NOS IOS ҚЫ ағын а equi 

Chugiak Senior Citizens, 
Inc., Chugiak, AK for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Cincinnati Children’s Hos- 
pital Medical Center, 
Cincinnati, ОН ................ 

City оғ  Abilene-Taylor 
County Public Health 
District, Abilene, TX for 
facilities and equipment 

City of Azusa, CA for fa- 
cilities and equipment 
for the City of Azusa 
Health Clinic 

City of Bridgeport, Bridge- 
port, CT, for facilities 
and equipment for a 
health and social service 
Сезан оз ИРИСИ ЕРЕ ние илы 

City of Clark, South Da- 
kota for construction of 
a health care facility ...... 

City of Homestead, FL, for 
facilities and equipment 
for the William F. “Bill” 
Dickinson Senior Center 

City of Madison Commu- 
nity Development Au- 
thority in Madison, Wis- 
consin to construct 
health facilities in the 
Triangle Project area ..... 

City of Martinsville, VA 
for facilities and equip- 
ment for a dental clinic .. 

City of Oxford, MS for the 
Oxford Enterprise Center 
to renovate facilities for 
health and pharma- 
ceutical development re- 
search and educational 
activities h арыл Аы 

Clark County Department 
of Community Services, 
Vancouver, WA for facili- 
ties and equipment for 
the Center for Commu- 
nity Health ..................... 

Clark University, Worce- 

8667, MÀ md унији 

Clay County Drug Treat- 

ment Facility, 

Cornettsville, KY for fa- 

cilities and equipment .... 

Clearfield Hospital, 

Clearfield, PA, for facili- 

ties and equipment ......... 

Clearwater Valley Hos- 

pital, Orofino, ID ............ 

Cleveland Clinic Founda- 
tion, Cleveland, OH for 
facilities and equipment 
for the heart center ........ 
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Cleveland Clinic Health 
System, Cleveland, Ohio, 
for the Euclid Hospital 
Emergency Department 
renovation and construc- 
GION ылы а 

Cleveland Department of 
Public Health, Cleveland, 
OH for facilities and 
equipment for the four 
city-owned health cen- 
LODS etae est a тараты rede 

Cleveland Foundation, 
Cleveland, OH, for facili- 
ties and equipment for 
NetWellness .................... 

Cold Spring Harbor Lab- 
oratory in New York ...... 

Colorado State University, 
Ft. Collins, CO for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 

Columbia Basin College, 
Pasco, WA for facilities 
and equipment for a 
health sciences edu- 
cation center at the 
Richland, WA campus ..... 

Columbia Memorial Hos- 
pital, Hudson, NY, for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Columbia St Mary's Hos- 
pital in Glendale, WI for 
the Madre Angela Dental 
Clic... iere 

Columbus Children's Re- 
search Institute, Colum- 
bus, OH for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Community Care Network, 
Montgomery, AL, for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Community College of Al- 
legheny County, Pitts- 
burgh, PA for facilities 
and equipment for nurse 
TRAINING: и та ДЫ 

Community College of 
Southern Nevada for a 
mobile dental outreach 
treatment and education 
рговтатп.,2 5 veto 

Community Counseling 
Center, for the develop- 
ment of a trauma assist- 
ance center ..................... 

Community Crisis Center, 
Inc., Elgin, IL for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 

Community Dental Care 
Foundation, Wausau, WI 
for dental education and 
to provide dental screen- 
ing and sealants for chil- 
дено xe reete 

Community Free Clinic of 
Decatur-Morgan County, 
Inc., Decatur, AL for 
rural outreach ................ 

Community General Foun- 
dation, Syracuse, NY for 
facilities and equipment 
at the Community Gen- 
eral Hospital ................... 

Community Health Care 
Services Foundation, 
Inc., East Greenbush, 
NY, for telemedicine 
8ӨгУібӨ8 ыра дыны Екен 

Community Health Care 


Systems, Wrightsville, 
GA for facilities and 
equipment at its 


Tennille, GA health cen- 
WOT sss D EE 
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Community Health Center 
of Asbury Park, NJ for 
facilities and equipment 

Community Health Centers 
Лоа С 

Community Health Clinic, 
Inc., New Kensington, PA 

Community Health Im- 
provement Center, Deca- 
tur, IL for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Community Health Part- 
ners, Kathlamet, WA for 
Start-up costs for a free 
medical clinic ................. 

Community HealthCare 
Associates of the Dako- 
tas, Bismarck, ND .......... 

Community Medical Cen- 
ter Healthcare System, 
Scranton, PA to pur- 
chase equipment ............. 

Community Medical Cen- 
ter, Missoula, MT ........... 

Community Medical Cen- 
ter, Scranton, PA ........... 

Community Medical Cen- 
ters, Fresno, СА ............. 

Community Memorial Hos- 
pital, Staunton, IL for 
facilities and equipment 

Conemaugh Health Sys- 
tems, Johnstown, PA ..... 

Coney Island Hospital, 
Brooklyn, NY for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 

Connecticut Children’s 
Medical Center, Hart- 
ford, CT for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Contra Costa Community 
College District, Diablo 
Valley College, Pleasant 
Hill, CA for a program to 
train medical laboratory 
technicians ..................... 

Cooley Dickinson Hospital, 
Northampton, MA for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Cooper University Hospital 
in New Jersey ................. 

Cooperative Education 
Service Agency No. 11, 
Turtle Lake, WI for den- 
tal services ..................... 

Corinthian Development 
Corporation, Louisville, 
KY, for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

County of Clarion/Clarion 
University, Clarion, PA .. 

County of Kaua’i, HI for fa- 
cilities for substance 
abuse treatment ............. 

County of бап Diego, 
Edgemoor Hospital, San- 
tee, CA for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

County of San Mateo, CA 
for facilities and equip- 
ment for the San Mateo 
Medical Center ............... 

Creighton University, 
Omaha, NE, for facilities 
and equipment for the 
health science complex .. 

Crozer-Chester Health Sys- 
tem, Springfield, PA for 
facilities and equipment 
at the Nathan Speare Re- 
gional Burn Treatment 
Center at the Medical 
Conver 290 egeo die 

Crozer-Keystone, Spring- 
field; РА наин 
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Crusader Clinic, Rockford, 
IL for facilities and 
equipment at two sites ... 

Cumberland County Нов- 
pital, Burkesville, KY for 
facilities and equipment 

Dan River Region, 
Danville, VA, for Project 
ACCOSS 2. ры МЫЗ 

Dana-Farber Cancer Insti- 
tute, Boston, MA ............ 

Deaconess Billings Diabe- 
tes Center, Billings, MT 

Deaconess Hospital, Okla- 
hóma City, OK ................ 

Decatur Memorial Нов- 
pital, Decatur, IL for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Delaware Valley Commu- 
nity Health, Philadel- 
phia, PA for facilities 
and equipment for the 
Maria de los Santos Com- 
munity Health Center .... 

Delta Health Alliance, 
Stoneville, MS for con- 
struction, renovation, 
and equipment ................ 

Des Moines University, Des 
Moines, ІА ...................... 

Des Moines University, Des 
Moines, IA for facilities 
and equipment for the 
Iowa Chronic Care Con- 
ASTOA AT Ke i оа ERA ETT 

DeWitt Hospital and Nurs- 
ing Home, DeWitt, AR 
for facilities and equip- 
Inetit: аа наала Ьа 

Down Syndrome Research 
and Treatment Founda- 
tion, Washington, D.C., 
for facilities and equip- 
TORE Ма ар ата атеље 

DuBois Regional Medical 
Center, DuBois, PA, for 
facilities and equipment 

DuPage Convalescent Cen- 
ter, Wheaton, IL for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

East Bay Community Ac- 
tion Program, East Prov- 
idence, RI for facilities 
and equipment for dental 
care, mental health and 
other health services ...... 

East Boston Neighborhood 
Health Center, East Bos- 
ton, MA, for а health- 
care workforce develop- 
ment program ................. 

East Tennessee State Uni- 
versity James H. Quillen 
College of Medicine, 
Johnson City, TN for fa- 
cilities and equipment 
for the East Tennessee 
Forensics Center ............ 

East Tennessee State Uni- 
versity, James H. Quillen 
College of Medicine, 
Johnson City, TN, for fa- 
cilities and equipment 
for a mobile surgical unit 

East Valley Community 
Health Center, West Co- 
vina, CA for facilities 
and equipment ................ 

Eastern Connecticut 
Health Network, Rock- 
valle; CT is а end 
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Eau Claire Cooperative 
Health Center, Columbia, 
SC for facilities, equip- 
ment and rural health 
care services at its 
Ridgeway, SC health cen- 
БОТ ТКТ m 

Eblen Charities, Asheville, 
NC, for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Ed Roberts Campus іп 
Berkeley, СА .................. 

Edward R. Roybal Com- 
prehensive Health Cen- 
ter, Los Angeles, CA for 
facilities and equipment 

El Proyecto Del Barrio, 
Arleta, CA for facilities 
and equipment at its 
Canoga Park site ............ 

El Pueblo Health Center, 
Tucson, AZ for facilities 
and equipment ................ 

Elk Regional Health Sys- 
tems, St. Marys, PA ....... 

Elliot Health System, 
Manchester, NH .............. 

Emanuel County Hospital 
Authority, Swainsboro, 
GA for facilities for its 
rural health clinic in 
Twin City, СА ................ 

Emergency Medicine Foun- 
dation, Dallas, TX, for 
Bioterrorism Prepared- 
ness Training for First 
Responders ..................... 

Endless Mountains Health 
Systems, Montrose, PA, 
for facilities and equip- 
теп ааа г ее 

Enterprise Valley Medical 
Clinic in Enterprise, UT 

Ephrata Community Hos- 
pital, Ephrata, PA, for 
facilities and equipment 

Erie County Department of 
Health, Erie, PA to im- 
plement the Nurse Fam- 
ily Partnership (NFP) 
РИО ТЕНҮҮ адам імен 

Erie County Medical Cen- 
ter, Buffalo NY for 
equipment. ..................... 

Evangelical Community 
Hospital, Lewisburg, PA, 
for facilities and equip- 
MCD: ts РИ ЕУ Co png e 

Evans Memorial Hospital, 
Claxton, GA for facilities 
and equipment ................ 

Every Citizen Has Opportu- 
nities, Inc., Leesburg, VA 
for facilities and equip- 
MONG «eese te so ОКК КОА 

Every Woman's Place/Web- 
Ster House Youth Serv- 
ices, Muskegon, MI for 
facilities and equipment 

Fairfield Medical Center, 
Lancaster, OH, for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 

Fairfield Memorial Нов- 
pital, Winnsboro, SC for 
facilities and equipment 

Fairness Advocates for 
Intergenerational Rights 
(FAIR), Philadelphia, PA 
for health care outreach 

Fairview Health System, 
Minneapolis, MN for 
equipment: 252% 080. 
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Familia Unida Living With 
Multiple Sclerosis, Los 
Angeles, CA to improve 
support services to indi- 
viduals and families af- 
fected by multiple scle- 
rosis and other debili- 
tating diseases ................ 

Family and Children’s 
Counseling Centers, Lou- 
isville, KY, for facilities 
and equipment ................ 

Family Health Center of 
Marshfield, Marshfield, 
WI for facilities and 
equipment and to provide 
dental services ................ 

Family Health Center of 
Southern Oklahoma, 
Tishomingo, OK for fa- 
cilities and equipment 
for dental services .......... 

Family Health Center, Co- 
lumbia, MO ..................... 

Family Health Centers, 
Inc., Louisville, KY for 
facilities and equipment 

Faulk County Memorial 
Hospital, SD ................... 

Finley Health Foundation, 
Dubuque, IA for facilities 
and equipment at the di- 
abetes center at Finley 
Hospital... екен се да» 

Fish River Rural Health 

Center, Eagle Lake, ME 

for facilities and equip- 

MENG иу н 

letcher Allen Health Care 

of Burlington, VT ........... 
lorida A&M University .... 
lorida Cancer Research 

Cooperative, University 

of South Florida, Tampa, 

FL for telemedicine ........ 

Florida Emergency Medi- 

cine Foundation, Or- 

lando, FL for facilities 
and equipment ................ 
lorida Hospital College of 

Health Sciences, Or- 

lando, FL for facilities 

and equipment ................ 

Florida Memorial College, 
Miami, FL for health-re- 
lated facilities and equip- 
meh эзен oper a 

Fort Hudson Nursing 
Home, Inc., Fort Edward, 
NY, for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Forum Health, Youngs- 
town, OH for facilities 
and equipment ................ 

Fox Chase Cancer Center, 
Philadelphia, PA ............ 

Franklin and Marshall Col- 
lege, Lancaster, РА ........ 

Franklin Medical Center, 
Greenfield, MA for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 

Free Clinics of Iowa in Des 
Мото: осека на cesses Gees 

Fresno Community Нов- 
pital and Medical Center, 
Fresno, CA for facilities 
and equipment for an 
outpatient care clinic at 
the Community Regional 
Medical Center in Fresno 

Frick Hospital, Greens- 
ЮРЕ, PA ыды мата 

Fulton County Medical 
Center, McConnellsburg, 
РА: ioca seats nieder 
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G.A. Carmichael Family 
Health Center, Canton, 
MS for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Gadsden State Community 
College, Gadsden, AL for 
the Alabama Institute 
for Nursing Education 
and Emergency Pre- 
paredness program at 
Fort McClellan, AL ........ 

Gadsden State Community 
College, Gadsden, AL, for 
facilities and equipment 

Garfield County Public 
Hospital, Pomeroy, WA 
for facilities and equip- 
Ihent а. аа keen abode 

Gateway, Aliquippa PA ..... 

Geisinger Health System, 
Danville, PA, for con- 
struction of the Center 
for Health Research and 
Rural Advocacy .............. 

Geisinger Health System, 
Danville, PA, for facili- 
ties and equipment for an 
endovascular surgical 
suite on the Geisinger 
campus in Danville ......... 

Genesee County Economic 
Development Center, Ba- 
tavia, NY, for a telemedi- 
cine project .................... 

Georgetown University 
Medical Center, 
Lombardi Comprehensive 
Cancer Center, Wash- 
ington, DC for Carey 
Lackman Slease meta- 
static breast cancer 
treatment enhancement 
РГО та санах 

Georgia Southern Univer- 
sity, School of Nursing, 
Statesboro, GA, for rural 
nursing and nursing edu- 
cation outreach pro- 
BTAMIS аана Ы 

Glens Falls Hospital, Glens 
Falls, NY, for facilities 
and equipment ................ 

Good News Doctor Founda- 
tion and the Inter- 
national Child Develop- 
ment Resources Center, 
Inc., Melbourne, FL for 
facilities and equipment 

Good Samaritan Health 
Systems, Good Samari- 
tan Hospital Foundation, 
Kearney, NE, for the 
Mid-Nebraska Telemedi- 
cine Network .................. 

Good Samaritan Hospital 
Regional Medical Center, 
Pottsville, PA ................. 

Good Samaritan Hospital, 
Cincinnati, ОН ................ 

Good Samaritan Hospital, 
Lebanon, PA for equip- 
Inent 2... бека кенеле 

Good Shepard Rehabilita- 
tion Home, Allentown, 
PA for construction, ren- 
ovation and equipment ... 

Goodall-Witcher Hospital, 
Clifton, TX for facilities 
and equipment ................ 

Government of the Virgin 
Islands, Department of 
Health, for facilities and 
equipment for emergency 
medical services ............. 
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Greater Harrisburg Foun- 
dation, Harrisburg, PA to 
collect and examine 
rural health indicator in- 
formation амалым 

Greater Hazelton Health 
Alliance, Hazelton, PA ... 

Greater New Bedford Com- 
munity Health Center, 
New Bedford, MA for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Green River Medical Cen- 
ter of Emery County and 
Eastern Grand County, 
Utah to provide on-site 
dental services ................ 

Greenburgh Health Center, 
White Plains, NY for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Grimes St. Joseph Health 
Center, Navasota, TX for 
facilities and equipment 

Grossmont Hospital Foun- 
dation, La Mesa, CA for 
facilities and equipment 
for Grossmont Hospital, 
San Diego, CA ................ 

Guam Department of Pub- 
lic Health and Social 
Services, for facilities 
and equipment for the 
Northern Region Health 
CONTO crits ыйкы ны киы 

Gurwin Jewish Geriatric 
Center, Commack, NY 
for an electronic chart- 
ing system ...................... 

H. Lee Moffitt Cancer Cen- 
ter and Research Insti- 
tute, Tampa, FL for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Hackensack University 
Medical Center, Hacken- 
Sack, NJ for implementa- 
tion of à computerized 
oncology patient man- 
agement system ............. 

Hackettstown Community 
Hospital, Hackettstown, 
NJ for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Hamilton Health Center, 
Inc., Harrisburg, PA ....... 

Hancock County Municipal 
Government and 
Wellmont Health Sys- 
tem, Sneedville, TN for 
construction, renovation, 
and equipment of a 
health clinic ................... 

HARBOR BRANCH Ocean- 
ographic Institution, 
Fort Pierce, FL for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Harney District Hospital, 
Burns, OR for facilities 
and equipment ................ 

Harris County Hospital 
District, Houston, TX for 
facilities and equipment 
for the emergency room 
at Ben Taub General 
Hospital .......................... 

Harris County Hospital 
District, Houston, TX for 
implementation of a tele- 
health program ............... 

Hauptman-Woodward Med- 
ical Research Institute, 
Buffalo, NY for facilities 
and equipment ................ 

Haywood Regional Medical 
Center, Clyde, NC, for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 
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Hazelton General Hospital, 
Hazelton, PA for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 

Health system of the Uni- 
versity of Pennsylvania, 
Philadelphia, PA ............ 

Healthcare Information 
Xchange of New York, 
Clifton Park, NY, for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

HealthNet, Inc., Indianap- 
olis, IN for facilities and 
equipment for People’s 
Community Health Cen- 
ud МЕР 

HealthPoint Family Care, 
Inc., Newport, KY ........... 

Heartland Regional Med- 
ical Center, St. Joseph, 
МО for equipment ........... 

Hebrew Home for the Aged 
at Riverdale, Riverdale, 
NY, for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Henderson State Univer- 
sity, Arkadelphia, AR for 
facilities and equipment 
for nursing education ..... 

Henry Mayo Newhall Me- 
morial Hospital, Valen- 
cia, CA for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Hidalgo Medical Services, 


Hillcrest Healthcare Sys- 
tem, Tulsa, OK ............... 
Hilltown Community 
Health Centers,  Wor- 
thington, MA for facili- 
ties and equipment at 
the Huntington Health 
Citer PE P 
Hispanic American Council 
of Erie, Erie, PA ............. 
Holy Cross Hospital, Silver 
Spring, MD for facilities 
and equipment ................ 
Holy Name Hospital, Tea- 
neck, NJ for facilities 
and equipment ................ 
Holy Names University, 
Oakland, CA ................... 
Holy Redeemer Health Sys- 
tem, Huntingdon Valley, 
PA for construction, ren- 
ovation, and equipment .. 
Holyoke Hospital, Hol- 
yoke, MA for facilities 
and equipment ................ 
Hope College, Holland, MI 
for facilities and equip- 
ment for a science build- 
10g eisai ына 
Hopkins County Commu- 
nity Clinic, Hopkins 
County; KY г 
Horn Memorial Hospital, 
Ida Grove, IA, for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 
Hospice of Cabarrus Coun- 
ty, Inc., Concord, NC for 
Hospice House in 
Kannapolis, NC ............... 
Hospice of Metropolitan 
Erie, Inc., Erie, PA ......... 
Hospice of Napa Valley, 
Napa, CA for facilities 
and equipment ................ 
Hospice of Northwest Ohio, 
Perrysburg, ОН ............... 
Hospital Authority of Mil- 
ler County, Colquitt, GA 
for facilities and equip- 
Те mete Rote meteo 
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1,000,000 
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320,000 


500,000 


250,000 


260,000 
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100,000 
100,000 


100,000 


150,000 


100,000 


320,000 


450,000 


100,000 


250,000 


300,000 


250,000 


200,000 


125,000 


100,000 


100,000 


640,000 


250,000 


150,000 


Hospital for Special Sur- 
БӨРУЫМҰ орым eg 
Houlton Regional Hospital, 
Houlton, ME for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 
Housing Authority of the 
County of Los Angeles, 
CA for facilities and 
equipment for its Casa de 
la Esperanza health care 
РГО ТАТИЋ oce виа нерава 
Houston County Hospital, 
Crockett, TX for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 
Howard Community Col- 
lege, Columbia, MD for 
expansion of nursing edu- 
cation programs ............. 
Hudson Headwaters Health 
Network, Glens Falls, 
NY, for facilities and 
equipment for the 
Warrensburg Health Cen- 
DOT ain енеке алы eere 
Hudson River Community 
Health, NY. iive 
Humility of Mary Health 
Partners, Boardman, OH 
for facilities and equip- 
ment for Hospice of the 
Маеў erre лт 
Huntington Memorial Hos- 
pital, Pasadena, CA for 
facilities and equipment 
Hurley Medical Center, 
Flint, МІ for replace- 
ment of its clinical pa- 
tient information system 
І.М. Sulzbacher Center for 
the Homeless, Inc., Jack- 
sonville, FL for facilities 
and equipment for a 
healthcare facility .......... 
ICAN/Kids Oneida, Utica, 


Idaho Commission on Nurs- 
ing and Nursing Edu- 
cation, Idaho Falls, ID, 
for the Idaho Nursing 
Leadership and Work- 
force Network ................. 

Idaho State University, 
Telehealth Idaho  Net- 
work, to continue ex- 
panding and improving 
health care access .......... 

Illinois Primary Health 
Care Association, Spring- 
field, IL for a Center for 
Excellence ...................... 

Independence Square 
Foundation, Kingston, RI 

Indian Health Council, 
Inc., Pauma Valley, CA, 
for facilities and equip- 
ment for the IHC Health 
and Wellness Campus on 
the Rincon Indian Res- 
ervation .......................... 

Indiana Regional Medical 
Center, Indiana, PA ........ 

Indiana University-Purdue 
University Fort Wayne, 
Fort Wayne, IN, for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Infirmary Health System, 
Mobile Infirmary, Mo- 
Dile, AT; ee ырайы жели» 

Inland Northwest Health 
Services in Spokane, WA 

INOVA Health System, 
Falls Church, VA for fa- 
cilities and equipment 
for the CBP Hospital, Pi- 
enon, Haiti ..................... 


24771 


400,000 


50,000 


150,000 


400,000 


300,000 


200,000 
100,000 


700,000 


350,000 


700,000 


500,000 
50,000 


250,000 


1,350,000 


600,000 
200,000 


500,000 
250,000 


150,000 


100,000 
500,000 


150,000 


24772 


INOVA Health System, 
Falls Church, VA for fa- 
cilities and equipment 
for the Claude Moore 
Health Education Center 
at INOVA Fairfax Hos- 
pital фае дзн. 

INOVA Health System, 
Falls Church, VA for fa- 
cilities and equipment 
for the George Mason 
University Krasnow In- 
stitute, Fairfax, VA ........ 

INTEGRIS Marshall Me- 
morial Hospital, Madill, 
OK for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Intermountain Health 
Care, Salt Lake City, UT 
to develop a pilot pro- 
gram for telemedicine in- 
terpreting services for 
the-deatf nre 


into sss МЕ 
Iowa Department of Public 
Health to continue the 
Center for Healthcare 
Workforce Shortages ...... 
Iowa Health Foundation, 
Des Moines, IA for a 
demonstration project to 
improve dental care in 
underserved rural areas .. 
Iowa Nebraska Primary 
Care Association for 
planning grants to Iowa 
communities ................... 
Isla Vista Youth Projects, 
Isla Vista, CA for health- 
related facilities and 
equipment ...................... 
J.C. Blair Memorial Hos- 
pital, Huntingdon, PA, 
for facilities and equip- 
ТӨШЕ: oso che onse ЙА 
Jackman Region Health 
Center, Jackman, ME for 
facilities and equipment 
Jackson County, MS for fa- 
cilities and equipment 
for the county health de- 
partment ........................ 
Jackson Health System, 
Miami, FL, for facilities 
and equipment for the 
South Florida AIDS Net- 
ЖӨГЕ за балы aad tia ena Gee? 
Jackson Medical Mall 
Foundation, Jackson, MS 
Jackson Public School Dis- 
trict, Jackson, MS for 


Healthy Children, 
Homes, Education, and 
Community 


(HealthCHEC) project ..... 
Jackson State University, 
Jackson, MS for the 
Southern Institute for 
Mental Health Research 
and Training ................... 
Jamaica Hospital, Brook- 
lyn, NY for equipment .... 
James B. Haggin Memorial 
Hospital, Harrodsburg, 
KY for a Picture 
Archiving Communica- 
tions System and net- 
WOLK: зууда eene dee euet UE 
James  Whitcomb Riley 
Hospital for Children, In- 
dianapolis, IN, for facili- 
ties and equipment for 
the Riley Pediatric Burn 
Unit. e ОЛКЫ dese 
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275,000 


25,000 


Jameson Hospital, New 
Castle, PA ...................... 
Jefferson Memorial Нов- 
pital, Ranson, WV for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 
Jersey City Medical Cen- 
ter, Jersey City, NJ for 
facilities and equipment 
Jersey Shore Hospital, Jer- 
sey Shore, PA, for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 
Jewish Community Centers 
of Staten Island, Staten 
Island NY for facilities 
and equipment ................ 
Jewish Renaissance Med- 
ical Center, Perth 
Amboy, NJ for facilities 
and equipment ................ 
Joe DiMaggio Hospital in 
Hollywood, FL ................ 
John F. Kennedy Center, 
Erie, PA for construction 
of a primary health care 
СПО Curae дамы Т 
John T. Mather Memorial 
Hospital, Port Jefferson, 
NY for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 
Jordan Hospital, Plym- 
outh, MA for facilities 
and equipment ................ 
Katahdin Valley Health 
Center, Southern Aroos- 
took / Northern Penob- 
scot Health Care Access, 
Patten, МЕ ..................... 
Katherine Shaw Bethea 
Hospital, Dixon, IL, for 
facilities and equipment 
Kauai Community Health 
Center іп Hawaii ............ 
Kennedy Krieger Institute, 
Baltimore, MD for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 
Kent County Memorial 
Hospital, Warwick, RI for 
facilities and equipment 
Kent County Visiting 
Nurses Association (VNA 
of Care New England), 
Warwick, RI to increase 
access to home health 
care via telemedicine ..... 
Kern County Medical Cen- 
ter, Bakersfield, CA, for 
facilities and equipment 
Kettering College of Med- 
ical Arts, Kettering, OH, 
for facilities and equip- 
MENT СИТИ даретке dent 
Kettering College of the 
Medical Arts, Dayton, 
Ohio for construction of 
new nursing/physician 
assistant education 
Ра те envi 
Keystone Health Center, 
Chambersburg, PA .......... 
Keystone Rural Health 
Consortia, Inc. Empo- 
TUT PAY оры ыы дамыды 
Kiamichi Family Medical 
Center, Battiest, OK for 
facilities and equipment 
KidsPeace, Orefield, PA .... 
Kimball Medical Center, 
Lakewood, Nd ................. 
Kings County Hospital 
Center, Brooklyn, NY for 
facilities and equipment 
Klamath County Public 
Health Department, 
Klamath Falls, OR, to 
build a new Public 
Health Facility ............... 
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320,000 


75,000 


Knox Community Hospital, 
Mt. Vernon, OH for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Kosair Children’s Hospital, 
Louisville, KY for facili- 
ties and equipment for 
the heart institute ......... 

Kuakini Hospital Research 
Facility in Hawaii .......... 

La Clinica de Familia CHC 
in Las Cruces, NM for its 
promotoras/community 
health workers program 

La Familia Medical Center 
in Santa Fe, NM, to ex- 
pand its community 
health workers/ 
promotoras program ....... 

La Familia Medical Cen- 
ter, Santa Fe, NM for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

La Maestra Community 
Health Centers, San 
Diego, CA for facilities 
and equipment ................ 

Lake Erie College, Paines- 
ville, OH for facilities 
and equipment ................ 

Lake Land College, 
Mattoon, IL, for facili- 
ties and equipment for 
the allied health wing of 
the western region ad- 
vanced technology center 

Lamprey Health Care, 
Newmarket, NH for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Laneaster General College 
of Nursing and Health 
Sciences, Lancaster, PA, 
for facilities and equip- 
har EE 

Landmark Medical Center, 
Woonsocket, RI for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Langlade Memorial Hos- 
pital, Antigo, WI for a 
four-county dental 
health project ................. 

Lansing Community Col- 
lege, Lansing, MI, for fa- 
cilities and equipment 
for a medical training fa- 
ОУ ораулы castes 

Lapeer Regional Hospital, 
Lapeer, MI for facilities 
and equipment ................ 

LaSalle Primary Care Cen- 
ter, Jena, LA for facili- 
ties and equipment for 
the center in Jonesville .. 

Latrobe Area Hospital, La- 
btrobe; PA. eerta 

Lawrence County Memo- 
rial Hospital, 
Lawrenceville, IL for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Lawrence General Hos- 
pital, Lawrence, MA for 
facilities and equipment 

Lawrence Memorial Hos- 
pital, Lawrence, KS for 
facilities and equipment 

Lawton Chiles Foundation, 
Tallahassee, FL, for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Le Bonheur Children’s 
Medical Center, Mem- 
phis; TN иде ааа 

Leake Memorial Hospital, 
Carthage, MS, for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 

Lehigh Valley Hospital, Al- 
lentown, PA .................... 
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Lexington 4 Life, Lex- 
ington, MO for health-re- 
lated facilities and equip- 
Inenb. ТЕГТЕР 

Lienhard School of Nurs- 
ing, Pace University, 
Pleasantville, NY for 
programs to promote in- 
terest in nursing and 
other health professions 
careers among middle 
school students from di- 
verse backgrounds .......... 

Los Angeles Southwest 
College, Los Angeles, CA 
for nursing and allied 
health training programs 

Louisiana State University 
Health Sciences Center, 
Shreveport, LA for facili- 
ties and equipment for 
the Children’s Center ..... 

Lourdes Health System, 
Lourdes Medical Center 
of Burlington County, 
Willingboro, NJ, for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Low Birth Weight Develop- 
ment Center, Dallas, TX 
for programs to promote 
the health and develop- 
ment of very low-birth 
weight infants ................ 

Lucile Packard Children’s 
Heart Center, Palo Alto, 


Lucile Packard Children’s 
Hospital, Palo Alto, CA 
for facilities and equip- 
ОТА 

Lucy Curci Cancer Center 
at Eisenhower Medical 
Center, Rancho Mirage, 
CA for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Lutheran Social Services 
of South Dakota ............. 

Lynn Community Health 
Center, Lynn, MA for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Madison Center, South 
Bend, IN for facilities 
and equipment for the 
Geropsychology Institute 

Madison Community 
Health Center, Madison, 
WI for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Magee Rehabilitation Hos- 
pital, Thomas Jefferson 
Health System, Philadel- 
phia, BA uve 

Magee Women's Research 
Institute, Pittsburgh, PA 

Main Line Health System, 
Bryn Mawr, PA for 
equipment ...................... 

Malone College, Canton, 
OH for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Marcum and Wallace Me- 
morial Hospital, Irvine, 
KY for a Picture 
Archiving Communica- 
tions System and net- 
WOLK: suceso eee serere ТОЛЕ 

Margaretville Memorial 
Hospital, Margaretville, 
NY, for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Marianjoy Rehabilitation 
Hospital, Wheaton, IL for 
facilities and equipment 

Marias Medical Center, 
Shelby, MT ..................... 
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Maricopa County, AZ for 
extension of its telemedi- 
cine capabilities ............. 

Maricopa County, AZ for 
facilities and equipment 
for health care and den- 
tal Clinics’ iore 

Marietta Memorial Hos- 
pital, Marietta OH .......... 

Marion Downs Hearing 
Center, Denver, СО ......... 

Marquette General Нов- 
pital, Marquette, MI for 
facilities and equipment 

Marquette University, Mil- 
waukee, WI for health re- 
lated facilities and equip- 
ТПЕТб ылатын ТН ЫЖ 

Marquette University, 
School of Dentistry, Mil- 
waukee, WI for dentistry 
outreach program to 
train healthcare profes- 
Siorials. сиви vetet 

Marshall University for a 
mobile medical unit 
which will provide pedi- 
atric care to medically 
underserved children in 
rural areas of Wayne, 
Lincoln, and Cabell coun- 
ties in West Virginia and 
for à telehealth project 
with Walter Reed Hos- 
pital for support of vir- 
tual colonoscopies and 
technology for the trans- 
fer of automated medical 
records in rural areas of 
West Virginia ................. 

Marshfield Clinic, 
Marshfield, WI for facili- 
ties and equipment for 
the Melvin R. Laird Cen- 
ter for Applied Sciences 

Mary Bird Perkins Cancer 
Center, Baton Rouge, LA 
for facilities and equip- 
РИЯ 

Mary Imogene Bassett Hos- 
pital, Inc., Bassett 
Healthcare, Cooperstown, 


Mary Lanning Memorial 
Hospital, Hastings, NE, 
for facilities and equip- 
MENE лана тол ала ыы? 

Massachusetts College of 
Pharmacy and Health 
Sciences, Boston, MA for 
facilities and equipment 
for the Manchester cam- 
DUS. е pet uteri eode totes 

Massachusetts College of 
Pharmacy and Health 
Sciences, Boston, MA, for 
telehealth programs at 
its Worcester campus 
Health Education and 
Resource Center ............. 

Maui Community Health 
Center in Hawaii ............ 

Maui Economic Develop- 
ment Board in Hawaii for 
the Lanai Women’s Ini- 
а ува и авина 

MedCentral College of 
Nursing, Mansfield, OH 
for facilities and equip- 
pur 

Medical College of Georgia, 
Augusta, GA for facili- 
ties and equipment for à 
cancer research building 
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1,000,000 
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250,000 


50,000 
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450,000 


1,250,000 


50,000 


400,000 


500,000 


Medical College of Ohio at 
Toledo for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 
Medical College of Wis- 
consin, Milwaukee, WI 
for facilities and equip- 
теп; eere tero peor 
Medical University of 
South Carolina Oncology 
Center, Charleston, SC ... 
Meharry Medical College, 
Nashville, TN ................. 
Meigs County Community 
Clinic, Pomeroy, OH for 
facilities and equipment 
Memorial Health System 
Foundation, Inc., Or- 
mond Beach, FL, for fa- 
cilities and equipment 
for a hospice to be lo- 
cated on the Florida Hos- 
pital Flagler campus in 
Palm Coast, FL .............. 
Memorial Health Univer- 
sity Medical Center, Sa- 
vannah, GA for facilities 
and equipment for a bio- 
medical research build- 
lg oves SE REO aim 
Memorial Healthcare Sys- 
tem, Hollywood, FL, fa- 
cilities and equipment 
for the Joe DiMaggio 
Children’s Hospital pedi- 
atric emergency depart- 
PEHU ле РЫ Базары ЛУ: 
Memorial Hermann Health 
System, Houston, TX for 
facilities and equipment 
for neighborhood health 
[id E 
Memorial Hermann 
Healthcare System, 
Houston, T'X for facilities 
and equipment ................ 
Memorial Hospital of 
Rhode Island, Paw- 
tucket, RI for facilities 
and equipment ................ 
Memorial Medical Center, 
Springfield, IL for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 
Memphis Biotech Founda- 
tion, Memphis, TN for 
construction, renovation, 
and equipment of bio- 
medical research build- 
PASS 2 си m а тала» 


Darby; BA ви вата 
Mercy Foundation, Des 
Moines, IA, for the Mid- 
west Rural Telemedicine 
Consortium ..................... 
Mercy Health Partners, 
Scranton, PA .................. 
Mercy Health Partners, 
Toledo, ОН ла ЕКЕ 
Mercy Hospital Cadillac, 
Cadillac, MI for facilities 
and equipment ................ 
Mercy Hospital of Phila- 
delphia, Philadelphia, PA 
Mercy Hospital, Miami, FL 
for facilities and equip- 
MEDU 222225000559 ces cose ente 
Mercy Hospital, Port 
Huron, MI for facilities 
and equipment ................ 
Mercy Jeannette Hospital, 
Jeannette, PA ................ 
Mercy Medical Center, 
Canton, OH for facilities 
and equipment ................ 
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24774 


Mercy Medical Center, 
Springfield, MA .............. 
Mercy Suburban Hospital, 
Norristown, PA ............... 
Meridian Health in New 
Jersey for the Jersey 
Shore Emergency 
Reponses Center ............. 
Meridian Health, Neptune, 
NJ for hospitals in Brick, 
NJ for facilities and 
equipment for the Phar- 
macological Institute ..... 
MetroHealth System, 
Cleveland, OH for facili- 
ties and equipment for 
the pediatric intensive 
Сато е: ығ и: 
Metroplex Hospital, 
Killeen, TX, for facilities 
and equipment ................ 
Metropolitan Hospital, 
New York, NY for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 
Miami Children’s Hospital, 
Miami, FL, for equip- 
ment for the Pediatric 
Brain Tumor and Neuro- 
logical Disease Institute 
Michigan State University, 
East Lansing, MI, for a 
telehospice project ......... 
Mid-America Research and 
Development Founda- 
tion, Columbia, МО ........ 
Middle Tennessee State 


University, 
Murfreesboro, TN ........... 
Midwestern University, 


Chicago College of Phar- 
macy, Downers Grove, IL 
for facilities and equip- 
Iren... esee s re йкы» 
Midwestern University, 
Glendale, AZ, for a rural 
postgraduate educational 
program at Sierra Vista 
Regional Medical Center 
Millcreek Community Hos- 
pital, Erie, PA ................ 
Millennium Center for 
Convergent Tech- 
nologies, Commack, NY 
Minnesota State Colleges 
and Universities, Saint 
Paul, Minnesota, for ex- 
pansion of nursing and 
allied health education 
programs in areas that 
demonstrate critical oc- 
cupational needs ............. 
Mission Community Hos- 
pital, Panorama City, CA 
for facilities and equip- 
ment for its San Fer- 
nando Valley facility ...... 
Missisquoi Valley Union 
High School District, 
Swanton, VT for facili- 
ties and equipment for 
school-based dental and 
primary health care clin- 
ТЕСТ E 
Mississippi Band of Choc- 
taw Indians, Choctaw, 
MS, Choctaw Health Cen- 
ter for health-related 
construction, renovation, 
and equipment ................ 
Mississippi Primary Health 
Care Association, Jack- 
SOM ME uii даа ады 
Mississippi University for 
Women, Columbus, MS ... 
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Modoc Indian Health 
Project, Alturas, CA for 
facilities and equipment 
for the Modoc Medical 
Center and Surprise Val- 
ley District Hospital ...... 

Mohawk Valley Commu- 
nity College, Utica, NY 
for dental clinic facility 
in Rome, NY ................... 

Mon Valley YMCA, 
Charleroi, PA for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 

Monongahela Valley Hos- 
pital, Monongahela, PA 
for facilities and equip- 
Тави бе јао ie see бузы 

Montefiore Medical Center, 
Bronx, NY for expansion 
of its Clinical Informa- 
tion System to commu- 
nity-based ambulatory 
care facilities ................. 

Morenci Health Care Cen- 
ter, Inc., Morenci, AZ, 
for facilities and equip- 
Праја 

Morris Heights Health Сеп- 
ter, Bronx, NY for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 

Morton Comprehensive 
Health Services, Tulsa, 
OK for facilities and 
equipment for the 
Nowata Family Health 
Centor ы данин ита 

Morton Plant Hospital As- 
sociation, Clearwater, FL 
for neuroscience center .. 

Moses Cone Health Sys- 
tem, Greensboro, NC for 
facilities and equipment 
for the Guilford Genomic 
Medicine Initiative ......... 

Moses Taylor Health Care 
System, Scranton, PA .... 

Motion Picture and Tele- 
vision Fund (MPTF), 
Woodland Hills, CA for a 
physical and occupa- 
tional therapy facility .... 

Mount Anthony Union 
High School District, 
Bennington, ут for 
school-based health and 
dental services, including 
dental equipment ........... 

Mount Sinai Hospital of 
Queens, Long Island 
City, NY for facilities 
and equipment for its 
Comprehensive Cancer 
[SD едын EN: 

Mountain Park Health 
Center, Phoenix, AZ, for 
facilities and equipment 
at its Tolleson, AZ site ... 

Mountain State University 
in Beckley, West Vir- 
ginia, for the construc- 
tion of the Allied Health 
Technology Tower .......... 

Mountainlands Community 
Health Center, Provo, UT 

Multi Dimensional Imag- 
ing, Inc. of Newport 
Beach, CA ....................... 

Multnomah County, OR for 
health care facilities and 
equipment 

Muskegon Community 
Health Project, Mus- 
kegon, MI, for facilities 
and equipment ................ 
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Nassau Community College 
in Garden City, NY ......... 
Nassau University Medical 
Center, East Meadow, 
NY, for facilities and 
equipment for the burn 
treatment center facility 
Nathan Adelson Hospice in 
Henderson, NV ................ 
National Healthy Start As- 
sociation, Baltimore, MD 
to gather and dissemi- 
nate information on best 
practices under the 
Healthy Start program 
and provide technical as- 
sistance to Healthy Start 
втапбеев еее а 
National Jewish Medical 
and Research Center, 
Denver, CO ...................... 
National Organization on 
Fetal Alcohol Syndrome 
for a demonstration pro- 
gram with community 
health centers to im- 
prove the prevention, 
identification, and sup- 
port of individuals with 
fetal alcohol syndrome ... 
Navajo Medical Division in 
New Mexico for the es- 
tablishment of à commu- 
nity health worker dem- 
onstration project .......... 
Neighborhood Health Plan 
of Rhode Island for the 
Rhode Island Commu- 
nity-Based Medical In- 
terpretation Network ..... 
Neumann College, Aston, 
PA for construction ........ 
Nevada Cancer Institute, 
Las Vegas, Nevada for 
construction of a labora- 
tory and clinical re- 
Search facility ................ 
New Britain General Hos- 
pital, New Britain, CT 
for facilities and equip- 
ІПепбоз. ерке ке treno conde 
New Hampshire Commu- 
nity Health Centers for 
rural health services ...... 
New Hampshire Commu- 
nity Technical College 
System, New Hampshire 
Technical Institute, Con- 
СОТО NH. saci анада тоны 
New Horizons Medical Cen- 
ter, Owenton, KY for 
technology improve- 
ТПЕТЕОЕ воен ОСОО E 
New Melleray Abbey іп 
Do c 
New Mexico Children's 
Health project, Las 
Cruces, NM ..................... 
New Mexico Primary 
Health Care Association 
to fund a community 
health worker dem- 
onstration project state- 
WILE! es tober ese Nees 
New York Presbyterian 
Hospital, New York, NY 
for creation of a regional 
health information infra- 
ӨШГІСІЛГЕ RR 
New York University Med- 
ical Center for construc- 
tion of a vaccine lab ....... 
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North Central  Pennsyl- 
vania Regional Planning 
and Development Com- 
mission, Ridgeway, PA, 
for medical equipment ... 

North Dakota State Uni- 
versity, College of Phar- 
macy, Fargo, ND for a 
telepharmacy project ..... 

North Idaho Rural Health 
Consortium (NIRHC), 
Bonner General Hospital, 
Sandpoint, ID to con- 
tinue providing and im- 
proving distance 
healthcare access in 
north Idaho ли 

North Mississippi Health 
Services, Neonatal Inten- 
sive Care Unit at North 
Mississippi Medical Cen- 
ter Women's Hospital, 
Tupelo, MS for planning 
and renovations .............. 

North Shore—Long Island 
Jewish Health System, 
Manhassat, NY ............... 

North Valley Hospital, 
Whitefish, MT ................. 

NorthEast Medical Center, 
Concord, NC for facilities 
and equipment for the 
neonatal facility ............. 

Northeast Valley Health 
Corporation, бап Fer- 
nando, CA for facilities 
and equipment for its 
Canoga Park Health Cen- 
ug кырку азак кан ырык а 

Northeast Wisconsin Tech- 
nical College in Green 
Bay, WI for a low-income 
health clinic ................... 

Northeastern Ohio Univer- 
sities College of Medi- 
cine, Rootstown, OH for 
facilities and equipment 

Northeastern Oklahoma 
Community Health Cen- 
ters, Hulbert, OK for fa- 
cilities, equipment, and 
operational costs for den- 
tal services ..................... 

Northern Arizona Univer- 
sity, Flagstaff, AZ for 
the Keim Genetics Lab- 
OPALbOLy че. Leirin A 

Northern Counties Health 
Care, St. Johnsbury, VT 
for facilities and equip- 
ment for a dental clinic 
in Hardwick, VT ............. 

Northern Dutchess Hos- 
pital, Rhinebeck, NY, for 
facilities and equipment 

Northern Illinois Univer- 
sity, DeKalb, IL for fa- 
cilities and equipment 
for the Family Health 
Wellness & Literacy Cen- 
Берг дада ари danas оке 

Northern Oklahoma Col- 
lege, Tonkawa, OK, for 
construction, renovation, 
and equipment of a med- 
ical nursing skills train- 
ing facllty 2125235 

Northern State University 
in Aberdeen, South Da- 
обала ооа ет CH ORE 

Northland Regional 
Healthcare, Princeton, 
MN, for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 
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Northwest College, 
Kirkland, WA for facili- 
ties and equipment for 
the Mark and Huldah 
Buntain School of Nurs- 
ing academic center ....... 

Northwestern Memorial 
Hospital, Chicago, IL for 
facilities and equipment 
for a new Prentice Wom- 
en’s Hospital ................... 

Northwestern University, 
Evanston, IL for facili- 
ties and equipment at 
the Pancoe-Evanston 
Northwestern Healthcare 
Life Sciences Pavilion .... 

Norwalk Community Col- 
lege, Norwalk, CT, for 
construction and equip- 
ment of a center for 
health and science .......... 

Nova Southeastern Univer- 
sity, Fort Lauderdale, 
FL, for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Oakland University School 
of Nursing, Rochester, 
MI for facilities and 
equipment 

Oakwood Health System, 
Dearborn, MI for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 

O'Connor Hospital, Delhi, 
NY, for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Odessa Memorial 
Healthcare Center, Odes- 
sa, WA for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Ohio Board of Regents, Co- 
lumbus, OH for facilities 
and equipment for the 
Third Frontier Network 

Ohio Board of Regents, Co- 
lumbus, OH to extend the 
Third Frontier Network 
to children’s and commu- 
nity hospitals for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 

Ohio State University Med- 
ical Center, Columbus, 
OH, for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Ohio State University, 
Ohio Agricultural  Re- 
search and Development 
Center, Wooster, OH for 
facilities and equipment 

Oklahoma Medical  Re- 
search Foundation 
(OMRF), Oklahoma City, 


Oklahoma Office of Rural 
Health, Oklahoma City, 
OK for telehealth ............ 

Oklahoma State Univer- 
sity, Rural Health Policy 
and Research Center, 
Tulsa, OK, for telemedi- 
cine program .................. 

Operation PAR, Ino., 
Pinellas Park, FL for fa- 
cilities and equipment 
for a facility in PAR Vil- 
lage North ...................... 

Operation PAR, Ino., 
Pinellas Park, FL, for fa- 
cilities and equipment 
for a child and family 
guidance center in St. 
Petersburg, FL ............... 

Oregon Health Sciences 
University, Portland, OR 
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430,000 


3,000,000 
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300,000 


Orrville Hospital Founda- 
tion dba Dunlap Memo- 
rial Hospital, Orrville, 
OH for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Ottumwa Regional Health 
Center, Ottumwa, IA ...... 

Our Health, Inc.  Win- 
chester, VA for rural out- 
TOACH „дедин аж eret iR RISE 

Overlook Hospital Founda- 
tion, Summit, NJ for fa- 
cilities and equipment 
for the Emergency De- 
partment ........................ 

Palliative Care Center and 
Hospice of the North 
Shore, Evanston, IL for 
facilities and equipment 

Paradise Valley Hospital, 
National City, CA for fa- 
cilities and equipment 
for an emergency depart- 
ment facility .................. 

Pardee Hospital, Hender- 
sonville, NC, for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 

Park Ridge Hospital/Unity 
Health System,  Roch- 
ester, NY, for facilities 
and equipment for the 
emergency room ............. 

Parkview Hospital of El 
Reno Authority, El Reno, 
OR аи иди ыы 

Partnership for Families, 
Children апа Adults, 
Chattanooga, TN for fa- 
cilities and equipment 
for three of its facilities 

Partnership for the Chil- 
dren of San Luis Obispo 
County, Clinica de 
Tolosa Dentistry for 
Children, San Luis 
Obispo, CA, for facilities 
and equipment ................ 

Pathway Caring for Chil- 
dren, Canton, OH for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Peach Regional Medical 
Center, Fort Valley, GA 
for facilities and equip- 
MONU Мола ER EPOR eM 

Penebscot Valley Hospital, 
Lincoln, ME for rural 
health care services ........ 

Penn Medicine, University 
of Pennsylvania Health 
System, Philadelphia, 


Pennsylvania College of 
Optometry, Elkins Park, 
PA for equipment. .......... 

Pennsylvania Hospital, 
Philadelphia, PA ............ 

Pennsylvania State Uni- 
versity, Hershey, PA ...... 

Perry Hospital, Perry, GA 
for facilities and equip- 
Inent 25e тады оға ы) 

Phelps Memorial Hospital 
Center, Sleepy Hollow, 
NY for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Philadelphia College of Os- 
teopathic Medicine, 
Philadelphia, PA ............ 

Philadelphia College of Os- 
teopathic Medicine, 
Philadelphia, PA for fa- 
cilities and equipment 
for the Lawrenceville, 
GA campus ..................... 
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Philipsburg Hospital, 
Philipsburg, PA, for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Phoenix House, Temple 
Terrace; FT, 2222559 .. 

Pinnacle Health System, 
Harrisburg, PA ............... 

Pittsburgh Gateways Cor- 
poration, Pittsburgh, PA 
for construction of an in 
vitro diagnostics facility 

Pittsburgh Mercy Health 
System, Pittsburgh, PA 

Pittsburgh Regional 
Healthcare Initiative, 
Pittsburgh, PA ............... 

Pittsburgh’s Ohio Valley 
General Hospital, 
McKees Rocks, PA for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Placer County, Auburn, CA 
for facilities and equip- 
ment for the Children’s 
Health Center and Emer- 
gency Facility ................ 

Plumas County, Quincy, 
CA for facilities and 
equipment for the Sen- 
iors Nutrition Program .. 

Plumas County, Quincy, 
CA, for the Rural Health 
Services Project ............. 

Pocono Medical Center, 
Stroudsburg, PA ............. 

Policy Institute for Inte- 
grative Medicine, Phila- 
delphia, PA for develop- 
ment and dissemination 
of internet-based edu- 
cational materials re- 
garding integrative med- 
ob ns ssl yds soa EH 

Pondera Medical Center, 
Conrad, MT, for facilities 
and equipment ................ 

Porcupine Clinic in Porcu- 
pine, South Dakota ........ 

Port Huron Hospital, Port 
Huron, MI for facilities 
and equipment ................ 

Portneuf Medical Center, 
Pocatello, ID, for the 
cardiac | and vascular 
Services center ................ 

Prentiss Regional Hospital 
and Extended Care Facil- 
ity, Prentiss, MS, for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Presbyterian Medical Cen- 
ter, University of Penn- 
sylvania Health System, 
Philadelphia, PA ............ 

Primary Care Association 
of Hawaii for Telehealth 
and Outreach programs .. 

Primary Care Center of 
Mount Morris, Mt. Mor- 
TIS, BA. ies bei te e ыны 

Primary Health Network, 
Sharon, PA ..................... 

Prince Georges Commu- 
nity College, Largo, MD 
for facilities and equip- 
ment for nursing and 
other health-related in- 
structional programs at 
its Laurel College Center 

Prince George’s County 
Department of Health, 
Upper Marlboro, MD for 
facilities and equipment 
for à community health 
clinic in Suitland, MD .... 
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Prince George’s County, 
MD for facilities and 
equipment for a health 
ее ЕЕЕ КЕЛЕТ akon 

Proctor Hospital, Peoria, 
IL, for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Project Access of the Dan 
River Region, Danville, 
VA for rural health ........ 

Providence Center, Inc., 
Millersville, MD, for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Providence Health, Kansas 
City, KS for facilities 
and equipment at Provi- 
dence Medical Center ..... 

Puerto Rico Department of 
Health, Rio Piedras, PR 
for a program of stipends 
to medical residents to 
improve the supply of 
physicians іп Puerto 
ВО И а ом prre ЫМА eR 

Punxsutawney Area Hos- 
pital, Punxsutawney, PA, 
for facilities and equip- 
Тен: ИН И 

Putnam Hospital Center, 
Carmel, NY for facilities 
and equipment ................ 

Queens Hospital Center, 
Jamaica, NY for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 

Quinnipiac University, 
Hamden, CT for facilities 
and equipment for its 
graduate medical edu- 
cation center .................. 

Rainbow Babies and Chil- 
dren’s Hospital, Cleve- 
land; OH. о аи ву 

Regional Medical Center at 
Lubec, Lubec, ME for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Rhode Island Hospital, 
Providence, RI for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 

Rhodes State College, 
Lima, OH, for facilities 
and equipment for the 
nursing building ............. 

Rice University, Houston, 
TX for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Ridgecrest Regional Hos- 
pital, Ridgecrest, CA, for 
facilities and equipment 

Ridges Clinic, Burnsville, 
MN, for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Riverside County Regional 
Medical Center, Moreno 
Valley, CA for facilities 
and equipment for the 
trauma unit .................... 

Riverside Health System, 
Newport News, VA, for 
facilities and equipment 
for the Atlantic Coast 
Cancer Center Riverside 

Riverside Health System, 
Newport News, VA, for 
facilities and equipment 
for the Riverside School 
of Health Careers facility 

RMSA Inc. Health Center, 
Reidsville, NC for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 

Robert Wood Johnson Uni- 
versity Hospital, New 
Brunswick, NJ, for facili- 
ties and equipment for 
the Bristol-Myers Squibb 
Children’s Hospital ......... 
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Rockcastle Hospital and 
Respiratory Care Center, 
Mt. Vernon, KY, for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Rockdale County, GA for 
health department facili- 
ties and equipment at 
the J.P. Carr Human 
Services Complex ........... 

Rocking | Horse Center, 
Springfield, OH for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 

Rosalind Franklin Univer- 
sity of Medicine and 
Science, North Chicago, 
IL for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Roswell Park Cancer Insti- 
tute, Buffalo, NY, for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Rumford Hospital, 
Rumford, ME for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 

Rural Health Collaborative 
of Southern Ohio, Mil- 
ford, OH for rural out- 
Тао лимаа extet oe ene cages 

Rural Health Corporation 
of Northeastern, PA ....... 

RUSH Initiative, Bir- 
mingham, AL for rural 
outreach ......................... 

RUSH Initiative, Bir- 
mingham, AL, for Safe 
Harbor program .............. 

Rush University Medical 
Center, Chicago, IL for 
facilities and equipment 

Rutgers University in New 
Jergey олеин кайакка. 

Sac and Fox Tribe of the 
Mississippi in Iowa for a 
Tribal Health Care Clinic 

Sacred Heart Hospital, Al- 
lentown, РА .................... 

Safe Harbor Behavioral 
Health, Erie, РА ............. 

Saint Charles Foundation, 
Port Jefferson, NY for fa- 
cilities and equipment 
for Saint Charles Hos- 


а И сва des deese teta 
Saint Clare Hospital & 
Health Services, 


Baraboo, WI for facilities 
and equipment ................ 
Saint Joseph Community 
Center, Lorain, OH for 
health-related facilities 
and equipment ................ 
Saint Joseph Health Serv- 
ices of Rhode Island, 
North Providence, RI for 
a mobile dental van pro- 
OTAI прости ТТТ 
Saint  Luke's Episcopal 
Hospital, Houston, TX 
for facilities and equip- 
MONE x eios quete Ық 
Saint  Luke's Hospital, 
Newburgh, NY for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 
Saint Mary Medical Cen- 
ter, Long Beach, CA for 
continuation of its mi- 
nority cancer education 
and outreach initiative .. 
Saint Agnes Medical Cen- 
ter, Philadelphia, PA ...... 
Saint Anthony’s Health 
Care Foundation, St. Pe- 
tersburg, FL for facilities 
and equipment ................ 
Saint Barnabas Health 
Care System ................... 
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Saint Bernardine Medical 
Center, San Bernardino, 
CA for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Saint Francis Hospital, 
Wilmington, DE for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Saint Francis Medical Cen- 
ter, Trenton, NJ, for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Saint Francis University 
Center of Excellence for 
Remote and Medically 
Under-Served Areas, PA 

Saint John’s Hospital, 
Springfield, IL ......... ЖҚ 

Saint John’s Health, MI .... 

Saint John's University, 
College of Pharmacy and 
Allied Health Profes- 
sions, Jamaica, NY for 
facilities and equipment 

Saint Joseph Health Cen- 
ter, St. Charles, MO for a 
Community Health Edu- 
cation Resource Center .. 

Saint Joseph Hospital, 
Nashua, NH ..................... 

Saint Joseph  Hospital/ 
PeaceHealth, Bel- 
lingham, WA to continue 
and expand the Pursuing 
Perfection Project for 
Whatcom County ............ 

Saint Joseph Medical Cen- 
ter Reading, РА .............. 

Saint Joseph’s Hospital, 
Savannah, GA, for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 

Saint Jude Children’s Re- 
search Hospital, Mem- 
phis; TN. зерна ы 

Saint Louis Community 
Health Center, Superior, 
WI for facilities and 
equipment and to provide 
dental services ................ 

Saint Louis University, St. 
Louis, MO for construc- 
tion, renovation, and 
equipment ...................... 

Saint Luke Community 
Clinic, Front Royal, VA 
for facilities and equip- 
THOT: а Er es окна 

Saint Luke’s Hospital, Al- 
lentown, РА .................... 

Saint Luke’s Regional 

Medical Center, Boise, ID 

for facilities and equip- 

ПОП ирске voee Кыла reote 

Saint Mary's Health Cen- 

ter, Jefferson City, MO, 

for facilities and equip- 

MONG e eosdem erroe 

Saint Mary's Health Sys- 

tem, Knoxville, TN for 

facilities and equipment 
for the treatment center 
in North Knox County .... 

Saint Mary's Medical Cen- 

ter, Huntington, WV for 

facilities and equipment 

Saint Patrick's Hospital 
and Health Sciences Cen- 
ter, International Heart 
Institute, Missoula, MT 
to establish a Montana 
Cardiology Medicine Net- 
work to provide rural 
telemedicine resources ... 

Saint Peter's College, Jer- 
sey City, NJ for facilities 
and equipment ................ 
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Saint Peter’s Medical Cen- 
ter in New Jersey ........... 
Saint Thomas Health Serv- 
ices, Nashville, TN ......... 
Saint Vincent Healthcare 
Rocky Mountain Center, 


Saint Vincent Healthcare, 
Billings, MT ................... 
Saint Vincent’s Medical 
Center in Bridgeport, CT 
San Antonio Community 
Hospital, Upland, CA ...... 
San Francisco State Uni- 
versity, San Francisco, 
CA for programs to re- 
cruit high school stu- 
dents interested in nurs- 
ing careers and to assist 
minority and disadvan- 
taged students in mas- 
ters and doctoral nursing 


programs әкә 
San Joaquin Community 
Hospital, Bakersfield, 


CA, for equipment and 
Тасев лодар анын 
San Joaquin General Hos- 
pital, French Camp, CA 
for information tech- 
nology systems for medi- 
cation dispensing, ad- 
ministration, and man- 
agement .......................... 
San Luis Obispo County 
Community College Dis- 
trict (Cuesta College), 
San Luis Obispo, CA, for 
facilities and equipment 
Santa Clara County Valley 
Medical Center Founda- 
tion, San Jose, CA for a 
substance abuse treat- 
ment facility .................. 
Sarasota Memorial Нов- 
pital, Sarasota, FL for 
facilities and equipment 
for the North County 
Health Center ................. 
Saratoga Hospital, Sara- 
toga Springs, NY, for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 
Schenectady Family 
Health Services, Sche- 
nectady, NY for facilities 
and equipment ................ 
School of Nursing, Oregon 
Health Sciences Univer- 
sity, Portland, OR for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 
Scotland County Memorial 
Hospital, Memphis, MO 
for facilities and equip- 
MONG, о аи но И deu 


Scottsdale Healthcare, 
Scottsdale, AZ ................ 
Scottsdale Healthcare, 


Scottsdale, AZ for facili- 
ties and equipment for 
the Osborne facility ........ 
Scranton Primary Health 
Care Center, Scranton, 
PA wp аналық 
Scripps Health—Scripps 
Memorial Hospital La 
Jolla, San Diego, CA for 
facilities and equipment 
SDTC-The Center for Dis- 
covery, Harris, NY, for 
facilities and equipment 
for the Carrus Institute .. 
Seattle Indian Health 
Board, Seattle, WA for 
support of its residency 
training program in fam- 
ily medicine .................... 
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Sertoma Center, Knoxville, 
TN for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Shands Jacksonville Hos- 
pital, Jacksonville, FL 
for facilities and equip- 
IMCD: со авина ен sions 

Sharon Regional Health 
System, Sharon, PA for 
construction, renovation 
and equipment ................ 

Shawano Area Community 
Foundation in Shawano, 


Shepherd University in 
Shepherdstown, West 
Virginia, for the con- 
struction of a nursing 
education facility ........... 

Sheppard Pratt Health 
System, Towson, MD for 
facilities and equipment 

Shoals Committee on Pro- 
grams and Employment, 
Florence, AL for facili- 
ties and equipment in 
Russellville, AL .............. 

Sierra View District Hos- 
pital, Porterville, CA for 
facilities and equipment 

Sierra Vista Regional 
Health Center, Sierra 
Vista, AZ for facilities 
and equipment ................ 

Sioux Valley Memorial 
Hospital, Cherokee, IA, 
for facilities and equip- 
епа оваа оваа РЕНИН 

Soldiers and Sailors Memo- 
rial Hospital, Wellsboro, 
PA, for facilities and 
equipment ........... T 

Somerset Hospital, m- 
erset, PA, for facilities 
and equipment ................ 

Somerset Medical Center, 
Somerville, NJ, for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

South Carolina Office of 
Rural Health, Columbia, 
SC for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

South County Hospital, 
Wakefield, RI for con- 
struction, renovation, 
and equipment ................ 

South Dakota Dental Asso- 
ciation in Pierre, South 
Dakota for Target Ac- 
cess: Building A Dental 
Workforce in South Da- 
KOGA: ТТТ ЕТІН 

South Dakota State Uni- 
versity College of Phar- 
macy in Brookings, SD ... 

South Dakota Technology 
Business Center in Sioux 
Falls, South Dakota to 
construct the Graduate 
Education and Applied 
Research Center ............. 

South Texas Rural Health 
Services, Cotulla, TX for 
a health center in La 
Salle County ................... 

Southcoast Health System, 
New Bedford, MA for fa- 
cilities and equipment 
for the emergency de- 
partment at St. Luke’s 
Hospital 0000946 зезлеке 

Southdale Hospital, Edina, 
MN, for facilities and 
equipment for an elec- 
tronic medical record 
Усені паана а 
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Southeast Community Col- 
lege, Cumberland, KY, 
for facilities and equip- 
ment for an allied health 
training facility ............. 

Southeast Lancaster 
Health Services, Lan- 
Caston PA css ему бы ы 

Southeast Missouri Health 
Network, Madrid, MO for 
construction, renovation, 
and equipment for a new 
building in Kennett, MO 

Southeast Missouri State 
University, Cape 
Girardeau, MO, for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 

Southern Arkansas Univer- 
sity, Magnolia, AR for fa- 
cilities and equipment 
for nursing education ..... 

Southern Illinois Univer- 
sity, School of Medicine, 
Springfield, IL for facili- 
ties and equipment for 
the Cancer Institute ....... 

Southern New Hampshire 
Medical Center, Nashua, 


Southwest Colorado Men- 
tal Health Center, Du- 
rango, CO for the con- 
Struction of the Cross- 
roads Mental Health Cen- 
ter at Mercy Medical 
Сөпбег саны Ы 

Southwest Utah Commu- 
nity Health Center, UT .. 

Southwestern Michigan 
College, Dowagiac, MI 
for facilities and equip- 
топ 2i теа быға T tear 

Spanish Catholic Center in 
Washington, DC .............. 

Spruce Pine Community 
Hospital, Spruce Pine, 
NC for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Squirrel Hill Health Cen- 
ter, Jewish Healthcare 
Foundation, Pittsburgh, 


St. Petersburg College, St. 
Petersburg, FL, for fa- 
cilities and equipment 
for a health education 
puilding&" И aci rires 

Stark Metropolitan Hous- 
ing Authority, Canton, 
OH for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Stark State College of 
Technology, Canton, OH 
for facilities and equip- 
POTE ӨМ көте 

State of Alaska Depart- 
ment of Health and So- 
cial Services, Juneau, AK 
for implementation of its 
Frontier Extended Stay 
Clinic Demonstration 
PLOJOCU узел шығын; 

State of New Mexico 
Human Services Depart- 
ment, Santa Fe, NM for 
telehealth services to 
rural New Mexico ........... 

State University of New 
York, Upstate Medical 
University, Syracuse, NY 
for facilities and equip- 
MOnt коданы tee Eee corren 

Staten Island University 
Hospital, NY ................... 
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Stedman-Wade Health 
Services, Wade, NC for 
facilities and equipment 

Stepping Stone School for 
Exceptional Children, 
Inc., Alma, AR ................ 

Stewart-Marchman Center, 
Daytona Beach, FL for 
facilities and equipment 

Sullivan County Medical 
Center, Laporte, PA for 
rural outreach ................ 

Summa Health System, 
Akron, OH for facilities 
and equipment ................ 

SUN Home Health Serv- 
ices, Inc., Northumber- 
land, PA, for facilities 
and equipment ................ 

Sun Life Family Health 
Center, Inc., Casa 
Grande, AZ for facilities 
and equipment ................ 

Sunbury Community Hos- 
pital, Sunbury, PA ......... 

Susquehanna Health Sys- 
tem, Williamsport, PA 
for equipment ................. 

Swedish Covenant Нов- 
pital, Chicago, IL for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Swedish Medical Center, 


Swift Horse Lodge in Fort 
Thompson, SD ................ 
Tallahassee Community 
College, Tallahassee, FL 
for facilities and equip- 
ment for healthcare 
bralnine- ама ат 
Tattnall Community Hos- 
pital, Reidsville, GA for 
facilities and equipment 
Taylor Telfair Regional 
Hospital, McRae, GA for 
facilities and equipment 
Temple University Health 
System, Philadelphia, 
jJ PC 
Tennessee Christian Med- 
ical Center, Madison, TN 
for facilities and equip- 
In сене бае өлер, 
Tennessee Technological 
University School of 
Nursing, Cookeville, T'N 
Terra State Community 
College, Fremont, OH, 
for facilities and equip- 
ment for a health 
Sciences building ............ 
Texas A & M University 
Health Science Center, 
College Station, TX for 
the Rural Community 
Health Institute Hs 
Texas Children's Hospital, 
Houston, T'X for facilities 
and equipment for a 
heart center facility ....... 
Texas College, Tyler, TX, 
for facilities and equip- 
ment for the Allied 
Health Services Building 
Texas Health Resources, 
Arlington, T'X for facili- 
ties and equipment for 
Harris Methodist Fort 
Worth Hospital, Ft. 
Worth, TX and Harris 
Methodist Northwest 
Hospital, Azle, TX .......... 
Texas Heart Institute, 
Houston, TX for equip- 
Inenb esposte УКОЛЫН 
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Texas Tech University 
Health Sciences Center 
at El Paso, for facilities 
and equipment ................ 

Texas Tech University 
Health Sciences Center, 
Lubbock, TX, for a car- 
diovascular center .......... 

The Hospital, Town of Sid- 
ney, Sidney, NY, for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

The Jackson Laboratory, 
Harbor, МЕ ..................... 

The Shelter, Columbia, 
MO, for facilities and 
equipment for а transi- 
tional living program fa- 
ОМУ мы ала ді 

Third Street Family 
Health Services, Mans- 
field, OH for facilities 
and equipment ................ 

Thomas Jefferson Univer- 
sity Hospital, Philadel- 
phia, PA for facilities 
and equipment ................ 

Thoughtful House, Austin, 
TX, for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Thundermist Health Cen- 
ter, Woonsocket, RI for 
information technology 
üDErades 4.425. 5 eris 

Tiburcio Vasquez Health 
Center, Union City, CA 
for facilities and equip- 
ment for its Hayward 
[i-e PH 

Tioga Dental Services, 
Wellsboro, РА ................. 

Tomball Regional Нов- 
pital, Tomball, TX, for 
catheterization lab ......... 

Touro University College 
of Osteopathic Medicine 
in Henderson, NV ........... 

Town of Moriah, Port 
Henry, NY for the 
Mineville Health Center, 
Mineville, NY for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 

Town of Welaka Medical 
Center, Welaka, FL, for 
facilities and equipment 

Translational Genomics 
Research Institute, Phoe- 
nix, AZ for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Transplant Foundation, 
Philadelphia, РА ............ 

Triangle AIDS Network, 
Beaumont, TX for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 


Tri-County Community 
Action Program, 
Tamworth, NH ................ 

Tri-County Community 


Dental Clinic in Apple- 
ton, WI to provide dental 
services for rural low-in- 
come populations ........... 
Tucson Medical Center, 
Tucson, AZ for facilities 
and equipment for the 
TMC Health Care hospice 
ТАСУ um а НЫ Ө 
Tufts University School of 
Medicine, Boston, MA .... 
Twin Cities Community 


Hospital, Inc., 
Templeton, CA, for 
equipment ...................... 


Tyrone Hospital, Tyrone, 
БА -—— — ООУ УГ 
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UMass Memorial Health 
Care in Worcester, MA 
for a high-speed network 
and Picture Archiving 
and Communication Sys- 
Тетігін Ааа ыы, 


matilla County, Pen- 
dleton, OR for construc- 
tion of a public health fa- 
КТ 


Under His Wings, Morris, 
IL for renovation of two 
facilities. niece 


Union Mission, Inc., Savan- 
nah, Georgia for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 


Uniontown Hospital, 
Uniontown, PA for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 


United Medical Center, 
Cheyenne, WY ................ 


University at Buffalo, 
State University of New 
York, Buffalo, NY, for fa- 
cilities and equipment 
for the Center of Excel- 
lence in Bioinformatics .. 


University Hospitals of 
Cleveland, Rainbow Ba- 
bies & Children's Hos- 
pital, Cleveland, OH for 
facilities and equipment 

University Medical Center 
of South Nevada ............. 


University of Akron, Me- 
dina County University 
Center, Akron, OH for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 


University of Alaska/An- 
chorage—Anchorage, AK 
for its Geriatric and Dis- 
abled Care Training Pro- 
PEGA dussesespelskis viet end 


University of Alaska/An- 
chorage—Anchorage, AK 
to continue program to 
recruit and retain Alaska 
Natives as nurses ............ 


University of Alaska/Fair- 
banks and University of 
Alaska/Anchorage—An- 
chorage and Fairbanks, 
AK to continue Alaska 
Natives in Psychology 
(ANPSYCH) program ...... 

University of Appalachia, 

Saint Paul, VA for facili- 

ties and equipment for a 

School of Pharmacy ....... 


University of Arizona, Tuc- 
son, AZ, for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 
University of Arkansas for 
Medical Sciences, Little 
Rock, AR for the AN- 
GELS program ............... 
University of California— 
Los Angeles, Beverly 
Hills CA esee икәнен 
University of California at 

Los Angeles, School of 

Medicine for facilities 

and equipment for the 

UCLA AIDS Institute ..... 
University of California at 
San Francisco Children's 
Hospital, for facilities 
and equipment for a 
Mothers’ and Children’s 
Birth Defects Center ...... 


ci 
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University of California 
San Diego Medical Cen- 
ter, La Jolla, CA for fa- 
cilities and equipment 
for the Institute of Mo- 
lecular Medicine facility 

University of California, 
Davis Health System, 
Sacramento, CA for con- 
struction of medical li- 
brary and education cen- 
COL мые e бавио бин зе 

University of California, 
Irvine Medical Center, 
Orange, CA for facilities 
and equipment for the 
emergency department ... 

University of Charleston in 
Charleston, WV, for a 
School of Pharmacy fa- 
АЯ Аг. tnim haw 

University of Chicago Hos- 
pitals and Health Sys- 
tem, Chicago, IL for fa- 
cilities and equipment 
for a new pediatric emer- 
gency room ..................... 

University of Cincinnati 
Medical Center, Cin- 
cinnati, OH for facilities 
and equipment for the 
medical sciences building 

University of Denver, Den- 
VOL СО ает 

University of Florida, 
Health Science Center, 
Gainesville, FL for facili- 
ties and equipment for 
the animal facility ......... 

University of Illinois Col- 
lege of Medicine at Peo- 
ria, Peoria, IL for facili- 
ties and equipment for a 
cancer research center ... 

University of Illinois Col- 
lege of Medicine, Chi- 
cago, IL for the renova- 
tion and expansion of the 
National Center for 
Rural Health Profes- 
sions, Education, and Re- 
search at the University 
of Illinois College of 
Medicine, Rockford ........ 

University of Iowa, Iowa 
City, IA, for facilities 
and equipment for a pub- 
lic health laboratory ...... 

University of Kentucky 
Consortium for Applied 
Oral Health Research and 


Treatment, Lexington, 
КҮ оймен атыны Gis та» 
University of Kentucky 
Research Foundation, 


Lexington, KY, for rural 
outreach аара 
University of Kentucky, 
Lexington, KY  Neuro- 
Science Research Insti- 
WUTC ES 
University of Louisiana at 
Monroe, Monroe, LA for 
creation of the northeast 
Louisiana healthline ...... 
University of Louisville, 

Louisville, KY for equip- 

ment related to Regen- 

erative Medicine for the 

Treatment of Ischemic 

Heart Disease Project ..... 
University of Louisville, 
Louisville, KY for the 
Baxter III Research 
BUT GING” 2e 
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150,000 


2,000,000 


10,250,000 


University of Louisville, 
Louisville, KY, for the 
Center for Cancer Nurs- 
ing Education and Re- 
Веатбһ: уља аса до ет ӨР 

University of Maryland at 
Baltimore to establish a 
nursing institute ............ 

University of Maryland 
School of Pharmacy, Bal- 
timore, MD for facilities 
and equipment ................ 

University of Massachu- 
setts, Amherst, MA ........ 

University of Medicine and 
Dentistry of New Jersey, 
School of Osteopathic 
Medicine, Stratford, NJ, 
for facilities and equip- 
ment for the Geriatric 
Research Center ............. 

University of Miami, 
Miami, FL for facilities 
and equipment for the 
Center for Research in 
Medical Education .......... 

University of Michigan 
Health System, Ann 
Arbor, MI for infectious 
disease laboratory facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 

University of Mississippi 
Medical Center, Jackson, 
MS for the Imaging Re- 
search Center ................. 

University of Mississippi, 
Oxford, MS, School of 
Pharmacy for the Na- 
tional Center for Natural 
Products Research Phase 


University of Nevada, Las 
Vegas for faculty and 
other costs associated 
with organization and 
start-up of School of 
Public Health ................. 

University of Nevada, Reno 
for the Institute for 
Авива оси алы Pe 

University of New Mexico, 
Albuquerque, NM ............ 

University of North Da- 
kota School of Medicine 
and Health Sciences for 
facilities and equipment 

University of North Da- 
kota, School of Medicine, 
Grand Forks, ND, to con- 
tinue rural health re- 
search at the Center for 
Rural Health and Medi- 
[nh MA 

University of Northern 
Colorado, Greeley, CO, 
for facilities and equip- 
ment at the Rocky 
Mountain Cancer Reha- 
bilitation Institute ......... 

University of Northern 
Colorado, Greeley, CO, 
for the Maple Tree 
Project at the Rocky 
Mountain Cancer Reha- 
bilitation Institute ......... 

University of Oklahoma 
Health Sciences Center, 
Oklahoma City, OK, to 
further develop its doc- 
toral-level program in 


bioinformatics ................ 
University of Pennsylvania 
Institute for 


Translational Research, 
Philadelphia, PA ............ 
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University of Pennsylvania 
for the Раша Kline 
breast cancer treatment 
enhancement program, 
Philadelphia, PA ............ 

University of Pittsburgh at 
Bradford, Bradford, PA, 
for the Center for Rural 
Health Practice .............. 

University of Pittsburgh 
Medical Center, Pitts- 
burgh; PA слан о ұқ 

University of Pittsburgh 

Medical Center, Pitts- 

burgh, РА for non- 

invasive radio wave abla- 
tion equipment ............... 
niversity of Pittsburgh, 

Pittsburgh, PA ............... 

niversity of Rochester in 

NY to expand the School 

of Nursing ....................... 

niversity of Scranton, 

Scranton, PA .................. 

University of South Ala- 

рата, Mobile, AL ........... 

University of South Ala- 
bama, Mobile, AL for fa- 
cilities and equipment 
for the Cancer Research 
Institute... uere 

University of South Ala- 
bama, Mobile, AL for the 
Office of Emerging 
Health Technologies ....... 

University of South Da- 
kota Department of Den- 
tal Hygiene in 
Vermillion, SD ............... 

University of South Flor- 
ida, Tampa, FL for facili- 
ties and equipment for 
the Center for Biological 
Defense Labs .................. 

University of Southern 
Maine, Portland, ME, for 
expansion of the USM 
nursing school ................ 

University of Southern 
Mississippi, Hattiesburg, 
MS to equip the alter- 
native models for ргі- 
mate research laboratory 

University of Tennessee at 
Chattanooga, Graduate 
School of Computational 
Engineering and UT 
SimCenter at Chat- 
tanooga, Chattanooga, 


ci 


а 


а 


University of Tennessee 
Health Science Center, 
Memphis, TN to support 
the Delta Health Part- 
nership (Delta Regional 
Authority and Delta 
Health Alliance) project 

University of Tennessee 
Medical Center, Knox- 
Уе Т noted: 

University of Texas Health 
Center at Tyler, Tyler, 
TX for facilities and 
equipment for the Texas 
Lung Injury Institute ..... 

University of Texas Health 
Center at Tyler, Tyler, 
TX, for facilities and 
equipment for an asthma 
mobile van ...................... 

University of Texas Health 
Science Center San Anto- 
nio, San Antonio, TX for 
equipment ...................... 
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University of Texas Health 
Science Center, Houston, 
TX for the facilities and 
equipment for the Alli- 
ance of NanoHealth ........ 

University of Texas MD 
Anderson Cancer Center, 
Houston, TX for equip- 
In6Db РЕЯ НЕНЕН нарны ТЫҒЫН 

University of Texas Med- 
ical Branch, Galveston, 
TX for facilities and 
equipment for infectious 
disease research .............. 

University of Texas Med- 
ical Branch, Galveston, 
TX for the Texas Tele- 
health Resource Center .. 

University of Texas South- 
western Medical Center 
and University of Texas 
at Dallas for facilities 
and equipment for their 
joint program on sickle 
Cell disease ..................... 

University of Texas South- 
western Medical Center 
at Dallas, TX, for facili- 
ties and equipment at 
the Metroplex Medical 
Imaging Center, Dallas, 
yp dq КТГ 

University of the Pacific 
School of Dentistry, San 
Francisco, CA for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 

University of Washington, 
School of Medicine, Se- 
attle, WA for Wyoming 
State participation in the 
WWAMI regional pilot 
program to help address 
the shortage of health 
professionals in the rural 
WWAMI region ............... 

University of Washington, 
School of Medicine, Se- 
attle, WA, for WWAMI 
rural training project ..... 

University of Washington, 
Seattle, WA for construc- 
tion of a life sciences 
building. vire 

University of Washington, 
Seattle, WA, for facili- 
ties and equipment for à 
muscular dystrophy re- 
search center building .... 

University of Wisconsin— 
Milwaukee, College of 
Nursing, for а school 
nursing demonstration 
project in the Milwaukee 
Public Schools ................ 

Utah Navajo Health Sys- 
tem, Montezuma Creek, 
UT for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Valdosta State University, 
Valdosta, GA for facili- 
ties and equipment for a 
health sciences facility .. 

Valley Hospital,  Ridge- 
wood, NJ for facilities 
and equipment for an 
electronic intensive care 
Unit o aeter xx 

Van Andel Research Insti- 
tute, Grand Rapids, MI, 
for facilities and equip- 
ment for the Multiple 
Myeloma Laboratory ...... 
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360,000 


Vanderbilt University 
Medical Center Depart- 
ment of Pediatrics, Nash- 
ville, TN for the Nurses 
for Newborns of Ten- 
nessee program ............... 

Vassar Brothers Medical 
Center, Poughkeepsie, 
NY for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Virginia College of Osteo- 
pathic Medicine, 
Blacksburg, VA for rural 
health outreach .............. 

Virginia Commonwealth 
University, Richmond, 
VA for facilities and 
equipment for Massey 
Cancer Center ................. 

Visiting Nurse Association 
Care Watch Program, 
Cleveland, Ohio, to pur- 
chase equipment ............. 

Visiting Nurse Association 
Healthcare Partners of 
Ohio, East Cleveland, OH 
for facilities and equip- 
тепе Десе eee eer о 

Visiting Nurse Association 
of Fox Valley, Aurora, IL 
for facilities and equip- 
IDODU us. 1 Рт 

Visiting Nurse Association 
of Northern New Jersey, 
Morristown, NJ for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Visiting Nurse Association 
of Somerset Hills, 
Bernardsville, NJ for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Visiting Nurses  Associa- 
tion of Greater Philadel- 
phia, Philadelphia, PA ... 

Vitality Center Commu- 
nity Service Agency in 
EIKO NV а абы омар» 

Voorhees College- Den- 
Marky 9C ove eee Да 

Waianae Coast Community 
Health Center, Hawaii, 
for leadership training ... 

WakeMed, Raleigh, NC for 
construction and equip- 
ment for health care in- 
formation technology ..... 

WakeMed, Raleigh, NC for 
programs to recruit and 
train health care profes- 
SONALS РК ОООО О: 

Walsh University, North 
Canton, OH, for facilities 
and equipment 

Warren County Chamber of 
Business and Industry, 
Warren, PA to purchase 
equipment at the Warren 
General Hospital ............ 

Washington County, NC for 
facilities and equipment 
for the Washington Coun- 
ty Hospital ..................... 

Washington County, OR for 
a primary care clinic ...... 

Washington Hospital Cen- 
ter, Washington, DC for 
facilities and equipment 

Washoe Medical Founda- 
tion in Reno, NV ............. 

Waterbury Hospital Health 
Center, Waterbury, CT 
for facilities and equip- 
тей eese chen cas ten ege een 

Wayne Community Health 
Centers, Inc., Wayne 
County, Utah .................. 
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Wayne County Department 
of Public Health, Detroit, 
MI for its Maternal and 
Child Outreach, Coordi- 
nation and Advocacy 
Program to reduce infant 
mortality and low-weight 
or pre-term births .......... 

Wayne Memorial Hospital, 
Honesdale, РА ................ 

Weber State University, 
Ogden, UT ....................... 

Wells River Action Pro- 
gram, Wells River, VT to 
provide free or low-cost 
healthcare to medically 
underserved people іп 
rural Vermont ................ 

Welsh Mountain Medical & 
Dental Center, New Hol- 
land РА eS uve 

Wesley College, Dover, DE 
for facilities and equip- 
ment for the nursing pro- 
Ба ле ы дарны кога Кеде 

West Hawaii Community 
Health Center on the Big 
Island of Hawaii ............. 

West Los Angeles College, 
Culver City, CA for the 
Allied Health Workforce 
Enhancement Project ..... 

West Point Community 
Hospital, West Point, MS 
for facilities and equip- 
TONG. лы ыы rere nnns 

West Shore Advanced Life 
Support Services, Inc., 
Camp Hill, PA, for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 

West Virginia University 
for a clinical teaching 
center at the Charleston 
Area Medical Center ....... 

West Virginia University 
for the construction of a 
Biomedical Science Re- 
Search Center ................. 

West Virginia Wesleyan 
College for the construc- 
tion of an expansion of 
the Christopher Health 
Science Center ................ 

WestCare Health System, 
Sylva, NC, for facilities 
and equipment ................ 

Western Pennsylvania Hos- 
pital, Pittsburgh, PA ...... 

Westmoreland Regional 
Hospital, Greensburg, PA 
for facilities and equip- 
ПЕТ ага отиска Е 

Westside Healthcare 8- 
trict, Taft, CA, for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 

Whidden Memorial Нов- 
pital, Everett, MA for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

White Memorial Medical 
Center, Los Angeles, CA 
for facilities and equip- 
авс TTE AT 

White Plains Hospital Cen- 
ter, White Plains, NY for 
a project in cooperation 
with the White Plains 
School District to en- 
courage and assist stu- 
dents, particularly 
underrepresented minori- 
ties, to pursue careers in 
ПОГА ЫҚҚА ЙЫН 

Whiteside County Health 
Department, Rock Falls, 
IL for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 
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Whitney M. Young, Jr. 
Health Center, Albany, 
NY for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Wills Eye Hospital, Phila- 
delphia; PA ;,..: ты» 

Winneshiek County Memo- 
rial Hospital, Decorah, 
IA for facilities and 
equipment ...................... 

Wirt County Health Serv- 
ices Association,  Ino., 
Elizabeth, WV for facili- 
ties and equipment for à 
community health center 
in Ravenswood, WV ........ 

Wishard Hospital in Indi- 
апаро11ѕ, IN .................... 

Wistar Institute, Philadel- 
рта SPAS нано СТО 

Women and Infants Hos- 
pital, Providence, RI for 
facilities and equipment 

Women's Medical Hospital, 
Philadelphia, PA for con- 
struction, renovation and 
equipment ...................... 

Wooster Community Hos- 
pital, Wooster, OH for fa- 
cilities and equipment .... 

Wright State University, 
Miami Valley College of 
Nursing and Health, Day- 
ton, OH for the Nursing 
Institute of West Central 
ONIO: аи и вука ана 

Wyoming Valley Health 
Care System, Wilkes- 
Barre, РА. e te 

Wyoming Valley Health 
Care System, Wilkes- 
Barre, PA for construc- 
tion, renovation, and 
equipment ...................... 

Yakima Valley Farm- 
workers Clinic, Portland, 
OR to purchase equip- 
ment for the Rosewood 
Family Health Clinic ..... 

Yakima Valley Memorial 
Hospital, WA .................. 

Yale University School of 
Medicine, New Haven, CT 
for facilities and equip- 
ment for an ovarian can- 
cer prevention and early 
detection program .......... 

Yancey County, Burnsville, 
NC, for facilities and 
equipment for the 
Yancey County children 
and family services med- 
ical CAMPUS .................... 

Yavapai Regional Medical 
Center, Prescott, AZ, for 
facilities and equipment 

Yeled V’Yalda Early Child- 
hood Center, Inc., Brook- 
lyn, NY for facilities and 
equipment for a medical 
center and therapeutic 
recreation center ............ 

Yeshiva University, Albert 
Einstein College of Medi- 
cine, New York, NY for 
facilities and equipment 

YMCA of Central Stark 
County, Canton, OH for 
facilities and equipment 

YMCA of Western Stark 
County, Navarre, OH for 
facilities and equipment 

York Health Corporation, 
ОКК: BÀ... esce 
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Zucker Hillside Hospital, 
Glen Oaks, NY for facili- 


ties and equipment ......... 385,000 


The conference agreement includes bill 
language identifying $39,499,000 for the rural 
hospital flexibility grants program, as pro- 
vided by the Senate. The House bill provided 
$32,500,000. Within the total provided, 
$14,499,000 is for the Small Rural Hospital 
Improvement Grant program. 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language identifying $249,000 for facilities 
renovation at the Gillis Long Hansen’s Dis- 
ease Center as proposed by the Senate rather 
than $250,000 as proposed by the House. 

The conferees have included bill language 
proposed by the Senate identifying $31,000,000 
for existing community health centers for 
economic stabilization and to offset the ris- 
ing cost of current services. The House re- 
port included a similar directive. 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language identifying $100,000 for malpractice 
insurance for volunteer physicians who prac- 
tice at free clinics instead of $4,821,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. The House did not 
provide funding for this program. The con- 
ferees understand that claims against the 
Federal malpractice insurance are not likely 
to appear until at least fiscal year 2006, but 
want to signal the intent to continue the 
program. 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language providing $9,941,000 to remain avail- 
able until expended for the National Cord 
Blood Stem Cell Bank Program. The House 
did not provide funding for this program. 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language identifying $288,283,000 for family 
planning instead of $278,283,000 as proposed 
by the House and $308,283,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language identifying $793,872,000 for State 
AIDS Drug Assistance Programs instead of 
$783,872,000 as proposed by the Senate and 
$803,872,000 as proposed by the House. 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language designating $119,158,000 of the funds 
provided for the maternal and child health 
block grant for special projects of regional 
and national significance (SPRANS), as pro- 
vided by the House. The Senate bill provided 
$122,530,000 for this purpose. It is intended 
that $4,000,000 of the SPRANS amount will be 
used to continue the sickle cell newborn 
Screening program and its locally based out- 
reach and counseling efforts. In addition, 
$5,000,000 of the SPRANS amount will be 
used to continue the oral health demonstra- 
tion programs and activities in the States. 
The conference agreement also includes 
within the SPRANS set-aside $1,600,000 to 
continue mental health programs and activi- 
ties in the States, $3,000,000 to continue the 
epilepsy demonstration, and $2,000,000 to con- 
tinue newborn and child screening for heri- 
table disorders. 

'The conference agreement includes $200,000 
for grants to establish a demonstration pro- 
gram and a National Coordinating Center to 
develop systemic mechanisms for the preven- 
tion and treatment of sickle cell disease as 
authorized in Section 712 of Public Law 108- 
357. The Sickle Cell Demonstration Program 
is designed to improve and expand patient 
and provider education and the continuity 
and coordination of service delivery for indi- 
viduals with sickle cell disease through 
grants to eligible entities as provided for in 
the legislation. The conferees encourage 
HRSA to work with patient and provider or- 
ganizations to develop these programs and 
prepare a program plan for fiscal year 2006 
within six months of enactment. 
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The conference agreement includes bill 
language providing $40,000,000 to the Denali 
Commission as a direct lump payment pursu- 
ant to P.L. 106-113, of which $10,000,000 is for 
a psychiatric treatment facility in Bethel, 
Alaska, $10,000,000 is for residential and sup- 
portive housing for elders, $2,500,000 is for 
medical and dental equipment for rural clin- 
ics, and $5,000,000 is for upgrade and con- 
struction of shelters for victims of domestic 
violence and child abuse. The Senate pro- 
vided $41,794,000 for the Denali Commission. 
The House did not include funding for the 
Commission. These funds support construc- 
tion and renovation of health clinics, hos- 
pitals and social service facilities in rural 
Alaska as authorized by Public Law 106-113. 
Provision of the funding will help remote 
communities in Alaska develop critically 
needed health and social service infrastruc- 
ture for which no other funding sources are 
available. The conferees expect the Denali 
Commission to continue its support of joint 
venture projects to replace the aging hos- 
pitals in Nome and Barrow. 

The conference agreement provides 
$14,000,000 for Native Hawaiian health care 
activities within the consolidated health 
centers program instead of $15,000,000 as pro- 
vided by the Senate. The House did not iden- 
tify specific funding for Native Hawaiian ac- 
tivities. 

The conferees continue to support the 
technical assistance provided to community 
health centers through the current state and 
national cooperative agreements, in order to 
sustain the continued expansion of the 
health centers program. 

The conferees urge HRSA to give pref- 
erence for funding to section 330 applications 
submitted within States that have made re- 
cent and significant investments to develop 
new health center sites and services. 

The conference agreement provides 
$87,078,000 for National Health Service Corps 
recruitment. Although this level is a reduc- 
tion compared to fiscal year 2004, it is not 
expected to trigger a decrease in the number 
of scholarships and loan repayments that 
can be supported. The recently enacted 
American Jobs Creation Act of 2004 exempts 
NHSC loan repayments from taxation as in- 
come. This legislative change will permit 
HRSA to make approximately forty percent 
more awards under the loan repayment pro- 
gram at any given funding level than in fis- 
cal year 2004 because HRSA will no longer 
have to reimburse loan recipients for the tax 
payment. The conference agreement includes 
$2,000,000 for the demonstration program 
which allows chiropractors to participate in 
the NHSC loan forgiveness program. 

The conferees do not approve the Presi- 
dent’s request to use Healthy Community 
Access program funds for health care net- 
works or for chronic disease management ac- 
tivities. 

Within the total for Ryan White AIDS pro- 
grams, no less than the amount provided in 
fiscal year 2004 is included for AIDS activi- 
ties that are targeted to address the growing 
HIV/AIDS epidemic and its disproportionate 
impact upon communities of color, including 
African Americans, Latinos, Native Ameri- 
cans, Asian Americans, Native Hawaiians, 
and Pacific Islanders. 

The conference agreement includes 
$9,000,000 for rural and community access to 
emergency devices. Of this amount, $8,000,000 
is for the rural program under section 413 of 
the Public Health Service Act and $1,000,000 
is for the community access demonstration 
under section 313 of the Act. 

The conferees are concerned about reports 
that grant reviewers for the health careers 
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opportunity program (H-COP) have not rec- 
ognized the guidance in House and Senate 
appropriations report language over the past 
several years. That report language consist- 
ently urged HRSA to give priority consider- 
ation for H-COP grants to historically mi- 
nority health professions schools. Yet, sev- 
eral proposals for initial or competitive re- 
newal grants from these institutions were 
not funded in the 2003-2004 grant cycle; the 
reviewer comments did not seem to acknowl- 
edge important elements of the applications 
demonstrating the accomplishments of these 
schools. The conferees direct the Govern- 
ment Accountability Office to study the Н- 
COP grant review process over the past two 
years to determine if the grant reviewers 
correctly interpreted and scored the applica- 
tions from historically minority health pro- 
fessions schools. The review should include 
the appropriateness of the criteria used to 
score the application and the degree to 
which they reflected appropriations report 
language guidance. The report should be de- 
livered to the House and Senate Appropria- 
tions Committees by June 1, 2005. 

The conferees encourage HRSA to provide 
funding for  baccalaureate-prepared reg- 
istered nurses to obtain advanced nursing 
education (master’s degrees) in psychiatric 
mental health nursing. The conferees further 
encourage HRSA to provide funding for post- 
masters certification training in psychiatric 
mental health nursing for masters-prepared 
nurses already trained in other specialties. 

The conferees recognize the problem of a 
growing shortage of nursing faculty and that 
potential nursing students are being turned 
away from nursing schools because faculty 
are not available. For example, a lack of 
qualified faculty is a principal reason for not 
admitting more students into some Ten- 
nessee nursing programs, and Tennessee is 
one of six states expected to have a critical 
shortage of nursing faculty within the next 
five years. The conferees support efforts to 
address the nursing school faculty shortage 
through the development of strategic part- 
nerships between health care providers and 
educational institutions. 

The conferees concur in the House report 
language allocating funding within allied 
health at the fiscal year 2004 level for grad- 
uate psychology education and 
geropsychology. The conferees also concur in 
House report language allocating the same 
funding as in fiscal year 2004 for geriatric 
education centers, geriatric training, and 
geriatric academic career awards. The con- 
ferees concur in Senate report language allo- 
cating funding at least at the fiscal year 2004 
level for the pediatric dental program and 
providing continued funding for the chiro- 
practic-medical school demonstration grant 
program. 

The conferees continue to be concerned 
about the health care needs of those in the 
Mississippi River Delta region. The conferees 
provide $5,200,000 for rural health outreach to 
continue the ongoing initiative in eight 
States. These grants provide funding and 
technical assistance to help underserved 
rural communities identify and better ad- 
dress their health care needs and to help 
small rural hospitals improve their financial 
and operational performance. The conferees 
further recommend that HRSA consult with 
the Delta Regional Authority and the Delta 
Health Alliance, given their ongoing rela- 
tionships with communities in the Delta. 

The conferees concur in language in the 
Senate report identifying $3,000,000 within 
traumatic brain injury funding for protec- 
tion and advocacy services. The House report 
did not have similar language. 
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The conferees concur in language included 
in the Senate report regarding the distribu- 
tion of family planning grants. The House re- 
port did not include similar language. 

The conference agreement includes 
$148,533,000 for program management as pro- 
vided by the Senate instead of $151,317,000 as 
provided by the House. The conferees expect 
HRSA to use no more than one percent of the 
funds allocated for projects for agency ad- 
ministrative expenses. 

CENTERS FOR DISEASE CONTROL AND 


PREVENTION 
DISEASE CONTROL, RESEARCH, AND TRAINING 
The conference agreement includes 
$4,533,911,000 for disease control, research, 


and training at the Centers for Disease Con- 
trol and Prevention (CDC), instead of 
$4,228,778,000 as proposed by the House and 
$4,538,592,000 as proposed by the Senate. In 
addition, $265,100,000 is made available under 
section 241 of the Public Health Service Act. 
The House bill proposed that $249,100,000 and 
the Senate bill proposed that $269,100,000 be 
derived from section 241 authority. 

The conference agreement adopts the re- 
vised account structure proposed by the Sen- 
ate. The new structure includes both account 
changes that result from the CDC Director’s 
Futures Initiative and revisions made by the 
Senate regarding the treatment of CDC over- 
head, personnel, and business expenses. Ac- 
cordingly, all House bill numbers referenced 
below are adjusted for comparability. 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language earmarking $272,000,000 for equip- 
ment, construction, and renovation of facili- 
ties, including the new data center and re- 
covery site to ensure availability of critical 
systems and data supporting CDC’s home- 
land security and public health emergency 
responsibilities, instead of $81,500,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $294,500,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. Within this total, 
$250,000,000 is for continuation of CDC’s pro- 
gram to upgrade and replace facilities in At- 
lanta and $22,000,000 is to continue construc- 
tion and purchase equipment for the replace- 
ment of CDC’s infectious disease laboratory 
in Fort Collins, Colorado. The conferees sup- 
port the implementation of CDC’s Buildings 
and Facilities Master Plan and are pleased 
with the progress made to date. 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language carried in prior years to allow the 
CDC to enter into a single contract or re- 
lated contracts for the full scope of develop- 
ment and construction of facilities as pro- 
posed by both the House and the Senate. The 
conference agreement also includes bill lan- 
guage to allow funds appropriated to the 
CDC to be used to enter into a long-term 
ground lease for construction on non-Federal 
land, in order to replace their laboratory in 
the Fort Collins, Colorado area as proposed 
by both the House and Senate. 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language to earmark $124,882,000 for inter- 
national HIV/AIDS, instead of $142,808,000 as 
proposed by the House and $118,842,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. The conference agree- 
ment reflects the result of the CDC account 
restructuring and not a difference in the 
international HIV/AIDS program operation 
level. 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language similar to that proposed by the 
Senate designating that the following 
amounts shall be available under section 241 
(Public Health Service Act evaluation set- 
aside) for the specified activities: 

$109,021,000 National Center for Health 
Statistics Surveys; 

$12,794,000 National 
veys; 


Immunization Sur- 
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$24,751,000 Information Systems Stand- 
ards Development and Architecture and Ap- 
plications-based Research Used at Local 
Public Health Levels; 

$87,071,000 Research Tools and Approaches 
within the National Occupational Research 
Agenda; 

$31,000,000 Public Health Research; and 

$463,000 Health Marketing evaluations. 

The conference agreement does not include 
language proposed by the Senate providing 
authority to the Director to direct up to 1 
percent of the amount made available for 
any program, project, or activity in this Act 
to the Centers for Disease Control and Pre- 
vention to programs, projects, and activities 
the Director may so designate. The conferees 
instead encourage the Director to utilize 
available reprogramming authority to assist 
in the implementation of the Futures Initia- 
tive. 

The conference agreement includes modi- 
fied bill language proposed by the Senate to 
permit the Director to use up to $10,000 pro- 
vided under this heading for representational 
expenses. The Senate bill included similar 
authority as a general provision. The House 
bill had no similar provision. 

INFECTIOUS DISEASES 


The conference agreement includes 
$1,666,455,000 for Infectious Diseases, instead 
of $1,660,599,000 as proposed by the House and 
$1,675,800,000 as proposed by the Senate. In 
addition, $12,794,000 is available to carry out 
National Immunization Surveys to be de- 
rived from section 241 evaluation set-aside 
funds. 

Infectious Disease Control 

Within the total for Infectious Diseases, 
the conference agreement includes 
$227,521,000 for infectious disease control ac- 
tivities instead of $224,288,000 as proposed by 
the House and $232,731,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

Within the total provided, $1,291,000 above 
fiscal year 2004 is provided for areas of high- 
est scientific and programmatic priority for 
preparing and responding to present and 
emerging infectious disease threats. 

Within the total provided, $3,500,000 above 
fiscal year 2004 is to augment CDC’s re- 
sources for supporting States in developing 
and implementing effective surveillance, 
prevention, and mosquito control to effec- 
tively combat West Nile Virus and support 
research on the biology of the disease. 

Within the total provided, $1,000,000 above 
fiscal year 2004 is to expand and improve sur- 
veillance, research, and prevention activities 
on prion disease. The conferees intend the 
CDC allocate a portion of the increase pro- 
vided to expand the work of the National 
Prion Disease Pathology Surveillance Center 
and to augment state and local disease sur- 
veillance activities. 

HIV/AIDS, STD and TB Prevention 


Within the total for Infectious Diseases the 
conference agreement includes $968,938,000 
for HIV/AIDS, STD and TB prevention in- 
stead of $970,590,000 as proposed by the House 
and $967,075,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

Included is $667,938,000 for domestic HIV/ 
AIDS activities; $161,000,000 for STD activi- 
ties; and $140,000,000 for TB activities. 

Within the total for HIV/AIDS, the con- 
ferees intend that the activities that are tar- 
geted to address the growing HIV/AIDS epi- 
demic and its disparate impact on commu- 
nities of color, including African Americans, 
Latinos, Native Americans, Asian Ameri- 
cans, Native Hawaiians, and Pacific Island- 
ers be supported at not less than $97,818,000, 
the fiscal year 2004 level. The conferees in- 
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tend that CDC follow the report accom- 
panying the Labor, HHS and Education and 
Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2002 
regarding the disbursement of these funds, 
including continuing support for the Di- 
rectly Funded Minority Community Based 
Organization Program. 

The conference agreement provides an in- 
crease of $2,420,000 to expand the infertility 
prevention program to provide screening and 
testing technologies for STDs and HIV, as 
well as other women’s health services that 
are provided by recipients of these funds. 

The conferees concur with language in the 
Senate report encouraging CDC to maximize 
the percentage of TB control funds made 
available on a per case basis while ensuring 
that no state receives less funding than it re- 
ceived in fiscal year 2004. 

Immunization 

Within the total for Infectious Diseases, 
the conference agreement includes a discre- 
tionary program level total of $469,995,000 for 
immunization, instead of $465,721,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $475,995,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. In addition, $12,794,000 
is for national immunization surveys to be 
derived from section 241 evaluation set-aside 
funds, the same as proposed by the Senate 
and the House. 

In addition, the Vaccines for Children 
(VFC) program funded through the Medicaid 
program includes $1,208,296,000 in vaccine 
purchases and distribution support in fiscal 
year 2005, for a total immunization program 
level of $1,678,291,000. 

Included in the amount provided is 
$414,796,000 for the section 317 program, and 
$67,993,000 for immunization program oper- 
ations, including $5,000,000 to continue and 
expand the Surveillance, Preparedness, 
Awareness, and Response System. 

HEALTH PROMOTION 

The conference agreement includes 
$1,032,802,000 for Health Promotion, instead 
of $993,802,000 as proposed by the House and 
$988,090,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
Chronic Disease Prevention, Health Promotion, 

and Genomics 

Within the amount for Health Promotion, 
the conference agreement includes 
$907,159,000 for chronic disease prevention 
and health promotion instead of $873,936,000 
as proposed by the House and $864,195,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. Programs within 
this account are funded at the following 
amounts: 

$45,000,000 for Heart Disease and Stroke, 
$3,372,000 over fiscal year 2004; 

$312,357,000 for Cancer Prevention and Con- 
trol, $18,532,000 over fiscal year 2004; 

$64,000,000 for Diabetes activities, $4,043,000 
over fiscal year 2004; 

$22,680,000 for Arthritis and Other Chronic 
Diseases, $658,000 over fiscal year 2004; 

$105,239,000 for Tobacco activities, an in- 
crease of $15,000,000 to sustain the same pro- 
gram level as fiscal year 2004; 

$42,289,000 for Nutrition/Physical Activity, 
$3,000,000 over fiscal year 2004; 

$21,820,000 for Community Health Pro- 
motion, $1,200,000 over fiscal year 2004; 

$57,232,000 for School Health, the same as 
fiscal year 2004; 

$45,121,000 for Safe Motherhood/Infant 
Health, the same as fiscal year 2004; 

$11,300,000 Oral Health, $657,000 over fiscal 
year 2004; 

$59,298,000 for the Childhood Obesity Pre- 
vention Program, Verb; 

$29,944,000 for Prevention Centers, $5,000,000 
over fiscal year 2004; and 

$47,000,000 for the Steps to a Healthier U.S., 
$5,739,000 over fiscal year 2004. 
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In addition, the agreement includes the 
following amounts for the initiatives below 
as outlined in the Senate report: 

$1,600,000 for Alzheimer’s Disease activi- 
ties; 

$750,000 for Inflammatory Bowel Disease 
activities; 

$700,000 for Interstitial Cystitis activities; 
and 

$1,500,000 for Pioneering Healthy Commu- 
nities. 

Within the amount provided for Cancer 
Prevention and Control the following is pro- 
vided above the fiscal year 2004 level: 

$9,000,000 for the Breast and Cervical Can- 
cer Screening Program; 

$2,476,000 for Cancer Registries; 

$1,000,000 for Colorectal Cancer; 

$4,855,000 for Comprehensive Cancer; 

$100,000 for Ovarian Cancer; 

$100,000 for Prostate Cancer; 

$100,000 for Skin Cancer, and 

$900,000 for cancer survivorship as outlined 
in the Senate report. 

The conference agreement also includes 
$4,625,000 for the Geraldine Ferraro Cancer 
Education Program. 

The conferees are agreed that the ratio of 
funds spent on activities authorized as part 
of the Breast and Cervical Cancer Screening 
Program should continue in the manner con- 
sistent with the ratio applicable in fiscal 
year 2004. 

Within the amounts available for Arthritis 
and Other Chronic Diseases, the agreement 
provides an increase over fiscal year 2004 of 
$405,000 for the expansion of State-based ar- 
thritis programs and collaborations with the 
relevant voluntary health organizations and 
of $253,000 to enhance epilepsy efforts, in 
partnership with a national non-profit orga- 
nization that works on behalf of children and 
adults affected by seizures. In addition, 
$950,000 is available within Arthritis and 
Other Chronic Diseases to continue support 
for the National Lupus Patient Registry. 

Within amounts provided for Community 
Health Promotion: $7,707,000 is available to 
support and expand the Behavioral Risk Fac- 
tor Surveillance Systems, as outlined in the 
Senate report; $6,037,000 is for health pro- 
motion; $3,586,000 ($250,000 above fiscal year 
2004) is provided for continuing and expand- 
ing a model project that is testing and evalu- 
ating the efficacy of glaucoma screening 
using mobile units; $2,516,000 ($250,000 above 
fiscal year 2004) is for the national vision 
screening and education program; and 
$1,974,000 is for the Mind-Body Medical Insti- 
tute in Boston, Massachusetts to continue 
practice-based assessments, identification, 
and study of promising and heavily-used 
mind/body practices. 

The conferees applaud the CDC’s commit- 
ment to continuing partnership with the Dr. 
James West Health Clinic in Chicago, IL in 
order to measure the effectiveness of inte- 
grating a chronic disease management model 
within a substance abuse treatment pro- 
gram. 

Within the increase of $5,000,000 provided 
for Prevention Research Centers, the con- 
ferees intend that CDC ensure that all cen- 
ters funded in fiscal year 2004 will continue 
to receive funding in fiscal year 2005. 

The conferees commend CDC on its efforts 
to promote physical activity among chil- 
dren. In addition to regular physical activ- 
ity, sound nutrition and healthy eating are 
important components of good health. The 
conferees encourage CDC to examine its cur- 
rent activities focused on children and de- 
velop options for expanding work related to 
promoting better nutrition and healthy eat- 
ing among children. The conferees request 
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that the CDC be prepared to report its find- 
ings during the fiscal year 2006 budget hear- 
ings. 

Birth Defects 

Within the amount available for Health 
Promotion, the conference agreement іп- 
cludes $125,643,000 for birth defects, develop- 
mental disabilities, disability and health in- 
stead of $119,866,000 as proposed by the House 
and $123,895,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

Within the total, the following amounts 
are provided for the specified activities 
above the comparable amount for fiscal year 
2004: 

$1,758,000 to expand autism surveillance 
and education activities; 

$250,000 to expand activities related to 
Fetal Alcohol Syndrome; 

$250,000 to expand activities related to 
Folic Acid; 

$657,000 to expand the National Spina 
Bifida program, including $200,000 to create a 
National Spina Bifida Clearinghouse and Re- 
source Center; 

$500,000 to expand the CDC’s public health 
education and research partnership with the 
Tourette Syndrome Association; 

$1,500,000 to expand surveillance and epide- 
miological efforts of Duchenne and Becker 
muscular dystrophy, including $500,000 to 
begin a coordinated education and outreach 
initiative through the Parent Project Mus- 
cular Dystrophy; 

$1,394,000 to expand support for the Special 
Olympics Healthy Athletes Initiative; 

$819,000 to continue and expand programs 
that translate clinical rehabilitation pro- 
grams, including $500,000 to increase dem- 
onstration programs with the Christopher 
Reeve Paralysis Foundation; 

$1,000,000 to expand the work of the Centers 
for Birth Defects Research and Prevention 
and the National Foundation for Facial Re- 
construction related to craniofacial mal- 
formation; 

$99,000 to expand the activities related to 
thalassemia blood safety surveillance; and 

$170,000 to expand the work of the Atten- 
tion Deficit Resource Centers. 

In addition, the agreement includes the 
following amounts for the new initiatives 
below as outlined in either the House or Sen- 
ate reports: 

$1,000,000 to expand and support studies re- 
lated to Down Syndrome; 

$900,000 to expand activities related to 
Fragile X; 

$900,000 to support the development of pilot 
projects to expand existing birth defect sur- 
veillance systems to include fetal death data 
at the Iowa Department of Health and the 
Metropolitan Atlanta Congenital defects 
Program; and 

$550,000 to establish a public health out- 
reach and surveillance program for Diamond 
Blackfan anemia. 

HEALTH INFORMATION AND SERVICE 

The conference agreement includes 
$95,247,000 for Health Information and Serv- 
ice, instead of $96,523,000 as proposed by the 
House and $96,449,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. In addition, $134,235,000, to be derived 
from section 241 evaluation set aside funds, 
is included to carry out National Center for 
Health Statistics surveys, Public Health 
Informatics evaluations, and health mar- 
keting evaluations. 

Within the amount provided, the con- 
ference agreement includes $109,021,000 for 
the National Center for Health Statistics. 

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH AND INJURY 
PREVENTION 

The conference agreement includes 

$288,168,000 for Environmental Health and In- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


jury Prevention activities, instead of 
$287,327,000 as proposed by the House and 
$290,126,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
Environmental Health 

Within the funds available for Environ- 
mental Health and Injury Prevention, the 
conference agreement includes $148,747,000 
for environmental health instead of 
$148,859,000 as proposed by the House and 
$148,958,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

Within the total: 

$27,800,000 is for the environmental health 
laboratory, $690,000 above fiscal year 2004; 

$51,461,000 is for environmental health ac- 
tivities (including an increase over fiscal 
year 2004 of $500,000 for both the Environ- 
mental and Health Outcome Tracking Net- 
work and the physician education and public 
awareness program for primary immune defi- 
ciency disease as implemented by the Jeffrey 
Modell Foundation); 

$32,700,000 is for asthma, $599,000 over fiscal 
year 2004; and 

$36,786,000 is for childhood lead poisoning, 
the same as fiscal year 2004. 

Injury Control 

Within the funds provided for Environ- 
mental Health and Injury Prevention, the 
conference agreement includes $139,421,000 
for injury control, instead of $138,468,000 as 
proposed by the House and $141,168,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

Within the total provided: 

$104,021,000 is for intentional injury preven- 
tion activities, including increases above fis- 
cal year 2004 of: $342,000 to extend implemen- 
tation of the National Violent Death Report- 
ing System, $466,000 to expand child mal- 
treatment prevention activities, $1,000,000 to 
expand rape prevention and education activi- 
ties, including funding for the National Re- 
Source Center on Sexual Assault at the stat- 
utory maximum, and $479,000 to increase sup- 
port for other intentional injury programs; 
and 

$35,400,000 is for unintentional injury pre- 
vention activities, including an increase over 
fiscal year 2004 of $515,000 for the Traumatic 
Brain Injury prevention program. In addi- 
tion, sufficient funds are included to con- 
tinue support for all existing Injury Control 
Research Centers. 

OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 

The conference agreement provides a total 
program level of $287,745,000 for occupational 
safety and health, instead of $280,186,000 as 
proposed by the House and $294,587,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. Within that amount, 
$87,071,000 is available to carry out research 
tools and approaches activities within the 
National Occupational Research Agenda 
(NORA) to be derived from section 241 eval- 
uation set-aside funds. 

The conferees concur in the directives in 
the Senate report regarding the NIOSH re- 
porting relationship with the Director of 
CDC, their operating procedures, and organi- 
zational structure. 

Within the total provided: 

$1,500,000 above the fiscal year 2004 level is 
for the Education and Research Centers to 
expand research activities in support of im- 
plementation of NORA; 

$1,400,000 above the fiscal 
for the National Personal 
nologies Laboratory; 

$4,258,000 above the fiscal year 2004 level is 
for the NIOSH in-house mining research pro- 
gram; and 

$2,000,000 above the fiscal year 2004 level is 
for the National Occupational Research 
Agenda (NORA). 

The conferees recognize the important role 
of the sixteen Education and Research Cen- 


year 2004 level is 
Protective Tech- 
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ters in providing research training for occu- 
pational health and safety professionals and 
do not believe that funds should be diverted 
from training activities to support other re- 
search. 


GLOBAL HEALTH 


The conference agreement provides 
$296,380,000 for Global Health activities, in- 
stead of $302,051,000 as proposed by the House 
and $305,239,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

Within the total: 

$124,882,000 is for Global HIV/AIDS, the 
same comparable amount as fiscal year 2004; 

$138,300,000 is for Global Immunization, in- 
cluding an increase over fiscal year 2004 of 
$262,000 for Polio Eradication and $135,000 for 
other global immunization activities; and 

$21,609,000 is for Global Disease Detection, 
an increase of $10,000,000 over fiscal year 2004. 

The conferees encourage the Director to 
review the proposals submitted in response 
to CDC’s program announcement regarding 
the Rapid Expansion of Antiretroviral Ther- 
apy Programs for HIV-Infected Persons in 
Selected Countries in Africa and the Carib- 
bean under the President’s Emergency Plan 
for AIDS Relief and consider giving priority 
to those applications deemed meritorious, 
but which did not receive funding in fiscal 
year 2004, when awarding funds in fiscal year 
2005. 


PUBLIC HEALTH RESEARCH 


The conference agreement includes 
$31,000,000, to be derived from section 241 
evaluation set-aside funds, for Public Health 
Research, instead of $29,583,000 as proposed 
by the House and $35,000,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. 

The conferees intend that funds within 
public health research be made available to 
cover fiscal year 2005 continuation costs as- 
sociated with the extramural prevention re- 
search program. 


PUBLIC HEALTH IMPROVEMENT AND LEADERSHIP 


The conference agreement includes 
$269,145,000 for Public Health Improvement 
and Leadership instead of $199,775,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $261,858,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

Within the total, $8,000,000 is included for a 
Director’s Discretionary Fund to support ac- 
tivities deemed by the Director as having 
high scientific and programmatic priority 
and to respond to emergency public health 
requirements. The conferees concur with lan- 
guage in the Senate report regarding the Di- 
rector’s authority to reallocate management 
savings to the Director’s Discretionary Fund 
upon notification of the Committees on Ap- 
propriations in the House and Senate. 

The conference agreement includes 
$180,114,000 for Leadership and Management, 
instead of $179,682,000 as proposed by the 
House and $179,977,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

The conference agreement includes 
$1,000,000 for the Institute of Medicine to 
conduct a study that includes recommenda- 
tions regarding appropriate nutritional 
standards for the availability, sale, content, 
and consumption of food at school, with par- 
ticular attention given to foods offered in 
competition with federally-reimbursed meals 
and snacks. 

The conference agreement includes $500,000 
to continue the Comprehensive Assessment 
of Rural Health in Iowa (CARHI), in conjunc- 
tion with the Iowa Department of Public 
Health. 

The conference agreement includes the fol- 
lowing amounts for the following projects 
and activities in fiscal year 2005: 
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Access Community Health 
Network, Chicago, IL for 
programs related to pre- 
vention and control of 
chronic diseases .............. 

Advocate Health Care, Oak 
Brook, IL for an initia- 
tive to reduce asthma 
morbidity and mortality 
among at-risk popu- 
lations in the Chicago 
ALCOA: ыда ыы беен тла ыы 

Alaska Lung Association, 
Anchorage, AK with the 
Asthma and Allergy 
Foundation of Alaska 
and the Alaska Native 
Health Board for pro- 
grams to prevent lung 
diseases stemming from 
TOBACCO аан 

Alivio Medical Center, Chi- 
cago, IL, for services re- 
lated to prevention and 
control of chronic dis- 
баВОВ "TR 

АП Children's Hospital, 
Inc., St. Petersburg, FL, 
for an Obesity Education 
Projeot 3:221: 9 tiere 

Alliance of AIDS Services- 
Carolina, Raleigh, NC for 
a peer-led secondary pre- 
vention program  tar- 
geting people living with 
НІМ. 22ыуау о тен ее e doen 

Alliance of Pennsylvania 
Councils, Camp Hill, PA 
for a weight management 
роб таттан 

Alpha Community Ambu- 
lance Services, Inc., 
State College, PA for bio- 
terrorism preparedness ... 

Alzheimer’s Association of 
the Delaware Valley, 
Philadelphia, PA to in- 
crease community 
awareness of Alzheimer’s 

American Cancer Society— 
Southwest Region, Pitts- 
burgh, PA for a living 
with cancer program ...... 

American Trauma Society, 
Upper Marlboro, MD, for 
a Survey Project on 
Communicating with 
Trauma Victims and 
their Families ................ 

American Vitiligo Re- 
search Foundation 
(AVRF), for education 
and awareness programs 

American-Italian Cancer 
Foundation, New York, 
NY for mobile breast 
cancer screening (includ- 
ing upgrades to a mam- 
mography van) ............... 

Baltimore City Health De- 
partment, Baltimore, MD 
for HIV/STD prevention 
DPOETAIDS 12. быуын 

Battelle, Inc. Columbus, 
OH, to assess the Penn- 
sylvania agriculture in- 
dustry readiness against 
agriculture terrorism 
and develop a prevention 
and response plan in co- 
ordination with Penn 
State University ............. 
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Bayview Hunters Point 
Health апа Environ- 
mental Resource Center, 
San Francisco, CA for 
education and outreach 
programs regarding asth- 
ma and cancer ................ 

Benedictine University, 
Lisle, IL, for a Public 
Safety Education Initia- 
tive for DuPage and Ken- 
dall Counties, IL ............. 

Benton County Jail, Ben- 
ton County, AR, for a UV 
Germicidal Disinfection 
UDG Аа ы ate este ii 

Bergen Community е- 
gional Blood Center, 
Paramus, NJ, for a dem- 
onstration program ........ 

Beth Israel Medical Center, 
New York, NY for rape 
prevention and interven- 
tion services at its Rape 
Crisis Intervention Cen- 
i ETE пат 

Black Hills State Univer- 
sity for the West River 
Task Force on Fetal Al- 
cohol Syndrome .............. 

Boys and Girls Clubs of 
San Dieguieto, San 
Diego, CA, for a Health 
Lifestyle Program .......... 

Bucks County EMA, 
Ivyland, PA to upgrade 
equipment and provide 
training for bioterrorism 
preparedness ................... 

Butler County Community 
College, Butler, PA for 
bioterrorism prepared- 
ness training .................. 

California State  Univer- 
sity, Fullerton, College 
of Human Development 
and Community Service, 
for programs aimed at 
preventing obesity and 
promoting health for 
cehildrem о ис eioi 

Cascade AIDS, Portland, 
OR, to implement the 
Working Choices Project 

Center for Integration of 
Medicine and Innovative 
Technology, Cambridge, 
MA for a Facility Air- 
borne Biological Toxin 
Alarm System ................ 

Center for International 
Rehabilitation for the 
Disability Rights Mon- 
THOT, сета нык EEUE ESA, 

Center for Mind Body Med- 
icine, Washington, D.C., 
to train health and men- 
tal health professionals 
in treating war and ter- 
rorism related trauma in 
the U.S. and abroad ........ 

Center for Nonprolifera- 
tion Studies, Monterey, 
CA, for maintenance and 
expansion of the Mon- 
terey WMB Terrorism 
Database ......................... 

Center in the Park, Phila- 
delphia, PA for health 
education, screening, 
wellness programs and 
other services to reduce 
the burden of chronic dis- 
ease among senior citi- 
ӨНЕ уатады маны 
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Chattahoochee Valley 
Community College, 
Phenix City, AL, for first 
responder training .......... 

Chattanooga Health and 
Performance Institute, 
University of Tennessee 
at Chattanooga, Chat- 
tanooga, TN .................... 

Citizens Against Toxic Ex- 
posure in Pensacola, 
Florida to continue out- 
reach efforts ..... tuf 

City of Charlotte, , for 
Charlotte ALERT bioter- 
rorism surveillance ac- 
Пра SERT TEES 

City of Waterloo, Iowa, for 
expansion of Fire PALS, 
a school-based injury 
prevention program ........ 

Clarion University, Clar- 
ion, PA to create the 


Pennsylvania Smoking 
Cessation and Prevention 
Campaign ....................... 


Cleveland State University 
for training first re- 
SPONGELS is. отар 

College of New Rochelle, 
New Rochelle, NY for de- 
velopment and dissemi- 
nation of preventive 
health educational mate- 

on Economic 
Opportunity, Wilkes- 
Barre, PA to support the 
Weinberg Northeast Re- 
gional Nutrition Pro- 
gram for nutrition edu- 
Сабо роста касы 

Community College Foun- 
dation, Sacramento, CA, 
for the ePassport foster 
child health and edu- 
cation data tracking pro- 
SUI на pe ERSTE 

Community Health Centers 
in Hawaii for the Child- 
hood Rural Asthma 
Ргоцесырасемценаванен 

Community Health Part- 
nership, San Jose, CA for 
breast cancer screening 
and referral services to 
low-income, medically 
underserved women ........ 

CommunityHealth in Chi- 
cago, IL for continuation 
of health-related pro- 
Docs m 


Comprehensive Cancer 
Center of the Ohio State 
University, Columbus, 


OH, for the Center for 
Health Disparities .......... 
Dan River Cardiovascular 
Health Initiative Рто- 
gram, Danville, VA ......... 
Delaware County  Emer- 
gency Services, PA for a 
bioterrorism prepared- 
ness program .................. 
Delta Health Alliance, 
Stoneville, MS for con- 
tinuation of multi-part- 
ner effort to address 
health disparities in the 
Мг ЕЛЕКТЕР КЕТЕТІН 
Department of Obstetrics 
and Gynecology, Drexel 
University College of 
Medicine, Philadelphia, 
PA, for prenatal care ...... 
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District of Columbia De- 
partment of Health, for 
monitoring of residents’ 
exposure to lead, includ- 
ing blood testing and en- 
vironmental assessments 

Domestic Violence Coali- 
tion, Harrisburg, PA for 
a domestic violence data- 
раве ылары тамын SDN 

East Los Angeles Commu- 
nity Union (TELACU) 
Education Foundation, 
Los Angeles, CA, to ad- 
dress healthcare  epi- 
demic by implementing a 
bilingual outreach pro- 
CHR 

Eastern Maine Healthcare, 
Bangor, ME, for chronic 
disease management at 
the Institute for Medical 
Improvement (IMI) ......... 

Eastside Healthcare of Chi- 
cago Heights Founda- 
tion, Chicago Heights, IL 
for implementation of an 
asthma outreach  pro- 
gram in schools .............. 

Emory University, At- 
lanta, GA for the South- 


eastern Center for 
Emerging Biologic 
"Threats лана 


Food Allergy & Anaphy- 
laxis Network, Fairfax, 
VA to raise public aware- 
ness of food allergies ...... 

Food for Fuel, Washington, 
DC to implement their 
F3 nutritional education 
[ore пак: Баг MU 

Friends of the Congres- 
Sional Glaucoma Caucus 
Foundation, Lake Suc- 
cess, NY for eye screen- 
ing in Southwest Texas .. 

Georgia Rural Water Asso- 
ciation, Barnesville, GA, 
for the National Fluori- 
dation Training Institute 

Giant Steps Illinois, Inc., 
Burr Ridge, IL, to sup- 
port and expand the Au- 
tism Center of Excel- 
Тепсе sc ide uxore ete entier 

Gilda's Club South Jersey, 
Atlantic City, NJ, to ex- 
pand outreach programs 

Golden Gate National 
Parks Conservancy, San 
Francisco, CA ................. 

Haitian American Associa- 
tion Against Cancer, 
Miami, FL for cancer 
education, outreach, 
Screening and related 
programs ха: ланы 

Health Care Improvement 
Foundation, Philadel- 
phia, PA for а public 
health/bioterrorism  dis- 
aster communications 
Project «3. ыы ан 

Health Choice Network, 
Miami, FL for the Jessie 
Trice Cancer prevention 
p£ojJ86t ен 

Health Improvement Col- 
laborative of Greater 
Cincinnati, Cincinnati, 
OH, for à On The Move 
Initiative: dendi 
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Health Services Partner- 
ship of Dorchester, MA 
for outreach, education 
and prevention services 
related to conditions 
such as obesity, diabetes, 
heart disease and cancer 

Home Safety Council, 
Washington, DC, for a 
national injury preven- 
tion education program 
targeting youth .............. 

Hult Health Education 
Center, Peoria, IL ........... 

Illinois State University, 
Normal, IL, for a Phys- 
ical Education Obesity 
Prevention and Lifestyle 
Enhancement (PEOPLE) 
DÉOEDAT se odere to ees 

Inner Harmony Foundation 
and Wellness Center, 
Clark Summit, PA for à 
community health рго- 
ETAI (esee tie ыммен те ved 

International Species In- 
formation System, 
Hagan, MN ...................... 

Iowa Department of Public 
Health to initiate the 
Harkin Wellness Grant 
progran ои са и на 

Iowa Games to continue 
the Lighten Up Iowa pro- 
STAM: yos quae тарыны ыны e ed peo 

Iowa Health Foundation to 
continue a pilot program 
on chronic disease man- 
agement .......................... 

Iowa State University, 
Ames, IA for the Center 
for the Study of Violence 
to identify factors that 
contribute to the devel- 
opment of violence-prone 
individuals ...................... 

Iron Disorders Institute, 
Hershey, PA to establish 
a joint Center for the 
Study of BioMetals in 
Health and Disease with 
special emphasis on iron- 
related disorders ............. 

Jaisohn Center, Philadel- 
phia, PA for diabetes 
management and other 
health programs ............. 

James Whitcomb Riley 
Hospital for Children, In- 
dianapolis, IN, for con- 
tinuation of autism pro- 
grams at the Christian 
Sarkine Autism Treat- 
ment Center ................... 

John B. Amos Cancer Cen- 
ter, Columbus Regional 
Healthcare System, Co- 
lumbus, GA, for cancer 
education and early de- 
tection programs ............ 

Kansas City Free Health 
Clinic, Kansas City, MO 
to establish a chronic 
disease management pro- 
SLAIN i. ыр e nov epe ны 

Kansas State University, 
Manhattan, KS, for the 
Youth Obesity Preven- 
tion Initiative ................ 

Karmanos Cancer Insti- 
tute, Detroit, MI, for 
cancer prevention and re- 
Saroha avstad oiris Ar rinitin 

Kids Kicking Cancer, Bir- 
mingham, МІ .................. 
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Kids Kicking Cancer, Bir- 
mingham, MI, to initiate 
the “Кійв Kicking Can- 
сег” program in Pennsyl- 
Varias sed er IER 

Kirkwood Community Col- 
lege, Cedar Rapids, IA for 
the National Mass Fa- 
talities Institute ............ 

La Rabida Children’s Hos- 
pital, Chicago, IL for dia- 
betes programs for chil- 
dren and families ............ 

Lance Armstrong Founda- 
tion, Austin, TX in col- 
laboration with the 
Abramson Cancer Center 
at the University of 
Pennsylvania, Philadel- 
phia, PA for the Living 
Well After Cancer pro- 
ETAID elds chia petere tie reus 

Lance Armstrong Founda- 
tion, Austin, TX, for a 
Lance Armstrong Foun- 
dation Survivorship Cen- 
DOE игра eux ense Te ve So awnings teed 

Lehigh Carbon Community 
College, Schnecksville, 
PA for a bioterrorism 
preparedness program .... 

L'Garde, Inc., Tustin, СА 
for bioterrorism  tech- 
nology development ....... 

Livingston Parish Govern- 
ment, Denham Springs, 
LA, for a Healthy People 
2010 Project .................... 

Marin County Health and 
Human Services Depart- 
ment, San Rafael, CA for 
research and analysis re- 
lated to breast cancer in- 
cidence and mortality in 
the county ...................... 

Marion County, OR to de- 
velop Disease Prevention 
and Education Programs 

Medical Center Blount, 
Oneonta, AL, for an im- 
munization program ....... 

Medical Institute for Sex- 
ual Health (MISH), Aus- 
tin, TX, for the develop- 
ment of curricula for 
medical students and pri- 
mary care residents re- 
lated to sexual health ..... 

Memorial Hermann Baptist 
Hospitals of Southeast 
Texas, Julie and Ben 
Rogers Cancer Center, 
Beaumont, TX to expand 
cancer screening services 

MIRA, Bloomfield Hills, MI 

Montgomery County De- 
partment of Public Safe- 
ty, Eagleville, PA for a 
bioterrorism prepared- 
ness program .................. 

National Center for Early 
Defibrillation, Pitts- 
burgh, РА for edu- 
cational outreach ........... 

National Childhood Cancer 
Foundation, Bethesda, 
MD, to provide informa- 
tion and assistance to 
families impacted by 
childhood cancer ............ 

National Children’s Cancer 
Society, St. Louis, MO 
for the Beyond the Cure 
cancer survivorship pro- 
STAM EE наь е аъгЬб 
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National Foundation for 
Trauma Care, Irvine, CA 
to conduct a study on the 
impact a terrorist attack 
would have on trauma 
Себет сирене увек aree 

National Nursing Centers 
Consortium, Philadel- 
phia, PA for the Lead 
Safe Babies program ....... 

National Student Assist- 
ance Association, Wash- 
ington, DC to study the 
efficacy of Student As- 
sistance Programs іп 
providing a mechanism 
to connect students in 
need of mental health 
and Substance abuse 
Services in coordination 
with the University of 
Pittsburgh: о seres 

Nevada Cancer Institute to 
create the Lance Arm- 
strong Foundation Can- 
cer Survivorship Center 

New England Coalition on 
Health Promotion and 
Disease Prevention, 
Providence, RI, for the 
New England obesity ini- 
tiative diagnostic study 

New York Methodist Hos- 
pital, Brooklyn, NY for 
its Patient Follow-up Co- 
ordinator Program to re- 
duce barriers to compli- 
ance with treatment 
among cardiac patients 
from medically under- 
served populations .......... 

New York University for 
the advancement of the 
design and function of 
cochlear implants ........... 

North Shore AIDS Health 
Project, Gloucester, MA 
for programs related to 
prevention and control of 
hepatitis... enero 

Northeast Regional Cancer 
Institute, Scranton, PA 
for cancer Screening 
evaluation ...................... 

Ophelia Project, Erie, PA, 
to develop an educational 
curriculum, in collabora- 
tion with Pennsylvania 
State University, to ad- 
dress issues of anorexia 
and bulimia facing ado- 
lescent girls .................... 

Oral Vaccine Institute in 
Las Vegas, Nevada for 
the development of inno- 
vative vaccine delivery 
alternatives .................... 

Orange County Council of 
Government, Santa Ana, 
CA, for a Healthy Water- 
ways Initiative ............... 

Orange County Fire Au- 
thority, Orange, CA, for 
a public safety and edu- 
cation center .................. 

Partnership for Food Safe- 
ty Education, Wash- 
ington, DC, for the 
FightBAC campaign ....... 

Pegasus Research Founda- 
tion, Little Rock, AR for 
a bioterrorism and dis- 
aster communications 
project in Minnesota ...... 
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Pennsylvania Breast Can- 
cer Coalition, Ephrata, 
PA to expand and en- 
hance their breast cancer 
guide book ...................... 


Pennsylvania Chapter of 
the American College of 
Emergency Physicians, 
Harrisburg, PA to study 
the roles of emergency 
physicians as safety net 
DIOVIQOES Дода ыы Ы 


Pennsylvania Homecare 
Association, Lemoyne, 
PA to launch a pilot 
project in the state of PA 
to demonstrate how 
homecare resources can 
be used for disease man- 
agement of chronically 
ill patients ...................... 


Philadelphia Department 
of Public Health, Phila- 
delphia, PA for a health 
alert network ................. 


Pittsburgh Life Science 
Greenhouse, Pittsburgh, 
PA for clinical trial plan- 
TING? а азан лана Ае Rer 


Pittsburgh Public Schools, 
Pittsburgh, PA with the 
Pittsburgh School of 
Dentistry to develop a 
pilot oral health project 


Pocono Health Commu- 
nities Alliance, 
Stroudsburg, PA to pro- 
vide a health and human 
service information and 
referral program ............. 


Positive Effect Outreach 
Ministry, Philadelphia, 
PA to implement a HIV 
outreach and screening 
POSTAT ный ннн Ө 


Pregnancy Crisis Center, 
Wichita, KS, for facili- 
ties and equipment ......... 


Prevent Blindness North 
Carolina, Raleigh, NC for 
vision screening for pre- 
school children ............... 


Prince George’s County 
Department of Health, 
Upper Marlboro, MD for 
diabetes prevention and 
education programs tar- 
geted to reducing diabe- 
tes-related health  dis- 
paribio агнах 


Provena Mercy Center, Au- 
rora, IL, for diabetes edu- 
cation and prevention .... 


Public Health Research In- 
stitute, Newark, NJ to 
implement Phase III De- 
ployment of an elec- 
tronic surveillance and 
alert system to produce 
real-time local and re- 
gional data ..................... 

S.A.F.E. Inc., Wilkes- 
Barre, PA for autism 
OULLEACD. чыланы 

SafeMinds, Cranford, NJ ... 


Saint Joseph’s University, 
Philadelphia, PA for 
their anti-obesity pro- 
Pcr rr 
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Saint Louis Children’s Hos- 
pital, St. Louis, MO to 
establish a patient data- 
base to investigate the 
natural history of chil- 
dren with tuberous scle- 
rosis complex .................. 

San Antonio Metropolitan 
Health District, San An- 
tonio, T'X for a health as- 
sessment of exposure to 
environmental contami- 
nants at and near the 
former Kelly Air Force 
Вазе аана не 

Save а Life Foundation 
(SALF), Schiller Park, 
IL to expand SALF’s for 
first aid training ............ 

Schneider's Children Hos- 
pital, New Hyde Park, 
NY for comprehensive 
Diamond Blackfan Ane- 
mia awareness and sur- 
yveillance:- ise қақбас 

Self Reliance Foundation, 
Washington, DC for the 
Hispanic national health 
communications  initia- 
nii em En 

Silent Spring Institute, 
Newton, MA for studies 
of the impact of environ- 
mental pollutants on 
breast cancer and wom- 
en’s health ...................... 

Sister to Sister—Everyone 
Has a Heart Foundation 
to increase women’s’ 
awareness of heart dis- 
ease, Washington, DC ..... 

Sixteenth Street Commu- 
nity Health Center in 
Milwaukee, WI to expand 
the Community-Based 
Asthma Institute ............ 

Slippery Rock University, 
Slippery Rock, PA, for 
the Center on Disability 
and Health to promote 
and encourage regular 
physical activity ............ 

South Central Family 
Health Center, Los Ange- 
les, CA for women's 
health outreach, edu- 
cation, and screening 
Services ........................... 

Southeastern Center for 
Emerging Biologic 
Threats, Atlanta, GA ..... 

Southern AIDS Commis- 
sion, Inc., Greenville, MS 
to provide HIV/AIDS edu- 
cation, prevention, and 
treatment programs and 
SOPYlO68. ы айлы ад 

Spelman College, Atlanta, 
GA for its Health and 
Wellness Initiative for 
college-age women ......... 

Spinal Muscular Atrophy 
Foundation, New York, 
NY for SMA education 
and awareness for ра- 
tients and health profes- 
Sionals ле 

State Information Tech- 
nology Consortium, 
Herndon, VA to create a 
web-based Center for Re- 
ducing Medical Errors .... 


24787 


100,000 


320,000 


500,000 


250,000 


500,000 


350,000 


550,000 


350,000 


125,000 


150,000 


568,000 


105,000 


450,000 


500,000 


300,000 


24788 


State of Alaska Depart- 
ment of Health and So- 
cial Services, Juneau, AK 
for an Injury Prevention 
POSTAL: ұлды МЕ 

State of Alaska Depart- 
ment of Health and So- 
cial Services, Juneau, AK 
for an Obesity Preven- 
tion and Control program 

State of Alaska Depart- 
ment of Health and So- 
cial Services, Juneau, AK 
for tuberculosis detec- 
tion and control ............. 

Stephen F. Austin State 
University, Nacogdoches, 
TX for anti-viral com- 
pound identification ....... 

Stone Soup Group, Anchor- 
age, AK for services to 
disabled children and 
their families, focusing 
on FAS/FAE children ..... 

Susan P. Byrnes Health 
Education Center, Ino., 
York, PA to address the 
National Obesity Epi- 
demic among school chil- 
(EOD. Л esee уы 

Swope Health Services, 
Kansas City, MO for a 
Pediatric Screening and 
Intervention Project ...... 

Tangipahoa Parish Mos- 
quito Abatement District 
#1, Hammond, LA ........... 

Telacu Education Founda- 
tion, CA, for a bilingual 
outreach program on dia- 
Debes орда ка 

Texas A&M University 
Texas Engineering Ex- 
tension Service (TEEX), 
College Station, TX to 
develop а bioterrorism 
preparedness program .... 

The Cooper Institute, Dal- 
las, TX to expand the 
Texas on the Move serv- 
ТӨСЕП ЕТТЕ ТЕ ТТТ ІІІ 

Tioga County Partnership 
for Community Health, 
Wellsboro, PA for their 
anti-obesity community 
based after school health 
promotion program ........ 

Toledo Children’s Hospital, 
Toledo, OH for health 
promotion and risk pre- 
vention programs tar- 
geted to teenagers .......... 

University of Alaska 
Statewide Office, Fair- 
banks, AK to continue to 
develop and implement 
its statewide health 
авепда исељене 

University of Connecticut, 
Storrs, CT to develop and 
implement strategies to 
reduce deaths, complica- 
tions and  hospitaliza- 
tions resulting from res- 
piratory illness among 
older adults .................... 

University of Findlay, 
Findlay, OH, for facili- 
ties and equipment for 
the Center for Terrorism 
Preparedness .................. 

University of Hawaii for 
the Public Health Pro- 
ВА, ы аме лыны erue cue 
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250,000 


500,000 


500,000 


600,000 


100,000 


70,000 


1,000,000 


100,000 


700,000 


250,000 


100,000 


100,000 


50,000 


1,000,000 


350,000 


500,000 


100,000 


University of Kentucky, 
Lexington, KY for the 
Medication Use Decision 
Support Center for a pro- 
gram to improve medica- 
tion-related outcomes .... 


University of Louisville, 
Louisville, KY Chronic 
Disease Management 
Education Program in 
Сапсек ао арыт 


University of Louisville, 
Louisville, KY for the 
Cancer 
Agripharmaceutical In- 
Stitute сали Инын на 


University of Louisville, 
Louisville, KY for the 
Computational Biology 
Project in Oral Health .... 


University of Miami 
School of Medicine, 
Miami, FL, for culturally 
sensitive training on dis- 
asters in the Hispanic 
communiby гаселе 


University of North Caro- 
lina at Chapel Hill, Chap- 
el Hill NC with East 
Carolina University, 
Greenville, NC for the 
Program in Racial Dis- 
parities in Cardio- 
vascular Disease ............. 


University of North Caro- 
lina at Chapel Hill, for 
analysis of genomic data 
on racial disparities in 
cardiovascular disease .... 


University of North Da- 
kota Energy and Envi- 
ronmental Research Cen- 
ter for research into the 
health impact of pes- 
0101аөв:, а рн e es 


University of North Texas 
Health Science Center at 
Fort Worth, TX, for dia- 
betes prevention and con- 
РӨТ еони ery oe) 


University of Northern 
Iowa for the National 
Program for Playground 
балебу сасыған 


University of Northern 
Iowa, Cedar Falls, IA to 
support youth fitness and 
obesity efforts in rural 
preschool children .......... 


University of Notre Dame, 
Notre Dame, IN, for re- 
Search in areas of acute 
care, disability, and re- 
habilitation at the Notre 
Dame Center for Ortho- 
pedic Research and Engi- 
HOOH. niece esetsoieng 


University of Oklahoma 
Health Sciences Center, 
Oklahoma City, OK, to 
establish a develop- 
mental center for injury 
prevention research ........ 

University of Pittsburgh 
Medical Center, Pitts- 
burgh, РА for bioter- 
rorism preparedness ....... 


1,000,000 


300,000 


450,000 


500,000 


600,000 


500,000 


225,000 


500,000 


800,000 


300,000 


235,000 


350,000 


100,000 


100,000 


University of Pittsburgh 
Medical Center, Pitts- 
burgh, PA for the Penn- 
sylvania Cancer Control 
Consortium and UPMC 
Cancer Pavilion, to de- 
velop a clinical research 
and clinical trials net- 
WOLK, пириват аи 

University of Texas Health 
Science Center at San 
Antonio, San Antonio, 
TX, for Asthma Dem- 
onstration Project .......... 

University of Texas Hous- 
ton Health Science Cen- 
ter, School of Public 
Health, Brownsville, TX 
for studies regarding the 
health of the Hispanic 
population in the Lower 
Rio Grande Valley .......... 

University of Texas, Aus- 
tin, Texas for the Bio- 
Chem initiative .............. 

University of Texas, M.D. 
Anderson Cancer Center, 
Houston, TX for a com- 
prehensive cancer con- 
trol program to address 
the needs of minority 
and medically under- 
served populations .......... 

University of West Florida 
for the Partnership for 
Environmental Research 
and Community Health .. 

University of Wisconsin- 
Extension in Madison, WI 
for the Parent Education 
to Prevent Childhood 
Obesity program ............. 

USA Stars Cultural Ex- 
change апа Diversity 
Training: Alcohol and 
Obesity Education 
Through Sport with 
Oklahoma Judo, OK ....... 

Vermont Oxford Network 
of Burlington, VT to ex- 
pand neonatal health 
care quality and safety 
initiatives ....................... 

Visiting Nurse Associa- 
tions of America, Boston, 
MA for a home health 
care best practices clear- 
INGHOUSE, авиа 

Vitiligo Support Inter- 
national, Inc., Encino, 
CA, for education and 
awareness programs ....... 

Washington Hospital, 
Washington, PA to im- 
plement their Health and 
Wellness Program ........... 

Wayne County Department 
of Public Health, Detroit, 
MI, for a Maternal Child 
Outreach, Coordination 
and Advocacy Program .. 

West Jefferson Medical 
Center, Marrero, LA ....... 

West Side Ecumenical Min- 
istry, Cleveland, OH fora 
youth health and 
wellness project address- 
ing the problem of teen- 
age obesity ..................... 

Wholistic Family Agape 
Ministries Institute, Al- 
exandria, VA for HIV/ 
AIDS education and pre- 
vention and related pro- 
ја Snie ын rA URS 
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1,750,000 
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200,000 


150,000 


125,000 


275,000 


200,000 


200,000 


25,000 


100,000 
150,000 


140,000 


75,000 
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Yale New Haven Health 
System, to establish a 
specialty center for pub- 


lic health preparedness ... 450,000 
YMCA of Bradford County, 

Towanda, PA, for fitness 

equipment ...................... 25,000 

PREVENTIVE HEALTH SERVICES BLOCK GRANT 

The conference agreement includes 


$131,814,000 for the Preventive Health Serv- 
ices Block Grant, the same as proposed by 


the Senate. The House bill included 
$108,516,000 for the block grant. 
BUSINESS SERVICES SUPPORT 
The conference agreement includes 


$281,226,000 for Business Services Support, in- 
stead of $286,013,000 as proposed by the House 
and $282,226,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
The agreement does not include an addi- 
tional $33,953,000, to be derived from section 
241 evaluation set-aside funds, as proposed by 
the House. 

The conferees concur with language in the 
Senate report regarding the Director’s au- 
thority to reallocate savings that result 
from efficiencies gained in business services 
support to the Director’s Discretionary Fund 
upon notification of the Committees on Ap- 
propriations in the House and Senate. 

The conferees request that the Director 
submit a report to the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations within 60 
days of enactment showing, for fiscal years 
2004 and 2005, the actual or planned division 
of funding between intramural and extra- 
mural programs for each budget activity and 
sub-activity. For those activities where 
funding is provided to state and local health 
departments through general cooperative 
agreements (such ав many chronic disease 
programs, or tuberculosis or STD control), 
the report should also show the division of 
extramural funding between these coopera- 
tive agreements and other extramural pro- 
grams. 

The conferees also request that CDC in- 
clude no less detail than provided in past 
years in the Justification of Estimates for 
the Appropriations Committees  accom- 
panying the budget for fiscal year 2006, in- 
cluding the functional tables for each budget 
activity, the mechanism table by activity, 
and the crosswalks of funding between pro- 
grams and CDC organizations. 

NATIONAL INSTITUTES OF HEALTH 
NATIONAL CANCER INSTITUTE 

The conference agreement includes 
$4,865,525,000 for the National Cancer Insti- 
tute instead of $4,870,025,000 as proposed by 
the House and $4,894,900,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. 

NATIONAL HEART, LUNG AND BLOOD INSTITUTE 

The conference agreement includes 
$2,965,453,000 for the National Heart, Lung 
and Blood Institute instead of $2,963,953,000 
as proposed by the House and $2,985,900,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. 

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF DENTAL AND 
CRANIOFACIAL RESEARCH 

The conference agreement includes 
$395,080,000 for the National Institute of Den- 
tal and Craniofacial Research instead of 
$394,080,000 as proposed by the House and 
$399,200,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF DIABETES AND 
DIGESTIVE AND KIDNEY DISEASES 

The conference agreement includes 
$1,727,696,000 for the National Institute of Di- 
abetes and Digestive and Kidney Diseases in- 
stead of $1,726,196,000 as proposed by the 
House and $1,739,100,000 as proposed by the 
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Senate. An amount of $150,000,000 is also 
available to the Institute through a perma- 
nent appropriation for juvenile diabetes. 

The conferees understand that study of Di- 
amond Blackfan Anemia (DBA), may lead to 
important strides in research important to 
NIDDK, especially relating to red cell forma- 
tion, gene therapy, mechanisms of iron over- 
load and the development of treatment op- 
tions for patients with iron overload. The 
conferees strongly encourage NIDDK to de- 
velop grant opportunities to support DBA re- 
search in these areas and to collaborate with 
NHLBI to develop appropriate research ini- 
tiatives for DBA. 


NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF NEUROLOGICAL 
DISORDERS AND STROKE 


The conference agreement includes 
$1,552,123,000 for the National Institute of 
Neurological Disorders and Stroke instead of 
$1,545,623,000 as proposed by the House and 
$1,569,100,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conferees support an effort currently 
underway at NIH to identify FDA-approved 
drugs with potential for treating 
amyotrophic lateral sclerosis (ALS), Hun- 
tington’s disease, and other 
neurodegenerative diseases. The conferees 
applaud the collaboration between the 
NINDS and private organizations on this 
drug screening project, and encourage 
NINDS to work with voluntary associations 
to expand the high throughput drug screen- 
ing consortium sponsored by NINDS to in- 
clude screens for compounds that ameliorate 
cellular changes in Duchenne muscular dys- 
trophy. 

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF ALLERGY AND 
INFECTIOUS DISEASES 


(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


The conference agreement includes 
$4,440,007,000 for the National Institute of Al- 
lergy and Infectious Diseases as proposed by 
the House instead of $4,456,300,000 as proposed 
by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language permitting the transfer of 
$100,000,000 to International Assistance Pro- 
grams, Global Fund to Fight HIV/AIDS, Ma- 
laria, and Tuberculosis as proposed by the 
House instead of $149,115,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. 

The conferees are concerned about the high 
prevalence of food allergies, among children 
in particular, with up to eight percent af- 
fected. The conferees recognize that 30,000 in- 
dividuals require emergency room treatment 
for food allergies each year, that 100 to 200 
individuals die each year from allergic reac- 
tions to food, and that there is currently no 
cure for food allergies. For this reason, 
NIAID is encouraged to invest in research 
into the causes of food allergies and its po- 
tential treatments. 


NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF GENERAL MEDICAL 
SCIENCES 


The conference agreement includes 
$1,959,810,000 for the National Institute of 
General Medical Sciences as proposed by the 
House instead of $1,975,500,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. 


NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF CHILD HEALTH AND 
HUMAN DEVELOPMENT 


The conference agreement includes 
$1,280,915,000 for the National Institute of 
Child Health and Human Development as 
proposed by the House instead of 
$1,288,900,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conferees commend NICHD for its 
leadership of the agencies and groups that 
have joined together to develop the National 
Children’s Study. This group has made excel- 
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lent progress in planning and preparing for 
the full implementation of the Study. Some 
projections indicate that the annual reduc- 
tions in health care costs that are likely to 
be made possible by the Study’s results will 
be significantly larger than the total funding 
levels that will be required to conduct it. To 
assist in planning for the future needs of the 
study, the conferees request that, within 120 
days of the final enactment of this appro- 
priation, NICHD provide the most recent 
projections of the total and annual costs of 
the study. 
NATIONAL EYE INSTITUTE 


The conference agreement includes 
$674,578,000 for the National Eye Institute in- 
stead of $671,578,000 as proposed by the House 
and $680,300,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF ENVIRONMENTAL 
HEALTH SCIENCES 

The conference agreement includes 
$650,027,000 for the National Institute of En- 
vironmental Health Sciences as proposed by 
the House instead of $655,100,000 as proposed 
by the Senate. 

NATIONAL INSTITUTE ON AGING 

The conference agreement includes 
$1,060,666,000 for the National Institute on 
Aging instead of $1,055,666,000 as proposed by 
the House and $1,094,500,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. 

Of the nearly 35 million Americans age 65 
and older, an estimated seven million suffer 
from a depressive illness or depressive symp- 
toms. Depressive symptoms tend to be per- 
sistent and to interfere significantly with an 
individual’s ability to function. The con- 
ferees encourage NIA to expand research into 
treatment of mental illnesses in the elderly. 
The conferees further recommend that NIA 
expand its collaboration with NIMH as well 
as NINR on Alzheimer’s disease to include 
research related to identifying effective 
treatments for elderly persons who suffer 
from depression. 

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF ARTHRITIS AND 
MUSCULOSKELETAL AND SKIN DISEASES 

The conference agreement includes 
$515,378,000 for the National Institute of Ar- 
thritis and Musculoskeletal and Skin Dis- 
eases ав proposed by the House instead of 
$520,900,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conferees encourage NIAMS to coordi- 
nate with other Institutes to enhance re- 
search relevant to scoliosis and to identify 
bio-mechanical causes and genetic markers, 
develop prenatal and childhood detection 
testing and strategies to prevent the deform- 
ity. 

NATIONAL INSTITUTE ON DEAFNESS AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATION DISORDERS 

The conference agreement includes 
$397,507,000 for the National Institute on 
Deafness and Other Communication Dis- 
orders instead of $393,507,000 as proposed by 
the House and $399,000,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF NURSING RESEARCH 

The conference agreement includes 
$139,198,000 for the National Institute of 
Nursing Research as proposed by the House 
instead of $140,200,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. 

NATIONAL INSTITUTE ON ALCOHOL ABUSE AND 

ALCOHOLISM 

The conference agreement includes 
$441,911,000 for the National Institute on А1- 
cohol Abuse and Alcoholism as proposed by 
the House instead of $444,900,000 as proposed 
by the Senate. 

NATIONAL INSTITUTE ON DRUG ABUSE 

The conference agreement includes 

$1,014,760,000 for the National Institute on 
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Drug Abuse instead of $1,012,760,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $1,026,200,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. The agreement does not 
include $6,300,000 in program evaluation 
funding as proposed by the House. The Sen- 
ate bill did not include any program evalua- 
tion funding. 
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF MENTAL HEALTH 


The conference agreement includes 
$1,423,609,000 for the National Institute of 
Mental Health instead of $1,420,609,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $1,436,800,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

NATIONAL HUMAN GENOME RESEARCH INSTITUTE 


The conference agreement includes 
$492,670,000 for the National Human Genome 
Research Institute as proposed by the House 
instead of $496,400,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. 

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF BIOMEDICAL IMAGING 

AND BIOENGINEERING 


The conference agreement includes 
$300,647,000 for the National Institute of Bio- 
medical Imaging and Bioengineering instead 
of $297,647,000 as proposed by the House and 
$300,800,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

NATIONAL CENTER FOR RESEARCH RESOURCES 


The conference agreement includes 
$1,124,141,000 for the National Center for Re- 
search Resources instead of $1,094,141,000 as 
proposed by the House and $1,213,400,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language to earmark $30,000,000 for extra- 
mural facilities construction grants instead 
of $119,220,000 as proposed the Senate. The 
House did not provide funding for extramural 
facilities construction. 

NATIONAL CENTER FOR COMPLEMENTARY AND 

ALTERNATIVE MEDICINE 


The conference agreement includes 
$123,116,000 for the National Center for Com- 
plementary and Alternative Medicine in- 
Stead of $121,116,000 as proposed by the House 
and $121,900,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

NATIONAL CENTER ON MINORITY HEALTH AND 

HEALTH DISPARITIES 


The conference agreement includes 
$197,780,000 for the National Center on Minor- 
ity Health and Health Disparities instead of 
$196,780,000 as proposed by the House and 
$197,900,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

JOHN E. FOGARTY INTERNATIONAL CENTER 


The conference agreement includes 
$67,182,000 for the John E. Fogarty Inter- 
national Center as proposed by the House in- 
stead of $67,600,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

NATIONAL LIBRARY OF MEDICINE 


The conference agreement provides 
$317,947,000 for the National Library of Medi- 
cine instead of $316,947,000 as provided by the 
House and $316,900,000 as provided by the 
Senate. In addition, $8,200,000 is provided 
from section 241 authority as proposed by 
both the House and Senate. 

OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


The conference agreement includes 
$361,145,000 for the Office of the Director in- 
stead of $359,645,000 as proposed by the House 
and $364,100,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language providing up to $10,000,000 to be 
used for the flexible research authority as 
described in section 217 of the bill as pro- 
posed by the Senate instead of $7,500,000 as 
proposed by the House. 

The conference agreement includes a modi- 
fication to House bill language that grants 
specific permission to NIH to fund a portion 
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of the Roadmap Initiative through a uniform 
charge against the budgets of all Institutes 
and Centers. The conferees have deleted a 
specific dollar limit on such funding, in 
order to provide NIH with flexibility to ad- 
just that amount in response to changing 
cost estimates and scientific needs. However, 
the agreement requires the Director to no- 
tify the Appropriations Committees before 
exceeding the original NIH Roadmap esti- 
mate of $176,800,000. The conferees have also 
added language to clarify that these provi- 
sions are not intended to limit the ability of 
Institutes and Centers to fund research re- 
lated to the Roadmap Initiative out of their 
own budgets through their normal priority 
setting and scientific review processes. 

The conferees concur with the direction 
contained in the House report for NIH to no- 
tify the Appropriations Committees on a 
quarterly basis if the contributions from In- 
stitutes and Centers or allocation of funding 
by Roadmap initiative changes from what is 
presented in the congressional justification. 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language indicating that $10,000 of the funds 
provided may be used for official reception 
and representation expenses if specifically 
approved by the Director. The Senate bill 
contained similar language as a general pro- 
vision. The House bill did not contain simi- 
lar language. 

'The conferees concur with the concerns ex- 
pressed in the Senate report about the dis- 
appointing precedent contained in the Ad- 
ministration request that would have used 
average cost assumptions inconsistent with 
NIH's own Cost Management Plan. To the 
extent that resources allow, the conferees 
believe that NIH should follow its Cost Man- 
agement Plan principles, which will help NIH 
continue to maintain the purchasing power 
of the research in which it invests. 

The conferees concur in the House report 
language indicating that the administration 
proposal to multi-year fund some or all NIH 
grants is not approved. The Senate did not 
have a similar provision. 

The conferees are aware of the draft NIH 
policy on increasing public access to NIH- 
funded research. Under this policy, NIH 
would request investigators to voluntarily 
submit electronically the final, peer re- 
viewed author's copy of their scientific 
manuscripts; six months after the pub- 
lisher's date of publication, NIH would make 
this copy publicly available through PubMed 
Central. The policy is intended to help en- 
sure the permanent preservation of NIH- 
funded research and make it more readily 
accessible to scientists, physicians, and the 
public. The conferees note that the comment 
period for the draft policy ended November 
16th; NIH is directed to give full and fair con- 
sideration to all comments before publishing 
its final policy. The conferees request NIH to 
provide the estimated costs of implementing 
this policy each year in its annual Justifica- 
tion of Estimates to the House and Senate 
Appropriations Committees. In addition, the 
conferees direct NIH to continue to work 
with the publishers of scientific journals to 
maintain the integrity of the peer review 
system. 

The conferees are aware that recent ad- 
vances in multidisciplinary research com- 
bining biomaterials, cell biology, computer 
modeling, micro-machining and 
nanotechnology have made it possible to 
produce fully functioning replacement kid- 
neys and liver tissue. The multidisciplinary 
tissue engineering research efforts have re- 
sulted in positive results to date in the de- 
velopment of a compact, wearable contin- 
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uous kidney dialysis system that will great- 
ly improve the lives of patients. The con- 
ferees encourage the Director of NIH to pur- 
sue research initiatives on the development 
of tissue-engineered compact, wearable, con- 
tinuous kidney dialysis and liver support 
systems. 

The conferees encourage NIAID, other In- 
stitutes within NIH and other appropriate 
Federal agencies to provide support for the 
study of Eosinophilia Myalgia Syndrome 
(EMS) and other immune mediated diseases 
that manifest symptoms like those of EMS. 
These systemic illnesses require new ap- 
proaches, such as systems biology, to under- 
stand root causes of disease onset, to assess 
treatment options and to understand clinical 
and epidemiological aspects. EMS and EMS- 
like diseases have afflicted thousands, re- 
main incurable, and continue to be difficult 
to diagnose. 

The conferees are aware that NIH has re- 
cently completed a Trans-NIH Liver Disease 
Research Action Plan and urge that steps be 
taken to insure that its implementation be- 
gins in fiscal year 2006. The conferees further 
request a report by March 1, 2005 to discuss 
the timeline and priorities for implementing 
the full plan. 

The conferees acknowledge the positive 
conclusions of the evidence-based review re- 
cently completed by the Office of Dietary 
Supplements on the potential benefits of 
omega-3 fatty acids in significantly lowering 
the risks of cardiovascular disease, espe- 
cially coronary heart disease. The conferees 
urge NIH to undertake the design and plan- 
ning of the recommended clinical trials 
needed to provide conclusive evidence re- 
garding the potential of omega-3 fatty acids 
in reducing cardiovascular morbidity and 
mortality in the general U.S. population. 

BUILDINGS AND FACILITIES 


The conference agreement includes 
$111,177,000 for buildings and facilities in- 
stead of $99,500,000 as proposed by the House 
and $114,500,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language granting full scope authority for 
the contracting of construction of the first 
and second phases of the John E. Porter Neu- 
rosciences Building as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. The House did not have a similar provi- 
sion. The agreement provides $14,700,000 to 
continue construction of the building. The 
Senate report provided $15,000,000 for this 
purpose. 

The conferees wish to recognize and honor 
former Congressman Joseph Daniel Early for 
his contribution to the National Institutes of 
Health. Mr. Early served in Congress from 
1975 to 1998, and served on the House Labor, 
Health, and Human Services Appropriations 
Subcommittee. During his time on the Sub- 
committee, he tirelessly advocated on behalf 
of the NIH, and the importance of medical 
research. Even before this Subcommittee un- 
dertook bold efforts such as the recent dou- 
bling of NIH funding, Mr. Early was on the 
forefront of recognizing the critical role of 
the federal government in supporting med- 
ical research, and the significance of the 
work of the NIH. His efforts have 
undoubtably improved the health of many 
Americans. The conferees strongly urge the 
NIH to honor Mr. Early’s contribution to the 
NIH by designating one of the two outdoor 
courtyards in the Mark O. Hatfield Clinical 
Research Center as the “Joseph D. Early 
Plaza (or Courtyard)". The conferees hope 
that such a space will include a stone mark- 
er, plaque, or sculpture that would promi- 
nently pay tribute to Mr. Early’s contribu- 
tions to the NIH. 
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SUBSTANCE ABUSE AND MENTAL HEALTH 
SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 
SUBSTANCE ABUSE AND MENTAL HEALTH 
SERVICES 

The conference agreement includes 
$3,418,664,000 for substance abuse and mental 
health services, of which $3,295,361,000 is pro- 
vided through budget authority and 
$123,303,000 is provided through the evalua- 
tion set-aside. The House bill had proposed 
$3,391,663,000 for SAMHSA, of which 
$121,303,000 was from the evaluation set-aside 
and the Senate proposed $3,484,729,000, of 
which $123,303,000 was from the evaluation 
set-aside. The detailed table at the end of 
this joint statement reflects the activity dis- 
tribution agreed to by the conferees. 

Within the total provided, the conference 
agreement includes funding at no less than 
the fiscal year 2004 level for activities 
throughout SAMHSA that are targeted to 
address the growing HIV/AIDS epidemic and 
its disparate impact on communities of 
color, including African Americans, Latinos, 
Native Americans, Asian Americans, Native 
Hawaiians, and Pacific Islanders. 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language identifying $23,107,000 for projects 
in the amounts specified in the statement of 
the managers on the conference report. 

CENTER FOR MENTAL HEALTH SERVICES 


The conference agreement includes 
$276,646,000 for programs of regional and na- 
tional significance instead of $257,420,000 as 
proposed by the House and $303,128,000 as рго- 
posed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement provides 
$20,000,000 for the State incentive grants for 
transformation as proposed by the House 
rather than $48,782,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. These competitive grants will sup- 
port the development of comprehensive 
State mental health plans and improve the 
mental health services infrastructure. 

Within the total provided, the conference 
agreement provides $95,000,000 for counseling 
services for school-aged youth as proposed by 
the Senate. In addition, $3,000,000 is provided 
to support the national suicide prevention 
resource center and continued support is also 
provided for the suicide prevention hotline 
program at $3,070,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. 

The conference agreement includes 
$7,000,000 for grants and cooperative agree- 
ments to develop early intervention and pre- 
vention strategies, training and technical as- 
sistance to address the growing problem of 
youth suicide. 

The conference agreement provides 
$2,000,000, rather than $4,500,000 as proposed 
by the Senate, to make grants to local edu- 
cational systems or non-profit entities in 
conjunction with local educational systems 
to further test the use and identify evidence- 
based practices for facilitating treatment for 
teenagers suffering from mental, emotional 
or behavioral disorders. The House did not 
propose funding for these grants. 

The conference agreement provides 
$2,000,000 to continue the current level of 
funding for the consumer and consumer-sup- 
ported national technical assistance centers 
as proposed by the Senate. The conferees di- 
rect the center for mental health services to 
support multi-year grants to fund five such 
national technical assistance centers. 

The conference agreement provides 
$5,000,000 for the elderly treatment and out- 
reach program as proposed by the Senate 
rather than $4,970,000 as proposed by the 
House. 

As proposed by the Senate, the conference 
agreement provides $7,000,000 for the jail di- 


version program instead of $6,959,000 as pro- 
posed by the House. 


The conference agreement includes 
$4,000,000 for the minority fellowship pro- 
gram rather than $5,320,000 as proposed by 
the House. 


The conferees include the following 
amounts for the following projects and ac- 
tivities in fiscal year 2005: 


AgriWellness, Inc. in Har- 
lan, IA to support the 
Sowing the Seeds of Hope 
rural mental health 
project. 3. ана тап 


Allegheny County, Pitts- 
burgh, PA for adolescent 
mental health services ... 

Arc of Lackawanna Coun- 
ty, Scranton, РА for 
mental health services ... 

Center for Multicultural 
Human Services, Falls 
Church, VA for mental 
health and related serv- 
ices to at-risk immigrant 
and refugee families ....... 


Children’s Aid and Family 
Services, Paramus, NJ to 
develop and implement a 
Clinical Excellence Insti- 
tute to provide training 
for children's services 
Cirta pP 


Citizens Acting Together 
Can Help, Inc. (CATCH), 
Philadelphia, PA for 
mental health services ... 

City of Denver, CO Depart- 
ment оғ Health and 
Human Services for men- 
tal health services to 
homeless апа at-risk 
VOUGH а аа РЫШ 

Community Counseling 
Center, Portland, ME for 
services for adults and 
children who have expe- 
rienced emotional trau- 


50,000 


100,000 


100,000 


100,000 


150,000 


75,000 


250,000 


300,000 
DeKalb Crisis Center, De- 
catur, GA for mobile 
mental health outreach, 
assessment and interven- 
tion services ................... 


EI Monte Police Depart- 
ment, El Monte, CA, for 
youth violence preven- 
ТО: LL eye o e teen 

Family Communications, 
Inc. in Pittsburgh, PA 
for the Managing Anger, 
Promoting Safety 
(MAPS) project with a 
focus on childcare set- 
tings in underserved 
communities in Mis- 
SISSIDDl добио eite 

Family Communications, 
Pittsburgh, PA for an 
antiviolence program en- 
titled the National 
Project Managing Anger, 
Promoting Safety ........... 

Family Support Systems 
Unlimited, Inc., Bronx, 
NY for mental health 
Services ........................... 

Holy Family Institute, 
Pittsburgh, PA to expand 
mental health services ... 


150,000 


200,000 


100,000 


100,000 


200,000 


100,000 
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Horizon Health Care in 
Howard, South Dakota 
for mental health serv- 
ices at the Community 
Health Center in Martin, 
South Dakota ................. 


Horizon House, Philadel- 
phia, PA for mental 
health and substance 
abuse treatment services 


Illinois Collaboration on 
Youth/Youth Network 
Council, Chicago, IL to 
increase access to mental 
health services for young 
people involved in the ju- 
venile justice system ...... 


Jewish Association for 
Residential Care, Farm- 
ington Hills, MI—mental 
health support services 
and long-term case man- 
agement for adults with 
developmental disabil- 
AGIOS: ese tere oer ee ed 


Keifer Mercy Health Cen- 
ter, Springfield, OH to 
provide Multisystemic 
Therapy in а school 
home-based environment 
for high-risk youth ......... 


Lane County, OR for men- 
tal health services for 
ЗОНЕ невина tior ies 


Mattie Rhodes Center, 
Kansas City, МО for 
mental health, family 
counseling and related 
SOPVÀOOS 40 еб ese rua 


Mental Health Association 
of Tarrant County, Fort 
Worth, TX—School Men- 
tal Health Education 
PrOgráàm аи њи фина 


Middlecreek Area Commu- 
nity Center, Beaver 
Springs, PA for adoles- 
cent mental health pro- 
BRAINS uu casae ООУ Т, 


National Center for Chil- 
dren Exposed to Vio- 
lence, Yale University 
Child Study Center, New 
Haven, CT for training, 
technical assistance, 
consultation and other 
services relating to the 
effects of violence on 
children. 1:52 eus 


Noah's Ark—A Safe Place, 
Inc., for mental and emo- 
tional counseling for 
young men in several 
Pennsylvania counties ... 


Northwestern Human Serv- 
ices, Lafayette Hill, PA 
to implement their 
“Building Bridges for 
Girls" Residential Pro- 
SLAIN: гаас әна нда 


Ohel Children’s Home and 
Family Services, Brook- 
lyn, NY for adult mental 
health services ............... 


Ohio Department of Mental 
Health, Columbus, OH— 
Ohio Mental Health Net- 
work for School Success 
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150,000 


75,000 


1,200,000 


425,000 


200,000 


225,000 


250,000 


200,000 


75,000 


500,000 


150,000 


150,000 


300,000 


250,000 
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Oklahoma Department of 
Mental Health and Sub- 
stance Abuse Services, 
Oklahoma City for im- 
plementation of a cross- 
training initiative for 
mental health, substance 
abuse and domestic vio- 
lence professionals ......... 


Oregon Partnership, Port- 
land, OR to implement 
the Oregon Youth Sui- 
cide Prevention Program 


Pacific Clinics, Arcadia, 
CA for mental health and 
suicide prevention рго- 
grams for Latina youth .. 


Pennsylvania Psycho- 
logical Association, Har- 
risburg, PA for a mental 
health/primary care col- 
laborative care project 
directed by the Geisinger 
Health System ................ 


Potter County Human 
Services, Roulette, PA to 
continue and enhance 
Yellow Ribbon youth sui- 
cide prevention efforts 
begun in 2003 and contin- 
ued in 2004, in the rural 
community ..................... 


Saint Boniface Neighbor- 
hood Outreach Program, 
Inc., Louisville, KY, for 
Phases II and III of a 
prisoner re-entry pro- 
PTOI I cod e PR 


San Diegzo Lesbian, Gay, 
Bisexual and 
Transgender Community 
Center, San Diego, CA 
for mental health serv- 
18: UE 


San Francisco Department 
of Public Health, San 
Francisco, CA for mental 
health and substance 
abuse services for home- 
less persons in supportive 
HOUSING o о: 


Screening for Mental 
Health, Inc., Loveland, 
OH for the SOS High 
School Suicide Preven- 
tion Program .................. 


Senior Community  Cen- 
ters, San Diego, CA for 
mental health and re- 
lated services in their 
supportive housing pro- 
БТА Дан eue dept peo e 


State of Alaska Depart- 
ment of Health and So- 
cial Services, Division of 
Behavioral Health, Ju- 
neau, AK for the Tar- 
geted Gatekeeper Suicide 
Prevention Training and 
Public Education Pro- 
Вране Аалы dre и АА 


Tanana Chiefs Conference, 
in partnership with Fair- 
banks Native Association 
and the University of 
Alaska/Fairbanks, to 
treat behavioral health 


problems of children 
throughout Interior 
АЛав каан? 
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200,000 


100,000 


500,000 


25,000 


100,000 


100,000 


80,000 


1,500,000 


100,000 


100,000 


250,000 


750,000 


Task Force on Family Vio- 
lence of Milwaukee, Inc 
in Milwaukee, WI to pro- 
vide mental health serv- 
ices for children who 
have experienced or wit- 
nessed domestic violence 

United Way of Anchorage, 
AK for its 211 Project to 
develop ап integrated 
system of resources for 
people with substance 
abuse, mental illness and 
homelessness .................. 

University of South Flor- 
ida, Louis de la Parte 
Florida Mental Health 
Institute, Tampa, FL to 
close the knowledge/ 
practice gap in mental 
health апа substance 
abuse programs .............. 

Ventura County Probation 
Agency, Ventura, CA for 
the Emotionally Chal- 
lenged Juvenile Offender 
Intervention Program .... 

Wisconsin Department of 
Agriculture, Trade and 
Consumer Protection in 
Madison, WI for the Sow- 
ing the Seeds of Hope 
rural mental health 
ргојесћу „а.а на 

YWCA of Carlisle, Carlisle, 
PA to provide sexual as- 
sault counseling ............. 25,000 
The conference agreement includes 

$436,070,000 for the mental health block 

grant, which includes $21,803,000 from the 
evaluation set-aside, the same numbers as 
proposed by both the House and the Senate. 
The conference agreement includes 
$34,620,000 for the protection and advocacy 
for individuals with mental illness program 
as proposed by the Senate instead of 
$36,000,000 as proposed by the House. The con- 
ferees intend that technical assistance be 
provided through a competitive multiyear 
grant with a national nonprofit organization 
that has the demonstrated capacity to carry 
out these activities. The conferees intend 
that the technical assistance be responsive 
to requests from the protection and advo- 
cacy network, based on the identified needs 
of individuals with mental illness and do not 
intend that technical assistance funds be 
used for administrative responsibilities of 
the agency administering the programs. 
CENTER FOR SUBSTANCE ABUSE TREATMENT 


The conference agreement includes 
$425,946,000 for programs of regional and na- 
tional significance, which includes $4,300,000 
from the evaluation set-aside, instead of 
$419,219,000 as proposed by the House and 
$424,017,000 as proposed by the Senate. Both 
the House and Senate bills included the eval- 
uation set-aside at $4,300,000. 

Within funds provided, $100,000,000 is for 
the access to recovery program as proposed 
by both the House and the Senate. The con- 
ferees expect that addictive disorder clinical 
treatment providers participating in the ac- 
cess to recovery program, as well as their re- 
spective staff, shall meet the certification, 
accreditation, and/or licensing standards rec- 
ognized in their respective States. 

The conference agreement provides 
$10,000,000 for treatment programs for preg- 
nant, postpartum and residential women and 
their children as proposed by the Senate. 
Within these funds, no less than last year’s 
level shall be used for the residential treat- 
ment program for pregnant and postpartum 


70,000 


600,000 


500,000 


300,000 


50,000 
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women, authorized under section 508 of the 
Public Health Service Act. 

The conferees include the following 
amounts for the following projects and ac- 
tivities in fiscal year 2005: 


Akeela, Inc., in Anchorage, 
AK to continue its Re- 
Entry Program for newly 
released prisoners with 
substance abuse prob- 
ТӨУП8 осы бие а ce cece 

Augsburg College, Min- 
neapolis, MN for the 
StepUP Program to as- 
sist students in recovery 
from chemical depend- 
GIO: ар excede idus osea edere pd 

Baltimore City, MD for 
drug treatment services 

City of Jackson, TN for 
substance abuse preven- 
tion and treatment serv- 
TOOS eon ОСУ КҮ ЛГ 

City of Wrangell in 
Wrangell, AK for its Ave- 
nues Program to provide 
comprehensive substance 
abuse treatment ............. 

Community Rehabilitation 
Center, Jacksonville, FL 
for services for people 
with co-occurring mental 
health апа substance 
abuse disorders ............... 

Cook Inlet Council on Al- 
cohol and Drug Abuse in 
Kenai, Alaska for treat- 
ment of women and chil- 
dren with substance 
abuse problems on the 
Kenai Peninsula ............. 

Cullman Area Mental 
Health, Cullman, AL, for 
a substance abuse pro- 
ТӘТИ оа 

Doe Fund, Inc., Philadel- 
phia, PA to provide sub- 
stance abuse treatment 
SERVICES аруым йы cases 

Fairbanks Memorial Hos- 
pital, Alaska for the 
Fairbanks Community 
Initiative for Chronic 
Inebriates ....................... 

Fairbanks Native Associa- 
tion in Fairbanks, AK for 
treatment programs at 
the Ralph Perdue Center 

Fenway Community 
Health Center, Boston, 
MA, to provide services 
to low-income HIV and 
AIDS patients ................. 

Fighting Back Partner- 
ship, Vallejo, CA for an 
intervention, treatment 
and aftercare program 
for students identified 
with drug and alcohol 


$200,000 


200,000 
250,000 


240,000 


100,000 


300,000 


200,000 


20,000 


100,000 


500,000 


500,000 


150,000 


250,000 
Certification 
Board, Tallahassee, FL— 
Florida Center for Pre- 
vention Workforce Devel- 
әртенб> necesse echas 
Gavin Foundation, South 
Boston, MA for substance 
abuse treatment services 
at its Cushing House fa- 
cility for adolescents ...... 
Hitchcock Center for 
Women, Cleveland, OH 
for substance abuse 
treatment апа related 
SOPVlO08.. амы ыш кені) 


400,000 


300,000 


100,000 
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Jefferson County Medical 
Society Outreach Pro- 
gram, Inc., (The Healing 
Place) Louisville, KY— 
Women’s Recovery Pro- 


gram 200,000 


Mental Health Systems, 
Inc., Family Recovery 
Center, Oceanside, CA, to 
enhance and expand sub- 
stance abuse treatment 
services for women at- 
risk for HIV sercos 

Mountain Lakes  Behav- 
ioral Healthcare, 
Guntersville, AL for co- 
occurring disorder treat- 
MONE. эз уне алан секту. 

ODAAT, Inc., Philadelphia, 
PA to expand mental and 
behavioral health serv- 
ices to disadvantaged 
drug addicted popu- 
Еп ој ПАУЛА МАНА oti 

Ramsey County, MN, for 
the All Children Excel 
РОБА: rein 

Saint Barnabus on the 
Lake Drug and Alcohol 
Rehab Center, Erie, PA 
to implement a faith- 
based drug and alcohol 
rehabilitation program 
for males 18 and older. .... 

Salvation Army of Anchor- 
age to support detox pro- 
grams at the Clitheroe 
Center in Anchorage, AK 

SBH Community Services, 
Brooklyn, NY, for an Ad- 
dictive Behavior/Family 
Preservation Program .... 

South Dakota Division of 
Alcohol and Drug Abuse, 
Pierre, SD for treatment 
services for methamphet- 
amine addiction and co- 
occurring mental health 
and substance abuse dis- 
OPderS: арЫ 

Тееп Challenge of 
Rehrersburg, PA to es- 
tablish a transitional re- 
habilitation program for 
recovering drug and alco- 
hol addicts ...................... 

WestCare Kentucky, Ino., 
Pikesville, KY for a com- 
prehensive substance 
abuse treatment service 
System pending receipt of 
state licensure ................ 

Wyoming Substance Abuse 
Treatment and Recovery 
Center, Sheridan, WY to 
expand residential treat- 
ment services 1,100,000 


The conference agreement includes 
$1,789,235,000 for the substance abuse preven- 
tion and treatment block grant, of which 
$1,710,035,000 is budget authority and 
$79,200,000 is provided through evaluation 
set-aside. These are the same numbers as 
proposed by the House. The Senate bill had 
proposed $1,832,235,000 with the same evalua- 
tion set-aside. 

CENTER FOR SUBSTANCE ABUSE PREVENTION 


The conference agreement includes 
$200,428,000 for programs of regional and па- 
tional significance instead of $200,000,000 as 
proposed by the House and $198,940,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

Included in the conference agreement is 
$10,000,000 for fetal alcohol syndrome/fetal al- 


50,000 


20,000 


200,000 


667,000 


25,000 


500,000 


100,000 


700,000 


100,000 


750,000 
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cohol effect (FAS/FAE) prevention and treat- 
ment programs, with an emphasis on teenage 
mothers instead of $11,000,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. 

The conferees expect States receiving 
funding under the strategic prevention 
framework State incentive grant to give pri- 
ority in the use of the 20 percent prevention 
set-aside in the substance abuse prevention 
and treatment block grant to funding the 
specific priorities in the comprehensive com- 
munity strategies developed by the commu- 
nities in their States. 

The conferees include the following 
amounts for the following projects and ac- 
tivities in fiscal year 2005: 


ALERT Partnership, Allen- 
town, PA for a substance 
abuse prevention pro- 
(а d hao MEME MUR NATUS 

Alliance for Consumer 
Education (ACE), in co- 
operation with the Penn- 
sylvania School Coun- 
selors Association, to 
provide parents and 
counselors with preven- 
tion information about 
inhalant abuse ................ 

Boys and Girls Club of 
Erie, Erie, PA to imple- 
ment the SMART Moves 
prevention program ........ 

C.B. Johnson Campaign for 
a Drug Free Westside, 
Chicago, IL for substance 
abuse prevention and 
treatment services ......... 

Centre County, PA, to im- 
plement, in coordination 
with Clinton County, 
educational program- 
ming targeting the pre- 
vention of drug use by 
Students .......................... 

Clinton County Commu- 
nities That Care, Lock 
Haven, PA for a preven- 
tion program to identify 
and reduce risk factors 
leading to juvenile delin- 
амепсу «ose te ата 

CODAC Behavioral 
Healthcare, Cranston, RI 
to reduce Substance 
abuse and violence with 
troubled students ........... 

Community Health Center 
on the Big Island of Ha- 
waii for Youth Anti-Drug 
Program 


$25,000 


100,000 


50,000 


340,000 


200,000 


100,000 


100,000 


Community Prevention 
Partnership of  Berks 
County, Reading, PA to 
implement the  Grand- 
parents Raising Resilient 
Youth program ............... 

Community Services for 
Children, Allentown, PA 
for a substance abuse 
prevention program ........ 

Corporate Alliance 
Drug Education, Bala 
Cynwyd, PA for an ele- 
mentary school-based 
prevention program to 
teach children to reject 
substance abuse and vio- 
lence while helping them 
to identify positive alter- 
natives to harmful situa- 
tions 


250,000 


25,000 


100,000 


250,000 
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Drug Free Pennsylvania, 
Harrisburg, PA to imple- 
ment a drug-free work- 
place training program ... 

Institute for Research, 
Education & Training in 
Addictions (IRETA), 
Pittsburgh, PA to imple- 
ment substance abuse 
prevention programs 

Institute for the Study and 
Practice of Nonviolence, 
Providence, RI for the 
Streetworkers Program 
to reduce youth sub- 
stance abuse and vio- 
Тепсе ................. 

Life Haven, Inc., 
Haven, CT for services to 
promote resilience for 
homeless and other at- 
risk children ................... 

NAIVE Program, 
Langhorne, PA, to pro- 
vide drug prevention pro- 
grams for students and 
Беасћега ы ыу ақыр 

Ohio Association of Alco- 
holism and Drug Abuse 
Counselors, Worthington, 
OH—expansion of the 
Ohio Alcohol and Other 
Drug Workforce Resource 
Сепбег уара ы қада 

South Boston Community 
Health Center, South 
Boston, MA for substance 
abuse prevention services 

Strength Incorporated, 
Wilkinsburg, PA, for a 
drug and alcohol preven- 
tion program that pro- 
vides individuals with 
lif SKIS esee eres 

Sunshine Center, Port Jef- 
ferson Station, NY for 
Substance abuse and vio- 
lence prevention services 
for children and families 

Susan P. Byrnes Health 
Education Center, Inc., 
York, PA, for a tobacco 
education program in 
Schools and community 
organizations .................. 

University of South Da- 
kota School of Medicine 
Center for Disabilities in 
Sioux Falls, South Da- 
kota to continue the 
work of the Consortium 
on Fetal Alcohol Syn- 
GONE! ЕТЕК ТЕГЕН 

Warren County  Depart- 
ment of Human Services, 
Warren, PA for outreach 
and training for sub- 
Stance abuse prevention 
DEOETALTUS. ры enhn 

Youth in Action, Provi- 
dence, RI for a teen sub- 
Stance abuse reduction 
робат ves азға oe enn aces 

PROGRAM MANAGEMENT 

The conference agreement includes 
$94,455,000 for program management, of 
which $18,000,000 is provided through the 
evaluation set-aside, the same as proposed 
by the Senate. The House bill had proposed 
$92,455,000 with a $16,000,000 evaluation set- 
aside. 

Within the total, $2,000,000 is included, as 
proposed by the Senate, to establish surveil- 
lance measures to address the mental and be- 
havioral health needs of the population of 


50,000 


200,000 


100,000 


200,000 


25,000 


100,000 


340,000 


100,000 


100,000 


230,000 


350,000 


25,000 


50,000 
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the United States. The House did not include 
funding for this program. 
AGENCY FOR HEALTHCARE RESEARCH AND 
QUALITY 
HEALTHCARE RESEARCH AND QUALITY 

The conference agreement includes 
$318,695,000 as proposed by the Senate instead 
of $303,695,000 as proposed by the House. Тһе 
agreement makes these funds available 
through the policy evaluation set-aside, as 
proposed by both House and Senate. 

The conferees provide $15,000,000 within 
this total for clinical effectiveness research 
as proposed by the Senate. The House did not 
have a similar provision. 

The conferees are aware of the use of home 
health monitoring devices that guide pa- 
tients and their physicians in managing 
chronic diseases, thereby avoiding rehos- 
pitalization and emergency room visits. The 
conferees encourage AHRQ to study the ef- 
fectiveness of programs using these devices 
with patients suffering from chronic ill- 
nesses, compare monitored patients with 
non-monitored patients taking into account 
the number of hospitalizations, and quantify 
any overall cost reductions resulting from 
these programs. 

CENTERS FOR MEDICARE AND MEDICAID 
SERVICES 
PROGRAM MANAGEMENT 

The conference agreement includes 
$2,696,402,000 for program management іп- 
stead of $2,746,253,000 as proposed by the 
House and $2,756,644,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. An additional appropriation of 
$720,000,000 has been provided for the Medi- 
care Integrity Program through the Health 
Insurance Portability and Accountability 
Act of 1996. The conference agreement does 
not include language included in the House 
bill that would have reduced Program Man- 
agement by a total of $12,500,000. 

The conference agreement includes 
$78,119,000 for research, demonstration, and 
evaluation instead of $68,400,000 as proposed 
by the House and $77,791,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. Within the total provided, the 
conference agreement provides $40,000,000 for 
Real Choice Systems Change Grants to 
States. 

The conferees are pleased with the dem- 
onstration project at participating sites li- 
censed by the Program for Reversing Heart 
Disease and encourage its continuation. The 
conferees further urge CMS to continue the 
demonstration project being conducted at 
the Mind Body Institute of Boston, Massa- 
chusetts. The conferees urge CMS to con- 
tinue its research activities targeted towards 
ensuring culturally sensitive health care for 
American Samoans. 

The agreement includes bill language for 
the following projects and activities for fis- 
cal year 2005: 


Advocate Metro Outreach 
Initiative, Oak Brook, to 
implement an initiative 
to provide comprehensive 
health education and 
services to the deaf and 
hard-of-hearing commu- 
ТИ ызба тен рта eee 

African American Inter- 
denominational Min- 
istries, Inc., Philadel- 
phia, PA to implement 
an insurance outreach 
DFOBRTAII oie ыннаны 

AIDS Healthcare Founda- 
tion, Los Angeles, CA for 
a demonstration of resi- 
dential and outpatient 
treatment facilities ........ 


$100,000 


150,000 


1,900,000 


Bronx-Lebanon Hospital 
Center, Bronx, NY for a 
comprehensive adoles- 
cent and young adult 
health program to dem- 
onstrate means of im- 
proving health care and 
preventive services for 
underserved inner city 


teenagers and young 
Буе KDM E ВИНА оаа 
Children's Institute for 


Palliative Care, Chil- 
dren’s Hospitals and 
Clinics, Minneapolis, MN 
for a pediatric palliative 
care demonstration pro- 
gram 
City of Detroit, MI for a 
project to improve access 
to primary care and pre- 
ventive health services 
for low-income and unin- 
sured persons .................. 
Community Catalyst, Inc., 
Boston, MA, for the ex- 
pansion of a_ benefits 
management program .... 
Cook County Bureau of 
Health Services in Chi- 
cago, IL for the Anti- 
biotic Resistance Pro- 
EB. чыкны авина она 
Donald В. Watkins Memo- 
rial Foundation, Hous- 
ton, TX, for a com- 
prehensive HIV/AIDS 
treatment and research 
demonstration program .. 
Focus on Therapeutic Out- 
comes, Inc. Knoxville, 


Hamot Medical Center, 
Erie, PA and the Ohio 
Health System, Colum- 
bus, OH to implement a 
demonstration project on 
the Medicare Advantage 
DORT наор 

HealthRight, Inc., Phila- 
delphia, РА for their 
Care Access Program ...... 

Inglis Foundation, Phila- 
delphia, PA for 
healthcare апа social 
services for low-income 
adults with severe phys- 
ical disabilities in an ef- 
fort to promote inde- 
pendent living ................ 

Medical Care for Children 
Partnership, Fairfax, VA 
for access to specialty 
health care for children 
who have serious medical 
пева Ваље e eere 

Memphis Biotech Founda- 
tion in Memphis, Ten- 
nessee to develop a bio- 
logistics network in Mis- 
sissippi and Tennessee .... 

Muskegon Community 
Health Project, Mus- 
kegon, MI for the Access 
Health Program .............. 

Our House of Portland, 
Portland, OR, to develop 
a Care Program for peo- 
ple living with AIDS ....... 

Pace Vermont, Burlington, 
VT, for the Rural Pro- 
gram for All-inclusive 
Care for the Elderly ........ 
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Patient Advocate Founda- 
tion, Newport News, Vir- 
ginia, to assist the PAF 
in serving patients expe- 
riencing difficulty ac- 
cessing quality health 
care services ................... 

Puerto Rico's Governor's 
Office of Elderly Affairs 
for the Medication Error 
Prevention Pilot  Pro- 
OPEN Lorie vx Fia odd йы» 

San Francisco Department 
of Public Health, San 
Francisco, CA for a dem- 
onstration project to im- 
prove HIV/AIDS treat- 
ment and prevention 
SOLVICES: адарвана 

Santa Clara County, СА for 
outreach and enrollment 
assistance activities of 
the Children’s Health Ini- 
а у 12. 0 eve 

Susquehanna Health Sys- 
tem, Williamsport, PA 
for stabilizing workforce 
for patient care .............. 

Swope Health Services, 
Kansas City, MO to sup- 
plement recurring 
healthcare costs for un- 
deremployed, uninsured, 
and income-qualified pa- 
tients in Wyandotte and 
Johnson Counties, KS .... 

Temple University, Crime 
and Justice Research 
Center, Philadelphia, PA 
for DNA backlog and uti- 
LIZATION abor rr 

University of Maine, Part- 
nership for Early Child- 
hood Health & Services .. 250,000 


The conference agreement includes 
$1,746,879,000 for Medicare operations instead 
of $1,796,879,000 as proposed by the Senate 
and $1,793,879,000 as proposed by the House. 
The conference agreement does not include 
the $155,000,000 reduction to Medicare oper- 
ations included in general provision 217 of 
the House bill. 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language identifying not less than $79,000,000 
for processing Medicare appeals. The House 
and Senate bills had similar language, which 
also provided for a transfer of $50,000,000 to 
the Social Security Administration for proc- 
essing appeals. The conference agreement 
provides the funding for SSA through the 
General Departmental Management account. 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language proposed by the Senate making up 
to an additional $18,000,000 available to CMS 
for Medicare claims processing if unit costs 
of claims exceed particular thresholds. The 
House bill did not contain similar language. 

The conference agreement provides 
$3,000,000 within Medicare operations to sup- 
port Benefit Improvement and Protection 
Act of 2000 (BIPA) section 522 activities, as 
proposed by the Senate. The House proposed 
that these activities be supported through 
Federal administration. 

The conferees concur with language in the 
Senate report regarding funding for the 
State health insurance counseling program. 
The House report did not have similar lan- 
guage. 

The conference agreement provides 
$586,182,000 for Federal administration in- 
stead of $589,182,000 as proposed by the House 
and $587,182,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language making funds available for the 
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Healthy Start, Grow Smart program. The 
Senate had proposed similar bill language; 
the House report contained similar language. 

The conference agreement does not provide 
$1,000,000 for an Institute of Medicine study 
of the Medicare 75 percent rule as proposed 
by the Senate. The House did not have a 
similar provision. 

The conferees are aware that the funding 
provided by section 508 of the Medicare Mod- 
ernization Act was inadequate to fully fund 
all of the hospitals that qualified for reclas- 
sification under this section. The conferees 
are concerned that inadequate funding under 
this provision has adversely affected patient 
access to care. Therefore, the conferees re- 
quest that CMS submit a report with the fol- 
lowing information: the number of hospitals 
that qualified for funding under section 508; 
the number of hospitals that qualified but 
received no funding under this provision; and 
a cost estimate, by year, of the amount need- 
ed to fully fund these hospitals over the next 
three years. The conferees request that this 
report be submitted to the Senate and House 
Appropriations Committees no later than 90 
days after enactment of this Act. 

The conferees are concerned that phase-in 
of Medicare Part D may result in significant 
increases in out-of-pocket costs to Medicare 
enrollees with HIV/AIDS who now rely on 
Medicaid for their prescription medications, 
as well as to the state AIDS Drug Assistance 
Programs (ADAP). The inability of enrollees 
with chronic and costly medical conditions 
such as HIV/AIDS to pay such increased ex- 
penses and the inability for the ADAPs to 
meet increased costs may harm the public 
health. The conferees request CMS to report 
within 160 days the potential impact to dual- 
eligibles as well as to outline measures it 
will take to protect the public health. 

The conferees are aware of changes being 
developed by CMS to alter the Medicare cov- 
erage policy for power mobility devices and 
strongly encourage CMS to use its resources 
to develop a coverage policy firmly based on 
a functional standard of nonambulatory. The 
conferees support controlling fraud and 
abuse through requiring the proper substan- 
tiation of medical need without narrowing 
the definition of ‘‘nonambulatory’’ to ex- 
clude beneficiaries who have a medical need 
for it. The conferees have heard from bene- 
ficiaries organizations’ that the “іп the 
home" rule often denies beneficiaries access 
to medically necessary wheelchairs they 
need to move about their home, community 
and in some instances, to return to work. 
The conferees would like CMS’ views on 
what steps can be taken to modify this rule 
in a manner that enhances the independence 
of beneficiaries with disabilities of all ages, 
while being cost effective and providing for 
effective safeguards against fraud and abuse. 
Finally, the conferees believe that the medi- 
cally necessary application of this benefit 
can save Medicare money through avoiding 
expensive institutional care or hospitaliza- 
tion resulting from falls by the growing el- 
derly population and beneficiaries with dis- 
abilities under age 65. 

The conferees recognize the Hawaii Health 
Systems Corporation’s success in responding 
to the healthcare needs of the State of Ha- 
waii. The conferees encourage CMS to recog- 
nize the special consideration a unique is- 
land state requires when calculating popu- 
lation density requirements. 

The conferees encourage CMS to exclude 
blood clotting factors from the definition of 
“competitively biddable drugs and 
biologicals” in section 1847A(a)(2)(A) of the 
Social Security Act. Individuals with hemo- 
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philia and other bleeding disorders are de- 
pendent upon lifesaving blood clotting fac- 
tors and need unfettered access to sustain 
life. 

The conferees encourage CMS to provide 
technical assistance to the Commonwealth 
of Puerto Rico to help it to compete success- 
fully for Real Choice Systems Change grants. 

To build on the Department of Labor Office 
of Disability Employment Policy’s (ODEP) 
efforts to increase telework opportunities in 
the federal government, the conferees direct 
that $1,000,000 be transferred from ODEP to 
the Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Serv- 
ices (CMS) to build on a previous pilot be- 
tween ODEP and CMS. 

The conferees are pleased that CMS has pi- 
loted the performance of CMS call center 
work by individuals with severe disabilities 
working from home-based workstations. This 
model has the potential to be expanded with- 
in CMS and replicated outside of CMS by 
government agencies and others interested 
in following CMS's lead. 

The conference agreement provides such 
transfer to expand and refine the existing 
CMS model in conjunction with National 
Telecommuting Institute, Inc., as well as 
disseminate information about this telework 
model to other agencies. 

ADMINISTRATION FOR CHILDREN AND FAMILIES 
PAYMENTS TO STATES FOR CHILD SUPPORT 
ENFORCEMENT AND FAMILY SUPPORT PROGRAMS 

The conference agreement provides 
$2,873,802,000 for payments to States for child 
support enforcement and family support pro- 
grams, the same as both the House and Sen- 
ate. 

LOW-INCOME HOME ENERGY ASSISTANCE 

The conference agreement provides 
$2,200,000,000 for low-income home energy as- 
sistance rather than $2,249,000,000 as proposed 
by the House and $2,000,500,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. Of the amount provided 
$1,900,000,000 is provided for formula grants 
to States. The House bill had proposed 
$1,911,000,000 for State formula grants and 
the Senate bill proposed $1,901,090,000. Within 
the funds available, $27,500,000 is included for 
the leveraging incentive fund as proposed by 
the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes 
$300,000,000 for the emergency fund to meet 
the additional home energy assistance needs 
arising from a natural disaster or other 
emergency pursuant to section 402 of S. Con. 
Res. 95 (108th Congress), as made applicable 
to the House by H. Res. 649 (108th Congress) 
and applicable to the Senate by section 14007 
of Public Law 108-287. The House bill pro- 
posed $100,000,000 and the Senate bill pro- 
posed $99,410,000 for the contingent emer- 
gency fund, but neither bill designated funds 
as an emergency. 

The conference agreement does not include 
funding for the Department of Energy’s 
weatherization assistance program in this 
title. The House bill proposed $238,000,000 for 
this program while the Senate bill included 
funding for this program in the Interior and 
Related Agencies Appropriations bill. Fund- 
ing for this program is provided in Division 
J. 

REFUGEE AND ENTRANT ASSISTANCE 

The conference agreement includes 
$488,336,000 for the refugee and entrant as- 
sistance programs rather than $491,336,000 as 
proposed by the House and $477,239,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. The detailed table at 
the end of this joint statement reflects the 
activity distribution agreed to by the con- 
ferees. 

The conference agreement provides 
$166,218,000 for social services, the same level 
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as proposed in the House bill. The Senate 
had proposed $155,121,000 for this program. 
Within the funds provided, the conference 
agreement includes $19,000,000 as outlined in 
the House report. The conferees intend that 
funds provided above the request for social 
services shall be used for refugee school im- 
pact grants and for additional assistance in 
resettling and meeting the needs of the 
Hmong and Somali Bantu refugees expected 
to arrive during 2004 and 2005. The conferees 
also urge the Office of Refugee Resettlement 
to continue supporting discretionary grant 
activities, such as the individual develop- 
ment accounts, community service employ- 
ment, and elderly refugee programs, to the 
extent they have been successful in inte- 
grating refugees into society and promoting 
their self sufficiency. 

The conference agreement provides 
$54,229,000 for the unaccompanied minors 
program, the same level as proposed by both 
the House and Senate. The conferees intend 
that the funds provided by this appropriation 
be used, in part, to increase the number of 
field coordinators in the program and to en- 
sure increased capacity at the field level for 
the assessment of placements and family re- 
unification and to continue improvements in 
the provision of healthcare, including men- 
tal health care, to children in the program. 

The conference agreement provides 
$10,000,000 for the victims of torture program 
as proposed by the Senate. The House bill 
had included $18,000,000 for this program. 


PAYMENTS TO STATES FOR THE CHILD CARE AND 
DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT 


The conference agreement includes 
$2,099,729,000 for the child care and develop- 
ment block grant, the same level as both the 
House and Senate bills. Included in the bill is 
$10,000,000 within the total funds provided, 
for child care research, demonstration, and 
evaluation activities as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. The House bill had included $9,864,000 for 
these activities. 


SOCIAL SERVICES BLOCK GRANT 


The conference agreement provides 
$1,700,000,000 for the social services block 
grant, the same level as proposed in both the 
House and Senate bills. The conference 
agreement provides 10 percent transfer au- 
thority from the temporary assistance for 
needy families program (TANF) to the social 
services block grant as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. The House bill had proposed 4.5 percent 
transferability. 


CHILDREN AND FAMILIES SERVICES PROGRAMS 


The conference agreement includes 
$9,080,353,000 for children and families serv- 
ices programs, of which $10,500,000 is pro- 
vided through the evaluation set-aside. The 
House bill proposed $8,996,145,000 for these 
programs with $10,482,000 from the evalua- 
tion set-aside and the Senate proposed 
$9,104,646,000 with $10,500,000 from the evalua- 
tion set-aside. The detailed table at the end 
of this joint statement reflects the activity 
distribution agreed to by the conferees. 


Head Start 


The conference agreement includes 
$6,898,580,000 for Head Start as proposed by 
the House instead of $6,935,452,000 as proposed 
by the Senate. The agreement includes 
$1,400,000,000 in advance funding, the same 
level as proposed by both the House and Sen- 
ate. 

The conference agreement also includes, as 
a general provision, a limitation against the 
use of funds for Head Start to pay the com- 
pensation of an individual, either as direct 
costs or any proration as an indirect cost, at 
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a rate in excess of Executive Level II, as pro- 
posed by the House. 


Consolidated Runaway and Homeless Youth 
Program 


The conference agreement includes 
$89,447,000 for the consolidated runaway and 
homeless youth program, the same level as 
proposed by the House, rather than 
$95,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. 


Prevention Grants to Reduce Abuse of Runaway 
Youth 


The conference agreement includes 
$15,302,000 for prevention grants to reduce 
abuse of runaway youth as proposed by the 
House. The Senate bill had proposed 
$15,802,000 for these grants. 


Child Abuse State Grants and Discretionary Ac- 
tivities 

The conference agreement includes 
$27,500,000 for child abuse State grants as 
proposed by the Senate instead of $28,484,000 
as proposed by the House. 

The conference agreement includes 
$31,912,000 for child abuse discretionary pro- 
grams instead of $26,266,000 as proposed by 
the House and $34,386,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. Within the funds provided for child 
abuse discretionary activities, the agree- 
ment includes the following items: 


AGAPE of Central Ala- 
bama, Inc., Montgomery, 
AL, to recruit and train 
families to foster at-risk 
children and to expand 
education and interven- 
tion services to pregnant 
women in crisis 

Alameda County Social 
Services Agency, Oak- 
land, CA for the Another 
Road to Safety early 
intervention and preven- 
tion program 

Catholic Community Serv- 
ices of Juneau, AK to 
continue operations at 
its Family Resource Cen- 
ter for child abuse pre- 
vention and treatment ... 

Children’s Home & Aid So- 
ciety of Illinois, Chicago, 
IL—Child Abuse Preven- 
tion Project 

Children’s Hospital Foun- 
dation, Columbus, OH for 
the Center for Child and 
Family Advocacy 

Children’s Resource Cen- 
ter, Harrisburg, PA for 
training, education and 
services related to child 
abuse prevention and 
treatment ....................... 

Columbus Children’s Hos- 
pital Center for Child and 
Family Advocacy, Co- 
lumbus, OH, for expan- 
sion and research ............ 

Crisis Shelter of Lawrence 
County, New Castle, PA 
for anti-domestic vio- 
lence program ................. 

Domestic Violence HELP, 
Pittsburgh, PA, to under- 
take a study of the prev- 
alence and incidence of 
domestic violence in se- 
lect clinic populations in 
Western РА ..................... 
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Family Violence Preven- 
tion Fund, San Fran- 
cisco, CA for family vio- 


lence prevention pro- 
grams for children, youth 
and young families 


through its International 
Center to End Violence .. 
Forrest County and Youth 
Court, Hattiesburg, MS 
to improve child welfare 
outcomes for infants and 
toddlers 
James Whitcomb Riley 
Hospital for Children, In- 
dianapolis, IN, for the 
Child Abuse Program 
Jefferson County Colorado, 
Golden, CO to re-engi- 
neer its child welfare sys- 
tem 
Lake Erie Research Insti- 
tute, Inc., (LERI) Girard, 
PA for their Child Abuse 
Prevention program ....... 
Missouri Bootheel Re- 
gional Consortium, Inc., 
Sikeston, MO, for the Fa- 
therhood First project .... 
Northern Virginia Family 
Service, Oakton, VA, for 
the Healthy Families 
Fairfax program 
State of Alaska Depart- 
ment of Health and So- 
cial Services, Office of 
Children's Services to 
continue its Healthy 
Families Alaska home 
visitation program 
Stop It Now!, Philadelphia, 
PA to expand their pub- 
lic education campaign 
on child abuse ................. 
Synergy Services, Inc., 
Parkville, MO, to expand 
treatment for children 
suffering from Attach- 
ment Disorders caused by 
neglect, child abuse, post 
traumatic stress disorder 
and secondary trauma 
associated with domestic 
violence, household dis- 
ruption, and distant par- 
enting 
YMCA Youth and Family 
Services, San Diego, CA, 
to provide safe shelter 
and supportive services 
to young homeless 
women 
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Abandoned Infants Assistance 


The conference agreement provides 
$12,052,000 for the abandoned infants assist- 
ance program, the same level as proposed by 
the Senate. The House bill had proposed 
$12,086,000 for this program. 


Adoption Awareness 


The conference agreement includes 
$12,906,000 for the adoption awareness pro- 
gram as proposed by both the House and the 
Senate. Within the funds provided, $9,906,000 
is for the infant adoption awareness training 
program and $3,000,000 is for the special 
needs adoption campaign. 


Compassion Capital Fund 


The conference agreement includes 
$55,000,000 for the compassion capital fund as 
proposed by the House, instead of $47,702,000 
as proposed by the Senate. 
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Social Services and Income Maintenance Re- 
search 


The conference agreement includes 
$32,229,000 for social services and income 
maintenance research, of which $6,000,000 is 
provided through the evaluation set-aside. 
The House proposed $5,982,000 for this pro- 
gram entirely funded through the evaluation 
set-aside and the Senate proposed $19,168,000, 
of which $6,000,000 was from the evaluation 
set-aside. 

The conferees note that efforts undertaken 
through the State information technology 
consortium have led to greatly improved sys- 
tems communications and compliance in 
both the TANF and child support enforce- 
ment (CSE) programs. For TANF, the con- 
ferees have provided $2,000,000 to permit 
States to utilize uniquely designed web- 
based technology to improve benefit delivery 
and fulfill new Federal reporting require- 
ments. For CSE, the conferees have provided 
$3,000,000 to continue the consortium’s ef- 
forts to improve data exchange between CSE 
and the courts in ways that will signifi- 
cantly reduce the time lag between court or- 
ders and enforcement/collections activities. 

The conferees also provide sufficient fund- 
ing for the following: 


A+ for Abstinence, 
Waynesboro, PA for ab- 
stinence education and 
related services 

AIDSCARE, Inc., Chicago, 
IL for social services and 
related programs at its 
facilities for people liv- 
ing with AIDS ................. 

Americana Community 
Center, Inc., Louisville, 
KY, for community in- 
volvement training ......... 

Andrus Children’s Center, 
Yonkers, NY for the Yon- 
kers Early Childhood Ini- 
Балу реа атым canon 

Anna Maria College, 
Paxton, MA, for program 
development at the 
Molly Bish Center for the 
Protection of Children 
and the Elderly ............... 

Annandale Christian Com- 
munity for Action, An- 
nandale, VA—Child De- 
velopment Center 

Arrowhead Economic Op- 
portunity Agency, Іпс., 
Virginia, MN for the 
Family to Family com- 
munity-based mentoring 
program to assist low-in- 
come families ................. 

Atlanta Interfaith AIDS 
Network, Atlanta, GA for 
the Common Ground day 
program for adults living 
with HIV/AIDS 

Best Friends and Best Men 
Program at the Indian 
River School District, 
Sebastian, FL ................. 

Birth Choice Pregnancy 
Centers, Mission Viejo, 
CA to support counseling 
and medical services at 
three pregnancy centers 
in Orange County, СА ..... 

Breakaway Ministries, 
Gadsden, AL, for the Sil- 
ver Ring Thing Program 
for abstinence education 
and related services ........ 


45,000 


250,000 


19,000 


50,000 


100,000 


50,000 


600,000 


40,000 


50,000 


150,000 


80,000 


November 19, 2004 


Catholic Social Services, 
The Bridge, Wilkes 
Barre, PA for abstinence 
education апа related 
BOLVACES: o leee ну наш 

Cesar Chavez Center, Dav- 
enport, IA to assist the 
Hispanic community in 
accessing social services 
and community re- 
НОЛГСӨБ; Барток са өре 

Child and Family Network 
Centers, Alexandria, 
VA—First Step Program 

Children’s Home Society of 
Idaho, Boise, ID—Idaho 
Children’s Home ............. 

Children’s Rights Council, 
Inc., Hyattsville, MD, for 
Safe Haven Access sites 
in Stark County, Ohio .... 

ChildServ, Chicago, IL— 
Family Service Center in 
Lake County ................... 

Christian Family Min- 
istries, Inc., Joliet, IL— 
Lamb’s Fold Women’s 
Centers ah ews љути 

City Connect Detroit, De- 
troit, MI for the Detroit 
Data Partnership, for 
data collection and inte- 
gration and development 
of data sharing partner- 
ships to support design, 
implementation and 
measurement of social 
and economic develop- 
ment programs ............... 

City of Chester, Bureau of 
Health, SABER Project, 
Chester, PA for absti- 
nence education and re- 
lated services .................. 

Coalition to End Family 
Violence, Oxnard, CA for 
family violence preven- 
tion and treatment and 
other social services for 
youth and families ......... 

Community Empowerment 
Association, Pittsburgh, 
PA to provide commu- 
nity re-entry programs ... 

Community Options, Ino., 
Princeton, NJ, for the 
Dr. York Development 
Project 1.2 қақы nhe 

Community Services of 
Stark County, Inc., Can- 
ton, OH—‘‘Stark 
STRONG” (Stark Stand- 
ing Together Reaching 
Ohio’s New Generation’s) 

Concerned Citizens Com- 
munity Creation Center, 
Pittsburgh, PA for edu- 
cation, counseling, crisis 
intervention and other 
services for at-risk fami- 
евон АДА ЫЗ 

Connecticut Council of 
Family Service Agencies, 
Wethersfield, CT for the 
Empowering People for 
Success welfare-to-work 
initiative ........................ 

Covenant House Alaska to 
expand services to run- 
away and homeless youth 
in the Anchorage, AK 
атбас>шаруияы датаны por 
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Covenant House Pennsyl- 
vania, Philadelphia, PA 
to provide support serv- 
ices to homeless and run- 
away youth ..................... 

Daily Bread, Melbourne, 
FL to provide nutri- 
tional, mental health and 
counseling referral serv- 
ices to the working 
homeless population ....... 

Darkness to Light in 
Charleston, SC to de- 
velop an online training 
and certification pro- 
gram to prevent child 
sexual abuse ................... 

Diakon Lutheran Social 
Ministries, Mechanics- 
burg, PA for abstinence 
education and related 
SOPVIGOS масадай араны; 

Diakon Lutheran Social 
Ministries, Topton, PA 
for abstinence education 
and related services ........ 

East Harlem Building for 
the Community, Inc., 
New York, NY for its 
Women’s Network to pro- 
vide counseling, referrals 
and other services ге- 
lated to domestic vio- 
Iu E 

Eckerd Youth Alter- 
natives, Clearwater, FL, 
for Transition to Inde- 
pendence—An Expansion 
of a Foster Care Pilot 
Demonstration project 
serving youth aging out 
of the foster care system 

EDGE Outreach,  Louis- 
ville, KY, for community 
outreach programs at 
The Mission House ......... 

Family First Support Cen- 
ter, Waukegan, IL—Edu- 
cational Assessment Pro- 
ETAID МИН И а 

Food for Life, Glenside, PA 
to implement a pilot 
project to monitor chil- 
dren of prisoners and pa- 
rolees in РА .................... 

Fred Leroy Health and 
Wellness Center, Omaha, 
Nebraska, to provide 
health services to Native 
Americans in the North- 
ern Ponca Service Unit .. 

Friends Association, West 
Chester, PA, to support 
adoption and foster child 
SOPVIGOS 22.25 suede eene rea 

Generations of Hope, 
Rantoul, IL—to replicate 
the program which is a 
unique community set- 
ting enriching the lives 
of foster children and the 
elderly by  entwining 
their daily lives .............. 

George Washington Carver 
Community Center, 
Project А.С.Е., Norris- 
town, PA for abstinence 
education апа related 
SOPVIGOS амыр ра; 

Girl Scout Totem Council 
in Seattle, WA, to expand 
the Fostering A Future 
Propra D наана 
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Good News Doctor Founda- 
tion апа the  Inter- 
national Child Develop- 
ment Resources Center, 
Inc., Melbourne, FL to 
provide care and to de- 
velop best practices for 
children suffering from 
autism. чаналар аана 


Greater Calvary Commu- 
nity Development Сог- 
poration, Erie, PA for ab- 
stinence education and 
related services .............. 


Greater Philadelphia 
Urban Affairs Coalition, 
Philadelphia, PA, to pro- 
vide housing and mort- 
gage assistance, as part 
of an initiative to sta- 
bilize a community ......... 

Growth & Development 
Services, Inc, New York, 
NY, for support services 
to at-risk families in His- 
panic neighborhoods ....... 


Guidance Center, project 
RAPPORT, Ridgeway, 
PA for abstinence edu- 
cation and related serv- 
OM е) 


Harbor House of Louisville, 
Inc., Louisville, KY, for a 
Training and  Develop- 
ment Center for individ- 
uals with developmental 
disabilities ...................... 


Heart Beat, Millerstown, 
PA for abstinence edu- 
cation and related serv- 
1688. сна ве TETTE 


Helping Hands Unlimited, 
Brooklyn, NY for a tran- 
sitional supportive hous- 
ing program for women .. 


HERO Family Resource 
Center, Greensboro, AL 
to reduce and prevent 
teenage pregnancies 
through the ‘‘Bright Be- 
біппіпев” program ......... 

Hispanic Counseling Cen- 
ter, Hempstead, NY for 
domestic violence pre- 
vention and intervention 
PLOPTAMS® орар ce 

Horizons for Homeless 
Children, Boston, MA, for 
mentoring, educational, 
and social development 
Drogas 7.2.25 ы еады 

Iowa Mentor Center, Sioux 
City, IA, for pro- 
grammatic functions and 
equipment ...................... 

Keystone Central School 
District, Central Moun- 
tain Middle School East, 
Mill Hall, PA for absti- 
nence education and re- 
lated services .................. 


Keystone Economic Devel- 
opment Corporation, 
Johnstown, PA for absti- 
nence education and re- 
lated services .................. 

L.V.C.P.T.P., St Luke's 
Health Network, CHOICE 
program, Bethlehem, PA 
for abstinence education 
and related services ........ 
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Lackawanna Trail School 
District, Factoryville, 
PA for abstinence edu- 
cation and related serv- 
ЕРОН 

Lady В Ranch, Apple Val- 
ley, CA, for a Thera- 
peutic Horseback Riding 
PLOSTAM савромат е 

LaSalle University, Phila- 
delphia РА for absti- 
nence education and re- 
lated services .................. 

Life House, Duluth, MN for 
transitional and sup- 
portive housing facilities 
for youth that are home- 
less, have mental health 
or substance abuse prob- 
lems or are otherwise in 
need of such services ...... 

Mary’s Family, Orlean, VA 

Mercy Hospital of Pitts- 
burgh, Pittsburgh, PA for 
abstinence education and 
related services .............. 

Monterey County Proba- 
tion Department, Sali- 
nas, CA for à gang pre- 
vention and intervention 
рговтаттсіцаса ыдысы 

National Energy Assist- 
ance Directors Associa- 
tion, Washington, DC for 
studies regarding low-in- 
come home energy assist- 
AICO: Paes арама О О 

Neighborhood United 
Against Drugs, Philadel- 
phia, PA for abstinence 
education апа related 
Services ........................... 

Network for Family Life 
Education, Piscataway, 
NJ for the Teen-to-Teen 
Education Project to en- 
courage teens to make 
responsible choices about 
sexual health .................. 

New Brighton School Dis- 
trict, New Brighton, PA 
for abstinence education 
and related services ........ 

Nexus Diversified Commu- 
nity Services in Min- 
neapolis, MN to treat de- 
velopmentally delayed 
adolescent males ............ 

Nueva Esperanza, Philadel- 
phia, PA for abstinence 
education апа related 
Services ..................2...... 

Ohel Children’s Home and 
Family Services, Brook- 
lyn, NY for school-based 
programs to prevent sub- 
stance abuse, violence, 
child abuse and related 
PLODIOMS Ындыны уны 

Ohio Educational Tele- 
vision Stations (OETS), 
Toledo, OH for the Ohio 
Cares project .................. 

Operation Warm, Chadds 
Ford, PA—Pennsylvania 
Youth Coat Distribution 
Project eu ese ethernet 

Orange County, Orlando, 
FL, for Harbor House to 
provide services to vic- 
tims of abusive relation- 
SHIPS E 
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Parents Anonymous, Clare- 
mont, CA to establish, 
operate, publicize and 
maintain a national par- 
ent helpline, toll free, 24 
hours a day, 7 days a 
week, for parents 
throughout the US ......... 

Partners for Healthier To- 
morrows, Ephrata, РА 
for abstinence education 
and related services ........ 

Partners in Family and 
Community Develop- 
ment, Athens, PA for ab- 
Stinence education and 
related services .............. 

Perseus House, Inc., Erie, 
PA for abstinence edu- 
cation and related serv- 
1068 TR 

Potter County Court of 
Common Pleas, 
Coudersport, PA to im- 
plement the Youth/Com- 
munity project to break 
the cyclical effect of the 
dysfunctional family ...... 

Potter County Human 
Services, Roulette, PA 
for abstinence education 
and related services ........ 

Providence House, Shreve- 
port, LA—Child Develop- 
ment Center ................... 

Puerto Rico Administra- 
tion for Children and 
Families, San Juan, PR 
for implementation of 
automated information 
systems for child welfare 
and other programs ........ 

Rape and Victim Assist- 
ance Center of Schuykill 
County, Pottsville, PA 
for abstinence education 
and related services ........ 

Real Alternatives, Harris- 
burg, PA, for counseling 
and pregnancy support 
BOPVIGOS аптаны. 

Real Commitment, Gettys- 
burg, PA for abstinence 
education and related 
Services ........................... 

Resources for Human De- 
velopment, Inc., Phila- 
delphia, PA to support an 
outreach project orga- 
nizing groups focusing on 
social services to low-in- 
come families ................. 

School District of Lan- 
caster, Project IMPACT, 
Lancaster, PA for absti- 
nence education and re- 
lated services .................. 

School District of Phila- 
delphia, Philadelphia, PA 
for abstinence education 
and related services ........ 

Shaw Jewish Community 
Center of Akron, OH ....... 

Shepherd's Maternity 
House Inc., East 
Stroudsburg, PA for ab- 
Stinence education and 
related services .............. 

Silver Ring Thing South 
Carolina, Columbia, SC 
to establish an innova- 
tive abstinence edu- 
cation program ............... 
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Silver Ring Thing, 
Sewickley, PA for absti- 
nence education .............. 

Sisters of Charity Founda- 
tion of Canton, OH— 
Quality Child Care Ini- 
in unti 

T.O.P.S. FOR YOU, Inc., 
Brooklyn, NY for serv- 
ices to children and fami- 
lies at the Garrity Post 
Daycare Center ............... 

To Our Children's Future 
with Health, Inc., Phila- 
delphia, PA for absti- 
nence education and re- 
lated services .................. 

Tri County Women's Net- 
work, New Carlisle, OH 
for programs serving 
pregnant women in crisis 
who choose to keep their 
babies learn to become 
self-sufficient ................. 

Tuscarora Intermediate 
Unit, McVeytown, PA for 
abstinence education and 
related services .............. 

Uhlich Children's Advan- 
tage Network, Chicago, 
IL for programs at its 
Family Resource Center 
in Riverdale to increase 
self-sufficiency, improve 
parenting skills and re- 
duce family violence 
among teenage and 
young adult parents ....... 

United Christian Min- 
istries Inc., Osceola, PA 
for social services focus- 
ing on homeless families 

Urban Family Council, 
Philadelphia, PA for ab- 
stinence education and 
related services .............. 

Victim Resource Center 
Inc., Franklin, PA for ab- 
stinence education and 
related services .............. 

Visitation Home, Inc., 
Yardville, NJ, to support 
services for develop- 
mentally disabled resi- 
UNUS: заннын иеа: 

Volunteers of  America/ 
Alaska in Anchorage, 
AK, in cooperation with 
the State of Alaska Dept. 
of Health and Human 
Services, for а respite 
camp for children being 
raised by grandparents in 
Alaska „ынын ила иды: 

Warren Coalition, Front 
Royal, VA—Family Care 
Connections .................... 

Washington Hospital Teen 
Outreach, Academy for 
Adolescent Health, Wash- 
ington, PA for abstinence 
education апа related 
SOPVIGOS «eee а peret 

West Central Wisconsin 
Community Action Agen- 
cy, Glenwood City, WI 
for the Western Wis- 
consin JumpStart Rep- 
lication Project to assist 
TANF households in pur- 
chasing reliable  auto- 
mobiles to help them se- 
cure and maintain em- 
ployment ........................ 
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Women’s Care Center of 
Erie County, Inc. to sup- 
port prenatal medical 
services to an at-risk 
population 

Women’s Care Center of 
Erie County, Inc., Absti- 
nence Advantage  Pro- 
geram, Erie, PA for absti- 
nence education and re- 
lated services .................. 

Women's Haven of Tarrant 
County, Inc., Fort Worth, 
TX—services at an emer- 
gency domestic violence 
shelter and for a 24-hour 
emergency hotline .......... 

YMCA of Metropolitan 
Fort Worth-McDonald 
Community Branch, Fort 
Worth, TX—Together 
Reaching Unity Con- 
cerning Everyone 
(TRUCE) program ........... 

York County Human Life 
Services, Inc. York, PA 
for abstinence education 
and related services ........ 

Youth Crisis Center, Jack- 
sonville, FL, for family 
and youth counseling 

YWCA of Bucks County, 
Trevose, PA to promote 
strong families, positive 
youth development and 
safe communities 

ZERO TO THREE, Wash- 
ington, DC, for the devel- 
opment of multidisci- 
plinary Court Teams to 
raise awareness and in- 
crease knowledge and 
skills regarding the 
needs of maltreated in- 
fants and toddlers and 
their families involved in 
the child welfare system 
to include a program in 
Fort Bend County, Texas 


Developmental Disabilities 


Within developmental disabilities  pro- 
grams, the conference agreement includes 
$38,416,000 for protection and advocacy serv- 
ices ав proposed by the House instead of 
$40,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
conferees intend that technical assistance be 
provided through a competitive multiyear 
grant with a national nonprofit organization 
that has the demonstrated capacity to carry 
out these activities. The conferees intend 
that the technical assistance be responsive 
to requests from the protection and advo- 
cacy network, based on the identified needs 
of individuals with disabilities and do not in- 
tend that technical assistance funds be used 
for administrative responsibilities of the 
agency administering the programs. 

The conference agreement includes 
$15,000,000 for voting access for individuals 
with disabilities as proposed by the House 
rather than $14,912,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. Within the funds provided, $5,000,000 
shall be for State protection and advocacy 
systems, the same level as proposed by the 
House rather than $4,912,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. 

The conference agreement also includes 
$11,642,000 for projects of national signifi- 
cance as proposed by both the House and the 
Senate. Within the funds for special projects, 
$4,000,000 is available to expand the activities 
of the Family Support Program. 

For university centers for excellence in de- 
velopmental disabilities, the conference 
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agreement includes $31,803,000 as proposed by 
the Senate instead of $26,803,000 as proposed 
by the House. The level provides funding for 
existing centers at the authorized level and 
will support a new grant competition permit- 
ting new centers to join the network. 


Native American Programs 


The conference agreement includes 
$45,157,000 for Native American programs as 
proposed by the Senate, instead of $45,155,000 
as proposed by the House. 


Community Services 


The conference agreement includes 
$641,935,000 for the community services block 
grant rather than $627,500,000 as proposed by 
the House and $650,000,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. The conferees direct the Secretary 
to prepare a 38-year strategic plan for the of- 
fice of community services use of training 
and technical assistance funds in the fiscal 
years 2005-2008, as requested by the House, 
and should be provided to the House and Sen- 
ate Committees on Appropriations by no 
later than June 15, 2005. 

The conference agreement includes 
$33,000,000 for economic development instead 
of $32,492,000 as proposed by the House and 
$38,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
conferees expect this appropriation to be 
used for the principal purpose of the pro- 
gram, which is making grants to experienced 
community development corporations work- 
ing in low-income urban and rural commu- 
nities. 

Within the total for community economic 
development, $5,481,000 is provided for the job 
opportunities for low-income individuals 
program authorized by the Family Support 
Act. The conferees direct that of the funds 
allocated for the job opportunities for low- 
income individuals program, not more than 
$500,000 be set-aside for program support and 
technical assistance as proposed by the 
House. The Senate did not include a similar 
restriction. 

The conference agreement includes 
$7,300,000 for rural community facilities in- 
stead of $7,184,000 as proposed by the House 
and $7,500,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement provides 
$18,000,000 for the National youth sports pro- 
gram as proposed by the House. The Senate 
did not propose funding for this program. 

The conference agreement includes 
$7,238,000 for community food and nutrition 
as proposed by the Senate. The House did not 
propose funding for this program. 

Violent Crime Reduction Programs 

For the domestic violence hotline, the con- 
ference agreement includes $3,250,000 rather 
than $3,000,000 as proposed by the House and 
$3,500,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

For family violence prevention and serv- 
ices and battered women’s shelters, the con- 
ference agreement includes $126,648,000 in- 
stead of $125,648,000 as proposed by the House 
and $128,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
Early Learning Fund 

For the early learning fund, the conference 
agreement includes $36,000,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. The House did not include fund- 
ing for this program. 

Independent Living Training Vouchers 

The conference agreement includes 
$47,000,000 for independent living training 
vouchers instead of $50,000,000 as proposed by 
the House and $44,734,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

Community-based Abstinence Education 


The conference agreement includes 
$104,500,000 for community-based abstinence 
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education as proposed by the Senate instead 
of $109,546,000 as proposed by the House. The 
conference agreement includes $4,500,000 in 
program evaluation funds for the abstinence 
education program and $100,000,000 in budget 
authority. The conferees concur with lan- 
guage included in the House report regarding 
technical assistance and capacity-building 
support to grantees. The Senate report did 
not include similar language. 

Within the total for community-based ab- 
stinence education, up to $10,000,000 may be 
used to carry out a national abstinence edu- 
cation campaign as proposed by the House. 
The Senate proposed $2,500,000 for the cam- 
paign within the Office of the Secretary. 
Prior to advertising the availability of funds 
for any grant or contract for the national ab- 
stinence education campaign, the conferees 
request that the Department of Health and 
Human Services brief the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations regarding the 
planned use of these funds. 

Center for Faith-based and Community Initia- 
tives 

The conference agreement provides 
$1,386,000 for the center for faith-based and 
community initiatives as proposed by the 
Senate rather than $1,400,000 as proposed by 
the House. 

Program Direction 

The conference agreement includes 
$187,050,000 for program direction instead of 
$190,206,000 as proposed by both the House 
and the Senate. 

PROMOTING SAFE AND STABLE FAMILIES 

The conference agreement includes 
$99,383,000 for the discretionary grant pro- 
gram of promoting safe and stable families 
as proposed by the Senate rather than 
$105,000,000 as proposed by the House. 

ADMINISTRATION ON AGING 
AGING SERVICES PROGRAMS 


The conference agreement includes 
$1,404,634,000 for aging services programs in- 
stead of $1,403,479,000 as proposed by the 
House and $1,395,117,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. Within the total, $5,500,000 is avail- 
able for medication management, screening, 
and education activities as proposed by the 
House in bill language and by the Senate in 
report language. The detailed table at the 
end of this joint statement reflects the activ- 
ity distribution agreed to by the conferees. 

The conference agreement includes 
$21,790,000 for preventive health rather than 
$21,919,000 as proposed by both the House and 
the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes 
$19,444,000 for activities for the protection of 
vulnerable older Americans instead of 
$18,559,000 as proposed by the House and 
$20,474,000 as proposed by the Senate. Within 
the funds provided $14,276,000 is provided for 
the ombudsman services program. 

The conference agreement includes 
$724,497,000 for nutrition programs rather 
than $730,178,000 as proposed by the House 
and $718,814,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
Within the total, $390,397,000 is provided for 
congregate meals rather than $392,148,000 as 
proposed by the House and $388,646,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate, $184,301,000 is provided 
for home delivered meals rather than 
$187,616,000 as proposed by the House and 
$180,985,000 as proposed by the Senate, and 
$149,799,000 is provided for the nutrition serv- 
ices incentives program rather than 
$150,414,000 as proposed by the House and 
$149,183,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes 
$11,883,000 for Alzheimer’s disease demonstra- 
tions instead of $11,500,000 as proposed by the 
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House and $12,883,000 as proposed by the Sen- 


ate. 


The conference agreement 


includes 


$43,640,000 for program innovations instead of 
$37,943,000 as proposed by the House and 
$37,647,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
conferees continue to support funding at no 
less than last year’s level for national pro- 
grams scheduled to be refunded in fiscal year 
2005 that address a variety of issues, includ- 
ing elder abuse, native American issues and 


legal services. 


Within the funding provided, 


the con- 


ference agreement includes $3,000,000 for so- 
cial research into Alzheimer’s disease care 
options, best practices and other Alzheimer’s 
research priorities that include research into 
cause, cure and care, as well as respite care, 
assisted living, the impact of intervention by 
social service agencies on victims, and re- 
lated needs. The agreement recommends this 
research utilize and give discretion to area 
agencies on aging and their non-profit divi- 
sions in municipalities with aged popu- 
lations (over the age of 60) of over 1,000,000, 
with preference given to the largest popu- 
lation. The conferees also recommend that 
unique partnerships to affect this research 
be considered for the selected area agency on 


aging. 


Given the enormous demands on Alz- 


heimer’s family caregivers, 


the conferees 


have included $1,000,000 to support an Alz- 
heimer’s family contact center for round- 
the-clock help to Alzheimer’s families in cri- 


sis. 


The conference agreement includes the fol- 
lowing amounts for the following projects 


and activities in fiscal year 2005: 


Alzheimer’s Association— 
North Central Texas 
Chapter, Fort Worth, TX 

Boise State University, 
Boise, ID, for the Center 
for the Study of Aging .... 

Carolinas Center for Hos- 
pice and End of Life 
Care, Cary NC for devel- 
opment of a national 
data collection system 
on the needs of end-of- 
life and terminally ill pa- 
tients а ры ctr eid 

City of Rancho 
Cucamonga, CA, for a 
Senior Health, Nutrition 
and Transportation Pro- 
BTA аА 


LAS, PA ааны аре 
Commission оп Jewish 
Eldercare Services, Jew- 
ish Federation of Metro- 
politan Detroit, Bloom- 
field Hills, MI for a natu- 
rally occurring retire- 
ment community dem- 
onstration ....................... 
Comprehensive Housing 
Assistance, Inc in Balti- 
more, MD, for a Natu- 
rally Occurring Retire- 
ment Communities 
(NORC) demonstration ... 
CyberSeniors, Inc. De- 
troit, MI—Experience 
Senior Power Program ... 
Faith in Action of Central 
Stark County, Inc., Lou- 
isville; OE ы еымды 
Family Caregiver Alliance, 
San Francisco, CA for a 
National Resource Cen- 
ter on Family Caregiving 
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Forsyth County Senior 
Services, Winston-Salem, 
NC to improve capacity 
of senior support services 
through civic, church 
and volunteer efforts ...... 

Foundation on Aging, 
Merriam, KS for design 
and execution of pro- 
grams to improve com- 
munity-based саге for 
older adults .................... 

Greater Miami Jewish Fed- 
eration, Inc., Miami, FL, 
for its ‘‘Aging in Place" 
Initiative ........................ 

Haddington Multi Services 
for Older Adults, Phila- 
delphia, PA for dem- 
onstration programs in- 
volving education, coun- 
seling, and services to 
help seniors with chronic 
illnesses or disabilities 
continue living in their 
lores 4.4. veis ert een 

Iowa Department of Elder 
Affairs to establish the 
Office of Substitute Deci- 
sion Maker ..................... 

Jefferson Area Board for 
Aging, Charlottesville, 
VA, for à study of the 
long-term care environ- 
ment for those being 
cared for and their care- 
ElVOIS uen decies ар 

Jefferson Regional Medical 
Center, Pittsburgh, PA 
for senior services .......... 

Jewish Association for 
Services for the Aged, 
New York, NY for a natu- 
rally occurring retire- 
ment community dem- 
onstration in Co-Op City 
in the Bronx ................... 

Jewish Community Fed- 
eration of Cleveland, 
Cleveland, OH for a Natu- 
rally Occurring Retire- 
ment Community re- 
Source center .................. 

Jewish Family & Child 
Service, Portland, OR, 
for a Naturally Occurring 
Retirement Communities 
(NORC) demonstration 
project. мады nee 

Jewish Family and Chil- 
dren's Service of Greater 
Mercer County, Prince- 
ton, NJ—NORC "Aging 
in Place" Initiative ........ 

Jewish Family and Chil- 
dren's Service of Greater 
Philadelphia, Philadel- 
phia, PA for a Naturally 
Occurring Retirement 
Communities (NORC) 
demonstration program .. 

Jewish Family and Chil- 
dren's Service of Min- 
neapolis, Minnetonka, 
MN—NORC "Aging in 
Place" Initiative ............ 

Jewish Family and Chil- 
dren's Service, Sarasota, 
FL, for a Naturally Oc- 
curring Retirement Com- 
munities “Aging in 
Place" initiative ............ 
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Jewish Family Service of 
Albuquerque, NM to sup- 
port a Naturally Occur- 
ring Retirement Commu- 
nities (NORC) dem- 
onstration project .......... 

Jewish Family Service of 
Buffalo and Erie County 
New York, Buffalo, NY— 
NORC project ................. 

Jewish Family Service of 
Rochester, Inc., Roch- 
ester, NY—NORC project 

Jewish Family Service of 
Sacramento, CA for a 
naturally occurring re- 
tirement community 
demonstration ................ 

Jewish Family Service of 
Salt Lake City, Utah for 
a Naturally Occurring 
Retirement Communities 
(NORC) demonstration 
PLOJSCE: еее дз 

Jewish Family Service of 
San Diego, CA—Natu- 
rally Occurring Retire- 
ment Community “Aging 
in Ріасе” demonstration 

Jewish Family Service, 
Cincinnati, OH—Natu- 
rally Occurring Retire- 
ment Communities 
Aging in Place initiative 

Jewish Family Service, 
Clifton, NJ for a natu- 
rally occurring retire- 
ment community dem- 
onstration initiative ...... 

Jewish Family Services of 
Los Angeles, CA for a 
Naturally Occurring Re- 
tirement Communities 
(NORO) demonstration ... 

Jewish Federation of Cen- 
tral New Jersey, Scotch 
Plains, NJ, for a Natu- 
rally Occurring Retire- 
ment Communities 
(NORC) demonstration ... 

Jewish Federation of Des 
Moines, IA for a natu- 
rally occurring retire- 
ment community dem- 
onstration ....................... 

Jewish Federation of 
Greater Atlanta, GA, for 
a Naturally Occurring 
Retirement Communities 
(NORC) demonstration 


PLOJOCE: EE 
Jewish Federation of 
Greater Washington, 


Rockville, MD for a Nat- 
urally Occurring Retire- 
ment Communities dem- 
onstration project .......... 
Jewish Federation of Las 
Vegas, NV, for a NORC 
programi o cue epe тінен 
Jewish Federation of Los 
Angeles, California, for a 
Naturally Occurring Re- 
tirement Communities 
(NORO) demonstration 
projet... езерна ндә 
Jewish Federation of Met- 
ropolitan Chicago, Chi- 
cago, IL for continued 
implementation of its 
Naturally Occurring Re- 
tirement Communities 
demonstration program .. 
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Jewish Federation of 
Southern New Jersey, 
Cherry Hill, NJ—Natu- 
rally Occurring Retire- 
ment Communities 
“Aging in Place" Initia- 
inu 

Jewish Federation of St. 
Louis, Missouri for a 
Naturally Occurring Re- 
tirement Communities 
(NORC) demonstration 
project. eve Lee aay 

Leon Mathieu Senior Cen- 
ter, Pawtucket, RI for 
the HOME ALONE pro- 
gram of services to help 
elders maintain them- 
selves in the community 
as long as possible .......... 


Madlyn and Leonard 
Abramson Center for 
Jewish Life, North 
Wales, PA to expand 
their family caregiver 
programMS узанан eren 
Medford Senior Center, 


Medford, OR—Senior Ad- 
vocacy Program ............. 
Mount Airy Bethesda, Inc., 
Philadelphia, PA to pro- 
vide a computer-focused 
program for senior citi- 
РАТА 
PACE CNY, North Syra- 
cuse, NY—third PACE 
Сепбете>шыаұ;данлдыа сен 
Rebuilding Together, Inc., 
Washington, DC for edu- 
cation, training, tech- 
nical assistance and 
other services related to 
its national program to 
reduce the risk of injury 
to seniors through home 
modifications ................. 
Saint Luke Lutheran Com- 
munity, North Canton, 
OH—Nursing Home Qual- 
ity Improvement Project 
SCC Senior Adult Center, 
Brooklyn, NY for a dem- 
onstration project in- 
volving support services 
for frail elderly living 
alone wea Бей 
Shenandoah Area Agency 
on Aging, Inc., Front 
Royal, УА ....................... 
Southcare, Inc., Glenside, 
PA for nutrition coun- 
seling and elderly serv- 
1608. ы арын Ат 
State University System of 
Florida, Type I Policy 
and Exchange Center on 
Aging, Tampa, FL—Pre- 
paring for an Aging 
America Project ............. 
United Jewish Federation 
of Greater Pittsburgh, 
Pittsburgh, PA for a Nat- 
urally Occurring Retire- 


ment Communities 
(NORC) demonstration 
proje6t «rr rete 


University of Indianapolis, 
Indianapolis, IN for ex- 
pansion of programs and 
services offered by the 
Center for Aging and 
Commuüniby солаи: 
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400,000 


225,000 


25,000 


75,000 


25,000 


300,000 


450,000 


400,000 


250,000 


300,000 


50,000 


25,000 


1,000,000 


100,000 


320,000 


University of Missouri, Co- 
lumbia for development 
and evaluation of tech- 
nology to support inde- 
pendence of seniors ......... 

University of Wisconsin- 
Milwaukee in Mil- 
waukee, WI to establish 
training апа research 
programs on dementia .... 

Utah Department of 
Human Services for com- 
puter training that will 
allow seniors to live 
independently апа  re- 
main engaged with their 
COMMUNITY ..................... 

Vermont Department of 
Aging and Independent 
Living, Waterbury, VT 
for a demonstration 
project involving rural 
multi-purpose senior cen- 
ТЕТЕ PN TEE 

Visiting Nurse Association 
Healthcare Partners of 
Ohio, Cleveland, OH— 
Healthy Town ................. 

Wasilla Area Seniors, Inc., 
Wasilla, AK for programs 
at Knik Manor ................ 

Wexner Heritage Village, 
Columbus, OH—NORC 
“Aging in Place" initia- 
МИ E 

Wisconsin Alzheimer's As- 
sociation Chapter Net- 
work in Madison, WI to 
provide Certified Demen- 
tia Care Specialist train- 
Da 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
GENERAL DEPARTMENTAL MANAGEMENT 


The conference agreement includes 
$371,975,000 for general departmental man- 
agement instead of $349,298,000 as proposed 
by the House and $376,704,000 as proposed by 
the Senate, along with $55,851,000 from Medi- 
care trust funds. In addition, $21,552,000 in 
program evaluation funding is provided. 

The conference agreement does not include 
language reducing funding for the account 
by à total of $31,000,000, which was contained 
in the House bill. 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language providing $13,120,000 for abstinence 
service demonstration grants as proposed by 
the House instead of $16,891,000 as proposed 
by the Senate. 

The conference agreement does not include 
bill language earmarking $25,000,000 for a 
new health care information technology pro- 
gram as proposed by the House. 

The conference agreement does not include 
bill language identifying $2,500,000 for a na- 
tional abstinence education campaign as 
proposed by the Senate. The conferees pro- 
vide that up to $10,000,000 of the funds pro- 
vided for abstinence education within the 
Administration for Children and Families 
may be used for such an education campaign. 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language providing $6,000,000 for assistance 
to maternal and child health clinics in Af- 
ghanistan as proposed by the Senate instead 
of $5,000,000 as proposed by the House. 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language proposed by the Senate limiting 
the funding available to the HHS Office of 
the Assistant Secretary for Legislation to no 
more than $2,754,000. The House did not have 
a similar provision. 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language providing $50,000,000 from the Medi- 


1,000,000 


300,000 


30,000 


280,000 


250,000 


300,000 


50,000 


400,000 
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care trust funds to be transferred to the So- 
cial Security Administration for processing 
Medicare appeals. The House and Senate 
bills had provided this funding within the 
CMS program management account. 


The conference agreement includes bill 
language directing that specific information 
requests from the chairmen and ranking 
members of the Subcommittees on Labor, 
Health and Human Services, and Education, 
and Related Agencies, on scientific research 
or any other matter, be transmitted to the 
Committees on Appropriations in à prompt 
professional manner and within the time 
frame specified in the request. The bill lan- 
guage further directs that scientific informa- 
tion requested by the Committees on Appro- 
priations and prepared by government re- 
Searchers and scientists be transmitted to 
the Committees on Appropriations, uncen- 
sored and without delay. The Senate report 
included similar language. The House did not 
include such a provision in either bill or re- 
port language. 


The conferees include the amounts within 
the Office of the Secretary for the following 
projects and activities in fiscal year 2005 list- 
ed below: 


A technology internet 
based weight loss dem- 
onstration program for 
1,000 federal employees at 
the Department of 
Health and Human Serv- 
ices headquarters, with 
use of the latest tech- 
nology, including a pri- 
vate automated weigh 
station to track partici- 
pants' progress; daily 
email support on nutri- 
tion and exercise; and 
education and detailed 
instruction on exercise 
techniques, meal ideas 
and motivational success 


SUOTIOS о иы Ааа ыз $35,000 


Advertising Council, Inc., 
New York, NY, for an 
adult oriented public 
service campaign focus- 
ing on underage drinking 


Children’s Hospital & Re- 
gional Medical Center in 
Seattle, WA, to establish 
to the Center for Pedi- 
atric Bioethics ................ 


250,000 


340,000 


Community Transpor- 
tation Association of 
America for ТА to 
human services transpor- 
tation providers on ADA 


requirements .................. 1,000,000 


Delaware Health Informa- 
tion Network, Dover, DE 


Erie County Department of 
Health, Buffalo, NY for 
the Western NY Regional 
Health Information In- 
frastructure ................. 


Florida Institute of Tech- 
nology, Melbourne, FL 
for the Center for Infor- 
mation Assurance ........... 


Foundation for eHealth 
Initiative, Washington, 
DO КЛ СКС ШЬа 


700,000 


300,000 


400,000 


4,000,000 
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Palmer College on 
Chiropractice, Consortial 
Center for Chiropractic 
Research in Davenport, 
Iowa, and the Policy In- 
stitute for Integrative 
Medicine in Philadelphia, 
PA for a best practices 
initiative on lower back 
pain 200,000 
The conferees include the amounts for the 

following Office of Minority Health projects 

and activities in fiscal year 2005 listed below: 


California State Univer- 
sity, Long Beach, for pro- 
fessional training,  re- 
search and health initia- 
tives at the NCLR Center 
for Latino Community 
Health, Leadership 
Training and Evaluation 
Esther’s Pantry of the 
Metropolitan Commu- 
nity Church of Portland, 
OR to provide food and 
supplies for people living 
with AIDS ....................... 
Hispanic Health  Initia- 
tives, Inc in Central 
Florida for an  edu- 
cational program on 
Type-2 Diabetes .............. 
Hospices of the National 
Capital Region, Hospice 
of Northern Virginia, 
Fairfax; VA. ренина каља 
Huston-Tillotson College, 
Austin, Texas, for the 
Huston-Tillotson College 
Systems of Care Wrap- 
around Initiative for un- 
derserved children .......... 
Nazareth Hospital, Phila- 
delphia, PA to establish 
Stroke treatment and 
prevention programs for 
African American seniors 
Our Lady of the Lake, 
Baton Rouge, LA for the 
South LA Community 
Health Alliance .............. 
Padres Contra El Cancer, 
Glendale, CA for patient 
education and family 
support Services for 
Latino children with can- 
cer and their families 
Phoebe Putney Memorial 
Hospital, Albany, Geor- 
gia to expand the School 
Nurse Program in school- 
based health clinics serv- 
ing minority populations 
Pregnancy Crisis Center, 
Wichita, KS, for develop- 
ment of a STD integrity 
PCOSTAM: шинин 
Saint Francis Hospital, 
Wilmington, DE, to ex- 
pand health outreach 
programs to minority 
and underserved commu- 
nities 
South Fork Community 
Health Initiative, East 
Hampton, NY for pro- 
grams to improve health 
Services and access to 
care for minority and un- 
derserved persons 
Town of Herndon, Herndon 
VA, for Neighborhood 
Resource Center 


$500,000 


30,000 


100,000 


300,000 


250,000 


250,000 


100,000 


150,000 


100,000 


420,000 


250,000 


100,000 


50,000 
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University of Medicine and 
Dentistry of New Jersey, 
School of Public Health, 
Piscataway, NJ for re- 
search, education and 
community outreach ac- 
tivities of the Institute 
for the Elimination of 
Health Disparities in 
Newark ...................... 

University of Pittsburgh 
Medical Center, Brad- 
dock, PA to develop and 
implement a health care 
delivery model that will 
provide services to a his- 
torically underserved 
population 

University of South Caro- 
lina Arnold School of 
Public Health, Columbia, 
SC, for the Institute for 
Partnerships to  Elimi- 
nate Health Disparities .. 

University of Texas South- 
western Medical Center, 
Dallas, TX (in coopera- 
tion with UT Dallas) for 
a program to recruit mi- 
nority students into bio- 
medical research (includ- 
ing outreach, mentoring 
and/or scholarships and 
fellowships) 150,000 


The conference agreement includes 
$1,000,000 to continue the embryo adoption 
awareness campaign, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. The House report did not include a simi- 
lar provision. 

The conference agreement includes 
$3,000,000 to establish a Citizens' Health Care 
Working Group as authorized in the Medi- 
care Modernization Act. The Senate pro- 
posed $3,000,000 for this activity; the House 
report did not contain a similar provision. 

The conference agreement includes $500,000 
for a study by the Institute of Medicine re- 
garding the training of physicians for public 
health careers, as proposed by the Senate. 
The House report did not contain a similar 
provision. 

The conference agreement includes 
$1,000,000 to establish an interagency com- 
mittee to examine major regulations gov- 
erning the health care industry to simplify 
them to reduce cost. The House report pro- 
vided $2,000,000 through policy evaluation 
funds for this activity. The Senate report did 
not contain a similar provision. 

The conferees are concerned about the ab- 
sence of mechanisms to ensure the delivery 
of necessary psychosocial care to individuals 
with cancer and their family members. The 
conference agreement provides $1,000,000 for 
the Secretary, working in collaboration with 
the Institute of Medicine and relevant gov- 
ernment agencies and non-profit entities, to 
study the delivery of psychosocial services to 
cancer patients and their families in the 
community setting. Specifically, the report 
Should include an analysis of: (1) the capac- 
ity of the current mental health and oncol- 
ogy provider system to deliver such care and 
the anticipated resources required nation- 
wide; (2) available training programs for pro- 
fessionals providing psychosocial and mental 
health services; and (3) existing barriers to 
access to such care. The Secretary is encour- 
aged to issue recommendations to address 
these issues. 

The conferees support the efforts of HHS to 
provide for a stronger and more consistent 
approach to the review process for drug and 
most therapeutic biologics used to diagnose, 
treat, and prevent cancer. 


650,000 


100,000 


275,000 
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Unprecedented progress in fields such as 
nanotechnology, proteomics, and genomics 
hold the promise of vast improvements in 
our ability to prevent cancer, diagnose it an 
earlier stage, and treat it more effectively 
through targeted therapies. The conferees 
encourage and support the efforts of HHS 
agencies, including NCI and FDA, to keep 
pace with scientific discovery in these areas, 
particularly as they apply to the prevention 
and early detection of cancer. 

The conferees intend that, of the funding 
provided to the Office of Minority Health, no 
less than the fiscal year 2004 funding level be 
allocated to a culturally competent and lin- 
guistically appropriate public health re- 
sponse to the HIV/AIDS epidemic. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 


The conference agreement includes 
$40,323,000 for the Office of Inspector General 
as proposed by both the House and the Sen- 
ate. The conference agreement concurs with 
House bill language pertaining to the hire of 
passenger motor vehicles for investigations. 
The Senate did not include this language. 

POLICY RESEARCH 


The conference agreement provides 
$20,750,000 for policy research from program 
evaluation funding, which is the same as the 
amount proposed in the House bill. The Sen- 
ate proposed $28,750,000 for this activity 
through program evaluation funding. 

PUBLIC HEALTH AND SOCIAL SERVICES 
EMERGENCY FUND 


The conference agreement includes 
$2,308,287,000 for the Public Health and Social 
Services Emergency Fund (PHSSEF) to en- 
hance Federal, State, and local preparedness 
to counter potential biological, disease, 
chemical, and radiological threats to civilian 
populations, instead of $2,352,247,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $2,330,058,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement continues bill 
language, applicable during fiscal year 2004, 
exempting from any personnel ceiling appli- 
cable to the Agency, Service, or the Depart- 
ment of Health and Human Services both ci- 
vilian and Commissioned Officers detailed to 
States, municipalities or other organizations 
under authority of Section 214 of the Public 
Health Service Act for purposes related to 
homeland security during their period detail 
or assignment. 

The conference deletes bill language pro- 
posed by the House relating to the transfer 
of Strategic National Stockpile assets, unex- 
pended balances, and liabilities from the De- 
partment of Homeland Security to the De- 
partment of Health and Human Services. 
This language is no longer necessary because 
similar provisions already have been enacted 
into law. 

Within the amount provided: $1,173,300,000 
is for the Centers for Disease Control and 
Prevention; $400,000,000 is for the Strategic 
National Stockpile; $523,149,000 is for the 
Health Resources and Services Administra- 
tion; $47,400,000 is for the National Institutes 
of Health; and $64,488,000 is for the Office of 
the Secretary. 

Within the amounts available to the Cen- 
ters for Disease Control and Prevention 
(CDC): $934,300,000 is for State and Local Pre- 
paredness, including $871,900,000 to be pro- 
vided to State and local health departments 
through grants and cooperative agreements; 
$142,200,000 is for Upgrading CDC Capacity; 
$80,000,000 is to support and expand bio- 
surveillance activities; and $16,800,000 is for 
the research program on anthrax vaccine. 

The conferees concur with language in the 
Senate report regarding the provision of 
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funding for the Health Alert Network at not 
less than the fiscal year 2004 level. 

The conference agreement includes suffi- 
cient funds to continue to discover, develop, 
and transition anti-infective agents to com- 
bat emerging diseases from within amounts 
available for Upgrading CDC Capacity. 

Within the funds available to the Health 
Resources and Services Administration 
(HRSA) is $495,405,000 for Hospital Prepared- 
ness and $27,744,000 to provide incentives for 
curricular reform in health professions 
schools and the delivery of continuing edu- 
cation to those already in practice. 

The conferees are aware of concerns that 
no single organization is equipped to respond 
to the diverse needs of citizens in the wake 
of a terrorist incident. The conferees encour- 
age the Secretary to work with organiza- 
tions with experience in working with na- 
tional-level entities in disaster situations to 
develop a technical assistance, social re- 
sponse model that can be incorporated into 
the process of emergency management and 
pre-disaster planning in communities. 

The conferees applaud CDC’s commitment 
to continue the implementation and evalua- 
tion of the Lehigh Valley, PA Bioterrorism 
Response Pilot. 

In addition to the funds for terrorism pre- 
paredness and response, the conference 
agreement includes $100,000,000 for activities 
to ensure year-round production capacity of 
influenza vaccine, instead of $60,000,000 as 
proposed by the House and $75,000,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language proposed by the Senate to permit 
pandemic preparedness funding to be used to 
purchase influenza vaccine. 


GENERAL PROVISIONS 
HEAD START SALARIES 


The conference agreement includes a gen- 
eral provision that prohibits the use of funds 
for Head Start to pay the compensation of an 
individual, either as direct costs or any pro- 
ration as an indirect cost, at a rate in excess 
of Executive Level II, as proposed by the 
House. The Senate bill did not contain a 
similar provision. 

EVALUATION TAP AUTHORITY 


The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision to allow for a 2.4 percent evaluation 
tap pursuant to section 241 of the Public 
Health Service Act. This tap is to be applied 
to programs authorized under the Public 
Health Service Act. The House bill contained 
a provision to allow for a 2.3 percent evalua- 
tion tap and the Senate bill allowed for a 2.5 
percent evaluation tap. 


ONE PERCENT TRANSFER AUTHORITY 


The conference agreement modifies lan- 
guage proposed by the Senate providing the 
Secretary of HHS with the authority to 
transfer up to 1 percent of discretionary 
funds between a program, project, or activ- 
ity, but no such program, project or activity 
shall be increased by more than 3 percent by 
any such transfer. Additionally, a program, 
project or activity may be increased up to an 
additional 2 percent subject to written ap- 
proval of the House and Senate Appropria- 
tions Committees. 


REFUGEE STATUS OF CERTAIN PERSECUTED 
GROUPS 


The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision proposed by the Senate to extend the 
refugee status for persecuted religious 
groups. The House bill contained no similar 
provision. The conferees intend to fully pro- 
tect religious minority refugee applicants 
from Iran, including the current caseload of 
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Iranian Christians, Jews, Bahai, Mandeans 
and Zoroastrians. Therefore, the Administra- 
tion should implement the provisions of sec- 
tion 213 of the conference report with respect 
to new applications, as well as to review pre- 
viously denied applications for refugee appli- 
cants who have remained outside of Iran 
without a viable solution after being denied 
refugee status. 
COUNCIL ON GRADUATE MEDICAL EDUCATION 


The conference agreement includes a gen- 
eral provision proposed by the Senate allow- 
ing for the continued operation of the Coun- 
cil on Graduate Medical Education. The 
House bill contained no similar provision. 

CANCER HOSPITAL CONSTRUCTION LOANS 


The conference agreement does not include 
a general provision proposed by both the 
House and Senate that rescinded funds ap- 
propriated by section 1897(g) of the Social 
Security Act. 

CMS PROGRAM MANAGEMENT 


The conference agreement does not include 
a general provision proposed by the House 
reducing the amounts provided to CMS pro- 
gram management. The Senate bill con- 
tained no similar provision. 

CDC MANAGEMENT/IT SAVINGS 


The conference agreement does not include 
a general provision proposed by the House 
reducing the amounts provided to CDC for 
management and information technology. 
The Senate bill contained no similar provi- 
sion. 


75% RULE 


The conference agreement includes a gen- 
eral provision that none of the funds appro- 
priated in this Act may be expended by the 
Secretary of HHS to change the designation 
of a hospital that was certified by the Sec- 
retary as an in-patient rehab facility on or 
before June 30, 2004 until after a GAO report 
is issued. This is the same as language in the 
House bill. The Senate bill prohibited the ex- 
penditure of funds, but did not require a GAO 
report. 

CMS OFFICE OF THE ACTUARY 


The conference agreement does not include 
a general provision proposed by the House 
that none of the funds appropriated in this 
title may be used to impede the exchange of 
information between the Office of the Actu- 
ary of CMS and Congress. The Senate did not 
propose a similar provision. 

NATIONAL FOUNDATIONS FOR CDC AND NIH 


The conference agreement deletes without 
prejudice a general provision proposed by the 
Senate that provides official reception and 
representation expenses to the National 
Foundations for CDC and NIH. The House did 
not propose a similar provision. Funding for 
this purpose is included in each agency’s rel- 
evant account. 

SUMMER HEALTH CAREER INTRODUCTORY 
PROGRAMS 


The conference agreement does not include 
a general provision proposed by the Senate 
authorizing a new summer health career in- 
troductory program for middle and high 
school students. The House bill contained no 
similar provision. 

HHS OIG OVERSIGHT ACTIVITIES 


The conference agreement includes a gen- 
eral provision transferring $25,000,000, rather 
than $35,000,000 as proposed by the Senate, to 
the Office of the Inspector General of HHS 
from amounts previously appropriated under 
the Medicare Modernization Act for activi- 
ties relating to oversight of programs. The 
House bill contained no similar provision. 
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HEALTH PROFESSIONS STUDENT LOAN 
RESCISSION 


The conference agreement includes a gen- 
eral provision, which rescinds unobligated 
balances associated with the health profes- 
sions student loan program authorized in 
subpart II, federally-supported student loan 
funds, of title VII of the Public Health Serv- 
ice Act. 


NURSING STUDENT LOAN RESCISSION 


The conference agreement includes a gen- 
eral provision, which rescinds unobligated 
balances associated with the nursing student 
loan program authorized by Section 835 of 
the Public Health Service Act. 


MEDICAL FACILITIES GUARANTEE AND LOAN 
FUND RESCISSION 


The conference agreement includes a gen- 
eral provision, which rescinds unobligated 
balances, excluding amounts necessary for 
the costs of potential defaults, associated 
with the medical facilities guarantee and 
loan fund within the Health Resources and 
Services Administration. 


SMALLPOX VACCINE INJURY COMPENSATION 
RESCISSION 


The conference agreement includes a gen- 
eral provision, which rescinds $20,000,000 in 
unobligated balances from amounts appro- 
priated in P.L. 108-11 under the heading 
“Public Health and Social Services Emer- 
gency Fund", the smallpox compensation 
program. The conferees understand that the 
remaining unobligated balances in the pro- 
gram will be sufficient to cover claims an- 
ticipated with at least 200,000 more smallpox 
vaccinations. 


C.W. BILL YOUNG CENTER FOR BIODEFENSE AND 
EMERGING INFECTIOUS DISEASES 


The conference agreement includes a gen- 
eral provision naming the Center for Bio- 
defense and Emerging Infectious Diseases 
(Building 33) at the National Institutes of 
Health, the C.W. Bill Young Center for Bio- 
defense and Emerging Infectious Diseases. 


TITLE III-DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
EDUCATION FOR THE DISADVANTAGED 


The conference agreement includes 
$14,963,683,000 for Education for the Dis- 
advantaged instead of $15,515,735,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $15,500,684,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

For Grants to Local Educational Agencies 
(LEAs) the agreement provides $12,842,309,000 
instead of $13,842,309,000 as proposed by the 
House and $13,457,607,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. The conference agreement includes 
$7,037,592,000 for basic grants and 
$1,365,031,000 for concentration grants. The 
agreement also includes $2,219,843,000 for tar- 
geted grants, and $2,219,843,000 for education 
finance incentive grants. Concentration 
grants, targeted grants, and incentive grants 
are all provided on an advance-funded basis. 

The House proposed $7,037,592,000 for basic 
grants, $1,365,031,000 for concentration 
grants, $2,469,843,000 for targeted grants and 
$2,469,843,000 for education finance incentive 
grants. The Senate bill proposed $7,104,447,000 
for basic grants, $1,365,031,000 for concentra- 
tion grants, $2,231,954,000 for targeted grants, 
and $2,756,175,000 for education finance incen- 
tive grants. 

The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage proposed by the Senate allowing 
$1,000,000 of title I evaluation funding to be 
used to provide technical assistance to 
States and school districts regarding the 
title I program. The conference agreement 
does not include language proposed by the 
Senate for a supplemental appropriation to 
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States that received less in fiscal year 2004 
than they received in fiscal year 2003. 

The conferees believe that states should 
utilize their four percent school improve- 
ment set-aside funds, estimated at 
$514,000,000 in fiscal year 2005, to support im- 
plementation of comprehensive school re- 
form (CSR) models with demonstrated suc- 
cess. The conferees are aware that recent 
evaluations of the CSR program conducted 
by the Department of Education show that 
schools utilizing comprehensive school re- 
forms are more likely to offer professional 
development for all teachers and to engage 
in research-based reform. The conferees 
strongly urge States to examine methods for 
distributing school improvement funds that 
will result in awards of sufficient size and 
scope to support the initial costs of com- 
prehensive school reforms and to limit fund- 
ing to programs that include each of the re- 
form components described in section 1606(a) 
of the No Child Left Behind Act of 2001 and 
have the capacity to improve the academic 
achievement of all students in core academic 
subjects within participating schools. The 
conferees urge states to express a clear com- 
petitive preference for CSR programs that 
have been shown through scientifically based 
research to be effective, and that are sup- 
ported by organizations capable of assisting 
multiple schools and districts. 

The conference agreement includes 
$226,910,000 for the Even Start program as 
proposed by the House. The Senate did not 
propose funding for this program. 

The conference agreement also includes 
$1,050,000,000 for Reading First State Grants 
instead of $1,125,000,000 as proposed by the 
House and $1,062,000,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. It also includes $105,000,000 for Early 
Reading First instead of $132,000,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $110,000,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes 
$25,000,000 for Striving Readers as proposed 
by the Senate instead of $100,000,000 as pro- 
posed by the House. Striving Readers will 
make competitive grants to develop, imple- 
ment, evaluate and bring to scale reading 
interventions for middle- or high-school stu- 
dents who are reading significantly below 
grade level, prioritizing services to those 
schools and districts with one or more high 
or middle schools that include a significant 
number of students reading below grade 
level. The conferees recognize that both mid- 
dle and high schools have significant needs, 
and direct the Secretary to ensure that 
awards are balanced between these two grade 
spans, and are of sufficient size and scope to 
allow for meaningful change that improves 
student achievement. In addition, the con- 
ferees direct the Institute of Education 
Sciences to work with the Secretary to cre- 
ate a competitive preference system whereby 
schools would receive priority for awards by 
agreeing to participate in randomized re- 
search studies. One potential system would 
entail funding schools in pairs, where at ran- 
dom one school would receive a new program 
immediately and the other would receive it a 
year later, thereby creating conditions con- 
ducive to randomized controlled studies. 

The conference agreement also includes 
$19,842,000 for Literacy through School Li- 
braries as proposed by the House instead of 
$22,842,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes 
$50,000,000 for the neglected and delinquent 
program instead of $48,395,000 as proposed by 
the House and $52,000,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

The conference agreement does not include 
$100,000,000 for a new local school improve- 
ment program proposed by the Senate. 
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The conference agreement includes 
$207,000,000 for comprehensive school reform 
instead of $80,000,000 as proposed by the 
House and $233,613,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. The conferees intend that $7,050,000 
be made available for quality initiatives as 
authorized in section 1608 of ESEA. The con- 
ferees also request that the Department sub- 
mit a letter report no later than May 30, 2005 
that identifies those states that have not 
complied with the statutory requirement for 
an annual evaluation of the implementation 
of comprehensive school reforms and de- 
scribes the steps the Department will take to 
ensure that such evaluations are meaningful, 
rigorous and timely. 

The conference agreement also includes 
$18,888,000 for the migrant education high 
school equivalency program as proposed by 
the Senate instead of $22,545,000 as proposed 
by the House. 

IMPACT AID 


The conference agreement includes 
$1,253,893,000 for the Impact Aid programs in- 
stead of %1,250,893,000 as proposed by the 
House and $1,229,527,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. Within this amount, $1,083,687,000 is 
provided for basic support payments as pro- 
posed by the House instead of $1,063,687,000 as 
proposed by the Senate and $63,000,000 is pro- 
vided for payments for Federal property as 
proposed by the House instead of $61,634,000 
as proposed by the Senate. The conference 
agreement includes language proposed by the 
House regarding eligibility for school dis- 
tricts that enroll children whose parents 
have died or been deployed on active duty. 
The conference agreement includes 
$48,936,000 for construction programs instead 
of $45,936,000 as proposed by both the House 
and the Senate. The agreement also includes 
the following: 


Fairbanks North Star Bor- 
ough, Fairbanks, AK, for 
relocation of the dis- 
trict’s kitchen facilities 

White River School Dis- 
trict 47-1, Mellette Coun- 


$2,000,000 


ЮУ 10), ааа НДҮ 1,000,000 
SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAMS 
The conference agreement includes 


$5,664,977,000 for School Improvement Pro- 
grams instead of $5,661,401,000 as proposed by 
the House and $5,730,632,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. The agreement provides 
$4,229,977,000 in fiscal year 2005 and 
$1,435,000,000 in fiscal year 2006 funding for 
this account. 

The conference agreement includes 
$2,940,126,000 for State grants for improving 
teacher quality instead of $2,950,000,000 as 
proposed by the House and $2,975,126,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes 
$180,000,000 for math and science partnerships 
instead of $269,115,000 as proposed by the 
House and $200,000,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. In light of the tremendous overlap in 
math and science goals and objectives be- 
tween the math and science partnership pro- 
gram and the Advanced Placement (AP) ini- 
tiatives, grantees are encouraged to incor- 
porate AP training into their proposals. As 
in the math and science program, the AP 
professional development initiative focuses 
on increasing teachers’ math and science 
content understanding to help them meet 
the highly qualified criteria required under 
the Elementary and Secondary Education 
Act as amended by the No Child Left Behind 
Act of 2001. The AP professional development 
initiative supports teachers’ content devel- 
opment so that all students, regardless of 
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whether or not they take AP, will receive 
rigorous, challenging math and science in- 
struction. The AP math and science initia- 
tive has the primary objective of increasing 
the number of AP opportunities, AP partici- 
pation rates, and post-secondary acceptance 
and success rates for disadvantaged students. 

The conference agreement includes 
$200,000,000 for the education block grant in- 
stead of $20,000,000 as proposed by the House. 
The Senate did not propose funding for this 
activity. The agreement also includes 
$500,000,000 for education technology state 
grants instead of $600,000,000 as proposed by 
the House and $691,841,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. The agreement also includes 
$999,070,000 for the 21st Century Community 
Learning Centers program as proposed by 
the House instead of $1,007,000,000 as proposed 
by the Senate. The agreement also includes 
$415,000,000 for State assessments instead of 
$410,000,000 as proposed by the House and 
$420,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
agreement also includes language proposed 
by the House stating that the amount made 
available in the fiscal year 2004 bill for state 
assessments shall not be less than 
$390,000,000. The agreement also includes lan- 
guage proposed by the House stating that 
notwithstanding any across-the-board reduc- 
tions, the amount available for state assess- 
ments in fiscal year 2005 shall not be less 
than $400,000,000. 

The conference agreement includes 
$11,111,000 for the Javits gifted and talented 
program as proposed by the House instead of 
$12,111,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
agreement also includes $18,000,000 for the 
foreign language assistance program instead 
of $19,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
House did not propose funding for this pro- 
gram. The conference agreement also in- 
cludes $63,000,000 for education for homeless 
children instead of $70,000,000 as proposed by 
the House and $62,000,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

The conference agreement includes 
$34,500,000 for the Education of Native Ha- 
waiians instead of $36,000,000 as proposed by 
the Senate and $33,302,000 as proposed by the 
House. The agreement also includes language 
notwithstanding any other provision of law 
to allow funds under this program to be used 
for construction, renovation and moderniza- 
tion of any elementary school, secondary 
school, or structure related to an elementary 
school or secondary school run by the De- 
partment of Education of the State of Ha- 
waii that serves a predominantly Native Ha- 
waiian student body as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. The conferees direct that no less than 
$1,000,000 shall be made available for early 
childhood activities, no less than $1,000,000 
shall be made available to the Hawaii De- 
partment of Education for school construc- 
tion/renovation activities, and $600,000 shall 
be made available for the University of Ha- 
waii law school’s Native Hawaiian legal cen- 
ter. 

The conference agreement includes 
$34,500,000 for the Alaska Native Educational 
Equity program instead of $36,000,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate and $33,302,000 as pro- 
posed by the House. The agreement also in- 
cludes language notwithstanding any other 
provision of law to allow funds under this 
program to be used for construction, as pro- 
posed by the Senate, and directing the De- 
partment in use of these funds in specific lo- 
cations in Alaska. 

The conference agreement includes 
$172,000,000 for rural education programs, in- 
stead of $167,831,000 as proposed by the House 
and $175,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
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The conference agreement also includes 
$18,330,000 for supplemental education grants 
to the Federated States of Micronesia (FSM) 
and the Republic of the Marshall Islands 
(RMI), in accordance with the Compact of 
Free Association Amendments Act of 2003, as 
proposed by the House instead of $17,214,000 
as proposed by the Senate. The agreement 
also includes language allowing up to five 
percent of the grants to be reserved by the 
FSM and RMI to provide technical assist- 
ance, oversight and consultancy services and 
to allow the Departments of Labor, HHS and 
Education to be reimbursed for these serv- 
ices. The conference agreement does not in- 
clude a provision relating to eligibility for 
individuals in the Republic of Palau as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 


INNOVATION AND IMPROVEMENT 


The conference agreement includes 
$1,101,454,000 for programs in the Innovation 
and Improvement account, instead of 
$669,936,000 as proposed by the House and 
$1,144,346,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes 
$20,500,000 for the National Writing Project 
instead of $17,894,000 as proposed by the 
House and $24,000,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. 

The conference agreement includes 
$120,000,000 for the Teaching of Traditional 
American History as proposed by the Senate. 
The House did not propose funding for this 
activity. The conferees direct the Depart- 
ment to continue its current policy of award- 
ing 3-year grants. 

The conference agreement includes 
$15,000,000 for school leadership as proposed 
by the House instead of $16,000,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. The conference agree- 
ment includes $17,000,000 for advanced 
credentialing activities as proposed by the 
Senate instead of $18,391,000 as proposed by 
the House. 

The conference agreement includes 
$37,279,000 for credit enhancement for charter 
schools as proposed by the Senate instead of 
$50,000,000 as proposed by the House. 

Fund for the Improvement of Education (FIE) 

The conference agreement includes 
$417,418,000 for the Fund for the Improvement 
of Education. 

Within the total for FIE, the conference 
agreement includes funding for the following 
activities in the following amounts: 


Reading is Fundamental ... $25,500,000 
Star Schools ...................... 21,000,000 
Ready to Teach ................. 14,406,000 
Exchanges with Historic 

Whaling and Trading 

Ратбпете aie өре 8,700,000 
Arts in Education .............. 35,920,000 
Parental Assistance Infor- 

mation Centers ............... 42,224,000 
Excellence in Economics 

Education Act ................ 1,500,000 
Women's Educational Eq- 

Dus dr аа өтеді 2,980,000 
Teacher Quality initiatives 9,500,000 
CSR clearinghouse ............ 1,500,000 
Facilities clearinghouse .... 700,000 
Foundations for Learning 

STANCES ыы асамын онан 1,000,000 
Mental Health Integration 

In SChOOIS РАКА ТЕ 5,000,000 
Peer Review ....................... 25,000 


For Arts in Education, the conferees in- 
tend that within this total, $7,500,000 is for 
Very Special Arts, $6,420,000 is for the John 
F. Kennedy Center for the Performing Arts. 
In addition, $8,000,000 is for model profes- 
sional development programs for music, 


drama, dance and visual arts educators and 
$500,000 is for evaluation activities, as out- 
lined by the Senate. The remaining 
$13,500,000 is available to continue model arts 
programs, including a new grant competi- 
tion. 

The conferees expect that the Office of 
Safe and Drug-Free Schools will administer 
the mental health integration grants pro- 
gram. 

While the conferees applaud the Depart- 
ment’s efforts to help students learn foreign 
languages, they remain concerned that the 
Department, using data provided by the e- 
Language Learning System (eLLS), is devel- 
oping web-based learning products that could 
be used in direct competition with the pri- 
vate sector. The conferees understand that, 
based on the President’s budget request, the 
Department had no plans to continue this 
project in fiscal year 2005. However, the con- 
ference agreement includes funds for the 
Star Schools program, which has been the 
source of funds for this activity. Therefore, 
the conferees direct the Department not to 
fund any grant that will compete directly 
with the private sector and further direct 
the Department to report to the Committees 
on Appropriations of the House and Senate 
on the activities undertaken with federal 
funds by the e-Language Learning System 
and their impact on the private sector. The 
conferees expect to receive this report no 
later than April 15, 2005. The conferees fur- 
ther direct the Department to notify the 
House and Senate Appropriations Commit- 
tees 15 days prior to any Department expend- 
itures regarding the eLLS project. 

The conferees direct the Department to 
implement the Act consistent with their in- 
tent, as reflected above, and request an im- 
plementation plan to be submitted to the 
House and Senate Committees on Appropria- 
tions within 30 days of enactment of the De- 
partment of Education Appropriations Act, 
2005. To the extent that the Department 
wishes to reprogram funds in order to ad- 
dress other activities or alter the allocation 
of funds for activities listed in the chart 
above, the conferees expect the Department 
to follow the guidance provided in this state- 
ment of the managers. 

The conferees concur that the Secretary 
shall notify States that schools that will not 
receive continuing comprehensive school re- 
form awards with fiscal year 2005 funds shall 
receive priority for targeted grants and/or 
technical assistance under section 1003(a) of 
ESEA. 

Within the total for FIE, the following 
amounts are also provided: 


Reach Out and Read .......... 
Abaertern Academy, Boze- 
man, MT to support dis- 
tance learning ................ 
Abbotsford School District, 
WI, for after school pro- 
OTAS m алал рынан 
Abilene Christian Univer- 
sity, Abilene, TX for 
reading instruction to 
children from local 
school districts ............... 
Academy of Fine Arts, 
Lynchburg, VA for pro- 
gramming, exhibits, and 
outreach ......................... 
Academy of Urban School 
Leadership, Chicago, IL, 
for the Chicago Academy 
and Chicago Academy 
High School, including 
resident stipends ............ 


$10,000,000 


500,000 


250,000 


100,000 


50,000 


600,000 
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Access Living, Chicago, for 
continuation of  edu- 
cational and education 
access programs for 
youth with disabilities ... 

AFI Silver Theatre and 
Cultural Center to ex- 
pand the Screen Edu- 
cation Program in Mary- 
Јама лымда AN 

AFSA Education Founda- 
tion, Washington DC for 
MoneySKILL .................. 

Afterschool Alliance, 
Flint, MI, to develop and 
disseminate model prac- 
tices and provide tech- 
nical assistance for after 
school programs ............. 

Akron Zoological 
Akron, OH for edu- 
cational programs .......... 

Alabama School of Math 
and Science, Mobile, AL 
for a computer lab .......... 

Alabama School of Mathe- 
matics and Science, Mo- 
bile, AL for curriculum 
development and train- 
TIYES eo амалым Rees 

Alabama Sports Hall of 
Fame, Birmingham, AL 
to expand student out- 
reach programs and pro- 
mote good sportsmanship 

Alachua County, Gaines- 
ville, FL, for an at-risk 
youth development ini- 
абе: 

Alaska Educational Serv- 
ices in Anchorage, AK for 
its Youth Summer Chal- 
lenge Program ................ 

Alaska Hospitality Ali- 
ance Education Founda- 
tion, Anchorage, AK for 
high school hospitality 


industry training pro- 
Cord MC eden дыра TEE cose 
Alaska Humanities Forum, 
Anchorage, AK to 


produce and deliver an 


Alaskan history cur- 
riculum and to train 
teachers throughout 


Alaska in its use ............. 
Alaska Online Consortium 
in Delta Junction, AK for 
middle school writing 
math courses for online 
delivery across Alaska ... 
Alaska SeaLife Center in 
Seward, AK for a Marine 
Ecosystems Education 
PEOgPanm.oe oi. 
Albuquerque Public 
Schools, Albuquerque, 
NM to improve the 
teaching of math and 
ВОТӨТСӨ. ust Te АНЕЛ; 
Alhambra Unified School 
District, Alhambra, CA, 
for after-school and other 
academic programs at 
Mark Keppel High School 
All Kinds of Minds Schools 
Attuned Teacher Train- 
ing, Chapel Hill, NC for 
teacher training ............. 
All Kinds of Minds, Chapel 
Hill, NC for the Schools 
Attuned Teacher Train- 
ing Program in North 
JP MEE 


24805 


500,000 


100,000 


200,000 


150,000 


200,000 


100,000 


40,000 


35,000 


100,000 


475,000 


100,000 


600,000 


300,000 


250,000 


750,000 


40,000 


1,000,000 


250,000 


24806 


Allegheny County Housing 


Authority, Pittsburgh, 
PA, for an after school 
program .......................... 


Allens Lane Art Center, 
Philadelphia, PA, for 
scholarships for low-in- 
come children to partici- 
pate in summer camp 
and art classes ................ 

Allentown Art Museum, 
Allentown, PA, for arts 
education ........................ 

American Film Institute, 
Los Angeles, CA, for its 
Screen Education pro- 
ВТО руа АМ ДЫБЫ 

American Foundation for 
Negro Affairs (AFNA) 
National Education and 
Research Fund, Philadel- 
phia, PA, to raise the 
achievement level of mi- 
nority students and in- 
crease minority access to 
higher education ............ 

American Red Cross, Bronx 
Service Center, Bronx, 
NY, for mentoring and 
after school programs ..... 

American Society of Edu- 
cators, Philadelphia, PA, 
for teacher and adminis- 
trator professional devel- 
ортеп. дыра енені 

American Theater Arts for 
Youth, Inc. Philadel- 
phia, PA, for an arts in 
education program ......... 

American Theater Arts for 
Youth, Philadelphia, PA 
for Mississippi Arts in 
Education ....................... 

Americana Community 
Center, Inc., Louisville, 
KY, for after school pro- 
STATIS еи да cobi er eso Een 

AMISTAD America, Inc., 
New Haven, CT, for edu- 
cation materials, edu- 
cation programs, and 
teacher professional de- 
velopment ....................... 

An Achievable Dream, 
Newport News, VA for a 
research апа training 
center, including teacher 
stipend scholarships ....... 

Anchorage School District 
in Anchorage, AK to im- 
plement the PLATO 
Learning program .......... 

Anchorage’s Promise of 
Anchorage, AK to imple- 
ment America’s Promise 
child mentoring and sup- 
port program in Anchor- 
ALO” азанын таи йы тк? 

Anita М. Stone Jewish 
Community Center, 
Flossmoor, IL, for a com- 
puter technology initia- 
tive for youth ................. 

Annette Strauss Institute, 
Austin, TX, for a civics 
education project ........... 

Annis Water Resources In- 
stitute, Grand Valley 
State University, 
Allendale, MI, for a 
hands-on, investigative 
Science experience .......... 
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100,000 


50,000 


75,000 


1,250,000 


650,000 


50,000 


50,000 


75,000 


150,000 


53,000 


500,000 


100,000 


200,000 


100,000 


100,000 


85,000 


250,000 


Anoka Technical College, 
Anoka, MN, for a Sec- 
ondary Technical Edu- 
cation Program .............. 


Appleton Area School Dis- 
trict, Appleton, WI for 
English Language іп- 
ВОО и n 

Arden Theatre Company, 
Philadelphia, PA, to ex- 
pand education programs 

Arkansas State University, 
State University, AR, in 
collaboration with the 
University of Memphis, 
and the University of 
Mississippi, for the Delta 
Bridge Education project 
to provide professional 
development for teachers 


Armstrong School District, 
Ford City, PA, for an 
interactive instructional 
BY SCCM: i eese eere enn књ су 


ART of Leadership Foun- 
dation, Birmingham, MI 
for mentoring programs 

Arthur Ashe Youth Tennis 
and Education, Philadel- 
phia, PA for educational 
enrichment programs ..... 


Arts and Education In Con- 
cert, Centreville, VA, for 
arts education ................ 


ArtsAlliance of Jackson 
and Hinds County, MS, 
for an arts based after 
school and summer out- 
reach program ................ 


Ashland City Schools, Ash- 
land, OH for professional 
development ................... 


Athens Area High School, 
Athens, PA, for a health 
and technology career 
DÜDE TIE „о алына ен келт 


Athens City Schools Foun- 
dation, Athens, AL, for 
the third grade violin 
music education program 


Auburn University at 
Montgomery, Mont- 
gomery, AL, for the Ala- 
bama Urban and Rural 
Student Citizenship and 
History Education Out- 
reach Program for his- 
tory education ................ 


Ballet Theater Foundation, 
Inc., New York, NY, for 
the Make a Ballet pro- 
gram at the Waterside 
School, Stamford, CT ..... 


Baltimore City Board of 
School Commissioners, 
Baltimore, MD, for 
teacher recruitment, re- 
tention and professional 
development initiatives 

Baltimore City Public 
School System, MD, to 
restock public school li- 
Ртагіөб мамы ote ерен tex 

Banana Factory, Beth- 
lehem, PA, for an arts 
and technology after 
school program 

Bass Lake School District, 
CA, for music and art 
education programs ........ 


250,000 


12,000 


50,000 


750,000 


50,000 


100,000 


100,000 


100,000 


100,000 


200,000 


50,000 


10,000 


50,000 


100,000 


240,000 


200,000 


25,000 


75,000 


Batelle for Kids, Columbus, 
OH for a multi-state ef- 
fort to evaluate and 
learn the most effective 
ways for accelerating 
student academic growth 

Beaver County, PA, to im- 
plement educational pro- 
gramming for K-12 stu- 
dents, including safe and 
appropriate use of the 
Internet „лн: 

Bellefaire Jewish Chil- 
dren’s Bureau, Cleveland, 
OH for the Monarch 
SChO0l! РИ 

Bethany Education and 
Human Services  Pro- 
grams, Inc., Clearwater, 
FL for after school pro- 
STATIS. Lose tree бады а 

Bethesda Children’s Home, 
Meadville, PA, for voca- 
tional education and pre- 
vention based services .... 

Big Brothers Big Sisters of 
Bucks County, Jamison, 
PA, for mentoring pro- 
TAMS seigi кнын et esie ese ti 

Big Brothers Big Sisters of 
San Luis Obispo County, 
San Luis Obispo, CA, for 
mentoring at-risk youth 

Big Brothers Big Sisters, 
Columbia, SC, for com- 
munity-based and school- 
based mentoring  pro- 


ТАТТЫ. сакылеке е иык» 
Big Brothers/Big Sisters of 
Anchorage, Fairbanks 


and Southeast AK, in 
partnership with AK De- 
partment of Education, 
the Boys and Girls Club 
and Cook Inlet Tribal 
Council for a comprehen- 
sive mentoring program 
for at-risk children ......... 
Boston History  Collabo- 
rative, Boston, MA, for 
youth educational рго- 
ВИРА ТИН ЕТЕК ИКЕТКЕНЕ 
Boys & Girls Club of the 
Cheyenne River Sioux 
Ка о En 
Boys & Girls Club of the 
Grand River Area ........... 
Boys & Girls Club of Whit- 
tier, Whittier, CA, for 
after school programs ..... 
Boys & Girls Clubs of 
America, Atlanta, GA, 
for an education tech- 
nology initiative for at- 
risk youth... оаа 
Boys and Girls Club of 
Greater Kansas City, 
Kansas City, MO for 
Project Learn ................. 
Boys and Girls Club of the 
Northern Shenandoah 
Valley, Winchester, VA 
for after school programs 
Boys and Girls Clubs, 
Springfield, for edu- 
cational programs  tar- 
geted toward at-risk stu- 
dents in partnership with 
the Springfield Public 
Батето СУУ 
BRIDGES USA, Inc., Mem- 
phis, TN, to develop and 
implement a middle 
school intervention pro- 
EPIRI ИРЕТИ РУК 
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500,000 


250,000 


50,000 


25,000 


80,000 


200,000 


300,000 


50,000 


200,000 
150,000 


150,000 


500,000 


1,000,000 


72,000 


150,000 


490,000 
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Brigham Young University 
of Provo, UT for the 
Comprehensive Literacy 
Program to improve the 
literacy performance of 
low achieving students ... 

Brooklyn Academy of 
Music, Brooklyn, NY, for 
K-12 education programs 

Broome County Early 
Childhood Coalition, 
Binghamton, NY, for its 
Building Brighter Fu- 
tures for Broome early 
childhood training and 
mentoring program ........ 

Business Council, Inc., 
Stockton, CA, for its San 
Joaquin Reads Program 

CableLife Community En- 
richment Corporation, 
Louisville, KY, for edu- 
cational programs .......... 

California Institute of the 
Arts, Valencia, CA, for 
equipment for the Com- 
munity Arts Partnership 
digital arts project for 
middle and high school 
SUbüdents «tectae 

California Professional 
Firefighters Foundation, 
Sacramento, CA, for de- 
velopment of an emer- 
gency preparedness cur- 
riculum and training ma- 
terials for K-12 schools ... 

Calumet Park School Dis- 
trict 132, Calumet Park, 
IL, for staff development 
and instructional  pro- 
grams, including summer 
SGhO00l...:, ПИ 

Camp Fire USA of Alaska 
for an after school pro- 
gram in Anchorage, AK .. 

Canaan Community Devel- 
opment Corporation, 
Louisville, KY, for after 
school programs ............. 

Carnegie Hall, New York, 
NY, for the Isaac Stern 
Education Legacy 
projeet лата окна eroe 

Carnegie Science Center, 
Pittsburgh, PA for edu- 
cation programs for 
teachers and students as 
part of the Pittsburgh 
International Science 
and Technology Festival 

Carnegie Science Center, 
Pittsburgh, PA, to de- 
velop a Final Frontier 
өхһірір;. А ауы 

Carson City Public School 
District, Carson City, NV 
for an English Instruc- 
tion Program .................. 

Center for Advancing Part- 
nerships in Education 
(CAPE), Allentown, PA, 
for distance learning pro- 
grams апа technology 
протайев гнанага: 

Center for Houston’s Fu- 
ture, in collaboration 
with the Greater Hous- 
ton Collaborative for 
Children, Houston, TX 
for improving the quality 
of early education pro- 
grams through the Pre- 
School for ALL program 
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600,000 


490,000 


100,000 


650,000 


30,000 


150,000 


850,000 


100,000 


100,000 


25,000 


1,450,000 


50,000 


75,000 


419,000 


200,000 


200,000 


Center for Jewish History, 
New York, NY, for edu- 
cation programming on 
Jewish history and tech- 
nology upgrades ............. 

Central Alabama Commu- 
nity College, Alexander 
City, AL for scholarships 

Central Pennsylvania In- 
stitute of Science and 


Technology, Pleasant 
Gap, FPA, for curriculum 
development ................... 


CESA 9, WI, for after 
school programs ............. 
Challenger Learning Cen- 
ter for Science and Tech- 
nology, Woodstock, IL 
for an education program 
Challenges, Choices and 
Images Literacy and 
Technology Learning 
Center, Aurora, CO for 
educational programs ..... 
Champions of Caring, 
Villanova, PA, to develop 
and disseminate the 
Journey of a Champion 
curriculum focusing on 
character education ....... 
Charter School Develop- 
ment Corporation in Las 
Vegas, NV to focus on 
technology and college 
preparation ..................... 
Charter School Institute, 
Philadelphia, PA for the 
Shipyard Industrial 
Charter High School ....... 
Chesapeake Bay Founda- 
tion, Annapolis, MD in 
cooperation with the Liv- 
ing Classrooms Founda- 
tion, Baltimore MD, for 
educational program- 
Ining- 2: endo 
Chicago Academy in Illi- 
nois in cooperation with 
the Chicago Public 
Schools for a teacher 
training initiative .......... 
Chicago Public Schools, 
Chicago, IL, for after 
school programs ............. 
Chicago Public Schools, 
Chicago, IL, for its ca- 
reer academies enhance- 
ment project ................... 
Chicago Public Schools, 
Chicago, IL, for its Child- 
Parent Center Program .. 
Children’s Chorus of Mary- 
land, Inc., Towson, MD, 
for a music education 
initiative in Prince 
George’s County, Mary- 
Талай. odi o zeit reme 
Children's Coalition, Inc., 
West Palm Beach, FL, 
for equipment and tech- 
nology to enable at-risk 
youth to participate in 
the  Veteran's History 
PrIOo]6oU eges it 
Children’s Home and Aid 
Society of Illinois, Chi- 
cago, IL, for development 
of one or more commu- 
nity schools, including 
case management, aca- 
demic, enrichment and 
support services .............. 


100,000 
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340,000 


600,000 


100,000 


160,000 


125,000 


Children’s Land Alliance 
Supporting Schools 
(CLASS), American 
Fork, UT for continued 
research алата дын ақы 

Children’s Literacy Initia- 
tive, Philadelphia, PA, to 
improve the reading 
readiness and early lit- 
eracy of children in high- 
poverty communities by 
providing professional 
development to teachers 
and principals ................. 

Children's Museum at 
LaHabra, CA, for a Hands 
On English Program ....... 

Chippewa Falls School Dis- 
trict, WI, for after school 
PLOLTAMNS) ыы eerte eni 

Cincinnati Zoo and Botan- 
ical Garden, Cincinnati, 
Ohio, for educational 
programs 22d 

Citrus County School 
Board, Inverness, FL, for 
staff development and 
training .......................... 

City College of New York, 
New York City, NY, for 
the Nuestra Herencia 
family literacy program 

City of Bell Gardens, Bell 
Gardens, CA, for com- 
puters and software to 
serve low-income youth .. 

City of Brea, CA, for after 
School programs ............. 

City of Dallas, Dallas, TX, 
for after school programs 

City of East Palo Alto, CA, 
for after-school activities 
for at-risk youth ............ 

City of Fairfield, Fairfield, 
CA, for after school pro- 
ETATIS arera аук тера стана 

City of Lynwood, Lynwood, 
CA, for after school pro- 


City of Macon, Macon, GA, 
to support after school 
programs at area elemen- 
tary schools .................... 

City of Oak Ridge, Oak 
Ridge, TN for integrating 
math, science and tech- 
nology disciplines at Oak 
Ridge High School .......... 

City of Orlando Science 
Center in Orlando, FL for 
exhibits and education 
on the hydrogen econ- 
ОТАУ! арадан ыы ы УЫ: 

City of Palmdale, 
Palmdale, CA, for after 
school programs ............. 

City of Pomona, Pomona, 
CA, in conjunction with 
the Pomona Unified 
School District, for after 
school and weekend aca- 
demic enrichment pro- 
EDPAIDS. eee tee ТТТ 

City of Portsmouth, Ports- 
mouth, VA, for after 
school programs ............. 

City of Providence, Provi- 
dence, RI, for the family 
literacy campaign, Prov- 
idence Reads! .................. 

City of San Diego, CA for 
the 6 to 6 Extended Day 
PLOSTAM + ашшы 
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City of St. Charles, MO for 
the St. Charles Foundry 
Arts Center in support of 
arts education ................ 

City of Stockton, Stock- 
ton, CA, for after school 
programs ........................ 

City School District of 
New Rochelle, New Ro- 
chelle, NY, for after 
School and summer 
School programs, faculty 
professional develop- 
ment, and parent edu- 
cation workshops ........... 

City Schools of Decatur, 
Decatur, GA, to imple- 
ment the International 
Baccalaureate Program 
in selected schools .......... 

City Year New Hampshire, 
Stratham, NH to expand 
out-of-school programs 
for at-risk kids ............... 

Clarion County Career Cen- 

ter, Shippenville, PA for 

curriculum development 

Clark County Public Edu- 

cation Foundation, NV, 

for the Global Learning 

Village ............................ 

Clark County School Dis- 

trict, Las Vegas, NV, for 

equipment ...................... 

Clark County School Dis- 

trict, Las Vegas, NV, for 

its Alternative Drop Out 

Prevention Program ....... 

Clark County School Dis- 
trict, Las Vegas, NV, to 
implement the Advance- 
ment Via Individual De- 
termination (AVID) Pro- 
gram at selected school 
BICOS eaae ee dedero 

Clark County School Dis- 
trict, NV, for à dropout 
prevention program ........ 

Clark County School Dis- 
trict, NV, for curriculum 
development on the 
study of mariachi music 

Clarke County Public 
Schools, Berryville, VA 
for foreign language pro- 
grams іп О.С. Cooley El- 
ementary School in 
Berryville, Berryville 
Primary School in 
Berryville, and Boyce El- 
ementary School in 
Воусев; VA ында; 

Clarkstown Central School 

District, New City, NY, 

for a multimedia center, 

technology and curricula 

Clayton School District, 

WI, for after school pro- 

Бата в Nat МОЛЫ ДЫ waa 

Clemson University, 

Clemson, South Carolina, 

for Call Me Mister pro- 

STATIN мыкы нах 

Cleveland Botanical Gar- 

den, Cleveland, OH for 

the One to One Thousand 
projeet si ТТТ ЕТТІ 

Cleveland Institute of 

Music, Cleveland, OH, for 

distance education ......... 

Cleveland Metroparks Zoo, 
Cleveland, OH for edu- 
cational programs .......... 
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Cleveland Museum of Art, 
Cleveland, OH for edu- 
cation through the arts .. 


Cleveland Play House, 
Cleveland, OH for edu- 
cational programs .......... 


Clovis Unified School Dis- 
trict, CA, for Career-Fo- 
cused Instructional Lab 
Models. 2.0000 eta 


COA Youth and Family 
Centers in Milwaukee, 
WI for the Home Instruc- 
tion for Parents of Pre- 
School Youngsters 
(HIPPY) program ........... 


Coahoma Community Col- 
lege Workforce Develop- 
ment Center, Clarksdale, 
MS for the STEP-UP 
PEOEPRAImY 4 one deos 


Cobbs Creek Environ- 
mental Education Cen- 
ter, Inc., Philadelphia, 
PA, to support environ- 
mental education pro- 
grams for high school 
students .......................... 


College Summit, Inc., 
Washington DC for ex- 
pansion of pilot sites ...... 


Colorado Charter Schools 
Institute, Denver, CO for 
educational programs ..... 


Columbus Public Schools, 
Columbus, OH, for the 
Attaining Achievement 
through Technology 
ргојесі: у аазыны айлан ызан 


Communities in Schools— 
Bell-Coryell Counties, 
Inc., Killeen, TX, for edu- 
cation services for at- 
Disk youth... oeste 


Communities in Schools 
Dallas, Inc., Dallas, TX, 
for case management, 
academic and social serv- 
ices for at-risk students 


Communities in Schools of 
East Texas, Inc., Mar- 
shall, TX, for services for 
at-risk students .............. 


Communities in Schools of 
Northeast Texas, 
Pflugerville, TX, for 
Services for at-risk stu- 
CONS ЛИРИК coves dens 


Communities in Schools of 
San Antonio, San Anto- 
nio, TX, to implement its 
Stay-in-School program 
in Bexar County, TX ...... 


Communities in Schools of 
Virginia, Richmond, VA, 
to help students achieve 
academic success, par- 
ticularly those at risk of 
school failure .................. 


Communities in Schools, 
Alexandria, VA, for na- 
tional program activities 
to coordinate community 
resources to help youth 
stay in school ................. 


Community Arts Program, 
Chester, PA for arts edu- 
CATION ыалын накы ederet 
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Community College of Bal- 
timore County, Balti- 
more, MD, for its Closing 
the Gap college prepara- 
tion and retention initia- 
tive for minority stu- 
dents, including student 
Scholarships .................... 

Community Consolidated 
School District 168, Sauk 
Village, IL, for education 
Services for at-risk stu- 
авв бл аға M 

Community Economic Em- 
powerment Corporation, 
Louisville, KY, for a 
childcare development 
сетер» e 

Community Foundation of 
Louisville, Louisville, 
KY for educational pro- 
ETATIS, рта ааа ыды 

Community Music School 
of Collegeville, Trappe, 
PA for music education .. 

Community of Caring, Salt 
Lake City, UT, to sup- 
port a National Office, in 
partnership with the Uni- 
versity of Utah, and to 
provide staff and рго- 
gram support .................. 

Community Service Soci- 
ety of New York, NY, for 
the Experience Corps 
Project, including volun- 
teer stipends, to provide 
literacy and educational 
services to students ........ 

Compassion Coalition, 
Utica, NY for after 
school programs ............. 

Congreso De Latinos 
Unidos, Philadelphia, PA 
for education programs 
for adjudicated  adoles- 
cents ages 13-18 .............. 

Connecticut Humanities 
Council, Middletown, CT, 
to implement the 
Motheread/Fatheread 
family literacy program 

Connecticut International 
Baccalaureate Academy, 
East Hartford, CT, for a 
Spanish Studies Program 
and a Library of Inter- 
national Studies ............. 

Cooperative Education 
Service Agency 8, Gillett, 
WI, for staff develop- 
ment, training and tech- 
NOLOGY west eem e at 

Cornell School District, 
WI, for after school pro- 
ETAIB ы ОДА T 

Corridor Community Char- 
ter School, Bennett, CO 
for educational programs 

COSI (Ohio Center of 
Science and Industry), 
Columbus, OH, for profes- 
sional development ......... 

Council for America's First 
Freedom, Richmond, VA, 
to expand its educational 
рговтатая овал ағы 

Cray Youth and Family 
Services, New Castle, PA, 
for mentoring initiatives 
and program support for 
disadvantaged youth ...... 

Creative Visions in Des 
Moines, IA for outreach 
to at-risk youth .............. 
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Crispus Attucks Associa- 
tion, Inc., York, PA for 
education programs for 


high-risk, low-income 
УОИ ОАЫ ОН гадо 
Crispus Attucks 
YouthBuild Charter 


School, York, PA, for a 
School readiness initia- 
Уе ААА Ы ЫДЫ 
Crispus Attucks 
YouthBuild Charter 
School, York, PA, for 
training and stipends ..... 
Cumberland School Dis- 
trict, WI, for after school 
рговтатп8:%, ады арындар кееі 
Cuyahoga County Board of 
County Commissioners, 
Cleveland, OH for an 
early childhood initia- 
TIVO iste Mene АЕ 
Daytop Village of New Jer- 
sey, Mendham, NJ for 
educational programs ..... 
Delaware Valley Historical 
Aircraft Association, 
Willow Grove, PA, for 
education programs ........ 
Delta Regional Partner- 
ship, Rosedale, MS for 
the Delta Education 
Partnership Online As- 
sessment and Interactive 
Accountability Instruc- 
tional Program to im- 
prove student achieve- 
TONG: а ТОККО 
Delta-School Craft Inter- 
mediate School District 
in Escanaba, MI for edu- 
cational programs in the 
global economy .............. 
Denison Independent 
School District, Denison, 
TX, for a Help One Stu- 
dent to Succeed (HOSTS) 
Reading Centered School 
Рровта Gees ка 
Denton Independent School 
District, Denton, TX for 
English language pro- 
ETAID: ИЗ И ETE 
Denver Public Schools 
Foundation, Denver, CO 
for Lights On After 
School programs ............. 
DePaul School, Louisville, 
KY, for computer equip- 
таей. ИРА ceni toe rhe 
Des Moines Community 
School District and 
Urban Dreams, Des 
Moines, IA, to continue à 
demonstration on full 
service community 
SCHOOIS налы ае м ent 
Des Moines Community 
School District to expand 
pre-kindergarten pro- 
ETATIS. ыны мы ал 
Detroit Lakes Community 
Center, Detroit, MN, for 
K-12 education programs 
Diamond Bar Center, Dia- 
mond Bar, CA, for Chil- 
dren’s Programs ............. 
Dinwiddie County Public 
School, Dinwiddie, VA, 
for equipment ................. 
Director's Council of Des 
Moines, IA, to coordinate 
youth services ................ 
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257,000 


150,000 


250,000 


Discovery Center of 
Science and Technology, 
Bethlehem, PA, for edu- 
cational programs and 
exhibits that will dem- 
onstrate best practices 
for teaching science ........ 

DoubleTake Community 
Service Corporation, 
Somerville, MA, for doc- 
umentary curriculum de- 
velopment for public 
school students ............... 

Dougherty County Public 
Schools, Albany, GA, for 
a parent-teacher commu- 
nications system ............ 

Eastchester Union Free 
School District, 
Eastchester, NY, for 
after school programs 
and technology ............... 

Edinboro University, 
Edinboro, PA, for a Stu- 
dent Achievement Gap 
ГІНЕ ОСИЕТ CITAS 

EdSolutions, Іпс., Nash- 
ville, TN, for an After 
School Learning Pro- 
gram- РИО аман 

Education Leaders Coun- 
cil, Washington, D.C., to 
expand the Following the 
Leaders project in Iowa .. 

Education Leaders Coun- 
cil, Washington, DC, for 
the Following the Lead- 
ers project ...................... 

Education Leaders Coun- 
cil, Washington, DC, for 
the Following the Lead- 
ers project in the State 
of Tennessee ................... 

Education Leaders Coun- 
cil, Washington, DC, for 
the Following the Lead- 
ers project program in 
АЗа8КЕа@ сыен. 

Education Service Center, 
Region 12, Hillsboro, TX, 
for a GEAR UP college 
preparedness program .... 

Endeavor Academy in 
Titusville, FL for math 
and science initiatives ... 

Envision Schools, San 
Francisco, CA, for the 
City Arts and Tech- 
nology High School ........ 

Ephrata Performing Arts 
Center, Ephrata, PA, to 
develop à music and arts 
education summer school 
program .......................... 

Erie Art Museum, Erie, 
PA, for curriculum devel- 
opment and educational 
OUUPGRC: d roce xeseto 

Erie Civic Theatre Associa- 
tion, Erie, PA, for out- 
reach and education pro- 
grams for school stu- 
dents at the Erie Play- 
HOUSE oec ox eorr tees 

Erie Philharmonic, Erie, 
PA, for music education 

ESF, Inc., Bryn Mawr, PA, 
for the after school and 
summer school programs 

Everybody Wins, NY, NY, 
for childhood literacy 
programs ........................ 
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Exploratorium, San Fran- 
cisco, CA, for an initia- 
tive to integrate science, 
mathematics and tech- 
nology education into 
after school programs ..... 

Fairbanks North Star Bor- 
ough School District in 
Fairbanks, AK for the 
PLATO Learning system 

Fairbanks North Star Bor- 
ough School District, 
Fairbanks, AK, for the 4 
R (Reading, Reasoning, 
Relationships and Rel- 
evance) Children's pro- 
BTA: араар Есен 

Fairfax County Public 
Schools, Fairfax VA, for 
the Emergency Medical 
Services Academy .......... 

Fairfax County Public 
Schools, Fairfax, VA for 
Chinese language pro- 
grams in Franklin Sher- 
man Elementary School 
and  Chesterbrook Ele- 
mentary School in 
McLean, Virginia ....... s 

Fairfax County Public 
Schools, Fairfax, VA for 
the Enterprise School ..... 

Fairfax County Public 
Schools, Fairfax, VA, for 
a Waterford Early Read- 
ing Project ................. i33 

Fairfax County Public 
Schools, VA, for the Ad- 
vancement Via Indi- 
vidual Determination 
Program at Glasgow Mid- 
dle School and Stuart 
High School .................... 

Fairmont School District 
#89, Lockport, IL for 
technology, equipment 
and textbooks ................. 

Family Communications, 
Inc., Pittsburgh, PA, to 
develop the Girls and 
Math Science Pittsburgh 
Partnership .................... 

Family Life Center, Inc., 
Louisville, KY, for the 
St. Stephen's Academy ... 

Father Мајопеуз Boy's 
Haven, Louisville KY, 
for an education program 
for children with special 
Deeds nere edocet eus 

Fayetteville Technical 
Community College, 
Fayetteville, North Caro- 
lina, for technology- 
training program for 
teachers .......................... 

Fight to Learn After 
School Program, Phila- 
delphia, PA, for after 
school programs ............. 

First Book, Washington, 
DC to provide books to 
disadvantaged children 
in Mississippi .................. 

First Gethsemane Center 
for Family Development, 
Louisville, KY, for edu- 
cation programs ............. 

Florida 4H Foundation, 
Gainesville, FL, for 
youth/adult partnerships 
to strengthen civic en- 
gagement ........................ 
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Florida Learning Alliance, 
Inc., Tallahassee, FL, for 
a Collaborate with Flor- 
ida Virtual School 
Projeot. орамы сын 

Florida Orchestra, Іпс., 
Tampa, FL, for an edu- 
cational program ............ 

Florida State University, 
Tallahassee, Florida, for 
a Florida reading, math 
and science initiative ..... 

Flossmoor School District 
161, Chicago Heights, IL, 
to implement its Sup- 
porting Students with 
Appropriate Interven- 
tions program for junior 
high school students ....... 

Education Leaders Coun- 
cil, Washington, DC, for 
for the following the 
leaders project in Clay 
County, WV and Roane 
County, WV school dis- 
БЕО ба ЖҮКТҮ 

Education Leaders Coun- 
cil, Washington, DC, for 
the following the leaders 
project to provide edu- 
cation and related serv- 
ices in schools in north- 
ern Rhode Island ............ 

Folwell Neighborhood As- 
Sociation, Minneapolis, 
MN, for the City Kids Co- 
op Program ..................... 

Fontana Teen Center, Fon- 
tana, CA, for after school 
programs:..4.2:2:.- ааа 

Forest Area High School, 
Tionesta, PA, for cur- 
riculum development ..... 

Fort Worth Independent 
School District, Fort 
Worth, TX, for an 
English literacy initia- 
AVG ov m 

Foundation for the Im- 
provement of  Mathe- 
matics and Science Edu- 
cation, San Diego, CA, to 
implement the Blueprint 
for Student Success 
Project in San Diego 
City Schools ................... 

Franklin Park  Conserv- 
atory, Columbus, OH, for 
an In-Service "Training 
Вровта pensa tree 

Frederick County Public 
Schools, Virginia for Chi- 
nese language programs 
in James Wood High 
School in Winchester, 
Sherando High School in 
Stephens City, and 
Millbrook High School in 
Winchester, VA .............. 

Freedoms Foundation at 
Valley Forge, Valley 
Forge, PA, for entrepre- 
neurship education pro- 
grams as part of the Free 
Enterprise Institute ....... 

French and Indian War 250, 
Inc., Pittsburgh, PA, for 
educational program- 
ming and activities asso- 
ciated with commemo- 
rating the French and In- 
Gian: War иу eite 

Fresno Metropolitan Mu- 
seum, CA, for the Mobile 
Science Project .............. 
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From the Top, Boston, MA 
for music education ac- 
tivities in Elgin, IL ........ 

Futures For Children, Al- 
buquerque, NM to expand 
educational services for 
Native American chil- 
OVEN) бар арылта он а tees 


Galena School District іп 
Galena, AK to support 
operation of its boarding 
school for low performing 
Native students from re- 
mote villages across 
Western Alaska .............. 


Gateway Cities Partner- 
ship, Inc. Paramount, 
CA, for the Math, Engi- 
neering, Science 
Achievement (MESA) en- 
richment program .......... 


Georgia Project, Inc., Dal- 
ton, GA, for initiatives 
to assist English lan- 
guage learners, including 
teacher recruitment and 
professional development 
activities... eire 


Gerda and Kurt Klein 
Foundation, Narbeth, 
PA, for character edu- 
cation, tolerance  edu- 
cation and community 
service programs for high 
School students ............... 


Gila County Schools, 
Globe, AZ for  edu- 
cational programming .... 


Gilman School District, 
WI, for after school pro- 
STAIN Lc M Бақалы 

Girl Scouts of Rhode Is- 
land, Inc., Providence, 
RI, for a character edu- 
cation and after school 
initiative for at-risk 
IT Some ЛЕК МАЕНДА 


Girl Scouts of the USA, 
Washington DC for Fair 
PIS аа оаа ал 


Girls Today, Women То- 
morrow, Los Angeles, 
CA, for after school pro- 
а ЛАПСИ ОУ Ges 

Give Every Child A 
Chance, Manteca, CA, for 
educational enrichment 
SOPVIGCOS: [orestis еке» 

Glendale School District, 
Flinton, PA, for tech- 
NOLOLY ыса д ыды ата e 

Go For Broke Educational 
Foundation, Gardena, 
CA, for curricula, mate- 
rials, and teacher train- 
ing to support instruc- 
tion about segregated 
military units in World 
War Шыбын ый ры Н 

GRAMMY Foundation, 
Santa Monica, CA for 
education programs ........ 

Grantsburg School Dis- 
trict, WI, for after school 
programs eere cbe ri inr 

Great Lakes Museum of 
Science Environment & 
Technology, Cleveland, 
OH, for science education 
Programs шаланыш ызалы 
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Great Projects Film Com- 
pany, Inc., Washington, 
DC, to produce ‘Edu- 
cating America," a docu- 
mentary about the chal- 
lenges facing our public 
Ее етее ОИ eee ын nen 

Greater Columbus Learn- 
ing Center, Columbus, 
MS for literacy services 

Greater Philadelphia 
Urban Affairs Coalition, 
Philadelphia, PA, for its 
Junior Journalism 
ТТТ 

Greater Sacramento Urban 
League, Sacramento, CA, 
for a dropout prevention 
рговтата uer бопе көн 

Greenpoint Monitor Mu- 
seum, Brooklyn, NY, to 
implement its “Бога 
Show" in New York City 
schools, and for related 
activities ........................ 

Groton Public School Sys- 
tem, Groton, CT, for a 
learning center, teacher 
training and after school 
programming .................. 

Gulf County School Board, 
Port St. Joe, FL, for 
health and physical edu- 
cation equipment ........... 

Harford County Board of 
Education, Aberdeen, 
MD, for the Math & 
Science Academy at Ab- 
erdeen High School ......... 

Harrod’s Creek Community 
Development, Inc., Lou- 
isville, KY, for education 
рговталтів) o dole oerte eue 

Haskins Laboratories, New 
Haven, CT, for the 
Haskins Early Reading 
Success Project for a 
mentor model of teacher 
professional development 
in reading instruction .... 

Hastings-on-Hudson School 
District, Hastings-on- 
Hudson, NY, for teacher 
professional development 

Health Care Medical Tech- 
nology, Pierre, SD, to de- 
velop interactive Inter- 
net-based health edu- 
cation software for K-12 
Students riisiin 

Heartbeats to the City, 
Inc., Canton, OH for after 
school programs ............. 

Heartland Regional Com- 
munity Foundation, St. 
Joseph, Missouri, for 
technology, equipment 
and curriculum develop- 
ment for the emPower 
Plant program ................ 

Helen Keller Worldwide, 
NY, for the ChildSight 
Vision Screening  Pro- 
gram and to provide eye- 
glasses to children whose 
educational performance 
may be hindered because 
of poor vision .................. 

Helping Energize and Re- 
build Ourselves, Inc. 
(H.E.R.O.), Philadelphia, 
PA, for its after school 
program and community 
computer center ............. 
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Heritage Health Founda- 
tion Inc., Braddock, PA 
for early care and after 
school programs ............. 


Hesperia Unified School 
District, Hesperia, CA, 
for an after school pro- 
gram for middle school 
Students .......................... 


HighTechHigh-Los Ange- 
les, Van Nuys, CA, for its 
technology education 
PORTANT сааган зана 


Hillsborough Community 
College, Tampa, FL, for 
its Information Tech- 
nology, Instructional 
Technology, Innovative 
Teaching (IT3) Program 
to develop and imple- 
ment a technology train- 
ing program for K-12 
твасћега о ада ен зды 


Hispanic Committee of 
Virginia, Falls Church, 
VA for education pro- 
ETATIS toss test poer tenet 


Hollidaysburg Area School 
District, Hollidaysburg, 
PA, for an interactive in- 
structional system ......... 


Homeless Children’s Edu- 
cation Fund, Pittsburgh, 
PA, for technology and 
to develop educational 
programming for home- 
less children ................... 


Homewood School District 
158, Homewood, IL, for 
diversity training, and 
after school and men- 
toring initiatives ............ 


Horton's Kids, Inc., Wash- 
ington, D.C., for edu- 
cation support and pro- 
gram expenses ................ 


Houston Independent 
School District, Houston, 
TX, to establish multi- 
purpose early childhood 
education centers ........... 


Houtzdale Regional Police, 
Houtzdale, PA, to sup- 
port improved student 
achievement through 
drug prevention activi- 
ini E 


Hudson River Performing 
Arts Center in 
Weehawke, NJ for edu- 
cational outreach  pro- 


Humphreys County  Li- 
brary System, Belzoni, 
MS for access and collec- 
tions improvements ........ 


Huntingdon College, Mont- 
gomery, AL, for training 
K-12 teachers in the use 
of education technology 


CAN LEARN Education 
Systems, New Orleans, 
LA, to implement its 
standards-based mathe- 
matics program in one or 
more school districts ...... 


CAN LEARN, New Orle- 
ang, НА. ва dieci ree 


H 


H 
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100,000 


100,000 


390,000 


340,000 


100,000 


50,000 


25,000 


100,000 


80,000 


770,000 


25,000 


16,000 


150,000 


250,000 


500,000 


3,000,000 


I CAN LEARN, New Orle- 
ans, LA to install and 
implement its pre-alge- 
bra and algebra edu- 
cational software system 
in at least six additional 
schools in the Mississippi 
Delta. cte eere ЫП 

I Know I Can, Columbus, 

H, for early college 
awareness programs ....... 

Illinois Mathematics and 
Science Academy, Au- 
rora, Illinois, for the 21st 
Century Information 
Fluency Program ........... 

Illinois State Board of 
Education, Springfield, 
IL, for Elgin U 46 for pro- 
fessional growth opportu- 
Titles: аана КА 

Illinois State Board of 
Education, Springfield, 
Illinois for Aurora East 
Unit School District #131 
for career and technical 
Studios estet esce тата 

Illinois State Board of 
Education, Springfield, 
Ilinois for Community 
Unit School District #300 
for school improvement 

IN TUNE Foundation, 
Santa Monica, CA, for its 
Kids in Tune character 
education, music and 
arts education programs 

Independence School Dis- 
trict, Independence, MO, 
for before- and after- 
school programs ............. 

Inner Harmony Founda- 
tion, Scranton, PA for 
curriculum development 

Institute for Education and 
the Arts, Washington, 
DC, to extend the Insti- 
tute’s K-12 education 
Progra са. дивни dte 

Institute for Educational 
Leadership, Washington, 
DC, for a Coalition for 
Community Schools 
project to facilitate the 
creation of community 
SCHOOIS) ады, osos лы 67 

Institute for Student 
Achievement, Lake Suc- 
cess, NY, for educational 
programs for at-risk stu- 
GONG ihe қаудан 

Institute for Student 
Achievement, Lake Suc- 
cess, NY, for educational 
programs for at-risk stu- 
dents at Annandale and 
Falls Church High 
Schools in Virginia ......... 

Institute for Student 
Achievement, Lake Suc- 
cess, NY, for school re- 
form activities, at 
Ossining High School, 
NY, in partnership with 
Columbia University ...... 

Institute for Student 
Achievement, Lake Suc- 
cess, NY, for school re- 
form activities, including 
teacher stipends, at Park 
East High School in Man- 
Кай ап ise teet тады!» 


2,000,000 


350,000 


500,000 


350,000 


150,000 


150,000 


500,000 


350,000 


100,000 


200,000 


300,000 


1,000,000 


150,000 


350,000 


100,000 


Institute for Student 
Achievement, Lake Suc- 
cess, NY, to implement 
school reform activities 
in certain school dis- 
tricts in New York ......... 

Institute of Heart Math, 
Boulder Creek, CO for a 
teacher retention and 
student dropout preven- 
tion program .................. 

Intermediate Unit #17, Wil- 
liamsport, PA, for tech- 
nological infrastructure 
to support school dis- 
tricts and enhance their 
access to information 
technology ...................... 

International Center for 
the Preservation of Wild 


Animals, Cumberland, 
OH, for an educational 
BROGAN ыдын ынна» 
International | House of 
Philadelphia, Philadel- 
phia, PA, %о provide 
standards-based edu- 


cational programs to pre- 
pare high school students 
for careers in engineer- 
ing, science, and math .... 
International Music Prod- 
ucts Association, Carls- 
bad, California, for music 
education ........................ 
Invent Iowa to encourage 
kids to invent and hold 
fairs to display those in- 
ұлға алат сатар дааа 
Iowa Association of School 
Boards, Des Moines, IA 
for the Lighthouse for 
School Reform project ... 
Iowa Department of Edu- 
cation to continue and 
expand a demonstration 
program for additional 
bilingual and English as 
a Second Language train- 
lng* ase cree eode ыны 
Iowa Department of Edu- 
cation to continue the 
Harkin grant program .... 
iPraxis, Philadelphia, PA 
to develop and conduct 
educational programs 
and workshops to inform 
teachers and students of 
opportunities in Sci- 
entific fields ................... 
Jacob's Pillow, Lee, MA, 
for performing arts edu- 
cational programs .......... 
James Madison University, 
Harrisonburg, VA for the 
National Center for 
Rural Science and Math- 
ematics Education ...... ave 
Jamestown 2007 Commis- 
sion, Jamestown, VA, for 
curriculum development 
associated with the 400th 
Anniversary of the set- 
tling of Jamestown ..... A 
JASON Foundation for 
Education, Needham 
Heights, MA, for STEP- 
UP ITONO e tensor. 
Jasper Area Family Serv- 
ices Center, Jasper, AL, 
for technology and edu- 
cation programs ............. 
Jazz at Lincoln Center, 
New York, NY, for jazz 
education programs ........ 
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750,000 
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625,000 


50,000 


125,000 


100,000 


650,000 


1,100,000 


15,000,000 


50,000 


100,000 


300,000 


100,000 


300,000 


25,000 


400,000 
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Jersey Shore High School, 
Jersey Shore, PA, for 
curriculum development 

Jewish Community Centers 
of Philadelphia—Klein 
Branch, Philadelphia, 
PA, for an early child- 
hood development pro- 
gram, which may include 
scholarships for students 

Joplin R-VII Public 
Schools, Joplin, MO for 
Success Builders At Risk 
DÜOg Pat ышаны ненин 

Joy2Learn Foundation, 
Palos Verdes Estates, 
CA, to create and dis- 
seminate curricula inte- 
grating the arts, and for 
professional development 

Junior Achievement, Colo- 
rado Springs, CO, to de- 
velop JA Enterprise Vil- 
IET. ола да ыы ОЙЫНДА? 

Kanawha County Board of 
Education, Clendenin, 
WV for the Herbert Hoo- 
ver High School Tech- 
nology Project ................ 

Kensington Area Min- 
istries, Philadelphia, PA, 
to support after school 
programs at Iglesia Del 
Barrio eve Сағыз безі 

Kids Voting USA, Tempe, 
AZ, for voter participa- 
tion programs through 
its national and affiliate 


OFICO аана 
Kids with A Promise—The 
Bowery Mission, 


Bushkill, РА ................... 
KIPP Foundation, бап 
Francisco, CA for KIPP 
schools in Oklahoma 
City, including subgrants 
KIPP Foundation, San 
Francisco, CA for leader- 
ship training апа ех- 
tended learning time at 
KIPP schools, including 


Subgrants ........................ 
KIPP Foundation, San 
Francisco, CA to 


subgrant to KIPP schools 
in the State of Tennessee 
to support student pro- 
STATING: ыса peret te 
КІРР Foundation, San 
Francisco, CA, for cur- 
riculum development and 
teacher training for Cali- 
fornia schools, including 


subgrants ........................ 
KIPP Foundation, San 
Francisco, CA, to 


subgrant to KIPP Phila- 
delphia Charter School 
for educational programs 
KnowledgeWorks, Cin- 
cinnati, OH for Р-16 Edu- 
cation in Ohio ................. 
KnowledgeWorks, Cin- 
cinnati, OH for the Ohio 
High School Trans- 
formation Initiative ....... 
Kutztown University, 
Kutztown, PA, to develop 
education programs to 
enhance the academic 
Skills and foster the in- 
terest of area high school 
students in higher edu- 
Сабои, sss adest eite 
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50,000 


162,000 


120,000 


2,500,000 


135,000 


50,000 


250,000 


100,000 


50,000 


3,000,000 


150,000 


200,000 


25,000 


200,000 


1,000,000 


50,000 


La Salle University, Phila- 
delphia, PA, for the Uni- 
versity Science and 
Technology Center to 
support math and science 
instruction for teachers 

Labor and Industry for 
Education, Hewlett, NY, 
for after school and pre- 
vention programs for at- 
risk youth ....................... 

Ladysmith-Hawkins 
School District, WI, for 
after school programs ..... 

LAMP Life Center Min- 
istries, Inc., Louisville, 
KY for educational pro- 
ВТА засан салыт 

Lancaster County Career & 
Technology Foundation, 
Mount Joy, PA, to de- 
velop curriculum and 
training programs for 
early childhood edu- 
сабт pe 

Lanett City Schools, 
Lanett City, AL, for a 
JROTC program ............. 

Laramie County School 
District One, Cheyenne, 
WY, for a English as a 
Second Language Pilot 
Ртојвеб на 

LA’s Best in Los Angeles, 
CA, for the After-School 
Enrichment Program ..... 

Learning Collaborative, In- 
dianapolis, IN, for the 
Smart Desktop Initiative 

Learning Point Associates/ 
North Central Regional 
Education Laboratory, 
Naperville, IL for No 
Child Left Behind imple- 
mentation technical as- 
SiStancoe..... eere tonne 

Lemay Child & Family 
Center, St. Louis, MO, 
for early childhood edu- 
cation and family lit- 
eracy programs ............... 

Leonardo Center for Art in 
cooperation with the 
Salt Lake City Corpora- 
tion for arts education ... 

Lesley University in Cam- 
bridge, MA for a pilot 
teacher training program 
in Nevada ....................... 

Line Mountain School Dis- 
trict, Trevorton, PA, to 
develop a pilot project 
designed to offer special- 
ized curriculum and vo- 
cational training related 
to careers in volunteer 
firefighting ..................... 

Literacy, Education and 
Ability Program, Mem- 
phis, TN to support edu- 
cational services ............. 

Little Earth Resident's As- 
sociation, Minneapolis, 
MN, for a learning and 
technology center ........... 

Livingston Parish School 
District, Livingston, LA 
for equipment ................. 

Loess Hills Area Education 
Agency in Iowa for a 
demonstration in early 
childhood education ....... 


100,000 


500,000 


250,000 


15,000 


50,000 


50,000 


185,000 


400,000 


500,000 


150,000 


180,000 


300,000 


100,000 


50,000 


250,000 


75,000 


100,000 


750,000 


Logan City School Dis- 
trict, Logan, UT, for sup- 
port of the Early Reading 
Assistance Project .......... 

Loneman School in Oglala, 
South Dakota for a 
Lakota language preser- 
vation program ............... 

Long Beach Unified School 
District, CA, for High 
School reform ................. 

Louisiana Tech University, 
Ruston, LA for Project 
LIFE teacher training .... 

Louisiana Youth Seminar 
in New Orleans, LA for 
training high school 
leaders uos eds 

Lucille  Beserra Roybal 
Youth and Family Cen- 
ter, Los Angeles, CA, for 
computers and tech- 
DOlOEy iiec ees e жалак 

Lycoming Career and 
Technology Center, Wil- 
liamsport, PA for an in- 
formation technology 
POST AM 3a о 

Madison Local School Dis- 
trict, Madison, OH, for 
equipment ...................... 

Maine Alliance for Arts 
Education, Augusta, ME 
to supports arts edu- 
CATION НЬ 

Mamaroneck Union Free 
School District, Mamaro- 
neck, NY, for a summer 
academy for elementary 
and middle school stu- 
CONS ESAE N 

Manchester Youth Devel- 
opment Center, Pitts- 
burgh, PA, to provide 
mentoring and after 
school programs for at- 
risk youth ....................... 

Mann Center for the Per- 
forming Arts, Philadel- 
phia, PA to support arts 
education за. rH 

Maricopa County Regional 
School District, Phoenix, 
AZ, for educational serv- 
ices at the Thomas J. 
Pappas Schools in Phoe- 
nix and Tempe, AZ ......... 

Marketplace for Kids in 
Mandan, ND for an entre- 
preneurial education pro- 
BLATT 52 ыы Ка detur nee 

Marshfield School District, 
WI, for distance edu- 
cation and equipment ..... 

Maryland State  Depart- 
ment of Education, Balti- 
more, MD, to develop, 
implement and evaluate 


Internet-enhanced in- 
SUPUGUIOD ыы ағалық 
Marywood University, 


Scranton, PA, for tech- 
nology and curriculum 
development for the Cen- 
ter for Assistive Tech- 
nology laboratories to 
provide training to K-12 
educators оп teaching 
practioes рсе 
Maspeth Townhall, Queens, 
NY, for after school pro- 
pr MMC 
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100,000 
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250,000 


200,000 


100,000 
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Matteson Elementary 
School District 162, 
Matteson, IL, for the 
Matteson Fellowship 
Program for academi- 
cally talented students, 
including equipment and 
technology ...................... 

Maui Economic Develop- 
ment Board in Hawaii for 
the Girls Into Science 
Program 

McKelvey Foundation, New 
Wilmington, PA, to sup- 
port McKelvey entrepre- 
neurial college scholar- 
ships for rural, low-in- 
come Pennsylvania high 
school graduates ............. 

Mellen School District, WI, 
for after school programs 

MENTOR/National Men- 
toring Partnership, Alex- 
andria, VA, to develop 
the Pennsylvania Men- 
toring Partnership and 
expand mentoring serv- 
ices in Philadelphia ........ 

Mercer School District, 
WI, for after school pro- 
STATIS! ede de etn tone 

Meredith-Dunn Learning 
Disabilities Center, Inc., 
Louisville, KY for a 
counselor ........................ 

Mesorah Heritage Founda- 
tion, Brooklyn, NY, for 
translation of classic 
texts and development of 
an English literature 
curriculum ...................-. 

Messiah College, Grant- 
ham, PA, to support ini- 
tiatives to improve edu- 
cational opportunities 
for children in grades K- 
ИАЕА 

Miami University, Oxford, 
OH, for preservation of 
the McGuffey Readers 
collection ....................... 

Miami-Dade County Public 
Schools, FL, for a teach- 
er training program on 
ега су а қы ыза мы 2 

MicroSociety, Inc., Phila- 
delphia, PA, to further 
develop and disseminate 
a whole school model of 
TOPOL: ЛАЛА не ка Уб; 

Military Heritage Founda- 
tion, Carlisle Barracks, 
PA, for the United Sates 
Army Heritage and Edu- 
cation Center for edu- 
cation materials and pro- 
grams on military and 
social history ................. 

Milken Family  Founda- 
tion, Santa Monica, CA, 
for the Teacher Advance- 
ment Program ................ 

Milton 5. Eisenhower 
Foundation, Washington, 
DC, for its full-service 
community schools іпі- 
tiative in Maryland ........ 

Milton 5. Eisenhower 
Foundation, Washington, 
DC, to replicate the full- 
service community 
School program in Penn- 
Bylvanla: uir edi ori sair 
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750,000 


100,000 


150,000 


250,000 


100,000 


175,000 


2,000,000 


250,000 


200,000 


Milwaukee Public Schools, 
Milwaukee, WI, for 
before- and after-school 
Рета „оаа 

Minnesota Humanities 
Commission, St. Paul, 
MN for an English lit- 
eracy initiative .............. 

Mira Loma High School, 
Sacramento, CA, for the 
International Bacca- 
laureate program ............ 

Mississippi Museum of Art, 
Jackson, MS, for Hardy 
Middle School After 
School Program .............. 

Mississippi State Univer- 
sity, Starkville, MS, 
Center for Economic 
Education and Financial 
Literacy for teacher 
training in economics in- 
Strüction еар 

Missoula Public School 
District, Missoula, MT to 
establish а technology 
and standards based 
learning program in the 
Missoula Public School 
И у оу беј ПАН rere 

Montana State University, 
Billings, MT for training 
of site-bound rural 
paraeducators in Mon- 
tana, South Dakota and 
Wyoming ........................ 

Montgomery Area School 


District, Montgomery, 
PA for curriculum devel- 
ортетпб ........................... 


Moore College of Art and 
Design, Philadelphia, PA 
for equipment and schol- 
arships for the Young 
Artists Workshop ........... 

MORE HEALTH, Inc., 
Tampa, FL, for a nutri- 
tion prograM .................. 

Motown Center, Detroit, 
MI, to develop and imple- 
ment curricula, music 
education, and after 
school programs ............. 

Mountain Arts Center, 
Prestonsburg, KY, for ex- 
pansion of its Music and 
Arts Development Pro- 
татырды eiie n peces uec 

Muntu Dance Theatre of 
Chicago, Chicago, IL, for 
arts education programs 

Murfreesboro City Schools, 
Murfreesboro, TN, for an 
early childhood edu- 
cation pilot program ...... 

Murray City School Dis- 
trict, Murray, UT, for 
after school and summer 
academic and  enrich- 
ment programs ............... 

Murray State University, 
Murray, KY for a Center 
for Teacher Excellence in 
Science and Mathematics 

National Association of 
Music Education 
(MENC), Reston, VA, to 
develop and disseminate 
information on model 
music education pro- 


1,200,000 


100,000 


83,000 


500,000 


100,000 


500,000 


1,500,000 


100,000 


50,000 


90,000 


400,000 


100,000 


300,000 


100,000 


200,000 


300,000 


50,000 


National  Aviary,  Pitts- 
burgh, PA for technology 
for the Flite-Zone 
immersive classroom and 
expansion of nature edu- 
cation programs ............. 

National Aviation Hall of 
Fame, Dayton, OH, for 
Project Sky Reach ......... 

National Baseball Hall of 
Fame and Museum, Coop- 
erstown, NY for edu- 
cational outreach using 
baseball to teach stu- 
dents through distance 
learning technology ....... 

National Center for Elec- 
tronically Mediated 
Learning, Inc., 
Woodbridge, CT, for the 
P.E.B.B.L.E.S. Project ... 

National Center for Family 
Literacy, Louisville, KY, 
for education outreach 
OffOTUS аса e ea ee 

National Center for Fa- 
thering, Ino., Kansas 
City, MO to improve stu- 
dent achievement 
through a school-based 
safety program ............... 

National Character Edu- 
cation Foundation, PA to 
conduct outreach рго- 
grams in character edu- 
cation in PA schools ....... 

National Charter Schools 
Institute, Mt. Pleasant, 
MI to expand the Virtual 
Training Center and 
Clearinghouse ................. 

National Foundation for 
Teaching  Entrepreneur- 
ship Pennsylvania, Pitts- 
burgh, PA, to provide fi- 
nancial literacy and en- 
trepreneurship education 
to low-income and mi- 
nority youth and to train 
educators іп Pennsyl- 
VANIA Xie eere ts cues 

National History Day for à 
history competition in 
Iowa 276 

National Italian America 
Foundation, Inc., Wash- 
ington, DC, for teacher 
training and to expand 
cultural programs .......... 

National Liberty Museum, 
Philadelphia, PA for a 
teacher training program 
to assist educators in ad- 
dressing violence in 
SCHOOLS «oss ierra eint 

National Native American 
Professional Develop- 
ment Center Foundation, 
Sheridan, Wyoming to 
establish a center to 
train teachers serving 
Native American  stu- 
dents in an early literacy 
learning and math frame- 
ЖОПЕ eei or pex e Debe суылы, 

National Student/Parent 
Mock Election, Tucson, 
AZ, for its voter edu- 
cation program ............... 

National Urban Tech- 
nology Center, New 
York, NY, for the Youth 
Leadership Academy 
character education cur- 
riculum in Pennsylvania 
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225,000 


50,000 
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Natural Resource  Edu- 
cation Center at 
Moosehead, Inc., Green- 
ville, Maine, for edu- 
cation programs, which 
may include the purchase 
of equipment and tech- 
NOLOGY: oce eee ТТТ 

Navajo County Schools, 
Holdbrook, AZ, for edu- 
cational programming .... 

Naval Undersea Museum 
Foundation, Keyport, 
WA, for its Science Edu- 
cation Alliance program 
to enhance science in- 
struction in local school 
distriots анди 

Neighborhood Centers As- 
sociation, Pittsburgh, 
PA, for support of after 
school and mentoring 
programs, including 
technology upgrades ....... 

Nevada Humanities, Reno, 
NV to create the first 
and only comprehensive 
reference work on Ne- 
Майа атна 

New Auburn School Dis- 
trict, WI, for after school 
programs 

New Futures, Burien, WA, 
for education and family 
literacy programs ........... 

New London Public 
Schools, New London, 
CT, for the development 
and implementation of 
preparatory academies 
and teacher training ....... 

New Mexico State Univer- 
sity for the Southern 
New Mexico Science, En- 
gineering, Mathematics 
and Aerospace Academy 

New School University, 
New York, NY, for a pilot 
program to provide sup- 
plementary services and 
support for at-risk, low- 
income high school stu- 
dent8 ieu се дыл 

New York University Child 
Study Center, New York, 
NY, for a ParentCorps 
project ...........11222. 

New Zion Community 
Foundation, Inc., Louis- 
ville, KY, for education 
Progra S- лаганнан нана 

Nome Public Schools for 
the Northwestern Alaska 
Career and ‘Technical 
Center to provide variety 
of vocational training 
courses to high school 
students in Nome, Alas- 
ka and the Bering Straits 
Реборн 

North Carolina Central 
University, Durham, NC, 
for academic enrichment 
and mentoring activities 
for at-risk students ........ 

North Carolina Electronics 
and Information Tech- 
nologies Association 
Education Foundation, 
Inc., Raleigh, NC, for a 
technology demonstra- 
tion project in the 2nd 
Congressional District .... 
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North Carolina Electronics 
and Information Tech- 
nologies Association 
Education Foundation, 
Inc., Raleigh, NC, for a 
technology demonstra- 
tion project in the "7th 
Congressional District .... 

North Carolina Electronics 
and Information Tech- 
nologies Association 
Education Foundation, 
Inc., Raleigh, NC, for the 
School technology dem- 
onstration ....................... 

North Central Regional 
Education Laboratory, 
Naperville, IL for tech- 
nical assistance activi- 
tios И Basins 

North Country Education 
Services Agency, Gor- 
ham, New Hampshire for 
educational opportuni- 
ties through the North 
Country Gear Up College 
Prep Initiative ................ 

North East Trees, Los An- 
geles, CA, for its Youth 
Environmental Career 
Training Program, іп- 
cluding student support 

North Rockland Central 
School District, 
Garnerville, NY, for tech- 
nology and teacher train- 
ing to improve student 
Science and literacy 
SES алынғанына тығы; 

North Slope Borough 
School District, AK for 
an Early Childhood Edu- 
cation Program for chil- 
dren in North Slope Bor- 
ough villages .................. 

Northeastern Pennsylvania 
Educational Television 
Association (WVIA), 
Pittston, PA, to inte- 
grate the Between the 
Lions program into the 
classroom to improve the 
English language and lit- 
eracy skills of Spanish- 
speaking youth ............... 

Northern Hills Family 
YMCA in Lead, South 
Dakota for after-school 
DIOBETAIDS- voice с тымыз 

Northern Lakes Network 
Consortium, Brainerd, 
MN to create the North- 
ern Lakes Network Con- 
sortium Online Assess- 
ment and Interactive Ac- 
countability Instruc- 
tional Program ............... 

Nuweetooun School at 
Tomaquag Museum, Exe- 
ter, RI to improve edu- 
cation for Native Amer- 
ican children .................. 

Nye County School Dis- 
trict, Pahrump, NV, for 
computers ....................... 

Oakland Unified School 
District, Oakland, CA, 
for the purchase, imple- 
mentation, and mainte- 
nance of a district-wide 
student information sys- 
COM BEIA TOET FEET TAE TE A 
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Oakwood School, Annan- 
dale, VA, to provide spe- 
cial education services to 
children with learning 
disabilities ...................... 

Office of Superintendent of 
Public Instruction, 
Olympia, WA, to support 
the student engagement 
project eec eser ка ска 

Ogden City School Dis- 
trict, Ogden, UT, for 
After School Remedial 
and Summer Bridge Pro- 
ТАН! M 

Ohio Board of Regents, Co- 
lumbus, OH for the Third 
Frontier Network— 
Science Education .......... 

Ohio Department of Edu- 
cation, Columbus, OH for 
Education Ohio ............... 

Oklahoma State Depart- 
ment of Education, Okla- 
homa City, Oklahoma, to 
sustain and expand their 
handheld computer pro- 
ТАШ ана аЬ 

Old Fort No. 4 Associates, 
Charlestown, New Hamp- 
shire for an education 
outreach program, focus- 
ing on early American 
history and early New 
Hampshire history .......... 

Omaha Home for Boys, 
Omaha, NE, for a before- 
and after-school program 
to improve the quality of 
education for at risk 
У ОИ erste, tet iets 

One World Now!, Seattle, 
WA, for after school pro- 
grams and student schol- 
arships for study in for- 
eign countries ................. 

Ontario School District, 
Ontario, OR for English 
language instruction ...... 

Opera Company of Phila- 
delphia, Philadelphia, PA 
for the Sounds of Learn- 
ing arts education pro- 
Pai: MVP lh ық атандар жы 

Orange County Fire Au- 
thority, Orange, CA, for 
K-12 fire safety and 
emergency preparedness 
education programs ........ 

Orrville Area Boys and 
Girls Club, Orrville, OH 
for computer technology 

Osseo Area Schools—Inde- 
pendent School District 
279, Maple Grove, MN, for 
an online assessment and 
interactive instructional 


PE ORV AUN a sev spen enis 
Ossining Union Free 
School District, 


Ossining, NY, for aca- 
demic, enrichment and 
technology services for 
middle school students ... 
Pacific Islands Center for 
Educational Develop- 
ment in American Samoa 
for educational programs 
Parents as Teachers Na- 
tional Center, St. Louis, 
MO to better reach and 
Serve families with lim- 
ited English proficiency 


50,000 


175,000 


300,000 


750,000 


750,000 


200,000 


200,000 


250,000 


250,000 


130,000 


100,000 


40,000 


15,000 


200,000 


100,000 


400,000 


1,600,000 
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Parents Inc., Anchorage, 
AK for a mentoring and 
youth program ............... 


Park Falls School District, 
WI, for educational serv- 
1668 дыра аа тады» 


Patrick County Education 
Foundation, Stuart, VA, 
for a college access ini- 
tiative, including GED 
assistance for individuals 
who have dropped out of 
high school ..................... 


Pelham Union Free School 
District, Pelham, NY, for 
its “Every Child Can 
Беай” project, including 
technology ...................... 


Pendleton County Board of 
Education, Franklin, 
WV, for а Distance 
Learning Initiative ......... 


Penn State Public Broad- 
casting, University Park, 
PA, to develop and dis- 
seminate print and 
multi-media teacher 
training materials .......... 


Pennsylvania Academy of 
Music, Lancaster, PA, to 
develop and conduct a 
performance-based, clas- 
sical music education 
КОНТА can Gee 


Pennsylvania Association 
of Latino Organizations, 
Inc., Harrisburg, PA, to 
assist Latino organiza- 
tions in Pennsylvania in 
developing educational 
and training resources to 
enhance education skills 
and address dropout 
ТӨЛЕН ааа 


Pennsylvania Ballet Asso- 
ciation, Philadelphia, 
PA, for outreach and 
education programs ........ 


Pennsylvania Educational 
Leadership Foundation, 
Summerdale, PA, to im- 
plement comprehensive 
school-to-career program 
in Pennsylvania schools 


Pennsylvania State Sys- 
tem of Higher Education, 
Harrisburg, PA, to de- 
velop a model program to 
assist teachers in inte- 
grating technology into 
the classroom ................. 


Pennsylvania Veterans 
Museum, Media, PA, for 
exhibit development and 
educational materials .... 


Performing Arts and Edu- 
cation Association of 
Southwest Iowa, Red 
Оа; ТА, RETI анай 


Philadelphia Foundation, 
Philadelphia, PA, for a 
Sports and Entertain- 
ment Career Expo to ex- 
pose high school students 
to career opportunities 
in the sports industry ..... 
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600,000 


200,000 


140,000 


51,000 


18,000 


50,000 


50,000 


50,000 


100,000 


50,000 


150,000 


75,000 


50,000 


50,000 


Philadelphia Health Man- 
agement Corporation, 
Philadelphia, PA, in col- 
laboration with the Na- 
tional Center for Learn- 
ing Disabilities, to con- 
duct early childhood lit- 
eracy training and pro- 
gram development ас- 
tivities as part of the Get 
Ready to Read! Initiative 

Philadelphia Martin Lu- 
ther King, Jr. Associa- 
tion for Nonviolence Inc., 
Philadelphia, PA, for the 
College for Teens pro- 
BETA ЕР i arterii 

Philadelphia Orchestra, 
Philadelphia, PA, for 
educational programs ..... 

Philadelphia Safe and 
Sound, Philadelphia, PA, 
to offer comprehensive 
youth development ас- 
tivities, including after- 
school programming, as 
part of a full community 
school approach .............. 

Philadelphia Theatre Com- 
pany, Philadelphia, PA, 
for education and out- 
reach programs which 
will foster  artists-in- 
school partnerships ........ 

Philadelphia Zoo, Philadel- 
phia, PA, for the Zoo 
Home School Education 
programs and the Zoo 
Apprentice programs ...... 

Phipps Conservatory and 
Botanical Gardens, Pitts- 
burgh, PA, to provide 
educational programs for 
students visiting the gar- 
CONS! fare лыбызда УА ЫДЫ 

Piedmont Community 
Foundation, Middleburg, 
VA for after school pro- 
STAINS wh сы рим и ауған а) 

Pinnellas County School 
District, Largo, FL, for a 
pilot project for online 
assessment апа inter- 
active accountability in- 
structional program ....... 

Pittsburgh Ballet Theatre, 
Pittsburgh, PA, for an 
arts education and out- 
reach program ................ 

Pittsburgh Life Science 
Greenhouse, Pittsburgh, 
PA, to develop an edu- 
cational curriculum to 
encourage students to 
pursue careers in life 
Sciences industry ............ 

Pittsburgh Parks Conser- 
vancy, Pittsburgh, PA, 
for education programs 
and curriculum develop- 
nicam € 

Pittsburgh School District, 
Pittsburgh, PA, for a Re- 
serve Teacher Corps ini- 
tiatiye АИ 

Pittsburgh Symphony Or- 
chestra, Pittsburgh, PA, 
for support of music edu- 
cation and outreach pro- 
за Тат l ЕРТЕРЕКТЕН 

Pittsburgh Voyager, Pitts- 
burgh, PA, for math and 
science education ........... 


100,000 


250,000 


200,000 


100,000 


75,000 


250,000 


100,000 


50,000 


500,000 


25,000 


50,000 


100,000 


100,000 


100,000 


75,000 


Playhouse Square Founda- 
tion, Cleveland, OH for 
educational programs ..... 

Plymouth Community Re- 
newal Center, Louisville, 
KY, for education pro- 
РНЕ 

Росопо Environmental 
Education Center, 
Dingmans Ferry, PA, for 
summer literacy and en- 
vironmental education 
programs гъан 


Pointe Coupee Parish 
School System, New 
Roads, LA for technology 
and computer infrastruc- 
DUE а ТЛ КҮЛҮКТҮГҮ, 


Polk County School Board, 
Bartow, FL, for a Leap 
Track Assessment and 
Instruction System for 
Grades К-5 ...................... 

Polynesian Voyaging Soci- 
ety in Honolulu, Hawaii 
for educational program- 
TINO 25226 Duet ae mace 

Port Chester—Rye Union 
Free School District, 
Port Chester, NY, for ex- 
tended day, teacher pro- 
fessional development, 
parent education, and 
other services to imple- 
ment full service commu- 
nity schools, including 
the Open Door Clinic ...... 

Portland United Methodist 
Center, Louisville KY, 
for academic support pro- 
OTAMI Pec 

Powell Gardens, 
Kingsville, MO to teach 
elementary and sec- 
ondary students about 
water conservation and 
plant science through 
educational programs ..... 

Presbyterian Community 
Center, Louisville, KY, 
for youth development 
education ........................ 

Prince William County 
Public Schools, Manas- 
sas, VA, for Bilingual 
Literacy Extended Kin- 
dergarten Program ......... 

Prince William County 
Public Schools, Manas- 
sas, VA, for Middle 
School Reading and Math 
Remediation Program .... 

Project 2000, Washington, 
DC, for after school pro- 
grams to provide aca- 
demic and mentoring 
services to inner city 
ТӨШЕН о ИРКЕН ТИКЕЛЕ 

Project GRAD-USA Inc., 
Houston, TX, for contin- 
ued support and expan- 
sion of the program fo- 
cusing on school reform 

Project HOME, Philadel- 
phia, PA, for an after 
School program ............... 

Project Rainbow, Philadel- 
phia, PA, to provide 
early childhood services 
and after-school pro- 


24815 


400,000 


30,000 


50,000 


200,000 


60,000 


50,000 


425,000 


50,000 


250,000 


50,000 


150,000 


150,000 


125,000 


20,000,000 


150,000 


250,000 
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Proyecto Pastoral, Los An- 
geles, CA, for computers, 
furnishings and pro- 
grammatic support for a 
pre-school center ............ 

Public/Private Ventures, 
Philadelphia, PA, for 
training апа technical 
assistance to support the 
Youth Education for To- 
morrow after school, lit- 
eracy model .................... 

Puget Sound Center Foun- 
dation, WA, for programs 
in science, technology, 
engineering and math 
among girls and other 
underrepresented groups 

QUILL Productions, Inc., 
Aston, PA, to develop 
and disseminate pro- 
grams to enhance the 
teaching of American 
HIStOLY ырды бекем 

Quindaro Development 
Corp., Kansas City, KS, 
for a computer learning 
center and related serv- 
ICOS суды ды ЛЕГО Г, 

Randolph County Board of 
Education, Cuthbert, GA, 
for its READS initiative 

Reading Instruction, Chi- 
cago, for the Chicago 
Public Schools’ Chicago 
Reading Initiative, a re- 
search-based instruction 
to improve reading 
achievement levels іп 
major urban areas .......... 

Reading is Fundamental, 
Washington, DC to estab- 
lish a program in Alaska 

ReadNet Foundation, New 
York, NY, for curriculum 
development ................... 

Recognizing Achievement 
and  Rewarding  Excel- 
lence (RARE) Founda- 
tion, Troy, MI for a char- 
acter education program 

Regional Office of Edu- 
cation, Loves Parks, IL, 
for a Web Wise Kids 
PLOJOCE: дозво 

Re-Inventing Schools Coa- 
lition of Anchorage, AK 
to expand its Alaska 
Quality Schools Model ... 

Research for Better 
Schools, Philadelphia, 
PA, to provide research- 
based technical assist- 
ance to school districts .. 

Rio Rancho Public 
Schools, Rio Rancho, NM 
for math and science 
teacher training ............. 

Riverside County Office of 
Education, Riverside, 
CA, for the Riverside 


County Achievement 
Team Plus Program ....... 
Rodale Institute, 


Kutztown, PA for devel- 
opment and support of à 
health and environ- 
mental education Web 
Site for children .............. 
Rose Hill Public School 
District, Rose Hill, KS 
for technology ................ 
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75,000 


50,000 


200,000 


25,000 


150,000 


25,000 


200,000 


50,000 


275,000 


175,000 


250,000 


500,000 


50,000 


400,000 


200,000 


100,000 


300,000 


Roseville City School Dis- 
trict, Roseville, CA, for 
an English Instruction 
Program ..................... 


Rosmond Gifford Zoo, Syr- 
acuse, NY for an edu- 
cational program ............ 


Rye Neck Union Free 
School District, Mamaro- 
neck, NY, for extended 
day and summer edu- 
cation services for 
English language learn- 
ers, and for family lit- 
eracy services ................. 


Sabine Parish School 
Board, Many, LA, for a 
Bridging the Gap in Pub- 
lic Education Project ..... 

Saint Louis Park School 
District, Saint Louis 
Park, MN, for the 9th 
Grade Asset Builders 
Program at Saint Louis 
Park High School ........... 


Saint Anthony Community 
Outreach Center, Inc., 
Louisville, KY, for pro- 
gram expansion .............. 


Saint Elizabeth’s Founda- 
tion to develop, imple- 
ment, and promote a 
middle school adoption 
awareness curriculum for 
use by health-social stud- 
ies teachers and other 
youth educators ............. 


Saint Joseph’s University, 
Philadelphia, PA, to de- 
velop a Public Education 
Partnership to provide 
professional development 
for area principals and 
teachers .......................... 


Saint Martin Center Ino., 
Erie, PA, for before and 
after school programs ..... 


Saint Mary's Center, Lou- 
isville, KY, for edu- 
cational programs .......... 


Salt Lake Community Col- 
lege, Salt Lake City, UT, 
for an English language 
software system ............. 


San Bernardino City Uni- 
fied School District, San 
Bernardino, CA for voca- 
tional training and work 
opportunities program ... 


San Bernardino County Su- 
perintendent of Schools, 
San Bernardino, CA, for 
an English Language 
Learners Initiative ......... 


San Bernardino County Su- 
perintendent of Schools, 
San Bernardino, CA, for 
School-to-careers initia- 
tives, including The Alli- 
ance and Virtual Hi-Tech 
Ае S oed ОНА 


Santa Barbara Center for 
the Performing Arts, 
California, for arts edu- 
cation programs ............. 


Santa Barbara County 
Education Office, Santa 
Barbara, CA, for Sobriety 
High School .................... 


200,000 


200,000 


28,000 


167,000 


150,000 


25,000 


100,000 


100,000 


25,000 


40,000 


200,000 


350,000 


500,000 


820,000 


60,000 


100,000 
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Save the Children, Wash- 
ington, D.C. to support 
the Mississippi River 
Delta sub office for after 
school programs for low- 
income children in rural 
Mississippi ...................... 

Save the Children, West- 
port, CT, for the Acceler- 
ated Reading program for 
low-income children in 
ATKABSAS utere tineis 

Save the Children, West- 
port, CT, to implement 
the Accelerated Reader 
program for low-income 
children in South Caro- 
па са со ore Pe ee e 

School Board of Broward 
County, Fort Lauderdale, 
FL, for the Broward Vir- 
tual University online 
teacher professional de- 
velopment initiative ...... 

School District of Palm 
Beach County, FL, West 
Palm Beach, FL, for a 
Family Literacy Project 

School District of Palm 
Beach County, West 
Palm Beach, FL, for its 
New ‘Teacher Mentor 
Рова MM I 

Scotland County School 
District, Laurinburg, 
North Carolina, to imple- 
ment a HOSTS Reading 
Centered | School Pro- 
РӘШ Locas piger ed x px 

Search to Involve 
Philipino Americans, Los 
Angeles, CA, for after 
School programs, includ- 
ing technology ................ 

Settlement Music School, 
Philadelphia, PA, to sup- 
port arts education ......... 

Shawnee Gardens Tenants 
Association, Inc., Louis- 
ville, KY, for education 
Drogtrats- ТКЕН 

Shelby County Schools, 
Memphis, TN, for its 
Project Start Smart 
early childhood edu- 
cation initiative ............. 

Shell Lake School District, 
WI, for after school pro- 
B'PAITIS a copas esa renal ERR 

Shiloh Community  Re- 
newal Center, Louisville, 
KY, for after school pro- 
РАНА еза йкы кк ынын наа 

Sioux City Community 
School District in Sioux 
City, IA to continue and 
expand the implementa- 
tion of testing software 
in IOWA қаса ы 

Smith Memorial Play- 
grounds and Playhouse, 
Philadelphia, PA, to de- 
velop and expand after 
school programs with a 
focus on literacy skills ... 

Sophia Academy,  Provi- 
dence, RI to support edu- 
cational programs for 
girls from socio-economi- 
cally disadvantaged 
backgrounds ................... 


100,000 


350,000 


450,000 


100,000 


480,000 


400,000 


50,000 


75,000 


100,000 


25,000 


150,000 


200,000 


60,000 


500,000 


25,000 


150,000 
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South Dakota Department 
of Education, Office of 
Career and ‘Technical 
Education, Pierre, SD, 
for the Health Occupa- 
tions for Today and To- 
morrow project ............... 

Southern Illinois Univer- 
sity—Carbondale, College 
of Education and Human 
Services, Carbondale, IL, 
for the Saluki Kids’ 
Academy ......................... 

Southern  Tioga School 
District, Blossburg, PA 
for curriculum develop- 
POUE ОРООНУ РУО 

Southwest/West Central 
Services Cooperative, 
Marshall, MN, for a 
youth mentoring and 
business education pro- 
ТӘЛ ааа катане 

Space Education  Initia- 
tives, Green Bay, WI for 
the Wisconsin Space 
Science Initiative ........... 

Spooner School District, 
WI, for after school pro- 
BIAIS. ар Ал аа ДЫМ дын. 

Springfield Regional Arts 
Council, Springfield, MO, 
for arts education ........... 

Springfield School District 
#186, Springfield, IL, for 
a middle school history 
experience ...................... 

Springfield School District 
19, Springfield, OR, for 
its Schools Plus Initia- 
CLV Or, шна SAR ie ЫҒЫН 

SquashSmarts, Philadel- 
phia, PA, to provide aca- 
demic tutoring and men- 
toring of underserved, 
urban middle school stu- 
dents as part of an after 
School program ............... 

St. Petersburg College, St. 
Petersburg, Florida, to 
establish the Center for 
Teaching Transformation 

Stan Hywet Hall and Gar- 
dens, Akron, OH, for edu- 


cational development 
and curriculum program- 
TUB, алал Son ee ада Ud 


Stark County Educational 
Service Center, Canton, 
OH for an elementary 
math and science pro- 
BT AMIN ылу» н УЕН 

Starr Commonwealth, Van 
Wert, OH, for the No Dis- 
posable Kids (NDK) pro- 
OTAMI уызында edu PET 

State of Alaska Depart- 
ment of Education and 
Early Development for 
the Alaska Community 
Pre School Project ......... 

State of Alaska Depart- 
ment of Education and 
Early Development 
project to meet stand- 
ards of No Child Left Be- 
hind through teacher 
mentoring and retention 
Strategies ....................... 

State of Alaska Depart- 
ment of Education and 
Early Development 560 
continue funding for its 
Right Start extended-day 
kindergarten program .... 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


65,000 


300,000 


100,000 


340,000 


163,000 


200,000 


1,400,000 


95,000 


200,000 


50,000 


350,000 


100,000 


250,000 


200,000 


500,000 


1,500,000 


1,000,000 


State University of New 
York at Cortland, 
Cortland, NY for recruit- 
ment of students to 
Science teaching ............. 

State University of New 
York-Oswego, Syracuse, 
NY for the Roads from 
Seneca Falls project ....... 

Success for All Founda- 
tion, Inc., Baltimore, 
MD, for a fully aligned 
system for district and 
state education reform in 
Ји фа на аи тини 

Summer Camp Opportuni- 
ties Provide an Edge 
(SCOPE), New York, NY 
for YMCA Camps 
Skycrest, Speers and 
јара: 22:5 3 даны vad 

Summerbridge Louisville, 
Inc., Louisville, KY, for 
education programs ........ 

SURE Foundation, Wash- 
ington, DC for computers 
and educational mate- 
TIAIS н 

Swope Community Build- 
ers, Kansas City, MO for 
education programs serv- 
ing students in the Brush 
Creek Strategy Area ...... 

Syracuse Symphony Or- 
chestra, Syracuse, NY for 
educational programs ..... 

Talladega County Schools, 
Talladega, AL, for equip- 
Ino изм Ек нала ел. 

Tarrytown Union Free 
School District, Sleepy 
Hollow, NY, for after 
school programs and 
family literacy activities 

Teach for America to ex- 
pand into Clark County, 


Teach for America, New 
York, NY for continued 
expansion ....................... 

Technical Expositions and 
Conferences, Inc., Colum- 
bia, SC for Camp Success 

Teen Center of Wilton, 
Inc., Wilton, CT, for 
after-school programs .... 

Temple University, Phila- 
delphia, PA, to develop 
programs to address stu- 
dent achievement in 
math and literacy ........... 

Texas Tech University, 
Lubbock, TX, for expand- 
ing opportunities in 
math and science edu- 
cation at the Hill Coun- 
try Campus ..................... 

The Story Project, Culver 
City, CA, to support after 
School literacy programs 
for junior high and high 
School students ............... 

THINK Together, Santa 
Ana, California, for after 
School programs ............. 

Thomas J. Pappas Elemen- 
tary School, Phoenix, 
AZ, for Project TEAMS .. 

Thornton Fractional 
Township High School 
District 215, Calumet 
City, IL, to develop an 
alternative school for 
chronic truants .............. 


150,000 


215,000 


1,400,000 


30,000 


25,000 


175,000 


125,000 


200,000 


100,000 


250,000 


250,000 


1,000,000 


100,000 


100,000 


200,000 


100,000 


250,000 


400,000 


250,000 


100,000 


Thorp School District, WI, 
for after school programs 
TIDES Center in Seattle, 
WA, for One World Now!, 
a project to expand lan- 
guage programs in after 
school programs ............. 
Tiger Woods Foundation, 
Los Alamitos, CA, to 
offer programs to at-risk 
VY OUG cer ee рз; 
Titusville YMCA, 
Titusville, PA, for tech- 
nology and equipment .... 
To provide assistance to 
low-performing schools, 
$18,000,000 shall be for a 
grant to the Common- 
wealth of Pennsylvania 
Department of Education 
to provide assistance, 
through subgrants, to 
low-performing school 
districts. The Common- 
wealth initiative is in- 
tended to improve the 
management and oper- 
ations of the school dis- 
tricts; assist with cur- 
riculum development; 
provide after-school, 
summer and weekend 
programs; offer teacher 
and principal profes- 
sional development and 
promote the acquisition 
and effective use of in- 
structional technology 
and equipment. ............... 
Today Foundation, Dallas, 
TX, for the Imagination 
Station literacy program 
to deliver reading cur- 
riculum over the Inter- 
net using animation ....... 
Toledo Public Schools, To- 
ledo, OH, for its Con- 
struction Career Acad- 
ӨТЕУ ышыгы арке ына ағынына 
Toledo Zoo, Toledo, OH for 
Thinking Works ............. 
Tredegar National Civil 
War Museum Founda- 
tion, Richmond, VA, for 
a web-based educational 
PROSTAR. суытады ды»: 
Troy Area School District, 
Troy, PA, for technology 
Turlock School Districts, 
Turlock, CA, for English 
instruction КАРИН ы 
U.S. Dream Academy, Co- 
lumbia, MD to improve 
student achievement and 
help bridge the digital di- 
vide for disadvantaged 
Ghildren. сəн дамы 
U.S. Virgin Islands, De- 
partment of Education, 
St. Thomas, VI, for Bea- 
con after-school commu- 
nity learning centers ...... 
Union Parish School Dis- 
trict, Farmerville, LA for 
the PLATO Learning 


Prf0jéGU. 4: eese everti 
United Way of South- 
eastern Pennsylvania, 


Philadelphia, PA, for the 
West Philadelphia Dig- 
ital Inclusion Project ..... 
Unity School District, WI, 
for after school programs 
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250,000 


200,000 


100,000 


100,000 


18,000,000 


50,000 


275,000 


50,000 


200,000 


150,000 


100,000 


100,000 


300,000 


400,000 


100,000 


500,000 
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University of Alaska/Fair- 
banks in Fairbanks, AK, 
working with the State 
of Alaska and Catholic 
Community Services, for 
the Alaska System for 
Early Education Devel- 
opment (SEED) ............... 

University of Arkansas, 
Fayetteville, Arkansas, 
for the National Office 
for Rural Measurement 
and Evaluation System .. 

University of Idaho, Mos- 
cow, ID, for the Gateway 
to Calculus Program, a 
statewide, WWW -based 
outreach program for 
pre-college-calculus stu- 
dents 12222222222... 7.2.02... 

University of Iowa Belin 
Blank Center for Gifted 
Education to continue 
the AP Online Academy 

University of Louisville, 
Louisville, KY, for the 
Center for Research- 
Based Educational Im- 
provement and Assess- 
тепне ede ee e oa жіті 

University of Maine at 
Farmington, Farm- 
ington, МЕ, to support 
professional development 
for new апа current 
teachers, which may in- 
clude the acquisition of 
technology and equip- 
MON: уана оа БА 

University of Northern 
Colorado, Greeley, CO for 
an evaluation of teaching 
Робат а users Iud 

University of Northern 
Iowa to continue the 2+2 
teacher education dem- 
onstration program ........ 

University of  Pennsyl- 
vania, Philadelphia, PA, 
to develop educational 
programming апа рго- 
vide professional devel- 
opment for the West 
Philadelphia Partnership 
for Community Schools .. 

University of Southern 
Mississippi, Hattiesburg, 
MS, for the Frances A. 
Karnes Center for Gifted 
Studies to support sum- 
mer gifted and leadership 
programs and research ... 

University of Tennessee, 
Martin, TN, for its 
Reelfoot Lake Science 
Сөпбөт' аи ње ыр 

University of Wisconsin- 
Eau Claire in Eau Claire, 
WI for expansion of the 
Jumpstart program for 
early childhood edu- 
Салонда 

University of Wisconsin- 
Platteville in Platteville, 
WI for an online alter- 
native teacher certifi- 
cation program ............... 

Urban League of Metro- 
politan Denver, Denver, 
CO, for after school and 
summer school programs 

Urban League of Morris 
County, Morristown, NJ, 
for a youth and family 
literacy program ............ 
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1,250,000 


150,000 


700,000 


1,450,000 


700,000 


250,000 


50,000 


500,000 


200,000 


175,000 


400,000 


100,000 


100,000 


350,000 


200,000 


Urban Youth Action, Inc., 
Pittsburgh, PA, to de- 
velop and expand its 
Youth Development pro- 
gram that provides pre- 
employment training for 
high school students ....... 

USD #831 Kingman/Nor- 
wich, Kingman, KS for 
computers at Kingman 
High School, Kingman 
Elementary School and 
Norwich School .............. 

USD 470 Public Schools, 
Arkansas City, KS for 
Project XCELL ............... 

Utah State Office of Edu- 
cation to improve read- 
ing in rural schools ........ 

Utah State Office of Edu- 
cation, Salt Lake City, 
UT to improve qualifica- 
tions for teachers who 
teach multiple subjects 
in rural areas .................. 

Venango County AVTS, Oil 
City, PA, for curriculum 
development ................... 

Vermont State Colleges of 
Waterbury, VT for a dual 
enrollment program for 
academically at-risk sec- 
ondary school students ... 

Vernon Parish School 
Board, Leesville, LA, for 
Network Switch Upgrade 

Village of Richton Park, 
Richton Park, IL, for 
after school programs ..... 

Virginia Commonwealth 
University, Richmond, 
VA, for the Great Cities’ 
Universities Urban Edu- 
cators Corps Partnership 
Initiative ........................ 

Virginia Community Col- 
lege Systems, Richmond, 
VA to address severe 
healthcare workforce 
shortages in these col- 
leges’ service areas ......... 

Voluntary Interdistrict 
Choice Corporation, St. 
Louis, MO, for a public 
school choice program .... 

Wake Education Partner- 
ship, Raleigh, NC, for 
school leadership and 
teacher professional de- 
velopment initiatives ..... 

Walnut Grove School Dis- 
trict R-IV, Walnut 
Grove, MO for computer 
and school equipment ..... 

Warren County Career Cen- 
ter, Warren, PA, for cur- 
riculum development ..... 

Washington Education 
Foundation to replicate 
mentoring/scholarship 
programs for low-income 
Students .......................... 

Washington National 
Opera, Washington, DC, 
for a music education 
program in Maryland ..... 

Washoe County School Dis- 
trict in Nevada for an 
English Instructional 
DIOBEPAID eicere eerte eres 

Washoe County School Dis- 
trict, NV, for an online 
assessment and account- 
ability instructional pro- 
STAIN, id uris eet gles site eee Eu 


75,000 


300,000 


300,000 


650,000 


400,000 


300,000 


500,000 


167,000 


100,000 


350,000 


150,000 


320,000 


225,000 


12,000 


100,000 


500,000 


150,000 


250,000 


250,000 


Waubonsee Community 
College, Sugar Grove, IL, 
to implement an English 
language instructional 
programi адырға heel 

Wayne Art Center, Wayne, 
PA, for arts education, 
including teacher train- 
ing and workshops for 
Student иако иако 

Wellsboro Area School Dis- 
trict, Wellsboro, PA, for 
curriculum development 

West Oak Lane Charter 
School, Philadelphia, 
PA, for equipment and 
technology upgrades ....... 

West Virginia High Tech- 
nology Foundation, Fair- 
mont, WV, for develop- 
ment of а technology- 
based teacher profes- 
sional development 


Westchester Philharmonic, 
White Plains, NY, for 
music education  pro- 


Western Kentucky Univer- 
sity, Bowling Green, KY, 
for education, training, 
and enrichment, which 
may include’  work-re- 
lated skills training and 
postsecondary education 
Services, for primary and 
secondary students, their 
caregivers, and non-tra- 
ditional students, includ- 
ing adults ...................... 

Western Kentucky Univer- 
sity, Bowling Green, KY, 
for the E-Train Initiative 

White Plains Housing Au- 
thority, White Plains, 
NY, for after school and 
weekend tutorial  pro- 


Whole Backstage, Inc, 
Guntersville, AL, for the 
Children’s Theater Edu- 
cation Center .................. 

Winfield Public School Dis- 
trict, Winfield, KS for 
educational programs ..... 

Wittenberg University, 
Springfield, Ohio, for the 
Springfield Alliance for 
Minority Teacher Re- 
cruitment and Prepara- 
tion Program .................. 

Wordsworth Academy, 
Fort Washington, PA, for 
the York Alternative 
Education Program. ........ 


World Impact, Los Angeles, 
CA, for programming to 
educate and mentor at- 
risk youth at its Har- 
mony Heart Camp in 
Jermyn, РА .................... 

WQED Multimedia Pitts- 
burgh, Pittsburgh, PA, to 
develop educational pro- 
gramming for adoles- 
cents focusing on career 
literacy ыы таныды бра 

WQLN Educational Serv- 
ices, Erie, PA, to develop 
on-line educational re- 
SOUPCES PTT 
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100,000 


75,000 
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100,000 
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500,000 


40,000 


25,000 


300,000 
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100,000 


100,000 


50,000 
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WVSA arts connection, 
Washington, DC, for edu- 
cation and training ini- 
tiatives for youth with 
disabilities and special 
пева EE еее кан њене 

Wyatt Community and 
Family Life Center, Chi- 
cago, IL, for after school 
enrichment activities, 
including its Historic 
Perspectives of Living 
Legends in the African 
American Community: 
1912-Present initiative ... 

Yakima School District, 
Yakima, WA, for an 
English Education Soft- 
ware Program ................. 

Yancey County Schools, 
Burnsville, NC, for equip- 
ment and materials ........ 

YMCA of Carlisle, Carlisle, 
PA, for professional de- 
velopment for teachers 
on character education ... 

YMCA of Central Ken- 
tucky, Lexington, KY, 
for its Black Achievers 
Рова 12. ett 

YMCA of Easton, Easton, 
PA, for after school pro- 
gramming for K-12 stu- 
pond 

YMCA of Harrisburg, Har- 
risburg, PA, to provide 
mentoring services for 
minority youth ............... 

YMCA of McKeesport, 
McKeesport, PA, to sup- 
port the Teen LEAD pro- 
gram serving at-risk, 
inner city teens .............. 


YMCA of Pennsylvania, 
Harrisburg, PA, for its 
Youth in Government 
PLOSTAM ik. deseen eere ense 


YMCA of Pittsburgh, Pitts- 
burgh, PA, for tech- 
nology upgrades and to 
develop and implement a 
Technology Literacy Ini- 
tiative to train K-12 
teachers and students in 
the use of computers ...... 

YMCA of York and York 
County, York, PA, to de- 
velop and implement a 
Path for Teens leadership 
and community program 

Yonkers Public Schools, 
Yonkers, NY, for after 
school and Saturday aca- 
demic апа enrichment 
activities, literacy serv- 
ices, music and arts edu- 
cation, and parent in- 
volvement activities ...... 

Young Black Men's Asso- 
ciation, Warren, OH, for 
its Community Service 
Recording Studio project 

Youngstown Symphony So- 
ciety, Inc., Youngstown, 
OH for educational pro- 
Бата во касти на СТ ТІННІҢ 

Youngstown/Warren Re- 
gional Chamber, Warren, 
OH, for its Mahoning 
Valley Educational Ini- 
BIA IVO Lili egerit 

Youth Alive, Inc., Louis- 
ville, KY, for tutoring, 
homework assistance and 
mentoring ...................... 
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100,000 


100,000 


250,000 


50,000 


50,000 


350,000 


50,000 


50,000 


50,000 


50,000 


50,000 


50,000 


1,000,000 


50,000 


150,000 


590,000 


40,000 


Youth Sports and Recre- 
ation Commission, De- 
troit, MI, for youth edu- 
cation and training serv- 
1008 ов uses ЛАЛУУ 

YouthFriends Michigan, 
Traverse City, MI, for a 
school based mentoring 
DIOBTAI мы ысы ув 

Zero to 5 Foundation, East 
Los Angeles, CA, for a 
pre-school education 
project in Boyle Heights 
in east Los Angeles ........ 

Other programs 
The conference agreement includes 

$23,500,000 for the Ready to Learn program 

instead of $22,864,000 as proposed by the 

House and $24,000,000 as proposed by the Sen- 

ate. The conferees continue to strongly sup- 

port the educational and outreach objectives 
of the Ready to Learn Television program. 

The conferees are especially pleased that tel- 

evision programs such as Dragon Tales and 

Between the Lions developed with funding 

from Ready to Learn have been recognized 

with national parent and television produc- 
tion awards. The conferees reiterate the 
unique mission of Ready to Learn, which is 
to use the television medium to help prepare 
pre-school age children for school. The tele- 
vision programs that must fulfill this mis- 
Sion are to be specifically designed for this 
purpose, with the highest attention to pro- 
duction quality and validity of research- 
based educational objectives, content, and 
materials. Therefore, the conferees expect 
that the grant competition administered for 

а new award under this program will empha- 

size the importance of investing Ready to 

Learn resources in those programs that have 

proven to fulfill this mission, acquiring new 

programs with scrutiny, and distinguishing 

Ready to Learn programs from content eas- 

ily available on commercial and cable tele- 

vision. 

The conference agreement includes 
$4,970,000 for dropout prevention programs 
instead of $10,000,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. The House did not propose funding for 
this program. 

The conference agreement includes 
$30,000,000 for advanced placement fees as 
proposed by the House instead of $33,534,000 
as proposed by the Senate. The conferees in- 
tend that the first priority of the program is 
to awards grants to States to subsidize test 
fees for low-income students who are en- 
rolled in an Advanced Placement class and 
plan to take an Advanced Placement test. 
The balance of the funds are allocated for 
Advanced Placement Incentive Program 
grants, which are competitive grants to 
states, school districts and national non- 
profit educational agencies for programs 
that expand access for low-income individ- 
uals to Advanced Placement programs. Eligi- 
ble activities include teacher training and 
participation in online Advanced Placement 
courses, among other related purposes. 

SAFE SCHOOLS AND CITIZENSHIP EDUCATION 


The conference agreement includes 
$867,713,000 for programs in the safe schools 
and citizenship education account, instead of 
$801,369,000 as proposed by the House and 
$902,008,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes 
$153,767,000 for national programs as pro- 
posed by the House instead of $156,219,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. The conference 
agreement includes funding for the following 
activities: 


100,000 


100,000 


150,000 


School Safety Initiatives .. $30,000,000 
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Planning/Needs Assess- 

ment/Data for State 

Grants” ааа реон нр 9,548,000 
Safe Schools/Healthy Stu- 

DOD: а и ЫМЫЫ: 90,000,000 
Drug Testing Initiative ..... 10,000,000 
Postsecondary Ed Drug 

and Violence Prevention 5,000,000 
Impact Evaluation ............ 2,000,000 
Information and materials 1,250,000 
Data collection and anal- 

СУРЕТТИ арығы 2,000,000 
Other joint projects with 

Federal agencies ............. 1,000,000 
Other program improve- 

ment activities ............... 1,819,000 
National Recognition Pro- 

EPA ange nU wets аа Ы 850,000 
National Clearinghouse for 

School Facilities ............ 300,000 


The conferees direct the Department to 
implement the Act consistent with their in- 
tent, as reflected in the table above, and re- 
quest an implementation plan to be sub- 
mitted to the House and Senate Committee 
on Appropriations within 30 days of enact- 
ment of the Department of Education Appro- 
priations Act, 2005. To the extent that the 
Department wishes to reprogram funds in 
order to address other activities or alter the 
allocation of funds for activities listed in the 
chart above, the conferees expect the Depart- 
ment to follow the guidance provided in this 
statement of the managers. 

The conference agreement includes bill 
language requiring the Department to spend 
$850,000 for the National Recognition Awards 
program under the guidelines described in 
section 120(f) of Public Law 105-244. 

The conference agreement includes 
$33,000,000 for grants to reduce alcohol abuse 
instead of $35,000,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. The House did not propose funding for 
this activity. 

The conference agreement includes 
$49,705,000 for mentoring programs as pro- 
posed by the House instead of $65,000,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. The agreement also 
includes $24,691,000 for character education 
as proposed by the Senate instead of 
$24,961,000 as proposed by the House. The con- 
ference agreement includes $35,000,000 for el- 
ementary and secondary school counseling 
instead of $33,799,000 as proposed by the 
House and $36,000,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. 

The conference agreement includes 
$74,000,000 for physical education programs 
instead of $69,587,000 as proposed by the 
House and $75,000,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. This amount includes $2,000,000 to sup- 
port the Special Olympics National Games as 
proposed by the Senate. In addition, within 
the amounts appropriated, the conferees ex- 
pect that a portion of the funds will be set 
aside to be awarded in new grants and 
projects for fiscal year 2005. 

The conference agreement includes 
$29,642,000 for the Civic Education program 
to support both the We the People programs 
and the Cooperative Education Exchange, in- 
stead of $28,642,000 as proposed by the House 
and $30,642,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
The conferees intend that $17,350,000 will be 
provided to the nonprofit Center for Civic 
Education to support the We the People pro- 
grams. Within the total for the We the Peo- 
ple program, the conferees intend that 
$3,050,000 be reserved to continue the com- 
prehensive program to improve public 
knowledge, understanding, and support of 
American democratic institutions which is a 
cooperative project among the Center for 
Civic Education, the Center on Congress at 
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Indiana University, and the Trust for Rep- 
resentative Democracy at the National Con- 
ference of State Legislatures, and that 
$1,525,000 be used for continuation of the 
school violence prevention demonstration 
program, including $500,000 for the Native 
American initiative. 

The conference agreement also includes 
$12,292,000 for the Cooperative Education Ex- 
change program. Within this amount, the 
conferees intend that $4,600,000 is for the 
Center for Civic Education and $4,600,000 for 
the National Council on Economic Edu- 
cation, while the remaining $3,092,000 should 
be used to continue the existing grants fund- 
ed under the authorizing statute for civics 
and government education, and for economic 
education. 

The agreement also includes $27,000,000 for 
State Grants for Incarcerated Youth instead 
of $28,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
House did not provide funding for this activ- 
ity. 

ENGLISH LANGUAGE ACQUISITION 

The conference agreement includes 
$681,215,000 for English Language Acquisition 
programs as proposed by the House instead 
of $700,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

SPECIAL EDUCATION 


The conference agreement includes 
$11,767,748,000 for Special Education instead 
of $12,176,101,000 as proposed by the House 
and $12,328,391,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
The agreement provides $6,354,748,000 in fis- 
cal year 2005 and $5,413,000,000 in fiscal year 
2006 funding for this account. 

Included in these funds is $10,675,147,000 for 
Grants to States part B instead of 
$11,068,106,000 as proposed by the House and 
$11,228,981,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes 
$387,699,000 for preschool grants as proposed 
by the House instead of $390,000,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. The agreement also in- 
cludes $444,363,000 for grants for infants and 
families as proposed by the Senate instead of 
$466,581,000 as proposed by the House. 

The conference agreement includes 
$52,819,000 for technical assistance as pro- 
posed by the House instead of $54,000,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. The agreement in- 
cludes $91,357,000 for personnel preparation 
as proposed by the House instead of 
$93,357,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
agreement includes $26,173,000 for parent in- 
formation centers as proposed by the House 
instead of $27,500,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. The agreement also includes $39,129,000 
for technology and media services as pro- 
posed by the Senate instead of $32,305,000 as 
proposed by the House. 

The agreement also includes $1,500,000 for 
Public Telecommunications Information and 
Training Dissemination as proposed by the 
Senate. The House did not contain funds for 
this activity. 

REHABILITATION SERVICES AND DISABILITY 

RESEARCH 


The conference agreement includes 
$3,076,112,000 for Rehabilitation Services and 
Disability Research instead of $3,054,587,000 
as proposed by the House and $3,077,328,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes 
$1,000,000 to continue an award to the Amer- 
ican Academy of Orthotists and Prosthetists 
(AAOP) for activities that further the pur- 
poses of the grant received by the Academy 
for the period beginning October 1, 2003. 

The conference agreement includes 
$11,997,000 for client assistance grants as pro- 
posed by the House instead of $13,000,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. The agreement in- 
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cludes $25,814,000 for demonstration and 
training programs instead of $18,784,000 as 
proposed by the House and $24,286,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. Within the amounts 
provided for vocational rehabilitation dem- 
onstration and training programs, the con- 
ference agreement includes funding for the 
following activities: 


Alabama Institute for Deaf 
and Blind, Talladega, AL, 
for an interpreter train- 
ing program .................... 


Alaska Statewide  Inde- 
pendent Living Council, 
Inc. to continue and ex- 
pand its Personal Care 
Attendant Program and 
to expand outreach ef- 
forts to the disabled liv- 
ing in rural Alaska 


American Hearing Im- 
paired Hockey Associa- 
tion, Chicago, IL, for pro- 
gram expansion and re- 
cruitment 


$100,000 


300,000 


130,000 


Angels’ Place, Southfield, 
MI, for an Abundant Life 
Services Program 


Center of Vocational Alter- 
natives, Columbus, OH, 
for support of a computer 
training center 


Challenge Alaska, Anchor- 
age, AK for a comprehen- 
Sive recreation program 
benefiting people and 
families with disabilities 
of all ages 


Enable America, Inc., 
Tampa, Florida, for civic/ 
citizenship demonstra- 
tion project for disabled 
adults nemner далады алы 


Kenai Peninsula Inde- 
pendent Living Center, 
AK, for its Total Recre- 
ation and Independent 
Living Services Project .. 


National Federation of the 
Blind, Baltimore, MD, for 
blind device testing, de- 
velopment, and dissemi- 
nation 


100,000 


150,000 


200,000 


1,000,000 


150,000 


1,000,000 


National Sports Center for 
the Disabled, Denver, CO, 
to expand adaptive sports 
program for therapeutic 


recreation ....................... 75,000 


Ohio Alliance of Commu- 
nity Centers for the Deaf, 
Worthington, OH for de- 
velopment of a model 
DEDE PHYIE хасан бекке Een es 


Peregrine Corporation, 
South Portland, ME, for 
STRIVE U, a postsec- 
ondary educational pro- 
gram for young adults 
with developmental dis- 
abilities 


250,000 


190,000 


Pride Industries, Roseville, 
California, for training 
for persons with disabil- 
ities 250,000 


Rainbow Connection for a 
program of therapeutic 
horseback riding for the 
disabled in the Mat-Su 


Valley region of Alaska .. 325,000 
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Southeast Alaska  Inde- 
pendent Living, Juneau, 
AK to continue a joint 
recreation and employ- 
ment project with the 
Tlingit and Haida Tribe 
of Alaska in Southeast 
Alaska 

University of Iowa College 
of Law—Rehabilitation 
Research and Training 
Center on Employment 
Policy for People with 
Disabilities 

University of South Flor- 
ida, St. Petersburg, FL, 
for research 

University of South Flor- 
ida, Tampa, FL, for a 
demonstration program 
in orthotics/prosthetios .. 

City of Anchorage, AK for 
support of the Veterans 
Wheelchair Games іп 
Alaska 

Vocational Guidance Serv- 
ices, Cleveland, OH to 
improve educational op- 
portunities and employ- 
ment outcomes, which 
may include the purchase 
of equipment 300,000 


The conference agreement includes 
$2,321,000 for migrant and seasonal farm- 
workers as proposed by the House instead of 
$2,500,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
agreement includes $2,564,000 for recreational 
programs as proposed by the House instead 
of $2,750,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
agreement includes $16,790,000 for protection 
and advocacy as proposed by the House in- 
stead of $18,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
The conferees intend that technical assist- 
ance for this activity be provided through a 
competitive multiyear grant with a small 
business or a national nonprofit organization 
that has the demonstrated capacity to carry 
out these activities. The conferees intend 
that the technical assistance be based on the 
identified needs of individuals with disabil- 
ities and do not intend that technical assist- 
ance funds be used for administrative respon- 
sibilities of the organization administering 
the programs. 

The conference agreement includes 
$21,799,000 for projects with industry as pro- 
posed by the House instead of $22,000,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. The agreement in- 
cludes $37,680,000 for supported employment 
as proposed by the House instead of 
$38,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes 
$23,000,000 for independent living state grants 
as proposed by the Senate instead of 
$25,000,000 as proposed by the House. The 
agreement also includes $76,000,000 for Inde- 
pendent Living Centers instead of $75,000,000 
as proposed by both the House and Senate. 
The agreement also includes $33,495,000 for 
services for older blind individuals instead of 
$35,000,000 as proposed by the House and 
$31,811,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
agreement also includes $8,666,000 for the 
Helen Keller National Center as proposed by 
the House instead of $9,000,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes 
$108,652,000 for the National Institute on Dis- 
ability and Rehabilitation Research instead 
of $106,652,000 as proposed by the House and 
$109,152,000 as proposed by the Senate. Within 
the conference agreement, the conferees 
have included an additional $2,000,000 to sup- 
port NIDRR’s spinal cord injury model sys- 
tems program. These funds, in addition to 


200,000 


750,000 


БН ЖОЛУ 260,000 


1,000,000 


300,000 
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the $7,200,000 available within the budget re- 
quest, will support $8,000,000 in new awards 
in fiscal year 2005 and $1,200,000 for continu- 
ation grants. The conferees intend that the 
additional funds should be used to support 
investments that could facilitate multi-cen- 
ter research on therapies, interventions and 
the use of technology, and encourage NIDRR 
to continue its collaboration with other fed- 
eral agencies in order to leverage Federal in- 
vestments in this area. 

The conferees are aware of field evidence 
and growing recognition that participation 
in sports by people with disabilities is a pre- 
dictor of successful employment outcomes. 
The conferees urge the National Institute on 
Disability and Rehabilitation Research to 
conduct a study to validate the impact of 
adapted sports participation on employment 
outcomes for adults with physical disabil- 
ities and report the results of this study to 
Congress no later than May 31, 2005. The 
study shall identify the population of people 
with physical disabilities who have partici- 
pated in organized adapted sports programs; 
analyze the academic achievements, post 
secondary education attainment, and rate of 
employment among people with physical dis- 
abilities who participated in organized 
adapted sports programs compared with 
those who did not; and evaluate the impact 
of adapted sports participation on the men- 
tal, physical, and social well-being of the 
person with a disability and on the family. 

The conference agreement includes 
$30,000,000 for assistive technology instead of 
$15,000,000 as proposed by the House and 
$31,495,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
conference agreement does not include lan- 
guage proposed by the Senate relating to the 
allocation of assistive technology funds. This 
language is no longer needed since the As- 
sistive Technology Act was recently reau- 
thorized. 

SPECIAL INSTITUTIONS FOR PERSONS WITH 

DISABILITIES 


GALLAUDET UNIVERSITY 


The conference agreement includes 
$105,400,000 for Gallaudet University as pro- 
posed by the Senate instead of $104,000,000 as 
proposed by the House. 

VOCATIONAL AND ADULT EDUCATION 


The conference agreement includes 
$2,027,166,000 for Vocational and Adult Edu- 
cation instead of $2,025,456,000 as proposed by 
the House and $2,102,086,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. The agreement provides 
$1,236,166,000 in fiscal year 2005 and 
$791,000,000 in fiscal year 2006 funding for this 
account. 

The conference agreement includes 
$1,203,963,000 for Vocational Education basic 
State grants instead of $1,215,008,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $1,194,295,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes 
$4,939,000 for the tech-prep education dem- 
onstration authorized under section 207 of 
the Perkins Act as proposed by the Senate. 
The agreement also includes $9,382,000 to 
continue the occupational and employment 
information program as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. The House did not include funding for 
these activities. 

The conference agreement includes 
$574,266,000 for adult education state grants 
as proposed by the Senate instead of 
$574,372,000 as proposed by the House. 

The conference agreement also includes 
$95,238,000 for the smaller learning commu- 
nities program instead of $101,698,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $173,967,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. The conferees concur in 
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the directions in House report 108-636. The 
conferees intend that the smaller learning 
communities program competition in cal- 
endar year 2005 include an increase in the 
size and scope of implementation grants, 
allow for 5-year implementation awards, and 
permit schools that have previously received 
implementation grants to receive additional 
assistance if needed to complete effective 
interventions in smaller learning commu- 
nities. The conferees are concerned that the 
Department is using the 5 percent set-aside 
funds to support its broad high school reform 
agenda rather than providing direct tech- 
nical assistance to schools receiving smaller 
learning awards. The conferees believe that a 
greater share of the 5 percent set-aside funds 
should be used to support direct technical as- 
sistance to grantees through providers with 


expertise in designing and implementing 
smaller learning communities. 
The conference agreement includes 


$5,000,000 for community technology centers 
instead of $11,000,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. The House did not propose funding for 
this activity. 

STUDENT FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE 

The conference agreement includes 
$14,380,795,000 for Student Financial Assist- 
ance instead of $14,755,794,000 as proposed by 
the House and $14,859,694,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. 

The agreement provides a program level of 
$12,464,715,000 for Pell Grants instead of 
$12,830,000,000 as proposed by both the House 
and the Senate. The conference agreement 
also includes $785,000,000 for the supple- 
mental educational opportunity grant pro- 
gram instead of $794,455,000 as proposed by 
the House and $799,850,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. The agreement includes $998,243,000 
for Federal work study as proposed by the 
Senate instead of $998,502,000 as proposed by 
the House. The agreement does not include 
funding in fiscal year 2005 for Perkins capital 
contributions as proposed by the House. The 
Senate included $98,764,000 for this program. 

STUDENT AID ADMINISTRATION 

The conference agreement includes 
$120,247,000 for student aid administration as 
proposed by the House instead of $121,000,000 
as proposed by the Senate. 

HIGHER EDUCATION 


The conference agreement includes 
$2,134,269,000 for Higher Education instead of 
$1,976,056,000 as proposed by the House and 
$2,148,458,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

Aid for Institutional Development 

The conference agreement includes 
$80,986,000 for strengthening institutions as 
proposed by the House instead of $85,000,000 
as proposed by the Senate. The conference 
agreement includes $95,873,000 for Hispanic 
Serving Institutions as proposed by the 
House instead of $100,000,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. The conference agreement also 
includes $12,000,000 for Alaska and Native Ha- 
waiian Institutions instead of $13,000,000 as 
proposed by the Senate and $10,935,000 as pro- 
posed by the House. 

The conference agreement includes 
$24,000,000 for strengthening tribal colleges 
and universities, instead of $23,753,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $25,000,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. The conferees agree 
that funds are to be used to support continu- 
ation of existing basic grants and new plan- 
ning or implementation grant awards. The 
remaining funds shall be available for grants 
for renovation and construction of facilities, 
including repair and expansion. 

The conference agreement includes 
$7,500,000 for Tribally Controlled Postsec- 
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ondary Vocational Institutions instead of 
$7,185,000 as proposed by the House and 
$8,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
agreement also includes language proposed 
by the Senate notwithstanding any other 
provision of law or any regulation that the 
Secretary of Education shall not require the 
use of a restricted indirect cost rate for 
grants issued pursuant to the tribally con- 
trolled postsecondary vocational and tech- 
nical institutions program. 


International Education and Foreign Language 
Studies 


The conference agreement includes 
$93,211,000 for the domestic activities of the 
international education and foreign lan- 
guage studies programs as proposed by the 
House instead of $89,211,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. Within the conference agree- 
ment, $1,500,000 is included for à study by the 
National Research Council as described in 
House Report 108-636. 


Fund for the Improvement of Postsecondary 
Education 


The conference agreement includes 
$163,915,000 for the Fund for the Improvement 
of Postsecondary Education instead of 
$32,011,000 as proposed by the House and 
$157,700,000 as proposed by the Senate. Within 
the amounts provided for the Fund for the 
Improvement of Postsecondary Education, 
the conference agreement includes funding 
for the following: 


AIB College of Business, 
Des Moines, IA, for schol- 
arships in captioning and 
court reporting ............... 

Alabama A&M University 
Research Institute, Nor- 
mal, AL, for pro- 
grammatic activities and 
research .......................... 


Alaska Christian College, 
Soldotna, AK for student 
scholarships, recruit- 
ment and salaries 


Alaska Pacific University 
in Anchorage, AK to con- 
tinue support of its Rural 
Alaska Native Adult Dis- 
tance Education Pro- 
gram 


Albany State University, 
Albany, GA, in partner- 
ship with Darton College, 
for an initiative to in- 
crease the success of mi- 
nority males and поп- 
traditional students in 
postsecondary education, 
including student schol- 
arships 


Alcorn State University, 
Alcorn State, MS, in 
partnership with Mis- 
sissippi State University, 
for the The National In- 
stitute for Rural Commu- 
nity Colleges .................. 

Allegheny College, Mead- 
ville, PA, for civic edu- 
cation activities 


$500,000 


600,000 


435,000 


300,000 


350,000 


750,000 


American Academy of Lib- 
eral Education, Wash- 
ington, DC, to develop a 
national model for the 
study of American de- 
mocracy at colleges and 
universities 


50,000 


100,000 
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American Prosthodontic 
Society Foundation, 
Osceola, PA for scholar- 
ships and program costs 
related to prosthetic den- 
tistry and clinical pros- 
thodontics ...................... 

American Samoa Commu- 
nity College, Pago Pago, 
AS, for its Trades, Indus- 
tries and Technology 
Program ......................... 

Anderson University, An- 
derson, IN, for edu- 
cational programming 
related to the Flagship 
Enterprise Center ........... 

Artspace Projects, Inc, 
Minneapolis, MN for the 
Artspace Projects Dis- 
tance Education Initia- 
tive, which may include 
the acquisition of tech- 
NOLOGY. ар екн Б ЕН: 

Association of Jesuit Col- 
leges and Universities, 
Washington, DC, for its 
Center for Online Bio- 
ethics Education ............ 

Augsburg College, Min- 
neapolis, MN, for a 
postbaccaulareate pro- 
gram for underrep- 
resented students, in- 
cluding student stipends 

Ball State University, 
Muncie, IN, for Digital 
Middletown ..................... 

Baylor University, Health 
and Education Wellness 
Department, Waco, TX, 
for GEAR UP Waco, a 
college preparedness pro- 
БТА: AR E 

Belin-Blank Center at the 
University of Iowa, Iowa 
City, IA for the Big 10 
school initiative to im- 
prove minority student 
access to Advanced 
Placement courses .......... 

Bennett College, Greens- 
boro, NC, for technology, 
equipment, curricula, 
and library collections ... 

Berea College, Berea, KY 
for support of science 
education programs, 
which may include the 
acquisition of technology 
and equipment ................ 

Berea College, Louisville, 
KY, for an educational 
partnership initiative in- 
cluding scholarships ....... 

Bethel College, McKenzie, 
TN to improve science fa- 
cilities and to purchase 
equipment ...................... 

Bethune Cookman College, 
Daytona Beach, FL to 
expand services at the 
Continuing Education 
Center at St. John .......... 

Bevill State Community 
College, Sumiton, Ala- 
bama, for English as a 
Second Language (ESL) 
Laboratories ................... 

Bloomfield College, Bloom- 
field, NJ, for an initia- 
tive to recruit and retain 
minority students іп 
nursing and allied health 
professions ...................... 
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Boston College, MA, to 
equip a science facility ... 
Bowie State University, 
Bowie, MD, for a project 
to attract, prepare and 
retain African American 
and other minority males 
in the teaching profes- 
Sion, including student 
SUDDOFPU. a соң e exe vox e xr ings 
Brookdale Community Col- 
lege, Lincroft, NJ, for 
technology ...................... 
Bucknell University, 
Lewisburg, PA, for cam- 
pus-wide technology in- 
frastructure upgrades, 
including wireless tech- 
HOlO£y ыы eei eese ea ebur Ы 
C*R*E*A*T*E for  Mis- 
sissippi, Tupelo Mis- 
sissippi Public Schools 
for statewide teacher 
network to model suc- 
cessful, replicable tech- 
nology application and 
utilization in classrooms 
Cabrini College, Radnor, 
PA, for equipment and 
educational program- 
ming for the Center for 
Science, Education and 
Technology ..................... 
Caldwell College, Caldwell, 
New Jersey, for Center 
for Excellence in Teach- 
ing Initiative .................. 
Caldwell County Education 
Consortium, Hudson, NC 
for The Teaching Center 
California Institute of 
Arts, Valencia, CA, for 
technology and training 
California State University 
Channel Islands, 
Camarillo, CA, for a bac- 
calaureate degree pro- 
gram in nursing .............. 
California State Univer- 
sity, Bakersfield Depart- 
ment of Nursing, Bakers- 
field, CA, for nurse train- 
ing equipment ................ 
California State  Univer- 
sity, Chico, CA for equip- 
THONG ы-н Ык» 
California State Univer- 
sity, Hayward, CA, for 
professional develop- 
ment, equipment and 
technology for distance 
education programs ........ 
California State Univer- 
sity, Long Beach, CA, for 
its Technology Enhanced 
Literacy Project ............. 
California State Univer- 
sity, San Marcos, CA, to 
establish a nursing pro- 
QT AIM: «а зана рЫ Уй. 
Calumet College of St. Jo- 
seph, Whiting, IN, for a 
Public Safety Support 
Center Program .............. 
Carlow College, Pitts- 
burgh, PA for program 
and administrative sup- 
port, which may include 
acquisition of technology 
Cazenovia College, 
Cazenovia, NY, to pro- 
vide equipment for Art & 
Design building .............. 


750,000 


350,000 


75,000 


420,000 


300,000 


200,000 


50,000 


112,000 


200,000 


200,000 


180,000 


500,000 


425,000 


250,000 


400,000 


1,300,000 


100,000 


100,000 
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Centenary College, 
Hackettstown, NJ, to ex- 
pand IT infrastructure ... 

Center for Community 
Transformation, Chicago, 
IL, to support faculty, 
student fellowships, and 
ongoing secular edu- 
cational activities in 
community leadership 
transformation ............... 

Central Florida Commu- 
nity College, Lecanto, 
FL, for a nursing pro- 
PBN ВИИ ОО ИРИ 

Central Florida Commu- 
nity College, Ocala, FL, 
for curriculum develop- 
ment and technology ...... 

Central Michigan Univer- 
sity, Mt. Pleasant, MI, 
for education and train- 
ing programs .................. 

Central Piedmont Commu- 
nity College, Charlotte, 
NC, for а Geospatial 


Technology Training 
Conter EE 
Centralia College, 


Centralia, WA, for nurs- 
ing laboratory equip- 
ment, setup and training, 
and for library resources 
and technology ............... 
Charleston Southern Uni- 
versity, Charleston, SC, 
for technology and equip- 
Inent ауани алын д Ра 
Cheyney University, 
Cheyney, PA for plane- 
tarium upgrades ............. 
Chicago State University, 
Chicago, IL, for the 
School of Pharmacy ....... 
Christopher Newport Uni- 
versity, Newport News, 
VA to support inter- 
national studies .............. 
City of Oelwein, IA to plan 
for a new higher edu- 
cation facility and pro- 
[46-501 REA 
Clarion University, Clar- 
ion, PA for the CON- 
NECT NWPA Clarion U/ 
North West Regional 
Commission Collabo- 
rative Educational Tech- 
nology Initiative ............ 
Clark State Community 
College, Springfield, OH, 
for equipment ................. 
Clatsop Community Col- 
lege, Astoria, OR, for 
equipment and tech- 
nology for its Tech- 
nology for Student Ac- 
cess Initiative ................. 
Cleary University, Ann 
Arbor, MI, for equipment 
and technology for the 
Washtenaw campus ........ 
Cleary University, Howell, 
MI, for technology .......... 
Cleveland Institute of Art, 
Cleveland, OH for expan- 
sion of programs ............. 
Cleveland Scholarship Pro- 
grams, Inc., Cleveland, 
OH, for student scholar- 
SHIPS) сасе ies te н ааыа 
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Clinton School of Public 
Service at the University 
of Arkansas, for endow- 
ment scholarships and 
curriculum development 

College of Lake County, 
Grayslake, IL, to develop 
and implement English 
Second Language іп- 
Structional classes .......... 

College of New Jersey, 
Ewing, NJ, for the 
Bonner Center for Civic 
and Community Engage- 
Inent ае ае edat er edt кеі» 

College of Southern Idaho, 
to implement the Part- 
nership to Build Capacity 
for Latino Access and 
Leadership Project ......... 

College of Southern Idaho, 
Twin Falls, ID, to imple- 
ment an Enhanced Para- 
professional Training 
ргоёбтаж уу. эзди дей. 

College of St. Elizabeth, 
Morristown, NJ, for a 
teacher training program 
for math and science ...... 

Columbus Healthcare 
Workforce Center, Со- 
lumbus, OH, for nurse 
CHANING” ostio rege 

Community College of Al- 
legheny County, Pitts- 
burgh, PA for technical 
education ........................ 

Community College of А1- 
legheny County, Pitts- 
burgh, PA, to develop a 
Health Career Education 
InStitute:.. droit 

Community College of Bea- 
ver County, Beaver Falls, 
PA, for educational pro- 
grams, including the ac- 
quisition of technology .. 

Community College of 
Rhode Island  (CCRD, 
Warwick, RI, for Learn- 
ing and Literacy Centers 

Concurrent Technologies 
Corporation, Largo, FL 
for the community ool- 
lege/vocational industry 
cluster hubs project ........ 

Connecticut State Univer- 
sity System, Hartford, 
CT, for à project to en- 
hance teacher workforce 
diversity, recruitment 
and retention .................. 

Culver-Stockton College, 
Canton, MO, for equip- 
ment and technology ...... 

Cumberland College, Wil- 
liamsburg, KY for equip- 
ment and curriculum de- 
velopment for its science 
programs and facilities .. 

Cuyahoga Community Col- 
lege, Cleveland, OH for 
equipment and program- 
ming for the Centers for 
Nursing and Health Ca- 
TOOTS: аана ноо ағ 

Dakota State University іп 
Madison, South Dakota 
for the Information As- 
surance Program ............ 

Darton College, Albany, 
GA, for the rural tech- 
nology network .............. 
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250,000 


650,000 


Dean College, Franklin, 
MA, to improve services 
for students with disabil- 
ities, including tech- 
nology, curricula and as- 
sessment activities ......... 

Defiance College, Defiance, 
OH, for curriculum devel- 
opment and equipment 
for forensic science pro- 
атайт САН 

Del Mar College, Corpus 
Christi, TX, for faculty 
and equipment for nurs- 
ing, dental and allied 
health programs ............. 

Delaware County Commu- 
nity College, Media, PA, 
for technological infra- 
structure and to support 
career counseling at the 
Small Business Resource 
and Development Center 

Delta College, University 
Center, MI, for equip- 
ment and technology for 
its technical trades and 
manufacturing complex 

Delta State University, 
Cleveland, MS for the 
Delta Education Initia- 
GIVE: метр ым Tere 

Des Moines Area Commu- 
nity College, Ankeny, IA, 
for a Career Academy 
Consortium Project ........ 

Des Moines Area Commu- 
nity College, IA, for a 
Comprehensive Deaf 
Services Center .............. 

Des Moines Higher Edu- 
cation Collaborative for 
wiring and curriculum 
development at the John 
and Mary Pappajohn 
Higher Education Center 

DeSales University, Center 
Valley, PA, for computer 
wiring and technology 
upgrades related to 
training K-12 teachers 
and students ................... 

Dillard University, New 
Orleans, LA, for equip- 
ment for its Consolidated 
Sciences Institute .......... 

Dowling College, Oakdale, 
NY, for development of a 
certificate program in in- 
tegrated emergency man- 
agementct .......................... 

Duquesne University, 
Pittsburgh, PA, for 
equipment and wiring for 
a supercomputing facil- 
ande ыбыр void азалар 

Dutchess Community Col- 
lege, Poughkeepsie, NY, 
for the upgrade of the 
college computer  net- 
WOPR eb es pones 

EARTH University Foun- 
dation, Atlanta, GA for 
student scholarships ....... 

East Stroudsburg Univer- 
sity, East Stroudsburg, 
PA, for technological in- 
frastructure related to 
the Center for Research 
and Economic Develop- 
Тави ыы аи аков 

Eastern Oregon University 
to train rural community 
DUTSOS: санаға тылады? 
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Eastern University, St. Da- 
vids, PA, for equipment, 
professional development 
and outreach to develop 
the Nueva Esperanza 
Center for Higher Edu- 
cation as a branch of the 
university owners 

Eckerd College, St. Peters- 
burg, FL, for the Leader- 
ship Training Program ... 

Eckerd College, St. Peters- 
burg, FL, to upgrade edu- 
cational computing and 
technology ...................... 

Edison Community  Col- 
lege, Punta Gorda, FL, to 
expand nursing programs 

Edmonds Community Col- 
lege in Lynnwood, WA, 
to expand the Mathe- 
matics Across the Cur- 
riculum Project .............. 

Emerson College, Boston, 
MA for the completion of 
the Tufte Performance 
and Production Center ... 

Emmanuel College, Bos- 
ton, MA, for educational 
equipment and program 
development ................... 

Emporia State University, 
Emporia, KS for tech- 
DOlOEgy. od cess gees sagan ee beet 

Esperanza USA, Philadel- 
phia, PA, for education 
programs and to prepare 
individuals for post-sec- 
ondary education ............ 

Everett Community Со1- 
lege, Everett, WA, to 
plan, develop and imple- 
ment one or more Early 
College High Schools, in 
conjunction with 
Whatcom Community 
College and Skagit Val- 
ley College ...................... 

Fairleigh Dickinson Uni- 
versity, Madison, NJ, for 
equipment, technology, 
and personnel for its 
Global Virtual Faculty 
distance education ini- 
int inh s MET M 

Federation of American 
Scientists for Digital 
Promise, Washington, 
DC, for creating a Digital 
Opportunity Investment 
Trust (DO IT) project ..... 

Federation of Independent 
Illinois Colleges and Uni- 
versities, Springfield, IL, 
for the Illinois Century 
NOUWOPR taie ығын 

Florida Campus Compact, 
Tallahassee, FL, to en- 
hance service learning on 
college campuses 
throughout Florida ........ 

Folsom Lake College, Fol- 
som, CA, for computers, 
program development 
and teacher stipends ....... 

Fort Hays State Univer- 
sity, Hays, KS for dis- 
tance learning ................ 

Fort Lewis College, Du- 
rango, CO, for the Insti- 
tute of Southwest Stud- 
СТС РОЯ 
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Gateway Community Col- 
lege, New Haven, CT, for 
equipment for a skilled 
nursing laboratory ......... 

George Meany Center for 
Labor Studies—the Na- 
tional Labor College for 
curriculum development 

Georgetown College, 
Georgetown, KY, for its 
Center for Commerce, 
Language & Culture ....... 

Georgia College and State 
University, Milledgeville, 
GA, Paul Coverdell Insti- 
tute and Archives ........... 

Georgian Court University, 
Lakewood, NJ, for dis- 
tance learning ................ 

Governors State Univer- 
sity, University Park, IL, 
for the College of Edu- 
cation's Family Develop- 
ment Center ................... 

Greater Philadelphia 
Bioinformatics Alliance, 
Philadelphia, PA to im- 
plement training,  re- 
Search and dissemination 
efforts to form a national 
and international center 
of excellence in 
bioinformatics ................ 


Grossmont-Cuyamaca 
Community College Dis- 
trict, El Cajon, CA, for 
equipment and student 
assistance ....................... 

Grossmont-Cuyamaca 
Community College Dis- 
trict, El Cajon, CA, for 
Science equipment .......... 

Harcum College, Bryn 
Mawr, PA to develop cur- 
riculum and acquire 
technology ...................... 

Harrisburg University of 
Science and Technology, 
Harrisburg, PA for cur- 
riculum development, 
laboratory equipment 
and technology and per- 
SONNEN ШЕКТЕС КЕЛЕ ЕРЛЕР 

Haskell Indian Nations 
University, Lawrence, 
KS, for equipment and 
technology for mathe- 
matics, science, and en- 
gineering laboratories .... 

Heartland Community Col- 
lege, Normal, IL, for 
computer equipment ...... 

Hepatitis B Foundation, 
Doylestown, PA for edu- 
cation programs to pre- 
pare post-secondary stu- 
dents for careers in bio- 
medical research, public 
health and biotechnology 

Hickory Metropolitan 
Higher Education Center, 
Hickory, NC for expanded 
programming .................. 

Highline Community Col- 
lege, Des Moines, WA, for 
its Marine Science and 
Technology Center ......... 

Hillsborough Community 
College, Tampa, FL, for a 
veterinary technician 
education program ......... 
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Hofstra University, 
Hempsted, NY, to 
produce and offer dis- 
tance-education on reha- 
bilitation and inde- 
pendent living for per- 
sons who are deaf ........... 

Idaho State University, 
Pocatello, ID, for a mas- 
ters degree program in 
Dental Hygiene ............... 

Idaho State University, 
Pocatello, ID, for the 
Virtual Idaho Museum of 
Natural History .............. 

Ihanktonwan Community 
College in Marty, South 
Dakota for curriculum 
and institutional devel- 
MOONT асова сира 

Tlisagvik College іп Bar- 
row, AK for infrastruc- 
ture improvements іп 
Barrow, AK and North 
Slope villages to improve 
access to distance edu- 
cation courses provided 
by the college ................. 

Illinois Institute of Inde- 
pendent Colleges and 
Universities, Springfield, 
IL, for Project Connect .. 

Illinois State University, 
Normal, IL for the Joe 
Warner Teaching Nursing 
Home Project ................. 

Immaculata University, 
Immaculata, PA, for 
technology, equipment, 
and professional develop- 
ment to enhance nursing 
education programs ........ 

Indiana University of 
Pennsylvania, Indiana, 
PA, for the Computing 
Services Center to train 
K-12 teachers and for the 
National Institute for 
Corrections Education to 
provide professional de- 
velopment for  correc- 
tions education teachers 

Indiana University, Bloom- 
ington, IN, to develop a 
bachelor of science pro- 
gram in biotechnology, 
including equipment ...... 

Innovation Works, Pitts- 
burgh, PA, to enhance re- 
search and development 
in collaboration with 
local institutions of 
higher education and re- 
gional manufacturers ..... 

Iowa Central Community 
College, Fort Dodge, IA, 
for the Dental Hygienist 
РОГА а n d SE 

Iowa Lakes Community 
College to create a Wind 


Energy and Turbine 
Technology education 
progranm оа оаа 


Iowa Student Aid Commis- 
sion to continue a pro- 
gram of loan forgiveness 
for teachers .................... 

Iowa Valley Community 
College to expand edu- 
cational outreach in the 
Hispanic community ...... 

Isothermal Community 
College, Spindale, NC, for 
operation of a Material 
Testing Laboratory ........ 
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Ivy Tech State College, 
Bloomington, IN, for de- 
velopment of an associ- 
ates degree program in 
biotechnology and stu- 
dent scholarships ............ 

IWF Leadership Founda- 
tion, Washington DC, for 
a scholarship fund .......... 

Jackson State University, 
Jackson, MS for the 
Project Urban Mis- 
sissippi: Teachers, Tech- 
nology, and Research ..... 

Jacksonville State Univer- 
sity, Jacksonville, AL, 
for the Viper Doppler 
Radar Training System .. 

Johnson C. Smith Univer- 
sity, Charlotte, NC, for a 
technology education 
and training initiative ... 

Jones County Junior Col- 
lege, Ellisville, MS, for 
equipment for an ад- 
vanced technology center 

Kansas State University, 
Manhattan, KS for cur- 
riculum development ..... 

Kansas State University, 
National Institute for 
Academic Alliances, 
Manhattan, KS, for en- 
hancing academic  pro- 
EPAIUS а НААУ 

Kent State University, 
Kent, OH for equipment 
and curriculum for the 
Northeastern Ohio Con- 
sortium for Bioprepared- 
n688:. 5 ee ы ы teehee 

Kentucky Community and 
Technical College Sys- 
tem, Lexington, KY for 
curriculum development 
and acquisition of tech- 
nology for the Center for 
Excellence in Auto- 
motive Manufacturing ... 

Kishwaukee College, 
Malta, IL, for a new com- 
puter system .................. 

La Sierra University, Riv- 
erside, CA, for science 
and computer equipment 
SOLD WALCO: ЕТТЕР ТИ Өтө 

Lackawanna College, 
Scranton, PA, to develop 
a communication arts 
program through tech- 
nology acquisition and 
program development ..... 

Lake Erie College of Osteo- 
pathic Medicine, Erie, 
PA for a program in 


pharmagoy ....................... 
Langston University, 
Langston, OK for a 
Thurgood Marshall 


Scholarship endowment 
Laredo Community Col- 
lege, Laredo, TX for 
equipment and materials 
Lawrence Technological 
University, Southfield, 
MI, for equipment ........... 
Lenoir Community Col- 
lege, Kinston, NC, for a 
training program in cap- 
tioning and Communica- 
tion Access Realtime 
Translation (CART), in- 
cluding student scholar- 
SHEDS: НКИ 
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Lewis and Clark Commu- 
nity College, Godfrey, IL, 
for its National Great 
Rivers Research and Edu- 
cation Center .................. 


Lewis-Clark State College, 
Lewiston, ID to continue 
and expand the American 
Indian Students in the 
Leadership of Education 
Prora танка ис iere 


Lincoln University, Lin- 
coln University, PA for 
support of science edu- 
cation laboratories and 
programs, which may in- 
clude the acquisition of 
equipment and tech- 
NOLOGY. дымы ары 


Lock Haven University, 
Lock Haven, PA for pro- 
fessional development 
partnerships and related 
services 


Lorain Community  Col- 
lege, Elyria, OH to sup- 
port the Learning Tech- 
nology Center ................. 


Los Angeles Valley Col- 
lege, Valley Glen, CA, for 
its Fast-Track Nursing 
Career Program. .............. 


Louisiana State University 
in Baton Rouge, LA, for 
the John Breaux Polit- 
ical Papers and Research 
Collection Project .......... 


Lourdes College, Sylvania, 
OH, for science equip- 
ment, technology and in- 
structional resources, 
and for the Lourdes Col- 
lege Planetarium ............ 


Loyola University, New Or- 
leans, for the Lindy 
Boggs National Center on 
Community Literacy ...... 


Luther College, Decorah, 
IA, for the Valders Hall 
of Science Project .......... 


Luzerne County Commu- 
nity College, Nanticoke, 
PA, for a training pro- 
gram in realtime court 
reporting and captioning, 
which may include stu- 
dent scholarships ............ 


Maine Metal Products As- 
sociation, Westbrook, 
ME, to establish a Na- 
tional Institute of Metal- 
working Skills Manage- 
ment Center ................... 


Manatee Community Col- 
lege, Bradenton, FL, for 
Teaching for 21st Cen- 
tury Student Success 
demonstration program .. 


Maricopa County Commu- 
nity College District, 
Phoenix, AZ, for the His- 
panic Bilingual Nursing 
Fellows Program and for 
educational programs to 
train court reporters ...... 


Maricopa County Commu- 
nity College District, 
Tempe, AZ, for its Bilin- 
gual Nursing Fellows 
Рова оозына кызан 
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370,000 


250,000 


75,000 


200,000 


250,000 


Marquette University, Mil- 
waukee, WI, for service 
learning and community 
outreach programs at 
The Les Aspin Center for 
Government іп  Wash- 
ington, D.C. .................... 


Martin Methodist College, 
Pulaski, TN, for library 
materials, technology 
and personnel for à bac- 
calaureate nursing pro- 
[cns REPOS 


Mary Mason Community 
Foundation, Philadel- 
phia, PA, for a college as- 
sistance program, includ- 
ing student scholarships 


Marymount University, 
Arlington, VA, for schol- 
arships for students seek- 
ing à dual certification 
in special and elemen- 
tary education ................ 


Maryville College, Mary- 
ville, TN for the Center 
for Effective Commu- 
nities са ИИК сок 


McNeese State University, 
Lake Charles, LA, for the 
Southwest Louisiana 
Academy for Innovative 
Teaching and Learning, 
including student schol- 
AIShipS 22558 sss rr aree 


Mercer University, Macon 
GA for a critical per- 
sonnel development pro- 
AN aa OOE EPE ta tex tue 


Mercy College, Dobbs 
Ferry, NY, for the devel- 
opment of a registered 
nursing program ............. 


Mercyhurst College, Erie, 
PA to develop an Insti- 
tute for Arts Based 
Teacher Education ......... 


Miami University, Oxford, 
OH, for equipment .......... 


Michigan Jewish Institute, 
Oak Park and Bloom- 
field, MI, for a new com- 
puting curriculum .......... 


Middle Tennessee State 
University, 
Murfreesboro, TN, for 
equipment and personnel 
for biotechnology train- 
ing initiatives ................. 


Middlesex Community Col- 
lege, Lowell, MA, to ac- 
quire and implement the 
SCHEDULE25 program 
and other technology up- 
STAGES. ор ыы ыда» 


Millersville University, 
Millersville, PA for cur- 
riculum development and 
technology for science, 
environmental,  occupa- 
tional safety and health 
education programs ........ 

Mills College, Oakland, CA, 
for its Institute for Civic 
Leadership ...................... 


Mississippi State Univer- 
sity, Starkville, MS, for 
digital production equip- 
ment for the Wise Cen- 
ter-Broadcast Facility .... 


200,000 


300,000 


100,000 


100,000 


150,000 


600,000 


250,000 


150,000 


100,000 


400,000 


150,000 


100,000 


100,000 


100,000 


320,000 


315,000 


Mississippi State Univer- 
sity, Starkville, MS, for 
the National Center on 
Rural Early Childhood 
Learning Initiatives, 
which shall include the 
Sesame  Street-Between 
the Lions effort to 
produce and distribute 
multi-media educational 
and training materials ... 

Mississippi University for 
Women, Columbus, MS, 
for research and outreach 
programming of the 
Southern Women’s Insti- 
ДЕ ыскан лакка кина 

Mississippi University for 
Women, Columbus, MS, 
Plymouth Bluff Center 
for Scientific and Histor- 
ical Enrichment ............. 

Mississippi Valley State 

University, Itta Bena, 

MS, for curriculum de- 

velopment ....................... 

Missouri Southern State 

University, Joplin, Mis- 

souri, for equipment ....... 

Monroe Community Col- 

lege, Rochester, NY, for 

training and equipment .. 

Montana State University, 
Bilings, MT, to provide 
degree and certificate 
workforce education pro- 
grams in the healthcare 
industby сш 

Montgomery College, 
Rockville, MD, for equip- 
ment and technology to 
establish wireless mobile 
classrooms in engineer- 
ing and computer 
SCLONCOS ан ата р баьа 

Montgomery County Com- 
munity College, Blue 
Bell, PA, for equipment 
and technology acquisi- 
tion in support of the Ad- 
vanced Center for Tech- 
DOlOEgy. ыш Ыр. талдары 

Moravian College, Beth- 
lehem, PA, for equip- 
ment, technology, and 
curriculum development 
for a science initiative ... 

Morehead State  Univer- 
sity, Morehead, KY, to 
establish a center on 
homeland security policy 

Morehouse College, At- 
lanta, GA, for an Edu- 
cation Technology and 
Telecommunications 
PLO] OCU: ascites аа etes 

Morehouse College, At- 
lanta, GA, to conduct 
public and social re- 
search on issues affecting 
African American and 
minority males at the 
Morehouse Research In- 
stitute 

Muhlenberg College, Allen- 
town, PA, to develop a 
program for advanced 
discovery in the explo- 
ration of the physical 
and life sciences at the 
Secondary and post-sec- 
ondary grade levels ........ 
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2,100,000 
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1,000,000 
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600,000 


160,000 
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National Academies’ 
Science, Technology and 
Economic Policy (STEP) 
Board, Washington, DC 
to study changing labor 
force requirements ......... 

National Association of 
Hispanic Publications 
Foundation, Washington, 
DC, to improve access to 
higher education and fi- 
nancial aid opportunities 
for Hispanic students, in- 
cluding awareness pro- 
grams in Spanish ............ 

National Center for Dis- 
ability and Access to 
Education in Logan, UT 
to address distance edu- 
cation for individuals 
with disabilities ............. 

National College Access 
Network, Cleveland, OH 
for expanding and 
strengthening of pro- 
ETAIUS. А 

N’DIGO Foundation, Chi- 
cago, IL, for a merit- 
based college scholarship 
тое аа 

Nevada State College to 
create a digital learning 
себет а учета 

New Mexico Association of 
Community Colleges, 
Santa Fe, NM, for a den- 
tal distance education 
DLOBTAT neret 

New Mexico State Univer- 
sity and Dono Ana 
Branch Community Col- 
lege to expand its manu- 
facturing bridge program 

New York University, New 
York, NY, for the John 
Brademas Center for the 
Study of Congress, which 
may include student 
scholarships and an en- 
dowment ......................... 

North Dakota State Col- 
lege of Science, 
Wahpeton, ND, for a Cen- 
ter for Nanoscience Tech- 
nology Training .............. 

North Dakota State School 
of Science, Wahpeton, 
ND, to continue telephar- 
macy training in North 
DAKOTA senor ron окне 

North Florida Community 
College, Madison, FL for 
a registered nursing pro- 
ETSI ое R TE ET 

North Shore Community 
College, Danvers, MA, for 
information technology 
and educational equip- 
ment for science center .. 

North Shore Community 
College, Danvers, MA, for 
workforce development, 
entrepreneurship edu- 
cation, professional de- 
velopment, distance edu- 
cation, and outreach pro- 
grams 

Northern Illinois Center 
for Accelerator and De- 
tector Development at 
Northern Illinois Univer- 
sity, DeKalb, IL .............. 
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50,000 


1,300,000 
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200,000 


300,000 


200,000 


350,000 


2,000,000 


Northern Illinois Univer- 
sity, DeKalb, IL for sup- 
port of the Vibration and 
Acoustics Center ............ 

Northern Illinois Univer- 
sity, DeKalb, IL, for an 
Intelligent Tutoring Cen- 
uo УК атар дананы 

Northern Illinois Univer- 
sity, DeKalb, IL, to es- 
tablish a Nanoscience In- 
Stitute sai ec ensi 


Northern Kentucky  Uni- 
versity for the Institute 
for New Economy Tech- 
nologies .......................... 


Northern Kentucky  Uni- 
versity, Highland 
Heights, KY, for its Insti- 
tute for Publie Policy 
Research and Service ..... 


Northern Michigan Univer- 
sity, Marquette, MI, for 
operating expenses of the 
United States Olympic 
Education Center,  in- 
cluding student support 

Northwest Shoals Commu- 
nity College, Phil Camp- 
bell, AL, for new tech- 
nology upgrades ............. 

Northwestern College, Or- 
ange City, IA, for equip- 
Inent: zd ылады ене қ hon 


Nova Southeastern Univer- 
sity, Fort Lauderdale, 
FL, for a Latino Literacy 
and Technology Training 
DLIOBETAI o ауады deed 

Nova Southeastern Univer- 
sity, Ft. Lauderdale, FL, 
for the Shepard Broad 
Law Center Minority 
Outreach Online Project 

Ocean County College, 
Toms River, NJ, for the 
Center for Marine Stud- 


Oglala Lakota College i 
Kyle, South Dakota for 
nursing education ........... 


Oklahoma State Board of 
Regents for Higher Edu- 
cation, Oklahoma City, 
OK to expand the One- 
Net program for distance 
learning into rural areas 
of Oklahoma ................... 


Oregon Institute of Tech- 
nology, Klamath Falls, 
OR, for equipment .......... 

Orleans Technical Insti- 
tute, Philadelphia, PA, 
for equipment and edu- 
cational programs to 
train court reporters ...... 

Pacific Lutheran Univer- 
sity, Tacoma, WA, for 
programmatic support, 
technology and fur- 
nishings for its Center 
for Learning and Tech- 
Поов a ры Аа ТЕРЕ ЕР 

Palo Verde Community 
College District, Blythe, 
CA, for equipment .......... 

Penn State, University 
Park, PA, for the Penn 
State Washington Pro- 
STAIN, риту aces deer eter ee: 
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500,000 


25,000 
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Philadelphia University, 
Philadelphia, РА, for 
technology upgrades and 
to develop an instruc- 
tional delivery system 
which will focus on the 
integration of technology 
into coursework ............. 

Philander Smith College, 
Little Rock, AR, for 
equipment, supplies, fur- 
nishings and personnel 
for the Harry R. Kendall 
Science and Health Mis- 
sion Center ..................... 

Peirce College, Philadel- 
phia, PA, for technology 
upgrades and course de- 
velopment for the Peirce 
Online Four-Year Dis- 
tance Learning initiative 

Pittsburgh Digital Green- 
house, Pittsburgh, PA, to 
facilitate work between 
research universities ...... 

Pittsburgh Tissue Engi- 
neering Initiative, Pitts- 
burgh, PA, for profes- 
sional development and 
to develop education pro- 
аб НАШЕ ы ырық даса нн ына 

Potter County Education 
Council, Coudersport, PA 
for equipment ................. 

Pratt Institute, Brooklyn, 
NY, for equipment and 
technology, personnel 
and faculty professional 
development. ................... 

Providence College, Provi- 
dence, RI, for equipment, 
technology and edu- 
cation programs for its 
Center for the Arts ......... 

Pulaski Technical College, 
North Little Rock, AR, 
for library equipment, 
technology, furnishings 
and collections ............... 

Purchase College, State 
University of New York, 
Purchase, NY, to im- 
prove postsecondary edu- 
cation, increase access 
for minority students, 
and enhance student sup- 
port services ................... 

Ramapo College, Mahwah, 
NJ, for technology and 
equipment for the Sus- 
tainability Education 
Conter „о corren d 

Regional Learning Alli- 
ance, Marshall Township, 
PA, to acquire instruc- 
tional technology and to 
develop programming as 
part of a life-long edu- 
cation services initiative 
for Pittsburgh regional 
industry and community 
residents ......................... 

Research Center for Cul- 
tural Diversity and Com- 
munity Renewal, Univer- 
sity of  Wisconsin-La 
Crosse, WI, for Project 
TEACH and Project FOR- 
WARD cepere ee enas 

Rhode Island College Foun- 
dation, Providence, RI, 
for an interdisciplinary 
research and education 
center regarding the his- 
tory of child welfare ....... 


500,000 


320,000 


200,000 


150,000 


250,000 


150,000 


320,000 


700,000 


320,000 


250,000 


70,000 


200,000 


250,000 


75,000 
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Rhodes College, Memphis, 
TN, for the Rhodes Col- 
lege Learning Corridor 
project to expand an edu- 
cational outreach and 
partnership program be- 
tween the University and 
the Shelby County public 
school system ................. 

Riverside Community Col- 
lege District, Riverside, 
CA for curriculum devel- 
opment of the Middle 
College initiative ........... 

Robert Morris University, 
Moon Township, PA, for 
equipment and develop- 
ment of its nursing and 
allied health programs ... 

Roberts Wesleyan College, 
Rochester, NY for a dis- 
tance education program 

Rowan University, 
Glassboro, NJ for an En- 
gineering and Tech- 
nology Satellite Campus 
in Pomona, NJ ................ 

Rutgers University School 
of Law, Camden, NJ, for 
student scholarships and 
loan repayment, intern- 
ships, and public interest 
programming .................. 

Sacramento City College, 
Sacramento, CA, for its 
Allied Health Professions 
Recruitment and Reten- 
tion Center ..................... 

Saginaw Valley State Uni- 
versity, University Cen- 
ter, MI for a crisis inter- 
vention training center .. 

Saint John Fisher College, 
NY for the School of 
Рһаттпасу ....................... 

Saint Joseph's College, 
Brooklyn, NY, for equip- 
ment and technology for 
"smart classrooms" at 
its Brooklyn and 
Patchogue campuses ...... 

Saint Leo University, St. 
Leo, FL, for a Corporate 
to Classroom Transition 
Рова. о Пиј и нон: 

Saint Vincent College, La- 
trobe, PA, to develop 
early childhood edu- 
cation programs for the 
Fred. M. Rogers Center 
for Early Learning and 
Children’s Media ............. 

Salve Regina University, 
Newport, RI, for equip- 
ment and personnel for 
its Center for Advanced 
Teaching and Learning 
in Science and Tech- 
NOOB Y? А ан Цаг 

San Jose State University 
Foundation, San Jose, 
CA for the development 
of paramedic and clinical 
laboratory scientist 
training programs .......... 

San Pasqual Academy, Es- 
condido, CA, for informa- 
tion technology infra- 
SUPUCUUTO: о таи e epe ioi 

Santa Clarita Community 
College District, Santa 
Clarita, CA, for equip- 
ment for the University 
Center at College of the 
Салуопелоса и ағы фа; 
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100,000 


400,000 


440,000 


120,000 


200,000 


Santa Fe Community Col- 
lege, Gainesville, FL, for 
equipment and training .. 

School District of Phila- 
delphia, Philadelphia, 
PA, for the College Op- 
portunity Resources for 
Education (CORE) Philly 
Scholarship Program ...... 


Security on Campus, Inc., 
King of Prussia, PA, to 
develop and conduct re- 
gional training sessions 
on compliance with the 
Clery Act and the tech- 
nical assistance  hand- 
БООКЕ ы дын АЙ Ыру 


Self Enhancement Inc, 
Portland, OR, for family 
support and violence and 
substance abuse preven- 
tion programs ................. 

Seminole State College, 
Seminole, OK for tech- 
nology equipment ........... 


Seminole State College, 
Seminole, OK, for the 
Excel-erated Transi- 
tional Nursing program .. 


Seminole State College, 
Seminole, OK, to im- 
prove student retention 
and graduation rates ...... 


Sheldon Jackson College, 
Sitka, AK, for the Adult 
Learners Program .......... 


Shippensburg University 
Foundation, 
Shippensburg, PA, for 
the Center for Land Use 


Shippensburg University, 
Shippensburg, PA, for 
equipment, technology 
and curriculum develop- 
ment for a Performing 
Arts Center ..................... 


Shoreline Community Col- 
lege, Shoreline, WA, fora 
Center for Manufacturing 
Excellence ...................... 


Sisseton Wahpeton College 
in Agency Village, South 
Dakota for a Dakota lan- 
guage preservation pro- 
Locri m 


Snead State Community 
College, Boaz AL for a 
nursing program ............. 


Snow College, Ephraim, UT 
to support a distance 
learning program ............ 


Sonoma State University, 
Rohnert Park, CA, for 
the Osher Lifelong 
Learning Institute, in- 
cluding student scholar- 
ships and coordination 
with the nationwide 
Osher network ................ 

South Carolina State Uni- 
versity, Orangeburg, SC 
for equipment and pro- 
gram support .................. 

South Florida Community 
College, Avon Park, FL, 
for equipment ................. 

Southeast Missouri State 
University, Cape 
Girardeau, Missouri, for 
equipment ...................... 


500,000 


750,000 


25,000 


250,000 


100,000 


50,000 


25,000 


500,000 


170,000 


200,000 


700,000 


250,000 


400,000 


200,000 


200,000 


350,000 


200,000 


550,000 


SouthEastern Pennsyl- 
vania Consortium for 
Higher Education, PA, 
for the Institute for 
Mathematics and Science 
to provide professional 
development to K-12 
ТеасһФгв лымда мені 

Southern Illinois Univer- 
sity, Carbondale, IL, for 
the Paul Simon Public 
Policy Institute, includ- 
ing an endowment .......... 

Southern Maine Commu- 
nity College, South Port- 
land, ME, to develop an 
entrepreneurial/ business 
ownership certificate 
program, student  busi- 
ness incubator and high 
school entrepreneurial 
PLOSTAMS 1220s i haie 

Southern Methodist Uni- 
versity, Dallas, TX, for 
equipment ...................... 

Southern New England 
School of Law, North 
Dartmouth, MA, for the 
Immigration Law Clinic, 
including student sti- 
PONS: «eo р iio 

Southern New Hampshire 
University, New Hamp- 
shire to continue and ex- 
pand a distance learning 
ргоёб тати ба қарақан олын 

Southwestern Indian Poly- 
technic Institute, Albu- 
querque, NM for tech- 
nical skills training ........ 

Stark State College of 
Technology, Canton, OH 
for outreach and expan- 
sion activities ................. 

State University of New 
York at Geneseo, Gen- 
eseo, NY, for equipment 

State University of New 
York Orange County 
Community College, Mid- 
dletown, NY, for the 
Newburgh Extension 
СӨБӨ? сасе линка за 

State University System of 
Florida to continue a 
partnership оп  identi- 
fying and addressing the 
highest priority issues in 
K-12 education ................ 

Sweetwater Education 
Foundation, for its Com- 
pact for Success pro- 
geram, including student 
Scholarships .................... 

Syracuse University in 
New York to establish 
the Daniel Patrick Moy- 
nihan Global Affairs In- 
stitute, including sup- 
port for an endowment ... 

Tacoma Community Col- 
lege, Tacoma, WA, for 
equipment, technology, 
and furnishings for an 
open computer lab .......... 

Tallahassee Community 
College, Tallahassee, FL, 
to establish satellite edu- 
cation centers ................. 

Tarleton State University, 
Stephenville, TX, for 
equipment апа tech- 
nology for its Center for 
the Advancement of 
Rural Nursing Education 
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Texas State University, 
San Marcos, TX, for a 
Round Rock Higher Edu- 
cation Center (RRHEC) 
in Round Rock, TX ......... 

Texas Tech University, 
Lubbock, TX for the Cen- 
ter for the Study of Ad- 
(ба еј п Ко) БРИ РИЧИ 

Texas Wesleyan University 
School of Law, Fort 
Worth, TX, for tech- 
nology improvements ..... 

Thiel College, Greenville, 
PA to support agri- 
culture and biology pro- 
grams, which may in- 
clude the acquisition of 
equipment ...................... 

Thiel College, Greenville, 
PA, for  campus-wide 
technology infrastruc- 
ture upgrades ................. 

Thurgood Marshall Schol- 
arship Fund, New York, 
NY, for capacity building 
activities at historically 
black colleges ................. 

Touro University—Cali- 
fornia, Vallejo, CA, to de- 
sign, develop and imple- 
ment College of Edu- 
cation programs on its 
Mare Island campus ........ 

Trenholm State Technical 
College, Montgomery, 
AL, for equipment .......... 

Trident Technical College, 
Charleston, South Caro- 
lina, to equip the hospi- 
tality, tourism and cul- 
inary arts program ......... 

Troy State University, 
Troy, AL, for the Virtual 
University of the Armed 
Forces and Others .......... 

United Negro College Fund 
Special Programs Foun- 
dation, Fairfax, VA, for a 
capacity building project 
benefiting historically 
black colleges and uni- 
versities, including in- 
strumentation acquisi- 
tion, professional devel- 
opment for faculty, and 
Scholarships for students 

University of Akron, 

Akron, OH for a distance 

learning program with 

the Bliss Institute .......... 

University of Akron, 

Akron, OH for an aero- 

Space systems engineer- 

ing degree program ......... 

University of Akron, 

Akron, OH for emergency 

management curriculum 

and technology ............... 

University of Alabama, 

Tuscaloosa, AL for lab- 

oratory equipment ......... 

University of Alaska 
Statewide Office for the 
University of Alaska 
Leadership Institute/Cen- 
ter for Civics Democracy 

University of Alaska/ 
Southeast for the Alaska 
Distance Education 
Technology Consortium 
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University of Alaska/ 
Southeast to develop dis- 
tance education 
coursework for arctic en- 
gineering courses and 
DÜOE РАНЕ „ъала ыйынын з 

University of Arizona 
Health Science Center, 
Tucson, AZ, for the com- 
bined family practice 
residency/integrative 
medicine fellowship 
training program ............ 

University of Arizona to 
establish an indigenous 
peoples law and policy 
ргојесћи ај esed eee oet 

University of Arkansas for 
Medical Sciences for cur- 
riculum and infrastruc- 
ture development for the 
Mid-America Genetics 
Distance Education Con- 
ВОТ: cue ect 

University of Arkansas, 
School of Social Work, 
Fayetteville, Arkansas, 
for the School of Social 
Work Research Center .... 

University of California, 
Hastings College of the 
Law, San Francisco, CA, 
for the Center for Gender 
and Refugee Studies to 
establish a clinical edu- 
cation program ............... 

University of Central Flor- 

ida, Orlando, FL for the 

Lou Frey Institute of 

Politics enn у и њи 

University of Cincinnati, 

Cincinnati, OH for the 

Ohio Partnership for Ac- 

countability ................... 

University of Dayton, Day- 

ton, OH, for the Dayton 

Early College Academy 

judex rom 

University of Dubuque in 

Dubuque, Iowa for the es- 

tablishment of à nursing 

education program ......... 

University of Florida, 

Gainesville, FL, for 

equipment for the Nor- 

man Hall project ............ 

University of Georgia, Ath- 

ens, GA, for the Croatian 

Partnership for Higher 

Education Reform .......... 

University of Guam School 
of Nursing and Health 
Sciences, Mangilao, GU, 
for its bachelor of science 
in nursing program ......... 

University of Hartford, 
West Hartford, CT, for 
equipment and tech- 
nology for the Hartt 
School Performing Arts 
Conter ао eee e 

University of Hawaii at 
Hilo for the Applied 
Rural Science Program .. 

University of Hawaii at 
Hilo for the Clinical 
Pharmacy Training Pro- 
cr m —— ИЯ 

University of Idaho for 
scholarships and program 
support of the Lionel 
Hampton Artist in Resi- 
dence and the Lionel 
Hampton Scholars .......... 


100,000 


100,000 


200,000 


1,250,000 


100,000 


200,000 


250,000 


200,000 


500,000 


500,000 


100,000 


75,000 


240,000 


100,000 


50,000 


700,000 


400,000 


University of Memphis, 
Memphis, TN for the 
Benjamin L. Hooks Insti- 
tute for Social Change, 
which may include sup- 
port for an endowment ... 

University of Mississippi, 
Oxford, MS for cur- 
riculum development and 
to enhance the develop- 
ment of young men and 
women to make future 
contributions to MS and 
the nation ....................... 

University of Montana 
School of Law, Missoula, 
MT for infrastructure at 
the University of Mon- 
tana School of Law, in- 
cluding the acquisition of 
equipment and  tech- 
NOLOGY: eso e ctr cse ofer, 

University of Nebraska at 
Kearney, Kearney, NE, 
for student preparation .. 

University of Nebraska at 
Omaha, Omaha, NE, for 
teaching comparative 
American history ........... 

University of Nevada, Las 
Vegas for educational 
outreach at the Women’s 
Research Institute of Ne- 
хадан ари) 

University of Nevada, Reno 
for the Latino Studies 
progra Maiara ui 

University of New England, 
Biddeford, ME, for a Den- 
tal Residency Program ... 

University of New Mexico 
to establish the Oral 
Health Institute ............. 

University of New Orleans, 
LA, for the Center for 
School Improvement and 
Teaching and Learning 
Excellence ...................... 

University of North Flor- 
ida, Jacksonville, FL, for 
a Virtual School Readi- 
ness Incubator Project ... 

University of North Texas, 
Denton, TX, for a Re- 
gional Center for Ad- 
vanced Scientific Com- 
puting and Modeling Pro- 
РАН! essc сынын ыкы 

University of North Texas, 
Denton, TX, for the Lab- 
oratory Experience and 
Development of Early 
Researchers program ...... 

University of North Texas, 
Denton, TX, in coopera- 
tion with Paul Quinn 
College, for a Science 
and Math Teacher Acad- 
[or ыра дады PEE 

University of Northern 
Iowa, Cedar Falls, IA for 
program development 
and support of the Center 
for Applied Gerontology 

University of Oklahoma, 
Tulsa, OK for develop- 
ment and support of a 
graduate degree program, 
which may include the 
acquisition of equipment 

University of Redlands, 
Redlands, CA for tech- 
nology enhancement ...... 
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250,000 


3,000,000 


700,000 


250,000 


100,000 


100,000 


100,000 


250,000 


75,000 


1,000,000 


600,000 


250,000 


250,000 


240,000 


145,000 


300,000 


350,000 
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University of Richmond 
Gottwald Science Center, 
Richmond, VA for equip- 
ment and technology ...... 


University of Rochester 
Medical Center, Roch- 
ester, NY, for student 


scholarships in the 
School of Nursing ........... 
University of Saint 


Francis, Fort Wayne, IN, 
for technology ................ 


University of San Fran- 
cisco, San Francisco, CA, 
for equipment and pro- 
grams at the Harney 
Science Center ................ 


University of South Caro- 
lina, Columbia, SC, for 
the Strom Thurmond 
Fitness and Wellness 
Conter rerni Eai EA 


University of South Flor- 
ida, Sarasota/Manatee 
Campus, Sarasota, FL, 
for the Center for Ad- 
vanced Health Practices 
and Policy Formation .... 


University of South Flor- 
ida, Tampa, FL, for a 
globalization research 
network, including the 
University of Hawaii, 
Manoa; George Wash- 
ington University; and 
the University of Cali- 
fornia, Los Angeles ......... 


University of Southern 
Mississippi, Hattiesburg, 
MS to enhance economic 


development teaching, 
training, and research 
opportunities .................. 


University of St. Thomas 
Interprofessional Clinic 
for Counseling and Legal 
Services, St. Paul, MN ... 


University of Texas at Aus- 
tin, Austin, TX, for the 
Texas Engineering and 
Technical Consortium .... 


University of Texas Foun- 
dation, Austin TX, for 
the UT Public Policy 
Fellowship Initiative, 
which may include sup- 
port of internship pro- 
пали ви tidie re petet БЫЛ: 


University of Texas Pan 
American, Edinburg, TX, 
for the Raul Yzaguirre 
Policy Institute, includ- 
ing student support ........ 


University of Texas, Ar- 
lington, TX for SMART 
manikins and equipment 
in the Smart Emergency 
Department .................... 


University of Texas, Aus- 
tin, TX for the Bill Ar- 
cher Center ..................... 


University of the Pacific, 
McGeorge School of Law, 
Sacramento, CA for a 
cross-disciplinary project 

University of the Pacific, 
Stockton, CA, for the 
Business Forecasting 
Center... code eri ақы 
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100,000 


250,000 


150,000 


575,000 


5,000,000 


75,000 


890,000 


2,000,000 


75,000 


1,000,000 


250,000 


640,000 


500,000 


500,000 


255,000 


490,000 


University of the Sciences 
in Philadelphia, Phila- 
delphia, PA, for the 
Science Education Part- 
nership in partnership 
with the Philadelphia 
School District to im- 
prove math and science 
education ог... 

University of the South, 
Sewanee, ТМ, for equip- 
ment and technology ...... 

University of Tulsa, Tulsa, 
OK for critical research 
instrumentation and 
equipment to enhance 
campus infrastructure 
for information security 

University of Vermont of 
Burlington, VT to estab- 
lish an advanced practice 
graduate nursing  pro- 
gram in psychiatric-men- 
tal health nursing .......... 

University of Virginia Cen- 
ter for Politics, Char- 
lottesville, VA, for the 
Youth Leadership Initia- 
TIVO? 41d ааа Ais ecco 

University of Wisconsin- 
Baraboo/Sauk County, 
Baraboo, WI, for equip- 
ment and technology for 
the Robert L. Brown 
"Theater... eoe con desee 

University of Wisconsin- 
Eau Claire, School of 
Nursing, Eau Claire, WI, 
for an accelerated bacca- 
laureate degree program 
in nursing га 

University of Wisconsin-La 
Crosse in La Crosse, WI 
to expand mentoring pro- 
grams to assist students 
of Hmong descent in at- 
taining teacher certifi- 
CALION ызаты тынны Ый 

University of Wisconsin- 
Marathon, WI, for 
science equipment and 
furnishings ..................... 

University of Wisconsin- 
Whitewater іп White- 
water, WI to provide sup- 
port services for men- 
tally disabled students to 
succeed in higher edu- 
GA LIO S лый ауы ЫЫ 

University of Wisconsin- 

Wood, WI, for science 

equipment and fur- 

ПВО У 22er ei 

University of Wyoming, 

Laramie, WY for techno- 

logical infrastructure 

improvements ................. 

University of Wyoming, 

Laramie, WY for the 

American Heritage Cen- 

Ug PE TTE 

Urban College of Boston in 
Massachusetts to support 
higher education  pro- 
gram serving low-income 
and minority students .... 

Utah State Board of Re- 
gents, Utah Higher Edu- 
cation Assistance  Au- 
thority, Salt Lake City, 
UT, for scholarships and 
program support under 
the Cesar Chavez Schol- 
arship Program .............. 


100,000 


250,000 


100,000 


300,000 


1,400,000 


50,000 


300,000 


250,000 


275,000 


150,000 


400,000 


400,000 


315,000 


900,000 


125,000 


Utah Valley State College, 
Orem, UT for distance 
education ........................ 

Villa Julie College, Steven- 
son, MD, to establish a 
nursing distance learning 
рговтатп ызыл бе озады 

Virginia Military  Insti- 
tute, Lexington, Vir- 
ginia, for curriculum and 
program support of the 
Science апа Security 
MAN OF ы oa озон ао даа ына run 

Virginia State University, 
Petersburg, VA, for tech- 
nology equipment for the 
School of Engineering .... 

Wake Technical Commu- 
nity College, Raleigh, 
NC, to implement a first 
responder training pro- 
STATI eese rere a 

Waldorf College, Forest 
City, IA, for lab equip- 
Петро бе сум save 

Wallace Community Col- 
lege, Dothan, AL, for 
Teaching for the Future 
Initiative asea orae 

Walsh College, Troy, MI for 
program development 
and software for the Cen- 
ter of Excellence for In- 
formation Assurance 
Education ....................... 

Washington College, Ches- 
tertown, MD, for equip- 
ment and infrastructure 
technology ...................... 

Washington State Univer- 
sity to provide education 
and research opportuni- 
ties for tribes and tribal 
colleges and support the 
Northwest Regional Na- 
tive American project .... 

Webster University, St. 
Louis, MO, for literacy 
services, including the 
volunteer Student Lit- 
eracy Corps, at its Insti- 
tute for Literacy ............ 

Wesleyan College, Macon, 
Georgia, Willet Memorial 
рату б ete 

West Chester University, 
West Chester, PA, for 
technology infrastruc- 
ture upgrades ................. 

West Kern Community Col- 
lege District, Taft, CA, 
for equipment ................. 

Western Governor's Uni- 
versity (WGU), Salt Lake 
City, Utah to provide ad- 
vanced education and 
competency-based teach- 
ing degrees and certifi- 
Саббб ET 

Western Iowa Tech Com- 
munity College, Sioux 
City, IA, for equipment .. 

Western Michigan Univer- 
sity, College of Health 
and Human Services, 
Kalamazoo, MI, for 
Science equipment .......... 

Western Nebraska Commu- 
nity College, Scottsbluff, 
Nebraska, for the West- 
ern Nebraska Center for 
Business and Individual 
Training, including the 
acquisition of equipment 
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50,000 


250,000 


500,000 


350,000 


100,000 


150,000 


250,000 


125,000 


260,000 


250,000 


750,000 


100,000 


100,000 


150,000 


800,000 


120,000 


400,000 


250,000 
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Western Nevada Commu- 
nity College to create an 
Occupational Therapy 
Assistant program .......... 

Western Oregon Univer- 
sity, Monmouth, OR, for 
equipment апа tech- 
nology for the Division of 
Computer Science, Divi- 
sion of Business and Eco- 
nomics, and Department 
of Mathematics 

Wharton County Junior 
College, Wharton, TX, for 
instructional equipment 
and technology informa- 
tion management infra- 
Structure ........................ 

Wheaton College, Norton, 
MA, for program develop- 
ment and equipment for 
a new science facility 

Widener University School 
of Law, Harrisburg, PA, 
for technology  infra- 
Structure upgrades 

Widener University, Ches- 
ter, PA for the Institute 
for Graduate Clinical 
Psychology 

Wilkes University, Wilkes- 
Barre, PA, to develop 
programming for a Lan- 
guage Institute to im- 
prove foreign language 
study 

Wilkes-Barre General Hos- 
pital, Wilkes-Barre, PA, 
to develop nurse educa- 
tor programs to instruct 
nursing students ............. 

Wilson College, Chambers- 
burg, PA, for the devel- 
opment of a public policy 
institute to address the 
needs of single mothers .. 

Wisconsin Association of 
Independent Colleges and 
Universities, WI, for a 
collaboration project to 
consolidate administra- 
tive operations and infor- 
mation technology 

World Learning, 
Brattleboro, VT, to de- 
velop teaching guides for 
the less-commonly- 
taught Asian languages .. 

York Technical College, 
Rock Hill, SC, for its Na- 
tional Precision Metal- 
working Center of Excel- 
Төпсе соседи даладағы 


Other Programs 


The conference agreement includes 
$843,289,000 for TRIO instead of $842,559,000 as 
proposed by the House and $844,500,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. The agreement also in- 
cludes $308,960,000 for the GEAR UP program 
instead of $318,230,000 as proposed by the 
House and $302,500,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. The conferees intend that funds be 
awarded on an annual basis and that the De- 
partment consult with Congressional com- 
mittees of jurisdiction prior to new grant 
competition announcements. The conference 
agreement provides a sixth and final year 
award to grantees first funded in 2000, while 
continuing all other funded projects. The 
conferees also intend that these funds are 
available to eligible 1999 grantees that opt to 
apply for new grant awards servicing a co- 
hort no later than seventh grade, and are al- 
lowed to continue assisting students who 


250,000 


370,000 


500,000 
225,000 


100,000 


1,000,000 


100,000 


200,000 


100,000 


800,000 


100,000 


650,000 
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have not yet completed the program through 
high school graduation. 

The agreement also includes $41,000,000 for 
Byrd Honors Scholarships as proposed by the 
Senate. The House did not propose funding 
for this activity. 

The conference agreement also includes 
$68,888,000 for Teacher Quality Enhancement 
Grants instead of $88,888,000 as proposed by 
both the House and the Senate. The agree- 
ment includes $7,000,000 for demonstrations 
in disabilities, $2,222,000 for the underground 
railroad program, and $3,000,000 for Thurgood 
Marshall Scholarships as proposed by the 
Senate. The House did not propose funding 
these activities. The agreement also includes 
$988,000 for Olympic Scholarships as proposed 
by the House. The Senate bill did not provide 
funding for this program. 


HOWARD UNIVERSITY 


The conference agreement includes 
$240,715,000 for Howard University instead of 
$243,893,000 as proposed by the House and 
$239,763,000 as proposed by the Senate. 


INSTITUTE OF EDUCATION SCIENCES 


The conference agreement includes 
$527,453,000 for Education Research, Statis- 
tics and Improvement instead of $526,804,000 
as proposed by the House and $536,804,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes 
$25,000,000 for statewide data systems instead 
of $30,000,000 as proposed by the House and 
$40,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
Educational Technical Assistance Act of 2002 
authorized a competitive grant program to 
State Educational Agencies to enable such 
agencies to design, develop, and implement, 
statewide, longitudinal data systems to man- 
age, analyze, disaggregate, and use indi- 
vidual student data. The conferees believe 
these funds are necessary to help States 
measure individual student performance, 
particularly as it relates to adequate yearly 
progress goals, more efficiently and more ac- 
curately. The conferees also urge the Depart- 
ment to establish a priority for those States 
that currently have the most limited ability 
to collect, analyze and report individual stu- 
dent achievement data when considering ap- 
plications for funds available through this 
program. 

The conferees expect the Department to 
develop and implement this program so that 
it serves the key goals of generating and 
using accurate and timely data to facilitate 
research needed to improve student achieve- 
ment, eliminate achievement gaps and com- 
ply with and meet reporting requirements of 
the Elementary and Secondary Education 
Act, as stated in section 208(c) of Public Law 
107-279. The conferees believe that this pro- 
gram, if effectively implemented so as to en- 
able the collection of longitudinal data on 
individual student achievement, will greatly 
facilitate randomized controlled trials and 
other rigorous longitudinal studies needed to 
determine which educational interventions 
are effective and which are not. 

The conferees believe that a greater focus 
must be placed on the use of randomized con- 
trolled trials, longitudinal studies, and other 
research that meets the standards set by the 
National Research Council. For this reason, 
the conferees strongly encourage IES to 
work with the Secretary to create a competi- 
tive preference system whereby schools 
would receive priority for awards by agree- 
ing to participate in randomized research 
studies. One potential system would entail 
funding schools in pairs, where at random 
one school would receive a new program im- 
mediately and the other would receive it a 
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year later, thereby creating conditions con- 
ducive to randomized controlled studies. 

The conference agreement also includes 
$83,774,000 for research and innovation in spe- 
cial education. Within the total, the con- 
ference agreement includes funding for the 
following: 


Best Buddies Connecticut, 
New Haven, CT, to en- 
hance the lives of people 
with mental retardation 
by providing opportuni- 
ties for one-to-one 
friendships апа  inte- 
grated employment 

Best Buddies Inter- 
national, Inc. Miami, 
FL, to enhance the lives 
of people with mental re- 
tardation by providing 
opportunities for one-to- 
one friendships and inte- 
grated employment 

Best Buddies Maryland, 
Baltimore, MD, to en- 
hance the lives of people 
with mental retardation 
by providing opportuni- 
ties for one-to-one 
friendships and  inte- 
grated employment 

Best Buddies Rhode Island, 
Providence, RI, to en- 
hance the lives of people 
with mental retardation 
by providing opportuni- 
ties for one-to-one 
friendships and  inte- 
grated employment 

Best Buddies Texas, Hous- 
ton, TX, for program ex- 
о ват) (одани И tte egeris 

Best Buddies Virginia, 
Miami, FL for expansion 
of Northern Virginia pro- 
grams 

Bubel/Aiken 


$150,000 


1,000,000 


250,000 


200,000 


50,000 


140,000 


Foundation 
for a demonstration on 
K-12 Inclusion Commu- 
nity Service .................... 


500,000 
Celeste Foundation, Mt. 
Doro, FL, to provide 
technical assistance to 
parents and caregivers of 
autistic children on early 
intervention therapies .... 
Center for Creative Play, 
Pittsburgh, PA, to sup- 
port services for disabled 
children and their fami- 
TIES икона заноса 
Center for Functional and 
Molecular Imaging, 
Georgetown University, 
Washington, DC, for the 
Early Diagnosis of Devel- 
opmental Dyslexia 
Project 
City of Rocklin, California, 
for a Rocklin Integrated 
Schools Program 
Daemen College, Amherst, 
NY, for special education 
SOPVlOGS aie кује 
Fiesta Educativa, Inc., Los 
Angeles, CA, for its Fi- 
esta Familiar, home- 
based training initiative 
for parents of children 
with disabilities ............. 
Friendship Circle, West 
Bloomfield, MI for Life 
Village 


1,400,000 


25,000 


250,000 


195,000 


600,000 


55,000 


425,000 
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Holy Family Learning Cen- 
ter, Pittsburgh, PA, to 
provide specialized edu- 
cational services to chil- 
dren and adults ............... 


Illinois State University, 
Normal, IL for the Spe- 
cial Education Assistive 
Technology Center ......... 


International Center on 
Deafness and the Arts, 
Northbrook, IL for a 
teacher training program 


Jeremiah Cromwell Dis- 
abilities Center, Port- 
land, МЕ, for library en- 
hancements and aware- 
ness training for elemen- 
tary school students ....... 


Learning Disabilities Asso- 
ciation of America, 
Pittsburgh, PA, to ex- 
pand parent and teacher 
training programs and to 
increase resources avail- 
able regarding learning 
disabilities ...................... 


Learning Disabilities Asso- 
ciation of Central New 
York, E. Syracuse, NY 
for educational con- 
sulting services .............. 


Lee Pesky Learning Cen- 
ter, Boise, ID, to provide 
educational materials .... 


Lehigh University, Beth- 
lehem, PA, for research 
to improve the lives of 
disabled individuals at 
the Center for Promoting 
Healthy Development for 
Individuals with Disabil- 
ACTOS сана ОМАШ ЫЫ 


Middle Tennessee State 
University, 
Murfreesboro, TN, for its 
Center for the Study and 
Treatment of Dyslexia to 
improve instruction for 
students with dyslexia ... 


National Cued Speech As- 
sociation, Cleveland, OH, 
for a deaf children’s lit- 
eracy Project .................. 


Ohio School for the Deaf, 
Columbus, OH, for the 
virtual reality edu- 
cational system for the 
дода аана 


Parent Training and Infor- 
mation Center of Iowa— 
The Legal Hand Project 


Peoria School District 150, 
Peoria, IL, to establish a 
Special education tech- 
nology partnership with 
Department of Special 
Education at Illinois 
State University ............. 


School for Children with 
Hidden Intelligence, 
Lakewood, NJ, for dis- 
ability education ............ 


Sephardic Community Cen- 
ter, Brooklyn, NY, to ex- 
pand weekend and sum- 
mer programming for 
children with learning 
disabilities ...................... 
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100,000 


500,000 


200,000 


100,000 


25,000 


100,000 


200,000 


100,000 


500,000 


325,000 


100,000 


100,000 


200,000 


300,000 


100,000 


Southeast Island School 
District to develop two- 
way interactive video 
conferencing to provide 
special education serv- 
ices at 9 isolated school 
sites in Southeast Alaska 

Spurwink Institute, New 
Gloucester, ME to work 
with area schools to pro- 
vide а comprehensive 
network of support for 
special education stu- 
dents and juvenile of- 
fenders о ован 

U.S. Disabled Athletes 
Fund, Atlanta, GA for 
the Blaze Sports Clubs 
for youth with disabil- 
"йн = КОИ N A 

United Cerebral Palsy Сеп- 
tral PA, Camp Hill, PA, 
in collaboration with the 
Cumberland-Perry Asso- 
ciation for Retarded Citi- 
zens, Carlisle, PA, for a 
contemporary day pro- 
gram for young adults 
with disabilities ............. 25,000 

University of Northern 
Colorado National Center 
for Low-Incidence Dis- 
abilities .......................... 

University of Northern 
Iowa, Cedar Falls, IA, for 
WeBCATT: The National 
Institute of Technology 
for Inclusive Education 
ртојесб cuire eee eet EE PRESE 

University of Southern 
Mississippi, Hattiesburg, 
MS, for the Center for 
Literacy and Assessment 

Workplace Technology 
Foundation, King of 
Prussia, PA to provide 
training to special edu- 
cation students to in- 
crease employability 
upon graduation ............. 25,000 

DEPARTMENTAL MANAGEMENT 


The conference agreement includes 
$423,379,000 for Departmental program ad- 
ministration instead of $421,055,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $420,379,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. The agreement also in- 
cludes $90,248,000 for the Office for Civil 
Rights as proposed by the House instead of 
$92,801,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
agreement also includes $47,790,000 for the 
Office of the Inspector General as proposed 
by the House instead of $50,576,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

The conferees applaud the Department for 
its support of the Strengthening the Capac- 
ity of Historically Black Colleges and Uni- 
versities (HBCU) through a Collaborative 
Initiative, which is designed to achieve an 
improved cadre of senior leaders, more effec- 
tive management of HBCUs, more efficient 
campus operations, and better governance at 
public and private HBCUs. The conferees en- 
courage the Department to explore all pos- 
sible actions to increase the availability of 
technical assistance that supports these in- 
stitutions’ efforts to maintain the financial 
standing necessary to meet performance 
standards and accreditation. 

The conferees are concerned about the con- 
tinued delay in release of the title IV hand- 
book regarding campus crime statistics that 
was called for more than 18 months ago. The 
conferees urge the Department to release the 
handbook as soon as possible. In addition, 


100,000 


400,000 


100,000 


450,000 


333,000 


1,000,000 
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the conferees expect the Department to im- 
plement a training program that will help 
institutions of higher education utilize this 
new handbook and comply with section 458(f) 
of the Higher Education Act. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS 
IMPACT AID APPLICATION DEADLINE EXTENSION 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision making a technical change to the Im- 
pact Aid program to extend the application 
deadline for applying for section 8002 federal 
property payments from fiscal year 2005 to 
fiscal year 2007 as proposed by the House. 
The Senate bill contained no similar provi- 
sion. 

LOAN CONSOLIDATIONS 

The conference agreement does not include 
a provision proposed by the House relating 
to consolidation loans. The Senate bill con- 
tained no similar provision. 

EDUCATION BLOCK GRANT AND EVEN START 

FUNDING 

The conference agreement does not include 
a provision proposed by the House relating 
to funding for the education block grant and 
Even Start programs. Funding for these pro- 
grams is provided elsewhere in title III of 
this bill. 

FEDERAL NEEDS ANALYSIS 

The conference agreement does not include 
language proposed by the Senate prohibiting 
the Department of Education from imple- 
menting annual updates to the tax tables 
used in Federal Needs Analysis Methodology. 
The House bill contained no similar provi- 
sion. 

TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS 

The conference agreement contains two 
technical corrections relating to projects in- 
cluded in the fiscal year 2004 bill. Neither the 
House nor the Senate bills contained similar 
provisions. 

PELL GRANT ELIGIBILITY 

The conference agreement includes a new 
general provision related to eligibility for 
Pell Grants for certain students enrolled in 
institutions of higher educationin Palau. 
Neither the House nor the Senate bills con- 
tained this provision. 

TITLE IV—RELATED AGENCIES 
ARMED FORCES RETIREMENT HOME 

The conference agreement includes 
$61,624,000 for the Armed Forces Retirement 
Home instead of $61,195,000 as proposed by 
the House and the Senate. 

COMMITTEE FOR PURCHASE FROM PEOPLE WHO 
ARE BLIND OR SEVERELY DISABLED 

The conference agreement provides 
$4,707,000 for the Committee for Purchase 
from People who are Blind or Severely Dis- 
abled instead of $4,672,000 as proposed by the 
House and as proposed by the Senate in S. 
2806. 

CORPORATION FOR NATIONAL AND COMMUNITY 
SERVICE 
DOMESTIC VOLUNTEER SERVICE PROGRAMS, 
OPERATING EXPENSES 

The conference agreement includes 
$356,598,000 for the Domestic Volunteer Serv- 
ice programs instead of $353,197,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $357,814,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

Volunteers in Service to America (VISTA) 

The conference agreement includes 
$95,000,000 for VISTA instead of $93,731,000 as 
proposed by the House and $96,428,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

National Senior Volunteer Corps 

The conference agreement includes 
$112,323,000 for the Foster Grandparent Pro- 
gram (FGP) as proposed by both the House 
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and the Senate. The conferees intend that 
one-third of the increase over the fiscal year 
2004 level shall be used to fund Program of 
National Significance [PNS] expansion 
grants to allow existing FGP programs to ex- 
pand the number of volunteers serving in 
areas of critical need. All remaining funds 
shall be used to fund an administrative cost 
increase for each Foster Grandparent Pro- 
gram nationwide. The amount to be allo- 
cated to individual grantees shall be cal- 
culated based on a percentage of the entire 
federal grant award in FY 2004, including the 
amount specified for payment of non-taxable 
stipends to Foster Grandparent volunteers. 
The Corporation for National and Commu- 
nity Service (CNCS) shall comply with the 
directive that use of PNS funding increases 
in the FGP shall not be restricted to any 
particular activity. The conferees further di- 
rect that CNCS shall not stipulate a min- 
imum or maximum amount for PNS grant 
augmentation. 

The maximum amount that CNCS may use 
in FY 2005 for communications and training 
and technical assistance activities shall not 
exceed the amount enacted for these two ac- 
tivities in FY 2004. 

The conference agreement also includes 
$46,275,000 for the Senior Companion Pro- 
gram (SCP) instead of $45,987,000 as proposed 
by the House and $46,563,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. The agreement also includes 
$59,000,000 for the Retired Senior Volunteer 
Program (RSVP) instead of $58,156,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $60,000,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

Funds appropriated for FY 2005 may not be 
used to implement or support service col- 
laboration agreements or any other changes 
in the administration and/or governance of 
national service programs prior to passage of 
a bill by the authorizing committee of juris- 
diction specifying such changes. 

The Corporation shall comply with the di- 
rective that use of funding increases in the 
FGP, RSVP, SCP and VISTA not be re- 
stricted to any particular activity. In addi- 
tion, none of these increases may be used to 
fund demonstration activities. The conferees 
have not included funding for senior dem- 
onstration activities. 

Program Administration 

The conference agreement includes 
$39,000,000 for program administration in- 
stead of $38,000,000 as proposed by the House 
and $37,500,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

CORPORATION FOR PUBLIC BROADCASTING 

The conference agreement includes 
$39,705,000 for digital conversion instead of 
$49,705,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
House had proposed providing authority for 
CPB to utilize previously appropriated funds 
for this purpose. 

The conference agreement also includes 
$40,000,000 as the second installment of a 
three-year project to replace the satellite 
interconnection system. The Senate had pro- 
posed $50,000,000 for this purpose. The House 
had proposed providing authority for CPB to 
utilize previously appropriated funds for this 
purpose. 

The conferees strongly urge the CPB to al- 
locate not less than $100,000 to the 14 public 
radio stations around the nation that pro- 
vide the sole source of radio news and infor- 
mation in their communities. The additional 
funds would permit these stations to extend 
their broadcast hours and improve service to 
their listeners. 

FEDERAL MEDIATION AND CONCILIATION 
SERVICE 

The conference agreement provides 

$44,797,000 for the Federal Mediation and 
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Conciliation Service instead of $43,964,000 as 
proposed by the House and $44,464,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

The conferees continue to support the 
FMCS program to prevent youth violence. 
The conferees are especially pleased with the 
development of a CD-ROM that will address 
conflict resolution among preschool and ele- 
mentary age children. Included in the total 
appropriation is $500,000 to be used for FMCS 
to continue their work to prevent youth vio- 
lence by teaching students mediation and 
conflict resolution techniques. 


FEDERAL MINE SAFETY AND HEALTH REVIEW 
COMMISSION 


The conference agreement provides 
$7,872,000 for the Federal Mine Safety and 
Health Review Commission instead of 
$7,813,000 as proposed by the House and the 
Senate. 

INSTITUTE OF MUSEUM AND LIBRARY SERVICES 


The conference agreement provides 
$282,827,000 for the Institute of Museum and 
Library Services instead of $261,743,000 as 
proposed by the House and $262,240,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

Within the total for the Institute, the con- 
ference agreement includes funding for the 


following activities in the following 
amounts. 
{In thousands of dollars] 

Program FY 2005 
Museums for America ........ $18,000 
Museum Assessment .......... 450 
Museum Conservation 

Ртовысроьры анына дын 3,630 
Museum Natl. Leadership 

PLO] ix сесефиыны bees дна ње 7,600 
Native American Museum 

Servicos иин ыт 850 
Library Serv. State Grants 162,000 
Native American Library 

BOPrVICES! mosse diee voyeurs 3,500 
Library Natl. Leadership 

Grats: элднн азан 12,400 
Librarians for the 21st Cen- 

DUE | алина КазаК Pen EN 23,000 
Administration .................. 11,186 


Within the funds provided for Museums of 
America, $1,000,000 is for continuation of the 
21st Century Museum Professional program. 

The conference agreement also specifies 
funding for the following: 


Academy of Natural 
Sciences, Philadelphia, 
PA, for exhibits and pro- 
gramming associated 
with the Lewis and Clark 
expedition ....................... 

Alaska Native Heritage 
Museum, Anchorage, AK 
in cooperation with the 
Koahnic Broadcasting 
Corporation for its ЕІ- 
ders Oral History Project 

Alex Haley House and Mu- 
seum, Henning, TN to 
preserve collections and 
improve exhibits ............. 50,000 

Allegheny County, Pitts- 
burgh, PA for exhibit de- 
sign and development ..... 

Allentown Public Library, 
Allentown, PA, for tech- 
nological upgrades and 
educational programs ..... 

AMISTAD America, Inc., 
New Haven, CT, for an 
endowment fund as au- 
thorized under P.L. 108- 
TBA: ss ——— M е 


$100,000 


300,000 


100,000 


100,000 


400,000 


Amistad Research Center, 
Tulane University, New 
Orleans, LA, for faculty 
research fellowship and 
student internship рго- 
STAMO 5 cesse Ra vir rais PETERS 

Anniston Museum of Nat- 
ural History, Anniston, 
AL, for enhanced class- 
room curriculum ............ 

Antiquarian & Landmarks 
Society, Hartford, CT, 
for the Nathan Hale 
Homestead in Coventry .. 

Arab Community Center 
for Economic and Social 
Services (ACCESS), 
Dearborn, MI, for exhib- 
its and museum  pro- 
pr ni ME 

Athenaeum of  Philadel- 
phia, Philadelphia, PA, 
for conservation and 
preservation of library 
materials ...................... 

Audubon Pennsylvania, 
Audubon, PA, for exhib- 
its and nature education 
programs at the Mill 
Grove Audubon Center ... 

Autry National Center, Los 
Angeles, CA, for exhibits, 
education programs and 
outreach at its South- 
west Museum of the 
American Indian and/or 
its Museum of the Amer- 
ican: West «sedere te 

Baylor University, Waco, 
TX, for archival activi- 
ties, exhibits, and edu- 
cation programs for the 
Mayborn Museum Com- 
DIO ЧИ ЫЕ 

Beth Мейгазһ Govoha, 
Lakewood, NJ, for equip- 
ment, exhibits and pres- 
ervation of collections ... 

Bibliographical Society of 
America, New York, NY 

Bishop Museum in Hawaii 
for digitization of old Ha- 
waiian language news- 
papers and other activi- 
ties to preserve the cul- 
ture of Native Hawaiians 

Boys and Girls Harbor, 
New York, NY, for the 
preservation and  digi- 
talization of Raices Col- 
lection, a multi-media 
collection documenting 
the history of Afro-Carib- 
bean Latin music in 
America: писани јаке 

Brooklyn Academy of 
Music, Brooklyn, NY, for 
preservation and man- 
agement of its archives .. 

Business Association of 
West Parkside, Philadel- 
phia, PA to exhibit the 
Negro Leagues Baseball 
Memorial ........................ 

Canton Museum of Art, 
Canton, OH, to develop 
and implement the 
HeARTland program ...... 

Cape Cod Maritime Mu- 
seum, Hyannis, MA for 
the development of exhi- 
bitions and programs ...... 
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320,000 


50,000 


100,000 


100,000 


75,000 


75,000 


200,000 


200,000 


500,000 


125,000 


500,000 


100,000 


75,000 


50,000 


200,000 


100,000 
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Carnegie Museums of 
Pittsburgh, Pittsburgh, 
PA, for preservation of 
collections at the Car- 
negie Museum of Natural 
History зина ДЫ 

Catawba County Historical 
Association, Newton, NC 

Chaldean Community Cul- 
ture Center, West Bloom- 
field, MI, for programs 
that promote Chaldean 
language, history, cul- 
ture and teacher training 

Charles H. Wright Museum 
of African American His- 
tory, Detroit, MI, for ex- 
hibits, education pro- 
grams, technology and 
Operations ...................... 

Cherry Hill Township in 
New Jersey for improved 
library technology .......... 

Chicago Historical Society, 
Chicago, for expansion of 
the Chicago Historical 
Society’s collections and 
exhibits ырымын ре” 

Children’s Museum іп Oak 
Lawn, Oak Lawn, IL, for 
its “Explore and Soar” 
education program ......... 

City of Henderson, NC, for 
personnel, equipment and 
technology for the H. 
Leslie Perry Memorial 
Library 

City of Jackson, MS for 
the Medger Wiley Evers 
Museum for program and 
exhibit design and devel- 
ортеп, saturat tanina 

City of Jackson, TN to sup- 
port technology upgrades 
at the Jackson-Madison 
County Public Library ... 

City of Murrieta Public Li- 
brary, Murrieta, CA, for 
a Literacy thru Tech- 
nology Program .............. 

Claude Pepper Center in 
Tallahassee, Florida for 
the digitization of li- 
brary holdings ................ 

College of Physicians of 
Philadelphia, Philadel- 
phia, PA, to preserve its 
medical library and art 
collection ....................... 

Colleton County Memorial 
Library, Walterboro, SC, 
for books and library ma- 
бета ја „нао 

Columbus Museum of Art, 
Columbus, OH, to de- 
velop, test, and fabricate 
the exhibition, train 
teachers and docents and 
publicize the project and 
produce related edu- 
cational materials .......... 

Contra Costa County, Mar- 
tinez, CA, for the Contra 
Costa Reads program ...... 

Currier Museum of Art, 
Manchester, New Hamp- 
shire for educational pro- 
grams and community 
Outreach. рылатын tte aet 

Des Moines Arts Center for 
the protection of the cur- 
rent collection ................ 
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100,000 


25,000 


200,000 


400,000 


84,000 


150,000 


200,000 


100,000 


200,000 


250,000 


150,000 


500,000 


100,000 


50,000 


76,000 


72,000 


300,000 


825,000 


East Tennessee Historical 
Society, Knoxville, TN, 
to expand and develop ex- 
hibits that teach of the 
culture and history of 
East Tennessee ............... 

Edison House Museum, 
Louisville, KY, for edu- 
cational programs .......... 

Everhart Museum, Scran- 
БОРА о и ына тын. 

Experience Music Project 
in Seattle, WA for an 
Oral History Program .... 

Fairfax County Public Li- 
brary, Fairfax, VA, for 
its Motheread/Fatheread 
Plus family literacy ini- 
tiative ............... eene 

Field Museum, Chicago, IL 
for establishing 
networked computer 
database for collections 
management ................... 

Fine Arts Museums of San 
Francisco for the De 
Young  Museum's Art 
Education Program ........ 

Florence Library Learning 
Center, Los Angeles, CA, 
for reading and other 
education programs ........ 

Florida International Mu- 
seum, St. Petersburg, 
Florida, for professional 
activibtióg ылын нйн икен; 

Folger Library, Wash- 
ington, DC, for exhibits, 
operations, апа public 
programs including edu- 
cation and outreach ....... 

Frederick Douglass Mu- 
seum, Washington, DC, 
for an African American 
cultural outreach center 

Free Library of Philadel- 
phia, Philadelphia, PA, 
for technology and equip- 
ment upgrades ................ 

George Washington Univer- 
sity, Washington, DC, for 
the Eleanor Roosevelt 
Papers Project ................ 

Greenburgh Public Li- 
brary, Tarrytown, NY, 
for computers and tech- 
ПОЛОВИ гадаа ае уља 

Greensburg Hempfield 
Area Public Library, 
Greensburg, PA for com- 
DULbOES o D deseo sore tenen 

Grout Museum, Waterloo, 
IA, for exhibitions .......... 

Harbor Heritage Society, 
Cleveland, OH, for MAK- 
ING WAVES: Vessel-wide 
interpretive exhibit plan- 
ning for the Steamship 
William G. Mather Mari- 
time Museum .................. 


HealthSpace Cleveland, 
Cleveland, OH for exhib- 
TGS ТАКТ 


Hellenic Cultural Associa- 
tion, Salt Lake City, UT, 
for exhibit and program 
development at the Hel- 
lenic Cultural Museum ... 

Hendry County, LaBelle, 
FL, for books and tech- 
nology for Harlem Li- 
DIAL Vy euh eed а TI. 

Hesperia Community Li- 
brary, Hesperia, CA ........ 


500,000 


30,000 


100,000 


430,000 


100,000 


800,000 


100,000 


275,000 


650,000 


500,000 


50,000 


15,000 


350,000 


12,000 


50,000 


500,000 


200,000 


250,000 


75,000 


150,000 


500,000 


Historical Society of West- 
ern Pennsylvania, Pitts- 
burgh, PA for exhibit and 
curriculum development 
for the Western Pennsyl- 
vania Sports Museum ..... 

HistoryMakers, Chicago, 
IL, to create a digital ar- 
chive dedicated to pre- 
serving the history and 
accomplishments of Afri- 
can Americans ................ 

Home Port Alliance for the 
USS New Jersey for res- 
toration and preserva- 
into 

Hopkinsville-Christian 
County Public Library, 
Hopkinsville, KY ............ 

Hunter College, New York, 
NY, to digitize, preserve 
and archive collections 
of the Center for Puerto 
Rican Studies and for 
public access and dis- 
semination activities ..... 

Huntsville Museum of Art, 
Huntsville, AL, for exhib- 
its, technology, outreach 
and education programs 

International Museum of 
Women, San Francisco, 
CA, for education and 
teacher professional de- 
velopment programs ....... 

Iona College, NY, for tech- 
nology upgrade for the 
Ryan Library .................. 

Italian-American Cultural 
Center of Iowa in Des 
Moines, IA for exhibits, 
multi-media collections, 
фарјају сија бране ҒЫН 

Jackson County Library 
System, Ripley, WV ....... 

James Ford Bell Museum 
of Natural History, Uni- 
versity of Minnesota, 
Minneapolis, MN, for ex- 
hibits and education pro- 
ETATIS за ОР уыз 

Johnstown Area Heritage 
Association, Johnstown, 
PA, for exhibits and edu- 
cation programs for the 
Heritage Discovery Cen- 
ug 

Josephine School Commu- 
nity Museum, Berryville, 


Kansas State University, 
Manhattan, KS for the 
20th Century Soldier 
PLOJ6Cb) сага зыла: 

Kidspace Children’s Mu- 
seum, Pasadena, CA, to 
develop its Shake Zone 
Education Exhibit .......... 

Lafayette College, Easton, 
PA, for technology up- 
dates to the David 
Bishop Skillman Library 

Livingston Parish Hun- 
garian Museum, Denham 


Springs, LA .................... 
Maltz Museum of Jewish 
Heritage, Beachwood, 


OH, for a Cradle of Chris- 
tianity: Biblical Treas- 
ures from the Holy Land 
traveling exhibition ....... 
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75,000 


75,000 


150,000 


100,000 


250,000 


300,000 


300,000 


75,000 


150,000 


72,000 


415,000 


350,000 


25,000 


400,000 


250,000 


100,000 


50,000 


500,000 
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MAPS Air Museum, North 
Canton, OH, to develop 
educational displays, up- 
Keep of current displays, 
library expansion, histor- 
ical research and орег- 
ation expenses ................ 

Mauch Chunk Historical 
Society of Carbon Coun- 
ty, Jim Thorpe, PA ........ 

Memphis Zoo, Memphis, 
TN to develop exhibits 
and support student pro- 
VANS MEER NUNC ER MR 

Miami Museum of Science 
& Space Transit Plane- 
tarium, Miami, FL, for 
exhibits, outreach, and 
education programs ........ 

Mid-Hudson Children's Mu- 
seum, Poughkeepsie, NY, 
for a Comprehensive 
Technology Enrichment 
Program to enhance ex- 
luto ET 

Milford Area Historical So- 
ciety, Milford, Ohio, for 
the Promont House Mu- 
SUM ааа о оола deste 

Milton J. Rubenstein Mu- 
seum of Science and 
Technology, Syracuse, 


Missouri Historical Soci- 
ety, St. Louis, MO, for 
the establishment and 
maintenance of an ar- 
chive for materials relat- 
ing to the Congressional 
career of the Honorable 
Richard A. Gephardt ...... 

Mount Vernon Public Li- 
brary, Mount Vernon, NY 
for operations and up- 
EIAÓOS ur ыма Pann 

Mt. San Antonio College, 
Walnut, CA for equip- 
вола РА И se eeve 

Museum of Appalachia, 
Norris, TN to preserve 
and restore the соПес- 
tion of Appalachian pio- 
neer artifacts .................. 

Museum of Aviation Foun- 
dation, Warner Robins, 
GAL и ог ава НЕ 

Museum of Fine Arts, Bos- 
ton, MA, for the develop- 
ment of exhibitions and 
programs ........................ 

Museum of Flight іп Se- 
attle, WA for the Amer- 
ican Fighter Aces Ar- 
chive and Collection ....... 

Museum of Science and In- 
dustry, Chicago, IL, for 
the Science in Your 
World Program ............... 

Museum of Science, Bos- 
ton, Massachusetts for 
community outreach, ex- 
hibit design and develop- 
ment, and educational 
programs ........................ 

National Center for Amer- 
ican Revolution, Wayne, 
PA, for exhibit design 
and curriculum develop- 
ment for the Museum of 
the American Revolution 
at Valley Forge National 
Historic Park ................. 
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250,000 


100,000 


500,000 


400,000 


200,000 


40,000 


450,000 


1,540,000 


260,000 


100,000 


500,000 


250,000 


200,000 


600,000 


250,000 


500,000 


75,000 


National City Public Li- 
brary, National City, CA, 
for collections and tech- 
пао оо љиљана 

National D-Day Museum іп 
New Orleans, Louisiana 
to improve the edu- 
cation, outreach, and ex- 
hibition of the museum .. 

National Museum of Amer- 
ican Jewish History, 
Philadelphia, PA to de- 
velop a fully interactive 
learning center linked to 
their web site that will 
extend the reach of the 
Museum .......................... 

National Museum of 
Women in the Arts, 
Washington, DC .............. 

National Trust for Historic 
Preservation, Wash- 
ington, D.C., for the 
Farnsworth House Mu- 
seum in Plano, IL ........... 

Native American Cultural 
Center and Museum, 
Oklahoma City, OK ........ 

New York Botanical Gar- 
den, Bronx, NY, for the 
Virtual Herbarium 
PLO] OCU xoc e к жарал ду 

New York Hall of Science 
to develop, expand, and 
display science-related 
materials 325: d) eoe 

North Carolina Museum of 
Art Foundation, Inc., Ra- 
leigh, NC, for exhibits 
and education programs 

Omaha Performing Arts 
Center in Nebraska for 
telecommunications sys- 
TOMS m 

Pennsylvania Hunting & 
Fishing Museum, War- 
ren, PA to develop cur- 
riculum for conservation 
education ........................ 

Pittsburgh Children’s Mu- 
seum, Pittsburgh, PA, to 
expand arts and after- 
school programs for at- 
risk children ................... 

Please Touch Museum, 
Philadelphia, PA, to de- 
velop educational pro- 
grams focusing on hands- 
on learning experiences .. 

Portland State University, 
Portland, OR, to enhance 
library collections and 
outreach in the area of 
Middle Eastern and Ju- 
daic Studies .................... 

Putnam County Library, 
Cookeville, TN to im- 
prove exhibits and pur- 
chase technology up- 
ORAON orse ыы aias 

Reading Company Tech- 
nical and Historical Soci- 
ety, Inc., Reading, PA to 
expand interpretive ac- 
tivities 22 tet 

Rochester Museum & 
Science Center, Roch- 
ester, NY, for expansion 
of exhibitions ................. 

Rock and Roll Hall of 
Fame and Museum, 
Cleveland, OH, for music 
education programs ........ 


100,000 


950,000 


100,000 


1,000,000 


750,000 


2,100,000 


500,000 


1,000,000 


90,000 


1,000,000 


100,000 


200,000 


950,000 


320,000 


50,000 


100,000 


550,000 


350,000 


Saint Louis County Есо- 
nomic Council, Saint 
Louis, MO, for Jefferson 
Barracks ......................... 

Sam Davis Memorial Asso- 
ciation, Smyrna, TN, for 
interpretive exhibits and 
education programs for 
the Sam Davis Home ...... 

San Bernardino County, 
San Bernardino, CA for 
the San Bernardino 
County Museum ............. 

Save the Speaker’s House, 
Inc., Trappe, РА ............. 

Sci-Quest, The North Ala- 
bama Science Center, 
Huntsville, AL, for 
science and mathematics 
education programs ........ 

Serra Cooperative Library 
System, San Diego, СА... 

Simon Wiesenthal Center’s 
Los Angeles Museum for 
Tolerance, Los Angeles, 
CA, for the Tools for Tol- 
erance for Educators pro- 
gram to provide teacher 
training in diversity, tol- 
erance and cooperation. 

Smithtown Library, 
Smithtown, NY, for 
equipment апа tech- 
nology for its Virtual 
Worldwide Neighborhood 
Website Project .............. 

Soldiers and Sailors Na- 
tional Military Museum 
and Memorial,  Pitts- 
burgh, PA, for education 
and outreach programs ... 

Southwest Missouri State 
University, Springfield, 
MO, for digitization of 
Archives and Rare-book 
Collections at the Meyer 
ТАрғару” олы дады ам 

Stark County Park Dis- 
trict, Canton, OH for ex- 
ЖАРТЕ& ОРАН 

State Historical Society of 
Iowa in Des Moines, Iowa 
for the development of 
exhibits for the World 
Food Prize ...................... 

Taft Museum of Art, Cin- 
einnati; OH и Роа 

Tubman African American 
Museum, Macon, GA ....... 

University of Alaska Fair- 
banks for the continu- 
ation of the Alaska Dig- 
ital Archives project. ..... 

University of Vermont of 
Burlington, VT for a 
digitization project for 
the preservation of 
Vermont cultural herit- 
age materials .................. 

Vietnam Archives Center 
at Texas Tech Univer- 
sity, Lubbock, TX, for 
technology infrastruc- 
GUT 6 Acs са Дақ ЫЫ 

Virginia Living Museum, 
Newport News, VA for 
Science education ........... 

Waterloo Center for the 
Arts, Waterloo, IA for 
the Youth Pavilion to 
provide educational pro- 
grams and exhibit design 
and development ............ 

Western Reserve Historical 
Society, Cleveland, OH ... 
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200,000 


100,000 


350,000 
300,000 


315,000 


175,000 


100,000 


50,000 


75,000 


125,000 


250,000 


1,000,000 
250,000 
600,000 


250,000 


250,000 


500,000 


200,000 


135,000 
400,000 
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William McKinley Presi- 
dential Library and Mu- 
seum, Canton, OH ........... 

Williamsburg County Li- 
brary, Kingstree, SC, for 
books, library materials 
and computers 

Winchester Conservation 
Museum, Edgefield, SC ... 

Wisconsin Historical Soci- 
ety, Madison, WI, to 
catalog and microfilm 
military base papers ....... 

Witte Museum, San Anto- 
nio, TX, for the Water 
Works project 

Woodmere Art Museum, 
Philadelphia, PA, for 
technology upgrades and 
education and outreach 
programs 


25,000 


50,000 


250,000 


50,000 


100,000 


op AD тырыу 75,000 
Woodrow Wilson Presi- 
dential Library, Staun- 
БОВЕ VA seven ордада ТОТО 
World War II Victory Me- 
morial Museum, Auburn, 
pn WT" 
Zimmer Children's 
seum, Los Angeles, CA, 
to develop and expand 
the youTHink education 
DprOgTaIm..2gs ра дай 15,000 
MEDICARE PAYMENT ADVISORY COMMISSION 


The conference agreement provides 
$9,979,000 for the Medicare Payment Advisory 
Commission instead of $9,905,000 as proposed 
by the House and the Senate. 

NATIONAL COMMISSION ON LIBRARIES AND 
INFORMATION SCIENCE 

The conference agreement provides 
$1,001,000 for the National Commission on Li- 
braries and Information Science instead of 
$1,000,000 as proposed by the House and 
$994,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

NATIONAL COUNCIL ON DISABILITY 

The conference agreement provides 
$3,371,000 for the National Council on Dis- 
ability instead of $2,873,000 as proposed by 
the House and $3,371,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD 


The conference agreement provides 
$251,875,000 for the National Labor Relations 
Board instead of $248,875,000 as proposed by 
the House and $250,000,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

The conferees have included additional 
funds over the budget request to reduce the 
backlog. 

The conferees concur with language in the 
Senate report regarding the NLRB’s plan to 
restructure its regional offices and specifi- 
cally oppose the elimination of Region 30 and 
the subsequent downgrading of the Region 30 
Office to sub-regional status. 

NATIONAL MEDIATION BOARD 


The conference agreement provides 
$11,722,000 for the National Mediation Board 
instead of $11,635,000 as proposed by the 
House and the Senate. 

The conferees are concerned regarding the 
National Mediation Board’s (NMB) proposal 
to implement new fees for arbitration serv- 
ices in a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
published in the Federal Register on August 
9, 2004. Prior to implementing these new fees, 
the conferees strongly urge the NMB to hold 
additional public hearings to examine any 
potential negative impact of the proposed 
fees. The conferees request that the National 
Mediation Board be prepared to discuss this 
matter during consideration of its fiscal year 
2006 budget. 


500,000 


100,000 
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OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH REVIEW 
COMMISSION 


The conference agreement provides 
$10,595,000 for the Occupational Safety and 
Health Review Commission instead of 
$10,516,000 as proposed by the House and the 
Senate. 


RAILROAD RETIREMENT BOARD 
LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATION 


The conference agreement provides 
$103,370,000 for the Railroad Retirement 
Board Limitation on Administration Ex- 
penses instead of $102,202,000 as proposed by 
the House and $102,600,000 as proposed by 
Senate. 

RAILROAD RETIREMENT BOARD 
OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 


The conference agreement includes a limi- 
tation on transfers from the railroad trust 
funds of $7,254,000 for administrative ex- 
penses of the Office of Inspector General in- 
stead of $6,561,000 as proposed by the House 
and $7,200,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement does not include 
language proposed by the Senate that allows 
the Office of the Inspector General to con- 
duct audits, investigations, and reviews of 
the Medicare programs. 

SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION 

SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME PROGRAM 


The conference agreement includes 
$28,710,829,000 for the Supplemental Security 
Income Program instead of $28,702,829,000 as 
proposed by the House and $25,451,949,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. The conference 
agreement also includes an advance appro- 
priation of $10,930,000,000, as proposed by the 
House, for the first quarter of fiscal year 
2006, to ensure uninterrupted benefit pay- 
ments. The Senate proposed an advance ap- 
propriation of $14,130,000,000. Also within the 
total, $2,986,900,000 is included for the admin- 
istrative costs of the program as proposed by 
the House. The Senate included $2,928,020,000 
for administrative costs. 

Within the funds provided, the conference 
agreement includes $8,000,000, as proposed by 
the Senate, for outreach efforts and assist- 
ance to homeless persons and other under- 
served populations. The House bill did not 
contain this funding. 

The conference agreement does not include 
a provision proposed by the Senate that 
changes the date of an SSI benefit payment 
from fiscal year 2005 to 2006. The House did 
not include this provision. 

LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 


The conference agreement includes 
$8,798,296,000 for the limitation on adminis- 
trative expenses rather than $8,798,100,000 as 
proposed by the House and $8,622,818,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. Included in the con- 
ference agreement is bill language to allow 
SSA to collect fees as authorized by the So- 
cial Security Protection Act for certification 
of non-attorney representatives of claim- 
ants. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

The conference agreement includes 
$91,107,000 for the office of inspector general 
as proposed by the House rather than 
$92,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

UNITED STATES INSTITUTE OF PEACE 

The conference agreement does not include 
funding for the United States Institute of 
Peace in this title. The Senate bill proposed 
$22,099,000 for this program while the House 
included funding for this program in the 
Commerce, Justice, and State, the Judiciary, 
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and Related Agencies Appropriations bill. 
Funding for this program is provided in Divi- 
sion B. 
TITLE V—GENERAL PROVISIONS 
MADE IN AMERICA 


The conference agreement deletes without 
prejudice a general provision as proposed by 
the Senate pertaining to the purchase of 
American-made products and equipment 
with funds made available in this Act. The 
House bill did not propose a similar provi- 
sion. 

WELDON AMENDMENT 


The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage as proposed by the House in section 
509 of H.R. 5006. The Senate bill contained no 
similar provision. 

LIMITATION ON LIBRARIES 


The conference agreement includes a limi- 
tation on the ability of a library to access li- 
brary funding provided under this Act unless 
the library is in compliance with the Chil- 
dren’s Internet Protections Act, as proposed 
by the House. The Senate bill contained no 
similar provision. 

LIMITATION ON SCHOOLS 


The conference agreement includes a limi- 
tation on the ability of an elementary or sec- 
ondary school to access technology funding 
provided under this Act unless the school is 
in compliance with the Children’s Internet 
Protections Act, as proposed by the House. 
The Senate bill contained no similar provi- 
sion. 

RRB LIMITATION 


The conference agreement concurs with 
House language limiting the availability of 
funds to the Railroad Retirement Board to 
enter into an arrangement with a nongovern- 
mental financial institution to serve as dis- 
bursing agent for benefits payable under the 
Railroad Retirement Act of 1974. The Senate 
bill proposed similar language. 


LIMITATIONS ON THE USE OF FUNDS 


The conference agreement modifies a gen- 
eral provision as proposed by the House per- 
taining to the reprogramming of funds. As 
per the requirement of this section, the con- 
ferees reiterate the instruction that the De- 
partments and agencies funded through this 
Division make a written request to the 
House and Senate Committees on Appropria- 
tions at least 15 days prior to the reprogram- 
ming of funds in excess of $500,000, or 10%, 
whichever is less. 


PBGC LIMITATION 


The conference agreement deletes without 
prejudice a general provision proposed by the 
House that none of the funds appropriated by 
this Act may be used by the Pension Benefit 
Guaranty Corporation to enforce section 
4010(c) of the Employee Retirement Income 
Security Act. The Senate bill did not propose 
similar language. 


FOREIGN CONFERENCES 


The conference agreement does not include 
a general provision as proposed by the House 
pertaining to the attendance of HHS employ- 
ees at foreign conferences. The Senate bill 
did not contain a similar provision. The con- 
ferees are pleased that in the current con- 
strained fiscal environment, the Secretary of 
HHS has taken steps to monitor and limit 
travel by HHS agency employees to inter- 
national conferences. The Secretary should, 
however, ensure that all necessary U.S. sci- 
entists are permitted to attend important 
international scientific meetings to present 
their research findings and to learn about re- 
search being conducted in other countries. 
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NIMH GRANTS 


The conference agreement does not include 
a general provision as proposed by the House 
regarding NIMH grants. The Senate bill did 
not contain a similar provision. The con- 
ferees reiterate their support of the two- 
tiered peer review process used by NIH to 
judge research grant applications and con- 
tinue to expect NIH to ensure that its funds 
are allocated to research that is both sci- 
entifically meritorious and has high poten- 
tial public health impact. 


OVERTIME REGULATIONS 


The conference agreement deletes without 
prejudice language proposed by the House 
and Senate stating that none of the funds 
provided may be used to implement or ad- 
minister any changes to regulations regard- 
ing overtime compensation in effect on July 
14, 2004. 
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HIGHER EDUCATION SPECIAL ALLOWANCE FOR 
9.5% LOANS 

The conference agreement does not include 
a provision that prohibits the use of funds 
for the Secretary to administer or pay any 
special allowance under sections of the High- 
er Education Act of 1965 pursuant to provi- 
sions of the regulations of the Department of 
Education. The Senate bill contains no simi- 
lar provision. 

IMMIGRATION LIMITATION 

The conference agreement does not include 
a provision that prohibits the use of funds by 
the Department of Education in contraven- 
tion of sections of the Illegal Immigration 
Reform and Responsibility Act of 1996. The 
Senate bill contains no similar provision. 

NATIVE HAWAIIAN GOVERNING ENTITY 
RECOGNITION 

The conference agreement does not include 
a provision, proposed by the Senate, recog- 
nizing the Native Hawaiian governing entity 
as the representative governing body of the 
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Native Hawaiian people. The House did not 
propose a similar provision. 


NORTHERN LIGHTS BOULEVARD PROPERTY 


The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision conveying the property at 1818 W. 
Northern Lights Boulevard in Anchorage, 
Alaska from the U.S. Government to the 
Southcentral Foundation for a replacement 
Head Start facility. The House bill contains 
no similar provision. 


ACROSS-THE-BOARD SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
REDUCTION 


The conference agreement includes a new 
provision to reduce salaries and expenses of 


the Departments of Labor, Health ала 
Human Services, and Education by 
$18,000,000. 


CONFERENCE AGREEMENT 


The following table displays the amounts 
agreed to for each program, project or activ- 
ity with appropriate comparisons: 
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CONFERENCE TOTAL—WITH COMPARISONS 


The total new budget (obligational) au- 
thority for the fiscal year 2005 recommended 
by the Committee of Conference, with com- 
parisons to the fiscal year 2004 amount, the 
2005 budget estimates, and the House and 
Senate bills for 2005 follow: 


{in thousands of dollars] 
New budget (obligational) 
authority, fiscal year 
2004 
Budget estimates of new 
(obligational) authority, 


8479,817,978 


fiscal year 2005 ................ 496,434,577 
House bill, fiscal year 2005 496,665,511 
Senate bill, fiscal year 2005 499,489,511 
Conference agreement, fis- 

cal year 2005 .................... 497,552,511 
Conference agreement 

compared with: 
New budget 

(obligational) author- 

ity, fiscal year 2004 ...... +17,734,583 
Budget estimates of new 

(obligational) author- 

ity, fiscal year 2005 ...... +1,117,934 
House bill, fiscal year 

2005. rote e ы ақы тарда) +887,000 
Senate bill, fiscal year 

2000: иин; — 1,937,000 


DIVISION G—LEGISLATIVE BRANCH 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2005 


LEGISLATIVE BRANCH WIDE MATTERS 


The conferees recognize the provisions of 
H.R. 4755 and the accompanying House Re- 
port 108-577, and S. 2666 and the accom- 
panying Senate Report 108-307, and any in- 
structions and detail included in such re- 
ports are to be adhered to, unless amended or 
restated herein. 

Many items in both House and Senate Leg- 
islative Branch Appropriations bills are 
identical and are included in the conference 
agreement without change. The conferees 
have endorsed statements of policy con- 
tained in the House and Senate reports ac- 
companying the appropriations bills, unless 
amended or restated herein. With respect to 
those items in the conference agreement 
that differ between House and Senate bills, 
the conferees have agreed to the following 
with the appropriate section numbers, punc- 
tuation, and other technical corrections. 

The conferees are very concerned with the 
responsiveness and working relationships be- 
tween the Committees and the Chief Finan- 
cial Officers of the agencies of the Legisla- 
tive Branch. In order for the Committees to 
review, analyze, evaluate, and provide the 
budgetary resources to the agencies of the 
Legislative Branch it is imperative that 
solid working relationships exist between 
the Committees and each CFO, and that they 
provide the highest level of timeliness, accu- 
racy, and confidentiality. The conferees be- 
lieve that in order for the budgetary cycle to 
accomplish the appropriate outcome the col- 
laborative arrangements are essential, how- 
ever, emphasize to the heads of the agencies, 
that the Committees will proceed with the 
budgetary process with or without these co- 
operative and confidential relationships. 

It has also come to the attention of the 
conferees that agencies of the Legislative 
Branch are using varying assumptions and 
operating processes at times when the Gov- 
ernment is operating under a continuing res- 
olution. The conferees direct the members of 
Legislative Branch Financial Managers 
Council to work together to assure that all 
agencies are operating within the rules, reg- 
ulations, and accounting procedures required 
by a continuing resolution and report its 
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findings to the Committee on Appropriations 
of the House and Senate by January 31, 2005. 

The conferees emphasize to the Legislative 
Branch agencies that the large budgetary in- 
creases requested in the fiscal year 2005 
budget submissions cannot be sustained. The 
conferees encourage the agencies to submit 
more reasonable budget requests for fiscal 
year 2006, and thereafter. 


TITLE I 
SENATE 


Appropriates $726,067,000 for Senate oper- 
ations. Inasmuch as these items relate solely 
to the Senate, and in accord with long prac- 
tice under which each body determines its 
own housekeeping requirements and the 
other concurs without intervention, the 
managers on the part of the House, at the re- 
quest of the managers on the part of the Sen- 
ate, have receded to the amendments of the 
Senate. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Appropriates $1,048,581,000 for House oper- 
ations. Inasmuch as these items relate solely 
to the House, and in accord with long prac- 
tice under which each body determines its 
own housekeeping requirements and the 
other concurs without intervention, the 
managers on the part of the Senate, at the 
request of the managers on the part of the 
House, have receded to the amendments of 
the House. 


JOINT ITEMS 
JOINT ECONOMIC COMMITTEE 


Appropriates $4,139,000 as proposed by the 
House and the Senate. 


JOINT COMMITTEE ON TAXATION 
Appropriates $8,433,000 as proposed by the 
House instead of $8,476,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 
OFFICE OF THE ATTENDING PHYSICIAN 


Appropriates $2,528,000 as proposed by the 
House and the Senate. 
CAPITOL GUIDE SERVICE AND SPECIAL SERVICES 
OFFICE 


Appropriates $3,844,000 for the Capitol 
Guide Service and Special Services Office as 
proposed by the House and the Senate. 

STATEMENTS OF APPROPRIATIONS 


Appropriates $30,000 as proposed by the 
House and the Senate. 


CAPITOL POLICE 


The conferees are very concerned that the 
Chief of the Capitol Police has made oper- 
ational decisions, which necessitated levels 
of spending in excess of funds appropriated, 
without consultation with the Committees. 
The conferees direct that the Chief abide by 
the Antideficiency Act and that the Depart- 
ment will operate within its appropriations 
for the fiscal year. The Chief of Police should 
not expect supplemental funding if he ex- 
ceeds the appropriation. In the future, all 
permanent security improvements are to be 
funded within existing appropriations not 
the Emergency Response Fund. If a long- 
term security need exists, the conferees ex- 
pect the Chief to propose funding solutions, 
and await approval from the Capitol Police 
Board and the appropriate committees of 
Congress for a permanent solution. 

The conferees direct that the Chief of Po- 
lice make every effort to keep the Commit- 
tees informed of all issues impacting appro- 
priations in a more timely manner. The 
Chief of Police is directed to report quar- 
terly, by approved line item, on obligations 
to date compared to the original budgeted 
items, beginning with the first quarter of fis- 
cal year 2005, ending December 31, 2004. 
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SALARIES 


Appropriates $203,440,000 for salaries of offi- 
cers, members, and employees of the Capitol 
Police as proposed by the House instead of 
$198,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The fiscal year 2002 conference report 
(H.Rpt. 107-259) accompanying the Legisla- 
tive Branch Appropriations bill outlined re- 
programming guidelines for the Legislative 
Branch. The conferees are very concerned 
that the Capitol Police have not followed the 
prescribed guidelines outlined in the fiscal 
year 2002 conference report. The conferees di- 
rect the Government Accountability Office 
to audit the budgetary execution of the Cap- 
itol Police, beginning with fiscal year 2002, 
to determine if the established reprogram- 
ming guidelines are being followed. The GAO 
is to report its findings to the Committees 
on Appropriations of the House and Senate 
within 90 days of enactment of this Act. The 
conferees further direct that the GAO con- 
tinue to monitor the Capitol Police budget, 
in terms of reprogramming actions, and re- 
port all reprogramming actions in its regular 
semi-annual reports regarding the Capitol 
Police administrative operations. 

The conferees are concerned with the broad 
interpretation by the Capitol Police regard- 
ing the obligation and expenditure of funds 
under the auspice of a declared emergency 
situation. The conferees direct the Govern- 
ment Accountability Office to review the 
policies, procedures, notification criteria, 
and approval processes of the Capitol Police 
to obtain the appropriate approvals by the 
Capitol Police Board and the Committees on 
Appropriations when funding is required dur- 
ing an emergency situation. The GAO is di- 
rected to report its findings to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations of the House and 
Senate no later than January 31, 2005. 

The USCP has recently presented to the 
Committees on Appropriations another new 
plan for reorganizing the Department. The 
conferees acknowledge that changes to the 
USCP organization will be necessary to ef- 
fectively address strategic objectives, per- 
formance measures, recommendations made 
by the Government Accountability Office, 
and changing conditions reflected in regular 
updates of the threat assessment. However, 
organizational changes proposed by the 
USCP, to date, fail to link specifically de- 
sired outcomes to a clearly defined set of 
strategic objectives emanating from an ap- 
proved strategic plan. Reorganization pro- 
posals do not adequately reflect rec- 
ommendations made by the Government Ac- 
countability Office to establish a clear link 
between organization structure, strategic ob- 
jectives, and staffing requirements. There- 
fore, the conferees do not approve any 
changes in organizational structure at this 
time. The department has experienced a con- 
siderable amount of growth over the past few 
years in both mission and resources. The 
conferees believe that it is important for the 
USCP to develop a reorganization plan that 
is clear, transparent, and supports the effi- 
cient and effective use of current and re- 
quested resources. The plan should clearly 
demonstrate how the proposed organiza- 
tional realignment is tied to the strategic 
objectives in an approved strategic plan 
which is founded on the following criteria: 
results of an up-to-date threat assessment; 
well-defined policies; and new or reformed 
practices designed to transform and mod- 
ernize the force in response to post-9/11 secu- 
rity requirements. The conferees believe 
that an independent review of a proposed 
USCP reorganization plan, including the ap- 
plication of best practices, where applicable, 
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would be helpful in this regard and directs 
the Government Accountability Office to un- 
dertake such a review. The GAO will report 
its findings and make recommendations that 
will assist the Chief and the Capitol Police 
Board in the development of a reorganization 
plan. The GAO should report the results of 
its review to the Committees and the Capitol 
Police Board by February 28, 2005. 

The conferees direct that 10 additional ci- 
vilian administrative FTEs be allocated 
within existing ‘‘Salaries’’ resources as fol- 
lows: three accountants for FMS start-up 
and operations, a budget analyst for budget 
execution, a manpower analyst, a facilities 
administrator, a vehicle maintenance admin- 
istrator, an assets manager, and two human 
resources specialists. In addition, the con- 
ferees direct that from within existing ‘‘Gen- 
eral Expenses" resources, the Capitol Police 
contract for the staffing resources to cover 
the requirements for wireless technicians, 
currently estimated at four F'TEs, and for 
radio installation repair technicians and se- 
curity control operators, currently esti- 
mated at 11 FTHs. The conferees believe that 
these positions will permit the USCP to 
properly address growing issues with finan- 
cial management, human resources manage- 
ment, workforce planning and budget, as 
well as technical requirements. The con- 
ferees expect that a portion of these re- 
sources will be used by the USCP to assist in 
the analysis and evaluation of mission re- 
quirements as related to organization struc- 
ture and overall staffing needs. The con- 
ferees also expect that prior to any future re- 
quests for additional FTEs, the Capitol Po- 
lice Board will present to the Committees a 
workforce plan that clearly communicates 
the relationship between a revised organiza- 
tional structure and an approved strategic 
plan that is based on the following criteria: 
an up-to-date threat assessment; security 
policies and procedures approved by the Cap- 
itol Police Board; best practices that are 
consistent with similar institutions; and 
human resources policies and practices de- 
signed to maximize the effective and effi- 
cient use of FTEs. 

The conferees further direct that the Cap- 
itol Police review all existing operations and 
general expenses to determine if any 
outsourcing opportunities exist and report 
those findings to the Committee on Appro- 
priations of the House and Senate by March 
1, 2005. 

The conferees are concerned over the in- 
flated estimates for the ‘‘Salaries’’ appro- 
priations submitted by the Chief of Police. 
This situation has resulted in excess unobli- 
gated balances of $19.6 million, or 11.2% in 
fiscal year 2003 and $11.2 million, or 5.7% in 
fiscal year 2004. This practice is inexcusable, 
especially in consideration of the budget re- 
straints under which the Congress is oper- 
ating. 

GENERAL EXPENSES 

Appropriates $28,888,000 for general ex- 
penses of the Capitol Police, instead of 
$28,925,000, as proposed by the Senate. 

As directed in the fiscal year 2005 House 
Report (108-577), the Chief of Police is to re- 
port on the economics of continuing the use 
of the Capitol Police command vehicle due 
to the requested maintenance cost of $200,000 
for 2005. The conferees are concerned that, 
since November 2008, the USCP have been 
aware of major mechanical structural prob- 
lems with the vehicle and did not inform the 
Committees. The study, which was to be sub- 
mitted to the Committees on September 1, 
2004, was not received until November 5, 2004. 
It was then reported that the command vehi- 
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cle is mechanically and structurally un- 
Sound for service," and had been removed 
from service on November 1, 2004. The con- 
ferees note that $1.6 million was invested in 
the command vehicle and direct that no fur- 
ther funding be obligated or expended for 
this vehicle until all options are explored on 
its continued use and reported to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations of the House and 
Senate by February 1, 2005. 

The conferees direct the Government Ac- 
countability Office to conduct a study of the 
equestrian unit of the USCP. The study is to 
examine the effectiveness, efficiency, cost 
benefits, risk analysis, and overall oper- 
ations of the unit. The study is to be pro- 
vided to the Committee on Appropriations of 
the House and Senate by March 15, 2005. 

The conferees direct that the Chief of Po- 
lice provide the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of the House and Senate a quarterly re- 
port of all travel of the command staff of the 
Capitol Police. This report should provide 
the names of the travelers, the dates and 
purpose of the travel, and all costs including 
any training or registration fees associated 
with the travel. These reports should begin 
with the first quarter ending December 31, 
2004. 

The conferees urge the Capitol Police to 
deploy wherever appropriate first applied 
Sorbent treatment for use by the Hazardous 
Materials Response Team in chemical decon- 
tamination efforts. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

The conferees have included an adminis- 
trative provision allowing for the transfer of 
funds upon the approval of the Committee on 
Appropriations of the House and Senate. 

In addition, the conferees have included an 
administrative provision relating to hiring 
authority of the Capitol Police. The con- 
ferees also included authorization for the 
Capitol Police to carry a specifically author- 
ized weapon during periods when the officer 
or member is not on duty that is different 
from the weapon furnished by the Depart- 
ment. The conferees have provided authority 
for setting pay with the Capitol Police Board 
or the Chief of the Capitol Police. The con- 
ferees have provided authority for the ac- 
ceptance of donations of animals for the ca- 
nine unit. The conferees have also provided 
authority to the Chief of the Capitol Police 
to settle Federal tort claims, in accordance 
with Title 31 of the United States Code, with 
reporting requirements to the Committee on 
House Administration and the Senate Com- 
mittee on Rules and Administration. The 
conferees have included a provision related 
to the protection of information that is sen- 
sitive to the policing, protection, physical 
security, counter terrorism, emergency re- 
Sponse, and preparedness of the Congress and 
the Capitol buildings and grounds. Language 
has also been included regarding the General 
Counsel that is not intended to effect 
changes to the current organizational struc- 
ture. The conferees have also included a pro- 
vision relating to deployment of the Capitol 
Police outside of their jurisdiction. 

OFFICE OF COMPLIANCE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

Appropriates $2,421,000 as proposed by the 
House and the Senate. The conferees have 
agreed to strike the student loan repayment 
provision. The conferees remind the Office of 
Compliance that funding provided for cost- 
of-living increases is not to be used for any 
other purpose without the prior approval of 
the House and Senate Committees on Appro- 
priations. 
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CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


Appropriates $34,919,000 instead of 
$34,790,000 as proposed by the House and Sen- 
ate. The additional amount of $129,000 is pro- 
vided to cover the increased agency cost for 
the Federal Employee Retirement System 
(FERS). 

ARCHITECT OF THE CAPITOL 
GENERAL ADMINISTRATION 


Appropriates $80,347,000, to the Architect of 
the Capitol for general administration, in- 
stead of $79,581,000 as proposed by the House 
and $74,063,000 as proposed by the Senate. Of 
the amount appropriated, $2,220,000 shall re- 
main available until September 30, 2009, in- 
stead of $1,500,000 as proposed by the House 
and $720,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conferees are concerned that little has 
been accomplished through the new Chief 
Operating Officer (COO) function, which the 
Congress created in fiscal year 2003. This 
function was intended to improve manage- 
ment, streamline day-to-day Architect of the 
Capitol (AOC) operations, and effectuate 
team building. 

Specifically, Public Law 108-7 required 
that the COO prepare an action plan describ- 
ing “ће policies, procedures, and actions" to 
be implemented ‘‘and timeframes for car- 
rying out the responsibilities under this sec- 
tion". The conferees note that the action 
plan submitted to Congress by the COO did 
not adequately describe how the COO would 
carry out the assigned responsibilities de- 
tailed in the legislation. Because the sub- 
mitted action plan is outlined at such a gen- 
eral level, it fails to convey how the listed 
items link together to move the agency for- 
ward and address the Agency’s longstanding 
and well known weaknesses, the reason the 
COO position was created. In addition, the 
plan lacks details of the steps necessary for 
completing the listed items, nor does it ex- 
plain how individual items will be measured 
in order to monitor AOC’s performance. Fur- 
ther, the plan does not specify how the items 
listed in the action plan relate to and link 
with the AOC’s strategic plan, released on 
December 15, 2003, even though the legisla- 
tion required that the action plan be ‘‘devel- 
oped concurrently and consistent with the 
development of a strategic plan." 

In addition, the action plan was to be sub- 
mitted not later than 90 days after the ap- 
pointment of the Chief Operating Officer on 
July 28, 2003, but the plan was not received 
until December 22, 2003, almost 2 months late 
and with no evidence of having benefited 
from additional work over that period. The 
conferees note that the action plan was de- 
livered without briefing or discussion, which 
could have provided the relevant Commit- 
tees with better understanding regarding the 
details of the implementation of the plan. 

Based on ongoing monitoring efforts con- 
ducted by the Government Accountability 
Office (GAO), it appears that there have been 
no substantive improvements made to over- 
all AOC operations by the new COO. In fact, 
the conferees are concerned that efforts by 
the COO to direct changes without the con- 
text of strategic objectives and а trans- 
parent, well-organized change management 
process are having a negative impact on mo- 
rale, productivity, and effectiveness of the 
AOC as an institution. It is apparent that 
the COO has not seriously addressed the in- 
tended results of this law and that he has ei- 
ther misunderstood or intentionally ignored 
the purpose for which the position was cre- 
ated. Therefore, the conferees have elimi- 
nated funding of $171,000 for the salary and 
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benefit costs of the incumbent of the Chief 
Operating Officer position. The conferees 
further direct that Architect of the Capitol 
enters into a contract with an executive em- 
ployment search organization to perform a 
nation-wide recruitment for a new Chief Op- 
erating Officer. The conferees further direct 
that a panel comprised of the Comptroller 
General of the United States, the Public 
Printer of the United States, the Chief Ad- 
ministrative Officer of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, a designee from the Senate Ser- 
geant at Arms, and a designee from the of- 
fice of the Architect of the Capitol review 
the applications, interview the top appli- 
cants, and forward a recommendation, in- 
cluding not less than three applicants, to the 
Architect of the Capitol for his review and 
final selection within 180 days of enactment 
of this Act. 

The conferees have agreed to defer the 
transfer of FTEs and associated costs as pro- 
posed by the Senate until an organizational 
structure is approved for the Office of the 
Architect of the Capitol. 

The conferees are concerned that the AOC 
has ignored previous directives to improve 
the quality of the FTE data analysis sub- 
mitted in the annual budget, particularly re- 
lated to ongoing and new projects, and there- 
fore, direct that these very important FTE 
projection and tracking issues be readdressed 
by the Architect. The conferees found the 
previous recommendations by the AOC to 
remedy the FTE analysis difficulties to be 
questionable, including the AOC proposals to 
completely remove the FTE caps, or to in- 
crease the caps to significantly higher levels 
without justification. It is understood that 
the FTE situation in the AOC is complex due 
to the multi-faceted responsibilities of the 
Architect, including ongoing operations, an- 
nual and multi-year projects; a variety of 
funding sources; and the various types of po- 
sitions that are required to accomplish these 
responsibilities. However, it is due to these 
varying and complex factors that more sys- 
temic processes and greater controls are re- 
quired for FTE estimates, projections and 
tracking. The AOC needs to provide com- 
prehensive, meaningful, realistic, and trans- 
parent FTE data. 

The conferees have agreed to defer the es- 
tablishment of a separate FTE cap for the 
Construction Management Division (CMD), 
as proposed by the House. The AOC has been 
provided relief from the FTE caps for project 
work for the past two years. The conferees 
agree that a less cumbersome, yet accurate, 
approach for managing FTE data is required. 
Therefore, the conferees direct the Architect 
of the Capitol and the Government Account- 
ability Office to work together to prepare a 
report with recommendations that will ad- 
dress and improve the AOC’s ability to esti- 
mate, track, and report on all FTEs. The re- 
port is to include recommendations for im- 
provements that address FTE data by appro- 
priation and organizational levels, including 
permanent and temporary FTEs required for 
each of the following categories: all jurisdic- 
tion operations, including those in general 
administration; ongoing and new projects 
performed by the superintendents; and ongo- 
ing and new projects performed by the CMD. 
The recommendations will take into account 
that data should be derived from a zero-base 
for all temporary employees, including non- 
project and support temporary positions as 
well as temporary project positions for both 
superintendent jurisdictions and CMD 
projects. 

Further, the report will address future per- 
sonnel requirements by contracting out 
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functions to free up F'TEs for functions that 
are inherently governmental. The conferees 
further direct that the caps established in 
FY 2004 will continue in FY 2005. The report 
with recommendations is to be delivered to 
the Committees on Appropriations of the 
House and Senate not later than 120 days 
after the enactment of this Act. 

The conferees note that there have been 
complaints regarding the responsiveness of 
the Architect of the Capitol to the needs of 
clients. The conferees remind the Architect 
that the organization must reflect a posture 
that is timely, professional, and responsive. 

Included in the operating budget is an ad- 
ditional $277,000 to cover anticipated in- 
creased agency contributions to the Federal 
Employees Retirement System for employ- 
ees paid through the General Administration 
appropriation. 

With respect to operations and projects the 
House and Senate conferees have agreed to 
the following: 


Operating Budget .............. $77,467,000 
Project Budget: 
1. Emergency  Defibril- 
Дафота сырылады ала 660,000 
2. Study, Design, and 
Condition Assessment 720,000 
Legislative Call Sys- 
EOI МИН зыны едын (120,000) 
Telecommunications 
infrastructure ........... (350,000) 
ACF Emergency Vehi- 
cle Storage Facility (250,000) 
3. CATV System Upgrade 
Фезіртісогодисаа арын 1,500,000 
Total, General Ad- 
ministration ............. 80,347,000 


CAPITOL BUILDING 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


Appropriates $28,857,000, to the Architect of 
the Capitol for maintenance, care, and oper- 
ation of the Capitol building, instead of 
$18,185,000 as proposed by the House and 
$24,784,000 as proposed by the Senate. Of the 
amount appropriated, $14,500,000 shall remain 
available until expended, instead of $4,000,000 
as proposed by the House and $8,770,000 as 
proposed by the Senate to remain available 
until September 30, 2009. 

Included in the operating budget is an ad- 
ditional $72,000 to cover anticipated in- 
creased agency contributions to the Federal 
Employees Retirement System for employ- 
ees paid through the Capitol Building appro- 
priation. 

The conferees have agreed to include au- 
thority for the transfer of up to $10,600,000 to 
the Capitol Visitor Center project. The con- 
ferees are distressed with the Architect’s on- 
going inability to provide the Committees 
with accurate cost estimates and delivery 
schedules on this very important and high 
profile project. Since the commencement of 
the project, the Committees have made 
every effort to work with the Architect and 
staff through these issues, and yet, continue 
to receive notifications of schedule delays, 
unforeseen requirements, апа escalating 
costs of the Capitol Visitor Center. 

With respect to operations and projects the 
House and Senate conferees have agreed to 
the following: 


Operating Budget .............. $14,814,000 
Project Budget: 
1. Replacement of Minton 
ybi аре ——À 473,000 
2. Computer, Telecom, 
and Electrical Support 300,000 
3. Restore Shutters & Up- 
grade Window Lighting 400,000 
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4. CVC Facility Mainte- 


NANCE. ји eot o pet 6,000,000 
5. Install Emergency Exit 

Signs & Lighting ......... 1,000,000 
6. CVC Start-up Oper- 

ALIONS, ыды месе dake 3,270,000 
7. Minor Construction .... 2,500,000 
8. Study, Design, and 

Condition Assess- 
ment: 
Subway Terminal 
Water Infiltration ... 100,000 
Total, Capitol Build- 
расы аты қатыр 28,857,000 


CAPITOL GROUNDS 


Appropriates $6,974,000, to the Architect of 
the Capitol for the care and improvements of 
the grounds surrounding the Capitol, House 
and Senate office buildings, and the Capitol 
Power Plant, instead of $7,033,000, of which 
$527,000 shall remain available until Sep- 
tember 30, 2009, as proposed by the House and 
$6,940,000, as proposed by the Senate. 

Included in the operating budget is an ad- 
ditional $34,000 to cover anticipated in- 
creased agency contributions to the Federal 
Employees Retirement System for employ- 
ees paid through the Capitol Grounds appro- 
priation. 

With respect to operations and projects the 
House and Senate conferees have agreed to 
the following: 


Operating Budget .............. $6,509,000 
Project Budget: 
1. Restore Decorative 
Vases & Lights, W. Ter- 
TACO Sik dese ere genes 78,000 
2. Inaugural Support ...... 10,000 
3. Renovate Former D.C. 
Street Lights ............... 177,000 
4. Study, Design, and 
Condition Assessment: 
Restoration of the 
Summerhouse .............. 100,000 
5. Wayfinding and ADA 
Compliant Signage ...... 100,000 
Total, Capitol Grounds 6,974,000 


SENATE OFFICE BUILDINGS 

Appropriates $62,083,000, of which $9,070,000 
shall remain available until September 30, 
2009, to the Architect of the Capitol for the 
maintenance, care, and operation of the Sen- 
ate office buildings. Inasmuch as this item 
relates solely to the Senate, and in accord 
with long practice under which each body de- 
termines its own housekeeping requirements 
and the other concurs without intervention, 
the managers on the part of the House, at 
the request of the managers on the part of 
the Senate, have receded to the Senate. 

Included in the operating budget is an ad- 
ditional $219,000 to cover anticipated in- 
creased agency contributions to the Federal 
Employees Retirement System for employ- 
ees paid through the Senate Office Buildings 
appropriation. 


Operating Budget .............. $52,112,000 
Project Budget: 
15 Refinish Historic 
Woodwork .................... 285,000 
2. Repair Marble Floors 
& Clean Architectural 
Surtaces:acsciucscdieacvecdaes 510,000 
3. Roof Maintenance ....... 300,000 
4. Seal Fire Wall Pene- 
trations, HSOB, DSOB 300,000 
5. Ramp Repair, HSOB 
GAaTAEO. аиы килче. 200,000 
6. Replace Suite 
Counters, Sinks & Fau- 
cets, HSOB ................... 100,000 
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7. General Painting 
8. Workman Vehicle 
9. Man-Lift (Masonry 
Shop) 
10. General Purpose Util- 
ity Vehicle ................... 
11. Replace Modular Fur- 
niture, HSOB 
12. Renovate Restrooms, 
ADA, НОВ .................... 
13. Study, Design, and 
Condition Assessment 
Study/Design, Existing 
Fire Alarm System 
Upgrade 
Design, Replace Roof 
and Skylights, HOB .. 
Design, Renovate 
North Server 
Study, Reclaim Park- 
ing under Senate Of- 
fice Buildings and 
Space Utilization ...... 
Study, Waterproofing/ 
Code Compliant Up- 
grades, Old Senate 
Tunnel о eret 
Design, Fire Alarm 
System ADA Up- 
grade, DSOB ............. 
Assessment, Penetra- 
tions of Fire Resist- 
ant Rated Walls, 
ЕЗОВ 2 anle 
Design, Sprinkler Pro- 
tection for Legisla- 
tive Garage ............... 
Design, Renovation of 
South Buffet ............. 
Assessment 
sign, Taft Memorial .. 
Design, Pre-action 
Sprinkler System, 
Russell Library 
14. HVAC: Elevator Ma- 
chine Room Moderniza- 
БОЙ адий E крйн 
15. Furniture, Special Al- 
lowance 


150,000 
25,000 


19,000 


12,000 
3,700,000 


1,300,000 
2,350,000 


(750,000) 


(600,000) 
(300,000) 


(250,000) 


(100,000) 


(75,000) 


(70,000) 


(65,000) 
(50,000) 
(50,000) 


(40,000) 


420,000 


nem 300,000 
Total, Senate Office 
Buildings 
HOUSE OFFICE BUILDINGS 

Appropriates $65,353,000, of which $27,103,000 
shall remain available until September 30, 
2009, to the Architect of the Capitol for the 
maintenance, care, and operation of the 
House office buildings. Inasmuch as this 
item relates solely to the House, and in ac- 
cord with long practice under which each 
body determines its own housekeeping re- 
quirements and the other concurs without 
intervention, the managers on the part of 
the Senate, at the request of the managers 
on the part of the House, have receded to the 
House. 

Included in the operating budget is an ad- 
ditional $223,000 to cover anticipated in- 
creased agency contributions to the Federal 
Employees Retirement System for employ- 
ees paid through the House Office Buildings 
appropriation. 

The conferees direct the Architect of the 
Capitol to administer fire code regulations 
in the House office buildings under the same 
protocols used for administration of fire 
codes in the Capitol building. 


62,083,000 


Operating Budget 


Project Budget: $37,900,000 
1. Egress Door Improve- 
MONTS анд: 200,000 
2. Replace Chilled Water 
Coils, FHOB ................. 150,000 
3. Minor Construction .... 5,000,000 
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4. Study, Design, and 
Condition Assessment 1,955,000 
Design, RHOB Egress .. (500,000) 
Design, FHOB Egress ... (80,000) 
Study, Upgrade Room 
1100, RHOB ................ (400,000) 
Design, Repairs to Ga- 
rage Floor, RHOB ..... (975,000) 
5. CAO Project Support .. 4,894,000 
6. Replace Windows, 
ЕНОВ есте 4,900,000 
ү Exterior Water- 
proofing, Underground 
Garages ........................ 2,954,000 
8. Extend Sprinkler Sys- 
TOMS РЕРНИ 3,300,000 
9. Fire Alarm System Up- 
grade, HOB (Less 
RHOBY. ТРИ ЕРКЕКТЕН 1,100,000 
10. Staff Fitness Facility 3,000,000 
Total, House Office 
Buildings .................. 65,353,000 


CAPITOL POWER PLANT 


In addition to $4,400,000 made available 
from receipts credited as reimbursements to 
this appropriation, appropriates $56,834,000, 
to the Architect of the Capitol for mainte- 
nance, care, and operation of the Capitol 
Power Plant, instead of $56,139,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $60,928,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. Of the amount appro- 
priated, $1,000,000 shall remain available 
until September 30, 2009, instead of $630,000 
as proposed by the House and $2,190,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. 

Included in the operating budget is an ad- 
ditional $63,000 to cover anticipated in- 
creased agency contributions to the Federal 
Employees Retirement System for employ- 
ees paid through the Capitol Power Plant ap- 
propriation. 

With respect to operations and projects the 
House and Senate conferees have agreed to 
the following: 


Operating Budget (net) ...... $53,015,000 
Project Budget: 
1. Implement Shoring 
and Repairs to Tunnels 100,000 
2. Replace Expansion 
TOMES а наада ODE 1,842,000 
3. Retube Condensers, 
West Refrigeration 
Plant. а оса 866,000 
4. Study, Design, and 
Condition Assessment 1,000,000 
Design, In-Plant Power 
Generation ............... (150,000) 
Design, Upgrade Envi- 
ronmental Control 
Equipment ................ (250,000) 
5. Remove Tar Paper/Re- 
insulate Violet Tunnel 261,000 
6. Repair/Maintenance 
Chiller Motors 6A & 5 .. 250,000 
Total, Capitol Power 
Plant (net) ................ 56,834,000 


LIBRARY BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS 


Appropriates $40,097,000, to the Architect of 
the Capitol for structural and mechanical 
care of the Library buildings and grounds in- 
Stead of $34,783,000 as proposed by the House 
and $65,145,000 as proposed by the Senate. Of 
the amount appropriated, $21,506,000 shall re- 
main available until September 30, 2009 in- 
Stead of $18,110,000 as proposed by the House 
and $47,114,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

Included in the operating budget is an ad- 
ditional $78,000 to cover anticipated in- 
creased agency contributions to the Federal 
Employees Retirement System for employ- 
ees paid through the Library Buildings and 
Grounds appropriation. 
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With respect to operations and projects the 
House and Senate conferees have agreed to 
the following: 


Operating Budget .............. $17,516,000 
Project Budget: 
1. Repair Life Safety De- 
ficiencies ..................... 400,000 
2. Replace Partitions 
Supports, JMMB .......... 250,000 
3. Painting, TJB Arches 
and Ft. Meade Module 1 245,000 
4. Replace  Sidewalks, 
ЈАВ ТЛВ едн 100,000 
5. Preservation Environ- 
mental Monitoring ...... 80,000 
6. Minor Construction .... 1,300,000 
7. Collections Security ... 860,000 
8. Sprinkler System Up- 
grades, TUB ................. 6,754,000 
9. Smoke Detector Up- 
grades, ТӘВ ................. 3,850,000 
10. ADA Bathroom Ren- 
ovations, JAB .............. 3,700,000 
11. Sprinkler System Up- 
grades, JAB ................. 2,400,000 
12. Study, Design, and 
Condition Assessment, 
Infrastructure Mainte- 
табе вијак уста на 842,000 
Design, Replace Rain 
Leaders ..................... 300,000) 
Design, Repair/Replace 
Copper Roof .............. (215,000) 
Design, Roof Repairs, 
Ваа ЭА (200,000) 
Study, Coil Deteriora- 
tion, TJB & JAB ....... (75,000) 
Design, Conservation of 
Murals ................... (52,000) 
13. Design, LOC Egress 
Improvements ............. 1,800,000 
Total, Library Build- 
ings and Grounds ...... 40,097,000 


CAPITOL POLICE BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS 


Appropriates $5,853,000, to the Architect of 
the Capitol for the maintenance, care, and 
operation of buildings and grounds of the 
Capitol Police instead of $4,883,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $7,090,000 as proposed 
by the Senate. Of the amount appropriated, 
$500,000 shall remain available until Sep- 
tember 30, 2009, instead of no multi-year 
funding as proposed by the House and 
$1,500,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

Included in the operating budget is an ad- 
ditional $3,000 to cover anticipated increased 
agency contributions to the Federal Employ- 
ees Retirement System for employees paid 
through the Capitol Police Buildings and 
Grounds appropriation. 

With respect to operations and projects the 
House and Senate conferees have agreed to 
the following: 


Operating Budget .............. $4,853,000 
Project Budget: 
1. USCP Furniture Re- 
placement .................... 500,000 
2. Study, Design, and 
Condition Assessment 500,000 
Annual Update to 
USCP Facilities Mas- 
ter Plan 2. eee (100,000) 
Study, Replacement of 
67 K Street Facility .. (200,000) 
Two Decontamination 
Support Stations ...... (200,000) 
Total, Capitol Police 
Buildings and 
Grounds са ete 5,853,0000 


BOTANIC GARDEN 


Appropriates $6,326,000, to the Architect of 
the Capitol for the Botanic Garden, instead 
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of $5,932,000 as proposed by the House and 
$6,294,000 as proposed by the Senate. The in- 
crease includes $62,000 for one new FTE. 

Included in the operating budget is an ad- 
ditional $32,000 to cover anticipated in- 
creased agency contributions to the Federal 
Employees Retirement System for employ- 
ees paid through the Botanic Garden appro- 
priation. 

With respect to operations and projects the 
conferees have agreed to the following: 


Operating Budget .............. $5,783,000 
Project Budget: 
1. D. C. Village Facility, 
Roof Replacement ....... 243,000 
2. Partnership Support ... 300,000 
Total, Botanic Garden .... 6,326,000 


ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISION 


The conference agreement includes an ad- 
ministrative provision that requires the 
Comptroller General to conduct a study to 
analyze the cost, cost effectiveness, benefits, 
and feasibility of the Architect of the Cap- 
itol entering into a contract with a private 
entity for the management and operation of 
the Capitol Power Plant. 

LIBRARY OF CONGRESS 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


Provides $384,671,000 for salaries and ex- 
penses, Library of Congress instead of 
$373,225,000 as proposed by the House and 
$379,648,000 as proposed by the Senate. Of this 
amount, $6,350,000 is made available from re- 
ceipts collected by the Library of Congress 
and shall remain available until expended; 
and $12,481,000 shall remain available until 
expended for acquisition of books, periodi- 
cals, newspapers, and other library materials 
as proposed by the House instead of 
$11,981,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
conferees have provided 2 FTEs and $256,000 
for the Office of the Inspector General to ad- 
dress information technology security au- 
dits. The conferees have agreed to a base re- 
duction of 3 FTEs and $300,000 in accordance 
with Public Law 106-57, Section 208. 

The conferees expect the Librarian of Con- 
gress to work with the established edu- 
cational consortium to draft future budgets 
for the Adventure of the American Mind pro- 
gram and to submit them to Congress. The 
conferees further direct that the Library of 
Congress and the educational consortium es- 
tablish à program in Georgia to be funded 
within existing resources. 

An amount of $616,000 is included to cover 
anticipated increased agency contributions 
to the Federal Employees Retirement Sys- 
tem. 

With respect to program allowances the 
conferees have agreed to the following: 


1. Adventures of the Amer- 


tcan Mind 5:2. з - с  “ $2,250,000 
2. Abraham Lincoln Bicen- 

tennial Commission ........ 500,000 
3. Middle Eastern Text Ini- 

tiative ыы ое et 500,000 
4. National Film Preserva- 

tion Board and National 

Film Preservation Foun- 

dation ТЕТЕ ТЕКТЕРІ 500,000 
5. NAVCC—Culpeper 

PLOJOCE: з дад 19,538,000 
6. Department of State 

Capital Security  Cost- 

Sharing Program. ........... 1,200,000 
7. Veterans History Project 1,035,000 
8. Security Equipment 

Maintenance ................... 930,000 
9. Information Technology 

System Maintenance ...... 1,000,000 
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10. Association for Diplo- 
matic Studies and Train- 


INO арыға ыы ы СОГ 100,000 
11. Cooperative Preserva- 

tion and Conservation 

Projet ыда ren teme 300,000 


COPYRIGHT OFFICE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


Provides $53,611,000, including $83,477,000 
made available from receipts, for salaries 
and expenses, Copyright Office, instead of 
$53,518,000 as proposed by the House and Sen- 
ate. The $93,000 increase provides for the in- 
creased cost of FERS. 

The conferees are encouraged by the Copy- 
right Office’s recent efforts to reengineer its 
processes, creating an electronic Copyright 
Office where applications and copies of copy- 
right works can be submitted, processed and 
stored in digital form. An electronic system 
will provide the public with better access to 
copyrights and better enable the protection 
of copyrights and other intellectual prop- 
erty. The conferees also recognize that for 
any electronic system to be complete and 
useful to the public, it must also include all 
previous copyright records not currently in 
electronic form. The conferees are pleased 
that the office has initiated a study which 
will assess the costs and feasibility, as well 
as technical approaches, of converting its 
historical records so that there will be elec- 
tronic access to all records from 1790 to the 
present. The conferees understand that there 
will be costs associated with such an effort, 
and will be interested to hear the office’s 
proposal to begin to transition the historical 
records into electronic and searchable for- 
mat. 


CONGRESSIONAL RESEARCH SERVICE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


Appropriates $96,893,000 for salaries and ex- 
penses, Congressional Research Service, Li- 
brary of Congress, instead of $96,385,000 as 
proposed by the House and $96,678,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. The increase over the 
House allowance provides $293,000 for manda- 
tory pay reallocations and $215,000 for the in- 
creased cost of FERS. 


BOOKS FOR THE BLIND AND PHYSICALLY 
HANDICAPPED 


SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


Appropriates $54,412,000 for Books for the 
Blind and Physically Handicapped, salaries 
and expenses, instead of $60,187,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $53,937,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. Of the appropriated 
amount, $16,235,000 shall remain available 
until expended instead of $22,210,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $15,960,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. The conference agree- 
ment provides $275,000 above the amount re- 
quested for the Digital Talking Book 
Project. The conference agreement also pro- 
vides $200,000 to remain available until ex- 
pended to defray telecommunications costs 
for the National Federation of the Blind 
“NEWSLINE” audio daily newspaper service. 
This funding will complete the project that 
was begun in fiscal year 2003. 


ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 


In addition to various technical correc- 
tions the conferees have agreed to a provi- 
sion pertaining to the National Film Preser- 
vation Board and the National Film Preser- 
vation Foundation. The conferees have in- 
cluded an administrative provision that lim- 
its the amount of reimbursement to the De- 
partment of State for maintenance, upgrade, 
and construction. 
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GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 
CONGRESSIONAL PRINTING AND BINDING 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

Appropriates $88,800,000 as proposed by the 
House and the Senate. 
OFFICE OF THE SUPERINTENDENT OF 
DOCUMENTS 


SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


Appropriates $31,953,000 for Office of the 
Superintendent of Documents, salaries and 
expenses instead of $32,524,000 proposed by 
the House and $31,935,000 proposed by the 
Senate. The $18,000 above the Senate allow- 
ance covers the increased cost of FERS. The 
conferees have agreed to a FTE cap of 2,621 
as proposed by the Senate instead of 2,889 as 
proposed by the House. 

The conferees support public access to ma- 
terials in the Federal Depository Library 
Program’s legacy and electronic collections 
and authorize the Superintendent of Docu- 
ments to move forward with this program 
within available FTEs and funding. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISION 


The conferees have agreed to the adminis- 
trative provision proposed by the House and 
Senate authorizing the Superintendent of 
Documents to discount sales copies of GPO 
publications below the current limitation. 


GOVERNMENT ACCOUNTABILITY OFFICE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


Provides $478,392,000, of which $7,419,000 is 
from offsetting collections, for salaries and 
expenses, Government Accountability Office 
instead of $481,000,000 as proposed by the 
House and $477,419,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. The increase of $973,000 above the 
Senate allowance is to cover the increased 
cost of FERS. 

The conferees have withdrawn the request 
made by the House for the Government Ac- 
countability Office to provide a report out- 
lining the statutory responsibilities of the 
Congressional Budget Office, the Congres- 
sional Research Service, the Joint Economic 
Committee, and the Joint Committee on 
Taxation. 

The conferees support the Senate report 
language (108-307) on technology assessments 
and mail screening technology. 


ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISION 


The conferees have agreed to an adminis- 
trative provision proposed by the Senate 
which amends the Anti-Deficiency Act to re- 
quire the heads of executive agencies and the 
Mayor of the District of Columbia to trans- 
mit to the Comptroller General copies of re- 
ports of violations of the Act at the same 
time violations are reported to the Congress. 


PAYMENT TO THE OPEN WORLD LEADERSHIP 
CENTER TRUST FUND 


Appropriates $13,500,000 for a payment to 
the Open World Leadership Center Trust 
Fund, as proposed by the Senate instead of 
$6,750,000 as proposed by the House. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 


The conferees have agreed to a provision 
that expands the Open World Leadership 
countries upon submission of a plan to the 
Committees on Appropriations of the House 
and Senate; and to a provision that amends 
the language relating to the membership of 
the board. 


TITLE II—GENERAL PROVISIONS 
In Title II, General Provisions, section 
numbers have been changed to conform to 
the conference agreement and technical cor- 
rections have been made. 
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The conferees have included a provision 
that authorizes the Architect of the Capitol 
to maintain and improve landscape features 
of property located near the House office 
buildings. 

The conferees have included a provision 
that prohibits funding in the Act, from being 
transferred except as provided in this Act. 

The conferees have included a provision 
that agencies of the Legislative Branch shall 
not be required to use the eTravel Service es- 
tablished by the General Services Adminis- 
tration. 

The conferees have included a provision 
that authorizes permanent separation incen- 
tive payments to employees of the Legisla- 
tive Branch as was provided to all Executive 
branch agencies in the Homeland Security 
Act of 2002, Public Law 107-296. 

The conferees have included a House provi- 
sion that prohibits the use of funds to study, 
design, plan, or construct a fence around the 
Capitol Grounds. 

The conferees have included the Senate 
provision that makes technical corrections 
to the Congressional Recognition for Excel- 
lence in Arts Education Act; and a provision 
that transfers property near the Japanese 
American Patriotism Memorial to the Archi- 
tect of the Capitol. 

The conferees have included a provision re- 
lating to the Abraham Lincoln Fellowship 
Program. 

CONFERENCE TOTAL—WITH COMPARISONS 


The total new budget (obligational) au- 
thority for the fiscal year 2005 recommended 
by the Committee of Conference, with com- 
parisons to the fiscal year 2004 amount, the 
2005 budget estimates, and the House and 
Senate bills for 2005 follows: 


[In thousands of dollars] 
New budget (obligational 
authority, fiscal year 

2004 

Budget estimates of new 
(obligational) authority, 
fiscal year 2005 ................ 
House bill, fiscal year 2005 
Senate bill, fiscal year 2005 
Conference agreement, fis- 
cal year 2005 .................... 
Conference agreement 
compared with: 

New budget 
(obligational) author- 
ity, fiscal year 2004 ...... 

Budget estimates of new 
(obligational) author- 
ity, Fiscal year 2005 ..... — 402,283 

House bill, fiscal year 2005 +824,478 
Senate bill, fiscal year 2005 — 
DIVISION H—DEPARTMENTS OF TRANS- 

PORTATION AND TREASURY, INDE- 

PENDENT AGENCIES, AND GENERAL 

GOVERNMENT APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 

2005 


$3,527,460 


3,977,283 
2,750,522 
3,575,000 


3,575,000 


+47,540 


CONGRESSIONAL DIRECTIVES 

The conferees agree that Executive Branch 
propensities cannot substitute for Congress’ 
own statements concerning the best evidence 
of Congressional intentions; that is, the offi- 
cial reports of the Congress. The committee 
of conference approves report language in- 
cluded by the House (House Report 108-671) 
or the Senate (Senate Report 108-342) that is 
not changed by the conference. The state- 
ment of the managers, while repeating some 
report language for emphasis, is not intended 
to negate the language referred to above un- 
less expressly provided herein. 

BUDGET JUSTIFICATION MATERIAL AND 

CONGRESSIONAL REPROGRAMMING PROCEDURES 

The conferees agree to all language and di- 
rectives included in the House and Senate re- 
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ports concerning the need to improve the 
budget justification materials and Congres- 
sional reprogramming procedures for depart- 
ments and agencies funded in this Act. 


TITLE I—DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 


OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


Appropriates $87,234,000 for the salaries and 
expenses instead of $89,000,000 as proposed by 
the House and $86,000,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. As proposed by both the House and 
the Senate, bill language is included that 
specifies funding by office. The conference 
agreement is as follows: 


Immediate office of the 
Secretary ........................ 
Immediate office of the 


$2,220,000 


Deputy Secretary ........... 705,000 
Office of the General Coun- 

BOl ЕРКЕКТЕН 15,395,000 
Office of the Under Sec- 

retary for Transpor- 

tation Policy .................. 12,627,000 
Office of the Assistant Sec- 

retary for Budget and 

Programs ........................ 8,573,000 
Office of the Assistant Sec- 

retary for Governmental 

ТАДА здын irte 2,816,000 
Office of the Assistant Sec- 

retary for Administra- 

АӨ cue oo testi t ОИУ 23,436,000 
Office of Public Affairs 1,929,000 
Office of the Executive 

Secretariat ..................... 1,456,000 
Board of Contract Appeals 704,000 
Office of Small and Dis- 

advantaged Business Uti- 

НАН НС 1,278,000 
Office of the Chief Informa- 

tion Officer uses 11,392,000 
Office of Intelligence and 

Becurliby 54 ғыны 2,053,000 
Office of Emergency Trans- 

portation ........................ 3,150,000 


Retains provisions proposed by both the 
House and the Senate limiting transfers 
among each office to no more than 5 percent 
and requiring notification and approval by 
the House and Senate Committees on Appro- 
priations for any transfer greater than 5 per- 
cent. Bill language, as proposed by both the 
House and the Senate, is included which al- 
lows the Department to spend up to $60,000 
for official reception and representation ex- 
penses. 

Retains language proposed by the House 
prohibiting funds from being used to fill the 
position of Assistant Secretary for Public 
Affairs. 

Retains the House direction that the As- 
sistant Secretary for Administration fund 
training and recruitment activities at a 
total of $378,000, and FedBiz Ops electronic 
business practice activities at $68,000. Re- 
tains the Senate direction to the Inspector 
General to review the budget justifications 
for the last three fiscal years and the mis- 
sion of the Office of Assistant Secretary for 
Administration to determine if resources are 
commensurate with office responsibilities. 

Retains the House direction to transfer the 
Office of Emergency Transportation to the 
Office of the Secretary. Of the amounts pro- 
vided, $100,000 is for improvements to the cri- 
sis management center and $100,000 is for re- 
gional emergency response team training. 

The conferees direct the Secretary to sub- 
mit an operating plan for the entire Depart- 
ment as described in the House report within 
60 days of enactment of this Act. Further, 
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the Assistant Secretary for Budget and Pro- 
grams shall submit a quarterly report on the 
status of all outstanding reports and report- 
ing requirements as directed by the Senate. 

The conferees direct the Department to in- 
clude in the fiscal year 2006 budget justifica- 
tion materials detailed information in the 
same manner as that of the fiscal year 2003 
justifications. In addition, the conferees di- 
rect the Chief Information Officer (CIO) to 
include in the fiscal year 2006 budget mate- 
rials details of all funds that are utilized and 
managed by the CIO, regardless of funding 
source or mode. The conferees reiterate the 
need for better budget materials from the 
Department in general. 

The conferees direct OST to conduct a 
study of declining intercity bus service, as 
proposed by the House under the Federal 
Transit Administration. 


OFFICE OF CIVIL RIGHTS 


Appropriates $8,700,000 as proposed by both 
the House and the Senate. 

COMPENSATION FOR AIR CARRIERS 
(RESCISSION) 

Rescinds  $235,000,000 from  unobligated 
funds as proposed by the Senate. The House 
did not include a similar provision. 

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING, RESEARCH AND 

DEVELOPMENT 

Appropriates $20,000,000 for transportation 
planning, research and development instead 
of $10,800,000 as proposed by the House and 
$15,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. Adjust- 
ments to the budget request are as follows: 


Circumpolar Infrastructure 
Task Force of the Arctic 
Council and Northern 
ВОГО АК ..2 £l 

DOT privacy assessment ... 

Inland waters freight mo- 
bility study, AL .............. 

SDSU instrument training 
capital initiative, SD 

UI NIATT transportation 
infrastructure research 
and technology transfer, 


$450,000 
750,000 


750,000 


200,000 


300,000 
Transportation, infrastruc- 
ture, and logistics re- 
search 
University of Nebraska— 
Kearney agricultural 
transportation pilot 
project, NE 
Western Washington Uni- 
versity Transportation 
and Border Research In- 
stitute, WA ..................... 
Yellow Bend Port planning 
and development, AR 
NIU Fuel Cell Research, IL 
Gulf of Mexico Transpor- 
tation Strategic Study ... 
National Research Center 
for Rural Transpor- 
tation, КО erbe 
Center for Coastal Engi- 
neering Research, AL 
Interstate Digital Image 
Exchange 
Great Lakes Maritime Re- 
search Institute, short 
seas shipping Route eval- 
WAGON, pM 
University of Wisconsin, 
Superior—Transpor- 
tation Logistics Re- 
Search Center  shipper 
and rail service study ..... 
1-91 Corridor Rail Imple- 
mentation Plan Study .... 


750,000 


ЕЕ 500,000 
1,000,000 


300,000 
750,000 


500,000 


500,000 
750,000 


500,000 


750,000 


250,000 


750,000 
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Hampton University 

Transportation Center ... 

WORKING CAPITAL FUND 

Limits working capital fund activities to 
$151,054,000 as proposed by the Senate instead 
of $125,000,000 as proposed by the House. 

MINORITY BUSINESS RESOURCE CENTER 
PROGRAM 

Appropriates $900,000 for the administra- 
tive expenses of the minority business re- 
source center program and limits loans made 
under the program to $18,367,000 as proposed 
by both the House and the Senate. 

MINORITY BUSINESS OUTREACH 

Appropriates $3,000,000 for minority busi- 
ness outreach as proposed by both the House 
and the Senate. 

NEW HEADQUARTERS BUILDING 

Appropriates $68,000,000 for continued con- 
struction and build-out of the new head- 
quarters building. Neither the House nor the 
Senate provided funds for this account. 


250,000 
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PAYMENTS TO AIR CARRIERS 
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 


Appropriates $52,000,000 for payments to air 
carriers to be derived from the trust fund as 
proposed by the Senate, instead of $51,700,000 
as proposed by the House. In addition to 
these funds, the program will receive 
$50,000,000 in mandatory spending pursuant 
to the Federal Aviation Authorization Act of 
1996, resulting in a program budget of 
$102,000,000. 


FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION 
OPERATIONS 


The conference agreement includes 
$7,775,000,000 for operations of the Federal 
Aviation Administration instead of 
$7,726,000,000 as proposed by the House and 
$7,784,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. Of 
the total amount provided, $4,918,073,000 is to 
be derived from the airport and airway trust 
fund instead of $4,972,000,000 as proposed by 
the House and $4,959,503,000 proposed by the 
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Senate. Funds are distributed in the bill by 
budget activity, as proposed by the Senate. 

Contract tower cost-sharing.—The bill speci- 
fies $7,000,000 for continuation of the con- 
tract tower cost-sharing program as pro- 
posed by the House and Senate. 

Level of operational air traffic control super- 
visors.—The conference agreement includes 
language proposed by the House specifying 
that $4,000,000 of funds under this heading are 
available only to raise the level of oper- 
ational air traffic control supervisors to 
1,846. The Senate bill included no similar 
provision. 

Administration of government credit cards.— 
The agreement includes language proposed 
by the House related to FAA management of 
government credit cards. The Senate bill in- 
cluded no similar provision. 

The following table compares the con- 
ference agreement to the President’s budget 
and the levels proposed in the House and 
Senate bills by budget activity: 
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FAA Operations 
Fiscal Year 2005 
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House ___Senate| ____ Conference 

5 ВЕРНИ а а | mE Bill Bill] agreement 
Air Traffic Organization: 7 56,522,109,000 56,522,109,000| .$6,522,109,000 
_ Contract tower base program 6,800,000 6,800,000 6,800,000 
Contract tower cost-sharing program 140 _ 7,000,000, — 7,000,000; — 7,000,000 
Restoration of Office of ARA - -224,089,000| -224,039,000 -224,039,000 
NAS handoff NEU -104,000,000 0 -50,000,000 
Required navigation performance REN кенен -8,000,000; 2. Oo - 2200 
Management of MOUs and МОА5 -500,000 0! -500,000 
_Realignment of functions to ARC Ž 2222222 52,252,400 о. -52,252,400 
New controller hires and training 9,000,000! 10,000,000 9,500,000 
Aviation weather support training program 500,000 0 500,000 
Asset supply chain management program 0 0 300,000 
ATC operational supervisors 4,000,000 4 ~ 4,000,000 
Medallion progam TS 3,000,000/ 3,000,000 

| Alien species action plan 0 3,000,000 ~ 3,000,000 
Study of ATC requirements, Chicago, IL 0 0 5,000,000 
Undistributed reduction И 0 -60,000,000 2220 
Amount recommended Й 6,160,617,600| — 6,267,870,000 | | 6,234,417,600 
Regulation and Certification 905,194,000: 905,194,000 905,194,000 
_ Certification of upset training — — __________ 500,000 _ UE 500,000 
. Flight attendant fatigue study j | 200000 | | 0 200,000 
Safety and security analytics 1,000,000 0 22 1,000,000 
Transfer of Office of System Safety _ 10,000,000 |_ 0| 10,000,000 
Amount recommended 916,894,000 905,194,000 | 916,894,000 
Research and Acquisitions | | NM rari d 904 0 — 0 
| Restoration c of office funding 224,039,000! 224,039,000 224,039,000 
Undistributed increase — |(00 uu = o 0 200,000 | 200,000 
Amount recommended | 224,039,000 224,239,000 224,239,000 
Commercial Space Transportation 11,941,000 — 11,941,000 ` 11,941,000 
Reduction to reflect authorization — — NE -267,0000 7 -267,000 -267,000 
Amount recommended | 11,674,000 | 11,674,000 11,674,000 
Financial Services | _ 0 аот | 
Restoration of office funding | 53,624,000 53,624,000] 53,624,000 
Denial of additional staffing | _______| _____73,000,000 — 0  -1,500,000 
Amount recommended 50,624,000 | 53,624,000 52,124, 000 
Human Resources (0 Е Е 0 0! и 0 
| Restoration of office funding | 78,660,000, 78,660,000! "78,660,000 
Realignment of functions to ARC 2 -8,838,400 |_ ___00___-8,838,400 
Amount recommended ________ 69,821,600 | 78,660,000 ___ 69,821,600 
Region and Center Operations = = | 0| ______ а 40 
|, Restoration of office funding _________ |... 88,479,000! 88,479,000) 88,479,000 
Realignment of functions from ATO/AHR ED 61,090,800| Oj 61,090,800 
Amount recommended | 149,569,800 | 88,479,000 1 49,569,800 
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FAA Operations 
Fiscal Year 2005 


House 


Senate 


Conference 


Bill 


agreement 


Staff Offices 


409,756,000 


409,756,000 


409,756,000 


Restoration of individual offices 


-259,017,000 


-259,017,000 


-259,017,000 


Transfer of Office of System Safety 


-11,437,000 


0 


-11,437,000 


Amount recommended 


139,302,000 


150,739,000 | 


139,302,000 


Information Services 


0 


0 


Restoration of base funding 


38254000 


38,254,000! 


Undistributed reduction 


0 


-2,000,000 | 


Amount recommended 


38,254,000 


36,254,000 


Account-wide Adjustments 


Working capital fund reduction 


-5,796,000 


Official time 


-7,000,000 


Executive positions agency-wide 


~ -1,000,000 


BTS aviation studies 


-2,000,000 


Executive training 


-3,000,000| 


Personnel compensation and benefits 


-16,000,000| _ 


Undistributed reduction - 


-32,733,000| 


Amount recommended 


-34,796,000 


-32,733,000 


-59,296,000 


Total 


7,726,000,000 | 


7,784,000,000 | 


7,775,000,000 
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Administration of potential shortfall due to 
essential air service transfer.—The conferees 
agree that the FAA Administrator has the 
flexibility to propose the use of funds in ei- 
ther the ‘‘Operations’” or ‘‘Facilities and 
equipment' appropriations to address any 
shortfalls in essential air service funding for 
which FAA resources are required under ex- 
isting law. The Administrator is directed to 
advise the House and Senate Committees on 
Appropriations on the appropriations and 
programs from which these funds would be 
drawn. 

Air traffic controller training.—The conferees 
agree that the initial training of personnel 
hired with funds in this Act above the budget 
request is to be conducted at the FAA Acad- 
emy to the maximum extent possible. How- 
ever, conferees do not intend for this direc- 
tive to negatively influence FAA's accept- 
ance into the controller workforce of indi- 
viduals hired through the Collegiate Train- 
ing Initiative program using funds from 
FAA's base budget. 

Study of ATC requirements, Chicago O'Hare, 
IL.—The conference agreement transfers 
$5,000,000 from the ‘‘Facilities and equip- 
ment" account for airspace redesign studies 
and associated analyses at Chicago O'Hare 
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International Airport. The budget had re- 
quested such funding under the air traffic 
control tower replacement program. 


National airspace redesign.—Conferees agree 
to Senate language regarding the amount 
and use of funds for the national airspace re- 
design project in the New York/New Jersey 
metropolitan area. This results in an alloca- 
tion of $4,000,000 for this project. The con- 
ferees agree that no funds made available 
under this appropriation may be used to pre- 
pare the Environmental Impact Statement 
for the redesign of the New York/New Jersey/ 
Philadelphia regional airspace, or to conduct 
any work as part of the review of the rede- 
sign project conducted under the National 
Environmental Policy Act and related laws, 
as long as the FAA fails to consider noise 
mitigation. Further, none of the funds made 
available for this purpose shall be repro- 
grammed by the FAA to other activities, in- 
cluding airspace redesign not directly re- 
lated to New York, New Jersey, and Phila- 
delphia airspace redesign. 


Accounting system—consolidation.—The con- 
ferees agree that FAA may proceed with its 
consolidation of accounting operations. How- 
ever, the FAA should not consolidate oper- 
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ations of the Kansas City, Missouri office 
during fiscal year 2005. 

Official time.—The conference agreement 
includes a reduction of $7,000,000, as proposed 
by the House. The conferees direct the FAA 
Administrator and the Director of the Office 
of Personnel Management to submit a joint 
report to the House and Senate Committees 
on Appropriations, not later than April 1, 
2005, explaining the specific short-term ac- 
tions taken to reduce official time consump- 
tion, and the long-term plan to bring FAA's 
policies and procedures into closer conform- 
ance to government-wide averages. 


FACILITIES AND EQUIPMENT 
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 


The conference agreement includes 
$2,540,000,000 instead of $2,500,000,000 as pro- 
posed by both the House and the Senate. Of 
the total amount available, $421,000,000 is 
available for one year, and $2,119,000,000 is 
available for three years. The appropriation 
of $3,000,000 proposed by the House for De- 
fense Contract Audit Agency audits is not 
included. 

The following table provides a breakdown 
of the House and Senate bills and the con- 
ference agreement by program: 
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Facilities and Equipment 
Fiscal Year 2005 
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Engineering Development” Test and Evaluation: 


1A01 Advanced Te Technology Development & & iPothpng | | | $37,300,000) $47,400,000 $56, 575 000 599, 075, isi 
E. Safe Fig Flight 21 m. : 40,454,000 40,454,000 44,454, ооо 44454,0090 
" 4,000,000 pu 4,000,000] 4,000 000) 4,000,000 
31,950,000 31,950,000) 29,950 m 29,950,000! 
92,500,000 92, 500 ,000 92,500 ‚000 88,000,000 
= 0 uu 000, % — 4. 1,500,000 
9 oj 19,000,000, 10,000,000! 
4,000,000 1.000, 000 - 1,000,000 ^ 1,000,000 
12,000,000 ОО 12000, 000) 12,000,000 и 12,000,000 
4,300, 000! | Е 300, .000 | 1,300,000 4,300,000 
"o [| _ o | 20,000,000) 10,000,000 
223,504,000, 221 (604,000. 274,779,000; 264,279,000 
| | 
= Automation Program. Bibi i 361,200,000 361,200,000) 333,200,000, 347,200,000 
C ике = и жу 
1,000,000) 22 1,000,000 1,000, ,000 1; r^ 000 
4, 700, 000i 4,700, 000 4,700,000) 4,700,000 
35,000, 000! ЕЕ 35, 000,000 999 ЖА 28, 900, 000) БО 26,000,000 
ШЕ 2 4, 100,000 E" 100 0 _ Е 24, 100, 000 _24, 100, 000 
57 са NETTE кы 209, 000 pm ЕДІЛ ,000 
| | 

1,300,000 4,300,000 i 300, m L 300,00 000 
13,500,000 i С 13,500, m p 13, 500, 000 > 13, 500,00 000 
| | Y ш - E 4,000, ,000) B 4j 000, 000 
15, 100, 000! Е 100, ооо О 15,100,000 10,000,000 
TC En Route Radar Facilities S предивно И 3,000,000) bb г i 3,000,000) | = 0 
eee л Сваю союз _ мзш _ шшк 
2А14 viation Weather Services Improvements (EMS) | 4,900, 000! 4,000 000 ҮЛҮ? 4,000,000 
2A15 АА Tel Telecommunicatins s infrastructure em | 71,150,000 КИШ? 000 71,150,000 Hiep 71,150,000 
2A16 me Center Rac Radar Approach Control  (CERAP) - -Relocate 2, 2,3004 - | 2, 300,000) ^ 2300, 000) 2, 2,300,000 
EDT, ceanic A Automation System 50, 850000 ЕЕ 50, 850, 000) ЕЛІ ooo ав, ооо, m 

p RSR- 4 Automated Technical = Documentation | E 000, E E 
215 “Integrated Те Terminal Weather System cTws) M 14,100, 000 | “44, 100 000 | = 14,100, 000 
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Facilities and Equipment 
Fiscal Year 2005 
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_ Subtotal - En Route Programs | 664,220,800 | ‘612,470,800 | | 608,370,800 "616,770,800 
E i eae КЕШЕЛЕК НЕ —— 
2801 Aporta A Detection Байте -- Model Х x ASDEX -X) 51,300, 000) 51,300,000 51,300, 000) 48,000,000) 
| " n adar (TDWI и | ан 000 Е 8,000,000) 8,000, m 8,000,000 
21,700,000) 35,000,000 21,700, 000 31,700,000 
m 95,100,000 112,700,000 126, 100, 000 128, 025, 900 
NEG 55,175,800. © 41,068,900) 55 5,175,800) и 48, 122, 350 
"0200000, 10,200,000 16,000, 000 14,000, 000 
25,500,000 25,500,000 25,500 ,000 22,000,000 
42,000,000! 12,000,000) 12,000,000! 12,000,000 
Е Ne Infrastructure Management System (NIMS) 16000000] 16,000,000, 1000000) 10,000,000 
2810 ) ASR-9 SL SLEP a 3 20,700,000 Ad 20,700,000! 4 30, 700,000. n 20,700,000 
р 2811 асаа ани (VRRP) г 5, 100 0,000) | _ 700.000 i 5, 5,100,000 ы 7,100,000 
| E a 5 | 107, 100 000 Е КЕ 900, 000) 100, 100, 000 87,500,000 
2B13 КОЛ Facilities anser 1,200 m 1,200,000 3,200,000] 3,200,000 
2814. “Precision Runway Monitors ОТ ү: m 7400 000) | 7,400, E 7,400, m 7,400,000) 
2815 ‘Terminai Radar Improvements 1 073,700 1,073,700 um 1,073,700 
2816 Terminal Communications: Improve 1,129, 400 4,129,400) 1,129,400) 1,129,400 
| 4 landerd | Terminal Automation System Re Replacement 7 Ы “113; 900,00 000 = i 0 113,900,000 E | “108, 900, 2 
н E Integrated Contro and | Monitoring System. m Е 0 | 2, 500,000) —- i 0 3,500,000 
| | Subtotal - Terminal Programs “552, 578, 900! (42, 872, 000. 578,378,900! 562,350,450 
ME АДИ AORN Pree ИЕ MENS кады INN 
2с01 Automated Surface Observing System (А505) 7,300,000 ae 800, 00 7,300,000! 7,800, 000 
| p == Supportability Implementation System | 10,200,000 8,000,000 9200, 000 СЕРТ 
“203 Weather Message Switching Center Replacement | 1,000000 000000 1,000,000 1,000,000 
| LE | ight Service Station (FSS) Modernization а 1,300,000 1,300 000 1,300,000) 1,300,000 
j | Subtotal - - Flight t Service Programs 19,800,000: 18,100,000, 18,800, ооо! 19,300,000 
fee 1 ен — Bo ac АЛИ | Ic MOREM | ETENIM ACIES | SN | m ні 
ES “VOR/DME | | 2 000,000 Е 2,000 оо 2,000, 000 : 2,000,000 
А (2000. “Instrument Landing System qus) Establishment | жарағы 5,800,000 d 25,000, 7 E 250,000 а 4 1,345,000 
| 2003, “Transponder Landing System qe К 0 m 8400000 x 6,300,000 mM ~ 7,000,000 
| EI | Runway Visual Range E 1,400,000 1,400,000! | 1,400,000 1,400,000 
2D07 Navigation and Landing Aids - те 4,408 709 4,408,700 4,408, 700 4,408,700 
Е | Approach Lighting System Imbroyement Program ALSIP) 5; w B 17160,000 - 1970 700, 000 = 24,360, 01 000 
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Facilities and Equipment 
Fiscal Year 2005 


| 1,000,000 1,000,000) 1,000,000 | 1,000,000 
| Елі Visual | Nevaids (PA (PAPUREIL)- 3,200,000 3,200,000) 3,200, 000 3,200,000 
d s pem ———— — P € 4 ES = Шо, ax (инни аре 
1 | 3,100,000 | 3,100,000 3, 100,000 
ET ‚000 2,000,000 2,000,000 
С » Area Augmentation Sys System (WAAS) | ee ee а 100,030,000] ai | | o 65,090,009 
= 8 Subtotal - Landing and Navigational Aids) | (127938700). MS 94,895,600 у 143,448,700 
2 02 iFuel Sirage Te Tank есектен апа d Monitoring | 3,000,000 3,000, om 3,000,000) 
2o 5 ШІ. Е mE | 11,027 600) 14,027,600 11,027, 600! 
ps а Шр т | 45,000,000 45,000,000 40,000, 000 
PT 2,300,000; 2, 2,300,000 i 2,300,000 
> D i 12,000, ‚000 12,000,000 12,000, ,000 
; 2 800, ооо 800,000 800, "E 800,000 
|: 06 ir oe 4,600,000 "n 7,100,000 9,600,000 ЕЕ 7,600,000 
> 06 зашта ru 190,000,000 о 0 
а ibtotal - . Other АТС Facilities. 2727 78, 727, 600 271,227, 600! 79: 727,600 m 76,727,600 
тока Activity 2 1 443,266,000) 1 1,425,566,000| 1,427,725,000 n 1,487,492,550 
afta mace LL Aor pn Scan 
| 
E 1,000,000 1,000,000 1,000,000) 1, 900, 000! 
ЗА02 | 17,000,000! 17,000,000) 17,000,000) Е 15,000, 3,009 
ES vation Safety Analysis ЕМЕСЕ 2С = i © 12,900,000 12, 900 1000, 6,900,000 | 6,900, 000 
3A04 ogistics Support Systems and Facilities (С | 6,000,000 6,000,000! 6,000,000) 6,000,000 
3A05 est Een Maintenance Sup Support HEN Replacement | 1 | 3,000,000) 3,000 000 Е 3, 000,000 3,000,000 
Е Nation a Aviation Safety Data i Analysis Center (NASDAC) M lt. 1,600,000 Ж 1,600,000 1, 600, 000 = E (600, 000 
j 3807 (NAS Recovery Ci Córrimunications (RCOM) Ш 10,000,000 10,000,000 ni “10, 000 m + 7 633,450 
ЗА08 08 Рау Security Risk Management Е е; 40,000,000 40,000 0,000 40, 000, СІ 35,000,000 
3809 Information Securty 0 | “8,000,000, 8000000 КО 8,000,000 
ки Es cde ыс otra й NS | Ш 
` Subtotal - - Support Equipment 99,500,000 99, 500, 2000, 93,500, 000| 84, 133,450 
| звог Aeronautical Center Infrastructure Modernization | PEE 8500000 —— 8500000 8500000 8,500,000 
3B02 ational Airspace Syete (NAS) тайн Facilities | 0 6,400,000 о 6,400,000 
5 : а eee 3 3 кенен MENU РЕА m | 3 
3803 ‘Distance Learning | 1,500,000 1,500,000) 1,500,000 1,500,000 
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Facilities and Equipment 
Fiscal Year 2005 
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| Subtotal - Training Equipment & Facilities, 10, pink eel 16, ; 400,000) 10, 000, 000 16,400,000 
| Total Activity з 109,500,000) 145,900,000, 103,500,000, 100,533,450 
eles а за == К ска» эы даа Co ү. | NC Amid ЖИЙ НАНЫН 
| | | | | 
Mission Support: 
e Е ze елер 5 : | 
4A01 узет Engineering and Development Support. 30, 400, 000! 28 оо 27,765,000, 27, 765, 000) 
4A02 | afety Management System E i, 700, 000 0 1,700,000! 79 
"E A fus oe --і- xu m | PEE E СЕРЕ 271 
4003 | rogram Support н odd 42,600,000, 42,600. 200 42,600,000) 42,600,000 
4AD4 | ое suppan э Services ғаз) 7,900, 000 7.900.000 7,900,000, 7,900,000 
e MR TRE WEE Жала и 
4405 ike Monroney Aeronautical Center - Leases 14,200, T 14,200, 2. 14,200,000) 14,200,000 
РНЕ т” " E | ыша кн Я 5 
4A06 Transition ri Engineering Ая 35,000 000) 35,000 000 30,000,000 30,000,000 
4407 аА and Spectrum Engineering 3,600,000: 6, 100, Ms 2,000,000! 6,100,000 
HN EN ut ET PEE E ETEEN ЕТЕ НБСЕ ЕРИНЕН sp i atts Bo ct сан. аа 
1,530,000 1, 1,530, 000 1,530,000! 1,530,000) 
^2 — a E L- ЗЕ IT ae de ———— —— i ——- Beer ener VH 
Technical Support Services Contract (1550) 43,300,000) 43,300 i009] 38,300,000 38,300,000) 
4A10 Resource Tracking Program T 1,500,000: 4,500 000 1,000,000 1,000,000 
4А11 Center for Advanced Aviation n System D penne 84,600,000) 86,000,000; 84,600,000) 85,300,000 
ГЕ is meu ae ў Жы IM ae — 
13,700, 00 13,700,000) 13,700,000 12,000,000 
E SN Mai Me tee АР ааа боле аа at Joh erp o E БЕГИ лектен = кайышы kiele T Y e 
$ 
4A13  DCAA Audits 0 3,000,000 4 
Н i 
— M "e ET p ЖЕНДІ aa Os ЛУ arts 
| Total Activity 4 280,030,000 293,230,000) 265,295,000 "266,695,000 
a " "RT eras ы | ee | = ees 
| | | | 
Personnel and Самара Expenses: 
iege eee 2 БЕТ Ел 3 . | 
5A01 ‘Personnel and Related Expenses | 443,700,000! 443,700,000 428,700,000) 421,000,000] 
Н Н | 
Sessa pui ees Тт тет келе ——— — z as m 
= Total Activity T 443,700 000 443,700. 0,000. 428,700,000 421,000,000 
| — tcn s elo: jum а cot эй | SEN e MEM ық залын NU 
| | | | 
—— нен енен aol —— 
Total | 2,500,000,000, 2,500,000, 000 2,500,000, ооо 2,540,000,000 
— Ó на шш Reemi oer pom ns РЫ Н Lis Y RE nay. i пара аи 
| | | | 
| | | 
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Advanced technology development and proto- 
typing.—The conference agreement includes 
$59,075,000 for advanced technology develop- 
ment and prototyping instead of $42,400,000 
as proposed by the House and $56,575,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. The following table 
compares the conference agreement to the 
House and Senate bills by budget activity: 
solo., 314 


Project Conference agreement 
Runway incursion ............. $9,100,000 
Aviation system capacity 

improvement .................. 4,000,000 
Separation standards ........ 2,500,000 
GA/vertical flight tech- 

HOlOEYy атысы ЫШ toes 1,500,000 
Operational concept vali- 

dation iss ci cecitescee iei 2,000,000 
NAS requirements develop- 

Mont ТТК ТЕКТІ 1,500,000 
Domestic RVSM . " 2,200,000 
Safer SKIES си eese 3,400,000 
Lithium technologies to 

mitigate ASR ................. 1,000,000 
Wind/weather research, Ju- 

OAU AK ры зен rine 4,900,000 
Phased array radar tech- 

DOlOEy элде абына eese des 4,000,000 
Airport research . Ж 10,100,000 
Есебуешилоигындың ОЛЫ 1,000,000 
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Project Conference agreement 
NAS safety assessment ...... 1,000,000 
GPS anti-jam technology .. 3,000,000 
Airborne automated flight 
alert system ................... 3,000,000 
Runway obstruction warn- 
ing system ...................... 375,000 
Airport cooperative re- 
search program ............... 3,000,000 
Data exchange project ....... 1,500 000 
TOGA M 59,075,000 


Airport research.—Of the funds provided, 
$4,000,000 is for the airfield improvement pro- 
gram authorized under section 905 of Public 
Law 106-181. 

Safe flight 21.—The conference agreement 
provides $44,454,000, to be distributed as fol- 
lows: 


Activity Amount 
Project Capstone $36,000,000 
(Weather cameras) (7,000,000) 
Ohio River Valley . 4,004,000 
Other activities ... 4,450,000 
En route  automation.—The conference 


agreement provides $347,200,000 for en route 
automation. FAA is given the discretion to 
allocate the reduction of $14,000,000 among 
projects within this program. The conferees 
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agree that, in future budget submissions, 
FAA is to display funds for the en route au- 
tomation modernization (ERAM) program in 
a separate budget line item, and to identify 
sub-elements of that program, with associ- 
ated funding, in the budget justification doc- 
uments. 


Aviation weather services improvement.—The 
Senate recedes from its direction regarding 
this program. Funds for these activities are 
included under ‘‘Safe flight 21". 


Wide area augmentation system.—The con- 
ferees do not agree with Senate direction de- 
ferring funds for the additional geo-sta- 
tionary satellite for the wide area augmenta- 
tion system. The conference agreement fully 
funds this program. 


New York integrated control complex.—The 
conferees reiterate support for continued 
analysis of à New York integrated control 
complex. Although no current funding is pro- 
vided, conferees support further investiga- 
tion of the New York consolidation and will 
consider future Congressional funding based 
on the outcome of those studies. 

Terminal air traffic control facilities replace- 
ment.—The conference agreement provides 
$128,025,000 for this program. Funds shall be 
distributed as follows: 
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Conference 
Location | mE | agreement 


Cleveland, OH | | 85,000,000 
Dayton, OH | 

Toledo, OH 

Abilene, TX 

Memphis, TN 

Deer Vailey, AZ 
Manchester, NH 

Addison Field, Dallas, TX 
Reno, NV 

Seattle, WA 

Fort Wayne, IN 

Port Columbus, OH 
Billings, MT 

Savannah, GA 
Roanoke, МА ______ 
Merrimack, NH (Tracon) 
Phoenix, AZ 

Dulles International, Chantilly, VA 
Newport News, VA 
Portland, OR (Tracon) 
Orlando, FL (Tracon) 
Pensacola, FL (Tracon) 
Huntsville, AL 

Houston, TX (Tracon) 


McCarran International, NV 
Montgomery County Airport, TX 
North Bend Municipal, OR 

Pago Pago, American Samoa 

Opa Locka Airport, FL 

Spokane International, WA 

Boise International, ID Е 
Kalamazoo/Battle Creek International, MI _ 
Palm Beach International, FL 

Albert Whitted Airport, FL 

Joplin Regional Airport, MO 

Kona, HI 

Lihue, HI 

Missoula, MT __ 

Rogers, AR 

Electronics equipment procurement 


Total 
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Terminal automation.—The conferees direct 
FAA not to obligate the government con- 
tractually during fiscal year 2005 to actions 
which would involve replacement of common 
ARTS systems or ARTS color displays until 
the Inspector General reviews and validates 
the life cycle cost studies and other relevant 
analyses provided to FAA’s Joint Resources 
Council to justify and rebaseline this pos- 
sible phase of the terminal automation mod- 
ernization program. This direction is the 
same as enacted for fiscal year 2004. During 
the current year, FAA made some decisions 
on this program, but deferred final decisions 
on this critical phase of the program, pend- 
ing further analysis. The conferees believe 
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that FAA urgently needs to make decisions 
on these systems, as they involve many of 
the agency’s largest and busiest air traffic 
control facilities. Consistent with fiscal year 
2004, the conference direction does not pro- 
hibit the agency from including such activi- 
ties in contract options that the agency 
could exercise after full review and approval 
is received. The conferees remain neutral on 
the issue of STARS deployment, and await 
the FAA’s detailed analyses and the Inspec- 
tor General’s review. 

Detroit Metro Airport, MI.—Detroit Metro 
Airport was recently identified as a can- 
didate airport where FAA should consider in- 
stallation of the precision runway monitor 
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(PRM) system to improve airport capacity in 
inclement weather conditions. Since then, 
FAA has begun to limit PRM deployment in 
favor of multilateration technology. Since 
the need for capacity improvements at De- 
troit Metro remains valid, and FAA is mov- 
ing away from PRM deployments, the con- 
ferees encourage FAA to apply fiscal year 
2005 funding to develop and implement the 
multilateration technology at this airport 
on an accelerated basis. 


Approach lighting system improvement pro- 
gram.—The conference agreement provides 
$24,360,000 for this program. Funds shall be 
distributed as follows: 
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Location 


Nationwide 

Herbert Small Airport, GA 

Washington County Airport, PA 

Mena Intermountain Airport, AR 

Nationwide 

Kingston Airport, NC 

Wilmington Airport, DE 

Gulfport-Biloxi Airport, MS 

Alaska statewide rural airfield lighting program 
North Las Vegas and Henderson Executive Airports, NV 
Monroe Regional Airport, LA 

Mobile Regional Airport, AL 

Adak Airport, AK 


Total recommended 
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Пет 


ALSIP nationwide program 

Precision approach path indicators 
Design/install approach lighting system 
Install PAPI 

MALSR nationwide program 

Install ALSF-2 

Install MALSR 

Install TDZ and CL lighting, runway 14-32 
Acquire and install airfield lighting 
Runway end identification lights (REILs) 
Airfield tighting 

Acquire and install MIRL, runway 18/36 
Upgrade instrument approach lighting 
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Conference 
agreement 


$1,000,000 
300,000 
1,000,000 
360,000 
3,000,000 
2,500,000 
2,500,000 
1,100,000 
7,000,000 
500,000 
2,200,000 
1,000,000 
1,900,000 


$24,360,000 


24924 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE November 19, 2004 


Instrument landing system establishments.— $41,345,000 for this program. Funds shall be 
The conference agreement provides distributed as follows: 


November 19, 2004 


Location 


Nationwide 

Middleton Municipal Airport, W! 
Arlington Municipal Airport, TX 
San Diego International, CA 
Eugene Airport, OR 

Clay County Regional Airport, MO 
Orlando Executive Airport, FL 
Tri-County Airport, Lone Rock, WI 
Swainsboro-Emanual Airport, GA 
Sheboygan County Memorial, WI 
Fond du Lac County Airport, WI 
Saline County Airport, AR 
Nationwide 

Alliance, NE 

Andalusia-Opp Airport, AL 

Carbon County, UT 

Colorado Springs, CO 

Herbert Smart Downtown Regional, GA 
Kirksville Regional, MO 

John F. Kennedy International, NY 
O'Hare International, IL 

St. Louis Lambert International, MO 
Tooele, UT 

Walterboro Municipal, SC 
Winston-Salem, NC 
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Item 


Items in the budget estimate 
Purchase/install localizer and DME 

Install ILS and MALSR 

Upgrade ILS on runway 8 

Install category | ILS with ALS, PAPI, & REILs 
Install ILS and MALSR 

Install ILS with MALSR 

Install localizer, approach lights, and DME 
Install localizer, glideslope, and MALSR 
Purchase/install ILS/localizer/DME/glideslope 
Purchase and install localizer and DME 
Purchase and install ILS 

National ILS replacement program 
Acquire and install ILS 

Acquire and install ILS with MALSR 
Acquire and install ILS 

Acquire and install ILS 

Acquire and install ILS 

Acquire and install ILS 

Installation of MALSR 

САТ ИЛИ ILS installation 

CAT III ILS for new runway 

Install CAT I ILS with MALSR 

Acquire and install ILS 

Installation of ALSF-2 
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Conference 
agreement 


$2,500,000 
400,000 
2,500,000 
2,500,000 
1,250,000 
950,000 
1,900,000 
800,000 
1,145,000 
1,000,000 
400,000 
1,000,000 
4,500,000 
1,000,000 
1,625,000 
2,000,000 
2,000,000 
2,000,000 
975,000 
1,300,000 
2,000,000 
2,000,000 
2,000,000 
1,600,000 
2,000,000 


41,345,000 
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Transponder landing  system.—The con- 
ference agreement provides $7,000,000 for this 
program. The conferees agree that FAA 
should use these funds to conduct site sur- 
veys at locations listed in the House and 
Senate reports. Funds may also be used to 
evaluate other landing system alternatives, 
in consultation with the affected airports. 

Airport cable loop systems.—Funding of 
$3,000,000 above the budget estimate is for 
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Atlanta Hartsfield International Airport, 
GA. 


FACILITIES AND EQUIPMENT 
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 
(RESCISSION) 


The conference agreement deletes the re- 
scission of $50,000,000 proposed by the Senate. 
The House bill contained no similar rescis- 
sion. 


November 19, 2004 


RESEARCH, ENGINEERING, AND DEVELOPMENT 
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 


The conference agreement provides 
$130,927,000 for research, engineering, and de- 
velopment instead of $117,000,000 as proposed 
by the House and $129,427,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. The following table compares 
the conference agreement to the House and 
Senate bills by budget activity: 
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Research, Engineering and Development 
Conference Agreement 


Program 


Improve Commercial Aviation Safety: 
Fire research and safety 
Propulsion and fuel systems 
Advanced materials/structural safety 
Flight safety/atmospheric hazards 
Aging aircraft 
Aircraft catastrophic failure prevention 
Flightdeck safety/systems integration 
Aviation safety risk analysis 
ATC/AF human factors 
Aeromedical research 
Weather research 


Improve Efficiency of the ATC System: 
National plan for air transportation 
Wake turbulence 


Reduce Environmental Impacts: 
Environment and energy 


Improve Mission Efficiency: 
System planning and resource mgmt 
Technical laboratory facilities 


Total 


Fiscal Year 2005 


House 
bill 


$5,578,000 
3,672,000 
2,197,000 
4,119,000 
18,351,000 
1,116,000 
8,294,000 
8,640,000 
9,467,000 
6,660,000 
20,838,000 


5,100,000 
2,296,000 


16,008,000 


1,275,000 
3,389,000 


Senate 
bill 


$6,578,000 
7,672,000 
6,697,000 
4,119,000 
19,151,000 
1,116,000 
12,794,000 
8,640,000 
9,467,000 
6,660,000 
20,838,000 


5,100,000 
4,796,000 


11,890,000 


520,000 
3,389,000 


$117,000,000 %129,427,000 


Conference 
agreement 


$6,578,000 
7,172,000 
6,697,000 
4,119,000 
19,151,000 
1,116,000 
11,794,000 
8,640,000 
9,467,000 
10,160,000 
20,838,000 


5,100,000 
4,296,000 


11,890,000 


520,000 


3,389,000 


$130,927,000 
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Propulsion and fuel systems.—Of the funds 
provided, $2,000,000 is to continue the evalua- 
tion of molecular markers for detecting the 
adulteration or dilution of jet fuel; $500,000 is 
for research into modifying general aviation 
piston engines to enable their safe operation 
using unleaded aviation fuel; and $1,000,000 is 
for research into aviation grade ethanol fuels 
at South Dakota State University. 

Advanced materials/structural safety.—Of the 
funds provided, $4,000,000 is for research and 
equipment at the National Institute for 
Aviation Research at Wichita State Univer- 
sity (NIAR) and $500,000 is for advanced ma- 
terials research at the University of Wash- 
ington. 

Flightdeck safety/systems integration.—Of the 
funds provided, $2,000,000 is for the mobile 
object technology program and $1,500,000 is 
for continued development of in-flight simu- 
lator training for commercial pilots. Pro- 
posed funding for training and education in 
aircraft inspection, maintenance, and repair 
is not included. 

Aeromedical research.—The conference 
agreement provides $10,160,000, an increase of 
$3,500,000 above the budget estimate. Of the 
additional funds, $3,000,000 is to carry out 
studies and analyses of airline cabin air 
quality through the Center of Excellence for 
Cabin Air Quality, as recommended by the 
Senate. The conferees encourage FAA to 
consider adding Oklahoma State University 
to the consortium of universities in this cen- 
ter of excellence. In addition, $500,000 is to 
conduct preliminary investigations of the 
potential of low cost, low power, lightweight, 
polymer array technologies, networked with- 
in aircraft, to meet requirements for cabin 
air quality monitoring. This work is to be 
carried out through the FAA Civil 
Aeromedical Institute. 

Weather research.—Of the funds provided, 
$1,000,000 is for weather-related research to 
be conducted between FAA and the National 
Severe Storms Laboratory, Norman, Okla- 
homa. 

Wake turbulence.—Of the funds provided, 
$2,000,000 is to enhance the capability of 
pulsed laser Doppler radar to detect and 
track aircraft wakes. 


GRANTS-IN-AID FOR AIRPORTS 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 
(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 


The conference agreement includes a liqui- 
dating cash appropriation of $2,800,000,000, as 
proposed by the Senate. The House had no 
similar appropriation. 

Obligation limitation.—The conferees agree 
to an obligation limitation of $3,500,000,000 
for the ‘‘Grants-in-aid for airports" program 
as proposed by the Senate. The House bill 
contained no similar limitation. 

Administration.—The conference agreement 
includes a limitation on administrative ex- 
penses of $68,802,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. The House bill contained no similar lim- 
itation. 

Small community air service development pilot 
program.—The bill includes $20,000,000 under 
the obligation limitation to continue the 
small community air service development 
pilot program, as proposed by the Senate. 
The House had no similar funding. This is 
consistent with actions taken in the past 
four fiscal years. 

San Diego  Airport.—Conferees agree to 
House direction regarding the San Diego Air 
Transportation Action Plan site selection 
process. 

High priority projects.—Of the funds covered 
by the obligation limitation in this bill, the 


conferees direct FAA to provide not less 
than the following funding levels, out of 
available resources, for the following 
projects in the corresponding amounts. The 
conferees agree that state apportionment 
funds may be construed as discretionary 
funds for the purposes of implementing this 
provision. To the maximum extent possible, 
the administrator should work to ensure 
that airport sponsors for these projects first 
use available entitlement funds to finance 
the projects. However, the FAA should not 
require sponsors to apply carryover entitle- 
ments to discretionary projects funded in the 
coming year, but only those entitlements ap- 
plicable to the fiscal year 2005 obligation 
limitation. The conferees further direct that 
the specific funding allocated above shall not 
diminish or prejudice the application of a 
specific airport or geographic region to re- 
ceive other AIP discretionary grants or 
multiyear letters of intent. 


Redesignation of wproject.—The conferees 
agree that the fourteenth project in the AIP 
priority list on page 33 of House Report 108- 
671 is renamed *'Stockton Airport”. 


Airport Project description Amount 
Akron-Canton Airport, OH .... Construction of de-icing $5,000,000 
fluid containment facility. 
Akutan Airport, АК. Various improvements . 2,000,000 
Albany Airport, GA . Runway extension .... 1,000,000 
Albemarle-Stanly Со Various improvemen 600,000 
Airport, NC. 
Alliance Airport, ТС... Runway extension; relocate 4,000,000 
navaids; associated relo- 
cations. 
Andalusia-Opp Airport, AL .. Apron and Connector Taxi- 3,500,000 
way Construction, Run- 
way/Taxiway Extension 
Design, Land Acquisition, 
Runway Overlay, Road 
Relocation, and Runway/ 
Taxiway Extension. 
Andrews-Murphy Airport, NC Corporate apron expansion ,000,000 
and land acquisition. 
Ardmore Municipal Airport, Reconstruct runway 17/35 ,108,113 
OK. 
Arnold Palmer Regional, PA Extend runway ,000,000 
Augusta Regional Airport, erminal construction 200,000 
GA. 
Aurora Municipal Airport, IL Магіоиѕ improvements . 2,800,000 
Bartlesville Airport, OK ........ Extend runway 17/35 .......... ,210,526 
Bastrop-Morehouse Memo- Phase | funding for land 800,000 
rial Airport, LA. acquisition and project 
design. 
Baxter County Regional Air- ^ Development of parallel ,000,000 
port, AR. runway. 
Belen Alexander Municipal Various improvements ........ 850,000 
Airport, NM. 
Bessemer Municipal, AL ...... Runway extension and se- ,000,000 
curity improvements. 
Big Sandy Airport, КҮ ... КЕЙШ ыр e аны; 150,000 
Blue Ridge Airport, VA .. Land acquisition and road 500,000 
relocation associated 
with expansion of apron. 
Brooks County Airport, TX ... Land acquisition for runway 100,000 
extension. 
Brownsville-South Padre Is- Engineering costs associ- 1,250,000 
land Airport, TX. ated with increasing the 
runway length. 
Castle Airport, CA ............... pgrade for Part 139 Cer- 1,000,000 
ification, tower into 
compliance and various 
improvements. 
Central Nebraska Regional Pavement repair and re- 2,100, 000 
Airport, NE. acement; lighting in- 
stallation. 
Chandler Municipal Airport, eliport relocation .............. ‚300,000 
АТ. 
Chattanooga Metropolitan axiway "alpha" north re- ,500,000 
Airport, TN. construction. 
Cleveland Hopkins Inter- Runway safety area im- ,300,000 
national Airport, OH. rovements and software 
installation. 
Collin County Regional Air- Reconstruction/overlay of 300,000 
port, TX. arallel taxiway; runway 
overlay. 
Concord Regional Airport, Runway extension ............... ‚250,000 
NC. 
Council Bluffs Municipal, IA Runway improvements ........ 2,000,000 
Craig/Klawock Airport, AK ... Various improvements ........ 500,000 
Dane County Regional Air- Construct 2nd phase of 200,000 
port, WI. runway 13 safety area, 
object free space and 
approach surface. 
DeKalb Taylor Municipal, IL Widen taxiway A and taxi- 700,000 
way C. 
Demolition of the Berry Ter- ,000,000 


Detroit Metropolitan Airport, 
MI. minal and construction 
of a new deicing pad. 
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2004 


Airport Project description Amount 
Dillon County Airport, SC ..... Construct hangars, run- 1,000,000 
ways, and other facilities 
or new airport. 
DuPage Airport, IL .............. Rehabilitation of taxiways A 2,500,000 
and C. 
Eastman Airport, GA ........... Construction of the pro- 1,000,000 
osed cross wind runway. 
Edinburg Airport, TX ............ Design and engineering for 100,000 
upgrades to add cargo 
capacity. 
Enid Airport, OK .................. Reconstruct parallel taxi- 947,368 
way; rehabilitate runway 
7/35. 
Erie County-Plum Brook Air- Initial engineering and de- ,900,000 
port, OH. sign work to build the 
airport. 
Fairbanks International, AK — Various improvements ........ ,300,000 
Farmington Airport, MO ....... Construct apron, partial ,900,000 
arallel, and t-hanger 
axiways. 
Fitzgerald Municipal Airport, Runway extension and pre- ,300,000 
GA. cision approach equip- 
ment. 
Forbes Field Airport, KS axiway improvements ........ ,000,000 
Franklin Field, AL Land acquisition, runway ,000,000 
extension, and parallel 
taxiway. 
Freddie Jones Airport, AL ... Runway extension ............... ,000,000 
Frenchville Airport, ME ........ Construction of aircraft ,300,000 
hangar, complete access 
road; purchase and re- 
move existing hangars. 
Gary/Chicago Airport, IN ..... Railroad relocation .. 2,800,000 
Georgetown County Airport, ^ Various improvements . ,000,000 
56. 
Golden Triangle Regional Cargo ramp construction .... 2,000,000 
Airport, MS. 
Granbury Municipal Airport, ^ Runway extension ............... ‚250,000 
TX. 
Great Falls International Runway improvements ........ 3,000,000 
Airport, MT. 
Gulfport-Biloxi International ^ Various improvements ........ ,250,000 
Airport, MS. 
Guthrie Airport, OK .............. Complete runway 16/34 ex- 684211 
tension. 
alifax-Northampton Re- nstallation of category | in- ,000,000 
gional Airport, NC. strument landing system, 
including localizer, 
glideslope, approach 
lighting system, and 
other related components. 
ancock International, NY .. Improve drainage; acquire ,000,000 
snow removal vehicle; 
rehab apron. 
arlan Tucker Guthrie Air- ПСПО: адай 200,000 
port, КҮ. 
arnett County Airport, NC Runway and parallel taxi- 700,000 
way extension; apron ex- 
ansion/overlay; and lo- 
calizer installation. 
ауге City-County Airport, erminal remodeling and 150,000 
MT. expansion; various im- 
rovements. 
awkins Field, MS Extend runway 1634 to 750,000 
6,500 feet. 
lector International Airport, ^ Reconstruct and shorten 1,500,000 
runway and various im- 
rovements. 
elena Regional, MT ........... erminal remodeling and 1,250,000 
expansion. 
ighmore Airport, SD .......... Construct new runway, 1,000,000 
apron and taxiway. 
ilo International Airport, HI Runway pavement rehabili- 1,000,000 
ation. 
lorry County Airport, SC ..... Airport study... 500,000 
untsville International— axiway extension and land 2,000,000 
ones Field, AL. acquisition. 
haca Tompkins Airport, NY — Relocation of parallel taxi- 500,000 
way. 
ackson International Air- Apron replacement and re- 1,750,000 
ort, MS. ated taxiway. 
amestown Municipal Air- Milling off the current sur- 4,500,000 
ort, ND. ace and resurfacing air- 
ine runway 13/31 and 
various improvements. 
FK Memorial Airport, WI ..... Security fencing ... 500,000 
immy Stewart Airport, PA .. Runway extension 900,000 
oplin Regional Airport, MO Terminal Replacement . 1,500,000 
uneau Airport, AK . .. Terminal enhancements ..... 1,200,000 
Kahului Airport, HI Taxiway pavement rehabili- 1,000,000 
ation. 
Kansas City International Various improvements ........ 3,000,000 
Airport, MO. 
Kansas State University Air- Apron and hangar door re- 1,000,000 
port, KS. air. 
Kenai Airport, AK ... Various improvements .. 1,000,000 
Kenosha Regional Airport, Various improvements . 1,000,000 
WI. 
1.0. Simenstad Municipal Reconstruct and extend pri- 2,000,000 
Airport, WI. mary runway to 5000 
eet, construct parallel 
axiway, install high in- 
ensity runway lighting. 
La Crosse Municipal Airport, Construct Parallel Taxiway 1,500,000 
WI. 
Levelland Municipal Airport, Renovation project phase | 68,000 
TX. 
Littlefield Municipal Airport, Renovation project phase | 68,000 
TX. 
Logan Cache Airport, UT ..... Master plan ........................ 100,000 
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Airport Project description Amount Airport Project description Amount 
Lumberton Municipal Air- Rehabilitate the primary 1,000,000 Tulsa International, OK ....... Taxi lanes; taxiway rehabili- 1,500,000 
port, NC. runway. tation; drainage improve- 
Madras/Jefferson County Construction of flight serv- 300,000 ments. 
Airport, OR. ices building. Tupelo Airpoi Upgrade terminal 1,000,000 
Manistee County Blacker erminal project .................. 1,000,000 Unalaska Air ev. Alr terminal expansion ....... 1,000,000 
Airport, МІ. Upper Cumberland Regional Extend runway and con- 2,500,000 
Marshall Municipal Airport, ^ Extension of runways .... 1,000,000 Airport, TN. struct taxiway extension. 
MN. Virginia Highlands Airport, Environmental assessment, 1,250,000 
Mason City Airport, IA ......... Rehabilitation of runways; 2,500,000 VA. relocation of State Route 
and acquisition for RSA. aA of a 
Мейе part ok 7 stall je eel facli it 1200000 W.K. Kellogg Airport, MI ...... Various improvements ........ 3,000,000 
Ars stall fence.. ^ quy Warren County Airport, NY .. Various improvements . 500,000 
Mid-Way Regional Airport, Extension of runway 18— 700,000 in ури Various improvements ...... 3,000,000 
TX. 356. EE CILE TEE 
* А см West Virginia Statewide ...... Various improvements ........ 8,000,000 
Missoula одета опа! Air- Land acquisition ................. 3,925,000 Westfield-Barnes Airport, Navigation aids to add an 100.000 
port, Mis И ч МА. array of eight new an- 
Montgomery County Airport, Lighting upgrades .............. 150,000 tennas. 
Montgomery Regional ағаға Ы ы 2,000,000 reci d ley County Various improvements ........ 650,000 
(Dannelly Field), AL. Phase Ill. Willmar Airport, MN ............. Various improvements ........ 1,000,000 
Moriarty Airport, NM ............ Construction of new cross- 200,000 
wind runway—phase I. 
Moton Field Municipal, AL .. Land acquisition, runway 1,000,000 GRANTS-IN-AID FOR AIRPORTS 
and taxiway extension, (AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 
other improvements. (RESCISSION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 
Narog ed Runway expansion phase |! 2,000,000 The conference agreement includes a re- 
Airport ж. e scission of contract authority of $265,000,000 
Nashville International Air- Expansion of the airport 750,000 as proposed by the Senate. No similar rescis- 
port, TN. heat and fire fighting sion was proposed by the House. 
acility. 
New Castle County Airport, axiway improvements ........ ,750,000 GENERAL PROVISIONS—FEDERAL AVIATION 
DE. ADMINISTRATION 
New Castle-Henry County Land acquisition and run- ‚000,000 Sec. 101 retains authorization for airports 
Airport, IN. way expansion. + ~ 2 
Newport News/Williamsburg ^ Phase Il airline ramp ex- ,000,000 to transfer instrument landing systems and 
International, VA. ansion. — other equipment purchased with federal air- 
Norman Airport, OK ............. See ‚000,000 port grants to the FAA, subject to certain 
Nut Tree Airport, СА ............ mprove airport access and ,000,000 соп опы, as proposed by the House and 
arking aprons; seal enate. 
anger taxi landings. Sec. 102 allows 375 technical staff-years at 
Oakland County Inter- Relocation of t-hangers ...... 2,000,000 the Center for Advanced Aviation Systems 
national, МІ. À 
Orlando International, FL .... Elimination of wildlife (00000 Development as proposed by the House, in- 
attractants. stead of 350 as proposed by the Senate. 
CMe d Runway extension ............... ,000,000 Sec. 103 retains a provision proposed by the 
Paulding County Airport, GA Land acquisition, design ,000,000 House prohibiting funds „Тог engineering’ 
engineering; airfield im- work related to an additional runway at 
PUERO стан De. ‘and И Louis Armstrong New Orleans International 
юп Regional троп Өтер access: Гас ап " Airport in Louisiana. The Senate bill con- 
new entrances, expan- 7 ATUS ES 
sion of auto parking lots, tained no similar provision. 
de-icing facility, and Sec. 104 retains a provision prohibiting 
new entryway signage. FAA from requiring airports to provide 
Person County Airport, NC .. Construct runway extension, 1,250,000 “without Кат Шы а or 
widen the existing run- 
way safety area, space, aS proposed by the House and Senate. 
strengthen existing pave- Sec. 105 retains a provision proposed by the 
ШАД the House prohibiting funds to change weight re- 
Philadelphia International Environmental impact 2,000,000 Strictions or prior permission rules at 
Airport, PA. statements. Teterboro Airport in New Jersey. The Senate 
iens abot Inter- axiway reconstruction ....... 3500000 pill contained no similar provision. 
Put-in-Bay Airport, OH .. Various improvements ........ ,000,000 Sec. 106 modifies provisions proposed by 
R. L. Jones Airport, OK .. mprove airport drainage .. 236,843 the House and Senate concerning the con- 
Reno/Tahoe International Apron reconstruction ......... ‚000,000 tinuation and mandatory expansion of the 
Airport, NV. 1 А Vfióa- 
Rice Lake Regional Airport Various improvements ........ 2,000,000 on 222. 2 
(Carl's Field), WI. = 
Rochester Airport, NY .......... Extension of runway 10/28 450000 craft manufacturers and associated entities. 
Sacramento International Various improvements ........ 00,000 Ав proposed by the House and Senate, the 
Airport, CA. n 
Salina Municipal, KS ........... Apron and Hangar Repair .. ,000,000 conference agreement extends the existing 
San Bernardino Inter- Runway improvements ........ 4000000 terms and conditions of the program for one 
national, CA. year, until December 31, 2005. The conferees 
San Francisco International ^ Perimeter security fence ‚000,000 note that, under the provisions of section 106 
Ai CA. bined with electroni 222 
ea detectin МИГ REON of Public Law 108-176, the Secretary con- 
Santa Teresa (Dona Ana) Runway improvement— ,000,000 tinues to have the authority to extend war 
Airport, NM. phase І. 4 4 1 
Soldotna Airport, AK .. Runway safety area, drain- ,300,000 oe to aircraft manufacturers at 
age improvements, tun- pn A " ME. 
dra tire/ski runway, sign- Sec. 107 includes a provision making eligi- 
ing ang visual guidance ble for the FAA’s Airport Improvement Pro- 
system. А : А AS g 
Somerset Airport, KY ........... Relocation of Kit Cowan 2,500,000 ПА meeting certain specified re 
Road. : 
Southwest Georgia Regional Runway extension ............ ,000,000 The conference agreement deletes a provi- 
Airport, GA. : sion proposed by the Senate authorizing the 
Spearfish Airport, SD ......... Construct new airport run- ,000,000 FAA Administrator to accept funds from an 
way. А : | A 
Spokane International Air- axiway 'C' extension ......... 5000000 airport sponsor, subject to certain condi- 
port, WA. | tions, for environmental reviews related to а 
Springfield-Beckley Munic- Purchase land for instru- ,700,000 project to add critical airport capacity. А 
ipal Airport, OH. ment landing system bie 4 bs И 
MP and development: similar provision was enacted on December 
ге PED rp i Runway extension ............... 6,000,000 12, 2003 in Public Law 108-176. 
nternational, FL. 
Ted Stevens International Laser lines of tug roads ‚400,000 FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
Airport, AK. ane Lake Hood Seaplane LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 
ase. MM E 
Trent Lott International Air- Runway expansion ... ,000,000 The conference agreement limits adminis- 


port, MS. 


trative expenses of the Federal Highway Ad- 
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ministration (FHWA) to $346,500,000 instead 
of $346,000,000 as proposed by the House and 
$349,594,000 as proposed by the Senate. This 
amount assumes funding for six full time 
equivalents to help oversee FHWA major 
projects. 

The conferees recommend the following ad- 
justments to the budget request by program 
and activity: 


Employee multidisci- 

plinary development pro- 

SVAN: easet voe esee AG — $1,600,000 
Undistributed reduction .... — 1,494,000 


The conferees note a report on this pro- 
gram due by March 15 2004 has yet to be re- 
ceived by the House and Senate Committees 
on Appropriations, and therefore reduce 
funding for the employee multidisciplinary 
development program to $2,506,000. The con- 
ferees include an undistributed reduction of 
$1,494,000 and direct FHWA to report back to 
the House and Senate Committees on Appro- 
priations on the planned amounts for these 
activities and funding sources with the 2005 
operations plan, and actual amounts and 
funding sources in future budget justifica- 
tions. A table should include information on 
each LAE subline item, including the budget 
request, reductions (if any), and a total. Ex- 
amples of subline items are *awards", “Ога- 
cle licensing", ‘‘electronic government", or 
“ТТ cost to meet new IT architecture stand- 
ards". 

FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAYS 
(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 


The conference agreement limits obliga- 
tions for the federal-aid highways program 
to $34,700,000,000 instead of $34,641,000,000 as 
proposed by the House and $34,900,000,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. 

Project clarifications—The conference agree- 
ment deletes language associated with 
changes or corrections to projects in the 
statement of managers associated with both 
the fiscal year 2004 and 2003 bills, as proposed 
by the Senate. 

Public lands.—The conference agreement 
modifies language proposed by the Senate di- 
recting that funds allocated to FHWA's pub- 
lic lands discretionary program be derived 
from that program and not from funds allo- 
cated to the National Park Service, and that 
these funds not come from funds allocated to 
the Fish and Wildlife Service's regions. 

Major projects updates.—The conferees re- 
quire FHWA to provide the House and Senate 
Committees on appropriations quarterly up- 
dates on major projects it is tracking. 

Tranportation Enhancements—The conferees 
are aware that the Surface Transportation 
Extension Acts continue TEA-21’s require- 
ment that 10 percent of the Surface Trans- 
portation Program (STP) funds apportioned 
to a State be set-aside specifically for trans- 
portation enhancement (TE) activities, 
which fund community-based transportation 
infrastructure projects. The Conferees direct 
that of the fiscal year 2005 TE funds distrib- 
uted to the State of Oklahoma, the Federal 
Highway Administration shall ensure that a 
total of $2,500,000 is provided to the visitor 
welcome centers at Blackwell and at Erick, 
Oklahoma; and that $750,000 is provided to 
the recreational trails project in Edmond, 
Oklahoma. 

District of Columbia partnership.—The con- 
ferees recognize the success of the “DC 
Streets" partnership, a project to preserve 
and maintain the majority of the 75 mile 
NHS system in the District of Columbia. The 
conferees note the favorable evaluation of 
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asset condition when measured against per- 
formance measures, and believe that the 
project could serve as a national model for 
performance based contracting. 

LIMITATION ON TRANSPORTATION RESEARCH 


The conferees provide a general limitation 
on transportation research of $462,500,000, as 
proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$478,000,000 as proposed by the House. 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION RESEARCH 


Within the funds provided for surface 
transportation research, the conference 
agreement modifies House and Senate lan- 
guage and includes $103,000,000 for highway 
research and development for the following 
activities: 


Environmental, planning, 
real estate ...................... $16,850,000 
Research and technology 
program support ............. 8,000,000 
International research ...... 400,000 
Structures 14,000,000 
Safety ......... 11,500,000 
Operations 13,000,000 
Asset management ............ 2,750,000 
Pavements research .......... 16,000,000 
Long term pavement 
project (LTPP) ............... 10,000,000 
Advanced research ............. 750,000 
Policy research .................. 9,000,000 
R&T strategic planning 
and performance meas- 
Е eis Gre eco sconces 750,000 
ОБА а РА ован 103,000,000 


The conference agreement replaces lan- 
guage allocating research funding proposed 
by the Senate with the following language: 

Environmental, planning, and real estate.— 
The conference agreement provides 
$16,850,000 for environmental, planning, and 
real estate research. Within the funds pro- 
vided for this research activity, the FHWA is 
directed to provide $1,000,000 to continue 
dust and persistent particulate abatement 
research in Emmonak, Alaska, $500,000 for 
Central California Ozone Study, and $250,000 
for the Sacramento Blueprint, California. 

Research and technology.—The conference 
agreement provides $8,000,000 for research 
and technology program support. Within the 
funds provided for this activity, the FHWA is 
directed to provide $250,000 to the Transpor- 
tation Research Center at Georgia Tech Uni- 
versity; $700,000 to the Center for Intermodal 
Freight Mobility and Security in Maryland; 
$750,000 for the Center on Coastal Transpor- 
tation Research at the University of South 
Alabama, $475,000 for NEPA training at 
Pellissippi State Community College in Ten- 
nessee, $650,000 for the University of 
Vermont for research related to dynamic 
transportation modeling and advanced 
ground penetrating radar systems, and 
$1,500,000 for the Oklahoma Transportation 
Center. 

International research.—‘The conferees pro- 
vide $400,000 for international research ac- 
tivities. Further, FHWA is directed by the 
conferees to consult the House and Senate 
Appropriations Committees before any inter- 
national agreements are consummated that 
are likely to require financial support as pro- 
posed by the House. 

Structures.—The conference agreement pro- 
vides $14,000,000 for structures research. 
Within the funds provided for structures re- 
search, the conferees direct FHWA to provide 
$125,000 to support nondestructive structural 
evaluation technology at New Mexico State 
University’s Bridge Research Center, $200,000 
for West Virginia University Constructed Fa- 
cilities Center for fire and blast resistant 
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composite barriers research, and $150,000 for 
the University of Delaware’s innovative 
bridge research program, $350,000 to the Uni- 
versity of Maine to study the use of wood 
composite material to extend the life of 
ports, and $1,000,000 for the National Steel 
Bridge Alliance. The conferees strongly en- 
courage FHWA to continue its research and 
deployment of lithium technologies to pre- 
vent and mitigate ASR since advances in 
these lithium technologies have the poten- 
tial to help increase the durability of our 
transportation infrastructure. 

Safety.—The conference agreement pro- 
vides $11,500,000 for safety research. 

Operations and asset management.—-The 
conference agreement provides $13,000,000 for 
operations and $2,750,000 for asset manage- 
ment. Within the funds provided for these ac- 
tivities, the conferees direct FHWA to pro- 
vide $700,000 for Wisconsin's critical vulner- 
ability assessment and countermeasure plan; 
$300,000 for the Wisconsin STRAHNET detour 
route planning; $1,500,000 for the Puget 
Sound In-Vehicle Traffic Map Demonstration 
initiative in Washington State; and $500,000 
for the Pacific Northwest freight mobility 
research program at Washington State Uni- 
versity, the University of Washington, and 
North Dakota State University. 

The conference agreement does not provide 
funds for statistical analysis of the National 
Quality Initiative under any FHWA research 
program, as proposed by the House. Such 
analysis shall be performed by the Bureau of 
Transportation Statistics. 

Pavements.—The conference agreement pro- 
vides $16,000,000 for pavements research. 
Within the funds provided for this activity, 
the conferees direct FHWA to provide 
$250,000 to Tennessee Tech University rapid 
set pavement research and development; 
$500,000 for low cost carbon fiber production 
technology, University of Tennessee Space 
Institute; $550,000 for the Center for Portland 
Cement Concrete Pavement Technology at 
Iowa State University; $1,250,000 to the Na- 
tional Center for Asphalt Technology, Au- 
burn, Alabama; $450,000 for the Mack- 
Blackwell Paving Materials Study, Arkan- 
sas; $300,000 for the concrete research at 
Oklahoma State University; and $500,000 for 
aggregates research at the International 
Center for Aggregates Research, Texas. 

Policy.—The conference agreement pro- 
vides $9,000,000 for policy research. Within 
the funds provided for this activity, FHWA is 
directed to provide $300,000 to the Boston 
University infrastructure investment ге- 
search initiative. 

INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS 


The conference agreement modifies lan- 
guage proposed in the House and Senate and 
provides a limitation on Intelligent Trans- 
portation Systems of $232,000,000. Funds are 
available for the following activities: 


Research and development $52,000,000 
Operational tests ............... 10,000,000 
Evaluations ....................... 7,000,000 
Architecture and standards 18,000,000 
Integrations ...................... 11,500,000 
Program support ............... 11,500,000 
Subtotal ...................... 110,000,000 
ITS Deployment incentive 
PIORA И keen 122,000,000 
Total cotta etn 232,000,000 


Joint Program Office.—The conferees retain 
House language regarding the structure of 
the ITS Joint Program and directing the 
Secretary to justify any changes to the ad- 
ministrative structure. 
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Intelligent transportation systems deployment 
projects.—Within the funds available for in- 
telligent transportation systems  deploy- 
ment, the conference agreement provides 
that not less than the following sums shall 
be available for intelligent transportation 
projects in these specified areas: 

Project Name 
Alameda Corridor—East 

Project, San Gabriel Val- 

ley, California ................ 
Alexandria Fiber Optic 

Cable for Traffic Signal 

Coordination, Virginia ... 
Alliance for Transpor- 

tation Research, Trans- 

portation Technology 

Center, New Mexico ........ 
Appalachian Transpor- 

tation Institute and U3C, 

West Virginia 
Atlanta Construction and 

Traffic Management 

Project, Georgia 
Baltimore City Intelligent 

Transportation System, 

Maryland 
Bay County Regional ITS, 

Florida 
Calmar Research Vehicle 

Communication Sys- 

tems, New York .............. 
Center for Injury Sciences, 

Alabama ......................... 
Central Florida Regional 

Transportation Author- 

ity (LYNX): North Or- 

ange/South Seminole ITS 

Enhanced Circulator 
Cicero Avenue Smart Cor- 

ridor, Illinois 
City of Boston Directional 

Signage Program, 

Massachussets 
City of Elk Grove ITS 

Project, California .......... 
City of Fort Worth Intel- 

ligent Transportation 

Systems, Texas ............... 
City of San Antonio Mu- 

nicipal ITS Technologies, 

Texas 


Amount 


$2,000,000 


2,000,000 


750,000 


1,000,000 


2,000,000 


1,000,000 


2,000,000 


1,150,000 


2,000,000 


500,000 


1,000,000 


1,000,000 


1,500,000 


1,800,000 


ПИ T 1,300,000 
ING COM: cius рута 
Commercial Vehicle Infor- 
mation Systems Net- 
work, Illinois .................. 
COTA ITS Integration 
Project Phases II and III, 
Ohio 
DeKalb Co. Signal System 
Improvements, Georgia .. 
Downtown Signalization 
Project, Mechanicsburg, 
Pennsylvania .................. 
FAST-TRAC Signal Expan- 
sion, Michigan ................ 
Florida State University 
System Center for Inter- 
modal Transportation 
Баје Буби о а vatenams 
Freeway Incident Manage- 
ment Program, Houston, 
Texas 
Ft. Lauderdale Intelligent 
Trans System Improve- 
ment, Florida 
GEARS Demonstration 
Project, Cumberland 
County, Pennsylvania .... 
Germantown ITS, Ten- 
певвее ............................. 
GMU ITS Appropriations, 
Virginia 


2,000,000 


500,000 


800,000 


500,000 


750,000 


1,000,000 


3,000,000 


3,250,000 


1,000,000 


150,000 
500,000 


2,000,000 
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Project Name 
Highway Speed E-ZPass, 
Outerbridge Crossing, 
New York ........................ 
Hillsborough Area Re- 
gional Transit Author- 
ity: Bus Tracking, Com- 
munication and Security, 
Florida азанда енды 
I-70 Incident Management 
Plan, Colorado ................ 
1-91 Fiber and ITS Con- 
struction, Massachussets 
Intelligent Transportation 
at George Washington 
University, Virginia ....... 
Intelligent Transportation 
System feasibility study 
and implementation 
plan, Edmond, ОК ........... 
Intelligent Transportation 
System, Jackson, Ten- 
ne8860 аА 
Intelligent Transportation 
System, Wichita, Kansas 
Intelligent Transportation 
Systems—Nebraska ........ 
Intelligent Transportation 
Systems, City of Jack- 
Son, Tennessee ................ 
Intelligent Transportation 
Systems, Illinois ............ 


Intercity Transit ITS 
(Thurston County), 
Washington .................... 


Interurban Transit Part- 
nership, Grand Rapids, 


Towa садаа воа нні 
ITS—Commercial Vehicle 
Safety and Integration 
Statewide, Utah ............. 
ITS—Northwest Arkansas 


Regional Architecture, 
ATKADnSAS. 2ана 
ITS—Rural Recreation & 
Tourism, Statewide, 
Обадан 


ITS—Springfield, Illinois .. 
ITS Deployment Project, 
Inglewood, California ..... 
ITS Statewide, Maryland .. 
Jacksonville Transpor- 
tation Authority: Intel- 
ligent Transportation 
Systems Regional Plan- 
ning, Florida .................. 
JAXPORT Intermodal 
Cargo Tracking Project, 
Florida аунау адын ақы; 
Kansas City SmartPort, 
Missouri сема 
King County, County-Wide 
Signal Program, Wash- 
InEbOI здан i ааа 
Lake County Passage, 
Lake County, Illinois ..... 
Laredo ITS Multi-Agency 
Integration and Inci- 
dence Project, Texas ...... 
Los Angeles Union Station 
Communication System 
Lynnwood Traffic Manage- 
ment Center of Multi-Ju- 
risdictional ITS, Wash- 
Пе О а meom: 
MARTA Automated Fare 
Collection/Smart Card 
System, Georgia ............. 
Missouri Statewide Rural 
TRS бабын ы дыры ТИЯ 
Montgomery County Inte- 
grated ITS Program, 
Maryland. nir virtue 
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Amount 


350,000 


750,000 
1,250,000 


2,500,000 


1,000,000 


100,000 


385,000 
1,250,000 


450,000 


1,000,000 


5,000,000 


2,000,000 


2,000,000 
2,000,000 


500,000 


250,000 


750,000 


650,000 


400,000 


1,000,000 


750,000 


900,000 


750,000 


2,000,000 


1,250,000 


500,000 


1,000,000 


1,000,000 


500,000 


2,500,000 


750,000 


Project Name 
Montgomery Intelligent 
Transportation System 
Acquisition and Imple- 
mentation, Alabama ....... 
Nepperhan Traffic Im- 
provements, City of Yon- 
kers, New York ............... 
Northwest Arkansas Re- 
gional Planning Commis- 
sion—ITS Regional Ar- 
chitecture ....................... 
Park Avenue Corridor Im- 
provements, New Jersey 
Park Avenue Corridor Im- 
provements, Union Coun- 
by; NJ. н e ite enn 
Pennsylvania Turnpike 
ITS Initiative, Pennsyl- 
Уатта а и алақ tee 
PSU’s Center for Transpor- 
tation Studies ITS 
Initiatitive, Oregon ........ 
Puget Sound In-Vehicle 
Traffic Map Expansion 
Program, Washington ..... 
Pulaski at Irving Park 
Intersection Improve- 
ment, Illinois .................. 
PVTA ITS, Massachussets 
Regional ITS Springfield, 
Missouri ......................... 
Reston Traffic Signal 
Prioritization, Virginia .. 
Route 28 traffic light syn- 
chronization ... 
Route 50 signalization im- 
provement, Virginia ....... 
Route 7 signalization im- 
provements, Virginia ...... 
Rural Highway Informa- 
tion System, Kentucky .. 
San Diego Joint Transpor- 
tation Operations Center, 
California. л. 
SCDOT InRoads, South 
Carolina sian ызын 
Signal Preemption Up- 
grades, Culver City, Cali- 
Хоти ја 2e. ено 
South Boulevard Signal 
System, North Carolina 
Springfield Regional Intel- 


ligent Transportation 
System, Missouri ............ 
Stamford Urban 


Transitway Phase П, 
Connecticut .................... 
State Transportation Inci- 
dent Management Cen- 
ter, Wisconsin ................. 
STRAP 3 "Transportation 
Program Tracking .......... 
The Mass Country Roads 
Traveler Information 
System, Massachusetts .. 
TMC Transportation Oper- 
ations Center, Texas ....... 
Traffic Operations Center, 
City of Fresno, California 
Traffic Response and Infor- 
mation, Partnership Cen- 
ter, Maryland ................. 
Transportation Manage- 
ment & Emergency Ops 
Center/Oakland, Cali- 
fornia eee eno i 
Transportation Research 
Center, Georgia .............. 
Traveler Information Sys- 
tem, Seattle, Washington 
Tri-County ITS Coordina- 
tion Intitiative, Michi- 


(717) oie es ese edna ТКО ЕГ 
Twin Cities, Minnesota Re- 
dundant Communica- 


tions Pilotes 


Amount 


1,000,000 


300,000 


300,000 


1,000,000 


765,000 


2,000,000 


400,000 


2,000,000 


500,000 


1,000,000 


2,000,000 


750,000 


500,000 


1,000,000 


500,000 
2,000,000 


750,000 
2,500,000 


110,000 
470,000 


2,000,000 


1,000,000 


500,000 
1,500,000 


200,000 
500,000 
500,000 


1,500,000 


750,000 


1,000,000 
1,000,000 


500,000 


750,000 


Project Name 
University of Alaska Arc- 
tic Transportation Engi- 
neering Research Center, 
ANAS каг “сом лады ыы 
niversity of Kentucky 
Transportation Center ... 
US 2 Lohman Rail Crossing 
Advance Warning, Mon- 
DANA: ЖОИЕ ТТТ 


а 


US 280 Corridor ITS, Ala- 
Вата, 2 ыма ene deci eure 
US 280, Jefferson County, 


ITS, Alabama ................. 
US 98 Widening from 
Bayshore Road to Port- 
side Road, Florida .......... 
Variable Message Signs 
and 511 Implementation, 
IdahO: аал е 
Ventura County Intelligent 
Transportation Systems, 
Са KON ak k: шили 
Vermont Roadway Weather 
Information System ....... 
Village of Tarrytown, New 
YOLE levet была tae 
West Baton Rouge Emer- 
gency Communications 
Center, Louisiana ........... 
Wisconsin State Patrol 
Mobile Data Communica- 
tions Network—Phase III 
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Amount 
1,500,000 
1,500,000 


1,000,000 
800,000 
4,000,000 


500,000 
2,250,000 


750,000 
1,000,000 
320,000 


1,500,000 


3,400,000 


FERRY BOATS AND FERRY TERMINAL 


FACILITIES 


Within the funds available for ferry boats 
and ferry terminal facilities, funds are to be 
available for the following projects and ac- 


tivities: 
Project 
Beale Street Landing / 
Docking Facility, Mem- 
phis, Tennessee ............... 
Beale Street Landing/ 
Docking Facility, Ten- 
NOSSO: а и а кыйыр 
Bridgeport High Speed 
Ferry Terminal, Con- 
necticut .......................... 
Bridgeport High-Speed 
Ferry Terminal Project, 
Connecticut .................... 
City dock repairs, 
Bayfield, Wisconsin ........ 
Claggett Hill, Lewis and 
Clark Ferry Boat Facili- 
ties on Missouri River, 
Montana ......................... 
Claggett Road /Lewis Clark 
Ferry Boat Facilities, 
Мопфапа sees рака љето 
Commuter Ferry to Воз- 
ton, Winthrop, 
Massachussets ................ 
Ferry Boat for San 
Fracisco Water "Transit 
Authority, California ..... 
Ferry for Jamestown 2007 
Festivities, Virginia ....... 
Greenup-Boyd Riverport 
Authority in Greenup 
County, Kentucky .......... 
Jamaica Bay Transpor- 
tation Hub, New York .... 
Kitsap Transit Ferry Boat 
Buy, Washington ............ 
Mammoth Cave/Edmonson 
County Green River 
Ferry, Kentucky ............. 
Mid-Chesapeake Bay 
Ferry, Virginia ............... 
National Park Service 
Sandy Hook, New Jersey 
Newport Harbor Water 
Shuttle, Rhode Island ..... 


Amount 


$500,000 


1,350,000 


550,000 


350,000 


500,000 


1,000,000 


500,000 


300,000 


1,000,000 
250,000 


850,000 
300,000 
1,750,000 


250,000 
250,000 
400,000 
600,000 
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Project 
Oklahoma City Water Taxi 
Penobscot River Passenger 
Ferry Docking Facility, 
Мае дио неш 
Putnam County, FL Ferry 
Boat & Terminal Facili- 
ties; Florida... ne 
Savannah Water Taxi, 
Georgia .... 
St. Johns River Ferry Ter- 
minal, Florida ................ 
Stamford High Speed 
Ferry, Connecticut ......... 
Staten Island Ferryboat 
Replacement—New York, 
New York ........................ 
Washington State Ferries, 
Smart Video  Surveil- 
lance for Ferry Security 
Water taxi docks, New 
Dog dM 
Water Taxi Study, Barnett 
Reservoir, Mississippi ..... 
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Amount 


1,000,000 


750,000 


500,000 
500,000 
700,000 


500,000 


1,000,000 


750,000 
600,000 


1,000,000 


NATIONAL CORRIDOR PLANNING AND BORDER 


DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM 


Within the funds available for the national 
corridor planning and border development 
program, funds are to be available for the 


following projects and activities: 


Project 
Albany Bypass, Clinton 
County, Kentucky .......... 
Berkley Road Polk County, 
Floridan лиз аз дыз 
Bishopville Bypass Соп- 
struction, South Caro- 
TINA. ТКЕН ЕТ ТІГІН ТТІ 
Broad & Washington Street 


Reconstruction, Con- 
necticut ......................... 
Carrollton/US90-US61 Re- 
habilitation Project, 
LOwWisianar: тн 


Construction of Juneau Ac- 
cess road, Alaska ............ 
Construction of road from 
Kotzebue, Alaska to Cape 
Blossom, Alaska ............. 
Construction of road, Shot 
Gun Cove, Alaska ........... 
County State Aid Highway 
21 Project, Minnesota ..... 
Craig roads, Alaska ........... 
Cross Valley Connector, 
California ....................... 
East Hiram Parkway, 
Paulding County, Geor- 
влас аи у а eite rede 


Alaska: 5.2.5 6 амды аі 
Englewood Interstate Con- 
nector EIC, Sarasota, 
Florida! 2:1 
FAST Corridor Program, 
Washington .................... 
Haleyville Bypass, Winston 
County, Alabama ............ 
Highway 65 Hollister Inter- 
change Missouri ............. 
Horse Stamp  Road/I-95 
Interchange, Georgia ...... 
I-4/Crosstown Connection 
in Hillsborough County, 
Florida. 3:3: И 
1-235/17654 and 1-235/Central 
Ave, Wichita, Kansas ...... 
I-49 North, Louisiana 
1-49 South, Louisiana ........ 
I-494/US 169 Interchange, 
Minnesota ....................... 
I-685, Texas ........................ 
I-69 Access Project, Ham- 
ilton County, IN ............. 


Amount 


$1,000,000 


2,000,000 


1,500,000 


2,000,000 


1,000,000 


2,000,000 


2,000,000 
2,000,000 


1,000,000 
1,000,000 


5,000,000 


1,000,000 


1,000,000 


1,000,000 
2,500,000 
6,500,000 
1,000,000 


3,000,000 


1,000,000 
1,500,000 
2,250,000 
2,250,000 


1,500,000 
2,450,000 


1,000,000 


Project 
I-69/SR 304 Paving, Mis- 
SISSIDDI wees deseen нф» 
I-69 Connector (1-530 Ext.): 
Pine Bluff-Hwy. 278, Ar- 
Kansas па ен ирада алық 
1-14 from Maxton Bypass 
to Lumberton, North 
Carolina 2. 
Improvements to Anaheim 
Street, from 710 Freeway, 
California... vune 
Improvements to CR 833 in 
Hendry County, Florida 
Interchange at K-7 & 55th 
St./Johnson Dr, Shawnee, 
Канзаса ен ырым eta 
Interstate 280 Interchange 
Improvements, New Jer- 
SOV лан истурене Pre de uo 
Interstate 5 Riverfront Re- 
connector, California ..... 
Interstate 69, Tennessee .... 
Jennie Barker Rd./Mary 
St./K-156 Intersection, 
Finney County, Kansas .. 
Kalispell Bypass, Montana 
Kodiak Island roads, Alas- 
Калын ыи кыйный каккын nes 
KY 911/115 Widening, Ken- 
PUCK Ye етер ноар 
Lincoln Parish I-20 Cor- 
ridor, Louisiana .............. 
Loop 49 from SH 155 to SH 
81;2Техавсолуиы осы арыны 
Manchester Road in Akron, 
ОЙТО е алы ыйы ET 
Mesa del Sol/I-25 Inter- 
change, New Mexico ....... 
Mon-Fayette Expressway 
Project/Uniontown to 
Browns, Pennsylvania .... 
Navajo Route N7048 Bridge 
Construction, New Mex- 
TCO ин иы ы Pe ode НЫКЫ 
Nikiski emergency escape 
road, Alaska ................... 
Northwest Butler Trans- 
portation Improvement 
District, Ohio ................. 
Old Highway 471, Rankin 
County, Mississippi ........ 
Outer Loop/I-85 Connector, 
Montgomery, Alabama ... 
Parkway West Missing 
Ramps and Widening 
Project, Pennsylvania .... 
Port of Albany Operational 
Improvements, New York 
Ports of Savage/TH 13 Im- 
provements, Minnesota .. 
President George Bush 
Tollway Eastern Exten- 
sion, Texas ..................... 
Pt. Hope evacuation road, 
AJASKA сунити АР 


RAV OD ede ee ва өлу 
Reyes Adobe Road Inter- 
change Project,  Cali- 
Мез ај аа RM 
Rickenbacker Intermodal 
Facility, Ohio ................. 
Route 247, Nelson County, 
Kentucky ........................ 
Route 412 Improvement 
Project, Bethlehem, 
Pennsylvania .................. 
Route 79 Improvements, 
Fall River, Massachu- 
SOUUS eat алады ЫС аа 
SR 0171, Drinkers Creek 
Bridge, Susquehanna 
County, Pennsylvania .... 


Amount 


1,000,000 


2,000,000 


1,000,000 


500,000 


1,000,000 


2,000,000 


1,500,000 
1,000,000 
1,500,000 

500,000 
3,000,000 
1,300,000 
1,000,000 
1,000,000 
3,000,000 
1,000,000 


1,000,000 


2,000,000 


250,000 
500,000 


4,000,000 
1,000,000 


2,000,000 


1,000,000 
1,000,000 


1,000,000 


2,000,000 


2,000,000 


1,200,000 


1,500,000 
1,500,000 


600,000 


3,000,000 


1,000,000 


1,000,000 


Project 
Santa Fe Corridor, Colo- 
тайор 
SR 519 Intermodal Access, 
Washington .................... 
Street Improvements, 
Lawndale, California ...... 
US 82 Bypass at Greenville, 
Mississippi ...................... 
S 101 Off-ramp Extension 
at Van Nuys Boulevard, 
California ыдын; 
S 319 
BIorida аза о Ыы адаа 
S 321 Corridor, North 
Carolina... e xe toe desde 
S 60 bridge replacement, 
Virginia 50 оз eren 
S Highway 56 Improve- 
ments, Kansas ................ 
S Route 2/Danville, 
Vermont Improvements 
pgrade of NH Rte. 110 
Berlin, New Hampshire ... 
S 395—North Spokane 
Corridor, Washington ..... 
S 401 in Harnett, Cum- 
berland & Wake Coun- 
ties, North Carolina ....... 
S 62—Franklin County/ 
Frank Road, Ohio ........... 
S 83 from .5 mi e of 
FM1425 to Hidalgo/Cam- 
ӨГӨЙ, "Төхав iieri ин: 
US Highway 602/180 Four- 
Lane Reconstruction, 
New Mexico .................... 
US-95, MP 536 to Canadian 
Border, Idaho .................. 
W-Bothell/Cascadia 
South Access Project, 
Washington .................... 
Wadsworth/U.S. 36 Inter- 
change in  Broomfield, 
Colorado „а 7 
Wasilla substandard road 
improvements, Alaska .... 
West Virginia Route 9— 
Berkeley and Jefferson 
Gouribies. слања ды vive 
White County/Monticello 
6th Street West Shafer 
Drive Project, Indiana .... 
Yakima Grade  Separa- 
tions, Washington .......... 


с od. odd sd cc od ci 


с 


с 


c 


November 19, 2004 


Amount 
1,000,000 
1,000,000 

500,000 


1,500,000 


1,000,000 
1,000,000 
1,000,000 
2,600,000 
4,000,000 
2,000,000 

800,000 
1,000,000 


800,000 
1,000,000 


1,000,000 


5,000,000 


1,500,000 


1,000,000 


1,250,000 


1,000,000 


10,000,000 


250,000 


1,500,000 


TRANSPORTATION AND COMMUNITY AND 
SYSTEM PRESERVATION PROGRAM 
Within the funds made available for the 
transportation and community and system 
preservation program, funds are to be dis- 
tributed to the following projects and activi- 


ties: 
Project 
Aberdeen, South Dakota 
Pedestrian/Bicycle Trail 
AltaVista Business Park 
Entrance, Pennsylvania 
American Village Citizen- 
ship Trust—Transpor- 
tation Access and Im- 
provement, Alabama ...... 
Antelope Valley Transpor- 
tation Improvements, 
Меркавка у ды ақыт 
Blount County Transpor- 
tation Growth and Plan- 
ning Study, Tennessee .... 
Clayton Core Area Revital- 
ization and Enhancement 
Program, Alabama ......... 
Concord 20/200 New Hamp- 
Shire нолыды НМ Ы eee 
Coosa River Boardwalk, 
Gadsden, Alabama .......... 


Amount 


$200,000 


2,500,000 


1,000,000 


1,000,000 


500,000 


250,000 
450,000 


800,000 


November 19, 2004 


Project 
Culpeper Regional Airport 
Road Project, Virginia ... 
Fairgrounds Road in 
Alamagordo, New Mexico 
Farmington Canal Green- 
way, New Haven, Con- 
necticut .......................... 
Hammonton Pedestrian 
Downtown Improve- 
ments, New Jersey ......... 
Hattiesburg Rail-Roadway 
Intersection Congestion 
Study, Mississippi .......... 
Henry M. Jackson Pedes- 
trian and Bicycle Bridge 
and Snohomish River 
Shoreline Trail Project, 
Everett, Washington ...... 
INAAP Re-Use Authority 
Project, Indiana ............. 
Lakeview Park Trail, Mex- 
ico, Missouri ................... 
Luverne, AL Downtown 
Revitalization, Alabama 
Miami Performing Arts 
Center: Pedestrian Plaza 


and Traffic Calming, 
Florida. Jii ere ete errr 
Midwest City Hudiburg 
Drive Improvements, 
Oklahoma. >... 


Mingo Trail Construction, 
Oklalioma па ыса феде 
New Cassel Revitalization 
Project, NY areire 
NH Rte. 103 Bridge, War- 
ner, New Hampshire ....... 
Norman, Oklahoma Rail- 
road Grade Separations, 
OKlalioma сабље и кино; 
Oglala, South Dakota Ре- 
destrian/Bicycle Trail .... 
Orange Beach Pedestrian 
Safety and Lighting En- 
hancements, Alabama .... 
Ottawa, KS Master Trans- 
portation Plan, Kansas ... 
Paulding Business and 
Technology Park, Geor- 
ба. Silesia etuer Р, 
Paulding County Business 
and Technology Park 
Roadway Improvement, 
Georgia ........................... 
Pedestrian bridge, 
Shandon, California ........ 
Pedestrian safety improve- 
ments, San Miguel, Cali- 
fOInlà: ipei eit 
Philadelphia Port—Access 
Enhancement Plan, 
Pennsylvania .................. 
Portsmouth Town Center, 
Rhode Island ................... 
Resurfacing Diaz Avenue 
in Hurley, New Mexico ... 
Sidewalk & Lighting Im- 
provements, Bevill State 
CC, Alabama ................... 
Southern Corridor/ 
Atkinville Interchange, 
Utah шамамен oases sabe 
State Route 52 East from 
SR125 to SR67, California 
US-2 Development Plan, 
Washington .................... 
Wheeler NWR —Wildlife 
Drive, Alabama .............. 
Windsor, VT Industrial Ac- 
cess Road, Vermont ........ 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


Amount 
1,100,000 


400,000 


750,000 


200,000 


300,000 


500,000 
1,000,000 
375,000 


500,000 


250,000 


875,000 
200,000 
1,000,000 


200,000 


1,000,000 


225,000 


250,000 


200,000 


1,000,000 


1,000,000 


250,000 


250,000 


500,000 
225,000 


100,000 


400,000 


2,500,000 
1,000,000 
500,000 
250,000 


1,000,000 


BRIDGE DISCRETIONARY PROGRAM 


Within the funds available for the bridge 
discretionary program, including the bridge 


set-aside, funds are to be available for the 
following projects and activities: 


Project Amount 
Black Narrows and Chin- 
coteague Bridge, Vir- 
labra c ЛО а» 
Brent Spence Bridge Re- 


$1,000,000 


placement, Kentucky ..... 3,000,000 
Brent Spence Bridge, Ken- 

DUCEY РРА ады бебек дый 1,000,000 
Bridge Number 658, Ari- 

“ОПА: асам ғаны den es 200,000 
Covered Bridge Program, 

Xermont ыы ант 2,000,000 
Dover Bridge, Bonner 

County, Idaho ................. 1,500,000 
Eutaw, Alabama Bridge 

Reconstruction ............... 500,000 
Flat Road Bridge, Pennsyl- 

VANIA Ды аруы Олары ы јез 500,000 
Flint River Bridge, Albany, 

GQOOLG а ыннан ыы 1,000,000 
Gill Montague Bridge, 

Massachussets ................ 3,000,000 
Gilmerton Bridge, Chesa- 

peake, Virginia ............... 250,000 
Golden Gate Bridge Seis- 

mic Retrofit, California 5,000,000 
Highway 35 Bridge Repair, 

near Little River Can- 

yon, Alabama ................. 800,000 
Hoover Dam Bypass 

Bridge, Arizona .............. 10,000,000 
1-10 Bridge Widening at 

Ray Road, Arizona .......... 1,000,000 
1-40 Oklahoma City Cross 

Town Expressway ........... 10,000,000 
I-75 bridge upgrades for ca- 

pacity improvements, 

Florida оон 1,500,000 
Indian River Inlet Bridge 

Replacement, Delaware .. 5,000,000 
Interstate 35-E at CSAH 14 

in Lino Lakes, Minnesota 250,000 
Interstate 74 Bridge, 

Bettendorf, Iowa ............. 1,100,000 
Joachim Avenue Bridge 

Replacement, Missouri ... 2,500,000 
Juneau bridge repair and 

upgrade, Alaska .............. 1,800,000 
LA 14305 165 Connector/ 

Ouachita River Bridge, 

Louisiana ....................... 1,500,000 
Leeville Bridge, Lafourche 

Parish, Louisiana ........... 1,000,000 
Louisiana Department of 

Transportation ............... 1,000,000 
Lowell Street Bridge, Som- 

erville, Massachussets .... 2,000,000 
Matthews Bridge Replace- 

ment, Florida ................. 1,500,000 
McBaine Bridge Replace- 

ment, Missouri ............... 850,000 
Meridian Bridge, Yankton, 

South Dakota ................. 4,000,000 
Missisquoi Bay Bridge, 

Vermont ......................... 1,500,000 
Naknek Bridge, Alaska ..... 3,000,000 
National Covered Bridge 

PIOSUtAI „сь E 2,000,000 
NM467 Highway Overpass, 

New Mexico .................... 1,000,000 
North-South Wacker Drive 

Reconstruction, Chicago, 

ОЇ 4 cese creen eem e 5,000,000 
Ohio River Bridges, Ken- 

TUCKEY CP 2,000,000 
Old Central Bridge in Pick- 

ens County, South Caro- 

pp Nc CU er 200,000 
Old Town-Milford Bridge, 

Maine. n prn 2,000,000 
Rancho Cucamonga I-15 

Base Line Road Inter- 

change, California .......... 500,000 


Project 
Reconstruction of 
Multorpor Overpass at 
Highway 26, Oregon ........ 
Removal of old Jamestown 
Bridge, Rhode Island ...... 
Replacement of Waldo- 
Hancock Bridge, Maine .. 
Route 17/Essex Street 
Bridge Replacement, 
Bergen County, New Jer- 
SO? Ы е Да ым ад shoes 
Scioto River Bridges Re- 
placements, Columbus, 
ОРТО то A eere 
Seventh Street Bridge Re- 
construction—Port 
Huron, Michigan ............. 
SR-520 Bridge Replacement 
and HOV Project, Wash- 
ПРО: наа I ees reis 
SR-6, Bridge Replacement 
Project, Pacific County, 
Washington .................... 
Star Landing Railroad Un- 
derpass, Southaven, Mis- 
ЕРЕН еу өл аан 
State Hwy. 32 (Claude 
Allouez Bridge, DePere), 
Wisconsin ....................... 
Sutton Road Bridge, Penn- 
SylVALla. оо IE A Аа 
Topeka Boulevard Bridge, 
Kansas 
US 220-Business 
placement, Virginia ........ 
US 34 Missouri River 
Bridge, Mills County, 
[OMA ЖИЛИК ИКЕЛЕ, 
Upgrade Route 141 from I- 
64 to Route 340, Missouri 


FEDERAL LANDS 


24933 


Amount 


2,500,000 


3,000,000 


1,000,000 


2,000,000 


1,000,000 


500,000 


1,000,000 


1,000,000 


2,000,000 


1,000,000 
500,000 
850,000 
400,000 


500,000 


800,000 


Within the funds available for the federal 
lands program, funds are to be available for 
the following projects and activities: 


Project Name 
14th Street Bridge Im- 
provements, Virginia ...... 
Access Road Planning—Big 
Gem  Park/Shenandoah, 
Марата ги наивно ас 
Alaska Trail Initiative ...... 
Amherst County River 
Walk Trail, Virginia ....... 
Beale Air Force Base ac- 
cess road improvements, 
California ....................... 
Bear River Access Road, 
Utali 525 и МӘ 


Саре Cod Seashore 
Eastham/Dennis Bike 
Trail Repair, 
Massachussetts ............... 


City of Palm Harbor Safety 
and Access Program ....... 
City of Rocks Back Coun- 
try Byway, Stage 8, 
Idaho =. ола ана Аз 
City of Rocks Back Coun- 
try Byway, Stage 8, 
Idaho ыы ccs RE ena 
City of Treasure Island 
Harbor Safety and Access 
POETAN uiua 
Doyle Drive Replacement 
Project, California .......... 
Enumclaw Welcome Cen- 
ter, Washington .............. 
Fort Campbell Cole Road 
Widening, Kentucky ....... 
Fort Peck Reservoir Fish- 
ing Access Roads, Mon- 
GANG: актан ТТР 
Frederick Douglass Bridge, 
Washington, DC .............. 


Amount 
$1,250,000 
60,000 
4,000,000 
500,000 


1,000,000 


2,000,000 


1,200,000 


700,000 


1,000,000 


3,000,000 


450,000 
1,000,000 
1,000,000 
2,000,000 


5,000,000 
4,500,000 


24934 


Project Name 
Golden Gate National Park 
Сопвегуалосу ................... 
Grand Teton National 
Park pathway system, 
МУО: чузун ыы 
Hoover Dam Bypass Boul- 
der City Extension, Ne- 
Vaginal ыны еы 
І-25/ХМ 556 Interchange, 
Pueblo of Sandia, New 


MOX1CO> рғы ый ин КИ Ды 
I-5/116th Street NE Inter- 
change Improvements, 
Tulalip Tribe, Wash- 
ingbODn:. ына Ьа 


IH20-Dyess AFB Access 
Project, Texas ................ 
Kentucky Scenic Byways .. 
Lake Mead Parkway/Lake 
Las Vegas Gateway ........ 
Leelanau County Road 
Commission, Michigan ... 
Lone Pine Dam Road, Ari- 
Оа аи cr eu CN ET 
Louis Reef Road and 
Boswick Lake Road, 
Alaska ао ықы 
Lowell Riverwalk, Massa- 
chusetts ......................... 
М-6 Paul Henry Trail con- 
struction, Michigan ........ 
Marin Parklands/Muir 
Woods Visitor Access, 
California саге на 
Marysville Road Construc- 
tion Project, Montana .... 
MD 4, Suitland Parkway, 
Maryland. 22e 
Missisquoi Wildlife Refuge 
Federal Lands Project, 
Vermont ..................... 
Needles Highway/NV Im- 
provements, California ... 
OR 140, Lake County, Or- 
ен MEE 


GE OT edes icd ызадан desea’ 
Palm Coast Trail System, 
Flagler County, Florida 
Pine Springs Road N9010, 
APIZON Ay: esd deesse iud 
Port of Stockton Daggett 
Road, California ............. 
Preston North & South, 
Мерђтавка 3.1: 
S-823 Alzada-Ekalaka, 
Мой айа estote oiu et 
Serpentine Hot Springs 
Road, Bering Land 
Bridge National Park, 
АТавка, ыса дет ыз ке 
SH 145—Dolores to Stoner, 
Colorado га. аа ы 
Silvio Conte National Fish 
& Wildlife Refuge Edu- 
cational Outreach Cen- 
ter, Norwich, Vermont ... 
South Palm Canyon Drive 
Phase 2, California ......... 
SR 160 Blue Diamond High- 
way Widening—Valley 
View to Rainbow Clark 
County, Nevada .............. 
SR-92, I-15 to 1200 East, 
Lehi, Utah ...................... 
Statewide Improvements 
to Federal Lands, Hawaii 
Summit Valley Road, San 
Bernardino County, Cali- 
поре по АНИ АЙЕЛ нр: 
Swinomish Tribe Marina 
Project, Washington ....... 
Timucuan Preserve Bike 
Trail, Florida ................. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


Amount 


1,000,000 


4,000,000 


1,000,000 


500,000 


1,000,000 


750,000 
1,000,000 


1,000,000 
300,000 
2,500,000 


1,500,000 
1,000,000 


1,000,000 


1,278,000 
3,000,000 


3,750,000 


500,000 
500,000 
500,000 
400,000 
1,000,000 
1,000,000 
1,000,000 
700,000 


3,000,000 


1,000,000 


500,000 


1,000,000 


1,582,000 


5,000,000 
750,000 


4,000,000 


1,000,000 
2,000,000 


1,000,000 


Project Name 
Turtle Mountain Access 
Road to Ojibwa Indian 
School, North Dakota .... 
Turtle Mountain Access 
Road to Ojibwa Indian 
School, North Dakota .... 
USMC Heritage Center Ac- 
cess, Virginia .................. 
Valles Caldera National 
Preserve, New Mexico ..... 
Vermont Civil War Monu- 
ment in Virginia ............. 


Amount 


1,000,000 


1,000,000 
500,000 
1,250,000 
200,000 


INTERSTATE MAINTENANCE DISCRETIONARY 

Within the funds available for the inter- 
state maintenance discretionary program, 
funds are to be available for the following 


projects and activities: 


Project Name 
I-15, SR-92 to University 
Parkway, Utah County, 
AT GAL. а пета eur etu re cete tess 
34th Street  Corridor/I-94 
Interchange, Moorhead, 
Minnesota ....................... 
Clark County Beltway (I- 
215) interchanges project, 
Муада салада быры азақ» 
Cocke County Tennessee І- 
40 Connector Roads, Ten- 
NOSSO: 2. vore rende unn 
Coweta County Noise Bar- 
rier, Georgia ................... 
Exit 18 Reconstruction, 
Town of  Queensbury, 
NOW: YOU esistere 
Exit 3, 1-295 South Port- 
land, Maine ..................... 
Harrison County New 184 
Interchange, Indiana ...... 
Heartland Expressway Ne- 
Ргавка а.а наь 
1-10 Riverside Avenue 
Interchange, California .. 
1-12 (4) LA 1088 Interchange, 
St Tammany Parish, LA 
I-15—24th Street Inter- 
change, Ogden, Utah ....... 
1-15 North & Commuter 
Rail Coordination, Utah 
I-20 Interchange at Haw- 
kins Crossing, Lauder- 
dale County, Mississippi 
I-205, Oregon ...................... 
І-215/Вагбоп Road Inter- 
change Improvements, 
California ....................... 
I-25 through Colorado 
Springs, Colorado ........... 
I-258/US-54 & I-235/Central 
Ave. Interchanges, Kan- 
БЕЕК ОУ Л КҮ ts 
I-29 Northbound Recon- 
struction, North Dakota 
1-30 Dallas Construction of 
Bridge, Trinity River, 
Техав m 
1-35 Interchange, 
Thackerville, Oklahoma 
140 and Morgan Road 
Interchange Improve- 
ments, Oklahoma City, 
[o dE 
1-40 Oklahoma City Cross 
Town Expressway ........... 
15 Blaine Exit Inter- 
change, Whatcom Coun- 
ty, Washington ............... 
I-5 South HOV Lane, Phase 
1, California .................... 
I-5/SR 18 Interchange Re- 
construction, Wash- 
ington ырымы eere 
I-55 Sound Barrier, Darien, 
ТІЗІНбІ8: рысады een 


Amount 


$1,000,000 


4,000,000 


1,000,000 


1,000,000 
750,000 


1,000,000 
800,000 
1,000,000 
1,000,000 
1,250,000 
500,000 
500,000 
2,500,000 
250,000 
1,000,000 
2,000,000 
750,000 


3,000,000 
2,000,000 


500,000 


1,000,000 


500,000 


5,000,000 


2,500,000 
500,000 


1,000,000 
1,400,000 


Project Name 
I-5800Meadowood Complex 
Improvements, Reno, Ne- 
VALA retade a ОО О УЕ 
1-635/Van de Populier Road 
Interchange, Missouri .... 
I-64 from IL 157 to Lincoln 
Trail at O’Fallon, Illinois 
1-66 / Route 29 Interchange, 
Gainesville, Virginia ...... 
1-695, Baltimore Beltway 
N/E, Maryland ................ 
I-70 at SH 58 Interchange 
Reconstruction, Colorado 
I-70 Improvement Project, 
Maryland ........................ 
I-70 Tunnel Improvements, 
C-470 to Glenwood 
Springs, Colorado ........... 
I-75 in Rockcastle County, 
Kentucky ........................ 
I-75 Interchanges Prelimi- 
nary Engineering and 
Environmental Impact 
Study Project, Ohio ........ 
1–75/1–475 North Inter- 
change, Ohio ................... 
I-76 between Ft. Morgan 
and Brush, Colorado ....... 
1-76 Northeast Gateway, 
COlOLAGO: ТТТ 
1-79 Parkway West missing 
ramps and widening, 
Pennsylvania .................. 
I-80 Freight Corridor Im- 
provements, Wyoming .... 
1-93 Interchange, Massa- 
chusetts .......................... 
1-94 Safety near Benton 
Harbor and St. Joseph, 


Michi&an. 2:302 ES 
I-95 and Route 20 Inter- 
change modification, 


Waltham, Massachussets 
I-96 Beck and Wixom Road 
Interchange, Michigan ... 
IH 30-IH 635 Interchange, 
Теханосзвимви ен ар 
Interchange on 1-35 at 
Lone Elm Road, Olathe, 
Капѕаѕ ............0.2.... Х..... 
Interstate 10—Cypress Ave- 
nue Overcrossing, Cali- 
TOIT en лек ee PEE 
Interstate 280 Interchange 
Improvements, New Jer- 
ВУ ено ние ERRAT Е 
Interstate 430/630: Inter- 
change Modification, Ar- 
Ја Ва у сы дара анайы 
Interstate 5 and Interstate 
8 Connector, California ... 
Interstate 80 at Fernley, 
Nevada. син ни тылдан ада 
Interstate 94/43/1794 Mar- 
quette Interchange, Mil- 
waukee, Wisconsin ......... 
LA87/US 190 Connector 
(Central Thruway), Lou- 
1ајата и а иодты ын 
Laval Road Interchange at 
Interstate 5, California ... 
Manslick Road feasibility 
study, Kentucky ............. 
Pennsylvania  Turnpike/I- 
95 Interchange Project, 
Pennsylvania .................. 
Phase 2 of 1520, Palmetto 
Parkway in Aiken Coun- 
ty, South Carolina .......... 
Pineda Causeway Inter- 
change at 1-95, Florida ... 
Port of Houston Barbours 
Cut Boulevard, Texas ..... 
Rehabilitiation of Inter- 
state I-195, Rhode Island 


November 19, 2004 


Amount 


1,000,000 
5,000,000 
1,000,000 

250,000 
1,000,000 
1,500,000 
5,000,000 


2,000,000 
1,000,000 


1,000,000 
1,000,000 
1,000,000 
1,500,000 


2,000,000 
500,000 
2,000,000 


100,000 


2,000,000 
1,000,000 
1,000,000 


1,000,000 


500,000 


1,000,000 


1,000,000 
1,200,000 
500,000 


5,000,000 


1,250,000 
1,000,000 
300,000 


500,000 


1,000,000 
1,200,000 
1,500,000 
1,000,000 


November 19, 2004 


Project Name Amount 
Replacement of Wash- 
ington Bridge, Rhode Is- 
Јана сылы аса cert cas tease 1,000,000 
Routes I-295/42/I-76 Direct 
Connection, New Jersey 1,250,000 
SR 54/I-75 Interchange іп 
Pasco County ................. 1,500,000 
Turnpike Improvements, 
Delaware ........................ 5,000,000 
Valleydale Road Widening, 
Alabama ......................... 4,000,000 
Widening of exit ramp I-265 
and I-65, Kentucky ......... 750,000 


BUREAU OF TRANSPORTATION STATISTICS 

The conferees provide $31,000,000 for the 
Bureau of Transportation Statistics under 
the FHWA appropriation. Consistent with 
both House and Senate language, the con- 
ference agreement limits BTS full time posi- 
tions to 196. Within the funds provided, the 
conferees direct $400,000 for BTS to admin- 
ister section 5402 of title 39, United States 
Code. 

FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAYS 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

The conference agreement provides liqui- 
dating cash appropriation of $35,000,000,000 
for the federal-aid highways program as pro- 
posed by both the House and the Senate. 

FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAYS 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 
RECISSION 


The conference agreement includes a re- 
scission of $520,277,000 of funds in unobligated 
contract authority balances from Federal- 
aid highway program funds. 

FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAYS 
EMERGENCY RELIEF PROGRAM 
(INCLUDING RESCISSION) 

(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

The conferees provide $741,000,000 to fund 
the backlog of requests for damage repairs 
necessary due to disasters. The current fund- 
ing requirements far exceed the annual au- 
thorization of $100,000,000 for the emergency 
relief program, and this amount will fully 
fund the existing backlog of requests. This 
section also rescinds $741,000,000 in unobli- 
gated contract authority balances from Fed- 
eral-aid highway funds. 

APPALACHIAN DEVELOPMENT HIGHWAY 
SYSTEM 

The conference agreement provides 
$80,000,000 for the Appalachian Development 
Highway System (ADHS), and shall be allo- 
cated as follows: $15,000,000 for Kentucky 
Corridors; $5,000,000 for Tennessee Corridor 
S; $5,000,000 for Mississippi Corridor V; 
$15,000,000 for West Virginia Corridor H; 
$25,000,000 for Alabama Corridor X and Х-1, 
$7,000,000 for Tennessee Corridor J; $4,000,000 
for Alabama Corridor V; and $4,000,000 for 
New York Corridor T. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—FEDERAL HIGHWAY 

ADMINISTRATION 


The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Sec. 110) that modifies the distribu- 
tion of Federal-aid highway obligation limi- 
tation proposed by the House and Senate. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Sec. 111) that allows funds received 
by the Bureau of Transportation Statistics 
from the sale of data products to be credited 
to the Federal-aid Highways account, as pro- 
posed by both the House and Senate. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Sec. 112) that clarifies that BTS is to 
administer activities under section 5402 of 
title 39, United States Code. 


The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Sec. 113) that modifies a House provi- 
sion amending public laws to allow changes 
to projects in Massachusetts, New Jersey, 
Michigan, Utah and California. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Sec. 114) relating to highway signs, as 
proposed by the House. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Sec. 115) that amends section 115, di- 
vision F, title 1 of P.L. 108-199, as proposed 
by the House and Senate. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Sec. 116) that modifies a provision in 
the House bill and provides $5,000,000 from 
balances made available under section 
104(a)(1)(A) of title 23, U.S.C. to carry out en- 
vironmental streamlining activities. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Sec. 117) that modifies a Senate pro- 
vision relating to an administrative take- 
down, and set-aside funding for Delta Re- 
gional Authority and National Highway 
Traffic Safety activities. The Secretary of 
Transportation must submit a spend plan re- 
garding Delta Regional Authority funding to 
both the House and Senate Committees on 
Appropriations before funds are distributed 
or obligated. The remaining amounts shall 
be distributed for the following purposes: 


Project Name Amount 


101st Street Corridor Wid- 
eninE o сарынын ннан» 
126th Street, Hamilton 
County, Town of Fishers, 
NGI ANA: засдаг 


$500,000 


3,000,000 


SOUEL eee TE кыны 
18th East in Sandy City, 
Utah eenen ii ы нити Sones 
17 Mile Road on Wind River 
Indian Reservation, Wyo- 
пио оао bases 
17150 Street reconstruc- 
tion, East Hazel Crest, П- 
TANOIS. E 
26th Street Extension— 
Philadelphia Naval Busi- 
ness Center,  Pennsyl- 
VANIA рамында 
4 Lane U.S. 68, 31W to 
Transpark Entrance on 
U.S. 68, Kentucky ........... 
40th Street Revitalization 
Project, Florida .............. 
67th Street Pedestrian Un- 
derpass, Chicago Lake- 
front, Illinois .................. 
95th Street/Dan Ryan 
Intermodal Improve- 
MENIG PP 
9th Street Bridge, NE over 
New York Ave. ............... 
A-B Street NW Corridor 
Connector, Auburn, 
Washington .................... 
Access to Ebenezer Swamp 
Wetlands Interpretative 
Center, Alabama ............. 
Addition of Eggerts Cross- 
ing storm drains, New 
Лете зи ә АУ 
Adriaen's Landing, Hart- 
ford, Connecticut ............ 
Akutan Road, Alaska ........ 
Alabama State University, 
Alabama ......................... 
Alaskan Way Viaduct and 
Seawall Replacement, 
Seattle, Washington ....... 
Alle-Kiski Connector 
Bridge, Pennsylvania ..... 
Almaden Express Pedes- 
trian Overcrossing, San 
Jose, California .............. 


500,000 
1,500,000 


4,500,000 


400,000 


4,000,000 


2,000,000 
1,250,000 


400,000 


1,000,000 
500,000 


1,000,000 


225,000 


200,000 


9,000,000 


1,500,000 


250,000 


1,000,000 
2,500,000 


500,000 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


Project Name 
Altus Falcon Road Im- 
provements, Oklahoma ... 
Altus Falcon Road Im- 
provements, Oklahoma ... 
American Parkway 
Project, Pennsylvania .... 
Anderson, IN Rail Study, 
Indiana. ис и рани аникоз 
Angels Flight, Los Ange- 
les, California ................. 
Ann-Arbor-Detroit 
muter Rail ...................... 
Aroostook North-South 
Highway, Maine .............. 
Arthur Avenue Retail Mar- 
ket, New York ................ 
Asheville River Way 
Project, PE and Design, 
North Carolina ............... 


Asphalt Institute Re- 
search, University of 
Kentucky ........................ 


Atlantic Avenue Design/ 
Right of Way project, 
New York ........................ 

Atlantic Avenue  Exten- 
sion, New York ............... 

Aucilla River Bridge .......... 

Avalon Boulevard Expan- 
sion Project, Florida ...... 

Avenue T Restoration 
Project, Winter Haven, 
Бісгійа ника лынан өзе 

Ахегу Parkway Inter- 
change at Interstate 5, 
California ....................... 


DATOS, еле ыо Йара ЫЙ 
Barber Street, Wilsonville, 
DIGEN uis доза 
Battlefield Parkway ex- 
pansion, Virginia ............ 
Beall Avenue Economic 
Redevelopment Project, 
OHIO IE 
Bellevue Access Downtown 
Project, Washington ....... 
Bellevue Access  Down- 
town, Phase Two, Wash- 
AET Ar e иеаран edens 
Bellingham San Juan Bou- 
levard, Washington ......... 


Belmont Ave Gateway 
Community Enhance- 
ment Project .................. 

Belmont Infrastructure 


and Streetscape Improve- 
ment, North Carolina ..... 


Berkeley Springs 
Streetscape, West Vir- 
PUNTA aig ы Аы а аб 


Bikeways and Walkways, 
Santa Fe, New Mexico .... 
Billings North Bypass 
Project, Montana ........... 
Blackstone River Bicycle 
Facility—Segment 4A, 
Rhode Island ................... 
Blackstone River Valley 
National Heritage Cor- 
ridor Roadway Improve- 
ment Program, Rhode Is- 
Јапан 
Boot Key Bridge Rehabili- 
tation Project, Florida ... 


Bouldercrest Road Im- 
provements, Georgia ...... 
Braves Avenue, City of 


Gladstone, Michigan ....... 
Bridge Replacement on 
SR-54, Wisconsin ............ 
Briggs-DeLaine-Pearson 

Connector, South Caro- 
Шта; ае Ны eid ЬЕ 


24935 


Amount 
500,000 
750,000 
1,000,000 
1,000,000 
200,000 
1,500,000 
1,000,000 
1,000,000 


600,000 
500,000 


600,000 


1,250, 000 
1,000,000 


1,000,000 
600,000 


1,000,000 
1,500,000 
500,000 


1,000,000 


1,500,000 


1,500,000 


500,000 


1,000,000 
350,000 
1,250,000 


200,000 
1,000,000 


5,000,000 


500,000 


3,000,000 
500,000 
500,000 
370,000 
500,000 


2,500,000 


24936 


Project Name 
Bring Back Broad Street 
Initiative, Alabama ........ 
Bristol Street Multi-Modal 
Corridor, California ........ 
Broadway Bridge, Colorado 
Bronx Zoo Access Improve- 
ment, New York ............. 
Brooklyn Chamber of Com- 
merce’s Light-rail study, 
New York ........................ 
Brooklyn Public Library/ 
Grand Army Plaza, New 
ХОСЕ ла ЕРЕТИК 
Buffalo Bayou—San 
Jacinto Corridor  Im- 
provements ..................... 
Building Access Improve- 
ments, University of 
Florida. 1.2.2. eene e 
Bullock County Industrial 
Park Access Road, Ala- 
Батай аса ас инат етан 
Byram-Clinton Norrell 
Corridor, Mississippi ...... 
C-470 and Santa Fe (US 85) 
Interchange, Colorado .... 
California University 
Pennsylvania Urban 
MAGLEV sirien 5L nee 
Camp Steet upgrades, East 
Peoria, Illinois ............... 
Campbell Avenue Gateway 
Corridor, Tucson, Ari- 
TOMA, кеген ет 
Campbelltown Connector 
and US 322 Improvement 
Project, Pennsylvania .... 
Canton Junction  Com- 
muter Rail Station, 
Massachusssets ............... 
Capacity Improvements on 
I-75 Corridor in SW Flor- 
ida. ICM М RE 
Cape Cod Hyannis Gate- 
way, Massachussets ........ 
Cape Girardeau I-55 Cor- 
ridor, Missouri ................ 
Cape Girardeau/Fountain 
Street downtown revital- 
ization, Missouri ............ 
Caraway Overpass Project, 
Jonesboro, Arkansas ...... 
Central Link Westchester 
Avenue to East Tremont, 
New York ........................ 
Central Riverfront Street 
Grid: Theodore Berry 
Way, Cincinnati, Ohio .... 
Central Susquehanna Val- 
ley Transportation 
Project, Pennsylvania .... 
Cermak and Kenton Ave- 
nues, Illinois ................... 
CETAP Corridor, Riverside 
and Orange counties, 
California ....................... 
Cherry Avenue Interchange 
and Bypass, Kearney, Ne- 
praska ise и аа 
Cherry-Bancroft-Summit 
Corridor Neighborhood 
Business District Revi- 
talization, Toledo, Ohio .. 
Chesapeake Bypass, Law- 
rence, Ohio ..................... 
Cheyenne Corridor Safety 
Improvement Project, 
Тааһо: tice sands eto деле cs Beles 
Chickasaw Museum and 
Cultural Center, Міз- 
АТИ ој о ШРИ erre es 
Chippewa Falls, WI-Sey- 
mour Cray Sr. Blvd Ex- 
Ltenglon io eerte кек reor 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


Amount 
1,000,000 


750,000 


1,200,000 


750,000 


300,000 


700,000 


500,000 


1,000,000 


750,000 
3,800,000 


1,000,000 


2,500,000 


2,000,000 


500,000 


1,000,000 


50,00 


1,000,000 
382,000 


100,000 


500,000 


1,000,000 


750,000 


500,000 


2,000,000 
1,000,000 


2,000,000 


500,000 


250,000 


1,250,000 


2,000,000 


1,150,000 


2,000,000 


Project Name 
Chocorua Village Intersect 
Improvement Project, 
New Hampshire .............. 
Choctaw Roads, Mississippi 
Choudrant 120 Service 
road, Louisiana .............. 
Cicero Ave. Lighting in 
University Park, Illinois 
City of Beloit Gateway 
Boulevard Project, Wis- 
СОВУ И osuere cere eT 
City of Brownsville West 
Rail Relocation Project, 
TEXAS ли оре биљно ки 
City of Clearwater Bike 
Path, Florida .................. 
City of Clearwater Safety 
and Access Program, 
Elorida дауында ы ss 
City of Cohoes Transpor- 
tation Enhancement Pro- 
gram, New York ............. 
City of Fort Worth Cor- 
ridor Redevelopment, 
"POX AS m 
City of Lincoln Antelope 
Valley Project Transpor- 
tation Improvements, 
Nebraska ........................ 
City of Lincoln South Belt- 
way, Nebraska ................ 
City of Nanticoke Parking 
and Economic Develop- 
ment Project, Pennsyl- 
Valla... iei codices redeas 
City of Omaha Widening/ 
Improvements to Q 
Street from 157th Street 
to 204th Street, Nebraska 
City of Poughkeepsie Wa- 
terfront Restoration, 
NOW YOK а наар 
City of Radcliff Public 
Walkway Improvements, 
Kentucky ...... ener 4 424 0 
City of Reading, Pennsyl- 
КЛИ КО НИ СЛ СУУЛУ 
City of Riverside, Grade 
Separations, California .. 
City of Somerville Urban 
Streetscape and Adaptive 
Reuse Plan, Massachu- 
веба а а ОТ 
City of St. Petersburg Bike 
Path, Florida .................. 
City of St. Petersburg, 
Gandy Boulevard Wid- 
ening, Florida ................. 
City of Sweetwater Trans- 
portation Improvements, 
Florida 2... eere dere 
City of Tampa, 40th Street 
Revitalization Project, 
IOV a ides RES 
City of Wyandotte Eureka 
Street Lighting, Michi- 
Бат л иза 
Clarke County Economic 
Development Initiative, 
Alabama заразан иу иу 
Classic Drive Access Road 
Hattiesburg, Mississippi 
Clay Street Reconstruc- 
tion, New Jersey ............. 
Clifton Corridor Urban 
Transit Link Study, 
GOOFPEl3. т.г оксида e eh «не 
Clinton Township  Hike/ 
Bike Pathway, Michigan 
Coalfields Expressway— 
McDowell and Wyoming 
Counties, West Virginia 
Cobblestone Landing Res- 
toration, Memphis, Ten- 
певвов или ынты баасы 


Amount 
200,000 
2,750,000 
1,000,000 
200,000 


1,000,000 


1,750,000 
500,000 


3,000,000 


500,000 


2,000,000 


2,000,000 
3,000,000 


500,000 


3,000,000 


750,000 


475,000 
500,000 
1,000,000 


1,000,000 


600,000 


4,000,000 


500,000 


3,000,000 


238,000 


750,000 
2,500,000 
500,000 


500,000 
500,000 


12,000,000 


1,000,000 


November 19, 2004 


Project Name 
Cole Street Bridge Re- 
placement, Rhode Island 
College of Southern Idaho 
Student Safety  Initia- 
tive, Idaho ...................... 
Coltsville Corridor Devel- 
opment, Connecticut ...... 
Columbia Pike Improve- 
ments, Virginia .............. 
Columbia Point South 
Road Improvements, 
Richland, Washington .... 
Connecting Road from the 
Higher Ed Center to I-64, 
West Virginia ................. 
Connector Road between 
the newly relocated 
State Route 1045 and 
Saint Vincent College, 
Latrobe, Pennsylvania ... 
Construct noise walls 
along 1-264 ad I-64 in the 
vicinity of the commu- 
nities of Avondale and 
St. Regis Park. ............... 
Construction of a Rail Cor- 
ridor in Wichita, Kansas 
Construction of access 
roads at Skiatook Lake, 
Oklahoma, зиз ано зди: 
Convention Center Turn- 
around, Massachusssets .. 
Cooley Road Interchange, 
OFGE OD эзлек Өзара к 
Council Bluffs East Belt- 
Ways; LOWS: „оона аа 
County Highway  81/200th 
St. Reconstruction, Min- 
пезоба аи АО 
County Highway GG from 
Mellen south to English 
Lake Road, Wisconsin .... 
County Road 17 Corridor, 
Indiana 6 eere 
Courthouse District Trans- 
portation Improvements, 
OLORON елисе ыма; 
Covina Station Under- 
crossing, California ........ 
Cox Road Bridge in Ander- 
son County, South Caro- 
IB. паљба ји ЕНЕ ТЕКТЕС 
CR 113—Big Ridge Road— 
Town of Ogden, New 
ЖоОғкоеза odis Ы и 
CR 251 Mill Road, NY 
Route 261 to North Ave- 
nue, New York ................ 
CR 486 Improvement 
PrOoje6GU. волосы abate 
Crooks Road Widening and 
Resurfacing, Michigan .... 


Cross Base Highway 
(Pierce County), Wash- 
пе Боасе rer erre uw 


Crystal Lake Mitigation 
Project, New Hampshire 
CSAH 24 Interchange at US 

52 in Cannon Falls, Min- 
ае ымыны ЫН 
CSX Bridge Enhancement, 
Gadsden, Alabama .......... 
Cuming Street Improve- 
ment Project, Nebraska 
Curry County Road Im- 
provements, New Mexico 
Dallas I-30 Replacement 
Bridge, Texas .................. 
Dekalb County School Bi- 

cycle апа Pedestrian 
Safety, Georgia .............. 
Des Moines Beach Park 
and North Marina En- 
trances Improvements, 
Washington .................... 


Amount 


300,000 


580,000 
3,000,000 
1,250,000 


1,000,000 


750,000 


2,000,000 


200,000 
4,000,000 


350,000 
1,000,000 
1,000,000 
3,500,000 


250,000 


700,000 
750,000 


5,000,000 
500,000 


300,000 


1,000,000 


2,000,000 
500,000 
360,000 


1,500,000 
1,000,000 


250,000 
500,000 
1,000,000 
2,350,000 
8,000,000 


500,000 


230,000 


November 19, 2004 


Project Name 
Des Moines East West Con- 
nector, Iowa ................... 
Des Moines Riverwalk, 
ТОМА rice sie ehe дык бін к 
Des Plaines, Illinois alley, 
sidewalk improvements, 
Illinois: лады лды ыы 
Detroit Center City Loop, 
Michigan ........................ 
Diamond Exchange at 
Perry Road and І-540, 
Rogers, Arkansas ........... 
Dismal Swamp Trail—City 
of Chesapeake, Virginia 
Dismal Swamp Trail, Vir- 
EInia. b oer bove eR 
Donald Lane/Industrial 
Park Road/Elton Road 
Improvement,  Pennsyl- 
Жала ынын иейин 
Douglas County Highway 
92 Relocation and Wid- 
ening, Georgia ................ 
Downtown pedestrian іп- 
frastructure, Ashland, 
Wisconsin ....................... 
Downtown  Revitalization 
Pleasant Street, Malden, 
Massachussets ................ 
Downtown Revitalization, 
Town of Clarkstown, New 


hog qu Каза ТИНУ 
Downtown Springfield 
Streetscape Improve- 
ments, Missouri .............. 
Downtown Streetscape 
Project, Russellville, 
ATA Dara. ем огња; 


Downtown Transportation 
Improvements, Indiana .. 


Downtown Wilkes-Barre 
Revitalization Project, 
Pennsylvania .................. 


Draper’s Corner Safety Im- 
provements—Claremont, 
New Hampshire .............. 

Dudley Road (Route 101) 
Templeton, 
Massachussets ................ 

Durant US 69/75 Rodeo 
Road Bridge Improve- 
ments, Oklahoma ........... 

Durham and Chatham 
Counties Greenway 
Project, North Carolina .. 

Duval Street and Truman 
Annex Improvements, 
EIOPIda. мены зынан Ыл 

Eagan Ring Road, Min- 
nesota ... 

Eason Bridge, Tupelo, Mis- 


SISSIDDL ЕТ ЕРТЕ ТИТЕЕНЕЕТТ 
East 7th St Corridor Im- 
provements Austin, 
TEXAS алаа аннан 


East Flagstaff Interchange, 
ATIZONG: хунн уз denie ioie 
East Milton Square Park- 
ing Deck, Massachusssets 
East Orange County Trail- 
way System, Florida ...... 
East Reed Road Conversion 
Project in Anderson, SC 
East Washington Avenue 


Reconstruction, Wis- 
CONSID yin. УОК угаљ: 
East-West Corridor, Ala- 
Балта и аутопуту нити 


Edgewood Road SW Via- 
duct, Cedar Rapids, Iowa 

Edgewood/Fairplains 
Street construction, Wal- 
nut Street Construction 
and Industrial Park 
Drive Resurfacing, 
Greenville, Michigan ...... 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


Amount 
5,000,000 
2,000,000 


1,000,000 
1,000,000 


4,000,000 


1,500,000 


250,000 


2,000,000 


1,000,000 


2,000,000 


2,000,000 


250,000 


250,000 


400,000 
1,500,000 


1,250,000 


750,000 


2,880,000 


700,000 


1,000,000 


500,000 
1,000,000 
1,000,000 


1,250,000 
300,000 
1,000,000 
500,000 
1,000,000 


1,000,000 
15,000,000 
250,000 


1,000,000 


Project Name 
Eleven Mile Road Recon- 
struction, Michigan ........ 
Elizabeth Avenue Redevel- 
opment, Charlotte, North 
Carolina: аса 
Eliot Avenue and BNSF 
Crossing Path Improve- 
ments, Seattle, Wash- 
TN STON осто ы по aped s 
Emergency Safety Еп- 
hancements for Water 
Taxis, Maryland ............. 
Emergency Services Ac- 
cess, Texas ...................... 
Enterprise South  Indus- 
trial Park Connector 
Road, New York ............. 
Essex Junction, VT Rede- 
velopment, Vermont ....... 
Expansion of the Interstate 
HWY 10, Crowley, Acadia 
Parish, Louisiana ........... 
Fairfax County Trail im- 
provements in Great 
Falls, Virginia ................ 
Fairmont Gateway Con- 
nector System, West Vir- 
атов НИНИ НИГИНИ 
Fayette County Business 
Park roads,  Pennsyl- 
NAI oce eerte ene eruat 
Fegenbush Lane, Kentucky 
Fiery Gizzard Trail, Ten- 
пезвее ............................. 
Fifth Street Connector 
Bridge Study, Georgia .... 
Fire Station Road Bridge 
in Anderson County, 
South Carolina ............... 
Fix Townline Road, Town 
of Huntington, New York 
Fix West Shore Road, 
Town of Huntington, 
New York ........................ 
FLL Airport Terminal 
Roadways, Florida .......... 
FM 1481 East Improvement 
Project in Cedar Park, 
Texas ... 
FM 60 University Drive 
Project, College Station, 
yu cr pc 
Fort Edward Industrial 
Park Entrance Design, 
New York omoare фино њи 
Fort Worth Peach Street 
Area Access Improve- 
ments, Texas .................. 
Four Lane Arterial Con- 
nector in Alachua Coun- 
by; Florii hs 
Fox Ridge Road, Cheyenne 
River Indian  Reserva- 
tion, South Dakota ........ 
Friant Corridor Improve- 
ments, California ............ 
Fulton Avenue/Lloyd Ex- 
pressway Project, Evans- 
ville, Indiana .................. 
Fulton County Highway 6, 
їнї Гез ЕУ ЛЕЛЕ ТОКЕ 
Fulton Road Bridge 
Project, Ohio, ................ 
Galena road resurfacing, 
Ааваа даанада аа 
Garden Parkway in Gaston 
and Mecklenburg Coun- 
ties, North Carolina ....... 
Gary Green Link Trail, In- 
атапатын 
Georgetown Pass, Ken- 
BUCKY «uer БЫЗ Ны 
Girl Scouts Golden Valley 
Council bridge project, 
California... avec 


Amount 


1,250,000 


500,000 


1,000,000 


250,000 
4,000,000 


2,500,000 
500,000 


600,000 


1,000,000 


6,000,000 


1,000,000 


1,000,000 


2,000,000 
2,000,000 


184,000 
300,000 


1,000,000 
500,000 


1,000,000 


1,000,000 


80,000 


1,750,000 


3,000,000 


2,500,000 
500,000 


4,000,000 
1,000,000 
2,000,000 
1,500,000 


1,000,000 
1,000,000 
1,000,000 


150,000 


Project Name 
Glacier National Park 
Going to the Sun Road, 
Montana ......................... 
Gladding Road Overcross, 
California 1:522 008097 
Grade Crossing Improve- 
ments at Ramona Boule- 
“ага, California .............. 
Grade separation, Union 
Pacific Rail Bypass at 
Union Junction, Colo- 
тайор ee ned 
Grand Avenue Rehabilita- 
tion Project, California .. 
Grand River Avenue, City 
of Novi, Michigan ........... 
Graycliff Public Access En- 
hancement, Erie County 
New York ........................ 
Greenville County Bridges, 
South Carolina ............... 
Greenways Expansion and 
Improvements Project, 
North Carolina ............... 
Hagatna River Flood Miti- 
gation Bridge Improve- 
ment, Guam .................... 
I Hancock Shaker Village 
Buffer and Trail System, 
Massachussets ................ 
Hanover County Planning 
Study, Virginia .............. 
Harden Street, South Caro- 
Ina: aveces Сту 
Harlingen/West Cameron 
County Rail Relocation, 
jM C EE 
Harrison County  Multi- 
Modal Freight Con- 
nector, Mississippi .......... 
Hartville Lake Township 
Traffic Congestion 
Study, Ohio .................... 
Haywood Road/ Ammuni- 
tion Plant Access, Okla- 
OMG) РЕГИОН асаа а 
Healdsburg Pedestrian and 
Bicycle Path, California 
Heartland Expressway, 
South Dakota ................. 
Henry County transpor- 


tation enhancements, 
Alabama ова 
Hidalgo County Loop, 


JA C MT 
High Bridge Rehabilitation 
Project, New York .......... 
High Line Project, New 
York City, New York ...... 
Highway 101 Corridor Wid- 
ening Project, California 
Highway 149 Overpass and 
Upgrade, Richland, Mis- 


BlSSIDDl-...e eire ebrei 
Highway 165 Rail Grade 
Separation Stuttgart, 
ATKAnSAS сиса e но 


Highway 20 between Fort 
Dodge and Moorland, 
IOWA улады E dee ede nen 

Highway 21, Jefferson 
County, Missouri ............ 

Highway 22 from Vicksburg 
to Canton, Mississippi .... 

Highway 25-US 84 Con- 
nector, Mississippi State 

Highway 289 in Grayson 
County, Texas ................ 

Highway 36/McKnight Road 
Interchange, Minnesota .. 

Highway 45 Bypass, Colum- 
bus, Mississippi .............. 

Highway 57, Jackson Coun- 
ty, Mississippi ................ 


24937 


Amount 


5,000,000 
350,000 


700,000 


500,000 
1,000,000 


500,000 


400,000 


1,750,000 
1,500,000 
500,000 


215,000 
100,000 
1,000,000 


2,800,000 
250,000 
1,000,000 


1,000,000 
1,250,000 


2,000,000 


200,000 
500,000 
1,000,000 
1,000,000 


1,000,000 
600,000 
1,000,000 


2,000,000 
500,000 
1,000,000 
1,350,000 
750,000 
750,000 
1,000,000 


750,000 


24938 


Project Name 
Highway М1: Louisiana 
State Line—Doddridge, 
Arkansas ........................ 
Highway 92 Study іп War- 
ren County, Iowa ............ 
Hillsborough County: I-4 
Crosstown Connector, 
Florida чыйыр beg 
Hively Avenue Underpass, 
City of Elkhart, Indiana 
Hoboken Waterfront Walk- 
way, New Jersey ............. 


Hoeven Corridor/Outer 
Drive Project, Sioux 
Су IOWA 4. eiae seseceoseet 


Holly Springs Road, 
DeSoto County, Mis- 
SisSlppl. ескіре 

Holmdel; road  improve- 
ments to reduce flooding, 
New Jersey ..................... 

Homer-Halibut Cove— 
Jakolof Bay—Seldovia 
Ferry, Alaska ................. 

Hooksett Highway Recon- 
struction and Upgrade, 
New Hampshire .............. 

Hoosier Heartland Cor- 
ridor, Indiana ................. 

Hoosier Heartland High- 
way, Miami and Hun- 
tington Counties, Indi- 
аасы ышына E 


Hopwood Village 
Streetscape Project, 
Pennsylvania .................. 


Huntsville Five Points Im- 
provement Project, Ala- 
PAMA ысулны кина aerea 

Huntsville Southern By- 
pass/BRAC Access, Ala- 
Баха кызынын тенка 

I-10 from Interchange of 
SR 90 to Ocotillo TI, Ari- 
PONG ДЫМЫДЫ: 

1-12 at Essen Lane, Baton 
Rouge, Louisiana ............ 

I-15 Reconstruction, Salt 
Lake County, Utah ......... 

І-15 (Falchion Road)/State 
Route 18 Interchange, 
California о voee 

I-210 and Highway 14 Inter- 
change, Lake Charles, 
Louisiana 

I-225 Alameda Bridge, Col- 
огадо. i.a pee IIR 

I-225 Yale Overpass, Colo- 
FadO side deste ree ИЕ 

I-225/Colfax/l7th Place 
Interchange, Colorado .... 

1–285 Reconstruction, Iowa 


1-25 Reconstruction 
through Colorado 
SPLINES) 5: esie er TES 


1-290 Cap, Oak Park, Illi- 
То ГИТАРИ ПТ ees 
1–295 Safety and Bridge Im- 
provements, Rhode Is- 
Јата ле лыы ЫДА; 
1-30 Bridge, Texas .............. 
1-35 East/I-635 Interchange, 
MOKA: ТЕРЕ КЕКЕСІН 
1-39 (STH 29/USH 51 Cor- 
ridor, Wausau), Wis- 
consin ...........2222 
1-40 Crosstown Project, 
Oklahoma ....................... 
I-40 Double Eagle II Air- 
port Access, Albu- 
querque, New Mexico ...... 
1-40 Oklahoma City Cross 
Town Expressway ........... 
1-40/1-240 Merge to Choc- 
taw Road in Choctaw, 
Oklahoma ..;..:5.2 5 4954 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


Amount 


750,000 
500,000 


2,500,000 
250,000 
1,000,000 


2,000,000 


1,650,000 


100,000 


6,000,000 


4,000,000 


1,000,000 


1,000,000 


600,000 


500,000 


2,000,000 


1,500,000 
1,500,000 
5,000,000 


3,000,000 


800,000 
1,000,000 

750,000 
2,000,000 
5,000,000 
1,688,000 
1,000,000 
5,000,000 
1,100,000 
1,500,000 


4,000,000 
1,000,000 


3,000,000 
35,000,000 


1,000,000 


Project Name 
1-405 Widening, California 
1-405 Widening, California 
1-44 Widening from Yale to 
the Arkansas River and 
1-44 198rd Interchange, 
Oklahoma ....................... 


SOUL ШО КОО ЕТСЕ СТ 
1-49 Extension South, Lou- 
TSIAIHA27 i ОКУЛУ 
15 Transportation and 


Trade Partnership 
Project, Southwest 
Washington .................... 


I-5, Salem, Oregon ............. 
І-5, Sorrento Valley Road 
and Genesee Avenue 
Interchange, California .. 
I-5/SR-482 Interchange 
Modernization, Long- 
view, Washington ........... 
I-530 (AR) Extension to I- 
20 (LA), Arkansas ........... 
I-540 and Perry Road Inter- 
change, Rogers, Arkan- 
CD CPU ES 
1-55 South Nissan Inter- 
change, Mississippi ......... 
I-565 Extension, westward 
from І-65 to Decatur, 
Alabama ......................... 
I-64 and Pocahontas Park- 
way Connector, Virginia 
I-65 Interchange Near 
County Road 222, 
Cullman, Alabama .......... 
I-66 Northern Bypass of 
Somerset, Kentucky ....... 
I-66 Pike County, Ken- 
асыу осты tore aS 
1-66 Somerset to London, 
Kentucky ........................ 
1-675 Corridor Improve- 
ments, Ohio .................... 
I-69 Access Project, Ham- 
ilton County, IN ............. 
1-69 Evansville to Hender- 
son, Indiana .................... 
1-69 Evansville to Indian- 
apolis, Southwestern, In- 
(ама xo и ба 
1-69, Louisiana Sections .... 
І-69, Texas ......................... 
І-69, Texas ............... a 
I-69/SR 304, Mississippi ...... 
I-70/State Highway 58 
Interchange Reconstruc- 
tion, Colorado ................. 
I-710 Corridor/Gerald 
Desmond Bridge Gateway 
Program, California ....... 
I-73 Interstate, from the 
North Carolina state line 
to Myrtle Beach, South 
Carolina ун 
I-73, South Carolina .......... 
I-75/ Austin Road Inter- 
change, Ohio ................... 
I-75 at Austin Pike Inter- 
change, Ohio ................... 
I-75 at Union Grove Rd/CR 
65 in Gordon County, 
Georgia ........................... 
I-75 Improvements in Pem- 
broke Pines, Florida ....... 
I-75 London, Kentucky ...... 
1-75, Mt. Zion Road Inter- 
change in Clayton Coun- 
ty, Georgia ..................... 
I-75/Austin Road Inter- 
change, Ohio ................... 
I-75/Baldwin Road, Michi- 


I-80 Colfax Narrows 
Project, Nevada .............. 


Amount 
1,000,000 
500,000 


4,000,000 
500,000 
1,000,000 


2,000,000 
2,000,000 


1,500,000 


2,000,000 
750,000 


1,696,000 
6,000,000 


3,000,000 
1,000,000 


2,000,000 
4,000,000 
1,000,000 
2,000,000 
2,000,000 
2,000,000 

500,000 

750,000 
5,000,000 
7,000,000 


1,000,000 
1,750,000 


250,000 


1,250,000 


1,000,000 
3,000,000 


1,000,000 
3,000,000 


1,000,000 
3,000,000 
1,000,000 
1,000,000 
1,000,000 

500,000 


1,000,000 


Project Name 
I-81 Improvements South 
of I-70 to North of Half- 
way Boulevard, Maryland 
1-81 Rebuild/Expansion, 
Pennsylvania .................. 
1-84, US-93 IC Stage 2, 
Twin Falls, Idaho ........... 
1-84, US-93 IC Stage 2, 
Twin Falls, Idaho ........... 
1-85 Widening in Rowan 
County, North Carolina .. 
I-85/Brockman-McClimon 
Interchange and connec- 
tions, South Carolina ..... 
I-87, Exit 11 and 12 Inter- 
change Improvements, 
NW YOPE: olet 
I-93 construction and miti- 
gation, New Hampshire .. 
I-95 Pearl Harbor Mem. 
Bridge Corridor, New 
Haven, Connecticut ........ 
I-95/8C-327 Interchange Im- 
provements, South Caro- 
ИРИС ТТТ 
I-95/West Virginia Drive 
Interchange .................... 
I-96/Latson Road, Michigan 
IH-30 at Collins (FM 157) 
and Center Streets, 
Техада 
Improve Montauk Highway 
from NY112 to СЕ101, 
New York ........................ 
Improvements along U.S. 
60 at Beargrass Creek, 
Kentucky ........................ 
Indianapolis Downtown 
Transportation Improve- 
ments, Indiana ............... 
Industrial Access Road for 
Industrial Park, Okla- 
OMA) и верио etii АУ 
Interchange and Freeway 
Improvements on US 65, 
MISSOUEI- шына отисне 
Interchange at І-65 and 
Limestone County Road, 
Alabama 242 ы Мыне ине 
Interchange Improvements 
on US 60, Missouri .......... 
Interchange/Overpass at K- 
10 and Lone Elm Road, 
KANSAS: сати сто тығады 


Intercounty Connector, 
Maryland: ыу оо». 
Intersection Reconstruc- 
tion, Winter Park, Flor- 
o M КЫ eaves 
Interstate 10/Tippecanoe 


Interchange, California .. 
Interstate 35 East Expan- 
Slon, TEXAS’ сомаға 
Interstate 49 North, Lou- 
isian aiie однак адн 
Interstate 5 Interchange at 
Coburg Environmental 
Study, Preliminary Engi- 
neering and Construc- 
tion, Oregon ................... 
Interstate 5 State Route 78 


Interchange Improve- 
Inent arataa Ea EAER KARANA 
Interstate 69—State of 
Tennessee ....................... 
Interstate 69: SIU 15, Lou- 
181@йа осыла аты C 
Jamestown 2007—fed lands, 
Meca 


Jefferson Road in Monroe 
County, New York .......... 
Jenny Lind Road, Fort 
Smith, Arkansas ............ 
Johnson Ferry Road/Aber- 
nathy greenspace, Geor- 
£18, ылады А Ы ЫМЫЗ 


November 19, 2004 


Amount 


1,000,000 
5,000,000 
1,000,000 
1,000,000 
2,000,000 


3,000,000 


2,000,000 
750,000 


2,000,000 


1,500,000 


750,000 


1,000,000 


500,000 


1,000,000 


300,000 


4,000,000 


200,000 


500,000 


1,000,000 
3,000,000 


2,000,000 
800,000 


500,000 
5,000,000 
1,000,000 
1,000,000 


3,000,000 


500,000 
4,000,000 
1,000,000 
3,000,000 

500,000 
2,000,000 


1,000,000 


November 19, 2004 


Project Name 
Johnson, VT/VT Route 15 
Redevelopment, Vermont 
K Street off-ramp, Tulare, 
California ....................... 
K-68 Intersection Improve- 
ment Project, Kansas ..... 
Kansas-Garrett Connector, 
Louisiana. eiecit 
Kapolei City Congestion 
Mitigation, Hawaii ......... 
Kauai Multi-Modal Land 
Transportation System 
Study, Hawai .................. 
KBS Railroad 
Elimination, Kankakee 
County, Illinois .............. 
Kearney I-80/Cherry Ave- 
nue Interchange and East 
Bypass, Nebraska ........... 
Kenai Peninsula Borough 
roads, Alaska .................. 


Kendall Square Urban 
Streetscape & Pedestrian 
Improvements, Massa- 
chusetts .......................... 


ALAS ка 
King Coal Highway—Mingo 
County, West Virginia .... 
King Street and Spring 
Cannon Corridor Rede- 
velopment in Charleston, 


King-Graves Road Im- 
provements for YARS, 
Vienna, Ohio ................... 

Kirby Drive Project, City 
of Pearland, Texas .......... 

Kotzebue road improve- 
ments, Alaska ................ 

LA 28 Expansion, Rapides 
and Vernon  Parishes, 
Louisiana. ice 

La Entrada al Pacifico 
Feasibility Study, Texas 

La Entrada al Pacifico, 
Joc pc 

La Entrada Southern 
Route Study, Texas ........ 

LA-1, Port Fourchon to 
Golden Meadow,  Lou- 
ASTANA: usine eoo eres 

Lahaina Town Drainage 
Improvements, Hawaii ... 

Land acquisition for pedes- 
trian trail over George 
Washington Memorial 
јао ба әниле ere 

LaPorte Highway Improve- 
ment Project, Indiana .... 

Lee Highway Improve- 
ments, Fairfax City, Vir- 
PUNTA) окуйлу E Баз! 

Lewis & Clark Expressway, 
Missouri ............. 

Lewis and Clark Express- 
way, Missouri ................. 

Lewis and Clark Legacy 
Trail, North Dakota ....... 

Lexington Connector 
Study, South Carolina .... 

Lincoln Boulevard Im- 
provement Project, Cali- 
Тота eere de dee 

Lincoln Bypass .................. 

Lincoln Park Street Im- 
provements, Michigan .... 

Little Eagle and Wakpala 
Streets on Standing 
Rock Indian Reservation, 
South Dakota ................. 

Livernois Road Widening 
and Improvement, Michi- 
BOITE еды ыы tavi eoo OPES 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


Amount 
2,000,000 
1,000,000 

400,000 

500,000 
4,000,000 


800,000 


300,000 


1,120,000 
500,000 


750,000 
500,000 


15,000,000 


1,000,000 


1,000,000 
2,800,000 


1,500,000 


2,000,000 
500,000 
2,000,000 


500,000 


5,000,000 


4,000,000 


1,000,000 


250,000 


500,000 
500,000 
1,000,000 
1,000,000 
600,000 
600,000 
1,000,000 


1,000,000 


1,000,000 


1,000,000 


Project Name 
Lloyd Expressway Up- 
grade, Evansville, Indi- 


Lone Elm Road, Kansas .. 
Los Lunas Corridor/Loca- 
tion Study, New Mexico 
Louisville Medical Canter 
Development Corpora- 
tion Project, Kentucky .. 
Louisville Waterfront Park 


Path Improvements, 
Kentucky ........................ 
Lowell, Massachusetts 


Canalway, Massachusetts 
Lycoming Valley Bridge, 
Pennsylvania .................. 
Lyndale Avenue Bridge, 
Richfield, Minnesota ...... 
MacArthur Boulevard Ex- 
tension, Springfield, Illi- 
MOIS: Pn 
MacArthur Boulevard wid- 
ening, drainage, and re- 
surfacing improvements 
from NW 50th to NW 
60th, Warr Acres, OK ...... 
Mack Hatcher Parkway, 
West, Tennessee ............. 
Main Street Corridor Inter- 
modal Facility, Texas .... 
Main Street Corridor Revi- 
talization, Texas ............ 
Maple Avenue Improve- 
ment Project, Vienna, 


Maple Road, City of Walled 
Lake, Michigan .............. 
Maritime Domain Aware- 
ness Pilot Project, Wash- 
ington 
Maritime 
Association, 


Columbia 
River, Washington .......... 


Marquette Interchange, 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin .... 
Maspeth Chamber of Com- 
merce’s Truck Traffic 
Impact, New York .......... 
Matanuska Susitna Bor- 
ough Pt. McKenzie road 
improvements, Alaska .... 
McCaslin/U.S. 36 Inter- 
change, Colorado ............ 
McClellan Road Bridge in 
Anderson County, South 
Carolina изиш кышны ы; 
McGregor Road Neighbor- 
hood Trails, Waco, Texas 
McHenry County/Crystal 
Lake Road, Illinois ......... 
MD 404, Double Hills Road 
to Sennett Road, Mary- 
land pM 
MD 404, Maryland .............. 
Memorial Boulevard, Pica- 
yune, Mississippi ............ 
Memorial Bridge Plaza, 
North Dakota ................. 
Memorial Park II Develop- 
ment апа Intersection 
Improvements, Massa- 
CHUSOUUS: em 
Mesa del Sol, New Mexico 
Midwest City  Hudiburg 
Drive Improvements, 
Oklahoma ....................... 
Mills Industrial Park, Ohio 
Milwaukee Avenue, Grand 
to Gale, Chicago, Illinois 
MLK Jr. Parkway, Des 
Moines, Iowa .................. 
Mohawk Trail East Cor- 
ridor Management Plan, 
Massachusetts ................ 


Amount 


2,000,000 
4,750,000 
500,000 


500,000 


3,500,000 

500,000 
1,000,000 
2,500,000 


500,000 


1,000,000 
1,000,000 
500,000 
750,000 


250,000 
500,000 


1,100,000 


500,000 
5,000,000 


250,000 


6,000,000 
500,000 


248,000 
2,000,000 
1,000,000 
2,000,000 
1,000,000 
1,350,000 
1,000,000 


500,000 
1,250,000 


500,000 
4,000,000 
1,250,000 


2,000,000 


125,000 


Project Name 
Mohawk Trail Scenic 
Byway Historic Preserva- 
tion, Massachusetts ........ 
Mon Wharf Landing recon- 
struction, Pennsylvania 
Montana/Davis Road, Kan- 
Sa. ЕТЕТІН ТТІ ТІН 
Monterey Bay Sanctuary 
Scenic Trail, California .. 
Monticello/White County 
6th Street West Shafer 
Drive, Indiana ................ 
Morrison Road Corridor, 
Delaware County, Indi- 
апасы аа аны ЫДЫ 
Morton Business Develop- 
ment Park ...................... 
Mount Lebanon Shaker 
Heritage Center Project, 
New York ........................ 
MS 49-MS 7 Connector 
Road, Greenwood, Mis- 
ЕМЕН) өл ЕК ener rigen 
MSU Research, Tech- 
nology, and Economic 
Development Park, Mis- 


SISSIDDl. осынын 
Mt. Sinai Queens, Patient 
Access Development 


Project, New York .......... 
Mt. Vernon Highway/Old 
Mil Road reconstruc- 
tion, Virginia ................. 
Mt. Washington Road, 
Cedar Creek Road, and 
Beulah, Kentucky ........... 
Muhlneberg Township 
Route 222 Corridore Ini- 
tiative, Pennsylvania ..... 
Multi Use Recreational 
Trail in Plantation, Flor- 
БЕЧКЕК 
N. Indiana Commuter 
Transportation District, 
South Shore Commuter 
FRAIL gins еру tances андалық 
N. Memphis Street District 
Redevelopment and Revi- 
talization, Mississippi .... 
N.W. Lincoln County Re- 
gional P.D.A. Industrial 
Park Transportation Im- 
provements, Washington 
N5063 on the Navajo Na- 
tion, Utah ....................... 
Nash Road Extension, Mis- 
SOULL idee e eere ren peut 
Nassau County, NY HUB ... 
Native American Cultural 
Center аи о тео ғы 
Neuse River Park Green- 
Way Projects, North 
CaPOMNG садака gno 
New Bedford rail infra- 
Structure improvements, 
New Bedford, Massachu- 
[oir D 
Newberg Dundee Transpor- 
tation Improvements 
Project, Oregon .............. 
Newberg-Dundee Transpor- 
tation Improvement 
Project, Oregon .............. 
Newtown Pike Extension, 
Kentucky ........................ 
Niobrara Scenic River Cor- 
ridor Roads, Nebraska .... 
Noble Creek Bridge, Beau- 
mont, California ............. 
Nome Roads, Alaska . 
Nonconnah,Tennessee 
Norfolk West, Nebraska .... 
North Augusta Riverfront 
Road Extensions, South 
Carolinay scere eere тен» 


24989 


Amount 


140,000 
500,000 
500,000 
400,000 


1,000,000 


500,000 
1,200,000 


600,000 


1,500,000 


2,500,000 
750,000 
1,000,000 
1,000,000 
350,000 


500,000 


1,500,000 


750,000 


170,000 
350,000 


1,000,000 
1,500,000 


3,000,000 


400,000 


1,000,000 
1,000,000 


1,250,000 
2,000,000 
3,000,000 
3,000,000 
1,000,000 


500,000 
2,000,000 


1,000,000 


24940 


Project Name 
North B Street Intersec- 
tion in Pickens County, 
South Carolina ............... 
North Coast Harbor Im- 
provements Dock and 
Bridge, Ohio ................... 
North Conway Village 
Streetscape Project, New 
Hampshire ...................... 
North Delaware River 
Road, Pennsylvania ........ 
North Main Street Im- 
provement, Columbia, 
South Carolina ............... 
North Second Street Cor- 
ridor Phase I Upgrade, 
Tennessee ....................... 
North Sinatra Drive, New 
Јекаву jp дее тын 
North Sinatra Drive, New 
Јетаву 5.0994 9 Edo edd 
Northeast 23rd Street be- 
tween Lincoln and I-85, 
Oklahoma City, Okla- 
OMA. БАҒА о onte eost ee 
Northeast Arkansas Con- 
nector: relocation of 
Па АДИ ИРАКА trente ctun 
Northeast Parkway, El 
Раво, Техав: поље gia 
Northern Corridor, St. 
George, Utah .................. 
Northside Drive Corridor, 
Clinton, Mississippi ........ 
North-South Highway, Ala- 
Баха анаа катане 
Notasulga Bridge Replace- 
ment, Macon, Alabama ... 
Noxubee National Wildlife 
Refuge, Mississippi ......... 
Oak Beach Park Transpor- 
tation Improvements, 
NOW? Y OrE- ыза ры 


BEI ТИЕКТЕР 
Oglala, SD, Pedestrian/Bi- 
Oy Cle Trail. eter 
Ohio River Levee Trail— 
Phase II-B, Kentucky ..... 
Ohio River Levee Trail— 
Phase III, Kentucky ....... 
Oklahoma Medical  Re- 
Search Foundation .......... 
Oklahoma University 
Health Sciences Center .. 
Olana State Historic Site, 
New York ........................ 
Old Fannin Road Improve- 
ment Project, Comple- 
tion of phase II ............... 
Old Highway 471 Improve- 
ments, Rankin County, 


Mississippi ...................... 
Olmstead Trail, Phase I, 
Kentucky ........................ 
Onondaga Creek 
Streetscape Improve- 


ment Project, New York 
Orangeburg Railroad Re- 
alignment, South Caro- 
ТРАКТОР МАКЕТІ 
Otay Mesa/SR 905 Improve- 
ments, California ............ 
Owensboro Riverfront De- 
velopment Project, Ken- 
tucky .... 
Oxford, Mississippi Toby 
Tubby Parkway .............. 
РА 706 Bradford County, 
Pennsylvania .................. 
Pacoima Wash Mountain 
Bikeway, California ........ 
Pearl-Richland Intermodal 
Connector, Mississippi .... 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


Amount 


250,000 


500,000 


1,000,000 


1,250,000 


1,500,000 


3,000,000 
700,000 


1,500,000 


250,000 


5,000,000 
1,000,000 
1,000,000 
2,000,000 
1,000,000 

350,000 


1,300,000 


500,000 
1,500,000 
230,000 
60,000 
200,000 
1,000,000 
1,000,000 


2,000,000 


500,000 


2,750,000 


200,000 


2,000,000 


750,000 


2,000,000 


5,000,000 

350,000 
1,000,000 
1,000,000 


2,750,000 


Project Name 
Pennsylvania Turnpike—I- 
95 Interchange, Pennsyl- 
NEL 
Phalen Boulevard, St. 
Paul, Minnesota ............. 
Pharr International Bridge 
Improvements, Texas ..... 
Pinellas County Mobility 
Initiative, Florida .......... 
Pinellas County Trail, 
Florida 3241.45: 5. 50x eo 
Pinkham Notch Pedestrian 
Safety, New Hampshire .. 
Pinkham's Notch Foot 
Bridge, New Hampshire .. 
Planning, location, envi- 
ronmental work, PE for 
US Highway 20 
Woodbury, Ida and Sac, 
Тоа ДЫН ЫР СҮГҮ 
Platte County, Missouri 
Route 152, Missouri ........ 
Plough Boulevard Inter- 
change at Winchester 
Boulevard, Tennessee ..... 
Pompton Lakes Downtown 
Streetscape ..................... 
Port Huron Grade Separa- 
tion, Michigan ................ 
Port of Brookings Harbor, 
Boardwalk Expansion, 
Отебонмцаялийынана нар 
Port of Oakland, California 
Inter-Regional Inter- 
modal System ................. 
Port of Ridgefield Grade 
Crossing Project, Wash- 
Metom ыма рем erede 
Port of Vancouver Fruit 
Valley Bypass/26th Ave- 
nue Extension, Wash- 
зат в АЖИ ры УЬ 
Portage County/grade sepa- 
ration on City Highway J 
South of Highway 10 ....... 
Ports-to-Plains Del Rio, 
Uu DC TEES 


Техав S 
Ports-to-Plains, Texas 
Prattville Park and Creek 

Walk, Alabama ............... 
Project Design for Im- 

provements to Refugio 

Road, California ............. 
Prospect Bridge, Houma, 

Louisiana ....................... 
Providence Infrastructure 

and Streetscape Improve- 

ments, Rhode Island ....... 
Pyramid Highway Cor- 
ridor, Nevada .................. 
Queens Plaza Rebuilding 

Project, Queens, New 

XOPE 14 ett ux 
Quinnipiac River Linear 

Trail, Connecticut .......... 
R Street Development 

Project, California .......... 
Rail Access Corridor En- 

hancements—Reno,  Ne- 

МАДА натый istae арбаға: 
Railroad bridge project, 

Mannford, Oklahoma ...... 
Railroad Relocation 

Project, Colorado ........... 
Rails to Trails and Florida 

Street Revitalization 

Program, West Virginia 
Re-align Day Street, Wis- 

GODS ИЕЛЕНЕ ЕТТІҢ 
Rebuilding of I-25/Broad- 

way and Alameda Inter- 

changes, Colorado ........... 


Amount 


2,500,000 
5,000,000 
1,000,000 
3,000,000 
5,000,000 

150,000 


150,000 


2,000,000 


2,000,000 


500,000 
650,000 


500,000 


225,000 


1,000,000 


1,000,000 


1,000,000 


2,000,000 
1,000,000 


2,000,000 
2,000,000 


300,000 


360,000 


500,000 


426,000 


6,000,000 


1,000,000 
500,000 


1,500,000 


1,000,000 
750,000 
2,000,000 


800,000 
350,000 


3,300,000 


Project Name 
Reconstruct West Main 
Street in Waterbury, 
Connecticut .................... 
Reconstruction and addi- 
tionallanes to SH 9 from 
Tecumseh to Seminole, 
ЮК dE EET 
Reconstruction and Capac- 
ity Addition to US 270 
from Seminole to 
Wewoka, Oklahoma ........ 
Reconstruction of llth Av- 
enue East, Ashland, Wis- 
CONSID, спин residui antes 
Reconstruction of Beaser 
Avenue, Ashland, Wis- 
өн ЕЛЕК err Шен e 
Reconstruction of Fulton 
Street in Cypress Hills, 
NOW! YORK i ic аный eee ege 
Reconstruction of K-99 in 
Elk/Greenwood County, 
KANSAS а.н 
Reconstruction of Kick- 
apoo Road in Shawnee, 
OK from І-40 to Wol- 
verine Road .................... 
Reconstruction of Kick- 
apoo Road in Shawnee, 
OK from McArthur Road 
South to Farrell Street 
in Shawnee ..................... 
Reconstruction of Old 
Nichols Road, 
Smithtown, New York .... 
Reconstruction of the I-80 
and Sierra College Boule- 
vard, California .............. 
Reconstruction/widening of 
West Main St. Water- 
bury, Connecticut ........... 
Reconstruct Washington 
Street and Park Street 
and their pedestrian 
pathways and replace 
Subsurface infrastruc- 
ture, Tecumseh, OK ........ 
Recontruction and lane ex- 
tension of the 10th Street 
bridge over Interstate 40 
in Yukon, OK .................. 
Regatta Park: Harlem 
River Access, Bronx 
County, New York .......... 
Rehabilitation and Recon- 
struction of AA, Wis- 
GOTISID Л c ыма ықы 
Replacement of the Indian 
Meridian Bridge over 
Choctaw Creek in Choc- 
Caw OR солод а Құлы? 
Right-of-Way Purchase for 
Highway 289 between 
Highway 56 and ЕМ 120... 
Rio Salado Parkway, Ari- 
попа лара адаса еды 
Rivanna Greenbelt Exten- 
sion, Virginia ................. 
River Des Peres Greenway, 
Мізе0блтізы ыра: 
Riverside Avenue Exten- 
sion, Spokane,  Wash- 
INGTON: as қазы ОН esc rue 
Riverside Road Expansion 
to Highway 169, St. Jo- 
sephs, Missouri ............... 
Riverwalk Bridge Spit 
Connection, Town of Ju- 
piter, Florida .................. 
Roanoke River Greenway, 
УРИА ene Rai 
Roaring Springs Retaining 
Wall, Pennsylvania ......... 
Rolling Mill Hill Greenway 
Extension, Tennessee ..... 


November 19, 2004 


Amount 


250,000 


1,000,000 


750,000 


1,600,000 


1,500,000 


1,000,000 


1,000,000 


750,000 


1,000,000 


1,000,000 


1,500,000 


500,000 


200,000 


250,000 


700,000 


340,000 


100,000 


750,000 
2,500,000 
30,000 
500,000 


3,000,000 


9,600,000 


500,000 
500,000 
200,000 
1,500,000 


November 19, 2004 


Project Name 
Ronald Reagan Parkway, 
Indiana... uere 
Rose Crossing  Enhance- 
ment in Roane County, 
ТЫЗ ЖҮКТЕУ ces 
Route 8, Venango County, 
Pennsylvania .................. 
Route 10—Logan County, 
West Virginia ................. 
Route 104/Dominion Boule- 
vard, Chesapeake, Vir- 
Elia сынамы лғ ы а 
Route 106 Underpass Reha- 
bilitation, Massachussets 
Route 112 Corridor Man- 
agement Plan ................. 
Route 12 Upgrade, New 
ЖОТЕ 56,05 и дік sate 
Route 132 Connection 
Project Study Report, 
Californias. пева 0 ined 
Route 15 Safety Improve- 
ments, Virginia .............. 
Route 152 Safety Improve- 
ments, Santa Clara 
County, California .......... 
Route 168, Southwick, 
Massachussets ................ 
Route 178 Relocation, 
Phase II Engineering, Il- 
lingis dari зрео он Теја 
Route 22 Sustainable Cor- 
ridor, Somerset County, 
New Jersey ..................... 
Route 24/Route 27 Recon- 
figuration Brockton, 
Massachusssets ............... 
Route 262—Warren  Ave- 
1880 Grade Separation 
Phase 1B, California ....... 
Route 45 in Cumberland 
County, Virginia ............ 
Route 5, West Springfield, 
Massachussets ................ 
Route 50 traffic calming 
Loudoun and Fauquier, 
Мате и Та бара сени фис тен 
Route 7 Widening, Reston 
Parkway to Dulles Toll 
Road, Virginia ................ 
Route 79 Relocation/Harbor 
Enhancement Fall River, 
Massachussets ................ 
Route 8 Improvements, 
State Project 36-17, Con- 
neoticub. ызына а 
Route 9 improvements, 
Мако ита ЕКЕМ ООС КИЕ ы 
Rt. 60, Howell County, Mis- 
SOUPE ИОК КУ ТООККО 
Rutherford Avenue, Bos- 
ton, Massachusetts ......... 
S-236 Claggett Hill Road 
Construction/Lewis & 
Clark Ferry Boat Facili- 
ties, Montana ................. 
Saddle Road Realignment, 
Нама ићи арра 
Safe Sidewalk Route 
Project, Oregon .............. 
Salem City Rail Yard Re- 
Investment, New Jersey 


Salishan Revitalization 
Project, Tacoma, Wash- 
оО errari rro 


San Juan County Bridge 
#5722  Redecking, New 
Мехісо а байи ден 

SCAG, California ............... 

Seaview Avenue Corridor, 
Connecticut .................... 

Second Avenue Subway, 
NOW ОЕ: 

Second Street Extension, 
Los Angeles, California .. 
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Amount 


850,000 


1,000,000 
1,000,000 
15,000,000 


1,000,000 
2,000,000 

175,000 
7,000,000 


400,000 
1,000,000 


1,000,000 
960,000 


1,000,000 


3,000,000 


1,000,000 


1,250,000 
1,000,000 
4,800,000 


3,000,000 


1,000,000 


1,500,000 


1,500,000 
1,000,000 
3,000,000 
1,500,000 


2,200,000 
5,000,000 
500,000 
500,000 


1,800,000 
1,000,000 
1,000,000 

500,000 


2,500,000 
200,000 


Project Name 
Second Street Transit Pe- 
destrian Corridor, Ft. 
Lauderdale, FL ............... 
Seward highway rec- 
reational improvements, 
Alaska зуры кад tees 
SH412P Construction, 
Oklahoma ....................... 
Sheldon Road SR 99 Inter- 
change Project, Cali- 
И бојни ар Ee ЗВАНИ i 
Sheridan Road improve- 
ments, Evanston, Illinois 
Ship Creek Improvements, 
АЛавКахуы омы Атау 
Shoreline Interurban Trail, 
Washington .................... 
Short Haul Intermodal 
Pilot Project, Quincy, 
Washington .................... 
Sidewalks near Ford 
Heights, Illinois .............. 
Skagit Valley Hospital Ac- 
cess Improvements, 
Washington .................... 
Skagit Valley Hospital 
Transportation Access, 
Mount Vernon, Wash- 
ingbon.4..35 e а былды 
Smithfield Street Bridge 
ramp, Pennsylvania ........ 
Somerset Downtown Revi- 
talization Project, Ken- 
Басу алсан тала қып 
South Lake Union Circula- 
tion System, Seattle, 
Washington .................... 
South Valley Connector 
Project, Idaho ................. 
Southcenter Parkway Ex- 
tension, Tukwila, Wash- 
По фон ep 
Southern Broadway Exten- 
sion Improvements, Ed- 
mond and Oklahoma 
City, Oklahoma .............. 
Southern Kentucky Inter- 
modal Park, Kentucky ... 
Spaulding Turnpike/Little 
Bay Bridges, New Hamp- 
aha дук даа ағар 
Spring Street Industrial 
Access Road, Fulton, 


Mississippi ...................... 
SR 167 HOV and SW 27th 
Strander Boulevard, 
Washington .................... 


SR 23 Extension, Florida ... 
SR 543/I-5 to International 
Boundary, Washington ... 
SR 601-Canal Road Con- 
nector in Gulfport, Mis- 
SISSIDDL ЖР РК ОГЛУ" 
SR 67 and SR 605 from I-110 
to US 49, Mississippi ....... 
SR 67 and SR 605 paving 
and interchange, Mis- 
ӨӨсірріды салты ees 
SR-14 Pedestrian Bridge, 
Vancouver, Washington .. 
SR-14, Wastewater Col- 
lector Main  Truckline 
Project, White Salmon, 
Washington .................... 
SR-240 Sound Wall & Irri- 
gation Main Relocation, 
Richland, Washington .... 
SR240 Sound Wall, Rich- 
land, Washington ............ 
SR-509/SR-518 Interchange/ 
Intersection Redevelop- 
ment, Burien, Washngton 
SR-56/I-5 Northbound Wid- 
ening, San Diego, Cali- 
Тота pre ыан ЫН 


Amount 


1,500,000 


2,000,000 
400,000 


1,000,000 
500,000 
2,000,000 
500,000 


1,000,000 
200,000 


1,000,000 


1,000,000 


1,000,000 


1,000,000 


1,000,000 
3,000,000 


1,000,000 


2,000,000 


1,000,000 


5,500,000 


2,000,000 


750,000 


1,000,000 


634,000 


2,000,000 
2,000,000 


1,250,000 


1,500,000 


750,000 


1,000,000 
1,000,000 


1,500,000 


3,000,000 


Project Name 
St. Joseph Regional Port 
Authority, Missouri ....... 
St. Mary’s College of Mary- 
land Pedestrian Over- 
pass, Maryland ............... 
Stafford County Airport 
Improvement, Virginia ... 
State Highway 11 Bur- 
lington, Wisconsin .......... 
State Highway 176, New 
МӘхісов;хкайлоска деледі» 
State Highway 32 7th Ave- 
Sheridan Road, Kenosha, 
Wisconsin ....................... 
State Hwy 6 expansion in 
Brazos Co., Texas ........... 
State Road 1746/Southeast 
Rome Bypass, Georgia .... 
State Road 292 Realign- 
ment, Georgia ................. 
State Route 101 Cum- 
berland County, Ten- 
певвее ............................. 
State Route 30/981 Upgrade 
Project, Pennsylvania .... 
State Route 67, Mapleview 
to Dye Road SR52 Е, 
California... ыма ара» 
State Route 71/Mission 
Boulevard Congestion 
Reduction, California ..... 
State Route 76, California 
State Route 905, California 
State Street Corridor Re- 
development Project, 
Massachussets ................ 
State University Transpor- 
tation Center, South 
Сато та ee айналу 
STH 32, 7th Avenue, Sheri- 
dan Rd., Kenosha, Wis- 
CONSID ТРК ыйды 
STH 77, West County Line- 
CTH I, Washburn County, 
Wisconsin ....................... 
STH29 (CTH У Inter- 
change, Hatley), Wis- 
сова тен дуасы edoceri 
Street improvements and 
streetlights, Lynwood, П- 
појава авио 
Street Improvements, 
Bartonville, Illinois ........ 
Street Improvements, Gar- 
dena, California .............. 
Street Improvements, Vil- 
lage of Armington, Illi- 
DÓ18: какаа tes te eewntes 
Street Repaving in 
Williston Park, New 
YOTE T e АСЫМ АЎ 
Street Route 17 Congestion 
Engineering and Im- 
provement, New Jersey .. 
Street Surfacing in Town 
of Boley, Oklahoma ........ 
Streetlights and salt dome 
for Markham, Illinois ..... 
Streetscape and sidewalk 
improvements, Midfield, 
Alabama. ......................... 
Streetscape Improvements 
in Cherryland/Ashland, 
Са огија аи јин 
Tacoma Rail Train to the 
Mountain Project, Wash- 
INGGON: а сооро 
Talladega County Scenic 
Forrest Road 600-2, Ala- 
DAMA СЕНЕР ЛЕКЕТ КЕТЕ 
Tamarac Courtyard, Flor- 
ida. сама ДАМЫ ТҮҮЛҮН 
Tarpon Springs Commu- 
nity Redevelopment, 
Florida estre a 


24941 


Amount 


1,000,000 


1,000,000 
500,000 
900,000 

1,500,000 


800,000 
2,000,000 
1,000,000 
2,000,000 


1,000,000 
500,000 


500,000 


1,250,000 
1,000,000 
1,000,000 


1,000,000 
3,000,000 
3,000,000 
2,000,000 
2,000,000 


150,000 
500,000 
500,000 


500,000 
1,000,000 


2,000,000 
200,000 
300,000 


300,000 
1,250,000 
2,500,000 


500,000 
300,000 


500,000 


24942 


Project Name 
Tenth Street Menominee, 
Michigan ........................ 
Terminal Access Road 
Right-of-Way 
tion, Missouri ................. 
ТН10, City of Anoka, Min- 
DONON асаан мед аны 
TH23 bypass of Paynes- 
ville, Minnesota .............. 
The Hamilton Avenue/US 
127 At 1-275 Improve- 
ment, Ohio ...................... 
'The Maine Medical Center 
Third Bridge, Salem, Or- 
ео ДЕТТЕ ТТІ ТІЛІҢ 
Thomas Cole National His- 
toric Site, New York ...... 
Thompson Road Widening, 
Pike County, Kentucky .. 
Tienken Road Widening, 
Michigan... 2 rn 
Tier One Environmental 
Impact Study—North 
Country Transportation 
Study, New York ............ 
Tillamook Railroad Tunnel 


#25, Oregon ..................... 
Tiverton Stone Bridge 
Abutment Repairs, 


Rhode Island ................... 
Toledo Downtown Water- 
front Redevelopment, 
DEG: Lio Aud t eee ra 
Town of Tribbey Road Im- 
provements, Oklahoma ... 
Town of Windermere, traf- 
fic calming, Florida ........ 
Traffic Calming in the City 
of Riviera Beach, Florida 
Trailways Station Revital- 
ization and Visitors Cen- 
ter, Georgia .................... 
'Train-to-Mountain, WA ..... 
Transport 2020, Madison, 


Transportation Project at 
the University of Arizona 
Science Center at Rio 
Nuevo, Arizona ............... 

Transportation Technology 
Center, Auburn Univer- 
sity, Alabama ................. 

Trenton Channel Bridge, 
Michigan... unie 

Trinity River Vision 
Neighborhood Linkage, 
JN CM 

Trotwood Center City 
Roundabout, Ohio ........... 

Trunk Highway 241, St. Mi- 
chael, Minnesota ............ 

Trunk Highway 610/10, Min- 
певоба кљуна а өк бақы 


nesota ............................. 
Turquoise Trail Project 
(BIA 4), Arizona .............. 
Tuscaloosa Downtown Re- 
vitalization, Alabama .... 
Twin Peaks Road Corridor, 
Атітоһа ees epo d 
US 19 Right Turn Lanes in 
Pasco County, Florida .... 
US 41/1-176 Interchange Im- 
provement Phase 1 study, 
ОВ КОРООГО 
S 412 Mountain Home to 
Hwy. 101, Arkansas ......... 
S 412 Paragould to Big 
Slough Ditch, Arkansas 
S 63 in Waterloo improve- 
ment, Iowa ..................... 
S Highway 52/CSAH 42 
Interchange, Minnesota .. 


c се, d 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


Amount 


500,000 


1,000,000 
500,000 
3,000,000 
500,000 
1,000,000 
750,000 
50,000 
1,000,000 


1,200,000 


1,000,000 


500,000 


375,000 


1,250,000 
200,000 
250,000 
500,000 

1,000,000 

1,250,000 


500,000 


500,000 


35,000,000 
1,200,000 


500,000 
1,000,000 
2,000,000 
1,000,000 
2,000,000 
1,000,000 

10,000,000 
4,500,000 


1,000,000 


800,000 
2,000,000 
1,000,000 
2,500,000 


250,000 


Project Name 
US Highway 101 Improve- 
ment Program, Cali- 
fOrnia га ыр кек ДА 
US Highway 12 Upgrade, 
Burbank to Walla Walla, 
Washington .................... 
US Highway 14 Corridor 
Expansion, Minnesota .... 
US Highway 287, Wyoming 
US Highway 287, Wyoming 
US Highway 41A Hopkins 
County, Kentucky .......... 
US Highway 52 in Olmsted 
County, Minnesota ......... 
US Highway 54 Expressway 
Design Study, Missouri .. 
US Highway 6 improve- 
ments Coralville, Iowa ... 
US Highway 63 Bypass near 
Kirksville, Missouri ........ 
US Highway 87 Improve- 
ments—Value Added 
Commodity Processing 
Center, Montana ............. 
US Hwy 85 safety passing 
lanes, Wyoming .............. 
US Hwy 151 Dickeyville, 
Belmont, Wisconsin ........ 
US Route 13 Corridor Rede- 
velopment, Pennsylvania 
US Route 35 Improve- 
ments, Mason County, 
West Virginia ................. 
UCONN Hillside Road Ex- 
tension, Connecticut ...... 
Union Passenger Terminal 
Planning and Master 
Plan, New Orleans Re- 
gional Planning Commis- 
SION DA eis Seo antes 
University of Kentucky 
Academy for Community 
Transportation Innova- 
ino mE 
University of Southern In- 
diana Perimeter Road 


Project. лаике creta д 
UP/Sunset Avenue Grade 
Separation, Banning, 
California- „о. 


Upgrade MO Rte 94—Page 
Ave Extension/Phase II, 


Missouri. и ыыы ores 
Urban Center Access Im- 
provement Project, 


Tukwila, Washington ..... 
US 113 Upgrade, Maryland 
US 118, Maryland ............... 
US 17 & Bowman Road 

Interchange, Mount 

Pleasant, South Carolina 
US 17-92/Horatio Ave, 

Maitland, Florida ........... 
US 18 from west of Okreek 

to Carter in Todd County 
US 18 from West of Okreek 

to Carter in Todd Coun- 
ty, South Dakota ........... 
US 20 Expressway, Webster 

County, Iowa .................. 
US 224—Mahoning County/ 

Canfield Improvements, 

CAG. esa аде m Ры dnd 
US 2311-10 Freeway Con- 

nector, Alabama ............. 
US 278 Corridor, South 

Carolina... uere 
US 278, South Carolina ...... 
US 287 Ennis Bypass, Texas 
US 287-SH 116, Colorado .... 


US 290 Improvements, 
ucro PS 
US 301 and University 
Parkway Intersection, 


Manatee City, Florida .... 


Amount 


800,000 


1,000,000 
500,000 
750,000 

4,000,000 

1,000,000 
500,000 
400,000 

1,000,000 


500,000 


500,000 
250,000 
2,000,000 
500,000 


3,000,000 
4,000,000 


500,000 


1,000,000 


1,500,000 


500,000 


1,000,000 


1,000,000 
2,000,000 
1,500,000 
750,000 
800,000 


1,500,000 


2,000,000 
250,000 


1,700,000 
10,000,000 
1,000,000 
1,000,000 
1,000,000 
500,000 


1,000,000 


500,000 


Project Name 
US 321 in Burke, Caldwell 
and Catawba Counties, 
North Carolina ............... 
S 321/US 11 Overpass 
project, Tennessee .......... 
S 49 from Florence to І- 
20, Mississippi ................. 
S 51-SR 43 Connector 
Road in Canton, Mis- 
SISSIDDl 4202044 оаа 
S 54, Kingman County, 
KANSAS. егер бл Еа 
S 59 2.3 mi NE of US 181 
to US 181, Texas .............. 
S 74 Bypass Monroe, 
North Carolina ............... 
S 74 Future I-74 in Robe- 
son County, North Caro- 
TENA: $e eese cete pee Dre tances 


aca 


ci 


Good et a 


69; М ы-у +. ла вени не ка 
S 82—Mississippi River 
Bridge and Bypass .......... 
S 87 Big Spring Bypass, 
TEXAS — cease 
S 97 Redmond, Oregon by- 
pass, Oregon ................... 
S-12 Widening, Wallula 
Junction to Walla Walla, 
Washington .................... 
US-231/I-10 Freeway Con- 
nector, Alabama ............. 
S27, Indiana ..................... 
S-278 expansion, down- 
town Cullman to East 
Point, Alabama .............. 
US-6, MP 256 Junction of 
US-6 and SR-123, Emery 
County, Utah .................. 
US-81 & Highway 30 Arte- 
rial, Columbus, Nebraska 
US-89, Railroad Bridge Re- 
placement, Pleasant 
Grove, Utah .................... 
S90 Construction, Texas .. 
6-95 from Worley to Mica, 
IdahO: у өз ју наука 
SH 58 (Hau Claire Ву- 
pass), Wisconsin ............. 
SH2 West County Line 
Beaser Avenue, Ashland 
County, Wisconsin .......... 
W-Superior Invasive Spe- 
cies Ballast Water Re- 
SCALCH, рауы дыратын» 
Van Ness Avenue Project, 

California ....................... 
Vasco Road Safety 

Improvments, California 
Ventura County Farm 

Crossings, California ...... 
Vermont Police and Fire 

Academy Training Skid 

Рад мзш йа eco mee aus 
Vestavia Hills Pedestrian 

Walkway, Alabama ......... 
Veterans Field pedestrian 

walkway/bike path, New 

Тегвеу:ы 90%-ы» 
Veterans Park Infrastruc- 

ture, Rockdale County, 

Себіріассысамамладыы ағы 
Victory Extension Project, 

CSAH 82, Mankato, Min- 

п6&0ба а анаа 
Village of Mineola Road 

Evaluation, New York .... 
Village of Schuylerville, 

New Y OPK inca еке уен 
Wachusett Park and Ride, 

Massachusetts ................ 
Wake Forest Department 
of Health Sciences and 
PTRP Research Pro- 
gram, North Carolina ..... 


ci och “a choc 


ci dd. cd 


c 


November 19, 2004 


Amount 


1,000,000 
1,000,000 
1,000,000 


1,500,000 
2,000,000 

500,000 
1,000,000 


2,000,000 
750,000 
2,500,000 
500,000 
1,000,000 


1,250, 000 
1,000,000 
500,000 
500,000 


3,000,000 
1,000,000 
2,000,000 
1,000,000 
3,000,000 
2,000,000 


2,000,000 


500,000 
1,000,000 
500,000 
500,000 


500,000 
200,000 


625,000 


1,000,000 


500,000 
20,000 
1,500,000 
750,000 


2,500,000 


November 19, 2004 


Project Name 
Wakulla County: US 319 
Improvements, Florida ... 
Walden Point road 
(Metlakatla), Alaska ...... 
Waldron Road  Widening 
Near I-24, Tennessee ....... 
Waldvogel Memorial Via- 
duct Improvement, Ohio 
Walton Street Bridge, New 
YOPE је урин» ин Ты 
Washington County 
Hardesty Road Bridge, 
Kentucky ........0...0022Д.. 
Washington State Produce 
Rail Car Program, Wash- 
INGTON узуло иий ан 
Water Street Bridge, 
Fitchburg, 
Massachussets ................ 
Waukee/West Des Moines I- 
80 Interchange, Iowa ....... 
Waverly, Ohio South Con- 
nector, Ohio .................... 
West Fork Road—Red 
Lodge, Montana .............. 
West Harlem Transpor- 
tation and Revitalization 
Improvements, 
Manhattanville, NY ........ 
West Laredo Trade Cor- 
ridor, Texag8: eec nse 
West Philadelphia 
Streetscape/Gateway Im- 
provements, Pennsyl- 
VAT A's арағы ыы Ce e eee 
Western Madison County 
Streetscape Develop- 
ment, Alabama ............... 
Western Placerville Inter- 
changes, California ......... 
Western Route Project, In- 
diano уы аны ЫЫ: 
Westside Connector 
Project, Utah .................. 
WestStart Vehicular 
Flywheel Project, Wash- 
INE COD эз улыр дыкына 
Whitefish Pedestrian апа 
Bicycle Trails, Montana 
Widen I-66 westbound in- 
side the Capital Beltway, 
VIP OTANI чукын дий рый саме 
Widening of SR 50 from US 
27 to Orange County Line 
Widening of Van Dyke Ave- 
nue, Michigan ................. 
Wilcox County Industrial 
Development Authority, 
Alapa MA со. e tere ные» 
Wilmington-Newark Com- 
muter Rail Improve- 
ments, Delaware ............. 
Winfield Pedestrian Tun- 
nel, Illinois ..................... 
Yakima Grade  Separa- 
tions, Washington .......... 
Yannuzi Drive/Bradford 
Street, Bradford County, 
Pennsylvania .................. 
Ygnacio Valley Road Pe- 
destrian/Bike Improve- 
ments, California ............ 


Cook-DuPage, Multi-Modal 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


Amount 
3,000,000 
2,000,000 

500,000 
1,000,000 


800,000 


525,000 


1,000,000 


728,000 
1,500,000 
1,000,000 


400,000 


300,000 


3,000,000 


1,500,000 


1,000,000 
1,000,000 
500,000 


1,000,000 


500,000 


191,000 


1,000,000 
1,000,000 


1,000,000 


300,000 


5,000,000 
1,000,000 


500,000 


100,000 


800,000 


Corridor.—The 


project to reconstruct or expand 1-290 
through Oak Park. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Sec. 118) that rescinds transportation 
infrastructure finance and innovation act 
funds. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Sec. 119) that makes the Port of An- 
chorage eligible for certain highway pro- 
grams, as proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Sec. 120) that relates to RETRAC 
project contingency fund for payment of 
projects. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Sec. 121) that names the Hoover Dam 
Bypass Bridge, as proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes a new 
provision (Sec. 122) allowing Nevada and Ari- 
zona to reimburse debt service payment on 
the Bypass Bridge at Hoover Dam project 
with future apportionments, in accordance 
with title 23 United States Code. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Sec. 123) that prohibits funding for 
the development or dissemination of any 
programmatic agreement making the Inter- 
state eligible under the National Register of 
Historic Places, as proposed by the House. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Sec. 124) that rescinds unobligated 
balances associated with completed dem- 
onstration or high priority projects from 
previous laws. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Sec. 125) that makes certain projects 
and activities eligible to receive fiscal year 
2005 grants. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Sec. 126) that provides an appropria- 
tion for the replacement of the Belleair 
Causeway Bridge in Pinellas County, Flor- 
ida. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Sec. 127) regarding the 1-10 Bridge 
spanning Escambia Bay in Escambia and 
Santa Rosa Counties, Florida. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Sec. 128) that amends section 14003 of 
Public Law 108-287. 

FEDERAL MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 


MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY 
LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 


The conference agreement includes a limi- 
tation of $257,547,000 for the Federal Motor 
Carrier Safety Administration’s administra- 
tive expenses and grant programs, instead of 
$248,480,000 as proposed by the House and 
$260,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
conference agreement provides funding in 
the following manner: 


Conference level 

General and border oper- 
ating expenses ................ 
New entrant program (Fed- 


$125,229 ,000 


conferees understand that the Illinois De- 
partment of Transportation is considering 
reconstruction or expansion of the Eisen- 
hower Expressway (1-290) that passes 
through Oak Park, Illinois. The conferees 
have provided $1,000,000 for further study of à 
cap over all or portions of 1-290 as it passes 
through Oak Park. If such a cap is deter- 
mined to be feasible, the conferees intend for 
the cap to be funded concurrently with any 


eral portion) ................... 3,000 000 
New entrant (state grants 

DOPilOnD)l.,... e DO 13,200,000 
Hazardous materials per- 

mitting program ............. 2,000,000 
Conditional carrier review 

DIOELAID „ооа 2,000 000 
Household goods enforce- 

посто РИЯ 1,300,000 
Administrative infrastruc- 

ФаГӨ а nde АН ЫН ан 8,000,000 
Regulatory development ... 11,143,000 
HAZMAT sampling ............ 200,000 
HAZMAT routing .... a 500,000 
Non-entrant initiative ....... 1,000,000 
Information Management 18,500,000 


24943 


Conference level 


Crash data collection ........ 7,400,000 
Outreach and education .... 2,200,000 
Commercial driver's li- 

cense improvement 

Бапа, ЖАТТОО 20,000,000 
Total Northern and South- 

ern border grants ............ 33,000 000 
Hotline ........................ р 375,000 
Research and technology ... 8,500,000 


1In addition to the $13,200,000 provided in this ac- 
count, another $17,000,000 is provided under the Na- 
tional motor carrier safety program. 


New entrant  program.—The conference 
agreement provides a total of $30,200,000 for 
the new entrant program, of which $13,200,000 
is provided under this limitation and an ad- 
ditional $17,000,000 is provided for state 
grants under the motor carrier safety assist- 
ance program. The conferees continue the 
program structure developed in fiscal year 
2004 that provides the majority of funding for 
this program in the form of state grants, 
therefore, only $3,000,000 is for oversight and 
other Federal responsibilities. The conferees 
direct that FMCSA report to both the House 
and Senate Committees on Appropriations 
by March 1, 2005, regarding the use of this 
Federal portion of the program, and an ex- 
planation of the new entrant audit procedure 
improvements and plans to maximize the 
program's safety benefits and to enhance 
carrier compliance. 

Household goods  enforcement.—The con- 
ference agreement provides $1,300,000 for 
household goods enforcement. This is an ade- 
quate level to maintain seven F'TE provided 
in fiscal year 2004. The agreement does not 
provide for five new safety specialists pro- 
posed by the Senate. The conferees direct 
FMCSA to report to both the House and Sen- 
ate Committees on Appropriations regarding 
the use of the household goods enforcement 
funds by March, 1, 2005. 

Outreach and  education.—The conferees 
provide a total of $2,200,000 for outreach and 
education. Of this amount, $1,500,000 is for 
household goods outreach, $150,000 is for mo- 
torcoach and school bus transportation serv- 
ice selection, $50,000 is for the safety is good 
business program, and $500,000 is to increase 
safety belt usage among commercial motor 
vehicle drivers. No funds are provided for the 
share the road safely program; however, the 
conferees direct FMCSA to detail one FTE to 
NHTSA for the share the road safely pro- 
gram for a period ending on the date of en- 
actment of a fiscal year 2006 Transportation 
and Treasury and Independent Agencies ap- 
propriations Act, other than a continuing 
resolution. No funds are provided for the 
public outreach and evaluation program as 
proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement retains lan- 
guage proposed by the House directing 
FMCSA to develop strategies that link out- 
reach and education program initiatives to 
each goal with a reporting date of April 10, 
2005. 

Working capital, fund (WCF) desktop services 
and electronic, government (E-gov).—The con- 
ferees provide no separate funding for WCF 
desktop services or e-gov, but direct FMCSA 
to absorb costs associated with these activi- 
ties within funds provided under this limita- 
tion, other than grant funds, and report back 
to the House and Senate Committees on Ap- 
propriations on the planned amounts for 
these activities and funding sources with the 
2005 operations plan, and actual amounts and 
funding sources in future budget justifica- 
tions. 

Safety Status Measurement, System 
(Safestat).—The conferees retain the House 
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language directing FMCSA to implement the 
Inspector General’s recommendation in its 
February 13, 2004 report Improvements Need- 
ed in the Motor Carriers Safety Status Meas- 
urement System. 

Form M.—The conferees retain House and 
Senate language denying the request to 
transfer responsibility and funding for Form 
M from BTS to FMCSA. 

Compliance Reviews and Safety Audits.—The 
conferees reiterate the House and Senate re- 
porting requirements regarding compliance 
reviews and safety audits with a reporting 
date of February ", 2005. 

Research and Technology.—Within amounts 
for research and technology, the conferees 
direct $500,000 for the testing and evaluation 
of both stationary and mobile radiation de- 
tection devices, and, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, $200,000 to study the correlation between 
driver history and future safety violations. 

Commercial drivers license (CDL) program.— 
The conference agreement provides 
$21,000,000 for the commercial driver’s license 
improvement grants program, and retains 
the directive in both the House and Senate 
reports directing FMCSA to initiate a rule 
requiring all CDL applicants to provide proof 
of citizenship or legal presence in the U.S., 
consistent with the Inspector General rec- 
ommendation. FMCSA shall initiate a rule- 
making by May 30, 2005. The conference 
agreement retains the House language en- 
couraging FMCSA to continue working to 
improve all aspects of the CDL program, in- 
cluding sponsoring pilot projects to ensure 
drivers who have been convicted of a dis- 
qualifying offense do not operate during the 
period of suspension or revocation. 

NATIONAL MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY PROGRAM 

(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 


The conference agreement provides liqui- 
dating cash appropriation of $190,000,000 for 
the national motor carrier safety program as 
proposed by both the House and the Senate. 


(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 


The conference agreement includes a limi- 
tation on obligations of $190,000,000 for motor 
carrier safety grants as proposed by both the 
House and the Senate. 

The conference agreement provides fund- 
ing for the national motor carrier safety pro- 
gram as follows: 


Amount 

Motor carrier safety assist- 
ance program .................. 
Basic motor carrier safe- 


$169,000,000 


by SLANE: sie. uei eden (183,350,000) 
Performance based in- 

centive grant program (7,100,000) 
High-priority activities .. (9,450,000) 


New entrant grants 
State training and ad- 


(17,000,000) 


ministration ................ (2,100,000) 
Crash causation (Sec. 224(f) 

МОТА) уада (1,000,000) 
Information systems and 
strategic safety  initia- 

ТІУӨБ езе pie t рін 20,000,000 


Data analysis and infor- 


mation systems (14,000,000) 


Implementatiaon of 

PRISM vinta (5,000,000) 
Driver programs (CDL 

Egrante) а sees eave oats (1,000,000) 


Within the funds provided for FMCSA’s 
high priority initiative program, the con- 
ference agreement provides $250,000 to Au- 
burn University for using a genetic algo- 
rithm with computational fluid dynamic 
codes, validated using wind tunnel and water 
tunnel testing, in developing a comprehen- 
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sive method for optimizing the shape of trac- 
tor-trailer rigs; $250,000 to continue the Haz- 
ardous Material Transportation safety and 
security testing, including conducting re- 
search on cost and benefits of using indus- 
try-standard truck disabling technologies, 
establishing best practices for safety and se- 
curity applications of remote vehicle dis- 
abling technologies in trucking operations, 
and conducting field operational testing of 
this technology; $150,000 to the Transpor- 
tation Research Center at Georgia Tech Uni- 
versity; and $150,000 for FMCSA to conduct a 
survey of the States’ entry level CDL pro- 
grams to determine the adequacy of each 
State’s CDL entry-level driving test. The 
conferees direct that FMCSA provide the 
findings of such a survey with recommenda- 
tions to ensure each State administers a suf- 
ficiently demanding entry-level CDL driving 
test to the House and Senate Committees on 
Appropriations no later than June 1, 2005. 
GENERAL PROVISIONS—FEDERAL MOTOR 
CARRIER SAFETY ADMINISTRATION 


The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Sec. 130) that subjects funds appro- 
priated in this Act to the terms and condi- 
tions of section 350 of Public Law 107-87, in- 
cluding that the Secretary submit a report 
on Mexico-domiciled motor carriers. This 
provision was proposed by both the House 
and Senate. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Sec. 181) prohibits the use of funds in 
this Act to implement or enforce any provi- 
sion of the Final Rule issued on April 16, 2003 
as it applies to operators of utility service 
vehicles and motion picture and television 
production drivers working at a site within 
100 air mile radius of the reporting location 
for the period ending December 31, 2005. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Sec. 182) that prohibits the use of 
funds in this Act to issue or implement a 
specific proposed regulation as it relates to а 
phase in period to bring vehicles into compli- 
ance. The conferees direct FMCSA to coordi- 
nate and communicate with trucking firms 
and manufacturers affected by this provision 
to ensure that they understand their respon- 
sibilities, potential deadlines, and соп- 
sequences. The conferees direct FMCSA to 
notify the House and Senate Committees on 
Appropriations regarding the steps that will 
take place to meet this coordination require- 
ment. 

NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 


OPERATIONS AND RESEARCH 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 
(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 


The conference agreement provides a total 
program level of $232,986,000 for highway and 
traffic safety activities, instead of 
$223,114,000 as proposed by the House and 
$228,300,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
limited amounts for obligation include 
$157,386,000 for operations and research, 
$72,000,000 for operations and research, and 
$3,600,000 for the national driver register. 

The following table summarizes the con- 
ference agreement for operations and re- 
search by budget activity: 


Salaries and benefits ......... $71,700,000 
"Travel. е " 1,347,000 
Operating expenses ............ 23,801,000 
Contract programs: 
Safety performance 
(rulemaking) ............... 11,383,000 
Safety assurance (en- 
forcement) ................... 18,277,000 
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Highway safety programs 51,493,000 
Research and analysis .... 70,521,000 
General administration .. 779,000 
Grant administration re- 
imbursements ................. — 16,306,000 
TOA! зооноза 232,986,000 


OPERATING EXPENSES 

The conference agreement provides no 
more than $2,900,000 for NHTSA computer 
support, $100,000 for harmonization efforts, 
and no funding for workforce development or 
e-gov initiatives from OST. 

SAFETY ASSURANCE 

The conference agreement provides an ad- 
ditional $250,000 for 2 additional full-time 
staff years for enforcement actions against 
non-compliant vehicles, as proposed by the 
House. 

SAFETY PERFORMANCE 

The conference agreement provides an ad- 
ditional $200,000 to accelerate the purchase 
Schedules for NCAP vehicle testing, as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

HIGHWAY SAFETY PROGRAMS 

'The conference agreement provides the fol- 
lowing funding levels for highway safety pro- 
grams: 


Impaired Driving ............... $13,145,000 
Judicial and prosecu- 
torial awareness .......... (1,500,000) 
Target popluations ......... (500,000) 
Drug Evaluation and Clas- 
sification ........................ 0 
Pedestrian/Bicycle safety .. 2,450,000 
Pedestrian accident 
Fire cL (50,000) 
South Carolina DOT’s 
Older Drivers & Pedes- 
trian Signage Dem- 
onstration Project ....... (800,000) 
WPI Center for Human 
Impact, Protection 
Systems ....................... (400,000) 
Motorcycle safety .............. 744,000 
National Occupant Protec- 
GAOT PERO snes нала қ 11,600,000 
Enforcement and Justice 
Servio68 ыккый зик ы» 2,211,000 
Emergency Medical Serv- 
1088: еек E оа аА 3,520,000 
NEMSIS implementation (250,000) 
TraumaLink, Philadel- 
phis PA cri etes (500,000) 
USA Center for Rural Ve- 
hicle Research . А (500,000) 
Records and Licensing ....... 4,900,000 
Interstate digital image 
exchange project ......... (2,300,000) 
Highway Safety Research .. 8,050,000 
Driver’s Edge Safety Pro- 
gram, Nevada .............. (400,000) 
FAMU—FSU Transpor- 
tation Safety Research 
Center на vede (800,000) 
Emerging Traffic Safety 
ISSUOS усни аманы ады) 1,187,000 
Share the Road Safely . 100,000 
NAS Tire Study 250,000 
NOTIS. ЕК Кк F 1,600,000 
National Driver Register ... 2,000,000 


Share the road safely program.—The con- 
ference agreement directs NHTSA to lead 
the implementation of the share the road 
safely program for fiscal year 2005, as pro- 
posed by the House and the Senate. In addi- 
tion, FMCSA is directed to work coopera- 
tively with NHTSA and to provide one full- 
time detailed to work with NHTSA staff, as 
proposed by the Senate. 

NAS tire efficiency study.—The conferees di- 
rect NHTSA to provide an update to the 
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House and Senate Committees on Appropria- 
tions on the status of the NAS tire efficiency 
study by December 31, 2004, as proposed by 
the House. 

Plastic and composite vehicles —The con- 
ferees recognize the development of plastics 
and polymer-based composites in the auto- 
motive industry and the important role 
these technologies play in improving and en- 
abling automobile performance. The con- 
ferees encourage NHTSA to develop a pro- 
gram to examine possible safety benefits of 
Lightweight Plastic and Composite Intensive 
Vehicles (PCIV). The program will help fa- 
cilitate a foundation between DOT, the De- 
partment of Energy and industry stake- 
holders for the development of safety-cen- 
tered approaches for future light-weight 
automotive design. 

RESEARCH AND ANALYSIS 


The conference agreement provides the fol- 
lowing funding levels for research and anal- 


ysis: 
Crashworthiness ................ $25,675,000 
Southern Consortium for 
Injury Biomechanics ... (2,000,000) 
University of Vermont & 
Fletcher Allen 
Healthcare .. Я (1,000,000) 
Crash Avoidance ................ 10,198,000 
Fatigue eye-tracking & 
monitoring research ....... (300,000) 
Visual loss research ........ (100,000) 
National Center for Statis- 
tics & Analysis ............... 25,119,000 
Additional FARS funding (850,000) 
Vehicle Research & Test 
Сепбег:ыры badass ама дана 1,020,000 
Crash Causation Study ...... 7,000,000 
Crash Avoidance Initiative 500,000 
Early Fatality Notifica- 
tion System .................... 1,000,000 


OPERATIONS AND RESEARCH 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 
(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

The conference agreement limits obliga- 
tions for operations and research to 
$72,000,000, as proposed by the Senate. 

NATIONAL DRIVER REGISTER 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 
(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

The conference agreement limits obliga- 
tions for the national driver register to 
$3,600,000, as proposed by the House. 

HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY GRANTS 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 
(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

The conference agreement limits obliga- 
tions for highway traffic safety grants to 
$225,000,000, as proposed by both the House 
and the Senate. 

Highway safety oversight.—The conference 
agreement does not agree to include lan- 
guage pertaining to highway safety grant 
oversight, as proposed by the Senate. This 
exclusion is based upon assurances that 
NHTSA will actively pursue their oversight 
responsibilities relating to state obligation 
of grant monies. Furthermore, NHTSA shall 
ensure that the House and Senate Commit- 
tees on Appropriations are kept apprised of 
NHTSA’s progress. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—NATIONAL HIGHWAY 

TRAFFIC SAFETY ADMINISTRATION 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Section 140) allowing States to use 
highway traffic safety grant funds for high- 
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way safety public service messages, as pro- 
posed by the House and Senate. No more 
than 30% of funds for impaired driving media 
support may go to the 18 strategic states, in- 
stead of 60%, as proposed by the House. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Section 141) directing NHTSA to ad- 
minister the share the road safely program 
and prohibiting funds from being transferred 
to any other Federal agency, as proposed by 
the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Section 142) allowing NHTSA to use 
the funds necessary to carry out provisions 
of section 157, as proposed by the Senate. 

FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 
SAFETY AND OPERATIONS 

The conference agreement provides 
$139,769,000 for Safety and Operations, in- 
stead of $137,738,000 as proposed by the House 
and $139,849,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
The conferees approve 17 new positions for 
FRA: 8 inspectors, 8 inspector trainees, and 1 
passenger rail staff. The agreement provides 
$275,000 for a central training facility and 
$1,500,000 for a track geometry vehicle. The 
agreement denies $193,000 for e-gov initia- 
tives requested by OST, $500,000 for a fatigue 
study, and $300,000 for workforce planning ef- 
forts. 

RAILROAD RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 

The conference agreement provides 
$36,025,000 for Railroad Research and Devel- 
opment, instead of $33,289,000 as proposed by 
the House and $35,225,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. Within the amount provided, the 
conferees have provided $250,000 for the WVU 
constructed facility center, $2,000,000 for 
Marshall University and the University of 
Nebraska for safety and research programs 
in rail equipment, human factors, and track 
and rail safety related issues, and $6,800,000 
for NDGPS. 

RAILROAD REHABILITATION AND IMPROVEMENT 
PROGRAM 

RRIF loan repayment.—The conferees in- 
clude bill language directing Amtrak to 
repay the 2002 RRIF loan in five equal an- 
nual installments over a five-year period. 
The conferees are concerned that, in annu- 
ally seeking deferral of its obligations to 
repay the Federal Government, Amtrak jeop- 
ardizes the future of the Railroad Rehabilita- 
tion and Improvement Financing Program. 
This program was established to meet the es- 
sential infrastructure investment needs of 
the rail industry, in particular the small and 
regional freight railroads that are essential 
to the economic competitiveness of many 
parts of rural and small town America. Con- 
tinuation of such deferrals could set a dan- 
gerous precedent for Federal credit pro- 
grams. The conferees believe that no one, in- 
cluding a quasi-governmental entity such as 
Amtrak, should be exempt from meeting its 
financial obligations to the Federal Govern- 
ment in a timely manner. Clearly, Amtrak 
agreed to a repayment schedule that it 
knew, or at least should have known, would 
jeopardize its ability to undertake infra- 
structure repairs critical to safe and reliable 
intercity and commuter passenger transpor- 
tation, particularly in the Northeast Cor- 
ridor. This is a lesson that should not be lost 
on Amtrak if it should again contemplate 
funding capital improvements with debt. The 
conferees direct Amtrak and the FRA to 
enter into a realistic repayment schedule 
that will permit repayment of the principal 
and interest of the RRIF loan owed to the 
Federal Government by Amtrak, while miti- 
gating the impact of this debt obligation on 
Amtrak's capital program. 
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NEXT GENERATION HIGH-SPEED RAIL 
The conference agreement provides 
$19,650,000 for Next Generation High-Speed 
Rail, instead of $11,000,000 as proposed by the 
House and $20,000,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. The agreement provides the following 
funding allocations: 


'Train Control Systems ... $7,500,000 
North American joint 
PTC project ................. (6,500,000) 
Train Control—TTC ....... (1,000,000) 
High-Speed Non-Electric 
Locomotives ................... 1,700,000 
DMU compliance and dem- 
onstration, Florida ......... (400,000) 
DMU compliance and dem- 
onstration, New Jersey .. (400,000) 
Grade Crossing & Innova- 
tive Technologies ........... 4,350,000 
Alaska RR luminescent 
grade crossings ............ (1,000,000) 
Vicksburg, MS Fair- 
grounds St grade cross- 
ООРУН (1,000,000) 
Assembly Street, South 
Сатонпасиаяолайыяйы (600,000) 
High-speed rail improve- 
ments between NYC 
and Albany, NY ........... (350,000) 
Track/Structures Tech- 
NOVO BY. % secede Meuse roD RES 1,000,000 
Corridor Planning ............. 3,100,000 
Gulf Coast High Speed 
Rail Corridor Study ..... (1,000,000) 
Memphis Region High 
Speed Rail Study ......... (400,000) 
Spokane Region High 
Speed Rail Corridor 
GUS ТИСЕ КЕТКЕ (1,000,000) 
New England High Speed 
Rail Boston-Spring- 
field-New Haven Сог- 
ridor Study .................. (700,000) 
Maglev „граал 2,000,000 
California-Nevada Inter- 
state Maglev Project ... (1,000,000) 
Pennsylvania Maglev De- 
ployment Project. ........ (1,000,000) 


Magnetic levitation.—Section 1218 of TEA-21 
established a magnetic levitation deploy- 
ment program to be administered by the 
FRA. Last year, the conferees requested that 
FRA perform a cost-benefit comparison re- 
port of magnetic levitation to other modes of 
travel. Although FRA has not completed the 
report, the conferees are awaiting the receipt 
of the final draft. 

Rail-highway crossing hazard eliminations.— 
The conference agreement also provides the 
following funding allocations for rail-high- 
way grade crossing mitigation: 


Hamilton Boulevard, Mo- 
bile, Alabama 
City of Spartanburg rail 
crossing mitigation, 
South Carolina ............... 
Safety and Mitigation Rail 
Relocation in Auburn, 
Maine? ыша олкы eves 
Harrisburg CorridorOne 
Track Safety, Pennsyl- 
Машага ре аа Дд 
McCord Road, Lucas Coun- 
ty, Ohio, grade separa- 
ПОЙ (es A naso exe pu re e 
Ilinois statewide highway- 
rail crossing safety pro- 
gram 
Vermont statewide high- 
way-rail crossing safety 
Wisconsin railway-highway 
crossing elimination 


$1,000,000 


1,075,000 


500,000 


550,000 


1,000,000 


400,000 


325,000 


400,000 


Rock Island rail line, Oklahoma.—The con- 
ferees are aware of an unused rail line, which 
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runs from McAlester to Oklahoma City, 
Oklahoma, that has been the subject of ac- 
quisition negotiations for a number of years. 
The conferees encourage all parties involved 
to reach a reasonable settlement expedi- 
tiously, so that this important rail link can 
be rehabilitated and reopened as soon as pos- 
sible. 
ALASKA RAILROAD REHABILITATION 


The conference agreement provides 
$25,000,000 for the rehabilitation expenses of 
the Alaska Railroad, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. 

GRANTS TO THE NATIONAL RAILROAD 
PASSENGER CORPORATION 


The conference agreement provides 
$1,217,000,000 for quarterly grants to Amtrak, 
as proposed by the Senate. Of this amount, 
no less than $500,000,000 is provided for cap- 
ital grants, as proposed by the House. The 
conference agreement retains report lan- 
guage proposed by the House regarding oper- 
ating and capital plans, Amtrak financial in- 
formation, monthly reporting requirements, 
state-assisted intercity rail service, and cap- 
ital asset valuation. 

Amtrak common stock redemption.—The Am- 
trak Reform and Accountability Act of 1997 
(AARA) directed Amtrak to redeem all com- 
mon stock at fair market value by October 1, 
2002 in order to rid Amtrak of certain of its 
financial encumbrances so that Amtrak 
could position itself to seek and receive in- 
vestor funds and other private financing. The 
date of the mandated redemption has passed, 
the redemption has not occurred, and the 
parties are not engaged in resolving the mat- 
ter of evaluation of such stock at Fair Mar- 
ket Value, thwarting clear Congressional in- 
tent. The conferees urge these parties to re- 
solve this matter expeditiously. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—FEDERAL RAILROAD 

ADMINISTRATION 


The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Section 150) that requires the Sec- 
retary of Transportation to continue devel- 
opment and implementation of a fair com- 
petitive bid procedure, as proposed by both 
the House and the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Section 151) that allows FRA to pro- 
vide reimbursement to employees for home 
internet connections, as proposed by the 
House. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Section 152) that clarifies the intent 
of Federal funds provided to the Alaska Rail- 
road, as proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Section 153) that directs DOT to 
award a grant included in P.L. 108-199 for 
KBS Railroad in Illinois, as proposed by the 
Senate. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Section 154) that expands the North- 
ern New England High Speed Rail Corridor. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Section 155) that directs Amtrak to 
submit to the House and Senate Committees 
on Appropriations in fiscal year 2005 a report 
detailing Amtrak’s obligations pursuant to 
49 U.S.C. 24306(a). 

FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION 
ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 


The conference agreement provides 
$78,000,000 for administrative expenses, as 
proposed by the Senate. Within this total, 
the conference agreement provides the fol- 
lowing funding levels for FTA offices: 


Office of the Administrator $900,000 
Office of Administration ... 6,520,000 
Office of Chief Counsel ...... 4,100,000 
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Office of Communications 

& Congressional Affairs .. 1,243,000 
Office of Program Manage- 

песне ПИР 7,396,000 
Office of Budget and Policy 6,929,000 
Office of Research, Dem- 

onstration and Innova- 

ДОЙ EEA —M 4,645,000 
Office of Civil Rights ......... 3,013,000 
Office of Planning and En- 

vironment ....................... 4,171,000 
Regional Offices ................ 20,150,000 
Central Account ................ 16,433,000 
National Transit Database 2,500,000 


Transfer authority.—The conference agree- 
ment provides transfer authority of 5% 
among administrative offices. The conferees 
direct FTA to provide quarterly updates to 
the House and Senate Committees on Appro- 
priations on all transfers of funding within 
the administrative office structure. 

FY06 budget request.—Within the КҮЧӨ 
budget request, the conferees direct FTA to 
submit an office-by-office breakdown, as pro- 
posed by both the House and Senate and an 
analysis of new start project technical as- 
sistance, as proposed by the House. 

Full funding grant agreements (FFGAs).— 
The conference agreement retains language 
proposed by the House detailing notification 
of Congress of procedures prior to the execu- 
tion of a FFGA. In addition, the conference 
agreement retains language proposed by the 
House regarding notification of advancement 
of projects into preliminary engineering or 
final design. 

Revisions of Congressional intent.—The con- 
ference agreement retains language proposed 
by the House directing FTA to seek approval 
of the House and Senate Committees on Ap- 
propriations prior to revising Congressional 
intent. 

FORMULA GRANTS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

The conference agreement provides 
$4,032,175,000 for formula grants, as proposed 
by the Senate. The conference agreement 
transfers language regarding an intercity 
bus reporting requirement, as proposed by 
the House, to the Office of the Secretary. 

UNIVERSITY TRANSPORTATION RESEARCH 

The conference agreement provides 
$6,000,000 for university transportation re- 
search, as proposed by the House and Senate. 

TRANSIT PLANNING AND RESEARCH 

The conference agreement provides 
$128,000,000 for transit planning and research, 
as proposed by the Senate. From funds pro- 
vided for national planning and research, the 
conference agreement provides the following 
funding levels; 


Advanced Transportation 
Technology Institute ...... 
Automation 
BuSolutions .................... 
CALSTART/WestStart Ad- 
vanced Transit Tech- 
T0lO08y. а еен адво 
Center for composite man- 
ufacturing, AL ................ 
Southern Fuel Cell Coali- 
tion—Center for Trans- 
portation and the Envi- 
топтпетб; ақыларды ҰРЫ ad 
Chester County transit se- 
curity training facility, 
РАлеопиегокышштдка dence 
Community Transpor- 
tation Association of 
America Nationwide 
JODLIN ES! ТИРЕ eee seeds cee eke 
Fischer-Tropsch clean die- 
sel technology dem- 
onstration, OK ................ 


$125,000 
550,000 


2,000,000 


950,000 


450,000 


125,000 


500,000 


875,000 
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Hennepin County Commu- 
тіру WOrkES не о 
hOurCar, MN 
Lehigh Carbon Community 
College transit first re- 
Sponder training facility 
Low cost carbon fiber pro- 
duction technology, Uni- 
versity of Tennessee ....... 
Nanostructured catalysts 
for hydrogen fuel cells 
(CATV UA) 
National Bio-Terrorism Ci- 
vilian Medical Response 
Center, PA ...................... 
National Technical Assist- 
ance Center for Senior 
Transportation ............... 
NDSU Transit Center for 
Small Urban Areas, ND .. 
Northern Wisconsin Rural 
Transportation Study ... 
Oklahoma Transportation 
Center 
Pawtucket 
habilitation 


1,200,000 
75,000 


75,000 


450,000 


950,000 


725,000 


2,000,000 
400,000 
60,000 
2,000,000 


re- 
initiative, 
235,000 
North- 

com- 


Phillipsburg to 
eastern NJ/NYC 
muter rail study, NJ 

Project ACTION (ТЕА-21) 

РУТА Electric Bus ............ 

Sitting Bull College bus fa- 
cility planning, SD ......... 

Transit access CUMTD ini- 
tiative, IL... ees 

Transit technology career 
ladder partnership train- 
ing program .................... 

Transportation Research 
Program, Wichita State 
University ...................... 

WVU exhaust emissions 
testing initiative, WV .... 1,400,000 

TRUST FUND SHARE OF EXPENSES 


The conference agreement provides 
$6,744,500,000 for the trust fund share of ex- 
penses, instead of $6,047,200,000 as proposed 
by the House and $6,764,976,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. 

CAPITAL INVESTMENT GRANTS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

The conference agreement provides 
$3,338,825,000 for capital investment grants, 
instead of $2,852,647,000 as proposed by the 
House and $3,413,825,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

Three year availability of section 5309 discre- 
tionary funds.—The conferees direct FTA to 
not reallocate funds provided in the fiscal 
year 2002 Department of Transportation and 
Related Agencies Appropriations Act or pre- 
vious Acts for the following bus and bus fa- 
cilities projects: 


400,000 
3,000,000 
640,000 


65,000 
500,000 


500,000 


1,000,000 


Alabama State Dock in intermodal pas- 
senger and freight terminal bus and bus re- 
lated facilities 

Binghamton Intermodal 
Center/terminal 

Blue Water Area Transportation Commis- 
sion bus facilities 

Bronx Zoo Intermodal Transportation Fa- 
cility 

Cab Care paratransit facility 

City of Monrovia natural gas vehicle fuel- 
ing facility 

Costa Mesa CNG facility 

County of Calaveras bus fleet replacement 

East Haddam transportation vehicles and 
transit facilities 

Greater Minnesota Transit Authority bus, 
paratransit and transit hub (MNDOT) 

Greater New Haven Transit District CNG 
vehicle project (ConnDOT) 


Transportation 
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Homer Alaska Maritime Wildlife Inter- 
modal and welcome center 

Indiana bus consortium buses and bus fa- 
cilities 

Indianapolis downtown transit facility 

Las Cruces intermodal transit facility 

Livermore Amador Valley Transit Author- 
ity buses and facility 

Macon terminal intermodal station 

Missouri Pacific Depot 

Morgantown Parking Facility 

North County Transit District, initial de- 
sign and planning for new intermodal center 

Norwich bus terminal and pedestrian ac- 
cess 

Oglala Sioux Tribe buses and bus facilities 

San Bernardino CNG/LNG buses 

Sierra Madre Villa & Chinatown inter- 
modal transportation centers/LA MTA bus 
and bus related facilities 

Southern Teton Area Rapid Transit bus fa- 
cility 

Springfield Union Station intermodal fa- 
cility 

Station Plaza (NY) commuter parking lot 

Tompkins Consolidated Area transit center 

Ravalli County Council on aging bus facil- 
ity 

Area VII agency on aging bus facility 

Statewise bus and bus facilities, MT 

Wilkes-Barre Intermodal Facility 


The conferees direct FTA to not reallocate 
funds provided in the fiscal year 2002 Depart- 
ment of Transportation and Related Agen- 
cies Appropriations Act or previous Acts for 
the following new start projects: 


Greater Albuquerque mass rail transit 
project 

Birmingham, Alabama, Transit Corridor 

Dulles Corridor Project 

Honolulu, Hawaii, Bus Rapid Transit 
Project 

Kenosha-Racine-Milwaukee Rail Extension 
Project 

Maryland (MARC) Commuter Rail Im- 
provements Projects 

Northeast Indianapolis, Indiana, Down- 
town Corridor Project 

Philadelphia SEPTA Cross County Metro 
Project 

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania-Schuylkill 
Valley Metro Project 

BUS AND BUS FACILITIES 

The conference agreement provides 
$675,000,000 for buses and bus facilities pro- 
grams, together with $50,000,000 transferred 
from “Federal Transit Administration, For- 
mula grants". Funds provided for buses and 
bus facilities are distributed as follows: 


Project Name Amount 
Abilene bus and bus facili- 
ties, Texas ...................... $750,000 
Acadia National Park 
intermodal facility, 
MAD: соса нл ны 250,000 
Addicks Park & Ride 
Ramp, Texas ................... 4,500,000 
Alabama State Docks 
intermodal facility, Ala- 
DAME I 10,000,000 
Alaska Mental Health 
Trust bus program, Alas- 
Та РЕАК КІЛТТІҢ 1,000,000 
Alaska Native Medical 
Center intermodal Базу 
parking facility, Alaska 2,000,000 
Allegan County Transpor- 
tation, Michigan ............. 1,500,000 
Alma Transit facility and 
replacement buses, 
Michigan ........................ 500,000 
Alternative fuel replace- 
ment buses, Tucson, Ari- 
топа сынов ыр тд 1,000,000 


Project Name 
Ames transit/bus facility, 
TOWA a Seaton uet a PORE 
Amesbury bus facility, 
Massachusetts ................ 
Amtran Bus Replacement, 
Altoona, Pennsylvania ... 
Anaheim Resort Transit, 
California ....................... 
Anchorage Museum/Tran- 
sit intermodal depot, 
Лака ле Ы 
Anchorage paratransit and 
disability improvements, 
АЛавЕй; л 
Anchorage Ship Creek 
intermodal facility, Alas- 
ER etre СУУККА И И 
Ann Arbor Transit (AATA) 
transit center, Michigan 
Ardmore transit center, 
Pennsylvania .................. 
Area Transit Authority, 
Pennsylvania .................. 
Area Transportation Au- 
thority of North Penn- 
sylvania Central pas- 
senger terminal, Penn- 
Sy lVania.« ылы На 
Arkansas Statewide buses 
and bus facilities ............ 
Asheville City bus fleet re- 
placement, North Caro- 
TTA равни tre ҮГИ 
Atlanta bus acquisition, 
Сеооа анааан 
Atlanta clean fuel shuttle 
buses, Georgia ................ 
Atlantic Station, Georgia 


Attleboro Intermodal 
Transportation Center, 
Massachusetts ................ 


Barry County buses and 
bus facilities, Michigan .. 
Bay Area Transportation 
Authority, Traverse 
City, Michigan ................ 
Belding buses and bus fa- 
cilities, Michigan ........... 
Bellflower Dial-a-Ride, 
California... eee 
Bellows Falls Transit Im- 
provements, Vermont ..... 
Ben Franklin Transit Fa- 
cility Improvements, 
Washington .................... 
Bergen Intermodal Sta- 
tions and Park N’Rides, 
New Jersey ..................... 
Berks Area Reading Trans- 
portation Authority 
(BARTA) facility, Penn- 
Sylvalila5u exoriri 
Berrien County transit, 
Michigan ........................ 
Billings downtown bus fa- 
cility, Montana .............. 
Bilings public bus and 
medical transfer facility, 
Montana ......................... 
Birmingham Intermodel 
Facility—Phase II, Ala- 
DAM аорте не pero tay 
Bloomington Public Tran- 
sit Corporation, Indiana 
Blue Water Area Transpor- 
tation Commission Main- 
tenance and Storage Fa- 
cility, Michigan .............. 
BNMC replacement buses, 
NOW У ОТК урин 
Boro Park JCC bus pur- 
chase, New York ............. 
Brazos Transit District 
passenger shelter pro- 
gram; Техав-ы 054409 0 


Amount 
1,000,000 
1,000,000 

300,000 


300,000 


1,500,000 


1,500,000, 


2,500,000 
1,000,000 
6,000,000 
1,425,000 


1,250,000 
8,000,000 


300,000 
$3,500,000 
1,000,000 
1,100,000 
2,000,000 
40,000 


4,000,000 
50,000 
120,000 
2,000,000 


1,050,000 


2,000,000 


2,000,000 


100,000 
2,000,000 


2,500,000 


3,500,000 


750,000 


3,000,000 
758,000 
200,000 


500,000 
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Project Name 


Bridgeport Intermodal 
Transportation Center, 
Connecticut .................... 


Brockton Area Transit Bus 
Replacement, Brockton, 
Massachusetts ................ 

Brookhaven Town Senior 
Citizen Jitney Bus, New 
YOTPE ылына oves eese ЫЙЫ 

Broome County hybrid 
buses, New York ............. 

Broward/Palm Beach Count 
buses, Florida ................. 

BRTA Bus Replacement 
Program, Massachusetts 

BRTA Bus Shelters, Massa- 
сипеи 

ВЕТА Storage Facility Up- 
grade, Massachusetts ..... 

Bryan Intermodel Transit 
Terminal with Parking, 
Joc I —— 

Bryan/College Station Bus 
Replacement Program, 
jM C PEE 

Bucks County Intermodal 
Facility Improvements, 
Pennsylvania .................. 

Buffalo Niagra Medical 
Campus, New York ......... 

Burke Centre VRE Station 
Parking Expansion ......... 

Bus Facility, 65th Street 
Intermodal Station, New 
реј а ОИ eot ee 

Виз Rapid Transit, Vir- 
ginia Street Phase 1, Ne- 
Valla eset рта а Роки 

Cadillac/Wexford Transit, 
Michigan: шей ундағы: 

Calabasas Transit, Cali- 
fOIDia аЛ 

Cambria County Transit 
accessible buses, Penn- 


САД РАТ: uon eo ke us 
Cambria County Transit 
Facility rehabilitation, 
Pennsylvania .................. 


Cape Cod Regional Transit 
Authority Center/Bus Fa- 
cility, Massachusetts ..... 

Capital Area Transit 
(CAT), Pennsylvania ...... 

Capital Area Transpor- 
tation Authority, Lan- 
sing, Michigan ................ 

Capital Metro North Oper- 
ating Facility, Texas ...... 

Capitol Metro buses and 
bus facilities, Texas ........ 

Carolina Mini-Buses, Puer- 
to RICO Sarar а eoe tee eese 

Cass County 
Michigan'. eee 

CA'TA bus replacement, Ar- 
KANSAS ME 

Catalina Transit Terminal, 
Redondo Beach,  Cali- 
fornia de E 

Central New York Regional 
Transportation  Author- 
ity, New York ................. 

Central Ohio Transit Au- 
thority Paratransit Fa- 
Qi. vente а tote má 

Central Ohio Transity Au- 
thority ITS Phase III ..... 

Centre Area Transit Au- 
thority, Pennsylvania .... 

Cerritos Clean Air Buses, 
Californias. osano н; 

Chapel Hill replacement 
buses, North Carolina ..... 

Charlotte Multi-modal 
Transportation Center, 
North Carolina ............... 


24947 


Amount 


7,000,000 


2,000,000 


125,000 
1,600,000 
750,000 
1,080,000 
150,000 
244,000 


400,000 


1,296,000 


2,117.000 
2,000,000 
1,000,000 


7,500,000 


1,000,000 
100,000 
500,000 


1,080,000 


1,300,000 


3,000,000 
1,000,000 


4,250,000, 
1,200,000 
2,000,000 
1,900,000 

40,000 
400,000 


1,000,000 


3,250,000 


550,000 
200,000 
850,000 
850,000 
2,000,000 


2,500,000, 


24948 


Project Name 
Cherry Street Multi-Modal 
Facility, Indiana ............ 
Cincinnati Local Commu- 
nity bus enhancements, 
OHO ылары еее ae opua 
Citibus vans and alter- 
native fuel buses, Texas 
Citilink, Indiana ................ 
City Bus, Williamsport Bu- 
reau of Transportation, 
Pennsylvania .................. 
City of Orange Beach sen- 
ior activity bus, Alabama 
City of Santa Fe, Bus and 
Bus Facility Grant, New 
Mexico па mede roga 
lare County Transit Cor- 
poration, Michigan ......... 
Claremont Intermodal 
Transit Village Project, 
California ....................... 
Cleveland Avenue YMCA 
bus, Alabama .................. 
leveland Clinic  Pedes- 
trian Access Tunnel, 
QUI On ТН ЕЕЕ ІІІ 
Clinton Area transit sys- 
tem, Michigan ................ 


о 


о 


CNG bus replacement, 
"POX AS wise а иу о бар тоа 
Coconino County—Flag- 


staff bus system, Arizona 
Coconino County—Sedona 
bus system, Arizona ....... 
Collegian Avenue Busway, 
California „2. а 
Colorado Statewide buses 
and bus facilities ............ 
Columbia ‘Transit, Mis- 
SOUL Әсе ымен ы ыу 
Community Transit Bus 
and Van Replacement, 
Washington .................... 
Commuter maintenance fa- 
cility, New Hampshire .... 
Como Rider program, Min- 
тевоба азды taste 
Copper River Transit pro- 
gram, Alaska .................. 
Corpus Christi buses and 
bus facilities, Texas ........ 
County of Lebanon Transit 
Authority (COLT), Penn- 
ВТУ eai 
Cruise Terminal  Inter- 
modal Facility, Pennsyl- 
vania 
Cuyahoga County Plan for 
Senior Transportation, 
(Өлен (е MEER 
Dallas bus shelters, Texas 
Danville buses and bus fa- 
cilities, Virginia ............. 
DeBary Intermodal Trans- 
portation Facility, Flor- 
1 ТЕГЕНЕ 
Delaware Statewide buses 
and bus facilities ............ 


Denton Downtown 
multimodal transit facil- 
ity, Texas ....................... 


Des Moines MTA bus re- 
placement, Iowa ............. 
Detroit DOT bus replace- 
ment and facilities, 
Michigan. 252200204022... 
Dial-a-Ride facility, Phoe- 
nix, Arizona .................... 
Downtown Centralized 
Intermodal Transfer Cen- 
ter, Nashville, Tennessee 
Downtown Tempe Transit 
Center, Arizona .............. 
Downtown transit center 
ITS, California ............... 
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Amount 


1,000,000 


800,000 
1,800,000 
1,800,000 
1,500,000 

100,000 


1,500,000 
100,000 


200,000 
200,000 


1,000,000 
1,250,000 
400,000 
1,400,000 
2,600,000 
400,000 
7,125,000 
950,000 


1,000,000 
700,000 
1,500,000 
1,500,000 
800,00 


360,000 


500,000 


1,000,000 


750,00 


450,000 


250,000 
2,000,000 


3,200,000 
2,000,000 


3,000,000 
350,000 


1,000,000 
800,000 
100,000 


Project Name 
Duluth Transfer Facility, 
Minnesota ....................... 


ОРТО: «ыры ен та аты epe 
East Valley bus mainte- 
nance facility, Arizona ... 
Ed Roberts Campus/City of 
Berkeley, California ....... 


Edmonds Crossing 
Mulitmodal Transpor- 
tation Project, Wash- 
INE GON. TAERE AEE te ra Peer 


El Garces Intermodal Sta- 
tion, Needles, California 
EI Paso buses Texas .......... 
Elk Grove Park and Ride 

Facilities California ....... 
Elmwood Facility Expan- 
sion, Rhode Island .......... 
Endless Mountain Trans- 
portation Authority, 
Pennsylvania .................. 
Englewood bus purchase, 
New Jersey ..................... 
Essex County buses, Mas- 
Sachusetts ....................... 
Fairfield/Vacaville  Inter- 
modal Transit Station, 
Californtar. слабе tnis 
Farmville buses and bus fa- 
cilities, Virginia ............. 
Fayette Area Coordinated 
Transportation (FACT) 
buses and bus facilities, 
Pennsylvania .................. 
Fixed Route Transpor- 
tation System, Madison 
County, Kentucky .......... 
Flagler County buses and 
bus facilities, Florida ..... 


Flint MTA Intelligent 
Transportation System, 
Michigan ........................ 


Fort Edward Intermodal 
Station, New York ......... 
Franklin County Transpor- 
tation Council, Missouri 
Fresno Area Express bus 
program, California ........ 
Ft. Worth Transportation 
Authority Fleet Mod- 
ernization, Texas ............ 
Ft. Worth Transportation 


Authority Passenger 
Shelter Replacement, 
Mcr DEREN 


Fulton County Transit Au- 
thority, Kentucky .......... 
Gainesville Regional Air- 
port multi-modal facil- 
ity, Florida... rs 
Gainesville RTS buses and 
bus facilities, Florida ..... 
Glenmont Metrorail park- 
ing garage expansion, 
Maryland до бине ње 
Golden Empire Transit 
traffic signal priority, 
California... ess 
Grant Transit Authority 
vehicle replacement, 
Washington .................... 
Greater Minnesota Transit 
Greater Ouachita Port and 


Intermodal Facility, 
Louisiana ....................... 
Greenville Transit System, 
Michigan ........................ 


GRTC Bus Facility, Rich- 
mond, Virginia ............... 
Hamiton clean fuels bus fa- 
cility, Georgia ................ 
Hampton Roads Transit 
New Maintenance Facili- 
ties, Virginia .................. 


Amount 
1,000,000 
500,000 
6,950,000 
500,000 


1,000,000 


1,000,000 
3,000,000 


1,000,000 
2,000,000 


100,000 
375,000; 
150,000 


500,000 


200,000; 


900,000 


300,000 
150,000 


1,000,000 
300,000 
150,000 

1,000,000 


2,400,000 


700,000 


200,000 


300,000 
1,000,000 


500,000 


300,000 


800,000 
3,225,000 
3,000,000 

50,000 
6,000,000 
1,500,0001 


2,250,000 


Project Name 
Harbor Transit, Michigan .. 
Harrisburg Transportation 
Center, Pennsylvania ..... 
Harrison County HOV/Bus 
rapid transit Canal Road 
intermodal connector, 
Mississippi ...................... 
Hartford bus facility reha- 
bilitation, Connecticut ... 
Hartford/New Britain 
Busway, Connecticut ...... 
Hazleton intermodal facil- 
ity, Pennsylvania ........... 
Hemet Transit Center bus 
facility, California ......... 
Henderson Area Rapid 
Transit Authority, Ken- 
nee rr 
High Point Project Termi- 
nals, North Carolina ....... 
Hillsborough Area Re- 
gional Transit (HART), 
Біогійа» Дана т ен caste 
Homestead East-West bus 
connector, Florida .......... 
Honolulu bus апа рага- 
transit replacement pro- 
gram, Hawaii .................. 
Honolulu Middle Street 
Intermodal Center, Ha- 
NA si ЕЛЕКТІ 
Houston METRO, Park and 
Rides, Texas ................... 
Howard Boulevard Inter- 
modal Station, New Jer- 
BOY inv РА ser ox ea eat per ee ug 
Howard County Transit re- 
pair facility, Maryland ... 
Hunt County Committee 
on Aging Transit Ter- 
minal, Texas ................... 
Hunt County Committee 
on Aging Transit Vehi- 
cles, Texas ...................... 
1—15 Managed  Lanes/Bus 
Rapid Transit, San 
Diego, California ............ 
1-35 Еіхеа Guideway 
Project, Johnson County, 
KANSAS ай 
I-66/Vienna Metrorail Ac- 
cessibility Improve- 
ments, Virginia .............. 
Idaho Transit Coalition 
Statewide buses and bus 
facilities. eer eren 
Illinois Statewide buses 
and bus facilities ............ 
Incline Plane Cable Re- 
placement, Johnstown, 
Pennsylvania .................. 
IndyGo buses and bus fa- 
cilities, Indiana .............. 
Intelligent Transportation 
System for The Rapid, 
Michigan: ла арз; 
Intercity Transit Buses, 
Thurston County, Wash- 
THE GON: ыза даты. сы» та а Ы та 
Intermodal terminals іп 
Downtown Reno and 
Sparks, Nevada ............... 
Ionia County Dial- i 
Michigan: 2: 5 ees: 
Iowa Statewide buses and 
bus facilities ................... 
Irvington Intermodal Up- 
grades, New York ........... 
Isabella County Transpor- 
tation Commission, 
Міста „ьа асар 
Isanti Transit garage and 
operational facility, Min- 
D6SOtà usted etes ome Ы 
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Amount 


200,000 
1,000,000 


2,000,000 
500,000 
4,000,000 
3,000,000 
350,000 


80,000 


2,000,000 


500,000 


250,000 


5,000,000 


4,000,000 
10,000,000 


3,500,000 
500,000 


1,200,000 


1,000,000 


1,700,000 


300,000 


600,000 


3,500,000 


7,000,000 


120,000 


3,000,000 


600,000 


1,000,000 


1,500,000 
125,000 
5,000,000 


250,000 


300,000 


500,000 


November 19, 2004 


Project Name 
ITP/The Rapid replace- 
ment and expansion 
buses, Michigan .............. 
Ivy Tech State College 
multmodal facility, Indi- 
BIA eI анай 
Jackson State University 
busing project, Mis- 
ИЕ ој о МАСКЕ И a нак. 
Jacksonville ЈТА transit 
rolling stock, Florida ..... 
Jacksonville State Univer- 
sity buses, Alabama ....... 
Jacobi Transportation Fa- 
cility, New York ............. 
Jamaica Intermodal Fa- 
cilities, New York .......... 
James City County natural 
as buses, Virginia ........... 
JATRAN fixed route vehi- 
cles, Mississippi .............. 
JCC of Coney Island Bus 
Purchase, New York ....... 
Jefferson County Transit 
Facility Improvements, 
Техада њива 
Jefferson Transit oper- 
ations/maintenance facil- 
ity, Washington .............. 
Johnson County Transit 
System Buses, Kansas .... 
Juneau bus replacement, 
Alaska оолады ма een 
Kalamazoo County Care A 
Van, Michigan ................ 
Kalamazoo Metro Transit, 
Michigan чаа 
Kalkaska Public Transit 
Authority, Michigan ...... 
Kansas City/Unified Govt. 
of Wyandotte Co. buses, 
Kansas ER 
Kansas statewide bus and 
bus facilities ................... 
KCATA bus rapid transit, 
Missouri ерем decease 
Kearney RYDE Transit, 
Nebraska ........................ 
Kenai Central Area Rural 
Transit System bus re- 
placement, Alaska .......... 
Key West bus and bus fa- 
cilities, Florida .............. 
King County Metro Clean 
Air Buses, Washington ... 
King County Metro Park 
and Ride on First Hill, 
Seattle, Washington ....... 
King County Metro, King 
County Airfield Transfer 
Area, Washington ........... 
Kitsap Transit Bus Re- 
placement, Washington .. 
Knik Arm intermodal fa- 
cility terminal, Alaska .. 
Knoxville Electric Transit 
Intermodal Center, Ten- 
Т168866: ы ыеенгедамыыі 
Lafayette City/Bus, Indi- 
апа UR 
Lake Erie Transit mainte- 
nance prage expansion, 
Michigan ........................ 
Lakeland Area Citrus Con- 
nection transit system, 
Elorida-.:1N25 5 ЫШ 
Lane County bus raid tran- 
sit vehicles, Oregon ........ 
Laredo Bus Hub and Main- 
tenance Facility, Texas .. 
Las Vegas buses, Nevada ... 
LAVTA buses and bus fa- 
cilities, California .......... 
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Amount 


1,250,000 


500,000 


300,000 

500,000 
2,000,000 
1,000,000 
2,000,000 
3,000,000 
3,000,000 


100,000 


700,000 


600,000 
500,000 
1,000,000 
80,000 
3,000,000 


50,000 


1,000,000 
3,000,000 
4,500,000 


1,050,000 


1,400,000 
2,000,000 


5,000,000 


2,000,000 


2,000,000 
1,000,000 


1,500,000 


2,000,000 


500,000 


500,000 


750,000 
4,000,000 


2,000,000 
1,000,000 


500,000 


Project Name 
LAVTA satellite mainte- 
nance, operations and ad- 
ministrative facility, 
California. 2125 кө 
Lawrence Transit System 
maintenance facility, 
Kansas. ues deiecit 
Lawton buses and bus fa- 
cilities, Oklahoma .......... 
Lechmere Station inter- 
modal, Massachusetts .... 
Lewis and Clark explorer 
shuttle parking, Oregon 
Link Transit Low Floor 
Coach Purchases, Wash- 
уса оз «a ae en ЕТ 
Livingston Essential 
Transportation, Michi- 
PAT ТЕЛЕН recreo ЯЯ 
Long Beach Transit bus 
purchase, California ....... 
Los Angeles County MTA 
bus program, California .. 
Los Angeles Trade Tech 
intermodal links with 
bus and Metro, California 
Los Angeles Valley College 
bus station extension, 
California... коске 
Louisiana Statewide buses 
and bus facilities ............ 
Lowell Regional Transit 
Authority, Massachu- 
nd RS 
Macatawa Area Express 
Facility, Michigan .......... 
Macon Terminal Station, 
(£110) 4*4: :.. „аи ее су 
Maine statewide bus pro- 
ETAT A rete EAT 
Maintenance facility mod- 
ernization project, Or- 
OR OM EE. 
Mammoth Lakes Regional 
Transit operations facil- 
ity, California ................. 
Manchester, Clay County 
Intermodal Facility, 
Kentucky ........................ 
MART maintenance facil- 
ity, Massachussets ......... 
MARTA Bus Acquisition 
Program, Georgia ........... 
MARTA clean fuel tech- 
nology buses, Georgia ..... 
Maryland Statewide buses 
and bus facilities ............ 
Mass Transportation Au- 
thority, Flint, Michigan 
Medical University of 
South Carolina ............... 
Memphis Airport Inter- 
modal Facility, Ten- 
пбзвов Jac idet ары ыны зу 
Metro Red Line Wilshire 
Vermont Station  up- 
grade, California ............. 
Metro St. Louis, Missouri 
Metro Transit buses and 
bus facilities, Minnesota 
Miami Beach Intermodal 
Greenway Transit Facil- 
ity, Florida ..................... 
Miami Beach Intermodal 
Transit Facility, Florida 
Miami Intermodal Center, 
Florida: А 
Miami-Dade County bus 
procurement, Florida ..... 
Michigan Statewide buses 
and bus facilities ............ 
Mid Mon Valley Transit 
Authority, Charleroi, 
Pennsylvania .................. 


Amount 


300,000 


400,000 
207,000 
1,000,000 


500,000 


800,000 


100,000 
500,000 


2,000,000 


500,000 


500,000 


5,000,000 


900,000 
1,000,000 
750,000 


2,500,000 


12,500,000 


1,000,000 


2,000,000 
2,400,000 
1,500,000 
4,000,000 
4,000,000 
3,000,000 


4,000,000 


3,000,000 


750,000 


1,250,000 


4,000,000 


700,000 
700,000 
6,000,000 
500,000 
3,000,000 


1,400,000 


Project Name 
Mid-County Transit Au- 


thority Kittanning, 
Pennsylvania .................. 
Midland Dial-A-Ride, 
Моја 2:25: nti 


Millinocket Airport trans- 
fer bus project, Maine ..... 
Miramar Parkway transit 
shelter enhancements, 
Florida 3525 Пана ткања 
Mississippi Valley State 
University mass transit 
expansion, Mississippi .... 
Missouri statewide bus and 
bus facilities ................... 
Modesto bus facility, Cali- 
ТОТА, аав 
Montgomery buses, Ala- 
DAM Ae oss бакын иын» 
Montrey Salinas Transit 
buses, California ............. 
Moultrie Intermodal Facil- 
ity, Georgia .................... 
Multi County Intermodal 
Park & Ride, New Jersey 
Muncie Indiana transit 
system, Indiana .............. 
Municipal Transit Opera- 
tors Coalition, California 
Murray/Calloway County 
Transit Authority, Ken- 
DUCERE о о MU 
Muskegon Area Transit 
System, Michigan ........... 
Napa Transit Center con- 
struction, California ....... 
Nassau County Long Island 
Bus, New York ................ 
National Center for Trans- 
portation Needs, Florida 
Nebraska Statewide bus 
and bus facilities ............ 
New Castle Area Transit, 
Pennsylvania .................. 
New Mexico Statewide bus 
and bus facilities ............ 
New York Central Train 
Station, Elyria, Ohio ...... 
Newark Penn Station 
Intermodal Improve- 
ments, New Jersey ......... 
Norman buses and bus fa- 
cilities, Oklahoma .......... 
North Carolina Statewide 
buses and bus facilities ... 
North Dakota Statewide 
buses and bus facilities ... 
North Florida and West 
Coast Transit Coalition 
Bus Acquisition .............. 
North Oakland Transit Au- 
thority, Michigan ........... 
Northern Michigan bus and 
bus facilities ................... 
Northern Oklahoma  re- 
gional multimodal facili- 
ties and transit system, 
Oklahoma ....................... 
Northern Winnebago Coun- 
by; Оо с. 
Northumberland County 
Transportation, Pennsyl- 
VANIA иако ега 
Northwest Busway and fa- 
cilities, Hennepin Coun- 
ty, Minnesota ................. 
NW "th Avenue Transit 
Hub, Florida ................... 
Oakwood College shuttle 
bus project, Alabama ...... 
Oakwood Intermodal Facil- 
ity, Somerset, Kentucky 
Ohio statewide buses and 
bus facilities ................... 


24949 


Amount 


220,000 
125,000 


35,000 
100,000 


200,000 
8,000,000 
1,000,000 

700,000 
1,000,000 

500,000 
3,000,000 
1,000,000 
1,000,000 


1,800,000 
500,000 
500,000 

1,000,000 
600,000 

2,000,000 

1,000,000 

1,000,000 


1,000,000 


5,000,000 
3,000,000 
5,000,000 


3,000,000 


4,000,000 
80,000 


500,000 


5,000,000 


250,000 
100,000 


3,000,000 
1,000,000 

150,000 
2,000,000 


6,000,000 


24950 


Project Name 
Oklahoma DOT Transit 
Program, Oklahoma ....... 
Oklahoma Transportation 
Center, Oklahoma .......... 
Omaha Metro Area Transit 


Center Developments, 
Мергав кахае 
Pacific Station 


Multimodal-Multiuse fa- 
cility, California ............. 
Paducah Area Transit Au- 
thority, Kentucky .......... 
Pahoa/Hilo Bus routes, Ha- 
Wall 5 ТАЛ а RR 
Palm Springs bus station 
relocation, California ..... 


Palo Alto Intermodal 
Transit Center, Cali- 
Тота и 


Paratransit District/Senior 
Call Center Brooklyn, 
[O1 ToC 

Park 8 Ride/Bus Facility 
Exit 2, Salem, New 
Hampshire ...................... 

Park and Ride Bus Facility 
Exit 5, New Hamgshire ... 

Park and Ride for the Edi- 
son Train Station, New 
Јетаву unge eoa eere eye аза 

Pelham Intermodal Im- 
provements, New York ... 

Petersburg Multi-Modal 
Transportation Center, 
Мако ита аи вену деде а 

Phoenix, Glendale, and 
Avondale bus replace- 
ment, Arizona ................. 

Phoenix/Glendale West 
Valley operating facility, 
Arizona .... 

Pierce Transit Base expan- 
sion, Washington ............ 

Pinellas Suncoast Transit 
Authority, Florida ......... 

Port Angeles International 
Gateway Center, Wash- 
ANE COD: сы ыма Да ақ а 

Port of Anchorage inter- 
modal facility, Alaska .... 

Potomac Yard Transit 
Way, Virginia ................. 

PRTC Bus Acquisitions, 
АЛИ ИП сузан та етика 

Pulse Point Joint Develop- 
ment safety  improve- 
ments, Connecticut ........ 

Putnam County 
RideSolutions buses and 
bus facilities, Florida ..... 

PVTA bus replacement 
program, Massachussets 

Regional maintenance/ 
paratransit scheduling 
facility, Kansas .............. 

Renaissance Square, New 
YOLK есіле donee heen 

Rhode Island Public Tran- 
sit Authority Statewide 
buses and bus facilities ... 

Richmond Highway Tran- 
sit Improvements, Vir- 
ГІНЕ ЕТЕ ТНК ТЕСУ 

Rio Rancho Senior Transit 
Program, New Mexico .... 

Riverbank vehicle garage 
renovation, California .... 

Riverside Transit Author- 
ity, California ................. 

Rochester Central Bus Ter- 
minal, New York ............ 

Rockville Town Center 
transit project, Maryland 

Roscommon County Tran- 
sit System, Michigan ..... 
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Amount 
5,500,000 
2,000,000 


4,000,000 


1,500,000 
1,300,000 
500,000 
30,000 


750,000 


2,000,000 


600,000 
200,000 


1,000,000 
500,000 


500,000 


1,500,000 


3,500,000 
1,000,000 
9,300,000 


1,000,000 
2,500,000 
800,000 


800,000 


500,000 


1,500,000 
4,000,000 


800,000 
6,500,000 


4,000,000 


1,000,000 
250,000 
125,000 
125,000 

5,600,000 

1,000,000 

50,000 


Project Name 
Roseville Multitransit Cen- 
ter, California ................. 
Rural Bus Program, Ha- 
WALL ote erac este sse voe ы? 
Sacramento bus replace- 
ment/facility expansion, 
California... eed 
Salem Intermodal Center 


improvement project, 
Massachussets ................ 
Salem-Keizer Transit, 


buses and bus facilities, 
Oregon 
SamTrans Zero Emission 
bus project, California .... 
San Antonio VIA Metro- 
politan Transit Bus Fleet 
Modernization, Texas ..... 
San Francisco Muni buses 
and bus facilities, Cali- 
fornia 
San Luis Rey Transit Cen- 
ter, California ................. 
Santa Clara VTA bus sig- 
nal priority project, Cali- 
fornia iie ОСТ 
SCAT CNG Fueling Sta- 
tion, California ............... 
Senior Bus Service Bus Re- 
placement, North Hemp- 
stead, New York ............. 
SEPTA, Trackless Trolley 


Acquisition, Pennsyl- 
VATA КОЛКО er e iet 
Shisawassee Area Trans- 
portation Authority, 
Michigan ........................ 


Sierra Madre Villa Gold 
Line Light Rail Station, 
California ....................... 

Sistrunk transit & pedes- 
trian access  improve- 
ment, Florida ................. 

Sitting Bull College facili- 
ties, South Dakota ......... 

Skagway bus terminal de- 
velopment, Alaska .......... 

SMART buses and bus fa- 
cilities, Michigan ........... 

Solana Beach Intermodal 
Facility, Solana Beach, 
California ес как скале 

Sonoma County CNG 
buses, California ............. 

South Amboy Intermodal 
Station, New Jersey ....... 

South Carolina Statewide 
buses and bus facilities ... 

South Dakota Statewide 
buses and bus facilities ... 

South Gate Clean Air 
buses, California ............. 

South Metro Area Rapid 
Transit park-and-ride fa- 
cility and transit center, 
QTeS8On сасе аньс а 

Southeast Tennessee 
Human Resource Agency 

Southern and Eastern Ken- 
tucky buses and bus fa- 
СШ OS ыы САРЫ м а 

Southern Maryland com- 
muter bus initiative, 
Maryland... iei 

Southern Missouri buses 
and bus facilities ............ 

Southside bus facility PE, 
Маролија uec e енн 

Southwest Broward bus fa- 
cility, Florida ................. 

Spring Valley Multi-Modal 
Center, California ........... 

Springfield Union Station, 
Springfield, Massachu- 
SOLUS mre EESTI 


Amount 
650,000 
5,000,000 


500,000 


1,000,000 


350,000 
750,000 


3,000,000 


4,000,000 
400,000 


750,000 
500,000 


300,000 


1,000,000 


45,000 


1,000,000 


1,000,000 
1,250,000 
2,000,000 
3,000,000 


650,000 
300,000 
1,250,000 
4,000,000 
1,000,000 
250,000 


500,000 
750,000 


3,000,000 


5,000,000 
2,300,000 
4,000,000 
1,200,000 

800,000 


6,694,000 


November 19, 2004 


Project Name 
St. Johns County Council 
on Aging buses and bus 
facilities, Florida ........... 
St. George’s Ferry Inter- 
modal Terminal, New 
ОО tates ete НЫД 
St. Lucie County bus pur- 
chase, Florida ................. 
St. Petersburg intermodal 
facility, Florida .............. 
Stamford Urban 
Transitway Phase П, 
Connecticut .................... 
Suffolk County Transit 
buses and bus facilities, 
New York ........................ 
Sullivan County buses and 
bus facilities, New York 
Sun Tran CNG replacement 
buses, Tucson, Arizona ... 
Sunline Transit Agency 
CNG buses, California ..... 
TalTran Bus replacement 
project, Florida .............. 
TARTA/TARPS Intermodal 
Facility, Ohio ................. 
Temecula Park and Ride 
Facility, California ........ 
Temecula Transit Center, 
Californian inier 
Tennessee Statewide buses 
and bus facilities ............ 
The Woodlands Capital 
Cost of Contracting Pro- 
gram, Texas .................... 
Tombigbee Regional Com- 
mission vehicle facility, 
Alabama зә не шаа. 
Tompkins County Hybrid 
Buses, New York ............ 
Transit Authority of 
Northern Kentucky 
(TANK) bus and bus fa- 
cilities, Kentucky ........... 
Transit Authority of River 
City, Louisville, Ken- 
ЭШСЕЗ Шола ие аи 
Transit First Implementa- 
tion, California 
Transit ITS, Utah 
Transit Oriented Neighbor- 
hood Program, California 
TRANSPO Bus Operations 
Center South Bend, Indi- 
| па ИАЕА E EA 
Trenton Intermodal Cen- 
ter, New Jersey .............. 
Triangle Transit Authority 
replacement buses, North 
Carolina... esci 
TriMet buses, Portland, 
Огесовсер еда аманы) 
Trolley System, Boynton 
Beach, Florida ................ 
Tuckahoe Intermodal Im- 
provements, New York ... 
Tulsa Transit Multi-use fa- 
cility in Tulsa, Okla- 
NOMA meere u акме кесе да chavs 
Twin Cities Area Transpor- 
tation Authority, Benton 
Harbor, Michigan ........... 


ULM Intermodal Facility, 
Louisiana ....................... 
Ulster Count Hybrid Buses, 
New York ........................ 
UMass Transit RTIC and 
training facility, 
Massachussets ................ 
UNI multimodal project, 
TOWA ытты Ма КЫК 
Union City Intermodal 


Station, Phase 1, Cali- 
Тота ынаа 


Amount 


750,000 


2,300,000 
400,000 


500,000 


6,000,000 


1,000,000 
500,000 
2,750,000 
500,000 
800,000 
1,500,000 
50,000 
400,000 


9,500,000 


450,000 


250,000 


250,000 


500,000 


601,500 


750,000 
250,000 


200,000 


2,000,000 


2,000,000 


1,000,000 
1,000,000 
250,000 
40,000 


2,000,000 


30,000 
750,000 
250,000 


4,000,000 
3,000,000 


500,000 


November 19, 2004 


Project Name 
Union Depot Transpor- 
tation Hub, Minnesota ... 
nion Station Intermodal 
Trade and Transit Cen- 
ter, Schuylkill County, 
Pennsylvania .................. 
Union Station Intermodal 
Transportation Center, 
Washington, DC .............. 
Union/Snyder Transpor- 
tation Alliance, Union 
County Pennsylvania ..... 
University of Alabama at 


а 


Huntsville Intermodal 
Facility, Alabama .......... 
University of Louisville 
bus shuttle program, 
Kentucky. 22020 ре 
UTA intermodal facilities, 
tan а ували њу ЕКЕ ны too АЗУ 


UTA Statewide buses and 
bus facilities ................... 
Vallejo Baylink Ferry 
Intermodal Center, Cali- 
Торша а ығы а 
Van Buren Public Transit, 
Michigan. „он 
Vans, CASA of Marshall 
County, Alabama ............ 
Vehicles for Senior Citizen 
Transportation in Ala- 
Балта ына дыны ы адалары ыы 
Vermont Statewide buses 
and bus facilities ............ 
Vicksburg public transpor- 
tation, Mississippi .......... 
Visalia bus operations fa- 
cility, California ............. 
Visalia bus replacement, 
California ....................... 
Waco Transit Alternative 
Fueled Bus Purchase, 
Техав; семан ыла ы ahs 
Wahiawa Transit Center 
and Parking Facility, 
Наа Ves арама атомы 
Washington Small Bus 
System Program of 
Projects, Washington ..... 
Waterbury bus  mainte- 
nance facility, Con- 
песси: еа да дора 
West Haven/Orange Inter- 
modal Facility, Con- 
NOCHICUb's. рыба ны 
West Side transit facility, 
New Mexico .................... 
West Valley City Inter- 
modal Terminal, Utah .... 
West Virginia Statewide ... 
Westchester County Bee 
Line Bus Replacement, 
New: Y OPE... near 
Westmoreland Count Tran- 
sit Authority, Pennsyl- 
VEO esd Lesh eere dude cone 
Whatcom "Transportation 
Authority, Lincoln Creek 
Transportation Center, 
Washington .................... 
White Earth Tribal Nation 


Transit Center, Min- 
певођа лао виа аайын 
White Plains Downtown 


Circulator, New York ..... 
Whitehall Intermodal 
Ferry Terminal, New 
УОК ао Кына ЖЕДЕ ed 
Whittier intermodal facil- 
Њу ARSKA 22045 е 
Wichita Transit Authority 
buses and bus facilities, 
Капваб „е 
Winter Haven Transit Ter- 
minal, Florida ................ 
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Amount 


1,000,000 


2,000,000 


750,000 


1,500,000 


4,000,000 


2,500,000 
2,000,000 
5,800,000 


1,250,000 
30,000 
100,000 


1,000,000 
2,000,000 
500,000 
250,000 
250,000 


4,000,000 


2,500,000 


4,000,000 


500,000 


1,000,000 
1,000,000 

400,000 
5,000,000 
4,000,000 


500,000 


2,000,000 


1,000,000 
250,000 


1,000,000 
1,500,000 


250,000 
500,000 


Project Name Amount 
Wisconsin Statewide buses 
and bus facilities ............ 
WMATA bus purchase, Vir- 
INIA а О а 
WMATA clean fleet buses, 
Maryland ........................ 
Wonderland Station im- 
provements, Revere, 
Massachussets ................ 
Yamhill County Transit 
bus and bus facilities, Or- 


15,000,000 
7,000,000 
1,500,000 


2,000,000 


150,000 
Township  Dial-A- 
Ride Transportation Sys- 
tem, Michigan ................ 
York County  Transpor- 
tation Authority buses, 
Pennsylvania .................. 
Yosemite Area Regional 
Transportation System, 
California. e rene 


200,000 


1,500,000 


400,000 


Washington statewide small transit-systems, 
bus and bus facilitie.—The conference agree- 
ment provides $4,000,000 to the Washington 
State Department of Transportation 
(WSDOT) for bus and bus facilities grants. 
The conferees expect WSDOT to fund the fol- 
lowing projects: (1) $400,000 Clallam Transit; 
(2) $50,000 Columbia County Public Transpor- 
tation (CCPT); (3) $50,000 Garfield County; (4) 
$400,000 Grant Transit; (5) $600,000 Grays Har- 
bor Transportation Authority; (6) $400,000 Is- 
land Transit; (7) $750,000 Jefferson Transit; 
(8) $400,000 Mason County Transportation Au- 
thority; (9) $50,000 Pacific Transit; (10) 
$400,000 Twin Transit; and (11) $500,000 Valley 
'Transit. 

Illinois Statewide Buses.—The conferees pro- 
vide $7,000,000 to the Illinois Department of 
Transportation (IDOT) for Section 5309 Bus 
and Bus Facilities grants. The conferees ex- 
pect IDOT to provide at least $3,000,000 for 
Downstate Illinois replacement buses in 
Bloomington, Champaign-Urbana, Danville, 
Decatur, Peoria, Quincy, RIDES MTD, River 
Valley, Rockford, Rock Island, Springfield, 
and for the Bi-State Development/Metro 
Agency. Further, the conferees expect IDOT 
to provide appropriate funds for bus facili- 
ties in Bloomington, Galesburg, Macomb, 
Peoria, and Rock Island, including $750,000 
for the Champaign Day Care Center/Park-n- 
Ride; $500,000 for the Richton Park Metra 
Intermodal Transit Park and Ride Facility; 
$750,000 for the City of Chicago's Free Trol- 
ley system; and $500,000 for the Downtown 
Normal Multimodal facility. 

The conference agreement retains all lan- 
guage in the House and Senate reports allow- 
ing funds appropriated for a bus or bus facil- 
ity project to be used for another eligible 
purpose, with the exception of Senate pro- 
posed language for South Bend Intermodal 
Facility, Indiana. Amounts previously obli- 
gated for the South Street Station Project in 
fiscal year 1996 and fiscal year 1997 shall be 
made available for the South Bend Bus Oper- 
ations Center project in South Bend, Indi- 
ana. In addition, House retained language re- 
garding Detroit bus and bus facilities should 
read ‘‘Public Law 106-69" instead of ‘‘Public 
Law 106-109". 

Newton Rapid Transit Handicap Access Im- 
provements, Massachusetts.—Amounts made 
available in fiscal year 2004 for Newton Rapid 
Transit Handicap Access Improvements, 
Massachusetts, shall be available for making 
handicap accessibility improvements to the 
Auburndale Station in Newton, MA. 

Alameda Point Areil Transit Project, Cali- 
fornia.—Amounts made available in fiscal 
year 2004 for Alameda Point Areil Transit 
Project, California, shall be available for the 


24951 


Fairfield/Vacavile Intermodal Transit Sta- 
tion, California. 

Utica Transit Authority Buses, New York.— 
Amounts made available in fiscal year 2008 
for Utica Transit Buses, New York, shall be 
made available for Oneida County buses and 
transit items. 

Statewide Bus and Bus Facilities, Montana.— 
Unobligated balances from amounts made 
available in fiscal year 2002 to Area VIII 
Agency on Aging Bus and Bus Facility and 
Ravalli County Council on Aging Bus and 
Bus Facility shall be combined with and 
made available for Statewide Buses and Bus 
Facilities. 

New York City grant reprogramming.—The 
conference agreement includes a provision 
that allows urbanized area formula grant 
funds and capital investment or discre- 
tionary grant funds awarded to the New 
York City DOT to be made available to the 
New York Metropolitan Transportation Au- 
thority for eligible capital projects. The con- 
ferees are concerned that this provision in 
some way might facilitate the closure of cur- 
rent bus routes or the delaying of service im- 
provements in certain New York City bus 
lines. This is not the intent of the conferees, 
and MTA should work to avoid any such 
harmful effects. 

NEW STARTS 


The conference agreement provides 
$1,449,425,000 for new starts programs, to- 
gether with funds made available from re- 
allocated new start projects from the fiscal 
year 2002 Act and previous Acts. Funds pro- 
vided for new start projects are distributed 
as follows: 


Atlanta, Georgia/North 
Springs (North Line Ex- 
btenstony о ы 

Baltimore, Maryland, Сеп- 
tral Light Rail Double 
ИЕ: Тој ЧУВЕНИ КА ТЕ ыды 

Birmingham—tTransit Cor- 
ridor, Alabama ............... 

Boston, Massachusetts, 
Silver Line ІП ................ 

Capital Metro—Bus Rapid 
Transit, Texas ................ 

CATRAIL RTC Rail 
Project, Nevada .............. 

Charlotte, North Carolina, 
South Corridor Light 
Rail Project .................... 

Chicago, Illinois, Douglas 
Branch Reconstruction .. 

Chicago, Illinois, 
Ravenswood Line Exten- 
SION per 

Cleveland. Ohio, Euclid 
Corridor Transportation 
Br0j6GU. oe oe кла 

Dallas, Texas NW/SE Ex- 
TONSIL а 

Denver, Colorado, South- 
east Corridor LRT .......... 

Dulles Corridor Rapid 
Transit Project, Virginia 

Fort Lauderdale, Florida, 
South Florida Commuter 
Rail Upgrades ................. 

Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, 
Corridor One Rail MOS ... 

Hawaii and Alaska Ferry 
Воаб8: лов е mete eni 

Houston Advanced Metro 
Transit Plan, Texas ........ 

I-5/1-205/SR50, Transit 
Loop, Washington and 
Огесовы дады ЫРЫ ырады 

Las Vegas, Nevada, Resort 
Corridor Fixed Guideway 
Ртојебі сасе есейе 


8265,410 


29,010,000 
1,000,000 
3,000,000 
1,000,000 
1,000,000 


30,000,000 
85,000,000 


40,000,000 


25,000,000 

8,500,000 
80,000,000 
25,000,000 


11,409,506 
2,000,000 
10,296,000 
8,500,000 


1,500,000 


30,000,000 


24952 


Little Rock River Rail, Ar- 
kansas 
Los Angeles, California/ 
MOSS Metro Rail (North 
Hollywood) ..................... 
Los Angeles, California, 
Eastside Light Rail 
Transit Project ............... 
Los Angeles, California, 
Gold Line Foothill Ex- 
Бовоар алымы 
Metra Commuter Rail Ех- 
pansions and Extensions, 
Illinois... eere 


Minneapolis, Minnesota, 
Hiawatha Light Rail 
BPr0jecto 2525: ко на не 

Minneapolis, Minnesota, 
Northstar Commuter 


Rail Project .................... 
Nashville, Tennessee, East 
Corridor Commuter Rail 
New Jersey Trans-Hudson 
Midtown Corridor ........... 
New Orleans, Louisiana, 
Canal Street Corridor 
Project 2 невине 
New York, New York Long 
Island Rail Road East 
Side Access ..................... 
Norfolk, Virginia, Light 
Rail Transit Project ....... 
Northern New Jersey Hud- 
son-Bergen Light Rail 
MOSZ e аА 
New Jersey Newark Rail 
Link MOS 1 .................... 
Northern New Jersey New- 
ark-Elizabeth Rail Line 
MOSI; мне на 
Philadelphia, Pennsyl- 
vania, Schuylkill Valley 
MetroRail ....................... 
Phoenix, Arizona, Central 
Phoenix/East Valley 
Light Rail ....................... 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, 
North Shore Light Rail 
CÓOnnecQbOor tet 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, 
Stage II Light Rail ......... 
Portland, Oregon, Inter- 
state Max Light Rail Ex- 
GONSION i. cedri 
Raleigh, North Carolina, 
Triangle Transit Author- 
ity Regional Rail Project 
Rhode Island Integrated 
Commuter Rail Project .. 
Regional Commuter Rail 
(Weber County to Salt 
Lake City), Utah ............ 
Salt Lake City, Utah/CBD 
to University LRT .......... 
Salt Lake City, Utah/Med- 
ical Center Extension ..... 
San Diego, California, Mid- 
Coast Light Rail Exten- 
Се ата ТАЛА case ТОЯ 
San Diego, California, Mis- 
sion Valley East Light 
Rail Extension ................ 
San Diego, California, 
Oceanside-Escondido 
Rail corridor ................... 
San Francisco, California, 
BART Extension to San 
Fran International Air- 
POPC ics. D 
San Francisco, California, 
Muni Third Street Light 
Rail Project .................... 
San Juan, Puerto Rico, 
Tren Urbano Rapid Tran- 
sit System ...................... 
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3,500,000 


675,103 


60,000,000 


500,000 


52,000,000 


33,698,453 


5,000,000 
2,000,000 


1,200,000 


16,747,023 


100,000,000 
2,000,200 


100,000,000 


319,463 


1,365,876 


10,000,000 


75,000,000 


55,000,000 
1,140,792 


23,480,000 


20,000,000 
6,000,000 


8,000,000 
1,147,398 


8,836,110 


1,000,000 


81,640,000 


55,000,000 


100,000,000 


10,000,000 


44,620,000 


Santa Clara County, Cali- 
fornia, Silicon Valley 
Rapid Transit Corridor 
Projeet. А 

Seattle, Washington, Cen- 
tral Link Initial Seg- 
THOU iuo шл Н 

Sound ‘Transit Sounder 
Commuter Rail, Lake- 
wood to Nisqually, Wash- 
ШЕ БӘ. cene Ека дана 

South Shore Commuter 
Rail, Indiana .................. 


St. Louis, Missouri/ 
Metrolink St. Clair Ex- 
tension оаа ооа ИН 

Stamford, Connecticut 


Urban Transitway, Phase 


Washington County, Or- 
egon, Wilsonville to Bea- 
verton Commuter Rail 
Ргојес ла ласа ары 

Washington, DC/Largo Ex- 
tension, Maryland .......... 


2,500,000 


80,000,000 


4,000,000 


2,500,000 


60,436 


3,000,000 


9,000,000 


76,770,615 


Resort corridor system extension, Las Vegas, 
NV.—The conferees expect the FTA to con- 
tinue to set aside sufficient funds from the 
total amount of contingent commitment au- 
thority available for full funding grant 
agreements for fiscal year 2005 for the Resort 
Corridor System Extension project while the 
project works through a series of unantici- 
pated technical problems. The conferees look 
forward to receiving the anticipated Full 
Funding Grant Agreement for this project 
once those technical problems have been re- 


solved. 


JOB ACCESS AND REVERSE COMMUTE GRANTS 


The conference 


agreement 


provides 


$125,000,000 for JARC programs. Funds pro- 
vided for JARC projects are distributed as 


follows: 


Cleveland JARC Ohio ........ 
Abilene JARC, Texas ......... 
AC Transit—Calworks Job 
Center (Bay Area), Cali- 
Хота ааа ырында қо а акыр 
Akron METRO Job Access 
and Reverse Commute, 
(ONTO ЫА Лы ЕТТЕН 


МЛларатта га овна 
Bedford Ride, Virginia ....... 
Brockton Area Transit Au- 

thority JARC, Massachu- 

SOUUS ose: биле нирвану abes 
Broome County Transit, 

Binghamton, New York .. 
Central New York Job Ac- 

cess Reverse Commute, 

New York ........................ 
Chatham JARC, Georgia ... 
Children’s Health Fund 

JARC, Tennessee ............ 
City of Santa Fe, New Mex- 

TCO) ыиык айыы ыа Сыны на 


ТАНАУ LL eese ceder 


Community 'Transpor- 
tation JOBLINKS Dem- 
onstration ....................... 

Connecticut Statewide 
JARO лыга лкы р Sian. 


Craig Transit JARC, Alas- 
Ҡа. осени eed Mr ei een 
DCC Community Health & 
Safety Transport 
Project, Michigan ........... 
Delaware Statewide Wel- 
fare to Work ................... 
Detroit JARC, Michigan .... 
Dooly-Crisp Unified Trans- 
portation System, Geor- 
Cac 


$750,000 
150,000 


5,000,000 


300,000 
350,000 
60,000 
600,000 
250,000 
500,000 
2,000,000 
500,000 
400,000 
3,250,000 


3,300,000 
2,500,000 
50,000 
300,000 
750,000 
1,750,000 


200,000 


Easter Seals Central Ala- 
рата JARC ............ 
El Paso JARC, Texas 
Family Service Centers of 
Clearwater Ways to 
Work; Е ов ке 


CAN ыры ы oper ен 
Gees Bend Ferry, Alabama 
Georgetown, Washington, 
D.C. Metro Connection ... 
Guaranteed Ride Program, 
California ....................... 
Hillsborough Area Re- 
gional Transit JARC, 
Florida. entere me 


gram, Minnesota ............ 
Illinois Statewide JARC .... 
IndyFlex, Indiana .............. 
Iowa Statewide JARC ........ 
Island Transit JARC, 
Техавсосама ын амын? 


АЛаратай; еме изд dave 
Job Access Transit, Нау- 
ward, California .............. 
Jumpstart, Wisconsin ........ 
Kenai Peninsula JARC, 
DUECI a TC" 
Knox County CAC Trans- 
portation Program, Ten- 
певвее ..............2...2.л. 
Knoxville Area Transit Job 
Access Service, Ten- 
NOSSOE: умыта ойда 
Louisiana Statewide JARC 
Louisville JARC, Kentucky 
Lubbock, Citibus JARC, 
Jioc ER 
Maine Statewide JARC 
PYOSTAM ранее д. 
MARC, Kansas ................... 
Maryland Statewide JARC 
MASCOT Mat-su Valley, 
Alaska иоио со а 
Metro St. Louis Downtown 
Shuttle Trolley, Missouri 
Metropolitan Access to 
Jobs Initiative, Fargo, 
North Dakota ................. 
Metropolitan Access to 
Jobs Initiative, North 
ракођћа гаси А ис у 
Metropolitan Council Job 
Access, Minneapolis, 
Minnesota ....................... 
Missouri Statewide JARC 
Mobile Association for Re- 
tarded Citizens, Alabama 
Mobility Coalition, Alaska 
Muncie Indiana ‘Transit 
System JobConnection, 
Indiana: «ыгал ые ы 


New Jersey Statewide 
ЈАНО оннан 
New Mexico Statewide 
JARO келісер не ака кане 


North Central Puget Sound 
Vehicle Trip Reduction 
Incentives, Washington .. 

North Oakland Transpor- 
tation Authority, Michi- 
PAW азун рин рын rk tu d 

North Star Borough Tran- 
sit JARC, Alaska ............ 

Okanogan County Senior 
Citizens JARC, Wash- 
ао vetitis 

Oklahoma Statewide JARC 

Operation Ride DuPage, 
DuPage County, Illinois 

Patrick Henry Community 
College, Virginia ............ 
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500,000 
500,000 
500,000 


2,000,000 
2,000,000 


1,250,000 


600,000 


100,000 
200,000 
500,000 
1,250,000 
2,000,000 
600,000 
3,000,000 


500,000 
290,000 


600,000 


500,000 


750,000 
2,500,000 
1,150,000 

350,000 
1,500,000 

500,000 
2,700,000 

200,000 


950,000 
100,000 
100,000 
1,000,000 
5,500,000 
250,000 
500,000 
140,000 


5,250,000 


2,150,000 


1,000,000 


150,000 
75,000 
226,430 
8,000,000 
500,000 


25,000 
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Philadelphia Unemploy- 

ment Project (PUP), 

Pennsylvania .................. 1,500,000 
Pittsburgh JARC, Pennsyl- 

Vania дала eto ҚАЗЫЛДЫ ҚОН 2,800,000 
Platform Additions and 

Extensions on San 

Bernardino Line, Cali- 

ЕЕ 2,000,000 
Port Authority of Alle- 

gheny County JARC, 

Pennsylvania .................. 6,250,000 
Portland Regional JARC, 

Огебої. рев е 2,300,000 
Poughkeepsie JARC, New 

ОВ а аан 50,000 
Ray Graham Association 

for People With Disabil- 

ities, Illinois ................... 130,000 
Red Rose Transit Author- 

ity, Lancaster, Pennsyl- 

Мата умра кн avers’ 633,000 
Rhode Island Statewide 

JARO рану ен танкінің 1,650,000 
Rochester-Genesee Re- 

gional Transportation 

Authority, New York ..... 750,000 
Rogue Valley Transit Dis- 

trict JARC, Oregon ........ 200,000 
Sacramento Region JARC, 

California ....................... 2,000,000 
Salem Keizer Transit 

JARC, Oregon ................. 200,000 
SEPTA JARC, Pennsyl- 

талша ы ves КОНО S 3,500,000 
Seward Transit JARC, 

Alaskan „асад vend 200,000 
SRTA Elderly Van Service, 

Massachusetts ................ 400,000 
Statewide Statewide Small 

Urban and Rural Public/ 

Specialized Transpor- 

tation Services (JARC), 

Меуада.шзазвзв вне 2,000,000 
Suffolk County United 

Veterans, New York ....... 200,000 
Tennessee Statewide JARC 6,000,000 
Toledo JARC, Ohio ............ 350,000 
Tompkins Consolidated 

Area Transit JARC, New 

о РИН РИСИ 100,000 
Vermont Statewide JARC 1,000,000 
Veterans Wheelchair 

Olympic Games, Alaska 100,000 
VIA Metropolitan JARC, 

Техавссыдомцежео ырады 150,000 
Washington Metro Job Ас- 

cess Initiative ................. 2,500,000 
Washington State 'Transit 

Car Sharing Job Access, 

Washingtion ................... 2,000,000 
Ways to Work, Minnesota 1,975,000 
Ways to Work, Wisconsin .. 1,000,000 
West Virginia Statewide 

NE gU cu 1,000,000 
Western Reserve Transit 

Job Access Program, 

ODIO: ыы а ыда ақы 150,000 
Wichita Transit Authority 

JARC, Kansas ................. 400,000 
Wisconsin Statewide JARC 2,600,000 
WorkFirst Transportation 

Initiative, Washington ... 1,598,570 
Wyandotte Co/KCK JARC, 

Калбавсоравоавуа асыл 500,000 


Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Au- 


thority JARC.—The conferees direct FTA to 
permit WMATA to reprogram funds cur- 
rently and previously appropriated for 
WMATA’s JARC program to be used to pro- 
vide ADA paratransit service to persons who 
are eligible for such service under the Ameri- 
cans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 
12101 et seq.) and the guidelines for 
WMATA’s MetroAccess program. 


GENERAL PROVISIONS—FEDERAL TRANSIT 
ADMINISTRATION 


The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Section 160) that exempts previously 
made transit obligations from limitations on 
obligations, as proposed by both the House 
and Senate. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Section 161) that allows funds for dis- 
cretionary grants of the Federal Transit Ad- 
ministration for specific projects, except for 
fixed guideway modernization projects, not 
obligated by September 30, 2005, and other 
recoveries, to be used for other projects 
under 49 U.S.C. 5309, as proposed by both the 
House and Senate. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Section 162) that allows transit funds 
appropriated before October 2, 2003, that re- 
main available for expenditure to be trans- 
ferred, as proposed by both the House and 
Senate. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Section 163) that prohibits Federal 
transit grantees from obligating or expend- 
ing funds after February 1, 2004, that would 
otherwise be available in the Act, if the 
grantee is involved directly or indirectly 
with any activity, including displaying or 
permitting to be displayed advertisements 
on its land, equipment, or in its facilities, 
that promotes the legalization or medical 
use of substances listed in schedule I of sec- 
tion 202 of the Controlled Substances Act, as 
proposed by the House. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Section 164) that allows the restora- 
tion of obligation authority to formula 
grants funds that were reduced due to FTA 
violations of the Antideficiency Act, as pro- 
posed by the House. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Section 165) that allows funds made 
available for Alaska and Hawaii ferry boats 
or ferry terminal facilities to be used to con- 
struct new vessels and facilities or to im- 
prove existing vessels and facilities, as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Section 166) that allows unobligated 
funds for new projects under Federal Transit 
Authority to be used during this fiscal year 
to satisfy expenses incurred for such 
projects, as proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Section 167) that expands authoriza- 
tion allowing cooperative procurement of 
major capital equipment to 5 pilot projects, 
as proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Section 168) that allows amounts pre- 
viously made available to the Port Author- 
ity of Allegheny County to be used for bus 
purchases, as proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Section 169) that allows a transfer of 
Greater New Haven Transit District bus 
funding for transit research, as proposed by 
the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Section 170) that allows amounts pre- 
viously made available to Matanuska 
Susitna Borough for ferry boats to be used 
for an intermodal facility, as proposed by the 
Senate. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Section 171) that relates to bus funds 
for Honolulu, Hawaii, as proposed by the 
Senate. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Section 172) that allows the Navy to 
receive funds from Hawaii for ferry boats for 
transportation services for the Arizona War 
Memorial, as proposed by the Senate. 
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The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Section 173) that directs FTA to com- 
ply with the coordinated development and 
governmental funding requirements of Sec- 
tion 3042 of the Federal Transit Act of 1998, 
as proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Section 174) that modifies the cal- 
culation of the non-New Starts share of fund- 
ing for the San Francisco Muni Third Street 
Light Rail Project, as proposed by the 
House. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Section 175) that allows a transfer of 
funding for Vermont Commuter Rail to up- 
grade an existing rail project, as proposed by 
the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Section 176) that allows unobligated 
funds made available to the Oklahoma Tran- 
sit Association in Public Law 108-7 to in- 
stead be made available to the Metropolitan 
Tulsa Transit Authority and the Central 
Oklahoma Transportation and Parking Au- 
thority for any project or activity author- 
ized under the JARC program, as proposed by 
the House. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Section 177) that allows urbanized 
area formula grant funds and capital invest- 
ment or discretionary grant funds awarded 
to the New York City Department of Trans- 
portation to be made available to the New 
York Metropolitan Transportation Author- 
ity for eligible capital projects. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Section 178) that allows small urban- 
ized areas that became part of the metropoli- 
tan Houston, Texas urbanized area, but lie 
outside the service area of the principal pub- 
lic transportation agency that serves that 
urbanized area to use funds made available 
to carry out 49 U.S.C. 5307 in fiscal year 2005. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Section 179) that allows funds made 
available to the Hawthorne-Warwick Com- 
muter Rail Project to be reallocated for 
other projects. 

SAINT LAWRENCE SEAWAY DEVELOPMENT 
CORPORATION 
OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE 
(HARBOR MAINTENANCE TRUST FUND) 

The conference agreement includes 
$15,900,000 for the Operations and Mainte- 
nance of the Saint Lawrence Seaway Devel- 
opment Corporation as proposed by both the 
House and Senate. The conferees designate 
that $1,500,000 of this total is for concrete re- 
placement at Eisenhower and Snell Locks, as 
proposed by the House. 

MARITIME ADMINISTRATION 
MARITIME SECURITY PROGRAM 

The conference agreement includes 
$98,700,000 for the maritime security program 
as proposed by the House and Senate. 

OPERATIONS AND TRAINING 

The conference agreement includes 
$109,478,000 for MARAD's operations and 
training account, instead of $106,400,000 as 
proposed by the House and $110,910,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. The conference agree- 
ment allocates the funds for operations and 
training as follows: 


Activity Conference level 

U.S. Merchant Marine 

Academy: 

Salary and benefits ........ $23,753 
Midshipmen program ...... 6,303 
Instructional program .... 3,448 

Program direction and 
administration ............ 2,945 

Maintenance, repair & 
operating requirements 6,327 
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Activity Conference level 


Capital improvements .... 13,138 

Subtotal, USMMA ....... 55,914 

State Maritime Schools: 

Student incentive pay- 

ments ............222.... 1,200 
Direct schoolship pay- 

а авионе Ы eo reed 1,200 
Schoolship maintenance 

and repair .................... 8,090 

Subtotal, State Mari- 

time Academies ........... 10,490 

MARAD Operations: 

Salaries and benefits ...... 26,112 
Non-salary base .............. 10,448 

Subtotal—Base oper- 

AION ызны айыл 36,560 
Enterprise architecture 

& IT security upgrades 150 
DOT working capital 

fund (IT consolidation) 4,560 
GSA space ...................... 94 
DOT Electronic Govern- 

теп шн ree н 100 
Inland waterway condi- 

tions and performance 

report .... 1,000 
Security Training Center 610 

Subtotal, MARAD Op- 

erations ....................... 43,074 

Subtotal, Operations 

and Training ................ 109,478 


The conferees provide $610,000 as a one- 
time appropriation for relocation and recon- 
figuration of the CAPE CHALMERS from the 
National Defense Reserve Fleet to the Fed- 
eral Law Enforcement Training Center in 
Charleston, South Carolina to establish a 
maritime security professional training cen- 
ter. Funds shall not be used for training pur- 
poses or for administration purposes associ- 
ated with the Federal Law Enforcement 
Training Center. 

The conferees provide $1,000,000 to prepare 
a conditions and performance report and 
needs assessment for the inland waterways 
system. In developing the conditions and 
performance and needs assessment report, 
MARAD should consider and evaluate the po- 
tential for applying information technology 
and data management to the inland water- 
ways infrastructure to address increased 
transportation demands. 

Base Ops Breakout.—The conferees direct 
MARAD to comprehensively delineate the 
antecedent line item elements, along with 
their associated, requested funding levels, 
that encompass base operations within fu- 
ture, officially submitted budget justifica- 
tions to the House and Senate Committees 
on Appropriations. 

SHIP DISPOSAL 


The conference agreement includes 
$21,616,000 for the disposal of obsolete vessels 
of the National Defense Reserve Fleet as pro- 
posed by the Senate, instead of $19,116,000 as 
proposed by the House. 


MARITIME GUARANTEED LOAN (TITLE ХІ) 
PROGRAM ACCOUNT 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

The conference agreement includes 
$4,764,000 for administration expenses of the 
maritime guaranteed loan program (Title 
XI) as proposed by the House and Senate. 
This level is adequate to fund the three re- 
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quested full time equivalents to improve the 
administration and oversight of the Title XI 
loan process, aS recommended by the DOT 
Inspector General. Further, MARAD is pro- 
hibited from detailing any personnel over- 
seeing the Title XI program to any other 
modal administration, including the Office 
of the Secretary, without the advance con- 
sent of both the House and Senate Commit- 
tees on Appropriations. In addition, the con- 
ferees direct MARAD to implement the addi- 
tional three recommendations detailed in 
the Inspector General’s follow-up audit of 
the Title XI program dated September 28, 
2004, and make available up to $2,000,000 of 
the Title XI funds provided under Public Law 
108-11 to be used to develop and acquire a 
comprehensive computer-based financial 
monitoring system. 
NATIONAL DEFENSE TANK VESSEL 
CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 


The conference agreement amends a provi- 
sion included in the Senate bill and includes 
$75,000,000 for the National Defense Tank 
Vessel Construction Program authorized 
under Public Law 108-136. 

SHIP CONSTRUCTION 
(RESCISSION) 


The conference agreement includes a re- 
scission of unobligated balances totaling 
$1,979,000 from the dormant ship construc- 
tion account as proposed by the House, in- 
stead of $1,900,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—MARITIME 
ADMINISTRATION 


The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Sec. 180) that authorizes MARAD to 
furnish utilities and services and make nec- 
essary repairs in connection with any lease, 
contract, or occupancy involving Govern- 
ment property under control of MARAD, and 
allow payments received to be credited to 
the Treasury, ав proposed by both the House 
and Senate. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision (Sec. 181) that does not allow obliga- 
tions to be incurred during the current fiscal 
year from the construction fund established 
by the Merchant Marine Act, 1936. 


RESEARCH AND SPECIAL PROGRAMS 


ADMINISTRATION 
RESEARCH AND SPECIAL PROGRAMS 
The conference agreement provides 


$47,115,000 for Research and Special Pro- 
grams, instead of $46,790,000 as proposed by 
the House and $49,000,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. Funding for the Office of Emergency 
Transportation has been transferred to the 
Office of the Secretary, as proposed by the 
House. The agreement approves a staffing 
level of 225 and includes the following fund- 
ing allocations: 


Hazardous Materials Safe- 


p a ———— n $25,159,000 
Research and Technology .. 2,434,000 
Program Support ............... 19,572,000 

PIPELINE SAFETY 
The conference agreement provides 


$69,769,000 for the Office of Pipeline Safety, 
instead of $68,466,000 as proposed by the 
House and $71,073,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. The conferees approve 4 additional pipe- 
line inspectors, instead of 2 as proposed by 
the House and 6 as proposed by the Senate. 
Oil Spill Liability Trust Fund.—The con- 
ferees strongly agree with language con- 
tained in both the House and Senate reports 
regarding the oil spill liability trust fund. 
The fiscal year 2006 budget justification 
should adequately address the allocation of 
resources, containing an itemization of how 
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these funds are being allocated within OPS, 
as proposed by the House. 

Natural Gas Distribution Pipeline Safety.—In 
lieu of directives proposed by the Senate, the 
conferees direct the Office of Pipeline Safety 
to report to the House and Senate Commit- 
tees on Appropriations by May 1, 2005, detail- 
ing the extent to which integrity manage- 
ment plan [IMP] elements may be applied to 
the natural gas distribution pipeline indus- 
try in order to enhance distribution system 
safety. This report should detail the IMP im- 
plementation approach for operators of nat- 
ural gas distribution pipelines, including de- 
velopment of guidance for adoption by 
states, and publication and promotion of 
best practices and development of national 
consensus standards and/or federal or state 
regulation. In addition, the report should in- 
clude specific milestones and performance 
measures on the actions that will be nec- 
essary to carry out the IMP initiative and 
should examine the financial implications of 
an IMP and impacts on natural gas con- 
sumers. The Administrator shall provide 
quarterly updates to the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations regarding the 
status of the implementation. 

Public Safety and Education Programs.—The 
conferees include $750,000 for RSPA to create 
a clearinghouse to evaluate public safety and 
education efforts, as proposed by the Senate. 

Small Gas Distribution Systems.—The con- 
ferees encourage the Office of Pipeline Safe- 
ty to work closely with and assist existing 
organizations and foundations in efforts to 
develop and deliver educational tools and 
materials to small gas utilities. The con- 
ferees support those efforts focused on oper- 
ating and maintenance procedures that will 
help prevent incidents, rapidly and safely 
control hazards and restore service in the 
event of accidental or intentional damage to 
pipelines. 

EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS GRANTS 

The conference agreement provides a total 
of $14,500,000 for Emergency Preparedness 
Grants, as proposed by both the House and 
the Senate. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

The conference agreement includes 
$59,000,000 for the Office of Inspector General, 
as proposed by the Senate. 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement provides a fund- 
ing level of $21,250,000 for the Surface Trans- 
portation Board to fund salaries and ex- 
penses from a direct appropriation, as pro- 
posed by the Senate. The conference agree- 
ment includes language that allows the 
Board to offset $1,050,000 of this appropria- 
tion from fees collected during the fiscal 
year, ав proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement approves a level 
of 150 FTE for the Board, as proposed by the 
Senate. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 


(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


Section 185 permits appropriations to the 
Department of Transportation to be avail- 
able for maintenance and operation of air- 
craft; hire of passenger motor vehicles and 
aircraft; purchase of liability insurance for 
motor vehicles operating in foreign coun- 
tries on official department business; and 
uniforms or allowances by law, as proposed 
by the House and Senate. 

Section 186 allows funds for the Depart- 
ment of Transportation to be available for 
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services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, as 
proposed by the House and Senate. 

Section 187 prohibits funds to be used for 
salaries and expenses of more than 106 polit- 
ical and Presidential appointees in the De- 
partment of Transportation, and requires 
that none of the personnel covered by this 
provision may be assigned on temporary de- 
tail outside DOT, as proposed by the House 
and Senate. 

Section 188 prohibits funds from being used 
to implement section 404 of title 23, United 
States Code, as proposed by the House and 
Senate. 

Section 189 prohibits the dissemination of 
personal information obtained by a State de- 
partment of motor vehicles in connection 
with a motor vehicle record, as proposed by 
the House and Senate. 

Section 190 permits funds received by spec- 
ified DOT agencies from States or other pri- 
vate or public sources for expenses incurred 
for training to be credited to certain speci- 
fied agency accounts, as proposed by the 
House and Senate. 

Section 191 authorizes the Secretary of 
Transportation to allow the issuer of any 
preferred stock sold to the Department to re- 
deem or repurchase such stock upon the pay- 
ment to the Department of an amount deter- 
mined by the Secretary, as proposed by the 
House and Senate. 

Section 192 prohibits funds to be used to 
make a grant unless the Secretary of Trans- 
portation notifies the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations no less than 3 
days in advance of any discretionary grant 
award, letter of intent, or full funding grant 
agreement totaling $1,000,000, as proposed by 
the House and Senate. 

Section 193 allows certain rebates, refunds, 
and related payments to be credited to ap- 
propriations of the Department of Transpor- 
tation, as proposed by the House and Senate. 

Section 194 requires that amounts deter- 
mined to represent recoveries of improper 
payments should be available for certain 
specified expenses, as proposed by the House 
and Senate. 

Section 195 authorizes the Secretary of 
Transportation to transfer the unexpended 
balances available for the bonding assistance 
program from “О се of the Secretary, Sal- 
ary and Ехрепвев” to ‘‘Minority Business 
Outreach’’, as proposed by the House and 
Senate. 

Section 196 prohibits funds from being obli- 
gated to approve assessments or reimburs- 
able agreements pertaining to funds appro- 
priated to the modal administrations, as pro- 
posed by the House and Senate. 

Section 197 limits working capital fund ob- 
ligations to $130,210,000. 

Section 198 specifies that the City of Nor- 
man, Oklahoma shall be considered to be 
part of the Oklahoma City urbanized area for 
fiscal years 2004 and 2005. 

Section 199 amends 49 U.S.C. 41716(b) relat- 
ing to exemptions for air service to small 
and nonhub airports. The conferees believe 
the DOT and FAA should take steps to en- 
courage airline service to small hub airports. 
Air service plays a critical role in the eco- 
nomic development of communities serviced 
by small hub airports. Continued economic 
growth for these communities and their air- 
ports is dependent upon having access to 
large hub airports. Therefore, DOT and FAA 
are urged to make it their highest priority 
to allocate permanent slots at LaGuardia 
Airport to allow the communities of Akron- 
Canton, Ohio and Newport News-Williams- 
burg, Virginia to each have permanent third 
roundtrips to LaGuardia with stage III air- 
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craft with no less than 110 and no more than 
125 seats. 
TITLE II-DEPARTMENT OF THE 
TREASURY 
DEPARTMENTAL OFFICES 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
Appropriates $157,559,000 for departmental 

offices of the Treasury Department instead 
of $177,000,000 as proposed by the House and 
$161,313,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
conferees direct the funds to be allocated as 
follows: 


Executive Direction .......... $7,274,000 
General Counsel ................ 7,200,000 
Economic Policies and 

Programs ........................ 31,657,000 
Financial Policies and Pro- 

PLANS: ыала э заа, 26,072,000 
Terrorism and Financial 

Intelligence .................... 10,633,000 
Treasury Wide Manage- 

Ment iced тыны а пена нит 16,760,000 
Administration 57,963,000 


Provides $100,000 for official representation 
and reception expenses instead of $75,000 as 
proposed by the House and $150,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. Fiscal year 2005 rep- 
resentation and reception expenses for the 
other bureaus and offices of the Department 
are provided under the specific appropriating 
paragraphs as proposed by the Senate. 

Deletes the provision proposed by the 
House setting aside funds for the Office of 
Foreign Assets Control (OFAC). The con- 
ferees have provided resources for OFAC 
under a separate header as proposed by the 
Senate and retained the provision allowing 
for the transfer of funds to that account. 

Deletes the provision proposed by the 
House limiting travel expenses to $2,750,000. 
The Senate did not include a similar provi- 
sion. The conferees direct the Secretary to 
submit quarterly reports to the House and 
Senate Committees on Appropriations pro- 
viding details, including expenses, for all 
Treasury employee foreign travel and the do- 
mestic travel for Treasury employees at the 
SES level and above. 

Deletes the provision proposed by both the 
House and the Senate setting aside $2,900,000 
for grants to state and local law enforcement 
to fight money laundering. While the con- 
ferees support the efforts of law enforce- 
ment, the Department has not obligated any 
of the funds provided in fiscal year 2004 for 
these activities. The conferees direct the De- 
partment to obligate the funds in a timely 
manner. 

Modifies the provision proposed by the 
Senate allowing for the transfer of funds be- 
tween Office activities through reprogram- 
ming actions. The conferees limit transfers 
to 2.5% instead of the Senate proposed 5%. 
The House did not include a similar provi- 
sion. 

As proposed by the Senate, the conferees 
deny the request to reimburse the Depart- 
ment of Homeland Security $2,400,000 for pro- 
tective services. 

Retains the Senate provisions specifying 
$1,900,000 and five FTE for the Office of 
Emergency Preparedness, $1,000,000 to pro- 
mote basic financial literacy and education, 
and $1,000,000 for critical infrastructure pro- 
tection research and development. 

Modifies the direction proposed by the Sen- 
ate under Financial Crimes Enforcement 
Network (FinCEN) regarding duplicative sys- 
tems in FinCEN and the IRS. The conferees 
direct the Secretary to certify within 30 days 
of enactment of this Act that FinCEN’s BSA 
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information collection system is the only 
system of its sort under development. Fur- 
ther, none of the funds provided to the IRS 
for information technology projects may be 
obligated until the Secretary provides such 
certification. 
OFFICE OF FOREIGN ASSETS CONTROL 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


Appropriates $22,291,000 for salaries and ex- 
penses as proposed by the Senate. The House 
proposed funding the office within the 
amounts provided for departmental offices. 
The conferees assume no less than 138 FTE 
will be funded under this resource level. 


DEPARTMENT-WIDE SYSTEMS AND CAPITAL 
INVESTMENTS PROGRAMS 


(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


Appropriates $82,260,000 for the Depart- 
ment’s systems and capital investments. The 
conference agreement assumes $1,500,000 for 
appliance-based computer security tech- 
nology as described in the House report, 
$400,000 for enterprise architecture, and 
$500,000 for certificate-based internet secu- 
rity as described under ‘‘Departmental Of- 
fices" in the House report. In addition, not 
to exceed $2,500,000 is available for e-gov ac- 
tivities. 

The conferees direct the Department to 
better detail the e-gov activities in future 
budget justifications, including associated 
costs and Department-specific benefits. As 
proposed by the Senate, the conferees have 
not provided $275,000 as requested for infor- 
mation technology governance. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


Appropriates $16,500,000 for salaries and ex- 
penses of the Inspector General’s office as 
proposed by the House, instead of $16,158,000 
as proposed by the Senate. The conferees di- 
rect the Inspector General to allocate the 
amounts over the budget request evenly be- 
tween audit and investigation activities. 

Retains language allowing up to $2,500 to 
be used for official reception and representa- 
tion expenses as proposed by the Senate. The 
House did not identify funds for such pur- 
poses. 

The conferees direct the IG to complete 
the audit on the Treasury Building and 
Annex repair and restoration project, includ- 
ing building code compliance, and issue a 
final report by April 4, 2005. The conferees 
modify the direction of the House regarding 
employee-driven cost overruns and request 
that the IG identify costs associated with 
employee delays on planned moves into al- 
ternative space during restoration phases. 

The conferees retain the directive in the 
House report regarding a status report on 
creation of the Financial Crimes Enforce- 
ment Network’s Office of Compliance with a 
reporting date of March 11, 2005. 

TREASURY INSPECTOR GENERAL FOR TAX 
ADMINISTRATION 


SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


Appropriates $129,126,000 for salaries and 
expenses of the Tax Inspector General’s of- 
fice as proposed by both the House and the 
Senate. 

Retains language allowing up to $1,500 to 
be used for official reception and representa- 
tion expenses as proposed by the Senate. The 
House did not identify funds for such pur- 
poses. 

AIR TRANSPORTATION STABILIZATION PROGRAM 
ACCOUNT 

Appropriates $2,000,000 for the air transpor- 
tation stabilization program as proposed by 
both the House and the Senate. 
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TREASURY BUILDING AND ANNEX REPAIR AND 
RESTORATION 

Appropriates $12,316,000 for the repair and 
restoration of the Treasury building and 
annex as proposed by the Senate instead of 
$20,316,000 as proposed by the House. The con- 
ference agreement does not include the 
House proposal to transfer funds to the Of- 
fice of Inspector General. 

EXPANDED ACCESS TO FINANCIAL SERVICES 

(RESCISSION) 

Rescinds $4,000,000 from unobligated bal- 
ances as proposed by both the House and the 
Senate. 

VIOLENT CRIME REDUCTION PROGRAM 
(RESCISSION) 

Rescinds $1,200,000 from the violent crime 
reduction program as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. The House proposed rescinding $1,000,000. 

FINANCIAL CRIMES ENFORCEMENT NETWORK 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

Appropriates $72,502,000 for the Financial 
Crimes Enforcement Network (FinCEN) as 
proposed by the Senate instead of $90,002,000 
as proposed by the House. The conference 
agreement provides up to $14,000 for official 
representation and reception expenses and 
$7,500,000 for BSA Direct as proposed by the 
Senate, and a new provision allowing up to 
$350,000 from available funds to be used for 
costs associated with the 2005 Annual Ple- 
nary of the Egmont Group. The House did 
not include similar provisions. The conferees 
retain the requirement included in the Sen- 
ate report directing the FinCEN Director to 
report to the Committees on Appropriations 
on any delay, deviation, or cost change to 
the BSA Direct program. 

The conference agreement includes 
$3,000,000 over the budget request to hire no 
less than 18 full time equivalent positions for 
the Bank Secrecy Act (BSA) compliance pro- 
gram as proposed by the Senate. The con- 
ferees retain the directive proposed by the 
Senate that resources provided over the 
budget request may only be used by the Of- 
fice of Compliance or the Office of Regu- 
latory Support, and shall not be used for any 
other purpose without the written approval 
from the House and Senate Committees on 
Appropriations. 

FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT SERVICE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

Appropriates $230,930,000 for salaries and 
expenses as proposed by both the House and 
the Senate. In addition, the conference 
agreement allows for up to $2,500 to be used 
for official reception and representation ex- 
penses as proposed by the Senate. The House 
did not identify funds for such purpose. 

ALCOHOL AND TOBACCO TAX AND TRADE 
BUREAU 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

Appropriates $83,000,000 for salaries and ex- 
penses of the alcohol and tobacco tax and 
trade bureau as proposed by the Senate, in- 
stead of $82,542,000 as proposed by the House. 
Funds over the budget request are to be used 
to establish an information technology infra- 
structure independent from the Bureau of 
Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms. The Bureau 
is to report to the Committees by March 1, 
2005 as directed by the Senate. 

In addition, the bill allows for up to $6,000 
to be used for official reception and represen- 
tation expenses as proposed by the Senate. 
The House did not identify funds for such 
purpose. 

UNITED STATES MINT 
UNITED STATES MINT PUBLIC ENTERPRISE FUND 

Limits expenditures from the Fund to 

$24,000,000 for operations, instead of 
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$41,100,000 as proposed by both the House and 
the Senate. 


BUREAU OF THE PUBLIC DEBT 
ADMINISTERING THE PUBLIC DEBT 


Appropriates $175,166,000 for the salaries 
and expenses of the bureau of public debt as 
proposed by both the House and the Senate. 
In addition, the bill allows for up to $2,500 to 
be used for official reception and representa- 
tion expenses as proposed by the Senate. The 
House did not identify funds for such pur- 
pose. 

INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE 


The conferees direct the Commissioner to 
include an IRS operating plan with the plan 
submitted by the Treasury 60 days after en- 
actment of this Act as described in the 
House report. 

Retains language regarding workforce 
alignment activities as proposed by Senate. 
The House included a similar provision with 
a difference in reporting dates. 


PROCESSING, ASSISTANCE AND MANAGEMENT 


Appropriates $4,089,574,000 for costs associ- 
ated with processing, assistance and manage- 
ment of the Service instead of $4,071,824,000 
as proposed by the House and $4,107,325,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. Of the funds pro- 
vided, the conferees have set aside $4,100,000 
for tax counseling for the elderly, $8,000,000 
for low-income taxpayer clinics, and up to 
$25,000 for official representation and recep- 
tion expenses. The conference agreement 
does not include provisions regarding post- 
age as proposed by the Senate. 

TAX LAW ENFORCEMENT 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


Appropriates $4,398,729,000 for enforcement 
instead of $4,278,107,000 as proposed by the 
House and $4,519,350,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. Allows for the transfer of up to 
$10,000,000 from the Social Security Adminis- 
tration as proposed by the House. 

The conferees direct the Commissioner to 
submit quarterly reports regarding IRS’s 
progress on compliance activities as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

The conferees direct GAO to review IRS 
and FinCEN compliance with the require- 
ments of the Bank Secrecy Act as proposed 
by the Senate. 

INFORMATION SYSTEMS 


Appropriates $1,590,492,000 for information 
systems instead of $1,622,093,000 as proposed 
by the House and $1,606,768,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. 

BUSINESS SYSTEMS MODERNIZATION 


Appropriates $205,000,000 for business sys- 
tem modernization instead of $285,000,000 as 
proposed by the House and $125,000,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. The conferees retain 
the requirement directed by both the House 
and the Senate regarding GAO review and 
Committee approval of the annual spend 
plan. 

The conference agreement does not include 
a rescission of fiscal year 2004 funds proposed 
by the Senate. 

HEALTH INSURANCE TAX CREDIT 
ADMINISTRATION 


Appropriates $34,841,000 for administration 
of the health insurance tax credit program 
as proposed by both the House and the Sen- 
ate. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—INTERNAL REVENUE 

SERVICE 

Retains four general provisions proposed 
by the Senate. The House included similar 
provisions under the Department-wide gen- 
eral provision section. 
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GENERAL PROVISIONS—DEPARTMENT OF THE 
TREASURY 


Retains nine general provisions proposed 
by the House. The Senate included similar 
provisions with minor grammatical dif- 
ferences. 

Retains the provision proposed by the Sen- 
ate extending authority for the Franchise 
Fund indefinitely. The House proposed ex- 
tending the Fund for one year. 

Retains the provision proposed by the Sen- 
ate regarding the Check Forgery Insurance 
Fund. The House included a similar provi- 
sion with a minor grammatical difference. 

Retains the provision proposed by the Sen- 
ate directing the Secretary to provide a re- 
port on currency manipulation to the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations. The conferees di- 
rect the Secretary to also address the report- 
ing requirements directed in the House and 
Senate reports, and include trade data of 
China’s other trade partners in his analysis. 

Includes a provision streamlining the proc- 
ess for official oversight of IRS field office 
operations by designated individuals. 

Modifies the provision proposed by the 
Senate regarding the creation of the Office 
of Terrorism and Financial Intelligence in 
regard to reporting authority. The House did 
not include a similar provision. 

Deletes the provision proposed by the Sen- 
ate regarding Cuba travel. 


TITLE III 


EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT AND 
FUNDS APPROPRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT 


COMPENSATION OF THE PRESIDENT 
The conference agreement provides $450,000 
for compensation of the President as pro- 
posed by both the House and Senate. 
WHITE HOUSE OFFICE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement provides 
$62,000,000 instead of $59,525,000 as proposed 
by the House and $63,698,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. The conference agreement allows 
up to $9,975,000 in reimbursements to the 
White House Communications Agency as 
proposed by the Senate instead of $8,345,395 
as proposed by the House. The bill specifies 
that, of the total funding provided, $2,475,000 
is for the Homeland Security Council. The 
House had proposed a similar funding level 
in a separate appropriation. The Senate bill 
assumed $4,173,000 under this appropriation. 
The conferees agree to technical wording dif- 
ferences as proposed by the House. 

EXECUTIVE RESIDENCE AT THE WHITE HOUSE 

OPERATING EXPENSES 


The conference agreement provides 
$12,760,000 as proposed by both the House and 
the Senate. 


REIMBURSABLE EXPENSES 


The conference agreement includes bill 
language on reimbursements as proposed by 
both the House and the Senate and identical 
to language carried in fiscal year 2004. 


WHITE HOUSE REPAIR AND RESTORATION 


The conference agreement provides 
$1,900,000 as proposed by both the House and 
the Senate. 


COUNCIL OF ECONOMIC ADVISERS 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement provides 
$4,040,000 as proposed by both the House and 
the Senate. 


OFFICE OF POLICY DEVELOPMENT 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement provides 
$2,300,000 instead of $2,267,000 as proposed by 
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the House and $2,392,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 


NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
The conference agreement provides 
$8,932,000 as proposed by both the House and 
the Senate. 
HOMELAND SECURITY COUNCIL 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
The conference agreement deletes the ap- 
propriation of $2,475,000 proposed by the 
House. Funding is provided under ‘‘White 
House office, salaries and expenses’’. 
OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement provides 
$92,269,000 instead of $92,696,000 as proposed 
by the House and $92,869,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. The agreement withholds the ob- 
ligation of $4,000,000 in capital investment 
plan funds until submission, review, and ap- 
proval of a report on enterprise architecture, 
as proposed by the House. Adjustments to 
the budget estimate are as follows: 


Adjustment Conference agreement 
Enterprise services pro- 
gram SAVINGS .................. — $400,00 
Business process analysis 
and consulting ................ — 200,000 
Restoration of OMB to en- 
terprise services program “7,193,000 


OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement provides 
$68,411,000 as proposed by the Senate instead 
of $67,759,000 as proposed by the House. The 
bill limits reception and representation ex- 
penses to $1,500 as proposed by the House in- 
stead of $3,000 as proposed by the Senate, and 
incorporates changes to the limitation on 
transcript alteration proposed by the House. 
Further, the agreement modifies the pro- 
posal of the Senate concerning OMB’s review 
of water resource project proposals of the 
Army Corps of Engineers by specifying that 
the limitations are applicable for fiscal year 
2005 only. 

Adjustments to the budget estimate are as 
follows: 


Adjustment Conference agreement 
Staffing adjustment .......... — $1,600,000 
Restoration of FASAB and 

JFMIP transfer .............. +639,000 
Restoration of OMB to en- 
terprise services program — 7,198,000 


OFFICE OF NATIONAL DRUG CONTROL POLICY 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conferees agree to provide $27,000,000 
for salaries and expenses, as proposed by the 
Senate. Within this total, the conference 
agreement retains specific funding and staff- 
ing levels for ONDCP administrative offices 
as proposed in the Senate report. In addition, 
2.5 new ЕТЕ are approved to be allocated to 
administrative offices at the Director’s dis- 
cretion. 

The conference agreement provides the fol- 
lowing funding levels for ONDCP offices: 


Operations ......................... $25,650,000 
Office of the Director ..... (3,315,500) 
Office of the Deputy Di- 

PeGbOP onore eet (1,125,500) 
Office Management and 

Administration ............ (5,840,000) 
Office of General Counsel (1,065,000) 
Office of Public Affairs ... (2,130,000) 
Office of Legislative Af- 

татты о АН cei un (700,000) 
Counterdrug Tech. As- 

sessment Center .......... (760,000) 
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Office of Planning and 
Budget 2222220 Л..2ө (2,700,000) 
Office of Demand Reduc- 
info ИНК DEN (1,550,000) 
Office of Media Campaign (935,000) 
Office of State and Local 
ЖАҒАҒА MA (2,554,000) 
Office of Supply Reduc- 
о E (2,310,000) 
Office of Intelligence ...... (665,000) 
Policy Research ................. 1,350,000 


COUNTERDRUG TECHNOLOGY ASSESSMENT 
CENTER 


(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


The conferees agree to provide $42,000,000 
for the counterdrug technology center, as 
proposed by the Senate. Of this amount, the 
conferees agree to provide $24,000,000 for the 
operation of the technology transfer pro- 
gram and $18,000,000 for counternarcotics re- 
search and development, as proposed by the 
Senate. 

The conference agreement retains lan- 
guage proposed by the Senate directing the 
CTAC chief scientist to submit an expendi- 
tures report prior to the obligation of funds. 
The agreement also retains language direct- 
ing CTAC to complete all on-going tech- 
nology acquisition projects and adhere to its 
research and development spending plan, as 
proposed by the Senate. The conferees agree 
with language proposed by the Senate direct- 
ing CTAC to expeditiously obligate all of its 
research funding in pursuit of functions for 
which it was appropriated. 


FEDERAL DRUG CONTROL PROGRAMS 


HIGH INTENSITY DRUG TRAFFICKING AREAS 
PROGRAM 


(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


The conferees agree to provide $228,350,000 
for the HIDTA program, as proposed by the 
Senate. Of the funds provided, no more than 
$2,000,000 shall be for the CPOT program and 
no less than $2,000,000 shall be for new coun- 
ties. The conferees agree that HIDTAs des- 
ignated as of September 30, 2004 shall be 
funded at no less than the fiscal year 2004 
initial allocations, as proposed by the House. 

The conferees encourage ONDCP to refocus 
the distribution of excess funding on enhanc- 
ing the domestic interdiction of illegal drugs 
by launching additional investigations, by 
disrupting and dismantling local mid-level 
drug trafficking organizations and by sup- 
porting the HIDTA Intelligence Support Cen- 
ters. 

OTHER FEDERAL DRUG CONTROL PROGRAMS 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
The conferees agree to provide $213,700,000 for 
Other Federal Drug Control Programs, in- 
stead of $195,000,000 as proposed by the House 
and Senate. Within the amount provided, the 
agreement provides the following alloca- 
tions: 


National Youth Anti-Drug 


Media Campaign ............. $120,000,000 


Drug Free Communities 
Support Program ............ 80,000,000 
Community Anti-Drug 
Coalitions .................... (2,000,000) 
Counterdrug Intelligence 
Executive Secretariat .... 2,000,000 
National Drug Court Insti- 
bUbO: ЖИЛ КК tede e eee 750,000 
National Alliance for 
Model State Drug Laws .. 1,000,000 
U.S. Anti-Doping Agency .. 7,500,000 
World Anti-Doping Agency 
Membership dues ............ 1,450,000 
Performance Measures De- 
velopment ....................... 1,000,000 


24957 


The conference agreement directs ONDCP 
to maintain funding for nonadvertising serv- 
ices for the Media Campaign at no less than 
the FY03 ratio of service funding to total 
funds and to re-institute the corporate out- 
reach program as it operated prior to its can- 
cellation. The conferees direct ONDCP to ob- 
ligate the appropriation for NAMSDL expe- 
ditiously, although not outside normal grant 
procedures. In addition, the conferees retain 
language as proposed by the Senate directing 
ONDCP to submit the planned performance 
measures development plan. 

UNANTICIPATED NEEDS 


The conference agreement provides 
$1,000,000 as proposed by both the House and 
the Senate. 

SPECIAL ASSISTANCE TO THE PRESIDENT 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

The conference agreement provides 
$4,571,000 as proposed by both the House and 
the Senate, and adopts the header as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

OFFICIAL RESIDENCE OF THE VICE PRESIDENT 

OPERATING EXPENSES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

The conference agreement provides $333,000 
as proposed by both the House and the Sen- 
ate, and adopts the header as proposed by 
the Senate. 

TITLE IV—INDEPENDENT AGENCIES 


ARCHITECTURAL AND TRANSPORTATION 
BARRIERS COMPLIANCE BOARD 


SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
The conference agreement includes 
$5,686,000 as proposed by the House an Sen- 
ate. 
ELECTION ASSISTANCE COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


Appropriates $14,000,000 for salaries and ex- 
penses of the Commission instead of 
$15,000,000 as proposed by the House and 
$10,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
conferees direct the Commission to cap em- 
ployment at 22 full time equivalent positions 
and that of the funds provided, no more than 
$2,515,000 shall be for personnel compensation 
and benefits. 

Transfers $2,800,000 to the National Insti- 
tute of Standards and Technology (NIST) as 
proposed by the Senate, instead of up to 
$2,500,000 as proposed by the House. The con- 
ferees direct the Commission to report by 
March 2, 2005 on the activities and resources 
planned in fiscal year 2005 on research and 
standards, including those at NIST. In addi- 
tion, the conferees provide $200,000 for the 
national student parent mock election and 
$200,000 for the Help America Vote College 
Program. 

The conferees did not retain the provision 
proposed by the House prohibiting funds 
from being used to lobby for an election date 
change. However, the conferees agree that 
the Commission should focus its efforts and 
resources on the priorities outlined in the 
Help America Vote Act of 2002 such as mak- 
ing grants and setting standards. 

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


Appropriates $52,159,000 for salaries and ex- 
penses of the Commission as proposed by 
both the House and the Senate. 

FEDERAL LABOR RELATIONS AUTHORITY 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

Appropriates $25,673,000 for salaries and ex- 
penses as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$29,673,000 as proposed by the House. 
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RESCISSION 

Rescinds $3,000,000 from unobligated bal- 
ances of the Authority as proposed by the 
Senate. The House did not include a similar 
provision. 

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

The conference agreement includes 
$19,496,000 as proposed by the Senate, instead 
of $19,362,000 as proposed by the House. 

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIVITIES 
FEDERAL BUILDINGS FUND 
LIMITATIONS ON AVAILABILITY OF REVENUE 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

Provides resources from the Federal Build- 
ings Fund in the aggregate amount of 
$7,217,043,000 instead of $6,996,741,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $7,159,324,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. Modifies the provision 
proposed by the Senate regarding a Federal 
building in Tuscaloosa, Alabama to include 
authorization for construction and manage- 
ment. The House did not have a similar pro- 
vision. 

CONSTRUCTION 

Limits funds for construction to 
$708,542,000 instead of $522,251,000 as proposed 
by the House and $710,823,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. The conference agreement pro- 
vides funds for the following projects: 


Courthouses: 


Los Angeles, CA . $314,385,000 


San Diego, CA .... 3,068,000 
El Paso, TX ........ 63,462,000 
Las Cruces, NM 60,600,000 
Border Stations: 
Calais, ME ...................... 3,269,000 
Madawaska, ME . 1,760,000 
Warroad, MN .................. 1,837,000 
Alexandria Bay, NY ........ 8,884,000 
Massena, NY ......... a 15,000,000 
Dunseith, ND 2,301,000 
Portal, ND .. " 22,351,000 
Del Norte, El Paso, TX ... 26,191,000 
Ysleta, El Paso, TX ........ 2,491,000 
Derby Line, VT ..... 3,190,000 
Norton, УТ... 580,000 
Richford, VT ................... 589,000 
Other: 

FBI Building, Los Ange- 

i x: Wer 14,054,000 
Southeast Federal Center 

Site Remediation, DC .. 2,650,000 
10 West Jackson Place, 

Chicago, IL .................. 53,170,000 
FDA Consolidation, 

Montgomery County, 

MD на МИ кынын. 88,710,000 
Nonprospectus Construc- 

LOW а паритету tea pu ben 10,000,000 
Judgment Fund repay- 

MONG бан јевр oes 10,000,000 


REPAIRS AND ALTERATIONS 


Limits resources for repairs and alter- 
ations to $980,222,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate instead of $931,211,000 as proposed by the 
House. The bill specifies funding levels for 
certain projects and various programs which 
were proposed in the House and Senate bills. 
The conferees have provided $2,000,000 for the 
steam distribution project in the District of 
Columbia as proposed by the House and 
modified the amount provided for design to 
$48,699,000 and the amount provided for basic 
repairs and alterations to $393,500,000. 


INSTALLMENT ACQUISITION PAYMENTS 


Limits $161,442,000 for installment acquisi- 
tion payments as proposed by both the House 
and the Senate. 
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RENTAL OF SPACE 
Limits $3,657,815,000 for rental of space in- 
stead of $3,672,815,000 as proposed by the 
House and $3,597,815,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 
BUILDING OPERATIONS 
Limits $1,709,522,000 for building operations 
as proposed by both the House and the Sen- 
ate. 
GENERAL ACTIVITIES 
GOVERNMENT-WIDE POLICY 
Appropriates $62,100,000 for government- 
wide policy activities as proposed by both 
the House and the Senate. 
OPERATING EXPENSES 
Appropriates $92,175,000 for operating ex- 
penses instead of $82,175,000 as proposed by 
the House and $85,175,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. Of the funds provided, the conferees 
direct GSA to make the following distribu- 
tions: 


Ruffner Mountain  Edu- 

cational Facility, AL ..... $500,000 
Center for the Living Arts, 

Firg 500,000 
Alaska statehood celebra- 

tion University of Alaska 250,000 
Way of a Champion, VA ..... 200,000 
Washington State Border 

Communities Prosecu- 

tion Initiative ................ 1,000,000 
University of North Da- 

kota Government Serv- 

ices Rural Outreach ........ 300,000 
Walla Walla, WA surplus 

Federal property study ... 250,000 
City of Maryville, MO for 

airport improvements .... 450,000 
Web Wise Kids ................... 200,000 
American Revolution His- 

torical Literacy Project 700,000 
City of Desert Hot Springs 

Civic Center, CA ............. 425,000 
Oklahoma City National 

Memorial Foundation ..... 3,000,000 
Public Service Recognition 

Week .... 150,000 
B&O Railroad Museum 

Restoration, MD ............. 500,000 
Center for Jewish History 

digitization project, NY 500,000 
San Francisco, CA Muni 

Radio Replacement Sys- 

Ө, а ees PERS UI 750,000 
Kings County Hospital Re- 

development, NY ............ 500,000 
Aviation Education, NH 

Community Technical 

College, Nashua, NH ....... 500,000 


OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
Appropriates $42,351,000 for the Inspector 
General as proposed by both the House and 
the Senate. 
ELECTRONIC GOVERNMENT FUND 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
Appropriates $3,000,000 for e-gov activities 
as proposed by the Senate instead of 
$5,000,000 as proposed by the House. 
ALLOWANCES AND OFFICE STAFF FOR FORMER 
PRESIDENTS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
Appropriates $3,106,000 for former ргеві- 
dents as proposed by the Senate instead of 
$3,449,000 as proposed by the House. 
EXPENSES, PRESIDENTIAL TRANSITION 
Due to the outcome of the 2004 Presidential 
election, no funds are needed for these pur- 
poses in fiscal year 2005. The conferees have 
not provided additional funds proposed by 
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the House for activities associated with the 
President’s second term. The resources for 
these activities should be funded out of the 
agencies and departments as necessary. 
GENERAL PROVISIONS—GENERAL SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 


(INCLUDING RESCISSION OF FUNDS) 


Continues six general provisions proposed 
by both the House and the Senate and carved 
in prior Acts. 

Retains the provision regarding the sale of 
the Middle River Depot at Middle River, 
Maryland in consultation with Baltimore 
County, Maryland officials as proposed by 
the Senate. The House contained a similar 
provision without the Baltimore County pro- 
vision. 

Retains the provision regarding contracts 
for property studies, deed inspection, and re- 
location expenses as proposed by both the 
House and the Senate. 

Retains the provision rescinding 
$106,000,000 from the Federal Buildings Fund 
as proposed by the Senate. The House did not 
include a similar provision. 

Retains the provision regarding changes to 
the Moss United States Courthouse Annex 
Project in Salt Lake City, Utah as proposed 
by the Senate. The House did not include a 
similar provision. 

Deletes the provision proposed by the Sen- 
ate regarding transfer of the Panama Canal 
Commission and associated revolving fund to 
GSA. The House did not include a similar 
provision and transfer was legislated in a 
prior Act. 

Retains the provision regarding the con- 
veyance of land to Baton Rouge, Louisiana 
as proposed by the Senate. The House did not 
include a similar provision. 

Retains the provision allowing GSA to con- 
vey property and retain the proceeds in the 
Federal Buildings Fund as proposed by the 
House. The Senate did not include a similar 
provision. 

Retains the provision regarding the con- 
veyance of land in Nahant, Massachusetts as 
proposed by the House. The Senate did not 
include a similar provision. 

Retains the provision regarding tele- 
communications services in Federal build- 
ings as proposed by the Senate. The House 
did not include a similar provision. 

MERIT SYSTEMS PROTECTION BOARD 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

Appropriates $34,677,000, plus $2,626,000 
from appropriate trust funds, for salaries and 
expenses of the Board as proposed by the 
Senate. The House proposed a funding level 
of $34,683,000, and a transfer of $2,620,000 from 
the trust funds. 

MORRIS К. UDALL SCHOLARSHIP AND EXCEL- 
LENCE IN NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY 
FOUNDATION 

MORRIS K. UDALL SCHOLARSHIP AND. EXCEL- 
LENCE IN NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY 
TRUST FUND 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

The conference agreement provides 
$1,996,000 for the Morris K. Udall Trust Fund, 
as proposed by the Senate. 

ENVIRONMENTAL DISPUTE RESOLUTION FUND 

The conference agreement provides 
$1,309,000 for the Environmental Dispute Res- 
olution Fund, as proposed by the Senate. 

NATIONAL ARCHIVES AND RECORDS 
ADMINISTRATION 
OPERATING EXPENSES 

Appropriates $266,945,000 for operating ex- 

penses of the Administration as proposed by 
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the Senate instead of $264,185,000 as proposed 
by the House. 
ELECTRONIC RECORDS ARCHIVES 


Appropriates $35,914,000 for the electronic 
records archives as proposed by both the 
House and the Senate. Retains the directive 
to GAO to report on program costs, schedule, 
and performance by May 25, 2005. 

REPAIRS AND RESTORATION 


Appropriates $13,432,000 for repairs and res- 
toration instead of $7,182,000 as proposed by 
the House and $12,182,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. Retains bill language providing 
$3,000,000 for site preparation and construc- 
tion management for the Pacific Alaska Re- 
gional Archives facility in Anchorage, Alas- 
ka and $2,000,000 for repair and restoration of 
the plaza of the Lyndon Baines Johnson 
Presidential Library in Austin, Texas. 

The conferees reiterate the concern about 
the delay in repairing the plaza as stated in 
the Senate report. The conferees direct the 
Archivist to require the President of the 
University of Texas in Austin to submit a 
plan, including project milestones, for plaza 
repair prior to any transfer of funds to the 
University of Texas. 

In addition, the conferees direct $500,000 for 
technical assistance to the Nixon Library in 
California, $750,000 for technical assistance 
to the Roosevelt Library in New York, and 
$1,000,000 for design and renovations to the 
Kennedy Library in Massachusetts. 

NATIONAL HISTORICAL PUBLICATIONS AND 
RECORDS COMMISSION—GRANTS PROGRAM 

Appropriates $5,000,000 for the grant pro- 
gram as proposed by the Senate instead of 
$3,000,000 as proposed by the House. 

NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY BOARD 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conferees agree to provide $76,700,000 
instead of $76,925,000 as proposed by the 
House and $76,425,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. Consistent with both the House and Sen- 
ate, the conferees direct NTSB to use funds 
over the requested level to hire accident in- 
vestigators. None of these additional funds 
shall be used to enhance staffing at the 
Academy. The conferees direct NTSB to re- 
port to both the House and Senate Commit- 
tees on Appropriations by April 4, 2005 re- 
garding specific improvements to the budget 
justification materials the Board has made 
and will make in compliance with the direc- 
tive contained in the statement of managers 
associated with the fiscal year 2004 Transpor- 
tation and Treasury and Independent Agen- 
cies Appropriations Act. 

(RESCISSION) 

The conferees agree to rescind $8,000,000 in 
unobligated balances associated with Public 
Law 106-246 as proposed by both the House 
and Senate. 

OFFICE OF GOVERNMENT ETHICS 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


Appropriates $11,238,000 for salaries and ex- 
penses of the Office as proposed by both the 
House and the Senate. 

OFFICE OF PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF TRUST FUNDS) 

Appropriates $125,500,000 for salaries and 
expenses instead of $120,444,000 as proposed 
by the House and $130,600,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. Transfers a total of $128,462,000 
from appropriate trust funds for administra- 
tive expenses, of which $27,640,000 is for auto- 
mated record keeping, as proposed by both 
the House and the Senate. 

The conferees have not included bill lan- 
guage identifying specific resource levels for 
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various e-gov projects as proposed by both 
the House and the Senate, but direct the Of- 
fice not to exceed the funding levels for the 
following projects: $1,870,000 for the enter- 
prise human resources integration project, 
$6,219,000 for the federal payroll project, 
$748,000 for the e-human resources informa- 
tion system project, and $1,887,000 for the e- 
clearance project. To accommodate the obli- 
gation rate of these projects, the conference 
agreement provides that $12,000,000 of the 
funds are made available until September 30, 
2007. No funds are provided for the recruit- 
ment one stop project or the program eval- 
uation and performance assessment project. 

In addition, the conference agreement pro- 
vides $250,000 to complete the retirement 
readiness project. The conferees urge the Of- 
fice to expand the retirement readiness 
project to non-federal employees. 

Of the funds provided, the conference 
agreement allows the Director the flexibility 
to allocate the budget resources consistent 
with the direction provided in this statement 
of the managers and the budget justifica- 
tions. The conferees reiterate the direction 
in the House report to submit an operating 
plan within 60 days of enactment of this Act 
to the House and Senate Committees on Ap- 
propriations detailing program funding lev- 
els for fiscal year 2005. 

Reiterates the House direction to the Di- 
rector to respond to the Butner Low Secu- 
rity Correctional Institution petition within 
30 days of enactment of this Act. 

Modifies the House direction regarding pay 
and non-pay compensation of the Federal 
workforce. The conferees direct the Director 
to submit a report by March 4, 2005 com- 
paring the pay and non-pay compensation 
packages of the Federal workforce and the 
private sector. 

The conferees share the concerns expressed 
by the Senate regarding child care and ex- 
pect OPM and GSA, with technical assist- 
ance from GAO, to work collaboratively to 
collect data on child care needs, analyze op- 
tions to meet the identified needs, and pro- 
vide the data and analysis to GAO. The con- 
ferees direct GAO to review the data and 
analyses and provide an evaluation of the re- 
sults to the Committees on Appropriations. 
The conferees expect an update on the status 
of these efforts 90 days after enactment of 
this Act. In addition, the conferees reiterate 
the Senate direction to the Office to re- 
evaluate efforts to inform low-income em- 
ployees of programs to assist with child care 
expenses. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF TRUST FUNDS) 


Appropriates $1,627,000, plus a transfer of 
$16,461,000 from appropriate trust funds for 
the Inspector General as proposed by both 
the House and the Senate. 

GOVERNMENT PAYMENT FOR ANNUITANTS, 
EMPLOYEES HEALTH BENEFITS 


Appropriates such sums as may be nec- 
essary for health benefit payments, esti- 
mated to be $8,135,000,000, as proposed by 
both the House and the Senate. 

GOVERNMENT PAYMENT FOR ANNUITANTS, 

EMPLOYEES LIFE INSURANCE 

Appropriates such sums as may be nec- 
essary for life insurance payments, esti- 
mated to be $35,000,000 as proposed by both 
the House and the Senate. 

PAYMENT TO CIVIL SERVICE RETIREMENT AND 

DISABILITY FUND 

Appropriates such sums as may be nec- 

essary for the fund, estimated to be 
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$9,772,000,000, as proposed by both the House 
and the Senate. 


HUMAN CAPITAL PERFORMANCE FUND 


No funds are provided for the performance 
fund as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$12,514,000 as proposed by the House. 

GENERAL PROVISION—OFFICE OF PERSONNEL 

MANAGEMENT 


Retains the provision regarding the detail 
of executive branch employees to the legisla- 
tive branch as a general provision under title 
VI as proposed by the House, instead of 
under OPM as proposed by the Senate. 

OFFICE OF SPECIAL COUNSEL 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

Appropriates $15,449,000 for salaries and ex- 
penses of the Counsel as proposed by both 
the House and the Senate. 

UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE 
PAYMENT TO THE POSTAL SERVICE FUND 


The conference agreement provides 
$90,709,000 for the payment to the Postal 
Service Fund, as proposed by the Senate. Of 
this amount, $61,709,000 is provided as an ad- 
vance appropriation for free mail for the 
blind and overseas voters to be available on 
October 1, 2005. The agreement also includes 
$29,000,000 for repayment for revenue forgone. 

EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS 


The conference agreement provides 
$507,000,000 for emergency expenses to enable 
the Postal Service to protect postal employ- 
ees and postal customers from exposure to 
hazardous materials in the mail, as proposed 
by the Senate. Of this amount, $7,000,000 is 
specified as an emergency requirement for 
the mail irradiation facility in Washington, 
D.C. 

UNITED STATES TAX COURT 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The conference agreement includes 
$41,180,000 as proposed by the House and Sen- 
ate. 

TITLE V—GENERAL PROVISIONS 
THIS ACT 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 


Section 501 permits funds for pay raises for 
programs funded in this Act, with a tech- 
nical change as proposed by the Senate. The 
House bill contained a similar provision. 

Section 502 prohibits funds to be used for 
the planning or execution of any program to 
pay the expenses of non-Federal parties, as 
proposed by the House and Senate. 

Section 503 prohibits funds from remaining 
available for obligation beyond the current 
fiscal year unless expressly provided in this 
Act, as proposed by the House and Senate. 

Section 504 limits consulting service ex- 
penditures in procurement contracts to 
those of public record, as proposed by the 
House and Senate. 

Section 505 prohibits funds from being 
transferred to any department, agency, or 
instrumentality of the United States Gov- 
ernment unless approved in an appropria- 
tions Act, as proposed by the House and Sen- 
ate. 

Section 506 prohibits funds for paying the 
salary of any government employee that 
would prohibit the enforcement of section 
307 of the Tariff Act of 1930, as proposed by 
the House and Senate. 

Section 507 protects the employment 
rights of Federal employees who return to 
their civilian jobs after assignment with the 
Armed Forces, as proposed by the House and 
Senate. 

Section 508 prohibits funds from being pro- 
vided to entities that fail to comply with 
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sections 2 through 4 of the Buy America Act, 
as proposed by the House and Senate. 

Section 509 prohibits the use of funds by 
any person or entity that has been convicted 
of violating the Buy America Act, as pro- 
posed by the House and Senate. 

Section 510 modifies provisions proposed by 
the House and Senate related to the re- 
programming process for agencies funded in 
this Act. 

Section 511 provides that fifty percent of 
unobligated balances of funds provided in 
this Act remain available through fiscal year 
2006, as proposed by the House and Senate. 

Section 512 prohibits funds to be used by 
the Executive Office of the President to re- 
quest official background investigation re- 
ports from the Federal Bureau of Investiga- 
tions, as proposed by the House and Senate. 

Section 513 exempts contracts under the 
Federal Employees Health Benefits Program 
from certain cost accounting standards, as 
proposed by the House and Senate. 

Section 514 permits OPM to accept funds 
regarding the non-foreign area cost of living 
allowance program, as proposed by the House 
and Senate. 

Section 515 prohibits Federal Employee 
Health Benefit Program funds from being 
used to cover an abortion, as proposed by the 
House. 

Section 516 states that section 515 shall not 
apply when the life of the mother is endan- 
gered, or the pregnancy is the result of rape 
or incest, as proposed by the House. 

Section 517 waives the Buy America Act 
provision for Federal information tech- 
nology purchases, as proposed by the Senate. 

Section 518 requires all Federal agencies to 
consult with Alaska Native corporations 
pursuant to Executive Order 13175, as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

Section 519 prohibits the use of funds for a 
proposed rule relating to the determination 
of real estate brokerage as a financial activ- 
ity. 

Section 520 amends the Securities Ex- 
change Act of 1934 in regard to the Tennessee 
Valley Authority. The Senate included a 
similar provision. 

Section 521 amends section 307 of the 
Denali Commission Act of 1998, as proposed 
by the Senate. 

Section 522 requires each agency to estab- 
lish a Chief Privacy Officer, to assume pri- 
mary responsibility for privacy and data pro- 
tection policy, as proposed by the Senate. 

Section 523 prohibits funds for the essen- 
tial air service local participation program, 
as proposed by the House and Senate. 

Section 524 prohibits funds to produce an 
economic report including retail fast food 
employment under the definition of manu- 
facturing employment, as proposed by the 
House. 

Section 525 amends section 302 of the Fed- 
eral Election Campaign Act of 1971, as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

Section 526 amends the Former Presidents 
Act to allow amounts provided for ‘‘Allow- 
ances and office staff for former Presidents" 
to be used for the review of Presidential 
records in connection with the transfer of 
such records to the National Archives and 
Records Administration, as proposed by the 
Senate. 

Section 527 allows funds made available for 
various Buffalo, New York transit projects 
to be made available for the Buffalo Inner 
Harbor Redevelopment Project. 

Section 528 allows funds made available for 
the Charleston Area Regional Transpor- 
tation Authority to be made available for 
other transit purposes. 
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Section 529 allows funds made available for 
Tri-Met Interstate light rail extension to 
allow acquisition of up to a total of twenty- 
four light rail vehicles. 

Section 530 extends an expiring statute ex- 
empting transit vehicle axle weight. 

Section 531 allows amounts made available 
to North Country County Consortium JARC, 
New York, in fiscal year 2004 to be made 
available for North Country Bus and Bus Re- 
lated Equipment. 

Section 582 amends section 312 of the Fed- 
eral Election Campaign Act of 1971, as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

Section 533 allows for 10% transfer author- 
ity among certain offices of the Executive 
Office of the President. 

TITLE VI—GENERAL PROVISIONS 
DEPARTMENTS, AGENCIES, AND CORPORATIONS 

Section 601 authorizes funds to be used for 
travel to the United States for the imme- 
diate families of Federal employees assigned 
to foreign duty in the event of a death or а 
life threatening illness of the employee, as 
proposed by the House and Senate. 

Section 602 requires agencies to administer 
a written policy designed to ensure that all 
of its workplaces are free from the illegal 
use of controlled substances, as proposed by 
the House and Senate. 

Section 603 limits the amount allowed per 
fiscal year for the purchase of any passenger 
motor vehicle to be purchased by the Federal 
Government, as proposed by the House and 
Senate. 

Section 604 allows funds to be used for ex- 
penses of travel for quarters allowances and 
cost-of-living allowances, as proposed by the 
House and Senate. 

Section 605 prohibits the government, with 
certain exceptions, from employing non-U.S. 
citizens whose posts of duty would be in the 
continental U.S. as proposed by the House 
and Senate. 

Section 606 ensures that agencies will have 
authority to pay GSA bills for space renova- 
tion and other services, as proposed by the 
House and Senate. 

Section 607 authorizes agencies to receive 
and use funds resulting from the sale of ma- 
terials, and Federal records disposed of pur- 
suant to a records schedule recovered 
through recycling or waste prevention pro- 
grams, as proposed by the House and Senate. 

Section 608 permits funds to be used for ad- 
ministrative expenses of the corporations 
and agencies subject to chapter 91 of title 31, 
U.S.C. shall be available for rent in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, as proposed by the House 
and Senate. 

Section 609 prohibits funds to be used to 
pay any person filling a position which he or 
She has been nominated after the Senate has 
voted not to approve the nomination, as pro- 
posed by the House and Senate. 

Section 610 prohibits funds to be used for 
interagency financing of boards (except Fed- 
eral Executive Boards) that do not have 
prior statutory approval, as proposed by the 
House and Senate. 

Section 611 allows funds to be available to 
the Postal Service Fund for employment of 
guards for all buildings and areas owned or 
occupied by the Postal Service, as proposed 
by the House and Senate. 

Section 612 prohibits funds from being used 
for any regulation that has been disapproved 
pursuant to a resolution, as proposed by the 
House and Senate. 

Section 613 limits the pay increases of cer- 
tain prevailing rate employees described in 
section 5342 (a)(2)(A) of title 5, United States 
Code, as proposed by the House and Senate. 

Section 614 prohibits funds from being obli- 
gated or expended in excess of $5,000 to fur- 
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nish or redecorate the office of the head of 
any department or agency, as proposed by 
the House and Senate. 

Section 615 permits funds to be used for 
interagency funding of national security and 
emergency preparedness telecommunications 
initiatives benefiting Federal agencies, as 
proposed by the House and Senate. 

Section 616 prohibits funds to be used for 
the salaries and expenses of any employee 
appointed to a position without a certifi- 
cation to the Office of Personnel Manage- 
ment from an agency employing a Schedule 
C appointee that was created solely to detail 
the employee to the White House, as pro- 
posed by the House and Senate. 

Section 617 requires agencies to administer 
a written policy designed to ensure that the 
workplace is free from discrimination and 
sexual harassment, as proposed by the House 
and Senate. 

Section 618 prohibits the payment of any 
employee who prohibits, threatens or pre- 
vents another employee from commu- 
nicating with Congress, as proposed by the 
House and Senate. 

Section 619 prohibits Federal training not 
directly related to the performance of offi- 
cial duties, as proposed by the House and 
Senate. 

Section 620 prohibits the expenditure of 
funds for implementation of agreements in 
nondisclosure policies unless certain provi- 
sions are included, as proposed by the House 
and Senate. 

Section 621 prohibits propaganda, publicity 
and lobbying by executive agency personnel 
in support or defeat of legislative initiatives, 
as proposed by the House and Senate. 

Section 622 prohibits any Federal agency 
from disclosing any employee's home address 
to any labor organization, absent employee 
authorization or court order, as proposed by 
the House and Senate. 

Section 623 prohibits funds from being used 
to provide non-public information such as 
mailing or telephone lists to any person or 
organization outside the government, as pro- 
posed by the House and Senate. 

Section 624 prohibits the use of funds for 
propaganda or publicity purposes not author- 
ized by Congress, as proposed by the House 
and Senate. 

Section 625 directs agency employees to 
use official time in an honest effort to per- 
form official duties, as proposed by the 
House and Senate. 

Section 626 authorizes that funds be avail- 
able to finance an appropriate share of the 
Joint Financial Management Improvement 
Program administrative costs, as proposed 
by the House and Senate. 

Section 627 authorizes agencies to transfer 
funds to GSA to finance an appropriate share 
of the Joint Financial Management Improve- 
ment Program, as proposed by the House and 
Senate. 

Section 628 prohibits Federal funds from 
being used to prohibit any agency from inde- 
pendently contracting with private compa- 
nies to provide online applications and proc- 
essing services. 

Section 629 permits breast-feeding in a 
Federal building or on Federal property if 
the woman and child are authorized to be 
there, as proposed by the House and Senate. 

Section 630 permits interagency funding of 
Specific projects of the National Science and 
Technology Council, as proposed by the 
House and Senate. 

Section 681 requires documents involving 
the distribution of Federal funds to indicate 
the agency providing the funds and the 
amount provided, as proposed by the House 
and Senate. 
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Section 632 amends subsection (f) of sec- 
tion 403 of Public Law 108-356 by striking 
“October 1, 2004” and inserting ‘‘October 1, 
2005”, as proposed by the House and Senate. 

Section 633 prohibits the use of funds to 
monitor personal information relating to the 
use of Federal internet sites, or to collect, 
review, or create any aggregate list that in- 
cludes personally identifiable information 
relating to access to or use of any Federal 
Internet site, as proposed by the House and 
Senate. 

Section 634 requires health plans partici- 
pating in the FEHBP to provide contracep- 
tive coverage and provides exemption for 
certain religious plans, as proposed by the 
House and Senate. 

Section 685 recognizes the U.S. Anti- 
Doping Agency as the official anti-doping 
agency of the Olympic, Pan American, and 
Paralympic sport in the U.S, as proposed by 
the House and Senate. 

Section 636 allows funds appropriated for 
official travel, if consistent with OMB Cir- 
cular A-126, to participate in the fractional 
aircraft ownership pilot program, ав pro- 
posed by the House and Senate. 

Section 697 restricts Federal purchases 
from Federal Prison Industries, Inc. unless 
the agency determines such purchase pro- 
vides the best value to the agency. 

Section 638 prohibits funds to be used to 
implement or enforce restriction on the 
Coast Guard Congressional Fellowship Pro- 
gram or relating to the detail of Executive 
Branch employees to the Legislative Branch, 
as proposed by the House and Senate. 

Section 639 relates to the agency manage- 
ment of government charge cards, as pro- 
posed by the House and Senate. 

Section 640 states that the pay rate adjust- 
ment that takes effect in fiscal year 2005 
should be a rate increase of 3.5% beginning 
the pay period on or after January 1, 2005, as 
proposed by the House and Senate. 

Section 641 requires a report on articles 
purchased by agencies that were manufac- 
tured outside of the United States, as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

Section 642 restricts the use of funds for 
federal law enforcement training facilities, 
as proposed by the Senate. 

Section 643 amends 26 U.S.C. 6402 regarding 
offset procedures for the collection of past 
due, legally enforceable state unemployment 
compensation debts, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. 

Section 644 modifies a provision as pro- 
posed by the Senate to ensure the continued 
operation of the Midway Atoll Airfield. The 
conference agreement authorizes necessary 
intergovernmental funding transfers for the 
continued operation of the airfield and re- 
quires the Director of OMB to initiate such 
transfers so as to ensure the continuous, un- 
interrupted operation of the airfield. The 
conferees would welcome the receipt of any 
information from the Director as to whether 
certain capital investments on Midway Is- 
land might serve to lower the annual oper- 
ating costs of the airfield. 

Section 645 designates the courthouse at 95 
Seventh Street in San Francisco, California 
as the ‘James В. Browning United States 
Courthouse". 

CONFERENCE TOTAL—WITH COMPARISONS 


The total new budget (obligational) au- 
thority for the fiscal year 2005 recommended 
by the Committee of Conference, with com- 
parisons to the fiscal year 2004 amount, the 
2005 budget estimates, and the House and 
Senate bills for 2005 follow: 


[In thousands of dollars] 
New budget (obligational) 
authority, fiscal year 
2004 


$46,141,907 
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Budget estimates of new 
(obligational) authority, 


fiscal year 2005 ................ 43,748,430 
House bill, fiscal year 2005 43,540,159 
Senate bill, fiscal year 2005 44,052,003 
Conference agreement, fis- 

cal year 2005 .................... 43,993,116 
Conference agreement 

compared with: ............... 

New budget 

(obligational) author- 
ity, fiscal year 2004 ...... — 2,148,791 
Budget estimates of new 
(obligational) author- 
ity, fiscal year 2005 ...... +244,686 
House bill, fiscal year 
2005; сабрат +452,957 
Senate Dill, fiscal year 
2000 EE — 58,887 
DIVISION I—DEPARTMENTS ОЕ VET- 


ERANS AFFAIRS AND HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT, AND INDE- 
PENDENT AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS 
ACT, 2005 


The language and allocations set forth in 
House Report 108-674 and Senate Report 108- 
353 should be complied with unless specifi- 
cally addressed to the contrary in the con- 
ference report and statement of the man- 
agers. Report language included by the 
House which is not changed by the report of 
the Senate or the conference and Senate re- 
port language which is not changed by the 
conference is approved by the committee of 
the conference. The statement of the man- 
agers, while repeating some report language 
for emphasis, does not intend to negate the 
language referred to above unless expressly 
provided herein. In cases where the House or 
Senate have directed the submission of a re- 
port, such report is to be submitted to both 
House and Senate Committees on Appropria- 
tions. 


OPERATING PLAN REPROGRAMMING 
PROCEDURES 


The conferees continue to have a par- 
ticular interest in being informed of 
reprogrammings which, although they may 
not change either the total amount available 
in an account or any of the purposes for 
which the appropriation is legally available, 
represent a significant departure from budg- 
et plans presented to the Committees in an 
agency’s budget justifications, the basis of 
this appropriations Act. 

Consequently, the conferees direct the de- 
partments, agencies, boards, commissions, 
corporations and offices funded at or in ex- 
cess of $100,000,000 in this Act, to consult 
with the Committee on Appropriations in 
both the House and Senate prior to each 
change from the approved budget levels in 
excess of $500,000 between programs, activi- 
ties, object classifications or elements unless 
otherwise provided for in the statement of 
the managers accompanying this Act. For 
agencies, boards, commissions, corporations 
and offices funded at less than $100,000,000 in 
this Act, the reprogramming threshold shall 
be $250,000 between programs, activities, ob- 
ject classifications or elements unless other- 
wise provided for in the statement of the 
managers accompanying this Act. Addition- 
ally, the conferees expect the Committees on 
Appropriations to be promptly notified of all 
reprogramming actions which involve less 
than the above-mentioned amounts. If such 
actions would have the effect of significantly 
changing an agency’s funding requirements 
in future years, or if programs or projects 
specifically cited in the statement of the 
managers or accompanying reports of the 
House and Senate are affected by the re- 
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programming, the reprogramming must be 
approved by the Committees on Appropria- 
tions regardless of the amount proposed to 
be moved. Furthermore, the conferees direct 
that the Committees on Appropriations be 
consulted regarding reorganizations of of- 
fices, programs, and activities prior to the 
planned implementation of such reorganiza- 
tions. 

The conferees also direct that the Depart- 
ments of Veterans Affairs and Housing and 
Urban Development, as well as the Corpora- 
tion for National and Community Service, 
the Environmental Protection Agency, the 
National Aeronautics and Space Administra- 
tion, the National Science Foundation, the 
Consumer Product Safety Commission, and 
the Chemical Safety and Hazard Investiga- 
tion Board shall submit operating plans, 
signed by the respective secretary, adminis- 
trator, or agency head, for review by the 
Committees on Appropriations of both the 
House and Senate within 60 days of enact- 
ment of this Act. Other agencies within this 
Act should continue to submit operating 
plans consistent with prior year policy, or as 
directed in this statement of the managers. 

The conferees reiterate the Committees’ 
longstanding position that while the Com- 
mittees reserve the right to call upon all of- 
fices in the departments, agencies, boards, 
and commissions, access to the budget of- 
fices is essential and shall in no way be hin- 
dered. 

TITLE I—DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS 

AFFAIRS 


In addition to the directives above, the 
conferees direct that no changes may be 
made to any account or objective, except as 
approved by the Committees, if it is con- 
strued to be policy or change in policy. It is 
the intent of the conferees that all carryover 
funds in the various appropriations accounts 
are subject to the normal reprogramming re- 
quirements outlined above. The Department 
is directed to notify the Committees on Ap- 
propriations should the loan limitation of 
any program administered by the Depart- 
ment be met or exceeded. 

VETERANS BENEFITS ADMINISTRATION 
COMPENSATION AND PENSIONS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


Appropriates $32,607,688,000 for compensa- 
tion and pensions as proposed by both the 
House and the Senate, of which not more 
than $20,703,000 is to be transferred to gen- 
eral operating expenses and medical services 
for reimbursement of necessary expenses in 
implementing the Omnibus Budget Rec- 
onciliation Act of 1990 and the Veterans' 
Benefits Act of 1992. 


READJUSTMENT BENEFITS 


Appropriates $2,556,232,000 for readjustment 
benefits as proposed by both the House and 
the Senate. 


VETERANS INSURANCE AND IDEMNITIES 


Appropriates $44,380,000 for veterans insur- 
ance and indemnities as proposed by both 
the House and the Senate. 


VETERANS HOUSING BENEFIT PROGRAM FUND 
PROGRAM ACCOUNT 


(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


Appropriates such sums as may be nec- 
essary for costs associated with direct and 
guaranteed loans from the veterans housing 
benefit program fund program account as 
proposed by both the House and the Senate, 
limits obligations for direct loans to not 
more than $500,000 and provides that 
$154,075,000 is to be transferred to and merged 
with general operating expenses. 
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VOCATIONAL REHABILITATION LOANS PROGRAM 
ACCOUNT 


(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


Appropriates $47,000 for the costs of direct 
loans from the vocational rehabilitation 
loans program account as proposed by both 
the House and the Senate, plus $311,000 to be 
transferred to and merged with general oper- 
ating expenses. Provides for a direct loan 
limitation of $4,108,000. 

The conferees direct the Department to 
monitor carefully the program’s loan activ- 
ity and notify the Committees on Appropria- 
tions of the House and Senate during the 
year if it determines that it may exceed the 
loan level amount. 


NATIVE AMERICAN VETERAN HOUSING LOAN 
PROGRAM ACCOUNT 


(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


Appropriates $571,000 for administrative ex- 
penses of the Native American veteran hous- 
ing loan program account to be transferred 
to and merged with general operating ex- 
penses as proposed by both the House and the 
Senate. Provides a loan limitation of 
$50,000,000 for the program as proposed by 
both the House and the Senate. 


GUARANTEED TRANSITIONAL HOUSING LOANS 
FOR HOMELESS VETERANS PROGRAM ACCOUNT 


Provides up to $750,000 of the funds avail- 
able in medical administration and general 
operating expenses to carry out the guaran- 
teed transitional housing loans for homeless 
veterans program as proposed by the House 
instead of $600,000 as proposed by the Senate. 


VETERANS HEALTH ADMINISTRATION 


The conferees have agreed to provide total 
resources of $30,330,370,000 to fund the var- 
ious operating programs of the Veterans 
Health Administration (VHA), an increase of 
$1,195,000,000 over the appropriation request 
level. None of the funds are contingent upon 
an emergency declaration as proposed by the 
Senate. Further, the conferees have agreed 
to fund VHA through the new account struc- 
ture started in fiscal year 2004, comprised of 
four accounts: medical services, medical ad- 
ministration, medical facilities, and medical 
and prosthetic research. The conferees con- 
tinue to believe this account structure will 
provide better oversight and achieve a more 
accurate accounting of funds. 

MEDICAL SERVICES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 


Provides $19,472,777,000 to finance medical 
services for all veterans and beneficiaries in 
VA, State, and contract medical facilities. 

Retains bill language making $1,100,000,000 
available until September 30, 2006, as рго- 
posed by both the House and the Senate. 

Retains bill language providing the Sec- 
retary with the authority to establish a pri- 
ority system for veterans seeking medical 
care as proposed by both the House and the 
Senate. 

Retains bill language allowing the Sec- 
retary to give priority to medical services 
for priority 1-6 veterans, as proposed by both 
the House and the Senate. 

Retains bill language allowing the transfer 
of up to $400,000,000 to the construction, 
major projects account for the purposes of 
implementing Capital Asset Realignment for 
Enhanced Services (CARES) recommenda- 
tions. The conferees direct the VA to notify 
the Committees on Appropriations prior to 
the transfer of funds for this purpose as stat- 
ed in Senate Report 108-353. 

Modifies bill language proposed by the 
House, allowing the transfer of up to 
$125,000,000 to general operating expenses for 
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Veterans Benefits Administration claims 
processing. The conferees direct the Sec- 
retary to notify the Committees on Appro- 
priations of the House and Senate prior to 
any transfer. 

Retains bill language proposed by both the 
House and the Senate, allowing the Sec- 
retary to fill privately written prescriptions 
from VA facilities for designated veterans. 
The conferees agree that such benefit should 
not result in additional cost to the VA. 

Retains bill language proposed by both the 
House and Senate, providing $15,000,000 for 
the DoD/VA Health Care Sharing Incentive 
Fund. 

The conferees are in agreement that the 
Department shall submit a report on the 
steps, funds, and staff assigned to improving 
the transition from DoD to VA for service 
members returning from conflicts in the 
Middle East and other areas. The report is to 
be submitted no later than March 15, 2005. 

The conferees direct the continuation of 
the Joslin Vision Network at no less than 
the current level and encourage the VA to 
establish new pilot sites for the Network. 

The conferees agree with the Senate direc- 
tion that the Department shall report on the 
number and location of training slots for 
psychologists for post-doctoral training. The 
report is to be submitted to the House and 
Senate Committees on Appropriations by no 
later than February 4, 2005. 

Retains the Senate provision providing 
$20,000,000 for a new Prosthetics and Integra- 
tive Health Care Initiative. This new initia- 
tive will ensure that returning war veterans 
with loss of limbs and other very severe and 
lasting injuries have access to the best of 
both modern medicine and integrative holis- 
tic therapies for rehabilitation, and will en- 
sure continuity of care for veterans who 
transition from the DOD health system, in- 
cluding the Amputee Center at Walter Reed 
Army Medical Center. The Department is di- 
rected to report to the Committees on Ap- 
propriations of the House and Senate on the 
status of this new initiative by February 4, 
2005. 

Retains the Senate provision directing the 
VA to: (1) establish an advisory committee 
on complementary medicine; and (2) imple- 
ment the recommendations of the White 
House Commission on Complementary and 
Alternative Medicine. The VA should report 
to the Committees on Appropriations of the 
House and Senate on the status of these 
issues by February 4, 2005. 

The conferees direct the VA to comply 
with all recommendations of the August 11, 
2004, report by the Inspector General regard- 
ing issues at the Bay Pines VA Medical Cen- 
ter in Florida, and to report to the Commit- 
tees on Appropriations of the House and Sen- 
ate detailing progress in this matter by Feb- 
ruary 4, 2005. 

MEDICAL ADMINISTRATION 

Appropriates $4,705,000,000, as proposed by 
both the House and Senate, for the expenses 
of the headquarters offices of the Veterans 
Health Administration as well as the costs of 
Veterans Integrated Service Network (VISN) 
offices and facility directors, all information 
technology hardware and software, legal 
services, billing and coding activities, pro- 
curement, and related activities. 

Includes language allowing $250,000,000 of 
the funds to be available until September 30, 
2006. 

The conferees direct the Secretary to look 
at integrated medical asset tracking pro- 
grams and conduct a pilot program to test 
the feasibility of the implementation of such 
programs. 
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The conferees direct the Secretary to re- 
view the need for the development of a web 
portal and implement a pilot program of the 
system, consistent with existing emergency 
response systems. 

MEDICAL FACILITIES 


Appropriates $3,745,000,000 for the oper- 
ation, maintenance and security of VHA's 
capital infrastructure as proposed by both 
the House and Senate. Included under this 
heading are provisions for the costs associ- 
ated with utilities, engineering, capital plan- 
ning, leases, laundry and food services, 
grounds-keeping, garbage, housekeeping, fa- 
cility repair, and property disposition and 
acquisition. 

Retains language allowing $250,000,000 of 
the funds to be available until September 30, 
2006 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conferees reiterate the directive con- 
tained in the fiscal year 2004 Consolidated 
Appropriations Act that the Department of 
Veterans Affairs offer to transfer to the U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers one residential 
property in Fort Thomas, Kentucky, to be 
used as the residence for the Commander of 
the Great Lakes and Ohio River Division, 
and appreciate the progress that has been 
made so far. 

MEDICAL AND PROSTHETIC RESEARCH 


Appropriates $405,593,000 for medical and 
prosthetic research as proposed by the Sen- 
ate instead of $384,770,000 as proposed by the 
House. The conferees direct the Department 
to continue its technology transfer activities 
at the current level of effort through the 
West Virginia High Technology Consortium 
Foundation. 

The conferees direct the Department to 
prioritize prosthetics in its research agenda 
and report to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of the House and Senate by March 15, 
2005 on its efforts. 

DEPARTMENTAL ADMINISTRATION 
GENERAL OPERATING EXPENSES 


Appropriates $1,324,753,000 for general oper- 
ating expenses instead of $1,319,753,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $1,399,753,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

Provides not less than $1,027,193,000 for the 
Veterans Benefits Administration (VBA) as 


proposed by the House instead of 
$1,102,193,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
Provides two-year availability for 


$66,000,000 as proposed by both the House and 
Senate. 

The conferees direct VA to proceed with 
information technology initiatives sup- 
porting the Department’s enterprise archi- 
tecture and continuity of operations capa- 
bilities and direct that not less than 
$25,000,000 be allocated for these activities 
Department-wide. Additionally, the con- 
ferees direct that all cyber-security and en- 
terprise architecture activities continue to 
be centrally managed by the Chief Informa- 
tion Officer. Finally, the conferees reiterate 
the House position that the Department re- 
port quarterly on key information tech- 
nology objectives and efforts to meet these 
objectives. 

NATIONAL CEMETERY ADMINISTRATION 

Appropriates $148,925,000 for the National 
Cemetery Administration as proposed by 
both the House and Senate. Provides two- 
year obligation authority for $7,400,000 of the 
appropriated funds. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 

Appropriates $69,711,000 for the Office of In- 
spector General as proposed by the House in- 
stead of $64,711,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

CONSTRUCTION, MAJOR PROJECTS 

Appropriates $458,800,000 for construction, 

major projects as proposed by both the 
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House and Senate. The conferees have in- 
cluded bill language proposed by both the 
House and Senate which defines a major con- 
struction project as one where the estimated 
cost is more than the amount set forth in 38 
U.S.C. 8104(а)(3)(А). 

The conference agreement includes 
$370,709,000 for construction projects sup- 
porting the fiscal year 2005 recommendations 
of the Secretary’s National CARES plan as 
identified in the May 20, 2004 report entitled 
"CARES Major Construction Projects, Fiscal 
Year 2004-2010." 'The specific projects are 
also identified in both the House and Senate 
reports. 

Additional recommendations of the con- 
ferees are as follows: 


224 House report Senate report Conference 
Description 108-674 108-353 agreement 
CARES zin ds $370,709,000 — $370,709,000 $370,709,000 
VHA Advance Planning 
Ж : 14,000,000 14,000,000 14,000,000 
3,000,000 3,000,000 3,000,000 
1,000,000 1,000,000 1,000,000 
VHA Judgmen 8,091,000 8,091,000 8,091,000 
VHA Hazardous 2,000,000 2,000,000 2,000,000 
Emergency Res; 
Security Study .......... 2,000,000 2,000,000 2,000,000 
NCA Phase | Develop- 
ment: Sacramento, 
CN. cios 21,600,000 21,600,000 21,600,000 
NCA Expansion: 
Barrancas, FL. .......... 20,000,000 20,000,000 20,000,000 
NCA Expansion: Rock 
Island, IL «s 10,200,000 10,200,000 10,200,000 
NCA Design Funds ....... 3,200,000 3,200,000 3,200,000 
NCA Advance Planning 
Fund ...... Р 1,000,000 1,000,000 1,000,000 
Staff Offices .. 2,000,000 2,000,000 2,000,000 


The conferees agree with the Senate direc- 
tion that the Department update its 5-year 
strategic plan for capital asset management 
on a periodic basis. 

The conferees direct the Department to re- 
view the financial status of all existing 
major construction projects and the major 
working reserve account. The Department 
shall provide information on any unobligated 
and unexpended funds that may be recap- 
tured and spent on other CARES projects. 

The conferees agree with the direction con- 
tained in the Senate report regarding the es- 
tablishment of an independent CARES advi- 
sory body. 

As part of the CARES initiative, the De- 
partment will, in some cases, depend on con- 
tracting with local providers to deliver 
health care services. The Department is to 
provide a business plan to the Committees 
on Appropriations of the House and Senate 
that will address the issues raised in the 
Senate report. This plan should be submitted 
no later than March 15, 2005. 

Finally, the conferees agree with the Sen- 
ate direction that the Department submit a 
business plan for excess infrastructure that 
details disposition strategy and budgetary 
impacts. 

CONSTRUCTION, MINOR PROJECTS 


Appropriates $230,779,000 for construction, 
minor projects as proposed by the Senate in- 
stead of $230,799,000 as proposed by the 
House. The conferees have included bill lan- 
guage proposed by both the House and Sen- 
ate which defines a minor construction 
project as one where the estimated cost is 
equal to or less than the amount set forth in 
38 U.S.C. 8104(a)(3)(A). 

The conference agreement provides 
$182,100,000, for construction projects imple- 
menting CARES recommendations, as pro- 
posed by the Senate instead of $162,100,000 as 
proposed by the House. Additional amounts 
may be used for CARES activities upon noti- 
fication of and approval by the Committees 
on Appropriations of the House and Senate. 
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GRANTS FOR CONSTRUCTION OF STATE 
EXTENDED CARE FACILITIES 

Appropriates $105,163,000 for grants for con- 
struction of state extended care facilities as 
proposed by both the House and the Senate. 

GRANTS FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF STATE 
VETERANS CEMETERIES 

Appropriates $32,000,000 for grants for con- 
struction of state veterans cemeteries as 
proposed by both the House and the Senate. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

Retains the first eleven administrative 
provisions which were carried in both the 
House and Senate bills, and which have been 
carried in previous years. 

Retains section 112 as proposed by the 
House allowing the Secretary to manage ef- 
fectively the billing and collection process to 
third party insurers. The Senate had pro- 
posed similar language. 

Retains section 113 as proposed by the 
House providing $25,000,000 of VA’s total in- 
formation technology budget for enterprise 
architecture activities under the Office of 
the Chief Information Officer. The Senate 
did not include this provision. 

Retains section 114 as proposed by the 
House regarding implementation of Public 
Law 107-287 by prohibiting funds for imple- 
mentation of section 2 and section 5. The 
Senate had proposed similar language. 

Retains the provision proposed by the Sen- 
ate regarding the Secretary’s authority in 
depositing receipts from various funds into 
the Medical Care Collections Fund. The 
House had proposed similar language. 

Retains the provision proposed by both the 
House and Senate directing the Secretary to 
conduct a recovery audit program. 

Retains the provision proposed by both the 
House and Senate allowing the Secretary to 
transfer enhanced-use lease revenue from the 
Medical Care Collections Fund to the con- 
struction accounts. 

Retains the provision proposed by both the 
House and Senate allowing the Secretary to 
furnish recreation services and pay funeral 
expenses. 

Retains the provision proposed by both the 
House and Senate transferring all balances 
in the Medical Care Collections Fund to 
medical services. 

Retains the provision proposed by both the 
House and Senate allowing the transfer of 
funds among Veterans Health Administra- 
tion accounts. 

Retains the provision proposed by the 
House providing for the transfer of funds 
from general operating expenses to Veterans 
Housing Benefit Program Fund Program Ac- 
count for a nationwide property manage- 
ment contract. The Senate had proposed a 
similar provision. 

Retains the provision proposed by the 
House authorizing the Department to expend 
such sums as are available in the unobli- 
gated balances of the funds originally appro- 
priated to medical care for emergency ex- 
penses resulting from the January 1994 
earthquake in Southern California, for the 
same purposes of the medical services ac- 
count until expended. The Senate had pro- 
posed a similar provision. 

Deletes the provision proposed by the Sen- 
ate which would have made funds transferred 
pursuant to Public Law 108-199 from medical 
services to construction, major projects, 
available until expended. 

Modifies the provision proposed by the 
Senate which allows eligible veterans who 
reside in Alaska to obtain medical services 
from medical facilities supported by the In- 
dian Health Service. 
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Adds a new administrative provision which 
allows the Secretary to transfer up to 
$19,800,000 appropriated in Public Law 108-324 
from construction, minor projects to medical 
facilities for non-recurring maintenance ex- 
penses related to hurricane and tropical 
storm damage. Neither House nor Senate 
bills had included this language. 

TITLE I—DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING 

AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

The conferees restate the reprogramming 
requirements with respect to amounts ap- 
proved for each appropriations account with- 
in this title. The Department must limit the 
reprogramming of funds between the pro- 
grams, projects, and activities within each 
account to not more than $500,000 without 
prior approval of the Committees on Appro- 
priations. Unless otherwise identified in this 
statement of managers or committee re- 
ports, the most detailed allocation of funds 
presented in the budget justifications shall 
be considered to be approved, with any devi- 
ation from such approved allocation subject 
to the normal reprogramming requirements 
outlined above. Further, it is the intent of 
the conferees that all carryover funds in the 
various accounts, including recaptures and 
deobligations, are subject to the normal re- 
programming requirements outlined above. 
Further, no changes may be made to any 
program, project, or activity if it is con- 
strued to be policy or a change in policy, 
without prior approval of the Committees. 
Finally, the conferees expect to be notified 
regarding reorganizations of offices, pro- 
grams or activities prior to the planned im- 
plementation of such reorganizations, as 
well as be notified, on a monthly basis, of all 
ongoing litigation, including any negotia- 
tions or discussions, planned or ongoing, re- 
garding a consent decree between the De- 
partment and any other entity. 

PUBLIC AND INDIAN HOUSING 
TENANT-BASED RENTAL ASSISTANCE 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

The conference agreement adopts the ac- 
count structure proposed by the House to 
fund tenant-based section 8 activities and 
project-based section 8 activities in two sep- 
arate accounts to provide better trans- 
parency and oversight of expenditures in 
these programs that now represent over fifty 
percent of the Department’s budget. The 
Senate proposed to continue to fund both 
tenant-based and project-based Section 8 ac- 
tivities in the Housing Certificate Fund. 

The joint explanatory statement of the 
managers herein reflects the agreement of 
the conferees on tenant-based and project- 
based section 8 programs and activities. The 
language and direction included in this joint 
explanatory statement of the managers re- 
places any language included in the Senate 
report regarding these programs, including 
Senate language under the Housing Certifi- 
cate Fund account, and replaces any lan- 
guage included in the House report regarding 
these programs, including House language 
under the Tenant-Based Rental Assistance, 
Project-Based Rental Assistance, and Hous- 
ing Certificate Fund accounts. 

The conference agreement appropriates 
$14,885,000,000 for tenant-based section 8 
(voucher) activities under the Tenant-Based 
Rental Assistance account instead of 
$14,677,019,000 as proposed by the House. The 
Senate proposed $15,359,019,000 for these ac- 
tivities within the Housing Certificate Fund 
account. Language is included designating 
funds provided as follows: 

Activity 
Voucher Renewals 


Conference agreement 


$13,462,989,000 
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Activity 
Tenant Protection Vouch- 
OLS дЫ da less ИТО КЕНЕТ 
Administrative Costs: . 
(Administrative Fees) 
(Family Self-Sufficiency 
Coordinators) 
(Working Capital Fund) .... 
Total, Tenant Based Rent- 
al Assistance 14,885,000,000 


Section 8 Voucher Renewals.—The con- 
ference agreement includes $13,462,989,000 to 
fund tenant-based section 8 vouchers in cal- 
endar year 2005, instead of 813,303,177,000 as 
proposed by the House. The Senate proposed 
$13,787,115,000 within the Housing Certificate 
Fund. New language is included setting forth 
the distribution of renewal funds as de- 
scribed herein. 

The Department is provided $13,462,989,000 
to fund tenant-based vouchers in calendar 
year 2005. HUD shall not use recaptures from 
any source or any project-based carryover to 
augment total 2005 funding for this account. 
HUD shall provide all public housing agen- 
cies (PHAs) with a fixed, annual budget that 
each agency must manage their voucher pro- 
grams within for 2005. HUD shall determine 
such annual budgets for public housing agen- 
cies using the average of the May, June and 
July 2004 Voucher Management System 
(VMS) data (for leasing and costs) as re- 
ported to, verified, and determined to be 
complete by HUD. Moving To Work (MTW) 
agencies shall be funded based оп their 
agreements and are subject to the same ad- 
justments made to all other PHA annual 
budgets based on funding availability. If an 
agency failed to report verifiable data into 
VMS during the May-July time period, HUD 
Shall use the complete three-month submis- 
sion of VMS data averaged for the period of 
February, March and April 2004. If an agency 
has not submitted VMS data for the pre- 
viously referenced periods, HUD shall use the 
agency's year-end financial statement for 
fiscal years ending no later than March 31, 
2004. HUD shall then adjust the VMS costs 
for each agency by applying HUD-published 
2005 annual adjustment factors (AAF's) to de- 
termine an annual funding eligibility for 
each agency. HUD may make any necessary 
adjustments for the costs associated with 
the first-time renewals of tenant protection 
and HOPE VI vouchers in 2005. The Depart- 
ment is to obligate the entire amount of 
funds provided for voucher renewals to the 
public housing authorities at the time an- 
nual budgets of the public housing authori- 
ties are established pursuant to the formula 
prescribed herein and in the Act. Finally, 
HUD will, to the extent necessary, pro rate 
each public housing agency's budget to stay 
within the amount appropriated. 

The voucher program is strictly a dollar- 
based, or budget-based program in 2005. This 
new structure is designed to provide flexi- 
bility for PHAs to manage their voucher pro- 
grams, so long as such flexibility meets cur- 
rent legal requirements and PHAs manage 
within their annual budgets. This could in- 
clude lowering eligible rents in order to ex- 
pand utilization to no greater than their au- 
thorized levels. PHAs are expected to man- 
age utility costs, decreased tenant contribu- 
tions and protect the most at-risk families 
within these budgets. HUD is not provided a 
central fund or any other funds to address in- 
creased leasing or costs in 2005. Further- 
more, HUD is not provided any funding to re- 
plenish program reserves in 2005, nor can car- 
ryover or recaptures be used for this purpose. 
Agencies must manage within their annual 
budget as determined by HUD, pursuant to 


Conference agreement 


163,000,000 
1,259,011,000 
(1,210,107,000) 


(46,000,000) 
(2,904,000) 
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the formula prescribed herein and in this 
Act. HUD must issue a notice implementing 
the tenant-based provisions of this Act, in- 
cluding details on the eligibility for the 
$25,000,000 in administrative fees set aside 
under this Act, within 30 days of enactment 
of this Act. HUD will also communicate all 
agencies’ annual budget amounts directly to 
each agency within 45 days of enactment of 
this Act. This is intended to provide agencies 
with as much advanced notice as possible in 
order to manage their budgets successfully 
in 2005. HUD shall also provide agencies with 
flexibility to adjust payment standards and 
portability policies as necessary to manage 
within their 2005 budgets. Agencies shall en- 
sure that current elderly and disabled vouch- 
er families be protected against significant 
impacts resulting from adjustments made by 
agencies to maintain their voucher programs 
within their 2005 budgets. 

The conference agreement does not include 
language proposed by the Senate to allow re- 
captures to be used to augment funds appro- 
priated for section 8 vouchers. Instead the 
conference agreement includes language 
elsewhere in this title that prohibits the use 
of recaptures for this purpose, similar to lan- 
guage proposed by the House. 

The conference agreement does not include 
language proposed by the Senate to allow 
funds to be used to amend a public housing 
agency’s voucher renewal amount. The 
House did not include similar language. 

The conference agreement does not include 
language proposed by the Senate to allow 
the Secretary to transfer funds among var- 
ious activities. The House did not include 
similar language. 

The conference agreement does not include 
language proposed by the Senate to allocate 
renewal funds based upon information sub- 
mitted to the public housing agency as of Oc- 
tober 1, 2004, adjusted by an inflation factor 
established by the Secretary, and further ad- 
justed based on certain other factors. The 
House did not include similar language. 

The conference agreement does not include 
language proposed by the Senate requiring 
that all units be subject to a rent reason- 
ableness test. The House did not include 
similar language. The conferees note that 
public housing agencies are statutorily re- 
quired to determine and ensure rent reason- 
ableness and expect this requirement to be 
followed. 

The conference agreement does not include 
$100,000,000 for a Central Fund as proposed by 
the Senate. The House did not include simi- 
lar language or funding. 

Language is included, as proposed by the 
House, prohibiting funds from being used to 
fund a public housing agency for vouchers in 
excess of their authorized level. The Senate 
bill included similar language. 

Tenant Protection.—The conference agree- 
ment includes $163,000,000 for rental subsidies 
for tenant protection activities to replace 
project-based section 8 assistance with sec- 
tion 8 vouchers, for conversion of section 202 
and section 23 projects to section 8 assist- 
ance, for the family reunification program 
and for the witness protection program, as 
proposed by the House and the Senate. 

The conference agreement assumes that 
new vouchers under the Revitalization of Se- 
verely Distressed Housing Program (HOPE 
VI) will continue to be provided within that 
account as proposed by the House. The Sen- 
ate did not address this matter. 

Administrative Fees.—The conference agree- 
ment includes $1,210,107,000 for public hous- 
ing agencies' administrative costs and other 
expenses, instead of $1,161,938,000 as proposed 
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by the House and $1,256,000,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. 

Modified language is included, similar to 
language proposed by the House, designating 
$1,185,107,000 to be allocated to public hous- 
ing agencies for the calendar year 2005 fund- 
ing cycle on a pro rata basis based on the 
amount the public housing agencies were eli- 
gible to receive in calendar year 2004. In ad- 
dition, new language is included making up 
to $25,000,000 available to the Secretary to al- 
locate to public housing agencies that need 
additional funds to administer their pro- 
grams. The conferees direct the Department 
to specify the activities eligible for this 
funding in the notice to be issued within 
thirty days of enactment of this Act. The 
Senate did not include similar language. 

Language is included as proposed by the 
Senate to allow section 8 administrative fees 
to be used for section 8 rental assistance ac- 
tivities, including related development ac- 
tivities. The House limited the use to section 
8 rental assistance activities. 

Family Self Sufficiency Coordinators.—The 
conference agreement includes $46,000,000 for 
public housing agencies family self-suffi- 
ciency coordinator staff as proposed by the 
House instead of $48,000,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. 

Working Capital Fund.—The conference 
agreement includes $2,904,000 for transfer to 
the Working Capital Fund, instead of no less 
than $2,904,000 as proposed by the House. 
Modified language is included to broaden the 
uses of these funds to include other depart- 
mental information technology needs. 

Language proposed by the Senate is not in- 
cluded to require all public housing agencies 
to submit accounting data for funds provided 
under this account in this Act or any other 
Act by source of funds and purpose of such 
funds. This requirement was made perma- 
nent in the fiscal year 2004 Act. The House 
did not include similar language. 

Language is also included elsewhere in this 
Act rescinding funds provided in previous 
years under the Housing Certificate Fund, 
including funds previously made available 
for certain tenant-based rental assistance ac- 
tivities. 

PROJECT-BASED RENTAL ASSISTANCE 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


The conference agreement appropriates 
$5,341,000,000 for project-based rental assist- 
ance activities instead of $5,340,745,000 as 
proposed by the House. The Senate proposed 
$5,348,785,000 for these activities within the 
Housing Certificate Fund account. 

The conference agreement provides funds 
as follows: 


Activity Conference agreement 
Project-Based Contract Re- 
newals $4,990,100,000 


on 


Moderate Rehabilitati 

Renewals and Adminis- 

trative Costs ................... 227,000,000 
Section 441 Renewals and 

Administrative Costs ..... 20,000,000 
Contract Administrators ... 101,900,000 
Working Capital Fund ....... 2,000,000 


Total, Project-Based 


Rental Assistance ........ 5,341,000,000 


Language is included, similar to language 
proposed by the House, designating 
$5,237,100,000 for renewals and amendment of 
section 8 project-based contracts, section 8 
moderate rehabilitation contracts (including 
associated PHA administrative expenses), 
Emergency Low-Income Housing Preserva- 
tion Reform Act (ELIHPRA) and Low-In- 
come Housing Preservation Reform Act 
(LIHPRA) contracts, and section 441 single 
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room occupancy contracts (including associ- 
ated PHA administrative expenses). The Sen- 
ate included similar language under the 
Housing Certificate Fund. 

Language is included, as proposed by the 
House, designating $101,900,000 for perform- 
ance-based contract administrators. The 
Senate included a similar provision under 
the Housing Certificate Fund. 

Language is included designating $2,000,000 
for transfer to the Working Capital Fund. 
Modified language is included to broaden the 
uses of these funds to include other depart- 
mental information technology needs. 

The conference agreement assumes that 
project-based section 8 contract amendment 
funding requirements for fiscal year 2005 will 
be met through the use of recaptures avail- 
able in the Housing Certificate Fund as pro- 
posed in the budget request. Language is in- 
cluded elsewhere in this title making funds 
available for such purpose. 

PUBLIC HOUSING CAPITAL FUND 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

Appropriates $2,600,000,000 for the public 
housing capital fund, instead of $2,580,000,000 
as proposed by the House and $2,700,000,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. 

Includes $38,700,000 for technical assistance 
including up to $12,500,000 for remediation 
services to certain troubled PHAs and for 
rent surveys. The House proposed $37,850,000, 
including $12,440,000 for remediation services 
and rent surveys and the Senate proposed 
$50,000,000, including up to $15,000,000 for such 
activities. The Department is directed to use 
no less than $4,750,000 of these funds for ac- 
tivities related to fair market rent surveys 
as proposed by the House. 

Does not include language proposed by the 
Senate making such funds available for lease 
adjustments to section 23 projects. The 
House did not include a similar provision. 

Includes $10,150,000 for information tech- 
nology systems needs instead of not less 
than $10,150,000 as proposed by the House and 
$4,500,000 as proposed by the Senate. Modified 
language is included to broaden the uses of 
these funds to include other departmental 
information technology needs. 

Includes up to $30,000,000 for emergency 
capital needs resulting from unforeseen 
emergencies or natural disasters in fiscal 
year 2005, instead of $38,000,000 as proposed 
by the House and $50,000,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. Language is included as proposed 
by the House to allow funds to be awarded 
non-competitively and only for unforeseen 
activities. The Senate proposed similar lan- 
guage. 

Includes $53,500,000 for the Resident Oppor- 
tunity Self-Sufficiency (ROSS) program, in- 
stead of $52,300,000 as proposed by the House 
and $55,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

Includes modified language to allow up to 
$3,000,000 to support the costs of existing ad- 
ministrative and judicial receiverships in ef- 
fect as of the date of enactment of this Act. 
The House proposed language allowing such 
funds to be used for current and future re- 
ceiverships while the Senate did not include 
funds for such purpose. The Department is 
directed to submit a proposed spending plan 
for the use of these funds prior to expendi- 
ture. 

Includes modified language designating 
$15,000,000 for Neighborhood Networks grants 
similar to language proposed by the Senate. 
Language is also included allowing up to 
$1,000,000 to be made available for technical 
assistance and to allow centers established 
under these grants to serve individuals re- 
ceiving housing assistance under other pro- 
grams funded in this Act. Language is in- 
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cluded as proposed by the Senate, requiring 
such funds to be competitively awarded. The 
conferees remind HUD that these funds, and 
all other funds provided in this Act, are to be 
awarded on a competitive basis in accord- 
ance with the requirements set forth in sec- 
tion 205 under administrative provisions in 
this title, except where explicitly author- 
ized. The House did not include similar lan- 
guage. 

The conference agreement does not des- 
ignate $30,000,000 for demolition, relocation 
and site remediation for obsolete and dis- 
tressed public housing units as proposed by 
the Senate. The House did not address this 
matter. 

PUBLIC HOUSING OPERATING FUND 


Appropriates $2,458,000,000 for the public 
housing operating fund, instead of 
$3,425,000,000 as proposed by the House and 
$2,610,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

Modified language is included, similar to 
language proposed by the Senate, to syn- 
chronize the funding cycles for all public 
housing authorities’ operating subsidy pay- 
ments to the same calendar year. The con- 
ferees believe that this conversion will sim- 
plify and improve administration and over- 
sight of the program. This change results in 
a one-time savings to this account. The 
House did not include similar language. 

Includes modified language designating 
$8,000,000 for programs to assist in the inves- 
tigation, prosecution and prevention of 
criminal activities in public housing to be 
administered through a cooperative agree- 
ment with the Department of Justice (DOJ) 
similar to language proposed by the House. 
The Senate did not propose a similar provi- 
sion. 

Includes language designating $10,000,000 
for a program to provide bonus funding for 
PHAs that assist families in moving away 
from dependency on housing assistance pro- 
grams, instead of $15,000,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. The House did not propose a 
similar provision. The conferees expect the 
Department to allocate these funds through 
a Notice of Funding Availability that pro- 
vides clear eligibility criteria for this pro- 
gram. 

Language proposed by the Senate to des- 
ignate $30,000,000 for transition costs associ- 
ated with synchronization to a calendar year 
funding basis is not included. The House did 
not address this matter. 

REVITALIZATION OF SEVERELY DISTRESSED 

PUBLIC HOUSING (HOPE VI) 


Appropriates $144,000,000 for the revitaliza- 
tion of severely distressed public housing 
program (HOPE VI), instead of $150,000,000 as 
proposed by the Senate and $143,000,000 as 
proposed by the House. 

Language is included making funds avail- 
able for obligation until September 30, 2006 
as proposed by the House, instead of making 
funds available for one year as proposed by 
the Senate. 

NATIVE AMERICAN HOUSING BLOCK GRANTS 

(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

Appropriates $627 ,000,000 instead of 
$622,000,000 as proposed by the House and 
$650,241,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

Includes $4,500,000 for inspections, training, 
and technical assistance and $2,200,000 for 
the National American Indian Housing Coun- 
cil for technical assistance and capacity 
building as proposed by the Senate. The 
House proposed $4,300,000 and $2,100,000 re- 
spectively for these activities. 

Includes $2,000,000 for guaranteed loans to 
subsidize a total guaranteed loan principal of 
up to $17,926,000 as proposed by the Senate 
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instead of $1,914,000 to subsidize a total loan 
volume of up to $17,155,000 as proposed by the 
House. 

Includes $2,600,000 for information tech- 
nology systems instead of no less than 
$2,600,000 as proposed by the House and 
$500,000 as proposed by the Senate. Modified 
language is included to broaden the uses of 
these funds to include other departmental 
information technology needs. 

The conference agreement also includes 
language elsewhere in this title rescinding 
$21,000,000 from prior year unobligated bal- 
ances remaining for title VI loan guarantees. 
Both the House and Senate proposed this re- 
scission. 

INDIAN HOUSING LOAN GUARANTEE FUND 
PROGRAM ACCOUNT 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

Appropriates $5,000,000 to subsidize a total 
loan principal of up to $145,345,000 as pro- 
posed by the House instead of $1,000,000 to 
subsidize a total loan principal of $29,069,767 
as proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement also includes 
language elsewhere in this title rescinding 
$33,000,000 from prior year unobligated bal- 
ances remaining from this program. Both the 
House and Senate proposed this rescission. 

NATIVE HAWAIIAN HOUSING LOAN GUARANTEE 

FUND PROGRAM ACCOUNT 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

Appropriates $1,000,000 for guaranteed 
loans for Native Hawaiian housing to sub- 
sidize a total guaranteed loan principal of up 
to $37,403,000 as proposed by the House and 
Senate. 

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 


HOUSING OPPORTUNITIES FOR PERSONS WITH 
AIDS 


Appropriates $284,000,000 for housing oppor- 
tunities for persons with AIDS (HOPWA) in- 
stead of $282,000,000 as proposed by the House 
and $294,800,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

RURAL HOUSING AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 


Appropriates $24,000,000 for rural housing 
and economic development as proposed by 
the House instead of $25,000,000 as proposed 
by the Senate. Language is included requir- 
ing funds to be awarded competitively by 
September 1, 2005. The Senate had proposed 
that funds be awarded by June 1, 2005. 

EMPOWERMENT ZONES/ENTERPRISE 
COMMUNITIES 


Appropriates $10,000,000 for grants to the 
second round of empowerment zones. The 
House had proposed $14,250,000 for this ac- 
count and the Senate did not include funding 
for this activity. The Conferees direct that 
funding in this account be distributed equal- 
ly among the 15 Enterprise Zones and Enter- 
prise Communities (EZ/ECs) designated in 
Round II. 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT FUND 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 


Appropriates $4,709,000,000 for various ac- 
tivities funded in this account as proposed 
by the House instead of $4,950,000,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. The conferees agree to 
the following: 

—$4,150,035,000 for formula grants under the 
Community Development Block Grant pro- 
gram (CDBG), instead of $4,304,900,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $4,547,700,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. The amount provided 
for CDBG includes grants to Insular areas as 
proposed by the House. The Senate had pro- 
posed funding Insular areas as a Section 107 
set-aside; 

—$69,000,000 for grants to Indian tribes, in- 
cluding up to $4,000,000 for emergencies as 
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proposed by the House, instead of $72,000,000 
as proposed by the Senate; 

—$3,300,000 for the Housing Assistance 
Council as proposed by the Senate instead of 
$3,200,000 as proposed by the House; 

—$2,400,000 for the National American In- 
dian Housing Council as proposed by the 
House instead of $2,500,000 as proposed by the 
Senate; 

—$43,700,000 for section 107 grants, instead 
of $36,700,000 as proposed by the House and 
$51,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. Within 
the amount provided for section 107 grants, 
the conference agreement provides the fol- 
lowing: 

$10,000,000 for historically black colleges 
and universities, of which up to $2,000,000 
may be used for technical assistance; 

$2,900,000 for community development work 
study; 

$6,700,000 for Hispanic Serving Institutions; 

$6,700,000 for the Community Outreach 
Partnerships program; 

$3,000,000 for tribal colleges and univer- 
sities; 

$4,000,000 for Alaska Native-Serving Insti- 
tutions and Native Hawaiian-Serving Insti- 
tutions; 

$9,000,000 for assistance under the Hawaiian 
Homelands Homeownership Act of 2000; and 

$1,400,000 for technical assistance. 

Does not provide $7,000,000 for insular areas 
within section 107 activities. Instead, insular 
areas are funded within Community Develop- 
ment Block Grants. 

—$4,800,000 for the National Housing Devel- 
opment Corporation for continuation of its 
program of acquisition, rehabilitation, and 
preservation of at-risk affordable housing, 
including $2,000,000 for operating expenses as 
proposed by the House. The Senate did not 
propose funding for this program; 

—$4,800,000 for the National Council of La 
Raza HOPE Fund, of which $500,000 is for 
technical assistance and fund management 
and $4,300,000 is for investments and financ- 
ing as proposed by the House. The Senate did 
not propose funding for this program; 

—$25,000,000 for grants to eligible grantees 
under section 11 of the Self-Help Housing Op- 
portunity Program (SHOP) as proposed by 
the Senate instead of $26,000,000 as proposed 
by the House; 

—$34,500,000 for capacity building, of which 
$30,000,000 is for the Community Develop- 
ment and Affordable Housing program for 
LISC and the Enterprise Foundation for ac- 
tivities as authorized by section 4 of the De- 
partment of Housing and Urban Development 
Demonstration Act, as in effect before June 
12, 1997, including $5,000,000 for rural areas; 
and of which $4,500,000 is for Habitat for Hu- 
manity International. The House proposed 
$33,500,000 for capacity building including 
$28,800,000 for LISC and the Enterprise Foun- 
dation and $4,700,000 for Habitat for Human- 
ity; and the Senate proposed $33,500,000 for 
such activities including $30,000,000 for LISC 
and the Enterprise Foundation and $3,500,000 
for Habitat for Humanity; 

—$62,000,000 for Youthbuild as proposed by 
the House instead of $65,000,000 as proposed 
by the Senate. Within amounts available for 
Youthbuild, the agreement provides 
$9,000,000 for underserved and rural areas; 

—$262,000,000 for economic development 
initiatives instead of $136,500,000 as proposed 
by the House and $126,000,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. This amount is 5% below the 
amounts appropriated for EDI grants in fis- 
cal year 2004. Language is included prohib- 
iting funds from being used for program op- 
erations as proposed by both the House and 
the Senate. The conferees note that projects 
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receiving funds must comply with the envi- 
ronmental review requirements set forth in 
section 305(c) of the Multifamily Housing 
Property Disposition Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 
3547). The conferees will not entertain waiv- 
ers of such requirements. In addition, funds 
provided for projects shall not be used for re- 
imbursement of expenses incurred prior to 
the receipt of economic development initia- 
tive funding. Modified language is included, 
similar to language proposed by the House 
and Senate, to target funds made available 
under this program. Targeted grants shall be 
made as follows: 

1. $1,900,000 for the City of Tuscaloosa, Ala- 
bama for the Urban Renewal Project in Tus- 
caloosa, Alabama; 

2. $300,000 for the City of Livingston, Ala- 
bama for downtown revitalization in Living- 
ston, Alabama; 

3. $500,000 to the Crenshaw County Eco- 
nomic/Industrial Development Authority for 
industrial site preparation in Crenshaw 
County, Alabama; 

4. $250,000 to the City of Fairhope, Alabama 
for development of the Fairhope Library; 

5. $400,000 to the University of South Ala- 
bama for the Mitchell College of Business Li- 
brary in Mobile, Alabama; 

6. $500,000 for the Selma YMCA for facili- 
ties improvements in Selma, Alabama; 

7. $450,000 for the Town of Double Springs, 
Alabama for community development; 

8. $150,000 for Alaska Botanical Garden in 
Anchorage for expansions and renovations; 

9. $150,000 for Friends of Eagle River Na- 
ture Center, Inc. in Eagle River, Alaska for 
costs associated with the construction of a 
community/visitor center; 

10. $500,000 for the Kincaid Park for Train- 
ing Center, Anchorage, Alaska for costs asso- 
ciated with construction; 

11. $950,000 for the Municipality of Anchor- 
age, Alaska for costs associated with the 
construction of a recreational facility; 

12. $300,000 for the North Star Council on 
Aging in Fairbanks, Alaska for costs associ- 
ated with the construction of the Fairbanks 
Senior Center; 

18. $175,000 for Love Social Services in 
Fairbanks, Alaska for expansion; 

14. $1,000,000 for the Kenai Peninsula Bor- 
ough, Alaska for housing upgrades; 

15. $900,000 for the City of Ketchikan, Alas- 
ka for costs associated with the construction 
of the Tongass Coast Aquarium; 

16. $350,000 for Community Association of 
Hyder, Alaska for costs associated with the 
construction of a high speed water plant; 

17. $300,000 for the Juneau Family Birth 
Center, Alaska for the construction of a one- 
stop family resources center; 

18. $200,000 for Alzheimer Disease Resource 
Agency of Alaska in Anchorage, Alaska for 
capital improvements to its facility to pro- 
vide in home care services, respite care, and 
training of personal care attendants; 

19. $525,000 for the Bering Straits Native 
Corporation in Nome, Alaska for Cape Nome 
Quarry Upgrade; 

20. $500,000 for Shishmaref, Alaska for the 
construction of barriers; 

21. $500,000 for the Special Olympics, An- 
chorage, Alaska for costs associated with the 
construction of a training center for disabled 
children; 

22. $275,000 for the National History Mu- 
seum of the Adirondacks in Tupper Lake, 
New York for the design and construction of 
museum; 

23. $500,000 for the City of Conway, Arkan- 
sas for downtown revitalization; 

24. $250,000 for the Old Independence Re- 
gional Museum in Batesville, Arkansas for 
costs associated with expansion; 
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25. $250,000 for Mountain Home, Arkansas 
for the construction of the Vada Sheid Com- 
munity Development Center; 

26. $250,000 for the City of Malvern, Arkan- 
sas for the completion of the Ouachita River 
Millennium Park Pavillion; 

27. $500,000 for the Sacramento Housing and 
Development Agency, California for the con- 
struction of new low income housing; 

28. $750,000 for the City of Inglewood, Cali- 
fornia for the construction of a senior cen- 
ter; 

29. $250,000 for the City of Stockton, Cali- 
fornia for costs associated with construction 
of the Eldorado Teen Center; 

30. $250,000 for the City of San Francisco, 
California for the Old Mint Redevelopment 
Project; 

31. $350,000 for the City of Davis, California 
for the construction of a senior center; 

32. $300,000 for the Los Angeles Harbor/ 
Watts Economic Development Corporation, 
California for the development of a park and 
recreation site; 

33. $200,000 for the City of Riverside, CA for 
costs associated with the completion of the 
Arlanza Neighborhood Center; 

34. $200,000 to California State University 
at Fresno for costs associated with the Fres- 
no Regional Jobs Initiative; 

35. $250,000 for the Denver Art Museum, 
Center for American Indian Art, Denver, Col- 
orado for expansion; 

36. $250,000 for the Weld Food Bank in Gree- 
ley, Colorado for expansion and renovation; 

37. $250,000 for the La Gente Youth Sports 
Recreation Center in Pueblo, Colorado for 
the expansion of facilities; 

38. $250,000 for the Town of Mountain Vil- 
lage, Colorado for construction of the Afford- 
able Housing Initiative; 

39. $250,000 for the Town of Montrose, Colo- 
rado for the Montrose Pavillion/Senior Cen- 
ter renovation; 

40. $215,000 for the Town of Ignacio, Colo- 
rado for affordable housing development; 

41. $250,000 for Foodshare, Inc., in Hartford 
County, Connecticut for the construction of 
a new distribution center; 

42. $250,000 for the Main Street Develop- 
ment Corporation in Ansonia, Connecticut 
for the Lower Naugatuck Valley Economic 
Development Initiative; 

43. $500,000 for the Mark Twain House and 
Museum in Hartford, Connecticut for costs 
associated with restoration and develop- 
ment; 

44. $250,000 for the Town of Plainfield, Con- 
necticut for the InterRoyal Facility Remedi- 
ation Initiative; 

45. $250,000 for the Riverfront Development 
Corporation in Wilmington, Delaware for 
construction of a pedestrian bridge as part of 
the efforts to redevelop the Christina river- 
front; 

46. $250,000 for Sacred Heart Village, Inc. in 
Wilmington, Delaware for costs associated 
with renovations; 

47. $250,000 for City of Ocilla, Georgia, for 
the renovations of the Old Ocilla School; 

48. $250,000 for Tubman African American 
Museum, Macon, Georgia for costs associated 
with renovations; 

49. $500,000 for the City of Coral Gables, 
Florida for the Biltmore Complex Restora- 
tion Project; 

50. $250,000 for the Washington County, 
Florida Chamber of Commerce Economic De- 
velopment Council for outreach and tech- 
nical assistance; 

51. $250,000 for the Boys and Girls Club of 
Hawaii in Honolulu for costs associated with 
construction of the Nanakuli site on Hawai- 
ian Homelands; 
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52. $250,000 for Poamoho Camp Community 
Association in Wahiawa, Hawaii for infra- 
structure improvements; 

53. $350,000 for Binhi At Ani in Wailuku, 
Hawaii for the construction of the Maui Fili- 
pino Community Center; 

54. $400,000 for Friends of Drug Court in 
Honolulu, Hawaii for the acquisition of a 
building; 

55. $250,000 for Kauai Economic Oppor- 
tunity, Inc., in Kauai, Hawaii for improve- 
ments and renovations to a homeless shelter; 

56. $250,000 for the Hawaii Island Commu- 
nity Development Corporation in Hilo for 
the construction of low-income elderly hous- 
ing; 

57. $1,000,000 for the Clearwater Economic 
Development Association, Idaho, for imple- 
mentation of the Lewis and Clark Bicenten- 
nial plan; 

58. $900,000 for Boise State University in 
Idaho, for planning, design, and construction 
for the Center for Environmental Science 
and Economic Development; 

59. $900,000 for the University of Idaho, at 
Moscow, Idaho, for planning and design for a 
science and new technologies laboratory; 

60. $350,000 for the Field Museum, Chicago, 
Illinois for improvements; 

61. $150,000 for the Chicago Botanic Garden, 
Glencoe, Illinois for the expansion of the 
School of the Botanic Garden; 

62. $750,000 for the City of Springfield, Illi- 
nois for the design and construction of a 
community center on the city’s east side; 

63. $250,000 for the Campbell Center for His- 
toric Preservation in Mount Carroll, Illinois 
to complete the planning, feasibility, and de- 
sign phase of its program expansion and re- 
habilitation project; 

64. $200,000 for the Northwest Illinois Chap- 
ter of the American Red Cross in Freeport, 
Illinois for the acquisition of property and 
construction of a new chapter office; 

65. $200,000 for the Chicago Food Deposi- 
tory, Illinois for capacity expansion and re- 
lated programs; 

66. $200,000 for the Chicago House and So- 
cial Service Agency in Illinois to develop and 
construct a social services community cen- 
ter and programs on the West Side of Chi- 
cago, in partnership with Vital Bridges/Open 
Hand; 

67. $250,000 for The Community Foundation 
of Muncie and Delaware County, Inc., Ander- 
son, Indiana for expansion of its food bank 
facilities; 

68. $250,000 for the City of Anderson, Indi- 
ana for the completion of the Anderson Fiber 
Network; 

69. $250,000 for the City of Indianapolis, In- 
diana for the construction of the Holmes 
Court Housing Development; 

70. $250,000 for the City of Jefferson, Indi- 
ana for costs associated with the redevelop- 
ment of Spring Street; 

71. $250,000 for the City of Waterloo, Iowa 
for the acquisition of the Cedar Valley 
TechWorks Facility; 

72. $200,000 for the City of Fort Dodge, Iowa 
for the Lincoln Neighborhood Initiative; 

73. $250,000 for the City of Fort Dodge, Iowa 
for the Lincoln Neighborhood Redevelop- 
ment Project; 

74. $250,000 for the City of Storm Lake, 
Iowa for costs associated with the construc- 
tion of the Destination Park Interpretative 
Center; 

75. $250,000 for the City of Bettendorf, Iowa 
for the River’s Edge Redevelopment Project; 

76. $200,000 for the Mid America Housing 
Partnership in Cedar Rapids, Iowa for the 
housing trust fund; 
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77. $200,000 for the Scott County Housing 
Council, Davenport, Iowa for the construc- 
tion and rehabilitation of housing; 

78. $200,000 for the City of Waterloo, Iowa 
for the Rath Housing Initiative; 

79. $200,000 for Homeward Inc., in Iowa for 
construction of low income housing; 

80. $250,000 for the Kansas Chapter of Na- 
tional Korean War Veterans Association, 
Overland Park, Kansas for the construction 
of a Korean War Memorial; 

81. $500,000 for the City Vision Ministry, 
Kansas City, Kansas for Rosedale neighbor- 
hood affordable housing; 

82. $650,000 for the City of Great Bend, Kan- 
sas for construction of an environmental 
education center; 

83. $1,225,000 for Haskell Indian Nations 
University in Kansas for the construction of 
a science center; 

84. $500,000 for the City of Topeka, Kansas 
for infrastructure construction at the Center 
Point Commerce Park; 

85. $300,000 for the Veterans Memorial Park 
of Wichita, Kansas for renovation project; 

86. $200,000 for TLC for Children and Fami- 
lies, Inc. in Olathe, Kansas for the construc- 
tion of residential, educational, and therapy 
facilities for homeless teens, foster care 
youth and parents, and teens in the Juvenile 
Justice System; 

87. $275,000 for Sedgwick County, Kansas 
for the construction of the Oaklawn Commu- 
nity Center; 

88. $1,500,000 for the City of Bowling Green, 
Kentucky, for purchasing equipment for the 
South Central Kentucky Training and Devel- 
opment Project; 

89. $800,000 for the City of Bowling Green, 
Kentucky for costs associated with the de- 
velopment of the Lost River Cave Improve- 
ment Project; 

90. $250,000 for Paducah Area Community 
Reuse Organization in Graves County, Ken- 
tucky for costs associated with the construc- 
tion of the PACRO Industrial Park; 

91. $300,000 for the Owen County Industrial 
Authority, Kentucky for the Owen County 
Gas Line; 

92. $250,000 for the Edmonson County, Ken- 
tucky for costs associated with the construc- 
tion of the Edmonson Technology and Eco- 
nomic Development Center; 

93. $500,000 for Catholic Charities, Arch- 
diocese of New Orleans, Louisiana for costs 
associated with construction for the West 
Bank Senior Services Continuum; 

94. $250,000 for the City of Grand Isle, Lou- 
isiana for the construction of a community 
center; 

95. $250,000 for the City of Jean Lafitte, 
Louisiana for the construction of a commu- 
nity center and emergency shelter; 

96. $250,000 for Lafourche Parish, Louisiana 
for the construction of a Seniors Center and 
recreation development; 

97. $250,000 for the Audubon Nature Insti- 
tute in New Orleans, Louisiana for facility 
improvements; 

98. $300,000 for the City of Baton Rouge, 
Louisiana Recreation Commission for down- 
town recreation development; 

99. $250,000 for the City of Dequincy, Lou- 
isiana for downtown revitalization; 

100. $250,000 for St. Tammany Parish, Lou- 
isiana for the construction of a maritime 
training center; 

101. $300,000 for the City of Baltimore, 
Maryland, for costs associated with the relo- 
cation of the Central Garage; 

102. $250,000 for Associated Catholic Char- 
ities, Inc., in Baltimore, Maryland to build a 
new facility and renovate an existing facility 
for Our Daily Bread Employment Center and 
My Sister’s Place Women’s Center; 
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103. $300,000 for St. Ambrose Housing, for 
purchase and rehabilitation of houses in 
northeast Baltimore, Maryland; 

104. $400,000 for Baltimore County, Mary- 
land, for the rehabilitation of the Dundalk 
Community Center; 

105. $400,000 for Baltimore County, Mary- 
land, for the Randallstown Community Cen- 
ter; 

106. $250,000 for the Charles County Eco- 
nomic Development Commission in Mary- 
land for the design of the Energetics Tech- 
nology Center; 

107. $200,000 for Montgomery County, Mary- 
land for pedestrian enhancements and safety 
improvements in Long Branch; 

108. $200,000 for Montgomery County, Mary- 
land for Fenton Street Village pedestrian 
linkages; 

109. $200,000 for Easter Seals, in Silver 
Spring, Maryland for the construction of the 
Easter Seal Inter-Generational Center; 

110. $500,000 for Prince Georges’ County, 
Maryland, for the renovation of the Employ- 
ment and Training Center and the Multicul- 
tural Academy; 

111. $500,000 for St. Mary’s County, Mary- 
land, for the acquisition and redevelopment 
of Lexington Manor; 

112. $1,000,000 for the Mandel Center for 
Nonprofit Organizations in Cleveland, Ohio, 
to capitalize a scholarship endowment estab- 
lished in memory of Art Naparstek; 

113. $500,000 for the National Council of 
Negro Women, in Washington, DC, for the 
construction and renovation of 633 Pennsyl- 
vania Avenue, in Northwest, Washington, 
DC; 

114. $250,000 for the City of Brewer, Maine 
to acquire and redevelop eight parcels of 
land on the Penobscot River; 

115. $250,000 for the City of Caribou, Maine 
to improve and repair a gymnasium and re- 
lated facilities in the Armory building; 

116. $250,000 for the City of Auburn, Maine 
to construct the Great Falls Parking Garage; 

117. $250,000 for the People’s Regional Op- 
portunity Program [PROP] for the construc- 
tion of affordable housing units and a neigh- 
borhood center in Portland, Maine; 

118. $270,000 for the Attleboro Redevelop- 
ment Authority, Massachusetts for the At- 
tleboro Redevelopment Authority Manufac- 
turing Site Remediation and Redevelopment; 

119. $310,000 for the Greater Boston Food 
Bank, Massachusetts for expansion of its dis- 
tribution center; 

120. $270,000 for the City of Lawrence, Mas- 
sachusetts for the demolition and remedi- 
ation of the Lawrence In-Town Mall build- 
ing; 
121. $200,000 for the City of Northampton, 
Massachusetts for the redevelopment of 
blighted land; 

122. $200,000 for the City of North Adams, 
Massachusetts for the redevelopment and 
renovation of the Mohawk Theater; 

123. $300,000 for the А.Е. Seaman Mineral 
Museum in Houghton, Michigan for costs as- 
sociated with the relocation of the Museum; 

124. $300,000 for the Motown Center in De- 
troit, Michigan for costs associated with the 
relocation of the center; 

125. $300,000 for the City of Detroit, Michi- 
gan for costs associated with the restoration 
of the riverfront; 

126. $350,000 for the State Theatre of Bay 
City/Bay County, Michigan for the restora- 
tion of the State Theatre; 

127. $350,000 for the City of Port Huron, 
Michigan for revitalization; 

128. $250,000 to the Minnesota Housing Fi- 
nance Agency for supportive housing for 
homelessness in St. Paul, Minnesota; 
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129. $250,000 to the City of St. Paul, Min- 
nesota for rehabilitation needs at the Ames 
Lake Neighborhood/Phalen Place Apart- 
ments; 

130. $700,000 for Neighborhood House іп St. 
Paul, Minnesota for construction of the Paul 
and Sheila Wellstone Center for Community 
Building; 

181. $250,000 for the Organization of Libe- 
rians in Minnesota in Brooklyn Park for 
costs associated with the construction of 
The Liberian Cultural and Community Cen- 
ter; 

132. $1,000,000 for the Area Development 
Partnership in Hattiesburg, Mississippi for 
costs associated with the construction of the 
Hattiesburg Innovation Commercialization 
Center; 

133. $1,850,000 to Mississippi State Univer- 
sity for renovation of the Lloyd-Ricks build- 
ing in Starkville, Mississippi; 

134. $750,000 to Lafayette County for res- 
toration of the Lafayette County Courthouse 
in Oxford, Mississippi; 

135. $300,000 to the City of Waynesboro for 
relocation of the Police Department in 
Waynesboro, Mississippi; 

136. $300,000 to the City of Brookhaven for 
renovation of the Fire House in Brookhaven, 
Mississippi; 

137. $300,000 to the City of Holly Springs for 
the North Memphis Street Redevelopment 
project in Holly Springs, Mississippi; 

138. $250,000 to Kemper County for infra- 
structure improvements in Kemper County, 
Mississippi; 

139. $200,000 for the City of Booneville, Mis- 
sissippi for community development; 

140. $250,000 to the Martin Luther King 
Foundation for the rehabilitation of the 
community center in Pickens, Mississippi; 

141. $800,000 to the City of Jackson for the 
remediation and renovation of historic King 
Edward Hotel in Jackson, Mississippi; 

142. $250,000 to the City of Pascagoula for 
public library repairs in Pascagoula, Mis- 
sissippi; 

148. $250,000 to the City of Ellisville for the 
renovation and construction of the public li- 
brary in Ellisville, Mississippi; 

144. $250,000 for St. Patrick Center for the 
Homeless Partnership Center in St. Louis, 
Missouri for construction; 

145. $250,000 for the Green Hills Regional 
Planning Commission for construction of re- 
newable energy and rural economic develop- 
ment projects in Putnam County, Missouri; 

146. $250,000 for Joplin Area Chamber of 
Commerce Foundation in Missouri for the 
Joseph Newman Business and Technology In- 
novation Center; 

147. $250,000 for Greene County, Missouri 
for developing a natural history museum in 
Springfield, Missouri; 

148. $1,000,000 to St. Charles County Asso- 
ciation for Retarded Citizens for Family 
Support Center construction in St. Charles 
County, Missouri; 

149. $1,000,000 to the City of St. Joseph, 
Missouri for construction associated with 
the St. Joseph Community Riverfront Rede- 
velopment Project; 

150. $1,000,000 to the St. Louis Science Cen- 
ter for visitor center construction in St. 
Louis, Missouri; 

151. $1,000,000 to the Ozarks Development 
Corporation to provide infrastructure im- 
provements to a development park in West 
Plains/Pamona, Missouri; 

152. $1,000,000 to the City of St. Joseph, 
Missouri for demolition of the Heartland Re- 
gional Medical Center; 

153. $1,000,000 to the City of St. Louis, Mis- 
souri for construction of a truck entrance at 
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Broadway and St. Louis Avenue, utility relo- 
cation, rail track relocation and perimeter 
fencing; 

154. $500,000 to the Bartley-Decatur Neigh- 
borhood Center, Inc. to restore/re-construct 
home for use as revitalized neighborhood 
center in Springfield, Missouri; 

155. $500,000 for the Northern Rockies Cen- 
ter for Senior Health, Billings, Montana, for 
construction of a senior citizens facility; 

156. $700,000 for the Big Sky Economic De- 
velopment Authority, Billings, Montana, for 
economic development outreach; 

157. $300,000 for the Great Falls Develop- 
ment Authority, Great Falls, Montana, for 
economic development outreach; 

158. $350,000 for the Chippewa Cree Tribe, 
Box Elder, Montana, for a housing construc- 
tion project; 

159. $300,000 for the Story Mansion, Boze- 
man, Montana for historical renovations and 
improvements; 

160. $300,000 for the Rocky Mountain Devel- 
opment Council/PenKay Eagle Manor Ren- 
ovation, Helena, Montana, for renovations 
and improvements; 

161. $300,000 for the Rocky Mountain Elk 
Foundation, Missoula, Montana for construc- 
tion projects; 

162. $300,000 for the City of Billings, Mon- 
tana West Side planning and development 
project; 

163. $250,000 for the Billings Child and Fam- 
ily Intervention Center, Billings, Montana 
for construction projects; 

164. $250,000 for the Montana Technology 
Enterprise Center in Missoula, Montana for a 
revolving loan fund; 

165. $250,000 for the Family Service, Inc. of 
Omaha, Nebraska, for construction of the 
Sarpy County Family Service Center; 

166. $250,000 for Metropolitan Community 
College of Omaha, Nebraska, for construc- 
tion of a Health Careers Center; 

167. $250,000 for the Davey Area Community 
Center in Davey, Nebraska for costs associ- 
ated with construction; 

168. $500,000 for the Penacook Tannery in 
Concord, New Hampshire for restoration; 

169. $500,000 for the Claremont Mill in 
Claremont, New Hampshire for redevelop- 
ment; 

170. $400,000 for the Tilton Riverfront Park 
in Tilton, New Hampshire for development; 

171. $250,000 for the Old New Hampshire 
State House Planning Project in Concord, 
New Hampshire for planning of reconstruc- 
tion of the first New Hampshire State House; 

172. $450,000 for the New Hampshire Main 
Street Center in Concord, New Hampshire for 
the development of downtown areas; 

173. $350,000 for the Souhegan Boys and 
Girls Club in Milford, New Hampshire for the 
construction of a new center; 

174. $350,000 for the Manchester Historical 
Association in Manchester, New Hampshire 
for the renovation of the Center for Pre- 
serving Manchester’s History; 

175. $250,000 for the Northern Community 
Investment Corporation, Colebrook, New 
Hampshire for rural broadband tele- 
communications project; 

176. $250,000 for the Tri-County Community 
Action Program/City of Berlin, New Hamp- 
shire, for elimination of blighted and unsafe 
buildings; 

177. $250,000 for the City of East Orange, 
New Jersey for construction of a senior cen- 
ter; 

178. $250,000 for the Town of Hammonton, 
New Jersey for the construction of a commu- 
nity center complex; 

179. $250,000 for La Casa de Don Pedro in 
Newark, New Jersey for renovations in rela- 
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tion to the Lower Broadway Improvement 
Zone project; 

180. $250,000 for the City of Woodbine, New 
Jersey for renovations in relation to the 
Woodbine Community Center Complex 
project; 

181. $250,000 for the Borough of Carteret, 
New Jersey for the construction of an Inter- 
national Trade and Logistics Center; 

182. $250,000 for the South Jersey Economic 
Development District for economic revital- 
ization in Atlantic, Cape May, Cumberland, 
and Salem counties; 

183. $400,000 for the Office of the New Mex- 
ico State Fire Marshal, Santa Fe, New Mex- 
ico, to support improved fire service, train- 
ing services, infrastructure, and/or informa- 
tion systems in the State of New Mexico and 
at the New Mexico State Fire Academy in 
Socorro, New Mexico; 

184. $500,000 for Goodwill Industries of New 
Mexico, Albuquerque, New Mexico, for ren- 
ovation of its headquarters and client train- 
ing center; 

185. $275,000 for the Village of Tijeras, New 
Mexico, for purchase of a fire pumper truck 
to serve the community and Federal instal- 
lations in the area; 

186. $1,175,000 for Presbyterian Medical 
Services, Santa Fe, New Mexico, for the con- 
struction of Santa Fe County Head Start and 
Early Head Start facilities; 

187. $400,000 for the City of Clovis Fire De- 
partment, New Mexico, for purchase of emer- 
gency medical vehicles to serve the commu- 
nity and Federal installations in the area; 

188. $750,000 for the City of Hobbs, New 
Mexico, for infrastructure associated with 
the development of the Hobbs Industrial Air 
Park; 

189. $500,000 for Eastern New Mexico Uni- 
versity, Portales, New Mexico, for purchase 
of telecommunications equipment for its 
communications program and public radio 
station KENW; 

190. $250,000 for the Albuquerque Hispano 
Chamber of Commerce, New Mexico for the 
expansion of the Barelas Job Opportunity 
Center; 

191. $250,000 for the Town of North Hemp- 
stead, New York for the New Cassel Revital- 
ization and Redevelopment Project; 

192. $250,000 for the City of Buffalo, New 
York for the renovation of a building to cre- 
ate housing for the Buffalo Arts Home- 
steading Program; 

193. $250,000 for The Olana Partnership in 
Hudson, New York for costs associated with 
construction; 

194. $250,000 for the City of Poughkeepsie, 
New York for costs associated with replacing 
the roof on the Historic Luckey, Platt Build- 
ing; 

195. $350,000 for Pucho's, Inc., in Buffalo, 
New York for the construction of a new rec- 
reational and educational resource room; 

196. $350,000 for the United Jewish Organi- 
zations of Williamsburg, Inc. in Brooklyn, 
New York for the construction of a new com- 
munity services building; 

197. $300,000 for the Burchfield Penney Art 
Center in Buffalo, New York for construction 
of a new museum; 

198. $800,000 for the City of Las Vegas, Ne- 
vada for improvements to a historic build- 
ing; 

199. $250,000 for the City of Reno, Las Vegas 
for the Reno Fourth Street Corridor En- 
hancements which include but are not lim- 
ited to streetscape improvements, safety up- 
grades, and the installation of lighting; 

200. $250,000 for Nevada Partners, Home of 
the Culinary Training Institute in North Las 
Vegas, Nevada for the expansion of the 
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Southern Nevada 
Training Center; 

201. $250,000 for the Urban Chamber of Com- 
merce in Las Vegas, Nevada for costs associ- 
ated with the construction of a multi-use 
and instructional center; 

202. $250,000 for the North Las Vegas Li- 
brary District, Nevada for costs associated 
with the construction of a full service li- 
brary; 

203. $250,000 for East Las Vegas Community 
Development Corporation, Nevada for equip- 
ment; 

204. $200,000 for Ethel-Willia, Incorporated 
in Nevada for the Smart Start Child Care 
Center; 

205. $200,000 for the Town of Pahrump, Ne- 
vada for costs associated with the construc- 
tion of the Pahrump/Nye County Fairground; 

206. $500,000 for the City of Reno/Good 
Shepherd Clothes Closet Project, Reno, Ne- 
vada; 

207. $200,000 for the National Whitewater 
Center in Charlotte, North Carolina for costs 
associated with construction; 

208. $200,000 for the Wake County Library 
Foundation in Raleigh, North Carolina for 
costs associated with construction; 

209. $200,000 for the Blowing Rock Per- 
forming Arts in Blowing Rock, North Caro- 
lina for construction; 

210. $250,000 for Ashe County, North Caro- 
lina to develop a Business Incubator in the 
Family Central Complex; 

211. $250,000 for Our Children’s Place in 
Granville County, North Carolina to con- 
struct a facility; 

212. $350,000 for the Northwest Ventures 
Communities Inc., Minot, North Dakota for 
the construction of the Northwest Career 
and Technology Center; 

213. $350,000 for the Three Affiliated Tribes 
Tourism Department, New Town, North Da- 
kota for a cultural interpretive center; 

214. $300,000 for the United Tribes Tech- 
nical College in Bismarck, North Dakota for 
the construction of family housing; 

215. $300,000 for the NDSU Research and 
Technology Park Inc., in Fargo, North Da- 
kota for the Advanced Technology Career 
Center; 

216. $250,000 for the Minot Area Community 
Foundation, North Dakota for the Prairie 
Community Development Center; 

217. $250,000 for the Franklin County Metro 
Parks, Franklin County, Ohio for the pur- 
chase of land in the Darby Creek Watershed; 

218. $250,000 for the Springfield Center City 
Association, Springfield, Ohio for the con- 
struction of a business incubator; 

219. $250,000 for Improved Solutions for 
Urban Systems, Inc., Dayton, Ohio to create 
a new model for economic, community and 
workforce development; 

220. $250,000 for the Toledo-Lucas County 
Port Authority for the Northwest Ohio 
Brownfield Restoration Initiative; 

221. $250,000 for the Youngstown Central 
Area Community Improvement Corporation, 
Youngstown, Ohio for construction of the 
Advanced Technology Incubator for Market 
Ready Applications; 

222. $250,000 for First Frontier, Inc., Xenia, 
Ohio for revitalization of the amphitheatre; 

223. $550,000 for Cleveland Playhouse 
Square, Cleveland, Ohio for IDEA Center; 

224. $450,000 for Development Projects, Inc., 
Dayton, Ohio for Downtown Dayton North- 
east Quadrant; 

225. $300,000 for CAMP, Cleveland, Ohio for 
Cleveland Manufacturing Technology Com- 
plex; 

226. $500,000 for the Standing Bear Native 
American Foundation, Ponca City, Okla- 
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homa for creation of the Standing Bear Mu- 
seum and Education Center; 

227. $250,000 to Washington County, Oregon 
for costs associated with the construction of 
a homeless shelter; 

228. $450,000 to the Portland Development 
Commission, Oregon, for the North Macadam 
affordable housing project; 

229. $250,000 to the City of Gresham, Oregon 
for costs associated with the construction of 
a cultural arts center; 

230. $250,000 to the City of Brookings Har- 
bor, Oregon for the redevelopment of the 
boardwalk; 

231. $500,000 for the City of Portland, Or- 
egon for development of the Portland Street- 
car; 

232. $200,000 for the Bean Foundation, Inc. 
in Bend, Oregon for costs associated with the 
construction of the Madras Center for Edu- 
cation and Workforce Training; 

233. $200,000 for Brookings Harbor, Oregon 
for costs associated with the construction of 
the Brookings Harbor Seafood Processing 
Plant; 

234. $300,000 for the Urban Redevelopment 
Authority of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, for 
the redevelopment of South Side Works; 

235. $300,000 for the City of Scranton, Penn- 
sylvania, for the Cedar Avenue Revitaliza- 
tion; 

236. $300,000 for Bucknell University, 
Lewisburg, Pennsylvania for the Lewisburg 
Downtown Theater rehabilitation; 

237. $250,000 for the Allegheny West Foun- 
dation, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, for the 
Budd Plant rehabilitation project; 

238. $250,000 for the Indiana County Devel- 
opment Corporation, Indiana, Pennsylvania, 
for the Indiana Springs development project; 

239. $250,000 for the City of Erie, Pennsyl- 
vania, for site preparation and redevelop- 
ment of the vacant and blighted Koehler 
Brewery Building; 

240. $250,000 for the City of Greensburg, 
Pennsylvania, for construction of a Center 
for the Arts; 

241. $250,000 for Our City Reading, in Read- 
ing, Pennsylvania, for the rehabilitation of 
abandoned houses and parks to provide qual- 
ity home ownership opportunities to low-in- 
come families; 

242. $250,000 for the Greater Wilkes-Barre 
Chamber of Business and Industry, in 
Wilkes-Barre, Pennsylvania, for the acquisi- 
tion and redevelopment of the historic Irem 
Temple; 

243. $250,000 for the City of Lancaster, 
Pennsylvania, for the rehabilitation and ren- 
ovation of the Lancaster Central Market; 

244. $250,000 for Eagles Mere Village, Inc., 
in Eagles Mere, Pennsylvania, for the acqui- 
sition and rehabilitation of downtown build- 
ings; 

245. $250,000 for the Allegheny County De- 
partment of Community and Economic De- 
velopment, in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, for 
the planning, design, and construction of 
Schenley Plaza; 

246. $250,000 for the Greene County Depart- 
ment of Planning and Development, in 
Franklin Township, Pennsylvania, for con- 
struction of a multi-tenant facility at 
EverGreene Technology Park; 

247. $200,000 for Universal Community 
Homes in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, for the 
conversion of land into for-sale units to low- 
and moderate-income families; 

248. $200,000 for the Borough of Lewistown, 
Pennsylvania, for the rehabilitation and ren- 
ovation of the Lewistown Municipal Build- 
105; 

249. $200,000 for the Darby Borough Commu- 
nity Development Corporation, in Darby, 
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Pennsylvania, for a Main Street revitaliza- 
tion initiative including acquisition, renova- 
tion, and demolition of downtown buildings; 

250. $200,000 for the Chester County Indus- 
trial Development Authority, in East 
Whiteland and Tredyffrin Townships, Penn- 
sylvania, for the redevelopment of the 
Atwater Brownfields site; 

251. $200,000 for the Inglis Foundation, in 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, for the plan- 
ning, design, and construction of housing for 
individuals with disabilities; 

252. $250,000 to the Pawtucket Armory As- 
sociation in Pawtucket, Rhode Island for 
renovation of the armory into a performing 
arts and arts education center; 

253. $250,000 to Westbay Community Action 
in Warwick, Rhode Island for the purchase 
and renovation of a building for use as a 
child care center; 

254. $250,000 to the Providence Neighbor- 
hood Investment Program in Providence, 
Rhode Island for economic revitalization 
projects in distressed communities; 

255. $250,000 for the Meeting Street Na- 
tional Center of Excellence in Providence, 
Rhode Island for the construction of a new 
facility and recreation space; 

256. $250,000 for Rhode Island College in 
Providence, Rhode Island for the renovation 
of the former State Home and School; 

257. $250,000 to the Old Slater Mill Associa- 
tion in Pawtucket, Rhode Island for im- 
provements to the exhibitry and the build- 
ing; 

258. $400,000 for Meeting Street in Provi- 
dence, Rhode Island for a recreational facil- 
ity; 

259. $200,000 for the West Warwick Senior 
Center, Inc. in Rhode Island for the costs as- 
sociated with construction of affordable 
housing and community center; 

260. $200,000 for Crossroads Rhode Island in 
Providence, Rhode Island for building ren- 
ovations; 

261. $200,000 for the United Methodist Elder 
Care in East Providence, Rhode Island for 
fire, life safety, security and communica- 
tions systems; 

262. $250,000 for City of Anderson, South 
Carolina for costs associated with the con- 
struction of the Murray/Franklin Street 
Project; 

263. $250,000 for American College of the 
Building Arts, Charleston, South Carolina 
for training and skills; 

264. $400,000 for EngenuitySC in Columbia, 
South Carolina for building renovations and 
purchasing of technology equipment; 

265. $1,400,000 for the Wakpa Sica Historical 
Society in Fort Pierre, South Dakota for the 
Wakpa Sica Reconciliation Center; 

266. $400,000 for the City of Mobridge, South 
Dakota for the Missouri River riverfront eco- 
nomic development project; 

267. $250,000 for the Sioux Empire Housing 
Partnership in Sioux Falls, South Dakota for 
development of low income housing; 

268. $250,000 for City of Sioux Falls, South 
Dakota for a day care center; 

269. $400,000 for the Sioux Falls Family 
YMCA, South Dakota for construction of a 
facility; 

270. $250,000 for Tea, South Dakota for 
costs associated with construction of a city 
hall; 

271. $250,000 for the Cheyenne River Youth 
Project, Eagle Butte, South Dakota for the 
construction of a teen center; 

272. $400,000 for the Oglala Sioux Tribe in 
Pine Ridge, South Dakota for the construc- 
tion of a veterans center; 

273. $400,000 for the Cheyenne River Sioux 
Tribe in Eagle Butte, South Dakota for the 
construction of à veterans center; 
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274. $250,000 for the Central States Fair 
Inc., in Rapid City, South Dakota for infra- 
structure improvements; 

275. $200,000 for the Cobscook Bay Resource 
Center in Eastport, Maine to develop a mar- 
keting co-operative; 

276. $500,000 for City of Brookings, South 
Dakota for Growth Partnership Research 
Park; 

277. $250,000 for Rapid City YMCA, South 
Dakota for the construction of a teen 
wellness center; 

278. $500,000 for the City of Sturgis, South 
Dakota, for the Sturgis Industrial Park; 

279. $250,000 for the Rapid City Arts Coun- 
cil, Rapid City, South Dakota, for the Dahl 
Arts Center; 

280. $1,600,000 for the Memphis Biotech 
Foundation in Memphis, Tennessee for plan- 
ning, design, construction, and equipment 
associated with the Memphis Biotech Foun- 
dation; 

281. $500,000 for the City of Huntingdon, 
Tennessee for land acquisition; 

282. $500,000 for the Rolling Mill Hill Revi- 
talization Project in Nashville, Tennessee 
for the revitalization of distressed urban 
areas; 

283. $500,000 for the Big South Fork Visi- 
tors Center, Scott County, Tennessee to de- 
velop new visitors facilities; 

284. $250,000 for the Chattanooga Public 
Housing Authority to support the Economic 
Self Sufficiency and 21st Century Work 
Skills program in Chattanooga, Tennessee; 

285. $250,000 for the Native American Indian 
Association of Tennessee, Nashville, Ten- 
nessee for construction of a cultural center; 

286. $250,000 for the Lauderdale County In- 
dustrial Park, Lauderdale County, Tennessee 
for industrial site development; 

287. $250,000 for the Country Music Hall of 
Fame and Museum, Nashville, Tennessee to 
support community programs; 

288. $250,000 for the Chattanooga African 
American Chamber of Commerce, Tennessee 
to construct the Martin Luther King Busi- 
ness Solutions Center; 

289. $250,000 for the Appalachian Service 
Project, Johnson City, Tennessee to support 
the Summer Home Repair Program; 

290. $500,000 for Covenant House Texas in 
Houston to evaluate the structural and me- 
chanical systems of the current emergency 
shelter and upgrade the agency’s infrastruc- 
ture; 

291. $400,000 for the Acres Home Economic 
Development Initiative in Houston, Texas to 
redevelop the Acres home-community; 

292. $250,000 for the World Congress on In- 
formation Technology in Austin, Texas for 
renovations to the Austin Convention Cen- 
ter; 

293. $200,000 for the Beaumont Downtown 
Improvement Program in Beaumont, Texas 
for downtown redevelopment; 

294. $200,000 for the Texas Theater Renova- 
tions in Dallas, Texas for renovations to the 
building; 

295. $250,000 for Caritas of Austin, Texas for 
the Austin Basic Needs Collaboration Есо- 
nomic Development Initiative; 

296. $200,000 for the Fort Worth Urban Vil- 
lages Revitalization initiative in Fort 
Worth, Texas for downtown improvements; 

297. $200,000 for the Houston Freedman’s 
Town African American Archive in Houston, 
Texas for continued renovations to the Greg- 
ory School; 

298. $200,000 for the San Angelo Home Loan 
Program in San Angelo, Texas to continue 
helping low and moderate income families 
with housing needs; 

299. $200,000 for the East Austin Improve- 
ments project in Austin, Texas to provide 
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improvements to the Central East Austin 
neighborhood; 

300. $200,000 for the Denton Downtown Re- 
development project in Denton, Texas for 
downtown square improvements; 

301. $200,000 for the Plaza Theater Renova- 
tions in Laredo, Texas to renovate the Plaza 
Theater; 

302. $200,000 for the Corpus Christi Down- 
town Redevelopment in Corpus Christi, 
Texas to provide streetscape improvements; 

303. $100,000 for the St. Phillips Neighbor- 
hood Redevelopment Initiative in Dallas, 
Texas to provide improvements to the com- 
munity; 

304. $200,000 for the Vermont Institute of 
Natural Science, Woodstock, Vermont for 
the construction of a wildlife rehabilitation 
facility; 

305. $200,000 for Vermont Housing and Con- 
servation Board for the development of af- 
fordable housing in Rutland, Vermont; 

306. $750,000 for the Vermont Center on 
Emerging Technologies, Burlington, 
Vermont for development of a technology in- 
cubator; 

307. $600,000 for the Preservation Trust of 
Vermont, Burlington, Vermont for the Vil- 
lage Revitalization Initiative; 

308. $450,000 for the Vermont Housing and 
Conservation Board, Montpelier, Vermont 
for development of affordable housing and 
downtown revitalization in Burlington, 
Vermont; 

309. $250,000 for the Art Museum of Western 
Virginia in Roanoke, Virginia for planning 
and construction of a new museum; 

310. $250,000 for the George C Marshall 
Foundation in Lexington, Virginia for ren- 
ovation and repair; 

311. $700,000 for Christopher Newport Uni- 
versity Real Estate Foundation, Newport 
News, Virginia for the Warwick Boulevard 
Commercial Corridor Redevelopment 
project; 

312. $500,000 for the Woodrow Wilson Presi- 
dential Library, Staunton, Virginia for plan- 
ning, construction, and renovation of the fa- 
cility; 

313. $300,000 for Virginia Economic Bridge, 
Inc., Radford, Virginia for development and 
operation of programs to address employ- 
ment and economic development in South- 
west Virginia; 

314. $650,000 for Wayne County, Utah for 
the Wayne County Community Center; 

315. $250,000 for West Jordan, Utah for the 
West Jordan Pioneer Hall Renovation; 

316. $900,000 for USF Elizabethan Theater, 
Cedar City, Utah for design and construction 
of an Elizabethan theater; 

317. $1,000,000 for Brigham City, Utah for 
the Academy Building Renovation; 

318. $500,000 for Salt Lake City, Utah for 
renovation of Historic Pioneer Park; 

319. $250,000 for the Boys and Girls Club of 
South Puget Sound in Tacoma, Washington 
for costs associated with construction of new 
community centers; 

320. $250,000 for the SWIFT Cyber Group in 
Richland, Washington for the SWIFT Initia- 
tive I—Elimination of Broadband Gaps; 

321. $200,000 for the Washington Technology 
Center in Seattle for the Washington 
Nanotechnology Initiative; 

322. $200,000 for the City of Burien, Wash- 
ington for the acquisition and redevelopment 
of the Burien Highline Senior Center; 

323. $500,000 for the Delridge Development 
Association in Seattle, Washington for ren- 
ovations of the Old Cooper School; 

324. $500,000 for Yakima Valley Farm- 
workers Clinic in Toppenish, Washington for 
costs associated with the construction of 
Science and Technology Partnership Center; 
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325. $300,000 for the Edmonds Public Facili- 
ties District in Washington for costs associ- 
ated with the construction of the Edmonds 
Center for the Arts; 

326. $300,000 for St. Anne’s Children/Family 
Center in Spokane, Washington for costs as- 
sociated with construction; 

327. $250,000 for the Northwest Maritime 
Center in Port Townsend, Washington for 
construction; 

328. $250,000 for the Washington Public 
Ports Association in Olympia, Washington 
for the WPAA Education Foundation; 

329. $1,250,000 for the Raleigh County Com- 
mission, West Virginia for further develop- 
ment at the Raleigh County Airport Indus- 
trial Park; 

330. $1,250,000 for West Virginia University 
for the development of a facility to house fo- 
rensic science research and academic pro- 
grams; 

331. $1,250,000 for the McDowell County 
Commission, West Virginia for infrastruc- 
ture and site development at the Indian 
Ridge Industrial Park; 

332. $750,000 for the City of Beckley, West 
Virginia for downtown revitalization; 

333. $300,000 for the Redevelopment Author- 
ity of the City of Milwaukee, Wisconsin for 
the Riverwest Neighborhood Housing Initia- 
tive; 

334. $250,000 for the Redevelopment Author- 
ity of the City of Milwaukee, Wisconsin for 
the redevelopment of the Tower Automotive 
site; 

335. $300,000 for the City of Madison, Wis- 
consin for the South Madison Redevelopment 
Project; 

336. $300,000 for the Town of Madison, Wis- 
consin for the continued work on the Nova- 
tion Technology Campus; 

337. $300,000 for the City of Kenosha, Wis- 
consin for the Brass Redevelopment Project; 

338. $250,000 for the Menomonee Valley 
Partners of Milwaukee, Wisconsin for the re- 
development of a former rail yard; 

339. $250,000 for the City of Manitowoc, Wis- 
consin for economic development activities; 

340. $300,000 for the West Central Wisconsin 
Regional Planning Commission in Eau Claire 
for technology start ups and expansions; 

341. $250,000 for Riverfront Inc., in La 
Crosse, Wisconsin for the construction of 
work centers for the disabled; 

342. $750,000 for the University of Wyoming, 
Laramie, Wyoming for the construction of 
the Wyoming Technology Business Center; 

343. $250,000 for the Cottonwood Park Es- 
tates, Gillette, Wyoming for the removal of 
asbestos for senior housing construction; 

344. $100,000 to the City of Gadsden, Ala- 
bama for construction of the facility for the 
New Centurions Substance Abuse Program 
for Women; 

345. $200,000 to the City of Hanceville, Ala- 
bama for construction of the Wallace State 
Center for Automotive Manufacturing and 
Plastics; 

346. $200,000 to the City of Rainsville, Ala- 
bama for construction of the Rainsville 
Agricenter; 

347. $150,000 to the City of Guntersville, 
Alabama for renovation of the Old Rock 
School Whole Backstage Theater; 

348. $100,000 to the City of Hokes Bluff, Ala- 
bama for construction of a Senior Center; 

349. $60,000 to the City of Arab, Alabama 
for construction of the Lola Boyd Outdoor 
Education and Wildlife Area facility; 

350. $50,000 to the City of Gordo, Alabama 
for construction of a public library; 

351. $50,000 to the City of Fayette, Alabama 
for renovation of the historic old Post Office; 
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352. $20,000 to Winston County, Alabama for 
facilities construction and renovation of the 
Historic Houston Jail; 

353. $20,000 to Winston County, Alabama for 
facilities construction and renovation of the 
Winston County Local Government Record 
Depository; 

354. $250,000 for the City of Birmingham, 
Alabama for renovations to the Birmingham 
Zoo; 

355. $200,000 to the City of Mobile, Alabama 
for renovations to the Saenger Theater; 

356. $200,000 to Wallace Community College 
for construction for the Southeast Alabama 
Nursing Initiative in Dothan, Alabama; 

357. $150,000 to the Chris Hammond Youth 
Foundation for construction of a youth 
sports complex in Wedowee, Alabama; 

358. $150,000 to the City of Tuskgee, Ala- 
bama for downtown revitalization; 

359. $590,000 for Covenant House in Anchor- 
age, Alaska for capital improvement needs; 

360. $150,000 to North Arkansas College in 
Harrison, Arkansas for facilities construc- 
tion of the North Arkansas College Health 
Sciences Education Center; 

361. $150,000 to Monticello-Drew County in 
Arkansas for Phase II of the Regional Sports 
Complex; 

362. $150,000 to the City of Phoenix, Arizona 
for construction of the Bob Stump Veteran’s 
Museum; 

363. $150,000 for the Marc Center in Mesa, 
Arizona for construction of the Marc Day 
Treatment and Training Center; 

364. $250,000 to Patronato Sax Xavier for fa- 
cilities renovation at Mission San Xavier del 
Bac in Tucson, Arizona; 

365. $480,000 to the Fox Tucson Theatre 
Foundation for the preservation of the Fox 
Tucson Theatre in Tucson, Arizona; 

366. $100,000 to the Town of Springerville, 
Arizona for renovations to the historic Old 
Springerville Elementary School; 

367. $250,000 to the Riverside Community 
College in Riverside, California for facilities 
construction and renovation improvements; 

368. $200,000 to the Riverside Community 
College for construction of the School of 
Nursing in Riverside, California; 

369. $330,000 to HomeAid America for the 
construction of HomeAid America Tem- 
porary homeless shelters in Costa Mesa, 
California; 

370. $250,000 to the San Diego Food Bank in 
San Diego, California for facilities improve- 
ments; 

371. $850,000 to the City of Lincoln, Cali- 
fornia for construction and renovation of a 
Cultural and Business Center; 

372. $100,000 to the Auburn Peforming Arts 
Center for the purchase, demolition and re- 
construction of the city’s State Theater in 
adjoining properties in downtown Auburn, 
California; 

373. $575,000 to the City of Sierra Madre, 
California for the construction of the Sierra 
Madre Youth Activity Center; 

374. $100,000 to the Lompoc Boys & Girls 
Club for facilities renovation of the Lompoc 
Boys & Girls Clubhouse; 

375. $150,000 to the Thousand Oaks Boys & 
Girls Club for construction of a new club- 
house on the campus of Colina Middle School 
in Thousand Oaks, California; 

376. $200,000 to the City of Redding, Cali- 
fornia for industrial park development at the 
Stillwater Business Park; 

377. $355,000 to the Boys and Girls Club of 
East San Diego County for construction of a 
new clubhouse in Santee, California; 

378. $250,000 to the City of Oceanside, Cali- 
fornia for construction of a new Senior Cen- 
ter; 
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379. $100,000 to the town of Yucca Valley, 
California for the Civic Center Park; 

380. $150,000 to the City of Twentynine 
Palms, California for facilities and land ac- 
quisition for the Joshua Tree National Park 
Visitors Center; 

381. $250,000 for the City of Desert Hot 
Springs, California for the development and 
construction of the Civic and Community 
Center; 

382. $250,000 to the City of Banning, Cali- 
fornia for construction and renovation of the 
city pool; 

383. $280,000 to the National Orange Show 
in San Bernardino, California for facilities 
construction and renovation of the stadium; 

384. $625,000 to the City of Apple Valley, 
California for construction of the Civic Cen- 
ter Park project; 

385. $250,000 to the City of Lancaster, Cali- 
fornia for land acquisition for the North 
Downtown Transit Village Project; 

386. $200,000 to the City of Whittier, Cali- 
fornia for the expansion and remodeling of 
the Whittwood Branch Library; 

387. $200,000 to the International Agri-Cen- 
ter in Tulare, California for facilities con- 
struction; 

388. $200,000 to the City of Citrus Heights, 
California for the Auburn Boulevard Com- 
mercial Corridor Enhancements; 

389. $225,000 to the City of Livermore, Cali- 
fornia for facilities construction and renova- 
tions for the Tri-Valley Homeownership 
Clearinghouse; 

390. $250,000 to the North Fork Community 
Development Council for industrial park de- 
velopment in North Fork, California; 

391. $200,000 to the City of Westminster, 
California for construction of the Commu- 
nity Cultural and Education Center; 

392. $200,000 to Kern County, California for 
infrastructure improvements of the Imperial 
Way Industrial Park; 

393. $280,000 to the City of Bakersfield, 
California for sidewalks, street furniture and 
faade improvements; 

394. $475,000 to the University of California 
for facilities construction and renovation to 
the Shafter Cotton Research and Extension 
Center in Shafter, California; 

395. $150,000 to the Bowers Museum of Cul- 
tural Art in Santa Ana California for facili- 
ties expansion and renovation; 

396. $100,000 to the City of Aurora, Colorado 
for facilities construction and renovation of 
the Fitzsimmons Redevelopment Authority; 

397. $100,000 to Jefferson County, Colorado 
for facilities and construction of an early 
childhood development center; 

398. $150,000 for the City of Arvada, Colo- 
rado for the design phase of the community’s 
arts and humanities center; 

399. $100,000 to the Bent of the River Audu- 
bon Center for facilities renovation of the 
Visitor’s Center in Connecticut; 

400. $150,000 for Trinity-On-Main in New 
Britain, Connecticut for the Trinity-On-Main 
Arts Education and Community Center for 
property acquisition and renovation; 

401. $100,000 to Progressive Training Associ- 
ates in Bridgeport, Connecticut for facilities 
construction; 

402. $100,000 to the Stamford Center for the 
Arts for facilities construction of Little The- 
ater & Arts Education Center; 

403. $200,000 to the Stamford Yerwood Cen- 
ter in Stamford, Connecticut for facilities 
renovation; 

404. $280,000 to the City of Bridgeport, Con- 
necticut for facilities construction and ren- 
ovation of the Music and Arts Center for Hu- 
manity; 
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405. $100,000 to the Town of Willington, 
Connecticut for construction of the 
Willington Senior Center; 

406. $150,000 to the City of Norwich, Con- 
necticut for the development of Harbor Park; 

407. $100,000 for the Beebe School of Nurs- 
ing in Lewes, Delaware for facilities con- 
struction and renovation; 

408. $150,000 to the National Children’s Mu- 
seum in Washington, DC for facilities con- 
struction and relocation costs; 

409. $250,000 for the City of Clearwater, 
Florida for facilities construction and ren- 
ovation improvements for the Clearwater 
Homeless Intervention Project; 

410. $475,000 for Volunteer Jacksonville for 
the construction of the Volunteer Jackson- 
ville Facility in Jacksonville, Florida; 

411. $280,000 for the South Florida Goodwill 
for facility renovations in Miami, Florida; 

412. $475,000 to the Centro Mater Head 
Start Facilities for construction of a new fa- 
cility in Hialeah, Florida; 

413. $100,000 to Orange County, Florida for 
expansion of the Marks Street Senior Center; 

414. $625,000 to the Office of Farmworker 
Ministries in Apopka, Florida for facilities 
construction; 

415. $150,000 to the Sebring Airport Author- 
ity for industrial park development in 
Sebring, Florida; 

416. $475,000 to the City of Fort Myers, 
Florida for the restoration of Edison & Ford 
Winter Estates; 

417. $200,000 to the City of Sarasota, Flor- 
ida for the Fredd ‘‘Glossie’’ Atkins park ex- 
pansion; 

418. $150,000 to the City of Ocoee, Florida 
for facilities construction for a senior citizen 
veterans services center; 

419. $200,000 to the City of Palatka, Florida 
for the Palatka Riverfront improvements; 

420. $100,000 to the City of Miami, Florida 
for the Elderly Assistance Program for fa- 
cilities construction; 

421. $250,000 to the City of Boca Raton, 
Florida for sidewalks, street furniture, and 
facade improvements; 

422. $150,000 to the City of Gainesville, 
Florida for facilities improvements and up- 
grades of the Depot Regional Stormwater 
Park; 

423. $150,000 for Alachua County, Florida 
for streetscape improvements for the Part- 
ners for a Productive Community Enhance- 
ment Initiative; 

424. $610,000 to Hubbs/Sea World for facili- 
ties construction of a marine and coastal re- 
search center in Brevard County, Florida; 

425. $610,000 to Shands/Jacksonville for fa- 
cilities construction and renovation of an 
emergency room/trauma center in Jackson- 
ville, Florida; 

426. $610,000 to the Orlando Regional Med- 
ical Center for facilities construction and 
renovation of the Pediatric Trauma Center 
in Orlando, Florida; 

427. $50,000 to Crosswinds Youth Services 
for facilities construction of a youth center 
in Brevard County, Florida; 

428. $200,000 to the City of Largo, Florida 
for Central Park facilities improvements; 

429. $850,000 to the City of Clearwater, Flor- 
ida for streetscape improvements for the 
Beachwalk project; 

430. $250,000 to Pinellas County, Florida for 
facilities construction and renovation of the 
Urban League Community Center; 

431. $850,000 to the Salvador Dali Museum 
in St. Petersburg, Florida for planning, de- 
sign, and construction of facilities; 

432. $850,000 to the City of Dunedin, Florida 
for facilities construction and renovation of 
the city community center; 
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433. $100,000 to the National Armed бегу- 
ices and Law Enforcement Memorial Mu- 
seum, in Dunedin, Florida for facilities con- 
struction and renovation; 

434. $850,000 to the City of St. Petersburg, 
Florida for facilities renovation and expan- 
sion of the Florida Museum of Fine Arts; 

435. $375,000 to the City of Palm Harbor, 
Florida for the downtown revitalization 
project; 

436. $375,000 to the City of Treasure Island, 
Florida for the community development 
project; 

437. $475,000 to the City of St. Petersburg, 
Florida for restoration of the Jordan School; 

438. $575,000 to the City of St. Petersburg, 
Florida for the Tangerine Avenue commu- 
nity development project; 

439. $275,000 for the City of Coral Gables, 
Florida for the Biltmore Complex Restora- 
tion Project; 

440. $280,000 to the City of St. Petersburg, 
Florida for Dome Industrial Park facilities 
renovation and construction; 

441. $280,000 to the City of St. Petersburg, 
Florida for facilities construction and im- 
provements at Bartlett Park; 

442. $250,000 to the City of Tampa, Florida 
for facilities construction and renovation for 
the Bay History Center; 

443. $625,000 to Eckerd College in St. Pe- 
tersburg, Florida for construction of the 
Youth Opportunity Center; 

444. $280,000 to the City of St. Petersburg, 
Florida for facilities construction and ren- 
ovation for the Mid-Pinellas Science Center; 

445. $375,000 to the City of St. Petersburg, 
Florida for construction and renovation for 
the Catholic Charities Mercy House; 

446. $75,000 for Antioch Micro-Enterprise 
Network in August, Georgia for the Antioch 
Micro-Enterprise Network’s Entrepreneur 
Training Program; 

447. $100,000 to Cobb County, Georgia for 
construction of the Marietta, Georgia Senior 
Center; 

448. $100,000 to the City of Marietta, Geor- 
gia for capitalization of the Marietta Growth 
Fund; 

449. $100,000 to the Local Housing Assist- 
ance Program in the city of Smyrna, Georgia 
for construction; 

450. $75,000 to the Joint Development Au- 
thority of Ben Hill and Irvin Counties, Geor- 
gia for industrial park development; 

451. $475,000 to the Coastal Heritage Soci- 
ety for construction of the Savannah Battle- 
field Interpretive Center in Savannah, Geor- 
81a; 

452. $250,000 to Cherokee County, Georgia 
for construction of the Cherokee County 
Emergenoy Children's Shelter in Canton; 

453. $100,00 to the Clearwater Economic De- 
velopment Association, Idaho, for an eco- 
nomic planning study for the Lewis and 
Clark Bicentennial Project; 

454. $475,000 to the City of Blackfoot, Idaho 
for land acquisition and improvements at the 
Jensen Grove City Park and Jensen Grove 
Lake; 

455. $150,000 to Franklin County, Idaho for 
the moving, renovation, restoration of the 
Oneida Stake Academy building in Preston, 
Idaho; 

456. $200,000 to Idaho State University for 
facilities construction for the L.E. and Thel- 
ma E. Stephens Performing Arts Center; 

457. $100,000 to Power County, Idaho for the 
Fort Hall Reservation/Power County Joint 
Economic Redevelopment Initiative; 

458. $200,000 to the City of Crest Hill, Illi- 
nois for facilities construction and renova- 
tion of Our Children's Homestead Foster 
Home Development; 
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459. $475,000 to the City of DeKalb, Illinois 
for industrial park infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

460. $330,000 to the Ray Graham Associa- 
tion for People With Disabilities in Downers 
Grove, Illinois, for capital improvements; 

461. $100,000 to the World War II Black 
Navy Veterans of Great Lakes Memorial 
Foundation for the North Chicago Veterans' 
Memorial in North Chicago, Illinois; 

462. $275,000 to the St. Francis Medical Cen- 
ter in Peoria, Illinois for improvements, in- 
cluding consolidation of ambulatory care; 

463. $275,000 to the Lakeview Regional Mu- 
seum in Peoria, Illinois for facilities con- 
struction and renovation of a new building; 

464. $275,000 for PeoriaNEXT in Peoria, Illi- 
nois for facilities construction and renova- 
tion of the Innovation Center business incu- 
bator; 

465. $250,000 for Illinois College in Jackson- 
ville, Illinois for facilities construction and 
renovation of Whipple Hall; 

466. $275,000 for Glen Oak Zoo in Peoria, П- 
linois for facilities construction and renova- 
tion of a new Africa exhibit; 

467. $100,000 Eureka College, Eureka, IL, for 
continued construction of Science and Tech- 
nology Center; 

468. $100,000 Northfield Park District, IL, 
for facilities renovation and rehabilitation; 

469. $150,000 to the City of Havana, Illinois 
for facilities construction and renovation of 
the Havana Rural Center; 

470. $100,000 to the Rockford Literary Coun- 
cil for facilities construction in Rockford, П- 
linois; 

471. $280,000 to the Burpee Museum-Dis- 
covery Center museum campus expansion 
project in Rockford, Illinois; 

472. $375,000 to the City of Joliet, Illinois 
for the continued restoration of the Rialto 
Square Theater; 

473. $330,000 to the City of Marion, Indiana 
for refurbishing the City of Marion Memorial 
Coliseum; 

474. $100,000 to Madison Township, Indiana 
for construction of the Madison Township 
Community Center; 

475. $250,000 to the City of South Bend, In- 
diana for industrial park development at the 
Studebaker Corridor; 

476. $250,000 to the South Bend Heritage 
Foundation in South Bend, Indiana for facili- 
ties construction and renovation; 

477. $150,000 to the City of Anderson, Indi- 
ana for industrial park development; 

478. $100,000 to the City of Fort Wayne, In- 
diana for facilities construction for the 
Hanna-Creighton Community Enhancement 
Initiative; 

479. $200,000 to the Tri-State University in 
Angola, Indiana, for facilities construction 
for the Center for Technology and Online Re- 
Sources; 

480. $150,000 to the City of Storm Lake, 
Iowa for the construction of the Storm Lake 
Destination Park; 

481. $100,000 to the Housing Trust Fund of 
Johnson County in Iowa City, Iowa, for cap- 
italization of loan funds; 

482. $200,000 to the City of Waterloo, Iowa 
for industrial park development; 

483. $125,000 to the City of Des Moines, Iowa 
for land acquisition for a technology park; 

484. $250,000 to Historic Abilene, Inc., in 
Kansas for the revitalization of New Old Abi- 
lene Town; 

485. $100,000 to the City of Ottawa, Kansas 
for improvements to the Municipal Swim- 
ming Pool; 

486. $200,000 to the City of Topeka, Kansas 
for industrial park development at the Cen- 
ter Point commerce park; 
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487. $250,000 to the City of Wichita, Kansas 
for the renovations at the Veterans Memo- 
rial Park; 

488. $330,000 to the City of Wichita, Kansas 
for facilities construction for the develop- 
ment of the 21st Street Community Develop- 
ment Corporation; 

489. $100,000 to the City of Radcliff, Ken- 
tucky for streetscape improvements; 

490. $150,000 to the Trinity Family Life 
Center of Louisville, Kentucky for facilities 
construction of a multi-purpose center; 

491. $625,000 to the Louisville Metro Gov- 
ernment in Kentucky for the Newburg neigh- 
borhood revitalization; 

492. $100,000 to Dream Foundation, Inc. in 
Louisville, Kentucky for playground con- 
struction; 

493. $250,000 to Breathitt County Fiscal 
Court for the construction of an 
intergenerational community entertainment 
center in Jackson, Kentucky; 

494. $250,000 to the Roy F. Collier Commu- 
nity Center for computer hardware, equip- 
ment, and furniture needs in Inez, Kentucky; 

495. $200,000 to Metcalfe County Fiscal 
Court for construction of the Metcalfe Coun- 
ty Enrichment Center in Edmonton, Ken- 
tucky; 

496. $250,000 for the YMCA of Franklin 
County, Kentucky for facilities construction; 

497. $150,000 to the City of St. Francisville, 
Louisiana for facilities construction and ren- 
ovation; 

498. $280,000 to the Biomedical Research 
Foundation of NW Louisiana for industrial 
park development in Shreveport, Louisiana; 

499. $250,000 to St. John the Baptist Parish, 
Louisiana for facilities renovations to the 
Louisiana War Veterans Home; 

500. $330,000 to Boysville of Michigan for fa- 
cilities construction and renovations; 

501. $150,000 to Global Enterprises for Water 
Technology for building acquisition and ren- 
ovation at Clearwater Plaza in Grand Rap- 
ids, Michigan; 

502. $250,000 to the Grand Valley State Uni- 
versity for acquisition of a research facility, 
training and education space for the Annis 
Water Resource Institute in Muskegon, 
Michigan; 

503. $475,000 to the Michigan Jewish Insti- 
tute for facilities construction and renova- 
tion at the College Academic Center in West 
Bloomfield, Michigan; 

504. $100,000 to the Boys and Girls Club of 
Troy, Michigan for facilities construction 
and renovation; 

505. $100,000 to the Oakland Livingston 
Human Service Agency for facilities con- 
struction and renovation in Pontiac, Michi- 
gan; 

506. $250,000 for Focus: Hope in Detroit, 
Michigan for the renovation of a new work- 
force development center; 

507. $200,000 to the City of Durand, Michi- 
gan for downtown streetscape improvements; 

508. $100,000 to the St. Cloud Housing & Re- 
development Authority for in Minnesota for 
renovations to Germain Towers; 

509. $150,000 to Scott County, Minnesota for 
renovation of affordable housing at the Belle 
Haven Apartment Preservation; 

510. $100,000 to the Cornerstone Advocacy 
Service in Bloomington, Minnesota for fa- 
cilities construction; 

511. $100,000 to Laderdale County, Mis- 
sissippi for facilities construction for Mis- 
sissippi Scrimber Wood Project; 

512. $100,000 to the LeFleur Lakes Develop- 
ment Foundation in Rankin and Hinds Coun- 
ties, Mississippi for an economic planning 
study; 
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513. $125,000 to Mississippi State University 
for Phase II expansion of its Research, Tech- 
nology and Economic Development Park in 
Mississippi State, Mississippi; 

514. $330,000 to the City of Holly Springs, 
Mississippi for the North Memphis Street 
Redevelopment Revitalization Project; 

515. $150,000 to the Show-Me Aquatics for 
facilities construction in Saint Charles, Mis- 
souri; 

516. $80,000 to Greene County, Missouri for 
the development of an industrial park; 

517. $250,000 to the City of Springfield, Mis- 
souri for the construction of a community 
multipurpose center; 

518. $475,000 for the Gillioz-Ronald Reagan 
Theatre in Springfield, Missouri for facilities 
renovation; 

519. $200,000 for the Missouri Soybean Asso- 
ciation for construction of the Missouri Soy- 
bean Association’s Discovery Research Insti- 
tute; 

520. $200,000 to the Southeast Missouri 
State University for construction of the 
Southeast Missouri State University River 
Campus in Cape Girardeau, Missouri; 

521. $150,000 to the Missouri Soybean Asso- 
ciation for renovations to the New Genera- 
tion Agribusiness Incubation Center in Kan- 
sas City, Missouri; 

522. $200,000 to the Brookfield Industrial 
Development Authority in Brookfield, Mis- 
souri, for industrial park development; 

523. $200,000 to the Montana State Univer- 
sity-Northern for facilities equipment and 
technology upgrades in Havre, Montana; 

524. $375,000 to the Boys and Girls Home of 
Nebraska for Columbus Hospital renova- 
tions; 

525. $200,000 to Nye County, Nevada for fa- 
cilities renovation of the Pahrump/Nye 
County Fairgrounds; 

526. $100,000 to the City of Henderson, Ne- 
vada for downtown revitalization; 

527. $200,000 to Boulder City, Nevada for the 
Historic Boulder City Hotel Rehabilitation; 

528. $100,000 to the City of Concord, New 
Hampshire for facilities restoration and im- 
provements to the Bicentennial Square; 

529. $250,000 to the City of Nashua, New 
Hampshire for facilities restoration and im- 
provements to Thoreau’s Park; 

530. $150,000 to the Currier Art Museum for 
facilities construction and renovation of the 
Currier Museum Gallery in Manchester, New 
Hampshire; 

531. $250,000 for the Girls and Boys Town 
USA in Newark, New Jersey, Jersey City, 
New Jersey, Portsmouth, Rhode Island, Las 
Vegas, Nevada and New Orleans, Louisiana 
for construction at the national priority 
projects of Girls and Boys Town USA; 

532. $100,000 to the Children’s Specialized 
Hospital for facility renovations in Moun- 
tainside, New Jersey; 

533. $100,000 to the 
New Jersey for the 
project; 

534. $100,000 to the Hunterdon County 
YMCA for construction of a child care facil- 
ity in Hunterdon County, New Jersey; 

535. $100,000 to the Town of Dover, New Jer- 
sey for an economic development planning 
study; 

536. $100,000 to the Borough of Somerville 
in New Jersey for an economic development 
planning study; 

537. $100,000 to the Borough of Wanaque, 
New Jersey for improvements to the Haskell 
Business District Redevelopment; 

538. $175,000 to the Borough of Washington, 
New Jersey for sidewalks, street furniture 
and facade improvements; 

539. $250,000 to the City of Mount Holly, 
New Jersey for facilities construction and 


City of Bernardsville, 
downtown streetscape 
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renovation to the Mt. Holly Workforce De- 
velopment & Economic Revitalization Cen- 
ter; 

540. $250,000 to the City of Greater Trenton, 
New Jersey for the construction of the 
Greater Trenton YMCA; 

541. $150,000 for the Association de 
Comerciantes Latinos de Nuevo Mexico in 
Albuquerque, New Mexico, for facilities con- 
struction; 

542. $200,000 to the City of Albuquerque, 
New Mexico for construction of the Santa 
Barbara/Martineztown Learning Center; 

543. $25,000 to the Town of Mentz, New 
York for renovations to the Senior Center; 

544. $50,000 to the City of Auburn, New 
York for facilities construction and renova- 
tion of Willard Chapel; 

545. $50,000 to the United Cerebral Palsy in 
Utica, New York for development of chil- 
dren’s campus in Rome, New York at the 
Griffiss Business and Technology Park; 

546. $75,000 to the City of Auburn, New 
York for renovations of the Merry Go Round 
Playhouse; 

547. $200,000 to the City of Geneva, New 
York for facilities construction and renova- 
tion of the Cornell Agriculture and Food 
Technology Park; 

548. $280,000 to the City of Utica, New York 
for facilities construction and renovation of 
the Science and Technology Center at Utica 
College; 

549. $280,000 to the City of Utica, New York 
for facilities construction and renovation of 
the Stanley Theater Expansion and Mod- 
ernization Project; 

550. $50,000 to Brooklyn Remembers Inc. for 
construction of the Brooklyn Remembers 
Memorial in Brooklyn, New York; 

551. $150,000 to the Saint Vincent Catholic 
Medical Centers for facilities construction 
and renovation of a Primary Care Outpatient 
Center in Stapleton, New York; 

552. $150,000 to Yeled V'Yalda for construc- 
tion of the Yeled V’Yalda Treatment Center 
for Children with Disabilities in Brooklyn, 
New York; 

553. $475,000 to the Roberts Wesleyan Col- 
lege in Rochester, New York for construction 
of a new Library and Information Resource 
Center; 

554. $250,000 to the Town of Monroe, New 
York for construction of the Monroe Free Li- 
brary; 

555. $250,000 to the North Shore-Long Island 
Jewish Health System for facilities con- 
struction and renovations to expand the 
Emergency Department in Bay Shore, New 
York; 

556. $280,000 to Paul Smith’s College in 
Franklin County, New York for construction 
of the Joan Weil Student Center; 

557. $50,000 to the Village of Hamilton, New 
York for industrial park development at the 
Hamilton Industrial Park; 

558. $50,000 to the Cheektowaga Senior Cen- 
ter in Cheektowaga, New York for facilities 
improvements; 

559. $268,000 to the Genesee Country Village 
and Museum in Mumford, New York for fa- 
cilities improvements; 

560. $250,000 to the Catskill Mountain Foun- 
dation for the renovation of the Orpheum 
Theatre and Sugar Maples Resort in Hunter, 
New York; 

561. $250,000 to the Warren County Eco- 
nomic Development Corp. in North Creek, 
New York for facilities construction of the 
North Creek Ski Bowl; 

562. $475,000 to the City of Syracuse, New 
York for facilities construction and renova- 
tions of the Amos Block Redevelopment 
Project; 
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563. $250,000 to the City of Syracuse, New 
York for renovations and streetscape im- 
provements to the ARC of Onondaga facility 
for developmentally disabled adults; 

564. $250,000 to the City of Syracuse, New 
York for renovations to Р.Е.А.О.Е. Inc. fa- 
cilities in Central New York; 

565. $75,000 to Onondaga County, New York 
for the Greater Syracuse Sports Hall of 
Fame for facilities expansion and renova- 
tion; 

566. $375,000 to the City of Syracuse, New 
York for facilities renovations to Syracuse 
Stage; 

567. $250,000 to the City of Syracuse, New 
York for facilities expansion and renovation 
of Vera House; 

568. $100,000 to the City of Rochester, New 
York for planning and expansion of the High 
Falls Film Festival; 

569. $950,000 to St. John Fisher’s College in 
Rochester, New York for construction of a 
new School of Pharmacy; 

570. $200,000 to the Town of Penfield, New 
York for renovations to the Camp Haccamo 
facilities for the disabled; 

571. $575,000 to the Metropolitan Develop- 
ment Association in Syracuse, New York for 
the Essential New York Initiative; 

572. $100,000 to the Town of Palmyra, New 
York for renovations to the Palmyra Com- 
munity Center; 

573. $75,000 to the Wayne County, New York 
for planning and marketing of an alternative 
use strategy for the Savannah Elementary 
School Building; 

574. $375,000 to the Metropolitan Develop- 
ment Association in Syracuse, New York for 
construction and renovations of the Elec- 
tronics Park complex; 

575. $150,000 to the City of Syracuse, New 
York for building renovations and 
stablization at the Mizpah Tower facility; 

576. $50,000 to the City of Syracuse, New 
York for facilities construction and renova- 
tion to the North Area Athletic & Education 
Center, Inc.; 

577. $475,000 to the New York State Olym- 
pic Regional Development Authority for fa- 
cilities construction; 

578. $250,000 to the Simon Wiesenthal New 
York Tolerance Center in New York City for 
facade restoration improvements; 

579. $475,000 to the Metropolitan Museum of 
Art in New York City for facade restoration 
improvements; 

580. $500,000 to the National Center for Dis- 
abilities Services in Albertson, New York for 
facilities construction and renovation; 

581. $500,000 to Jazz at Lincoln Center in 
New York City for facilities construction; 

582. $150,000 to the Natural History Mu- 
seum of the Adirondacks for construction of 
а new museum in New York State; 

583. $50,000 to the State University of New 
York (SUNY) Canton for facilities construc- 
tion; 

584. $50,000 to the Lewis County General 
Hospital in Lewis County, New York for fa- 
cilities construction and modernization; 

585. $475,000 to Brooklyn Public Library in 
New York for restoration of the central 
plaza; 

586. $250,000 to the Rivers and Estuaries 
Center on the Hudson in New York for facili- 
ties construction; 

587. $330,000 to Daemon College in Amherst, 
New York for facilities improvement; 

588. $250,000 to the State University of New 
York (SUNY) for the SUNY Delhi Center of 
Excellence in Watershed Applications and 
Technology-Based Economic Revitalization 
for facilities construction and equipment; 

589. $150,000 to the Southeastern Center for 
Contemporary Art for facilities construction 
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and renovation 
Carolina; 

590. $200,000 to the Blowing Rock Commu- 
nity Arts Center Foundation in Blowing 
Rock, North Carolina for construction of the 
Blowing Rock Performing Arts Center; 

591. $100,000 to the City of Charlotte, North 
Carolina for facilities construction and ren- 
ovation at Grier Heights; 

592. $150,000 to the City of Raeford, North 
Carolina for streetscape improvements; 

593. $150,000 to Scotland County, North 
Carolina for demolition of the Scotland 
County Hospital; 

594. $100,000 to the Graveyard of the Atlan- 
tic Museum in Hatteras, North Carolina for 
facilities construction; 

595. $100,000 to Gaston County, North Caro- 
lina, for industrial park development for the 
Gaston County Technology Park Expansion; 

596. $100,000 to Gaston County, North Caro- 
lina to establish a revolving loan for invest- 
ment in downtown Gastonia; 

597. $50,000 for the City of Etowah, North 
Carolina for the Etowah community park for 
streetscape improvements; 

598. $475,000 for the Education and Research 
Consortium at Brevard College in Brevard, 
North Carolina for science building facilities 
construction and renovation; 

599. $475,000 for the Education and Research 
Consortium at Brevard College in Brevard, 
North Carolina for dormitory facilities con- 
struction and renovation; 

600. $475,000 to Brevard, North Carolina for 
the Brevard Public Library for facilities con- 
struction and renovation; 

601. $150,000 to the Victory Videos Ministry 
in the City of Forest Park, Ohio for the con- 
struction of a youth center; 

602. $250,000 to the Westcott House Founda- 
tion for facilities construction and renova- 
tions to the Westcott House in Springfield, 
Ohio; 

603. $275,000 to the Lancaster Campus of 
Ohio University for facilities construction of 
a Community Event and Conference Center 
in Lancaster, Ohio; 

604. $100,000 to Fairfield County, Ohio for 
facilities construction and renovations at 
the new location for Fairfield Industries; 

605. $50,000 to the Ohio Wesleyan Univer- 
sity for facilities construction and renova- 
tions in Delaware, Ohio; 

606. $275,000 for the Springfield—Clark 
County Community Improvement Corpora- 
tion for land acquisition to expand the Ap- 
plied Research Technology Park (ARTP); 

607. $200,000 to the City of Willowick, Ohio 
for site preparation and construction of the 
Willowick Lakefront Development; 

608. $200,000 to Newbury Township, Ohio for 
sidewalks, street furniture and facade; 

609. $330,000 to the Hocking Athens Perry 
Community Action in Glouster, Ohio for ren- 
ovations to the community center; 

610. $330,000 for the 14th Street Community 
Center in Portsmouth, Ohio for facilities 
construction and renovation; 

611. $1,430,000 for the Canton Regional 
Chamber of Commerce’s Foundation in Can- 
ton, Ohio for industrial park development; 

612. $257,000 to the City of Columbus, Ohio 
for construction of the YWCA Family Cen- 
ter; 

613. $250,000 to Development Projects, Inc. 
for site preparation for the Downtown Day- 
ton Northeast Quadrant in Dayton, Ohio; 

614. $250,000 to the St. Mary’s Development 
Corporation for land acquisition for the 
Multi-Family Housing Project in Dayton, 
Ohio; 

615. $150,000 to the City of Moore, Okla- 
homa for the expansion of Buck Thomas 
Park; 


in Winston-Salem, North 
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616. $250,000 to the Harrah Industrial and 
Economic Development Authority for indus- 
trial park infrastructure development in 
Harrah, Oklahoma; 

617. $200,000 to the City of Perkins, Okla- 
homa for development of the Oklahoma Ter- 
ritorial Plaza; 

618. $150,000 to the City of Tulsa, Oklahoma 
for facilities construction and renovation of 
the Tulsa Hispanic Family Resource Center; 

619. $200,000 to the Southern Oregon Reha- 
bilitation Center for facilities renovations in 
White City, Oregon; 

620. $150,000 to Gannon University, Erie, 
Pennsylvania for construction of the Erie 
Technology Incubator; 

621. $250,000 to the Montgomery County 
Community College for facilities construc- 
tion of the Small Business Development & 
University Transfer Center in Pottstown, 
Pennsylvania; 

622. $250,000 to ARC of Montgomery Coun- 
ty, Pennsylvania for facilities construction 
of a MARC building; 

623. $200,000 to the Vietnam Veterans Lead- 
ership Program of Western Pennsylvania for 
facilities expansion in Pittsburgh, Pennsyl- 
vania; 

624. $100,000 for the Westmoreland County 
Industrial Development Authority for indus- 
trial park development in Hempfield Town- 
ship, Pennsylvania; 

625. $150,000 to Allegheny County Depart- 
ment of Economic Development for site 
preparation and construction of Clinton In- 
dustrial Park in Findlay Township, Pennsyl- 
vania; 

626. $100,000 to the Punxsutawney Weather 
Museum for improvements in Punxsutawney, 
Pennsylvania; 

627. $100,000 to the Brookville YMCA in 
Brookville, Pennsylvania for facilities ren- 
ovations; 

628. $150,000 to Tabor Community Services 
in Lancaster, Pennsylvania for property ac- 
quisition and renovation; 

629. $150,000 to the York Street Center and 
Stillmeadow Child Care Center in York, 
Pennsylvania for facilities renovations; 

630. $200,000 to Sayre Borough, Pennsyl- 
vania for renovation of the Enterprise Cen- 
ter; 

631. $200,000 to Trehab Center in Montrose, 
Pennsylvania for facilities construction; 

632. $70,000 for the Morrison’s Cove Memo- 
rial Park Recreation Center in Blair County, 
Pennsylvania for facilities improvements; 

633. $100,000 for the Penn’s Woods Council, 
Boy Scouts of America for camp upgrades in 
Tyrone, Pennsylvania; 

634. $105,000 for Indiana University of Penn- 
sylvania for construction of a Regional De- 


velopment Complex in Indiana, Pennsyl- 
vania; 
635. $25,000 for improvements to 


Nitterhouse Community Park in Chambers- 
burg, Pennsylvania; 

636. $250,000 to the University Technology 
Park in Chester, Pennsylvania to develop 
parking facilities for its first and second 
phase buildings; 

637. $200,000 to the South Carolina School 
for the Deaf and Blind for renovations of a 
dormitory building in Spartanburg, South 
Carolina; 

638. $100,000 to the City of Columbia, South 
Carolina for capitalization of the Enterprise 
Revolving Loan Fund; 

639. $100,000 to the City of Columbia, South 
Carolina for industrial park development; 

640. $100,000 to the City of Williamson 
County, Tennessee for the planning and im- 
provements for the Cool Springs Life 
Sciences Center; 
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641. $250,000 to East Tennessee Historical 
Society for construction of the East 'Ten- 
nessee History Center in Knoxville, Ten- 
nessee; 

642. $475,000 to the East Tennessee Veterans 
Memorial Association for construction of an 
East Tennessee Veterans Memorial in Knox- 
ville, Tennessee; 

643. $100,000 to the Second Harvest Food 
Bank of Northeast Tennessee for facilities 
renovations; 

644. $100,000 to the Oak Ridge Center for 
Entrepreneurial Growth in Knoxville, Ten- 
nessee to expand successful business coun- 
seling programs and to prepare new tech- 
nology companies to qualify for financing at 
various stages of their development; 

645. $250,000 to Hamilton County, Tennessee 
for facilities construction for a Center for 
Entrepreneurial Growth Incubator; 

646. $250,000 to the City of Arlington, Texas 
for facilities construction and land acquisi- 
tion and including up to $100,000 for an eco- 
nomic development planning study; 

647. $250,000 to the City of Arlington, Texas 
for facilities construction and renovation of 
the Central Arlington Housing Development 
Corporation; 

648. $950,000 for Texas A&M International 
University for facility improvements in the 
City of Laredo, Texas; 

649. $200,000 to the City of Houston, Texas 
for the Super Block renovations; 

650. $725,000 to the City of Fort Worth, 
Texas for construction of the Trinity River 
Vision project; 

651. $150,000 to the City of Leonard, Texas 
for streetscape infrastructure including side- 
walks projects; 

652. $200,000 to the Audie Murphy/American 
Cotton Museum in Greenville, Texas for fa- 
cilities construction and renovation; 

653. $100,000 to Breedlove Dehydrated Foods 
in Lubbock, Texas for facilities expansion; 

654. $100,000 to the South Plains Food Bank 
in Lubbock, Texas for facilities upgrades; 

655. $100,000 to the Science Spectrum Mu- 
seum in Lubbock, Texas for facilities up- 
grades; 

656. $250,000 to the City of Dallas, Texas for 
renovation to the Texas Theatre; 

657. $100,000 for the World Congress on In- 
formation Technology in Austin, Texas for 
facilities construction and renovation of the 
International Center; 

658. $150,000 to Brigham City, Utah for fa- 
cilities construction and renovation of the 
Box Elder Dance Academy; 

659. $150,000 for the Virginia Holocaust Mu- 
seum in Richmond, Virginia for facilities 
renovation; 

660. $475,000 to the Virginia Performing 
Arts Foundation for construction of the Vir- 
ginia Performing Arts Foundation Education 
Center in Richmond, Virginia; 

661. $150,000 to the Mary Washington Col- 
lege Foundation for facilities construction 
and renovation of the Maury Center Project; 

662. $200,000 to the City of Fairfax, Virginia 
for the City of Fairfax Downtown Redevelop- 
ment Project; 

663. $250,000 to the Lutheran Housing Serv- 
ices, Inc. in Burke, Virginia for facilities 
construction; 

664. $100,000 to the Town of Smithfield, Vir- 
ginia for the Smithfield Downtown Revital- 
ization Project; 

665. $100,000 for the Franklin County Li- 
brary in Rocky Mount, Virginia for facilities 
renovation and equipment replacement; 

666. $100,000 for Piedmont Arts Association 
for technology improvements in 
Martinsville, Virginia; 
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667. $150,000 to the Town of Appomattox, 
Virginia for facilities construction of an Af- 
rican-American cultural and heritage mu- 
seum at the Carver-Price building; 

668. $100,000 for the Town of South Boston, 
Virginia for renovations and creation of a 
community arts center at the Prizery; 

669. $125,000 for the City of Moneta, Vir- 
ginia for facilities construction and renova- 
tion of an art, education and community 
outreach center; 

670. $150,000 to Kenbridge, Virginia for fa- 
cilities and construction at the Kenbridge 
Town Center; 

671. $75,000 to the Town of Boydton, Vir- 
ginia for revitalization efforts of the central 
business district; 

672. $99,000 for Patrick Henry Community 
College in Henry County, Virginia for equip- 
ment to train students in the motorsports 
industry; 

673. $51,000 for the Robert E. Lee Commu- 
nity Center in Chase City, Virginia to assist 
with renovations to the Robert Е. Lee Audi- 
torium; 

674. $75,000 to the City of Big Island, Vir- 
ginia for the Sedalia Center restoration; 

675. $475,000 to the Total Action Against 
Poverty to restore and revitalize the Dumas 
Center for Artistic and Cultural Develop- 
ment in downtown Roanoke, Virginia; 

676. $75,000 to the Transitional Housing 
Program, Inc. in the city of Front Royal, 
Virginia for construction for a transitional 
housing program; 

677. $100,000 to Loudon Cares in Leesburg, 
Virginia for facilities construction and ren- 
ovation; 

678. $250,000 for the Good Shephard Alliance 
in Leesburg, Virginia to build a homeless 
and poverty center; 

679. $250,000 to Dodona Manor in Leesburg, 
Virginia for construction and renovation; 

680. $475,000 to the Museum of Shenandoah 
Valley in Winchester, Virginia for facilities 
construction; 

681. $200,000 for facilities expansion and 
renovation of the Virginia Historical Soci- 
ety; 

682. $280,000 to the Walter Clore Wine and 
Culinary Center in Prosser, Washington for 
facilities construction; 

683. $100,000 for the Spokane Symphony for 
renovations to the Fox Theater in Spokane, 
Washington; 

684. $100,000 to the Business and Industrial 
Development Corporation for economic de- 
velopment planning study related to the 
DOW Technology Park; 

685. $50,000 to the Business and Industrial 
Development Corporation for laboratory and 
office renovations; 

686. $130,000 to the Fremont County Asso- 
ciation of Governments for improvements to 
the Fremont County War Memorial; 

687. $70,000 to the Paper Industry Inter- 
national Hall of Fame in Appleton, Wis- 
consin for facilities construction and renova- 
tion; 

688. $100,000 to the City of Green Bay, Wis- 
consin for the National Railway Museum for 
exhibits; 

689. $250,000 to the City of Cedarburg, Wis- 
consin for the Cedarburg Site revitalization 
project; 

690. $48,500 to the City of Decatur, Alabama 
for improvements to Delano Park; 

691. $48,500 to the Muscle Shoals Regional 
Center at the University of North Alabama 
for a feasibility study; 

692. $48,500 to the Morgan County Child Ad- 
vocacy Center in Decatur, Alabama for fa- 
cilities construction and renovation; 
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693. $48,500 to the Bankhead Educational 
Foundation, Inc. for facilities planning and 
construction in Lawrence County, Alabama; 

694. $72,750 to Parents and Children To- 
gether in Decatur, Alabama for facilities 
construction, renovation, and upgrades to its 
center; 

695. $72,750 to the Princess Theatre Center 
for Performing Arts in Decatur, Alabama for 
facilities renovations; 

696. $97,000 to the Madison County Commis- 
sion in Alabama for countywide planning; 

697. $97,000 to Athens State University for 
facilities renovation of McCandless Hall; 

698. $97,000 to the 1856 Memphis and 
Charleston Railroad Freight Depot in Hunts- 
ville, Alabama, for repairs and renovations; 

699. $97,000 to the Huntsville Museum of 
Art in Alabama for facilities upgrades; 

700. $97,000 to the Northwest Alabama Chil- 
dren’s Advocacy Center for facilities im- 
provements, expansions, and upgrades; 

701. $121,250 to the Huntsville-Madison 
County Botanical Gardens in Alabama for 
improvements to facilities; 

702. $121,250 to the Helen Keller Birthplace 
Foundation for restoration of Ivy Green in 
Tuscumbia, Alabama; 

703. $72,750 to the City of Hueytown, Ala- 
bama for construction of the Hueytown Com- 
munity Center; 

704. $97,000 to the Old Independence Re- 
gional Museum in Arkansas for facilities 
renovation; 

705. $194,000 to the Arkansas State Univer- 
sity for facilities construction and renova- 
tion of the Vada Sheid Community Develop- 
ment Center in Mountain Home, Arkansas; 

706. $72,750 to the City of Prescott, Arkan- 
sas for construction of a public swimming 
pool; 

707. $121,250 to the City of Conway, Arkan- 
sas for sidewalks, street furniture, and fa- 
cade improvements the Conway Redevelop- 
ment project; 

708. $72,750 to the Dunbar Coalition for the 
Dunbar Project in Tucson, Arizona for play- 
ground equipment, restoration of the school 
ramada, and renovation of the auditorium; 

709. $72,750 to the Buillion Plaza Museum 
Association in Miami, Arizona for renova- 
tion of the museum building; 

710. $97,000 to the Boys and Girls Clubs of 
Metro Phoenix for a new facility for the 
Glendale Boys & Girls Club in Phoenix, Ari- 
zona; 

711. $242,500 to Chicanos Por La Causa for 
land acquisition at the Buckeye Road Site 
Development in Phoenix, Arizona; 

712. $72,750 to the City of San Bernardino, 
California for expansion of its senior center; 

713. $48,500 to the Optimist Youth Homes 
and Family Services in Highland Park, Los 
Angeles, California for facilities construc- 
tion; 

714. $121,250 to the City of Los Angeles, 
California for rehabilitation of the Echo 
Park Boathouse; 

715. $97,000 to the Sylmar Recreation and 
Park Center in Sylmar, California for facili- 
ties construction and renovation; 

716. $97,000 to the Valley Economic Devel- 
opment Center in Pacoima, California for fa- 
cilities construction of the Pacoima Commu- 
nity Development Federal Credit Union; 

717. $121,250 to the City of Santa Barbara, 
California for construction and restoration 
associated with the Arroyo Burro Beach 
Park; 

718. $72,750 to the City of Stockton, Cali- 
fornia for renovation of the El Dorado Teen 
Center; 

719. $72,750 to the Vietnam Veterans of San 
Diego for the construction of a new homeless 
shelter in San Diego, California; 


24975 


720. $72,750 to the City of Fresno, California 
for improvements in the Southern Fresno In- 
dustrial Park; 

721. $169,750 to the City of Palo Alto, Cali- 
fornia for restoration of the Palo Alto Chil- 
dren’s Library; 

722. $291,000 to the Second Harvest Food 
Bank in Santa Cruz and San Benito Coun- 
ties, California for facilities construction 
and renovations; 

723. $97,000 to the County of Imperial, Cali- 
fornia for project planning of the Imperial 
County Eco Park; 

724. $72,750 to the City of Los Angeles, Cali- 
fornia for land acquisition and development 
of the East Wilmington Park; 

725. $72,750 to the City of San Jose, Cali- 
fornia for renovations and upgrades to a 
shopping district; 

726. $121,250 to the County of Alameda Pub- 
lic Works Agency for sidewalks improve- 
ments in Cherryland and Ashland, Cali- 
fornia; 

727. $97,000 to the City of San Jose, Cali- 
fornia for construction of a multipurpose 
community center; 

728. $291,000 to the Sacramento Area Re- 
gional Technology Alliance for an economic 
development planning study and facility 
construction and renovation; 

729. $121,250 to the City of Long Beach, 
California for renovation and expansion of 
the Museum of Latin American Art; 

730. $72,750 to the South Montebello Irriga- 
tion District in Montebello, California for 
construction of a community center; 

731. $291,000 to the International Museum 
of Women in San Francisco, California for 
rehabilitation and buildout; 

732. $388,000 to the Filipino Cultural Center 
in San Francisco, California for construction 
and buildout; 

733. $72,750 to the El Proyecto Pastoral for 
construction of a pre-school center in Los 
Angeles, California; 

734. $121,250 to the East Los Angeles Com- 
munity Corporation for renovation of office 
Space in Boyle Heights, Los Angeles, Cali- 
fornia; 

735. $121,250 to the El Pueblo de Los Ange- 
les Historic Park for restoration of a mural 
in Los Angeles, California; 

736. $97,000 to the City of Anaheim, Cali- 
fornia for the reconstruction and lighting of 
the Magnolia High School athletic fields; 

"37. $72,750 to the City of Burbank, Cali- 
fornia for construction of the Ovrom Recre- 
ation Center and Community Day School; 

738. $72,750 to the City of Porter Ranch, 
California for facility expansion of the North 
Valley YMCA; 

739. $97,000 to the City of Azusa, California 
for construction of a health care clinic; 

740. $97,000 to the City of Duarte, California 
for construction of a new library; 

741. $97,000 to the City of Fremont, Cali- 
fornia for facilities renovations to the 
Kidango Rix Child Care Center; 

742. $97,000 to the City of San Leandro, 
California for the construction of the San 
Leandro Senior Citizens Center; 

743. $121,250 to the City of Lafayette, Cali- 
fornia for the construction of a veterans me- 
morial building; 

744. $72,750 to the City of American Can- 
yon, California for construction of the Vet- 
erans Memorial Park; 

745. $72,750 to the City of Windsor, Cali- 
fornia for the rehabilitation of Keiser Park; 

746. $97,000 to the City of Lawndale, Cali- 
fornia for construction of the Lawndale Sen- 
ior Center; 

747. $169,750 to the City of Inglewood, Cali- 
fornia for construction of the Inglewood Sen- 
ior Center; 
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748. $72,750 to the City of Los Angeles, Cali- 
fornia for renovation of the Barnsdall House 
and Park; 

749. $266,750 to the City of Santa Monica, 
California for facilities construction and ren- 
ovation of the Santa Monica National Moun- 
tains Gateway Visitors Center; 

750. $97,000 to the Valley of the Moon Chil- 
dren’s Home for construction in Santa Rosa, 
California; 

751. $97,000 to Center Point, Inc. in Marin 
County, California for renovation of a treat- 
ment facility for youth; 

752. $72,750 to the Denver Department of 
Human Services for renovations and buildout 
of a homeless shelter in Denver, Colorado; 

753. $121,250 to the Greater Dwight Develop- 
ment Corporation for construction of the 
Dwight Community Child Care Center in 
New Haven, Connecticut; 

754. $145,500 to the City of Derby, Con- 
necticut for the Sterling Opera House ren- 
ovation; 

755. $194,000 to the Main Street Develop- 
ment Corporation for land acquisition, plan- 
ning and facilities construction associated 
with the Naugatuck Valley Economic 
Growth Initiative in Naugatuck Valley, Con- 
necticut; 

756. $121,250 to the University of Hartford, 
Connecticut for renovations to the Hartt 
Performing Arts Center; 

757. $97,000 to Gonzaga High School in 
Washington, District of Columbia for facili- 
ties renovation and construction; 

758. $145,500 to the Tri-County Ag Complex 
in Altha, Florida for construction of a multi- 
purpose center; 

759. $145,500 to the City of Carrabelle, Flor- 
ida for construction of a recreation park; 

760. $194,000 to the City of Orlando, Florida 
for land acquisition in the Parramore Neigh- 
borhood; 

761. $72,750 to the City of St. Petersburg, 
Florida to rehabilitate the Jordan School; 

762. $72,750 to the Urban League of Broward 
County, Florida for construction of a com- 
munity building resource center; 

763. $72,750 to Hendry County, Florida for 
sidewalks, street furniture, and facade im- 
provements at Hendry LaBelle Community 
Civic Park; 

764. $72,750 to the Miami-Dade County Em- 
powerment Zone Trust for facility construc- 
tion of the Poinciana Biopharmaceutical 
Park; 

765. $145,500 to the Office of Farmworker 
Ministry in Apopka, Florida for facilities 
construction; 

766. $72,750 to the SOWEGA Council on 
Aging for construction of senior center in Al- 
bany, Georgia; 

767. $72,750 to America’s Second Harvest of 
Georgia for facility buildout in centers; 

768. $72,750 to Lowndes Association Min- 
istries to People (LAMP) for renovation of a 
multipurpose center in Valdosta, Georgia; 

769. $72,750 to the East Baker Historical So- 
ciety/21st Century Community Corporation 
in Georgia for facility repairs; 

770. $97,000 to the City of Plains, Georgia 
for construction and facilities buildout of 
the Plains Rural History Resource Center; 

771. $97,000 to Phoebe Putney Memorial 
Hospital in Dougherty County, Georgia for 
building renovation; 

772. $97,000 to the National Infantry Foun- 
dation in Columbus, Georgia for construc- 
tion of New National Infantry Museum and 
Heritage Park; 

773. $97,000 to Morris Brown College in At- 
lanta, Georgia for renovation of a building; 

774. $97,000 to the Flint River Auditorium 
Alliance for renovation of an auditorium in 
Flint River, Georgia; 
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775. $97,000 to the Albany Theater in Al- 
bany, Georgia for facilities renovations; 

776. $194,000 to the Miller County Develop- 
ment Authority for construction of a sound 
stage in Colquitt, Georgia; 

777. $145,500 to the Covenant House of At- 
lanta, Georgia to purchase and construct a 
new crisis shelter for homeless youth; 

778. $145,500 to Spelman College in Atlanta, 
Georgia for renovations to Rockefeller Hall; 

779. $121,250 to the Tubman Museum in 
Macon, Georgia for construction; 

780. $97,000 to the City and County of Hono- 
lulu, Hawaii for expansion and renovation of 
the Makiki Library; 

781. $121,250 to the City of Des Moines, Iowa 
for land acquisition for a technology park; 

782. $169,750 to the City of Benton, Illinois 
for construction of a new library; 

783. $242,500 to the Night of Ministry in 
Chicago, Illinois for rehabilitation and con- 
struction of the Night of Ministry Homeless 
Youth Housing Shelter; 

784. $970,000 to the Rush-Presbyterian-St. 
Luke’s Medical Center in Chicago, Illinois 
for facilities construction; 

785. $72,750 to the Academy for Urban 
School Leadership for construction of a gym- 
nasium and playing fields in Chicago, Illi- 
nois; 

786. $194,000 to the City of Grafton, Illinois 
for development of the marina and harbor, 
including construction of sidewalks; 

787. $194,000 to the Western Illinois Univer- 
sity for construction of the Quad City Cam- 
pus in Moline, Illinois; 

788. $194,000 to the Chicago Park District 
for the Davis Square Park reconstruction in 
Chicago, Illinois; 

789. $121,250 to The Inner Voice/A Little Bit 
of Heaven for facility upgrades to homeless 
shelters on the South Side of Chicago, Illi- 
nois; 

790. $169,750 to the Calumet Area Redevel- 
opment Initiative for land acquisition and 
restoration of the Lake Calumet area; 

791. $339,500 to the Greater Chicago Food 
Depository for construction of a new 
foodbank and training facility 

792. $388,000 to the Village of Western 
Springs, Illinois for land acquisition and con- 
struction of a parking lot; 

793. $72,750 to the Chicago Board of Edu- 
cation for construction and renovations for a 
high school in Chicago, Illinois; 

794. $72,750 to the City of Des Plaines, Illi- 
nois for expansion of the Des Plaines Com- 
munity Senior Center; 

795. $145,500 to the University of Indianap- 
olis for facility expansion in Indianapolis, 
Indiana; 

796. $266,750 to the City of Whiting, Indiana 
for renovation of the Whiting Social Center 
Facility; 

797. $485,000 to the Town of Schererville, 
Indiana for construction of a recreational fa- 
cility; 

798. $72,750 to El Centro, Inc. for facilities 
construction and renovation in a business 
park; 

799. $121,250 to the Kansas Chapter, Na- 
tional Korean War Veterans’ Association for 
construction of the Korean War Memorial of 
Overland Park, Kansas; 

800. $121,250 to Morehead State University 
for construction and expansion of classrooms 
in Mt. Sterling, Kentucky; 

801. $121,250 to the St. Mary’s Women and 
Infants Center for renovations to its facili- 
ties for homeless women and children in Bos- 
ton, Massachusetts; 

802. $97,000 to the Town of Barnstable, Mas- 
sachusetts for site preparation, design, side- 
walks, street furniture, and facade improve- 
ments; 
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803. $72,750 to the Town of Dedham, Massa- 
chusetts for parks improvements; 

804. $220,500 to the Mystic Valley Develop- 
ment Corporation in Medford, Massachusetts 
for the development of a technology and re- 
search center; 

805. $145,500 to the Malden Immigrant Cen- 
ter in Malden, Massachusetts for facilities 
construction, upgrades and buildout; 

806. $97,000 to the City of Worcester, Massa- 
chusetts for facilities construction and ren- 
ovation of the Worcester Center for the Per- 
forming Arts; 

807. $121,250 to the Lowell, Massachusetts 
Boys and Girls Club for facility improve- 
ments; 

808. $145,500 to the City of Springfield, Mas- 
sachusetts for construction of the Spring- 
field Public Market; 

809. $169,750 to the American International 
College in Springfield, Massachusetts for in- 
creased classroom space at the Reed Mansion 
and Breck Hall; 

810. $194,000 to the New England Log Homes 
Redevelopment for demolition in Great Bar- 
rington, Massachusetts; 

811. $485,000 to the Food Bank of Western 
Massachusetts in Hatfield, Massachusetts for 
facilities expansion; 

812. $145,500 to Salem State College in 
Salem, Massachusetts for construction and 
renovation of its Art Glass Works Facility; 

813. $72,750 to the Enterprise Foundation 
for a feasibility study in Annapolis, Mary- 
land; 

814. $145,500 to the Baltimore School for the 
Arts for building upgrades in Baltimore, 
Maryland; 

815. $60,000 to the Ministers Alliance of 
Charles County and Vicinity in Waldorf, 
Maryland for facilities renovation and build- 
out for a minority business center; 

816. $194,000 to the Town of North Beach, 
Maryland for construction of a gym and mul- 
tipurpose room at the Bayside Boys and 
Girls Club; 

817. $194,000 to the Girl Scout Council of 
the Nation’s Capital for the Girl Scout Camp 
construction, in Charles and Prince Georges 
Counties, Maryland; 

818. $242,500 to St. Mary’s County for land 
acquisition and demolishment at the Lex- 
ington Manor Northern Parcel in 
Leonardtown, Maryland; 

819. $72,750 to the Cal Ripken Senior Foun- 
dation for construction of a stadium in Aber- 
deen, Maryland; 

820. $72,750 to Prince Georges County, 
Maryland for facilities construction and ren- 
ovation of the Permanent Employment & 
Training Center and Multicultural Academy; 

821. $121,250 to the Anacostia Watershed 
Society for facilities renovation of the 
George Washington House in Prince George’s 
County; 

822. $121,250 to the Gulf of Maine Research 
Institute for facilities construction and ren- 
ovation in Portland, Maine; 

823. $97,000 to the City of Lewiston, Maine 
for renovation of a public theatre; 

824. 97,000 to the City of Lewiston, Maine 
for renovation of the Franco-American Her- 
itage Center; 

825. $121,250 to the City of Greenville, 
Maine for rehabilitation of the Junction 
Wharf; 

826. $121,250 to the City of Detroit, Michi- 
gan for demolition; 

827. $169,750 to the Arab Community Center 
for Economic and Social Services in Dear- 
born, Michigan for construction of a mu- 
seum; 

828. $72,750 to Genesee County, Michigan 
for demolition, rehabilitation, and site prep- 
aration; 
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829. $72,750 to the Tuscola Human Develop- 
ment Commission for construction of an 
intergenerational day care facility in Caro, 
Michigan; 

830. $315,250 to the City of Detroit, Michi- 
gan for sidewalks, street furniture, and 
facade improvements to the Detroit 
RiverWalk, East River Front; 

831. $48,500 to the Cities of Manistique and 


Charlevoix, Michigan for the Northern 
Michigan Senior Centers Renovation 
Project; 


832. $145,500 to Marquette General Hospital 
in Marquette, Michigan for construction of a 
trauma and emergency center; 

833. $72,750 to the City of South St. Paul, 
Minnesota for site preparation at Port Cros- 
by Park; 

834. $97,000 to Leech Lake Tribal College 
for facilities construction and renovation in 
Cass Lake, Minnesota; 

835. $145,500 to the City of Royalton, Min- 
nesota for the renovation of a multi-purpose 
community facility; 

836. $145,500 to the City of Park Rapids, 
Minnesota for Teamworks for a new indus- 
trial park; 

837. $97,000 to the City of Willmar, Min- 
nesota for redevelopment of a closed airport 
into the City of Willmar Industrial Park; 

838. $97,000 to the City of Canby, Minnesota 
for construction of the Prairie Farm Preser- 
vation Education and Exhibit Center; 

839. $218,250 to the Neighborhood Involve- 
ment Program in Minneapolis, Minnesota for 
rehabilitation of a multipurpose community 
center; 

840. $339,500 to the Ritz Theater Founda- 
tion in Minneapolis, Minnesota for renova- 
tions to the Ritz Theater; 

841. $72,750 to the City of St. Louis, Mis- 
souri for construction of the Northside 
Recreation Center; 

842. $97,000 to the City of St. Louis, Mis- 
souri for streetscape improvements, facade 
improvements, and street furniture in the 
commercial district; 

843. $97,000 to the Lemay Development Cor- 
poration in St. Louis, Missouri for land and 
site acquisition, demolition, streetscape im- 
provements and renovation of St. Louis 
neighborhoods; 

844. $194,000 to the Missouri Sheriff’s Asso- 
ciation for construction of an indoor firing 
range in Jefferson City, Missouri; 

845. $97,000 to Clarke County, Mississippi 
for development of an industrial park; 

846. $121,250 to Wayne County, Mississippi 
for development of an industrial park; 

847. $72,750 to the Mississippi Valley State 
University for a feasibility study of the 
recreation areas at the Boys and Girls Club 
facilities in Itta Benna, Mississippi; 

848. $97,000 to the Mississippi Valley State 
University in Itta Benna, Mississippi for the 
renovation and expansion of current facili- 
ties for the Center for Rural and Small Town 
Development; 

849. $72,750 to the City of Henderson, North 
Carolina for facilities construction associ- 
ated with downtown revitalization; 

850. $97,000 to the Raleigh Area Develop- 
ment Authority in Raleigh, North Carolina 
for capitalization of a loan fund; 

851. $145,500 to Duplin County, North Caro- 
lina for retrofitting and upgrades to the 
West Park Business Technology Center; 

852. $72,750 to the Wake County Library 
Foundation for construction of a downtown 
library in Raleigh, North Carolina; 

853. $72,750 to the Music Maker Relief 
Foundation Inc. for acquisition, renovation, 
and buildout of a facility in Orange County, 
North Carolina.; 
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854. $97,000 to the North Carolina Commu- 
nity Development Initiative, Inc. for con- 
struction and buildout of a community cen- 
ter in Apex, North Carolina; 

855. $97,000 to Durham County, North Caro- 
lina for renovation and buildout of a commu- 
nity health center; 

856. $97,000 to the Center for Community 
Self-Help in Durham, North Carolina for con- 
struction and buildout of a farmer’s market 
facility; 

857. $97,000 to the Summit House, Inc. for 
construction and buildout of a residential fa- 
cility for incarcerated mothers and their 
children in North Carolina; 

858. $145,500 to Triangle Residential Op- 
tions for Substance Abusers, Inc. for expan- 
sion and buildout of substance abuse treat- 
ment facilities in Durham, North Carolina; 

859. $145,500 to the Town of Holly Springs, 
North Carolina for construction and buildout 
of a performing and cultural arts center; 

860. $145,500 to the Town of Fuquay-Varina, 
North Carolina for renovation, expansion, 
and buildout of a community center; 

861. $145,500 to the Town of Apex, North 
Carolina for renovation, expansion, and 
buildout of a performing and cultural arts 
center; 

862. $97,000 to the East Market Street De- 
velopment Corporation for facility renova- 
tions to the old post office site in Greens- 
boro, North Carolina; 

863. $121,250 to the Bennett College Science 
Center for facilities construction and ren- 
ovation in Greensboro, North Carolina; 

864. $121,250 to the Three Affiliated Tribes 
at Fort Berthold, North Dakota for construc- 
tion of a cultural interpretive center; 

865. $194,000 to the LEAP Academy Univer- 
sity Charter High School for facilities con- 
struction and renovation in Camden City, 
New Jersey; 

866. $121,250 to the Township of Franklin in 
Somerset County, New Jersey for acquisition 
of a building to be renovated into a museum; 

867. $97,000 to Hudson County Community 
College for construction of Union City Cam- 
pus in Union City, New Jersey; 

868. $97,000 to the Jersey City Medical Cen- 
ter in New Jersey for facilities construction 
and expansion of a heart institute; 

869. $169,750 to the City of Perth Amboy, 
New Jersey for rehabilitation and construc- 
tion of the Jewish Renaissance Medical Cen- 
ter; 

870. $145,500 to Monmouth University in 
West Long Beach, New Jersey for renovation 
of the Guggenheim Memorial Library; 

871. $97,000 to the County of Essex, New 
Jersey for expansion of the Essex County En- 
vironmental Center in Roseland, New Jersey; 

872. $145,500 to the City of Newark, New 
Jersey for land acquisition for the Univer- 
sity Heights Science Park; 

873. $145,500 to the Newark Museum in New- 
ark, New Jersey for renovation and expan- 
sion of an existing facility; 

874. $72,750 to the Fort Lee Senior Center in 
Fort Lee, New Jersey for expansion; 

875. $72,750 to the Town of Hackensack, 
New Jersey for streetscape renovation; 

876. $72,750 to Rowan University in Mantua, 
New Jersey for construction of a technology 
park; 

877. $97,000 to the Saint Peter’s College 
Campus Community Center in Jersey City, 
New Jersey for a feasibility study; 

878. $72,750 to Mora County, New Mexico for 
construction of the David Cargo Public Li- 
brary; 

879. $97,000 to the Nevada Partners, Inc. for 
facilities construction and expansion of a 
training facility in North Las Vegas, Nevada; 
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880. $72,750 to the North Shore Child and 
Family Guidance Center for expansion of a 
building in Long Island, New York; 

881. $121,250 to the City of Holtsville, New 
York for facilities construction of the 
Brookhaven/Patchogue Family YMCA; 

882. $48,500 to Truman High School in the 
Bronx, New York for facilities renovation; 

883. $72,750 to Elmcor Youth and Adult Ac- 
tivities for construction of an economic de- 
velopment center in Queens, New York; 

884. $145,500 to the City of Mt. Vernon, New 
York for restoration of an abandoned build- 
ing into a job training and cultural center; 

885. $72,750 to Johnson City, New York for 
facilities construction and renovations to 
the Goodwill Theater; 

886. $121,250 to the City of Kingston, New 
York for the Ulster Performing Arts Center 
for renovations, upgrades, and repairs; 

887. $121,250 to the Rural Ulster Preserva- 
tion Company in Kingston, New York for 
renovations to the Kirkland Hotel; 

888. $72,750 to the City of Northport, New 
York for construction of the Northport 
American Legion facility; 

889. $72,750 to the Village of Dobbs Ferry, 
New York for streetscape improvements; 

890. $97,000 to the Volunteer Counseling 
Services of Rockland County, New York for 
renovations to its building; 

891. $97,000 to the City of Greenburgh, New 
York for upgrades and renovations to make 
facilities in Webb Park; 

892. $97,000 to the Village of West 
Haverstraw, New York for sidewalk improve- 
ments; 

893. $145,500 to the Village of Port Chester, 
New York for construction of a senior cen- 
ter; 

894. $72,750 to the Queens Borough Public 
Library System for construction of a library 
in Queens, New York; 

895. $121,250 to the Lower East Side Tene- 
ment Museum for facilities construction, 
renovation and buildout; 

896. $121,250 to the Town of North Hemp- 
stead, New York for renovation of blighted 
properties in New Castle, New York; 

897. $97,000 to the City of Albany, New York 
for the South End Demolition Project; 

898. $97,000 to the City of Albany, New York 
for expansion of the Palace Theater stage; 

899. $97,000 to the City of Albany, New York 
for the Corning Preserve Albany Waterfront 
Development; 

900. $121,250 to Jamaica Hospital in New 
York, New York for land acquisition; 

901. $72,750 to the Federation of Italian- 
American Organizations for expansion and 
renovation of its community center in 
Brooklyn, New York; 

902. $97,000 to the City of Brooklyn, New 
York for construction of a computer lab; 

903. $121,250 to the Brooklyn Public Library 
for renovation and development of the li- 
brary’s Central Plaza in Brooklyn, New 
York; 

904. $97,000 to the Aaron Davis Hall, Inc. for 
restoration and renovation of the hall into a 
performing arts building in Harlem, New 
York; 

905. $145,500 to The Armory Foundation for 
facilities renovation in New York; 

906. $145,500 to the Amigos del Museo del 
Barrio, Inc. in New York, New York for cap- 
ital improvements to the Heckscher Build- 
ing; 
907. $121,250 to the Pregones Theater in 
Bronx, New York for interior structural ren- 
ovation work; 

908. $344,000 to the City of New York De- 
partment of Parks & Recreation for renova- 
tions to the Bath House at Crotona Park; 
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909. $585,000 to the Mary Mitchell Family & 
Youth Center for construction of a multipur- 
pose center in Bronx, New York; 

910. $72,750 to the Town of Tonawanda, New 
York for repairs to a training facility; 

911. $72,750 to Group 14621 Community As- 
sociation for renovations to the Pulaski Li- 
brary in Rochester, New York; 

912. $97,000 to the City of Buffalo, New 
York for renovations to the Broadway Mar- 
ket; 

913. $194,000 to the Brooklyn Academy of 
Music Local Development Corporation for 
design, construction, and streetscape im- 
provements to the District's South Site in 
Brooklyn, New York; 

914. $169,750 to the Brooklyn Economic De- 
velopment Corporation to rehabilitate a 
building for business and economic develop- 
ment activities in Brooklyn, New York; 

915. $72,750 to the Education Center for 
Russian Jewry in Rego Park, Queens, New 
York for facilities construction; 

916. $121,250 to the City of Broadview 
Heights, Ohio for demolition; 

917. $72,750 to Stella Maris, Inc. in Cleve- 
land, Ohio for construction of à community 
recovery center; 

918. $97,000 to the City of Toledo, Ohio for 
economic development planning for the Rey- 
nolds Road Green Corridor project; 

919. $97,000 to the Lagrange Development 
Corporation in Toledo, Ohio for construction 
of a community center; 

920. $242,500 to the City of Toledo, Ohio for 
building construction and streetscape im- 
provements along Detroit Avenue; 

921. $630,500 to the City of Toledo, Ohio for 
the Erie Street Market for Facilities recon- 
struction; 

922. $72,750 to the Board of County Commis- 
sioners in Portage County, Ohio for con- 
struction of a veteran memorial in Ravenna, 
Ohio; 

923. $97,000 to Washington State Commu- 
nity College in Marietta, Ohio for construc- 
tion of a conference center; 

924. $72,750 to the City of Portland, Oregon 
for the Central City Eastside Streetcar 
project; 

925. $72,750 to the Oregon Museum of 
Science and Industry for land acquisition in 
East Portland, Oregon; 

926. $218,250 to the Port of Brookings Har- 
bor, Oregon for construction of a seafood 
processing plant; 

927. $72,750 to the City of Salem, Oregon for 
facility improvements to the Salem Con- 
ference Center; 

928. $121,250 to the City of Salem, Oregon 
for industrial park development at the Mill 
Creek Industrial and Employment Center; 

929. $121,250 to the City of Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania for renovations to the Rock 
School; 

930. $72,750 to the Bloomfield Preservation 
and Heritage Society for construction of its 
Education, Research, and Development Cen- 
ter in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania; 

931. $72,750 to the Breachmenders Men- 
toring Grants Program in Pittsburgh, Penn- 
sylvania for facility renovations and up- 
grades; 

932. $72,750 to the Neighborhood Centers 
Association's Childcare/Early Childhood 
Education Center for facilities construction 
of a childhood education center in Pitts- 
burgh, Pennsylvania; 

933. $72,750 to the Homeless Children Edu- 
cation Fund/Learning Centers’ homeless 
shelters for facility revitalization and ren- 
ovations in Allegheny County, Pennsylvania; 

934. $72,750 to North Hills Community Out- 
reach in the Borough of Millvale, Pennsyl- 
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vania for facilities construction and renova- 
tion; 

935. $97,000 to the C.C. Mellor Memorial Li- 
brary in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania for infra- 
structure repairs; 

936. $48,500 to the American Theater Arts 
for Youth, Inc. in Philadelphia, Pennsyl- 
vania for facility enhancements; 

937. $48,500 to the Potters House Mission in 
West Philadelphia, Pennsylvania for land ac- 
quisition; 

938. $48,500 to The Inglis Foundation for fa- 
cility upgrades in Philadelphia, Pennsyl- 
vania for enhanced services; 

939. $97,000 to the Pinn Business Develop- 
ment Center in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 
for building renovations; 

940. $97,000 to the Mann Center for Per- 
forming Arts in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 
for rehabilitation and expansion of the per- 
formance hall; 

941. $97,000 to the Greater St. Matthew 
Community Development Center in Philadel- 
phia, Pennsylvania for construction of child 
development center; 

942. $97,000 to the United Way of Philadel- 
phia, Pennsylvania for facility upgrades of 
the People’s Emergency Center West Phila- 
delphia Digital Community Inclusion 
Project; 

943. $194,000 to the Center in the Park in 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania for facility en- 
hancements for a senior housing facility; 

944. $416,750 to the Educational Advance- 
ment Alliance in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 
for acquisition or facilities construction of a 
multipurpose facility; 

945. $97,000 to the Borough of Tremont, 
Pennsylvania for sidewalks and streetscape 
lighting; 

946. $218,250 to the City of Harrisburg for 
capital costs associated with the 
CorridorOne Regional Rail Program of the 
Modern Transit Partnership in downtown 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania; 

947. $72,750 to the City of Scranton, Penn- 
sylvania for land acquisition, facilities ren- 
ovation, and demolition; 

948. $145,500 to the City of Wilkes-Barre, 
Pennsylvania for land acquisition, facilities 
renovation, and demolition; 

949. $97,000 to Washington County, Pennsyl- 
vania for engineering and design of improve- 
ments at the Alta Vista Business Park; 

950. $97,000 to Westmoreland County, Penn- 
sylvania for design, engineering and con- 
struction of the Rostraver Veterans Memo- 
rial Park; 

951. $121,250 to Armstrong County, Pennsyl- 
vania for planning and renovation of build- 
ings for reuse associated with the IUP 
Kittening Campus Reuse Project; 

952. $121,250 to Westmoreland County, 
Pennsylvania for acquisition and reuse of a 
facility in the Lenox Building Rehabilitation 
project; 

953. $145,500 to the Cambria County, Penn- 
sylvania War Memorial Authority for con- 
struction of a stage and sports floor; 

954. $194,000 to the Greene County Commu- 
nity Center for construction of a new com- 
munity center in Greene County, Pennsyl- 
vania; 

955. $242,500 to Armstrong County, Pennsyl- 
vania for construction of replacement facili- 
ties at the Belmont Complex; 

956. $242,500 to the Waynesburg College 
Center for Economic Development in Greene 
County, Pennsylvania for facilities construc- 
tion and renovations; 

957. $291,000 to Fayette County, Pennsyl- 
vania for development of a business park; 

958. $388,000 to Cambria County, Pennsyl- 
vania for facility construction and improve- 


November 19, 2004 


ments to the Johnstown Regional Tech- 
nology Complex; 

959. $485,000 to the Winnie Palmer Nature 
Reserve in Westmoreland County, Pennsyl- 
vania for facilities construction and develop- 
ment; 

960. $485,000 to Fayette County, Pennsyl- 
vania for renovation, revitalization, and im- 
provement associated with the Downtown 
Uniontown Revitalization Project; 

961. $72,750 to the Please Touch Museum in 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania for facilities con- 
struction; 

962. $48,500 to the World War II Memorial 
Commission of Rhode Island for the con- 
struction of the Rhode Island World War II 
Memorial; 

963. $121,250 to the Cornerstone Adult Serv- 
ices/Bristol Center for renovation of a mill 
building in Bristol, Rhode Island; 

964. $145,500 to the City of East Providence, 
Rhode Island for facilities construction and 
renovation of the East Providence Senior 
Center; 

965. $72,750 to the City of West Warwick, 
Rhode Island for construction of the West 
Warwick Senior Center; 

966. $242,500 to Salve Regina University in 
Newport, Rhode Island for facilities renova- 
tions; 

967. $145,500 to the Five Rivers Community 
Development Corporation for the acquisition 
of land for a community training site in 
Georgetown County, South Carolina; 

968. $145,500 to the South Sumter Resource 
Center for facilities construction and ren- 
ovation in Sumter, South Carolina; 

969. $97,000 to the Lee County Public Li- 
brary in Lee County, South Carolina for fa- 
cilities expansion and relocation; 

970. $291,000 to Clinton Junior College in 
Rock Hill, South Carolina for construction 
of a new library/classroom facility; 

971. $121,250 to the Cheyenne River Youth 
Project for construction of a teen center in 
Eagle Butte, South Dakota; 

972. $72,750 to Fisk University in Nashville, 
Tennessee for development of a physical fa- 
cilities master plan; 

973. $121,250 to the Arts Center of Cannon 
County in Woodbury, Tennessee for con- 
struction and renovation of the Cannon 
County Cultural Tourism Complex; 

974. $72,750 to the Southwest Tennessee 
Community College for expansion of a bio- 
technology building in Memphis, Tennessee; 

975. $169,750 to the Arts Center of Cannon 
County for expansion and construction of the 
Cannon County Cultural Tourism Complex in 
Woodbury, Tennessee; 

976. $145,500 to the Lauderdale County Eco- 
nomic Development Board in Ripley, Ten- 
nessee for industrial park development at 
the North Industrial Park; 

977. $97,000 to the NABA International 
Park for the construction and renovations of 
its visitor center; 

978. $97,000 to Southwest Key in Austin, 
Texas for facilities construction; 

979. $97,000 to the City of Killeen, Texas for 
construction of a senior citizens center; 

980. $436,500 to Quinn Campus, Inc. for con- 
struction, renovation and upgrades at Paul 
Quinn College in Waco, Texas; 

981. $145,500 to Harris County, Texas Pre- 
cinct 2 for the Harris County Unincorporated 
Area Revitalization Program in Harris Coun- 
ty, Texas to enhance economic development 
in the area; 

982. $145,500 to the City of Houston, Texas 
for construction and buildout of the Mason 
Park Family Center; 

983. $72,750 to Texas A&M University in 
Kingsville, Texas for facility expansion of 
the Center for Young Children; 
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984. $72,750 to the City of Houston, Texas 
for the renovation of a school building to 
house an African-American archive and cul- 
tural center; 

985. $121,250 to the City of Houston, Texas 
for capital improvements to the Guadalupe 
Plaza Park; 

986. $72,750 to the City of Dallas, Texas for 
facilities construction and buildout of the 
Joppa Rodeo; 

987. $121,250 to the City of Dallas, Texas for 
rehabilitation of the Black Dance Theater; 

988. $169,750 to the Corpus Christi Regional 
Transportation Authority for the sidewalk 
improvements in Corpus Christi, Texas; 

989. $121,250 to the Canutillo, Texas Inde- 
pendent School District for construction of a 
Science and research center; 

990. $97,000 to Salt Lake County, Utah for 
construction of the East Side Senior Center; 

991. $121,250 to the Utah Shakespearean 
Festival for architectural and engineering 
design and construction of a performance fa- 
cility; 

992. $194,000 to the Dabney S. Lancaster 
Community College for construction of the 
Virginia Packaging Applications Center; 

993. $97,000 to the Boys and Girls Club of 
Alexandria, Virginia for renovation and ex- 
pansion of its facility; 

994. $97,000 to the Shirlington Incubation 
Center in Arlington, Virginia for construc- 
tion of an incubator; 

995. $97,000 to the Arlington Housing Cor- 
poration in Arlington County, Virginia for 
property acquisition, building demolition, 
and facilities renovation; 

996. $169,750 to the Northern Virginia Urban 
League for rehabilitation of the Freedom 
House in Alexandria, Virginia; 

997. $145,500 to the National Park Founda- 
tion for site preparation and construction of 
a New Market Heights memorial and visi- 
tor’s center in Henrico County, Virginia; 

998. $291,000 to Edgehill Recovery Retreat 
Center in Winchester, Virginia for facilities 
construction; 

999. $72,750 to the Central Vermont Council 
on Aging in Barre, Vermont for construction 
and rehabilitation of senior centers; 

1000. $72,750 to the Vermont Network 
Against Domestic Violence and Sexual As- 
sault in Montpelier, Vermont for construc- 
tion and rehabilitation of domestic violence 
shelters; 

1001. $97,000 to the Vermont Employee 
Ownership Center in Burlington, Vermont 
for capitalization of a loan fund; 

1002. $72,750 to the Fire Mountain Arts 
Council for renovation of the Morton The- 
ater in Morton, Washington; 

1003. $72,750 to the City of Hoquiam, Wash- 
ington for renovation of the Senior Nutrition 
Center; 

1004. $194,000 to the Port of Bremerton, 
Washington for expansion of a marina; 

1005. $388,000 to the Town of Port Town- 
send, Washington for construction on the 
Northwest Maritime Center; 

1006. $72,750 to the Edmonds Public Facili- 
ties District for renovations at the Edmonds 
Center for the Arts in Edmonds, Washington; 

1007. $121,250 to the City of Bellingham, 
Washington for renovations to the Mount 
Baker Theater; 

1008. $72,750 to the Boys and Girls Club of 
King County, Washington for renovation of 
the Greenbridge Community Center in white 
Center; 

1009. $72,750 to the Asian counseling and 
Referral Service for construction of a new 
building in Seattle, Washington; 

1010. $72,750 to the City of Federal Way, 
Washington for the West Hylebos Wetlands 
Boardwalk Replacement; 
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1011. $169,750 to the City of Beloit, Wis- 
consin for sidewalks, street furniture, and 
facade improvements; 

1012. $97,000 to Dakota County Technical 
College and Chippewa Valley Technical Col- 
lege for construction of the Center of Tech- 
nology Innovation and Learn Lab in Eau 
Claire, Wisconsin and Rosemount, Min- 
nesota; 

1013. $242,500 to the Wisconsin Rapids Heart 
of Wisconsin Chamber of Commerce for a 
loan fund; 

1014. $940,000 to the Ashwabay Outdoor 
Education Foundation in Washburn, Wis- 
consin for acquisition of land; 

1015. $1,000,000 to the Marshfield Clinic for 
construction of the Melvin R. Laird Center 
for Applied Sciences; 

1016. $97,000 to Forward Southern West Vir- 
ginia in Beckley, West Virginia for land ac- 
quisition, planning, design and construction; 

1017. $657,000 to the Greenbrier Valley Eco- 
nomic Development Corporation in 
Lewisburg, West Virginia for facilities con- 
struction and buildout; 

1018. $970,000 to the 4-County Economic De- 
velopment Corporation in Oak Hill, West 
Virginia for facilities construction; 

1019. $72,750 to the Mountaineer Area Coun- 
cil in Fairmont, West Virginia for facilities 
construction; 

1020. $72,750 to the Wetzel County 4-H Camp 
in New Martinsville, West Virginia for facili- 
ties renovation and buildout; 

1021. $72,750 to the Grant County Library 
Commission in Grant county, West Virginia 
for facilities construction and renovation; 

1022. $97,000 to Alderson-Broaddus College 
in Philippi, West Virginia for facilities con- 
struction, upgrades and buildout; 

1023. $97,000 to the Tyler County Commis- 
sion in Tyler County, West Virginia for fa- 
cilities construction and renovations; 

1024. $97,000 to the Monongalia County 
Schools Foundation, Inc. in West Virginia 
for construction of recreational facilities; 

1025. $97,000 to the Marion County Commis- 
sion in Marion County, West Virginia for 
planning, renovation and construction; 

1026. $97,000 to West Liberty State College 
in West Liberty, West Virginia for planning 
and construction; 

1027. $97,000 to Glenville State College in 
Glenville, West Virginia for planning and de- 
sign of a science center; 

1028. $97,000 to the Strand Theatre Preser- 
vation Society in Moundsville, West Virginia 
for theatre renovations; 

1029. $242,500 to Wheeling Hospital in 
Wheeling, West Virginia for facilities up- 
grades and buildout; 

1030. $1,386,600 to Vandalia Heritage Foun- 
dation, Inc. for land acquisition; 

1031. $1,090,900 to the West Virginia High 
Technology Consortium Foundation, Inc. for 
facilities construction; and 

1032. $1,940,000 to Glenville State College in 
Glenville, West Virginia for the construction 
of a new campus community education cen- 
ter. 

—$42,000,000 for the Neighborhood Initia- 
tives program instead of $21,735,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $22,000,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. Modified language is in- 
cluded, similar to language proposed by the 
House and Senate, to target funds made 
available under this program. Targeted 
grants shall be provided as follows: 

1. $250,000 for the reconstruction of Newell 
Hall at the University of Florida; 

2. $300,000 for Lokahi Pacific in Wailuku, 
Hawaii for costs associated with the con- 
struction of the Blue Hawaii Building 
Projects and the Wailuku Small Business 
Center; 
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3. $200,000 for the Patriot's Gateway Center 
in Rockford, Illinois for continuation of pro- 
grams and neighborhood revitalization in 
Rockford; 

4. $500,000 for the City of Terre Haute, Indi- 
ana for the Terre Haute Business Incubator; 

5. $500,000 for the Iowa Department of Eco- 
nomic Development for the enhancement of 
regional economic development capabilities; 

6. $300,000 for the City of Council Bluffs, 
Iowa for downtown revitalization; 

7. $500,000 for Catholic Housing of Wyan- 
dotte County, Kansas, Inc. for construction 
of low-cost housing and economic develop- 
ment activities as part of the Bethany Rede- 
velopment Project in Wyandotte County, 
Kansas; 

8. $1,000,000 for the Casey County Fiscal 
Court, Kentucky for the Central Kentucky 
Agriculture and Exposition Center in Casey 
County, Kentucky; 

9. $1,000,000 for East Baltimore Develop- 
ment Inc., in Baltimore, Maryland for rede- 
velopment activities in East Baltimore; 

10. $1,300,000 for the Denali Commission for 
economic development in remote Native and 
rural villages in Alaska; 

11. $300,000 for the Cambridge Redevelop- 
ment Authority, Massachusetts for the Ken- 
dall Square Renewal Area Project; 

12. $300,000 for the Detroit Riverfront Con- 
servancy, Michigan for costs associated with 
the restoration of Detroit riverfront west; 

18. $1,000,000 to the B.B. King Museum 
Foundation for the B.B King Museum in 
Indianola, Mississippi; 

14. $300,000 to Mississippi State University 
for the Capacity Development Initiative in 
Starkville, Mississippi; 

15. $250,000 to Jackson State University for 
the Lynch Street Development Corridor Re- 
development in Jackson, Mississippi; 

16. $250,000 to the City of Grenada for the 
Taylor Hall renovation in Grenada, Mis- 
sissippi; 

17. $350,000 for the LeFleur Lakes Develop- 
ment Foundation for an Economic Develop- 
ment Plan in Rankin and Hinds County, Mis- 
sissippi; 

18. $350,000 to Lincoln County for the res- 
toration of the Boys & Girls Club in Lincoln 
County, Mississippi; 

19. $5,000,000 for the Grace Hill Neighbor- 
hood Health Centers, Inc. shall be spent on 
primary prevention activities with no less 
than $4,000,000 spent on remediation and 
abatement activities of housing in St. Louis, 
Missouri; 

20. $500,000 to the Urban League of Kansas 
City, Missouri for programs to support at- 
risk youth in the urban core of Kansas City; 

21. $260,000 to the Central Missouri Food 
Bank in Columbia, Missouri for capital cam- 
paign project; 

22. $90,000 to the Special Learning Center 


in Jefferson City, Missouri for staffing, 
training, equipment, supplies and renova- 
tions; 


23. $50,000 to the Children's Therapy and 
Early Education School in Mexico, Missouri 
for an indoor exercise and gym area and to 
provide location for occupational and phys- 
ical therapy for children with developmental 
delays and special needs; 

24. $250,000 for the Urban Institute in Wash- 
ington, DC for HOPE VI related research ac- 
tivities; 

25. $1,000,000 for the Georgia Museum of Art 
in Athens, Georgia for completion of phase 
II; 

26. $250,000 for the City of North Las Vegas, 
Nevada for a neighborhood beautification 
project; 
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27. $500,000 for the City of Rugby, North 
Dakota to continue work on information 
technology and energy projects; 

28. $400,000 for Charleston Housing Trust 
Incorporated in South Carolina for the devel- 
opment of affordable housing; 

29. $300,000 for Mercy Housing, Inc. for im- 
provements to rural housing in Yakima, 
Washington; and 

30. $1,000,000 for the Girl Scouts of the USA 
for youth development initiatives in public 
housing; 

31. $1,000,000 for Shepherd University in 
Shepherdstown, West Virginia for construc- 
tion, related activities, and programs at the 
Scarborough Library; 

32. $500,000 for the Boys and Girls Clubs of 
America to establish programs for youth liv- 
ing in Public and Indian housing commu- 
nities; 

33. $800,000 to Swope Community Builders 
in Kansas City, Missouri for the redevelop- 
ment of the Brush Creek Neighborhood; 

34. $100,000 to Tri-State University in An- 
gola, Indiana for facilities construction and 
renovation of the Center for Technology and 
Online Resources; 

35. $250,000 to Bradley University in Peoria, 
Illinois for facilities construction and ren- 
ovation of Bradley Hall; 

36. $250,000 to Pathway Services in Jack- 
sonville, Illinois for facilities construction 
and renovation of a respite care facility; 

37. $100,000 to Teen Challenge in Decatur, 
Illinois for facilities construction and ren- 
ovation; 

38. $100,000 to Quincy University in Quincy, 
Illinois for design and construction of a 
science building; 

39. $100,000 to Tazewell/Woodford Head 
Start in East Peoria, Illinois for facilities 
construction and renovation of a new facil- 
ity; 

40. $100,000 to the City of Peoria, Illinois 
for Southern Gateway revitalization project; 

41. $275,000 to the First Gethsemane Center 
for Family Development in Louisville, Ken- 
tucky for the purchase of à multi-purpose fa- 
cility; 

42. $600,000 to Maryhurst, Inc. in Louisville, 
Kentucky for facilities construction and ren- 
ovation of a multi-purpose youth activities 
center; 

43. $675,000 to the YMCA of Greater Louis- 
ville, Kentucky for renovations to the Chest- 
nut Street facility; 

44. $200,000 to the Visually Impaired Pre- 
school Services in Louisville, Kentucky for 
facilities renovation; 

45. $735,000 to the Monroe County Heritage 
Christian Home for costs associated with 
construction of the Springdale Farm Dem- 
onstration Project located in Ogden, Monroe 
County, New York; 

46. $500,000 to NYSERNET for optical net- 
working infrastructure; 

47. $550,000 to the Central New York Re- 
gional Planning and Development Board for 
Finger Lakes Open Lands Conservation 
Project; 

48. $475,000 to the Genesse/Finger Lakes Re- 
gional Planning Council for the Finger 
Lakes Open Lands Conservation Project; 

49. $5,540,000 to the City of Syracuse, New 
York for the Neighborhood Initiative Pro- 
gram; 

50. $1,000,000 for The Ohio State University 
in Columbus, Ohio for facilities construction 
and renovation in the Community Properties 
of Ohio Initiative. 

51. $2,910,000 to the Institute for Scientific 
Research for construction related to a high- 
technology diversification initiative 

52. $2,660,000 to the West Virginia High 
Technology Consortium Foundation, Inc. for 
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mission purposes and economic development 
initiatives; 

58. $2,910,000 to the Vandalia Heritage 
Foundation, Inc. for community and neigh- 
borhood revitalization and economic diver- 
sification initiatives; and 

54. $970,000 to the City and County of San 
Francisco for capital; and improvements, up- 
grades and buildout for a senior homeless fa- 
cility. 

Includes modified language making tech- 
nical corrections to certain targeted eco- 
nomic development initiative grants funded 
under this heading in prior appropriations 
Acts, similar to language proposed by the 
House and the Senate. 

Includes language proposed by the House 
transferring up to $3,465,000 to the Working 
Capital Fund for development of and modi- 
fications to information technology systems. 
Modified language is included to broaden the 
uses of these funds to include other Depart- 
mental information technology needs. The 
Senate had proposed $500,000 for this trans- 
fer. 

Includes language limiting the use of funds 
provided under this heading for planning, 
management and administration to not more 
than 20 percent of the funds provided except 
for amounts provided for certain activities 
as proposed by the House and the Senate. 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT LOAN GUARANTEES 

PROGRAM ACCOUNT 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

Appropriates $7,000,000 for costs associated 
with section 108 loan guarantees, including 
administrative costs, to subsidize a total 
loan principal of up to $275,000,000 as pro- 
posed by the House. The Senate had proposed 
$7,325,000 for this account. 

BROWNFIELDS REDEVELOPMENT 


Appropriates $24,000,000 for brownfields re- 
development as proposed by the House. The 
Senate had proposed $25,000,000 for this ac- 
count. 

HOME INVESTMENT PARTNERSHIPS PROGRAM 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

Appropriates a total of $1,915,000,000 for 
this account, instead of $1,920,000,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $2,050,000,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes 
$1,865,000,000 for the HOME Investment Part- 
nerships program, instead of $1,835,000,000 as 
proposed by the House and $2,000,000,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. Within this account, 
funds are allocated as follows: 

$42,000,000 is for housing counseling. The 
House had proposed $38,000,000 for housing 
counseling and the Senate had proposed 
$45,000,000; 

$18,000,000 is for technical assistance as 
proposed by the Senate. The House had pro- 
posed $17,400,000 for technical assistance. Of 
amounts made available for technical assist- 
ance, $7,500,000 is for qualified non-profit 
intermediaries to provide technical assist- 
ance to Community Housing and Develop- 
ment Organizations (CHDOs) instead of 
$7,000,000 as proposed by the House and 
$8,000,000 as proposed by the Senate; and 

$2,000,000 as a transfer to the Working Cap- 
ital Fund as proposed by the House instead 
of $500,000 as proposed by the Senate. Modi- 
fied language is included to broaden the uses 
of these funds to include other Departmental 
information technology needs. 

In addition, the conference agreement in- 
cludes $50,000,000 to provide down-payment 
assistance to low-income families to help 
them achieve homeownership as proposed by 
the Senate, instead of $85,000,000 as proposed 
by the House. 
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HOMELESS ASSISTANCE GRANTS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
Appropriates $1,250,515,000 for homeless as- 
sistance grants, instead of $1,206,000,000 as 
proposed by the House and $1,260,000,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. Language is in- 
cluded designating up to $11,500,000 for the 
national homeless data analysis project and 
for technical assistance as proposed by the 
House. The Senate had proposed $12,000,000 
for these activities. Includes modified lan- 
guage proposed by the House transferring 
$2,500,000 to the Working Capital Fund. Modi- 
fied language is included to broaden the uses 
of these funds to include other Departmental 
information technology needs. The Senate 
had proposed $500,000 for this transfer. 
The conferees reiterate language proposed 
by the Senate directing HUD to provide 
flexibility in the types of activities that 
qualify in meeting the match requirement 
under the Supportive Housing Program. The 
conferees also reiterate the direction in the 
Senate report that HUD is to include 5-year 
projections for the cost of renewing the per- 
manent housing component of the Sup- 
portive Housing Program and Shelter Plus 
Care grants in its fiscal year 2006 budget jus- 
tification. 


HOUSING PROGRAMS 
HOUSING FOR THE ELDERLY 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

Appropriates $747,000,000 for this account 
instead of $741,000,000 as proposed by the 
House and $773,800,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

'The conference allocates funds as follows: 

—$650,550,000 for new capital and PRAC 
contracts; 

— $3,000,000 for one-year renewals of expir- 
ing PRAC payments; 

—$50,000,000 for service coordinators and 
the continuation of congregate services 
grants. The House had proposed $48,000,000 
for service coordinators and congregate serv- 
ices and the Senate had proposed $53,000,000; 

—up to $25,000,000 for assisted living con- 
version grants and emergency capital re- 
pairs. The House proposed $20,000,000 for as- 
sisted living conversion grants and emer- 
gency repairs, and the Senate proposed 
$30,000,000 for assisted living conversion 
grants, emergency capital repairs, and sub- 
stantial rehabilitation; 

—$18,000,000 for competitive grants for 
planning, design and development activities 
for section 202 projects. The House had pro- 
posed $15,000,000 for these activities and the 
Senate had proposed $20,000,000. These funds 
are to be allocated for project planning, pre- 
liminary design, site control activities and 
other development costs, including gap fi- 
nancing if appropriate, directly related to 
section 202 projects in order to facilitate 
timely completion of such projects. The con- 
ferees do not intend for these funds to be 
used for technical assistance but instead ex- 
pect such funds to be used for start-up costs 
associated with such projects; and 

— $450,000 for transfer to the Working Cap- 
ital Fund for information technology activi- 
ties as proposed by the House instead of 
$75,000 as proposed by the Senate. Modified 
language is included to broaden the uses of 
these funds to include other Departmental 
information technology needs. 

Bil language is included to clarify lan- 
guage included in the fiscal year 2004 bill 
which provided for the transfer and merger 
of all unexpended balances previously appro- 
priated for the section 202 program into the 
new Housing for the Elderly account. 

The conferees reiterate language proposed 
by the Senate directing the Department to 
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work with the Department of Health and 
Human Services’ Office of Aging to coordi- 
nate expertise and resources to strengthen 
naturally occurring retirement commu- 
nities, known as ‘‘NORCs.’’ 

The conferees direct the Department to 
submit the report required in the statement 
of managers accompanying H.R. 2673 on the 
long-term conditions and needs of the sec- 
tion 202 and 236 stock by December 15, 2004. 
This report was due on August 15, 2004, but to 
date has not been submitted. The conferees 
are very concerned about the state of this 
housing stock and are disappointed that the 
Department has not only failed to prioritize 
those repair needs, but has also failed to 
meet the reporting requirement. 


HOUSING FOR PERSONS WITH 
DISABILITIES 


(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


The conference agreement recommends a 
total program level of $240,000,000 for the sec- 
tion 811 program instead of $238,000,000 pro- 
posed by the House and $250,000,000 proposed 
by the Senate. 

Includes bill language proposed by the Sen- 
ate to ensure that housing assistance made 
available under this account remains avail- 
able to persons with disabilities upon turn- 
over. 

The conference agreement allocates funds 
as follows: 

—$148,311,000 for new capital grants and 
PRAC; 

—$50,000,000 for one-year renewal costs of 
section 811 rental assistance; 

—$2,349,000 for PRAC renewals; 

—$10,000,000 for incremental tenant-based 
assistance as proposed by the House. The 
Senate had provided up to 25% of amounts 
provided, other than amounts for renewal of 
expiring project-based assistance, for tenant- 
based rental assistance; 

—$28,890,000 for amendments to tenant- 
based contracts entered into prior to fiscal 
year 2004, as proposed by the House; and 

— $450,000 for transfer to the Working Cap- 
ital Fund as proposed by the House. The Sen- 
ate had proposed $75,000 for transfer to the 
Working Capital Fund. Modified language is 
included to broaden the uses of these funds 
to include other Departmental information 
technology needs. 

Billlanguage proposed by the House is in- 
cluded to clarify authority provided in fiscal 
year 2004 transferring and merging all unex- 
pended balances previously appropriated for 
the section 811 program to this account. 

The conferees reiterate language included 
in the House report directing HUD to issue 
program guidance for the Section 811 main- 
stream program by March 15, 2005, including 
guidance on (1) targeting rental assistance 
eligibility criteria; (2) maintaining vouchers 
exclusively for eligible persons; and (3) re- 
taining a meaningful role for non-profit dis- 
ability organizations. The Senate report had 
also included language to ensure that all 
tenant-based assistance made available 
under this account is to remain available to 
persons with disabilities upon turnover. 


FLEXIBLE SUBSIDY FUND 
(TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


Includes language permanently transfer- 
ring excess rental charges to this fund as 
proposed by the Senate. The House included 
similar language. 


MANUFACTURED HOUSING FEES TRUST FUND 


Appropriates up to $13,000,000 for author- 
ized activities from fees collected in the 
Fund as proposed by the House and Senate. 
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FEDERAL HOUSING ADMINISTRATION 


MUTUAL MORTGAGE INSURANCE PROGRAM 
ACCOUNT 


(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 


Establishes an $185,000,000,000 limitation on 
commitments to guarantee single-family 
loans during fiscal year 2005 as proposed by 
the House and the Senate. Retains language 
applying this limitation to commitments to 
guarantee loans as proposed by the House. 
The Senate applied this limitation to loan 
guarantees. 


Establishes a $50,000,000 limitation on di- 
rect loans to nonprofits and governmental 
entities in connection with the sale of HUD- 
owned single-family properties as proposed 
by the House and the Senate. 


Appropriates $356,906,000 for administrative 
expenses, of which $352,906,000 is for transfer 
to the salaries and expenses account and not 
to exceed $4,000,000 is for transfer to the Of- 
fice of Inspector General. The House pro- 
posed  $352,906,000 including transfers of 
$356,882,000 and $3,976,000, and the Senate pro- 
posed $366,000,000 including transfers of 
$362,000,000 and $4,000,000. 

Appropriates $78,000,000 for administrative 
contract expenses, of which $15,000,000 is for 
information technology systems. The House 
proposed $78,000,000 including no less than 
$15,000,000 for information technology sys- 
tems and the Senate proposed $70,002,000 in- 
cluding no less than $7,002,000 for such sys- 
tems. Modified language is included to 
broaden the uses of these funds to include 
other departmental information technology 
needs. 


Language is also included allowing up to 
an additional $30,000,000 to be made available 
for such expenses in certain circumstances 
as proposed by both the House and Senate. 


GENERAL AND SPECIAL RISK PROGRAM ACCOUNT 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 


Establishes a $35,000,000,000 limitation on 
multifamily and specialized loan guarantees 
during fiscal year 2005 as proposed by the 
House and the Senate. 


Appropriates $10,000,000 for subsidy costs to 
support certain multifamily and special pur- 
pose loan guarantee programs as proposed by 
both the House and Senate. 


Appropriates $227,767,000 for administrative 
expenses, of which $207,767,000 is for transfer 
to the salaries and expenses account and not 
to exceed $20,000,000 is for transfer to the Of- 
fice of Inspector General. The House pro- 
posed  $227,649,000 including transfers of 
$207,767,000 and $19,882,000, and the Senate 
proposed $234,000,000 including transfers of 
$214,000,000 and $20,000,000. 


Appropriates $86,000,000 for administrative 
contract expenses, of which $9,600,000 is for 
information technology systems. The House 
proposed $86,000,000 including no less than 
$9,600,000 for information technology systems 
and the Senate proposed $81,600,000 including 
no less than $5,200,000 for such systems. 
Modified language is included to broaden the 
uses of these funds to include other depart- 
mental information technology needs. 


Language is also included allowing up to 
an additional $14,400,000 to be made available 
for such expenses in certain circumstances 
as proposed by both the House and Senate. 

Language is also included elsewhere in this 
title rescinding $30,000,000 from prior year 
unobligated balances of credit subsidy appro- 
priations. Both the House and Senate pro- 
posed this rescission. 
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GOVERNMENT NATIONAL MORTGAGE 
ASSOCIATION 


GUARANTEES OF MORTGAGE-BACKED SECURITIES 
LOAN GUARANTEE PROGRAM ACCOUNT 


(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


Appropriates $10,695,000 for administrative 
expenses to be transferred to the salaries and 
expenses account as proposed by the House 
instead of $10,986,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. 


POLICY DEVELOPMENT AND RESEARCH 
RESEARCH AND TECHNOLOGY 


Appropriates $45,500,000 for research and 
technology instead of $45,000,000 as proposed 
by the House and $46,700,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. 

The agreement includes $7,000,000 for the 
Partnership for Advancing Technology in 
Housing (PATH) initiative as proposed by 
the House, instead of $7,500,000 as proposed 
by the Senate. The conferees have included 
language which exempts $3,500,000 of the 
funds available in the PATH program from 
the competitive requirements included in 
the Administrative Provisions under this 
title. The Senate had proposed to exempt the 
entire PATH program from this requirement. 
The conferees expect HUD to undertake an 
evaluation of the PATH program, including 
an assessment of the benefits or drawbacks 
of competitive requirements in this program. 

The conferees reiterate the direction in- 
cluded in the Senate report denying dem- 
onstration authority without prior congres- 
sional approval. 


FAIR HOUSING AND EQUAL OPPORTUNITY 
FAIR HOUSING ACTIVITIES 


Appropriates $46,500,000 for this account in- 
stead of $46,000,000 as proposed by the House 
and $47,700,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

Of this amount, $26,500,000 is for the Fair 
Housing Assistance Program (FHAP) and 
$20,000,000 is for the Fair Housing Initiatives 
Program (FHIP). The House proposed 
$26,500,000 for FHAP and $19,500,000 for FHIP. 
The Senate proposed $27,000,000 for FHAP 
and $20,700,000 for FHIP. 


OFFICE OF LEAD HAZARD CONTROL 
LEAD HAZARD REDUCTION 


Appropriates $168,000,000 for the lead haz- 
ard reduction program instead of $167,000,000 
as proposed by the House and $175,000,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. 

The conferees agree to allocate funds as 
follows: 

—$92,600,000 for the lead-based paint hazard 
control grant program to provide assistance 
to State and local governments and Native 
American tribes for lead-based paint abate- 
ment in private low-income housing; 

— 8 ,000,000 for Operation LEAP; 

—$9,500,000 for technical assistance and 
support to State and local agencies and pri- 
vate property owners; 

—$9,900,000 for the Healthy Homes Initia- 
tive for competitive grants for research, 
standards development, and education and 
outreach activities to address lead-based 
paint poisoning and other housing-related 
diseases and hazards; and 

— $4,000,000 for an initiative to target lead 
abatement funds to areas with the highest 
lead paint abatement needs. 

The agreement includes bill language pro- 
posed by the House delegating authority and 
responsibility for performing environmental 
reviews for lead programs to governmental 
entities familiar with local environmental 
conditions. 

The agreement includes modified language 
proposed by the Senate making available 
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$47,000,000 on a competitive basis to those 
areas with the highest lead paint abatement 
needs. The conferees reiterate concerns 
noted by the Senate regarding the problem 
of lead risks in housing and direct the De- 
partment to carry out the lead demonstra- 
tion program according to terms specified in 
the Senate report and in the same manner as 
fiscal year 2004. 

The conferees agree with Senate direction 
to the Department to continue mold and 
moisture initiatives within the Healthy 
Homes program and direct the Department 
to report to the Committees on Appropria- 
tions by March 1, 2005 on lessons learned and 
strategies for disseminating best practices 
on controlling and preventing household 
mold and moisture. The report should in- 
clude a discussion of the unique needs in Na- 
tive American housing. 


MANAGEMENT AND ADMINISTRATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


The conference agreement includes lan- 
guage requiring funds provided under this 
heading to be allocated in the manner speci- 
fied in the joint explanatory statement of 
the managers accompanying this Act unless 
the Committees on Appropriations are noti- 
fied and approve of any changes in the oper- 
ating plan or through a reprogramming. The 
object classification distribution, which 
shall also serve as the basis for operating 
plan and reprogramming changes, is as fol- 
lows: 


Personal Services 
Travel and Transportation 


$912,409,000 


Of: POrsOns:cissisec:saiseadtecace? 17,031,000 
Transportation of Things .. 548,000 
Rent, Communications and 

(Әсіл ИЛЕГЕН 131,791,000 
Printing and Reproduction 2,740,000 
Other Services ................... 48,058,000 
Supplies and Materials ...... 4,687,000 
Furniture and Equipment 2,511,000 
Indemnities ....................... 225,000 


The conference agreement does not include 
a specific allocation of funding and staffing 
among offices as was proposed in the House 
report. The conferees understand that ad- 
justments to these allocations will be nec- 
essary to remain within the funds appro- 
priated in the account and to reflect the lat- 
est Resource Allocation and Estimation 
Process (REAP) studies. The conferees direct 
the Department to include in its operating 
plan a proposal to distribute the funds and 
FTE among offices based on these adjust- 
ments. Until the operating plan is approved 
by the Committees, the Department is to 
manage its staffing ceilings in accordance 
with the Corrective Action Plan completed 
in September, 2004. 

Public and Indian Housing Division of Qual- 
ity Assurance.—The conferees direct that the 
Department provide no less than 75 FTE to 
the Section 8 Quality Assurance Division 
within the Office of Public and Indian Hous- 
ing. 

Operating | Plans/Reprogramming Require- 
ments.—The conferees appreciate the need for 
management flexibility to allocate manage- 
ment and administrative resources or reor- 
ganize offices and programs to address 
changing requirements at the departments 
and agencies funded in the bill, including 
HUD. To provide such flexibility, while en- 
suring appropriate consultation and over- 
sight, all Departments within the Sub- 
committee’s jurisdiction are required to sub- 
mit operating plans and reprogramming let- 
ters and reorganization proposals for Com- 
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mittee approval. The conferees reiterate 
that HUD is directed to follow the Commit- 
tees’ requirements regarding operating 
plans, reprogrammings and reorganizations 
as outlined in the House report. Unless oth- 
erwise specified in this Act or the accom- 
panying report, the approved level for any 
program, project, or activity is that amount 
detailed for that program, project, or activ- 
ity in the Department’s annual detailed 
budget justification document. These re- 
quirements apply to all funds provided to the 
Department. 

Includes language as proposed by the Sen- 
ate placing a limitation on the number of 
GS-14 and GS-15 positions at the Depart- 
ment. The House did not propose similar lan- 
guage. 

In lieu of the direction included in the Sen- 
ate report requiring the Department to sub- 
mit quarterly travel reports, the conferees 
direct HUD to report on all travel by Senate- 
confirmed Presidential Appointees (PAS) 
and non-career senior executive service per- 
sonnel located at HUD headquarters begin- 
ning from October 1, 2004 through September 
1, 2005, including all names, locations and 
costs. This report shall be submitted to the 
Senate and House Committees on Appropria- 
tions no later than September 15, 2005. 

The conferees appreciate the Department’s 
cooperation to make its fiscal year 2005 
budget justification submission more useful 
and informative. The conferees reiterate the 
direction included in the House report re- 
garding the fiscal year 2006 submission. Lan- 
guage is included again this year under Ad- 
ministrative Provisions requiring the fiscal 
year 2006 justification materials to be sub- 
mitted in the traditional structure with suf- 
ficient detailed information to satisfy the 
Committees’ needs. 

WORKING CAPITAL FUND 


Appropriates $270,000,000 for the Working 
Capital Fund instead of $234,000,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate and $100,000,000 as pro- 
posed by the House. 

In addition, the conference agreement in- 
cludes $51,725,000 in transfers from the fol- 
lowing accounts to the Working Capital 
Fund as proposed by the House instead of 
$23,762,000 as proposed by the Senate: 


FHA, Mutual mortgage in- 


surance fund ........... zi $15,000,000 
FHA, General and special 

risk insurance fund ........ 9,600,000 
Community development 

Таша: o tenter ТЧОВС ТИ 3,465,000 
HOME investment partner- 

ships program ................. 2,000,000 
Homeless assistance .......... 2,500,000 
Public housing capital fund 10,150,000 
Native American Indian 

block grants ................... $2,600,000 
Tenant-based rental assist- 

Durs 2,904,000 
Project-based rental assist- 

ABICO: 25 балы decre he Е 2,000,000 
Housing for the elderly ...... 450,000 
Housing for the disabled .... 450,000 
Interagency Services ......... 306,000 
Office of Inspector General 300,000 


Modified language is included elsewhere in 
the Act to broaden the uses of these trans- 
ferred funds to include departmental infor- 
mation technology needs as well as program 
Specific needs. Language is also included, 
similar to language proposed by the Senate, 
to broaden the uses of previously appro- 
priated program transfers to meet depart- 
mental information technology  require- 
ments. The House did not include similar 
language. Language is also included under 
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the salaries and expenses account to allow 
the transfer of up to $20,000,000 to the Work- 
ing Capital Fund. 

The conferees are concerned that delays in 
the successful award of a new contract for 
HUD's department-wide information tech- 
nology infrastructure has resulted in the De- 
partment significantly overspending for out- 
dated technology in fiscal year 2004, has cre- 
ated à potentially significant funding short- 
fall for fiscal year 2005, and has prohibited 
the Department from needed modernization 
to its infrastructure. The conference agree- 
ment includes additional funds above the 
levels proposed in the House and Senate and 
the budget request to cover a portion of the 
potential shortfall. The conferees expect the 
Department to use the funds provided to ad- 
dress its need for a modernized information 
technology infrastructure in a manner that 
is fiscally responsible and in the best inter- 
est of the Department, the Federal govern- 
ment and the taxpayer. The conferees expect 
the Department and the Office of Manage- 
ment and Budget to request sufficient funds 
in their fiscal year 2006 budget request to 
meet their information technology require- 
ments. 

The conferees reiterate the direction in- 
cluded in the House report on continued de- 
velopment and definition of a five-year infor- 
mation technology plan consistent with the 
format previously provided to the Depart- 
ment and direct such updated plan be sub- 
mitted no later than February 1, 2005. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

Appropriates $104,000,000 for the Office of 
Inspector General instead of $100,858,000 as 
proposed by the House and $107,500,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. Of this amount, 
$24,000,000 is provided by transfer from the 
various funds of the Federal Housing Admin- 
istration as proposed by the House and the 
Senate. 

OFFICE OF FEDERAL HOUSING ENTERPRISE 

OVERSIGHT 


SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


Appropriates $59,209,000 for the Office of 
Federal Housing Enterprise Oversight 
(OFHEO) to be derived from collections 
available in the Federal Housing Enterprise 
Oversight Fund as proposed by the House and 
the Senate. 

Language proposed by the Senate is in- 
cluded requiring not less than 80 percent of 
the total amount made available under this 
heading shall be used only for examination, 
supervision and capital oversight to ensure 
that the enterprises are operating in a finan- 
cially sound manner and comply with statu- 
tory capital requirements. 

The conferees have not included a Senate 
provision that holds back $10 million until 
the Director is replaced through Senate con- 
firmation. This deletion is not a vote of sup- 
port; instead, the conferees believe that hir- 
ing decisions at this level belong to the 
President. Nevertheless, the conferees urge 
the President to take swift action in replac- 
ing the Director and his Deputy, both in con- 
sideration of the very poor decision making 
of these individuals over the last few years 
as well the serious issues raised by the HUD 
IG’s Report of Investigation (Case# SID-04- 
0034-1). 

PUBLIC AND INDIAN HOUSING 
HOUSING CERTIFICATE FUND 
(RESCISSION) 


Includes a rescission of $1,557,000,000 from 
unobligated balances and recaptures from 
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prior-year appropriations provided under 
this account or any other account in this 
title to be effected no later than September 
30, 2005 as proposed by the House and in the 
budget request. The Senate proposed a re- 
scission of $2,588,172,000 to be effected no 
later than June 30, 2005. 

Includes language proposed by the House 
making any balances governed by statutory 
reallocation provisions available for this re- 
scission. The Senate did not include similar 
language. 

Modified language is included, similar to 
language proposed by the House, to prohibit 
any recaptures from tenant-based and 
project-based rental assistance and any 
project-based rental assistance carryover 
from being used to augment calendar year 
2005 funding for Section 8 vouchers. The Sen- 
ate proposed language to allow recaptures 
and carryover to be used to augment 2005 
tenant-based rental assistance funding. 

Modified language is included, similar to 
language proposed in the House, allowing re- 
captures from amounts previously provided 
for project-based rental assistance to be used 
for amendments to project-based rental as- 
sistance contracts and for contract adminis- 
trators. The Senate did not include similar 
language. 

The conferees direct that a portion of this 
rescission be met by reducing public housing 
agencies’ program reserves to no more than 
one week as assumed in the budget request. 

The conference agreement does not include 
language proposed by the Senate to require 
that, to the extent funds are not available 
from unobligated balances and recaptures in 
the Housing Certificate Fund, all other ac- 
counts, programs, projects and activities in 
this Act are to be reduced on a proportionate 
basis except the Department of Veterans Af- 
fairs Medical Services account. The con- 
ference agreement does not include language 
proposed by the Senate to require that the 
Government Accountability Office (GAO) to 
audit of the availability of funds for recap- 
ture. The House did not include similar lan- 


guage. 
DRUG ELIMINATION GRANTS FOR LOW-INCOME 
HOUSING 
(RESCISSION) 


Includes a rescission of $5,000,000 from 
prior year unobligated balances remaining in 
this account as proposed by both the House 
and Senate. 

NATIVE AMERICAN HOUSING BLOCK GRANTS 

(RESCISSION) 

Includes a rescission of $21,000,000 from 
prior year balances of credit subsidy appro- 
priations for the title VI loan guarantee pro- 
gram as proposed by both the House and Sen- 
ate. 

INDIAN HOUSING LOAN GUARANTEE PROGRAM 

ACCOUNT 
(RESCISSION) 

Includes a rescission of $33,000,000 from 
prior year balances of credit subsidy appro- 
priations for the section 184 loan guarantee 
program as proposed by both the House and 
Senate. 


HOUSING PROGRAMS 
RENTAL HOUSING ASSISTANCE 
(RESCISSION) 

Includes a rescission of up to $675,000,000 
from unobligated balances previously pro- 
vided to fund amendment requirements for 
current State-aided,  non-insured rental 
housing contracts as proposed by the House 
and Senate and included in the budget re- 
quest. 
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FEDERAL HOUSING ADMINISTRATION 
GENERAL AND SPECIAL RISK PROGRAM ACCOUNT 
(RESCISSION) 


Includes a rescission of $30,000,000 from un- 
obligated balances of prior year credit sub- 
sidy appropriations for the FHA multifamily 
and specialized programs as proposed by the 
House and Senate. 


ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 


Includes modified language regarding the 
distribution of certain HOPWA funds, simi- 
lar to language proposed by the House and 
the Senate. 

Includes language requiring all funds to be 
awarded competitively except as explicitly 
provided for otherwise in statute as proposed 
by the House. The Senate proposed similar 
language. 

Includes language proposed by the House 
to require the Secretary to continue to pro- 
vide project-based rental assistance for units 
in properties that are managed, owned, or 
disposed of by the Department if such prop- 
erties are primarily occupied by elderly or 
disabled families, or contract for new 
project-based rental assistance with other 
owners if such properties are not preserved. 
The Senate proposed language to expand this 
to require that project-based rental assist- 
ance be continued for units in all properties 
or contract for new project-based rental as- 
sistance with other owners if such properties 
are not preserved. 

Includes language as proposed by the Sen- 
ate to permanently allow the Secretary to 
maintain and dispose of certain elderly and 
disabled projects upon foreclosure. The 
House included similar language. 

Includes language proposed by the House 
setting forth requirements regarding the fis- 
cal year 2006 budget justification submission 
to the Committees on Appropriations. The 
Senate did not include similar language. 

Includes language proposed by the House 
requiring that, to the extent practicable, in- 
cremental section 8 vouchers previously pro- 
vided for non-elderly disabled families 
should continue to be provided to other non- 
elderly disabled families upon turnover. The 
Senate included similar language elsewhere 
in this title. 

Includes language as proposed by the 
House clarifying an equitable title issue in 
the section 202 program. The Senate did not 
include similar language. 

Includes language proposed by the Senate 
requiring the Secretary to submit an annual 
report to the Committees on Appropriations 
regarding the number of Federally-assisted 
units under lease and the per unit costs to 
the Federal government of such units. The 
House did not include similar language. 

Does not include language proposed by the 
Senate to expand the FHA hospital insur- 
ance program to include the purchase of ex- 
isting facilities. The House did not include 
similar language. The Government Account- 
ability Office (GAO) is directed to conduct a 
review of the HUD FHA Hospital and Nursing 
Home Mortgage Insurance programs by Au- 
gust 15, 2005. The review is to be designed to 
assess the financial risk of the program to 
the insurance fund as well as to review the 
management and design of the program, in- 
cluding the nature of the relationship be- 
tween HUD and HHS in approving insurance 
for hospital mortgages. 

Does not include language proposed by the 
Senate to amend section 683(2) of the Hous- 
ing and Community Development Act of 1972 
to authorize service coordinators in section 
811 projects. The House did not include simi- 
lar language. 
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Includes language proposed by the Senate 
to amend the National Housing Act to make 
certain changes related to submission of 
mortgagors financial statements and the cri- 
teria and penalties for violations of certain 
requirements. The House did not include 
similar language. 

Includes language proposed by the Senate 
to amend the Housing and Community De- 
velopment Act of 1987 to expand the applica- 
bility of certain damages and remedies to in- 
clude FHA-insured health care facilities. The 
House did not include similar language. 

Includes language as proposed by the Sen- 
ate to amend the National Housing Act to 
make certain changes to the Asset Control 
Area program. The House did not include 
similar language. 

Includes language proposed by the Senate 
to amend the National Housing Act to make 
a technical correction to premium require- 
ments for rehabilitation loans. The House 
did not include similar language. 

Includes language proposed by the Senate 
to limit repayment of certain upfront pre- 
miums. The House did not include similar 
language. 

Does not include language under Adminis- 
trative Provisions as proposed by the Senate 
related to allocation of funds under the Part- 
nership for Advancing Technology in Hous- 
ing (PATH) but instead has addressed this 
matter under the Policy Development and 
Research account elsewhere in this title. The 
House did not include similar language. 

Does not include language under Adminis- 
trative Provisions as proposed by the Senate 
making technical corrections regarding the 
transfer of funds from the old Housing for 
Special Populations account, but instead has 
addressed this matter within the Housing for 
the Elderly and Housing for Persons with 
Disabilities accounts as proposed by the 
House. 

Does not include bill language proposed by 
the Senate to limit the expenditure of hous- 
ing funds on partisan election activities. The 
House did not include similar language. The 
conferees agree that no funds provided to the 
Department can be used by public housing 
authorities for partisan political activities. 

Includes modified language, similar to lan- 
guage proposed by the Senate, regarding the 
treatment of athletic scholarships for pur- 
poses of determining eligibility for college 
students to receive subsidized rental assist- 
ance. The House did not include similar lan- 
guage. 

Includes language as proposed by the Sen- 
ate regarding the allocation of Native Amer- 
ican Housing Block Grant funding among 
Native Alaskan recipients. The House did 
not include similar language. 

Does not include language proposed by the 
Senate to allow public housing authorities to 
convert up to 50 percent of their section 8 
voucher funding to project-based assistance. 
The House did not include similar language. 

Does not include language proposed by the 
Senate to authorize the Secretary to trans- 
fer project-based assistance, debt, and in- 
come restrictions, notwithstanding current 
statutory prohibitions on such transfers. The 
House did not include similar language. 

TITLE III-CINDEPENDENT AGENCIES 

AMERICAN BATTLE MONUMENTS COMMISSION 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

Appropriates $41,100,000 for salaries and ex- 
penses as proposed by the House instead of 
$46,100,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

In addition, the conference agreement in- 
cludes a separate appropriation of $12,000,000 
for the Commission's foreign currency fluc- 
tuations account to address declines in ex- 
change rates instead of $9,000,000 as proposed 
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by the House. The Senate proposed to ad- 
dress these changes within the salaries and 
expenses account. 

The conferees concur with the concerns ex- 
pressed in the Senate report regarding the 
failure of the Office of Management and 
Budget (OMB) to address adequately foreign 
currency rate fluctuations for the Commis- 
sion in its original budget submission or 
through a budget amendment. The conferees 
are concerned that the current OMB method- 
ology for addressing fluctuations does not 
adequately address the impact of the vola- 
tility of such changes to smaller agencies 
such as the Commission. Therefore the con- 
ferees request that the Government Account- 
ability Office review the past and current 
methodology used by OMB and the Commis- 
sion and recommend changes if warranted to 
improve such estimates. 

While the conference agreement has not 
included bill language proposed by the Sen- 
ate, the conference agreement includes 
$9,100,000 for the Normandy Interpretive Cen- 
ter. The conferees understand that exchange 
rate fluctuations may impact construction 
costs for the Center and expect the Commis- 
sion’s fiscal year 2006 budget request to in- 
clude the necessary funds to accommodate 
such changes. 

Language is included as proposed by the 
House allowing not to exceed $7,500 for offi- 
cial reception and representation expenses. 
The Senate did not include similar language. 

The conferees reiterate the direction in the 
House report regarding an annual report on 
the financial position of the World War II 
Memorial Fund. 

FOREIGN CURRENCY FLUCTUATIONS ACCOUNT 


Appropriates $12,000,000 to re-capitalize the 
Commission’s foreign currency fluctuations 
account, instead of $9,000,000 as proposed by 
the House. The Senate addressed this matter 
under the salaries and expenses account. The 
conference agreement reflects the latest es- 
timate necessary to maintain Commission 
operations and activities based on current 
exchange rates. 

CHEMICAL SAFETY AND HAZARD INVESTIGATION 
BOARD 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


Appropriates $9,100,000 instead of $9,451,000 
as proposed by the House and $9,000,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. The amount pro- 
posed by the Senate had included $400,000 for 
emergency funds. The conference agreement 
provides emergency funds as a separate ac- 
count as proposed by the House, which is 
consistent with the fiscal year 2004 bill. 

EMERGENCY FUND 


Provides $400,000 for an Emergency Fund as 
proposed by the House. The Senate had pro- 
posed a set-aside of $400,000 as emergency 
funds in the salaries and expenses account. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 


COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT FINANCIAL 
INSTITUTIONS 


COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT FINANCIAL 
INSTITUTIONS FUND PROGRAM ACCOUNT 


Appropriates $55,522,000 for the community 
development financial institutions fund pro- 
gram account, instead of $55,000,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate and $60,640,000 as pro- 
posed by the House. 

Includes $4,000,000 for technical assistance 
designed to benefit Native American commu- 
nities as proposed by both the House and 
Senate. 

Provides that up to $14,900,000 to be used 
for administrative expenses as proposed by 
the Senate instead of $15,321,000 as proposed 
by the House. 
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Provides for a cost limitation on direct 
loans of $6,000,000 with $250,000 for adminis- 
trative expenses as proposed by both the 
House and Senate. 

Provides for a limitation on the amount of 
direct loans of $11,000,000 as proposed by both 
the House and Senate. 

The conferees are in agreement that the 
Bank Enterprise Award program should be 
continued at not less than $10,000,000 in fiscal 
year 2005. 


CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


Appropriates $62,650,000 as proposed by the 
House and the Senate. The conferees urge 
the CPSC to expand its relationship with the 
Home Safety Council and its Great Safety 
Adventure Program. 


CORPORATION FOR NATIONAL AND COMMUNITY 
SERVICE 


The conference agreement appropriates 
$577,884,000 for the Corporation for National 
and Community Service. The House had pro- 
posed $572,000,000 and the Senate had pro- 
posed $590,061,000. 

NATIONAL AND COMMUNITY SERVICE PROGRAMS 
OPERATING EXPENSES 


(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


The agreement provides $545,884,000 for the 
Corporation for National and Community 
Service operating expenses, including the 
Trust. The House proposed $541,000,000 for op- 
erating expenses and the Senate proposed 
$558,311,000. The agreement provides 
$290,000,000 for AmeriCorps State and Na- 
tional grants (authorized under subtitle C) 
and education awards only grants (author- 
ized under subtitle H), plus an additional 
$144,000,000 for the Trust, as proposed by the 
House. The Senate had proposed $291,933,000 
for AmeriCorps grants and $150,500,000 for the 
Trust. Within amounts provided for the 
Trust, $3,900,000 is for President’s Freedom 
Scholarships and $13,000,000 is to be held in 
reserve. Within the amount provided for 
AmeriCorps State and National grants, the 
conferees have provided up to $55,000,000 for 
national direct grants, as proposed by the 
Senate. The total funding level for 
AmeriCorps grants and the Trust will sup- 
port 70,000 new volunteers. 

The agreement includes language proposed 
by the Senate which prohibits funds provided 
for quality and innovation activities to be 
used for salaries and related expenses attrib- 
utable to Corporation employees. The con- 
ferees include bill language proposed by the 
House allowing up to one percent of grant 
funds to be used to defray the cost of con- 
ducting grant reviews. The conferees direct 
the Corporation to provide an estimate of 
the funds that would be used for this purpose 
in its fiscal year 2005 operating plan. The 
agreement also includes language proposed 
by the Senate regarding matching funds and 
in-kind contributions. 

The conference agreement includes the fol- 


lowing program levels: 
House Senate Conference 

Learn and Serve ........... $40,000,000 $43,000,000 $43,000,000 
National Civilian Com- 

munity Corps ........... 25,500,000 26,000,000 25,500,000 
nnovation and Dem- 

onstration 25; 12,000,000 16,328,000 13,334,000 
Evaluation ... 3,000,000 3,550,000 3,550,000 
State Commissions ...... 12,000,000 12,000,000 12,000,000 
Points of Light Founda- 

tion " 9,700,000 10,000,000 10,000,000 
America's Promise 4,800,000 5,000,000 4,500,000 


The conferees direct that the increase pro- 
vided for National Civilian Community 
Corps (NCCC) be used to address its most 
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critical capital improvement needs at NCCC 
facilities. 

The agreement reiterates the direction by 
the Senate that the Corporation report to 
the Committees on the impact of the two- 
term limitation on service. This report is to 
be submitted to the Committees no later 
than February 4, 2005. 

The conferees provide $13,334,000 for sub- 
title H grants, innovation, demonstration 
and assistance activities, with the funding 
distribution as follows: $4,000,000 for chal- 
lenge grants; $1,500,000 for next generation 
grants; $600,000 for MLK day grants; $725,000 
for the Service Learning Clearinghouse and 
Exchange; $2,000,000 for TA; and $4,509,000 for 
disability programs. The House proposed 
$12,000,000 for subtitle H activities and the 
Senate proposed $16,328,000. 

The agreement modifies language proposed 
by the Senate directing the Corporation to 
comply with challenge grant requirements in 
the FY 2003 conference report by directing 
the Corporation also to allow past grant re- 
cipients to compete for challenge grants in 
FY 2005. 

The conference agreement provides 
$3,550,000 for audits and evaluations, as pro- 
posed by the Senate. The House had proposed 
$3,000,000 for these activities. Audit and eval- 
uation funds are to be distributed as follows 
(identical to the distribution proposed by the 
Senate): $1,200,000 for performance measures; 
$1,000,000 for a longitudinal study of volun- 
teers; $100,000 for national partners; $150,000 
for data archives; $150,000 for indicator ar- 
chives; $450,000 for a capacity study; and 
$500,000 to continue a National Academy of 
Public Administration study on the Corpora- 
tion’s leadership, operations and manage- 
ment. 

The conferees have included bill language, 
identical to language that has been included 
in previous conference reports and proposed 
by the Senate, regarding Federal costs per 
participant and certain requirements for 
funds provided under subtitle C. 

The agreement includes Senate language 
directing the Corporation to list in its budg- 
et justification recipients that have received 
more than $500,000 and the amount and 
source of other Federal and non-federal funds 
received by each recipient. 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


Appropriates $26,000,000 for salaries and ex- 
penses associated with the administrative 
activities of the Corporation. The House had 
proposed $25,000,000 for this account, and the 
Senate had proposed $25,500,000. The funding 
increase provided in this account is to be di- 
rected to ongoing personnel compensation 
and benefits needs and should not augment 
the current level of marketing and outreach 
activities. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 


Appropriates $6,000,000 for Office of Inspec- 
tor General, as proposed by the House in- 
stead of $6,250,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
The conferees direct the Inspector General to 
continue to review the Corporation’s man- 
agement of the National Service Trust. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 

The conference agreement continues a 
number of administrative provisions carried 
in the fiscal year 2004 appropriations Act and 
proposed by both the House and the Senate, 
including: (1) language regarding qualified 
student loans eligible for education awards; 
(2) language regarding the availability of 
funds for the placement of volunteers with 
disabilities; and (8) language directing the 
Inspector General to levy sanctions in ac- 
cordance with standard Inspector General 
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audit resolution procedures, which include, 
but are not limited to, debarment of any 
grantee found to be іп violation of 
AmeriCorps’ program requirements, includ- 
ing using grant or program funds to lobby 
the Congress. In addition, the conference 
agreement continues an administrative pro- 
vision proposed by the Senate and carried in 
the fiscal year 2004 appropriations Act, 
which requires the Corporation to ensure 
that significant changes to program require- 
ments or policy are made only through pub- 
lic notice and comment rulemaking. The 
agreement also includes a provision carried 
in the fiscal year 2004 appropriations Act and 
proposed by the Senate prohibiting an officer 
or employee of the Corporation from dis- 
closing any grant selection information to 
any person not authorized to receive such in- 
formation. 


U.S. COURT OF APPEALS FOR VETERANS 
CLAIMS 


SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


Appropriates $17,250,000 for salaries and ex- 
penses instead of $17,623,000 as proposed by 
the Senate and $16,725,000 as proposed by the 
House. Both the House and the Senate pro- 
vided $1,100,000 for the pro bono program. 

The conferees are in agreement that the 
Court shall work with the General Services 
Administration (GSA) on a feasibility study 
to evaluate the Court’s space needs and the 
options to meet those needs. The results of 
this feasibility study shall be provided to the 
Committees on Appropriations of the House 
and Senate. The Court is authorized only to 
enter into agreement with GSA for a feasi- 
bility study and is specifically prohibited 
from undertaking a Program Development 
Study or any other action beyond the feasi- 
bility study at this time. The Committees on 
Appropriations will address the need for fol- 
low-on studies and possible construction 
milestones in future legislation and reports. 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE—CIVIL 
CEMETERIAL EXPENSES, ARMY 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


Appropriates $29,600,000 for salaries and ex- 
penses as proposed by the House and Senate. 
The conferees reiterate the direction in- 
cluded in the House report regarding the 
Cemetery’s automation project with the re- 
port due no later than December 15, 2004, and 
request that such plan be updated in the fis- 
cal year 2006 budget submission. 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES 


NATIONAL INSTITUTES OF HEALTH 


NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF ENVIRONMENTAL 
HEALTH SCIENCES 


Appropriates $80,486,000 as proposed by the 
House and the Senate. 


AGENCY FOR TOXIC SUBSTANCES AND DISEASE 
REGISTRY 


TOXIC SUBSTANCES AND ENVIRONMENTAL 
PUBLIC HEALTH 


Appropriates $76,654,000 for toxic sub- 
stances and environmental public health as 
proposed by both the House and Senate. 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 


The conference agreement includes 
$8,088,189,000 for programs administered by 
the Environmental Protection Agency. This 
is an increase of $335,120,000 above the 
amount provided in the House bill and 
$412,219,000 below the level in the Senate bill. 

The conferees direct EPA to round all pro- 
grams to the nearest thousand dollar in the 
budget submission for fiscal year 2006. 
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SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

Appropriates $750,061,000 for science and 
technology instead of $729,029,000 as proposed 
by the House and $758,179,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. Additional resources of 
$36,097,000 are transferred to this account 
from the Hazardous Substance Superfund for 
a total resource level of $786,158,000 for 
Science and Technology. 

The conferees have agreed to specific 
Agency program levels as follows: 


House Senate Conference 

Arsenic Removal Re- 

ваге... $4,274,000 $10,000,000 $8,274,000 
Building Decon. Re- 

звагећ ас ет 4,000,000 0 0 
Clean Air Allowance 

Trading Prog. ........... 4,750,000 9,000,000 9,000,000 
Fed. Vehicle and Fuels 

Standards ............... 58,000,000 63,000,000 58,000,000 
ndoor Air: Radon Pro- 

BUEN a kanunin 399,000 0 399,000 
ndoor Air: Schools and 

Workplace ................. 906,000 0 850,000 
Pesticides: Registration 

of New Pest. ............ 2,403,000 2,265,000 2,403,000 
Pesticides: Review/Re- 

registration - 2,417,000 2,370,000 2,417,000 
Research: Air Toxics ..... 17,639,000 17,000,000 17,000,000 
Research: Computa- 

tional Toxicology ...... 13,029,000 11,805,000 11,805,000 
Research: Drinking 

Water ... 44,500,000 46,118,000 44,500,000 
Research: Endocrine 

[ї$гирїог_.................. 10,887,000 10,000,000 10,000,000 
Research: Global 

Change .................... 20,690,000 20,000,000 20,000,000 
Research: Human 

Health and Eco. ....... 177,408,000 170,000,000 177,408,000 
Research: Land Protec- 

tion and Restoration 8,842,000 9,000,000 9,000,000 
Research: Particulate 

Matter... aes 59,000,000 62,000,000 61,000,000 
Research: Troposphere 

О20Пе „а. 4,901,000 4,000,000 4,000,000 
Research: Water Quality 45,000,000 46,810,000 45,000,000 


The conferees have agreed to the following 
increases above the budget request: 

1. $2,450,000 for EPSCoR; 

2. $3,900,000 for the Water Environmental 
Research Foundation; 

3. $4,900,000 for the American Water Works 
Association Research Foundation; 

4. $1,950,000 for the National Decentralized 
Water Resource Capacity Development 
Project, in coordination with EPA, for con- 
tinued training and research and develop- 
ment program; 

5. $1,000,000 to the Florida Department of 
Citrus to provide for the manufacture of an 
adequate amount of abscission chemical 
compound for testing and to provide for any 
comprehensive environmental апа toxi- 
cological studies and other relevant research 
required by the Federal Government in order 
to register this product for use as an abscis- 
sion chemical agent for citrus; 

6. $1,500,000 for the Mickey Leland National 
Urban Air Toxics Research Center in Hous- 
ton, Texas; 

7. $1,500,000 for the clean automotive tech- 
nology program for advanced diesel, hybrid, 
and high efficiency, low emission vehicle de- 
velopment; 

8. $500,000 for the Consortium for Plant 
Biotechnology Research; 

9. $500,000 for the New England Green 
Chemistry Consortium; 

10. $200,000 to the Arkansas State Univer- 
sity in Jonesboro, Arkansas for the Delta 
Center for water quality; 

11. $150,000 to the University of Arkansas 
for environmental resource management to 
develop watershed technologies and manage- 
ment tools; 

12. $350,000 to the University of California 
Riverside for the Center for Environmental 
Research and Technology in Riverside, Cali- 
fornia. 
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18. $200,000 to Florida International Univer- 
sity for Research activities in the greater 
Everglades in Miami, Florida; 

14. $250,000 for the Florida Gulf Coast Uni- 
versity for the Novel Early Detection and 
Detoxification Technologies for Toxic Red 
Tide in Fort Myers, Florida; 

15. $200,000 for New College, 
ecotoxicology training; 

16. $750,000 for the University of South 
Florida Study, Protection and Amelioration 
of Coastal Environments; 

17. $200,000 for the management of waste 
from navigating vessels in U.S. tidal waters; 

18. $250,000 for the Iowa Foundation for 
Education Administration for the Bus Emis- 
sions Education Program; 

19. $100,000 to the Metropolitan Mayors 
Caucus for the Clean Air Counts Campaign in 
Chicago land Metropolitan Area, Illinois; 

20. $1,000,000 for the Karmanos Cancer In- 
stitute to create a National Center for 
Vermiculite-Related Cancers in the Detroit 
metropolitan area; 

21. $400,000 to the Lawerence Technology 
University for sustainable alternative energy 
technologies Green Building in Southfield, 
Michigan; 

22. $750,000 to the National Center for Man- 
ufacturing Sciences for Life Cycle Analysis 
in Ann Arbor, Michigan; 

23. $1,250,000 to the National Center for 
Manufacturing Sciences for the sustainable 
produce initiative in Ann Arbor, Michigan; 

24. $200,000 to Green Hills Regional Plan- 
ning in Princeton, Missouri for the Biomass 
Processing System; 

25. $150,000 for the University of Nebraska 
for the Nebraska Water Resources Model in 
Lincoln, Nebraska; 

26. $250,000 to Ramapo College in Mahwah, 
New Jersey for a new Sustainability Edu- 
cation Center; 

27. $150,000 to the State University of New 
York at Brockport for the Center of Excel- 
lence for Great Lakes Research; 

28. $450,000 to the State University of New 
York Environmental School of Forestry for 
research and demonstration of contaminant 
mitigation strategies for rural/suburban run- 
off affecting water quality along the rural- 
urban interface in Central New York water- 
sheds; 

29. $500,000 to the Center for Environmental 
Information in Rochester, New York for con- 
tinued research, planning and environmental 
remediation for the Lake Ontario Coastal 
Initiative; 

30. $7,000,000 for the Environmental Sys- 
tems Center of Excellence at Syracuse Uni- 
versity for research and technology transfer 
in the fields of indoor environmental quality 
and urban ecosystems sustainability; 

31. $750,000 to the Syracuse Research Cor- 
poration in Syracuse, New York for a Micro- 
bial Risk Assessment Center; 

32. $1,500,000 to Onondaga County’s Metro- 
politan Water Board for a demonstration 
project to determine the feasibility of bring- 
ing naturally chilled water from Lake On- 
tario to Onondaga and Oswego County; 

33. $300,000 to the State University of New 
York Environmental School of Forestry for 
training, education and research related to 
the Summer Eco-Science Camp Initiative; 

34. $500,000 to Alfred University, New York 
for the Center for Environmental and Energy 
Research; 

35. $575,000 to Orbital Research Inc., Fuel 
Efficient Diesel Sensor for Advanced Vehicle 
Emission Reduction (FED-SAVER), for re- 
search that may reduce fuel consumption 
and will help diesel engines meet EPA stand- 
ards, Ohio; 


Florida for 
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36. $600,000 to the Ohio Air Quality Devel- 
opment Authority/Ohio Coal Development 
Office for research and development of the 
Jupiter Oxy-Fuel Technology, Ohio; 

37. $650,000 to the University of Toledo for 
the Lake Erie Center in Toledo, Ohio; 

38. $250,000 to the University of Tulsa, Uni- 
versity of Oklahoma, University of Arkan- 
sas, and Oklahoma State University for the 
Integrated Petroleum Environmental Con- 
sortium; 

39. $100,000 for the Oregon Department of 
Human Services for the View Master Water 
Contamination Study in Washington County, 
Oregon; 

40. $225,000 for California University of 
Pennsylvania for the Monongahela Valley 
River Research Project in California, Penn- 
sylvania; 

41. $200,000 to the Middle Tennessee State 
University for research in Development and 
Transmission of Emerging Diseases; 

42. $500,000 for the University of Houston, 
Texas for the GulfStar Grid Program in 
Houston, Texas; 

43. $1,700,000 for the Canaan Valley Insti- 
tute to continue to develop a regional sus- 
tainability support center and coordinated 
information system in the Mid-Atlantic 
Highlands; 

44. $1,000,000 for the Canaan Valley Insti- 
tute in close coordination with the ORD Res- 
toration Plus program to demonstrate, vali- 
date and report on critical ecological hubs 
and corridors within the Mid-Atlantic High- 
lands and approaches to Highlands ecological 
prioritization, restoration and conservation 
Research and educational tools are to be de- 
veloped using integrative technologies to 
predict future environmental risks and sup- 
port informed, proactive decision-making to 
be undertaken in conjunction with the High- 
lands Action Program; 

45. $650,000 to the Polymer Alliance Zone’s 
MARCEE Initiative with oversight provided 
by the Office of Solid Waste; 

46. $250,000 for Carnegie Mellon Univer- 
sity’s Sustainable Oxidation Chemistry 
Clean Water Project; 

47. $500,000 for Utah State University to 
continue monitoring and assessment activi- 
ties related to freshwater ecosystems; 

48. $2,100,000 for the Mine Waste Tech- 
nology program at the National Environ- 
mental Waste Technology, Testing, and 
Evaluation Center; 

49. $400,000 to enhance and improve EPA’s 
Tribal Portal program, and to implement 
this program on a nationwide basis; 

50. $750,000 for the Environmental Lung 
Disease Center at the National Jewish Med- 
ical Center; 

51. $500,000 for the University of Maine- 
Orono to develop Source Water Warning and 
Analysis Technology; 

52. $1,500,000 for Boise State University to 
continue research on multi-purpose sensors 
to detect and analyze contaminants and 
time-lapse imaging of shallow subsurface 
fluid flow; 

53. $500,000 for the North Carolina State 
University Turfgrass Research Center; 

54. $2,000,000 for the National Environ- 
mental Respiratory Center at the Lovelace 
Respiratory Research Institute in New Mex- 
ico; 

55. $1,000,000 for the Desert Research Insti- 
tute for western Nevada regionally-based 
clean water activities; 

56. $1,000,000 for the University of Ten- 
nessee at Knoxville Natural Resources Pol- 
icy Center; 

57. $1,000,000 for the University of Louis- 
ville/Illinois Waste Management and Re- 
search Center; 
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58. $750,000 for the Integrated Petroleum 
Environmental Consortium [IPEC]; 

59. $1,000,000 for the water and wastewater 
training program at the Alabama Depart- 
ment of Environmental Management; 

60. $1,000,000 for the Center for Estuarine 
Research at the University of South Ala- 
bama; 

61. $425,000 for the Connecticut River 
Airshed-Watershed Consortium; 

62. $425,000 for the Center for the Study of 
Metals in the Environment; 

63. $900,000 for the Center for Air Toxic 
Metals at the Energy and Environmental Re- 
search Center; 

64. $700,000 for Clean Air Counts of North- 
eastern Illinois to develop an innovative and 
cost effective method to reduce smog-caus- 
ing emissions in the Chicago metropolitan 
region—the funding will provide support for 
an ongoing partnership involving EPA, the 
Metropolitan Mayors Caucus, Ilinois EPA, 
and the Delta Institute; 

65. $200,000 for acid rain research at the 
University of Vermont; 

66. $200,000 for the University of Vermont's 
Proctor Maple Research Center to continue 
mercury deposition monitoring effects; 

67. $500,000 for the University of Vermont's 
Aiken Center Greening Initiative; 

68. $700,000 for Families in Search of the 
Truth to investigate the incidence of cancer 
in Fallon, Nevada; 

69. $500,000 for the demonstration of an in- 
tegrated approach to perchlorate remedi- 
ation and treatment in the City of Rialto, 
California; 

70. $200,000 for the Central California Ozone 
Study; 

71. $700,000 for Southeastern Louisiana Uni- 
versity for the Turtle Cove research station; 

72. $200,000 for the State of New Jersey's 
Smart Growth Initiative; 

73. $200,000 for ecology research at Ford- 
ham University; 

74. $200,000 for expansion of the Roots and 
Shoots program headquartered at Western 
Connecticut State University; 

75. $200,000 for water resource modeling at 
the University of Nebraska-Lincoln; 

76. $1,500,000 for the Healy Zero Air Emis- 
sion Tecnology; 

77. $1,000,000 for the Donald Danforth Plant 
Science Center in St. Louis, Missouri for à 
Parasitic Nematodes Controls research 
project designed to reduce pesticide use; and 

78. $1,000,000 to the Missouri Pork Pro- 
ducers Federation for development of tech- 
nology and creation of Innoventor process to 
decrease environmental impacts of animal 
waste by conversion into energy sources. 


The conferees have included bill language 
to authorize $1,000,000 to be transferred from 
EPA to the Council on Environmental Qual- 
ity for an environmental study. 

The conferees direct EPA to fund the fel- 
lowship programs including the STAR fel- 
lowships at as close as possible to the fiscal 
year 2004 level. 

The conferees direct EPA to continue its 
technology transfer activities initially fund- 
ed in fiscal year 2000 at not less than the cur- 
rent level of support and that those activi- 
ties be carried out through the West Virginia 
High Technology Consortium Foundation. 


The conferees agree that funding provided 
under this heading in H. Report 108-401 for 
project #57 should be redirected to the Mon- 
tana Physical Sciences Foundation to re- 
search pilot scale enzyme catalyzed proc- 
esses. 


There is no general reduction to this ac- 
count. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROGRAMS AND MANAGEMENT 


Appropriates $2,313,409,000 for environ- 
mental programs and management instead of 
$2,241,476,000 as proposed by the House and 
$2,310,263,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement does not include 
the language proposed by the House to make 
funds available for Public Law 108-199 to 
carry out paragraph (c)(12) of section 118 of 
the Federal Water Pollution Control Act, to 
remain available until September 30, 2007. 

The conferees have agreed to specific 
Agency program levels as follows: 


House Senate Conference 
Alternative Dispute 

Resolution . $1,015,000 $937,000 $937,000 
Brownfields .... Я 23,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 
Climate Protection Pro- 

Тай арады ыы 91,961,000 90,849,000 90,849,000 
Commission for Envi- 

ronmental Coop ....... 3,949,000 3,881,000 3,881,000 
Compliance Assistance 

and Centers ............. 27,759,000 37,000,000 27,759,000 
Compliance Incentives 9,195,000 9,035,000 9,035,000 
Congressional, Intergov- 

ernmental ................. 48,366,000 46,415,000 46,415,000 
Criminal Enforcement .. 31,370,000 54,450,000 39,370,000 
Drinking Water Pro- 

(ЕЈ 94,000,000 95,000,000 94,000,000 
Enforcement Training ... 3,302,000 6,000,000 3,302,000 
Environment and Trade 1,723,000 1,616,000 1,616,000 
Environmental Edu- 

САНО ааа 9,200,000 5,000,000 9,000,000 
Environmental Justice .. 5,900,000 4,231,000 5,900,000 
Exchange Network ........ 22,000,000 23,000,000 22,000,000 
Facilities Infrastructure 

and ODS. .................. 308,000,000 309,000,000 317,955,000 
Fed. Support for Air 

Quality Manage. ....... 87,000,000 90,000,000 87,000,000 
Federal Stationary 

Source Regs. ............ 24,302,000 21,944,000 21,944,000 
Financial Assistance 

Grants/IAG ................ 20,000,000 20,329,000 20,000,000 
Geographic Program: 

Chesapeake В. ......... 20,817,000 22,817,000 22,817,000 
Geographic Program: 

Great Lakes .............. 9,000,000 19,500,000 21,195,000 
Geographic Program: 

Long Island $. ......... 2,300,000 2,300,000 2,300,000 
Geographic Program: 

Ое ааа 6,790,000 6,069,000 6,790,000 
Great Lakes Legacy Act 0,000,000 25,000,000 22,500,000 

uman Resources Man- 

agement 40,000,000 39,109,000 39,109,000 
ndoor Air: A 

gram 1,197,000 9,999,000 11,197,000 
ndoor Air: 

Tobacco . 3,695,000 3,030,000 3,030,000 
ndoor Air: 

gram 5,667,000 5,073,000 5,073,000 
ndoor Air: 

Workplace .. A 0,352,000 9,425,000 9,425,000 
nternational Capacity 

Building ................... 6,854,000 5,500,000 5,500,000 
Т/0аїа Mangement ...... 103,000,000 105,000,000 105,000,000 
Legal Advice: Environ- 

mental Program ....... 34,679,000 34,404,000 34,404,000 
Legal Advice: Support 

Program .... : 12,522,000 12,370,000 12,370,000 
Marine Pollution . ; 12,296,000 11,779,000 11,779,000 
National Estuary Pro- 

gram/Coastal ........... 25,000,000 20,000,000 25,000,000 
NEPA Implementation ... 12,654,000 12,136,000 12,136,000 
Pesticides: Field Pro- 

grams .... 27,186,000 25,217,000 25,217,000 
Pesticides: Registration 

or New Pesticides ... 42,907,000 40,773,000 40,773,000 
Pesticides: Review/Re- 

registration .............. 52,000,000 51,714,000 51,714,000 
Pollution Prevention 

Ргорат ................... 17,000,000 16,822,000 16,822,000 
POPS Implementation ... 2,235,000 2,147,000 2,235,000 
Radiation: Protection .... 11,812,000 11,285,000 11,812,000 
Radiation: Response 

Preparedness ........... 2,611,000 2,188,000 2,611,000 
RCRA: Corrective Action 40,976,000 40,000,000 39,100,000 
RCRA: Waste Manage- 

MONE: ылым» ыры, 67,422,000 67,000,000 67,000,000 
RCRA: Waste Minimiza- 

ion and Кес. ........... 11,000,000 12,000,000 11,000,000 
Regional Geographic 

nitiatives ................. 8,800,000 7,500,000 7,500,000 
Regional Science and 

echnology ............... 3,626,000 3,368,000 3,368,000 
Regulatory Innovation .. 18,000,000 17,338,000 17,338,000 
Regulatory/Economic- 

Management ............ 18,552,000 17,934,000 17,934,000 
Science Advisory Board 4,757,000 4,396,000 4,396,000 
Science Policy and Bio- 

echnology ................ 1,707,000 1,651,000 1,651,000 
Small Business Om- 

udsman .................. 3,839,000 3,742,000 3,742,000 
Stratospheric Ozone: 

Domestic Prog. ......... 5,840,000 5,000,000 5,000,000 
Stratospheric Ozone: 

Multilateral .............. 11,000,000 10,000,000 10,000,000 
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House Senate Conference 

Surface Water Protec- 

ПОП кан ЫНЫ 188,000,000 185,000,000 188,000,000 
Toxic Substances: 

Chemical Risk Man- 

agement ................... 9,514,000 9,252,000 9,252,000 
Toxic Substances: 

Chemical Risk Re- 

duction... 45,879,000 44,454,000 44,454,000 
Toxic Substances: Lead 

Risk Reduc. .............. 14,800,000 11,083,000 11,083,000 
TRI/Right to Know ........ 15,941,000 14,670,000 14,670,000 


There is no general reduction to this ac- 
count. 

The conferees have agreed to the following 
increases to the budget request: 

1. 8,000,000 for the criminal enforcement; 

2. 2,000,000 for EPA Region 10 for environ- 
mental compliance; 

3. $18,375,000 for rural water technical as- 
sistance activities and groundwater protec- 
tion with distribution as follows: $9,800,000 
for the National Rural Water Association; 
$3,900,000 for Rural Community Assistance 
program, to be divided equally between as- 
sistance for water programs and assistance 
for wastewater programs; $735,000 for Ground 
Water Protection Council; $1,960,000 for 
Small Flows Clearinghouse; $980,000 for the 
National Environmental Training Center; 
and $1,000,000 for the Water Systems Council 
Wellcare Program. 

4. $980,000 for the National Biosolids Part- 
nership Program; 

5. $2,000,000 for source water protection 
programs; 

6. $2,940,000 for EPA’s National Computing 
Center to provide for the remote mirroring 
of all critical information and related sys- 
tems to achieve a Continuity of Operations 
(COOP)/Disaster Recovery capability. 

7. $5,000,000 for America’s Clean Water 
Foundation for implementation of on-farm 
environmental assessments for livestock op- 
erations; 

8. $5,000,000 to support a demonstration 
project for deployment of idle reduction 
technology including advanced truck stop 
electrification, as part of the Agency’s 
Smartway Transport Program. 

9. $1,000,000 for the Lake Pontchartrain 
Basin Restoration Program for a total of 
$2,000,000; 

10. $200,000 for the Northeast States for Co- 
ordinated Air Use Management [NESCAUM]; 

11. $200,000 for the Northeast Waste Man- 
agement Officials Association [NEWMOA]; 

12. $1,540,000 for the Lake Champlain Basin 
program, for a total of $2,500,000; 

18. $1,823,000 for the Long Island Sound pro- 
gram, for a total of $2,300,000; 

14. $2,000,000 for Chesapeake Bay small wa- 
tershed grants. The Committee expects that 
the funds provided for this program, man- 
aged by the Fish and Wildlife Foundation, 
shall be used for community-based projects 
including those that design and implement 
on the ground and in the water environ- 
mental restoration or protection activities 
to help meet Chesapeake Bay program goals 
and objectives. This will result in a total of 
$22,817,000 available in fiscal year 2005 for the 
Chesapeake Bay program. 

15. $1,000,000 to the Environmental Moni- 
toring and Assessment Program within the 
State of Alaska; 

16. $100,000 to the Salton Sea Authority in 
Salton Sea, California for air quality mitiga- 
tion projects; 

17. $250,000 to Calleguas Municipal Water 
for the Calleguas Creek Watershed Manage- 
ment Plan Implementation in Ventura Coun- 
ty, California; 

18. $100,000 to the University of Redlands in 
California for the Salton Sea Database; 
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19. $300,000 for the City of Highland, Cali- 
fornia for developing and implementing dis- 
plays and exhibits for the City of Highland 
Environmental Learning Center; 

20. $200,000 for the Operation Clean Air Ad- 
vocates, Inc. in San Joaquin Valley, Cali- 
fornia for Operation Clean Air; 

21. $100,000 for the California State Univer- 
sity-Fullerton, California for the National 
Center for Water Hazard Mitigation; 

22. $175,000 to the Central California Ozone 
Study; 

23. $100,000 to the University of Con- 
necticut Health Center to implement a 
model asthma intervention program for the 
State of Connecticut; 

24. $250,000 to the University of North Flor- 
ida for the Real-Time Regional Environ- 
mental Modeling in Jacksonville, Florida; 

25. $900,000 to Osceola County, Florida for 
abatement and prevention of hydrilla and 
hygophila; 

26. $150,000 to the Spokane Region Chamber 
of Commerce for the Rathdrum Prairie/Spo- 
kane Valley Aquifer Study in Spokane Coun- 
ty, Idaho; 

27. $1,700,000 to Boise State University for 
research projects aimed at developing and 
demonstrating multi-purpose sensors to de- 
tect and analyze contaminants and time- 
lapse imaging of shallow subsurface fluid 
flow; 

28. $300,000 for the Selenium Information 
System Project at the Idaho National Engi- 
neering and Environmental Laboratory; 

29. $100,000 to the City of Rexburg, Idaho 
for the Teton River Mill Site Redevelopment 
and Learning Project; 

30. $150,000 to the City of Chicago, Illinois 
for the Beach Contamination Identification/ 
Elimination Study; 

31. $100,000 for PRIDE in the 2nd District of 
Kentucky for PRIDE in the Heartland of 
Kentucky; 

32. $500,000 to the Olmsted Parks Conser- 
vancy in Louisville, Kentucky to remove 
invasive species and correct erosion in Cher- 
okee and Seneca Parks; 

33. $1,000,000 to the Olmsted Parks Conser- 
vancy in Louisville, Kentucky to correct riv- 
erbank erosion in Chickasaw Park; 

34. $550,000 to the Olmsted Parks Conser- 
vancy in Louisville, Kentucky to correct ero- 
sion in Iroquois Park; 

35. $850,000 to the Louisville Waterfront De- 
velopment Corporation, Kentucky for anti- 
erosion strategies; 

36. $200,000 to the Louisiana State Univer- 
sity in Shreveport, Louisiana for the Red 
River Watershed Management Institute; 

37. $100,000 to Prince George's County, 
Maryland for the Low Impact Development 
demonstration project in the Anacostia 
River Watershed; 

38. $100,000 to Wayne County, Michigan for 
the Lead Prevention Initiative; 

39. $100,000 to Wayne County, Michigan for 
the lead prevention initiative; 

40. $200,000 for the Michigan Biotechnology 
Institute in East Lansing, Michigan for the 
Michigan Biotechnology Institute Inter- 
national’s Nanocomposite Surfaces; 

41. $100,000 to the New Hampshire Depart- 
ment of Environmental Services to develop a 
statewide water resources management plan; 

42. $250,000 to the Ten Towns Great Swamp 
Watershed Management Committee in New 
Jersey for a water quality monitoring pro- 
gram in the Great Swamp National Refuge; 

43. $100,000 to Monmouth University for the 
Coastal Watershed Program in West Long 
Branch, New Jersey; 

44. $150,000 for Monmouth University for 
the Center for Coastal Watershed Manage- 
ment in West Long Beach, New Jersey; 
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45. $200,000 to Madison County, New York 
for the Landfill Gas to Electricity Project; 

46. $250,000 for the New York University in 
Bronx, New York for health disparity stud- 
ies; 

47. $1,500,000 for continued work on water 
management plans for the Central New York 
Watersheds in Onondaga and Cayuga coun- 
ties; 

48. $750,000 to Cortland County, New York 
for continued work on the aquifer protection 
plan, of which $350,000 is for continued imple- 
mentation of the comprehensive water qual- 
ity management program in the Upper Sus- 
quehanna Watershed; 

49. $250,000 to Wayne County, New York for 
continued work on a county-wide lakeshore 
embankments resource preservation and wa- 
tershed enhancement plan; 

50. $300,000 for the NADO (National Asso- 
ciation of Development Organizations) Re- 
search Foundation for environmental train- 
ing and information dissemination related to 
rural brownfields, air quality standards and 
water infrastructure; 

51. $200,000 to the Ohio River Valley Water 
Sanitation Commission for the Ohio River 
Watershed Pollutant Reduction Program; 

52. $250,000 to Lake Erie Coastal Ohio for 
planning, research, and analysis of coastal 
Lake Erie community, environmental, and 
educational efforts; 

53. $200,000 to the Oklahoma State Univer- 
sity, the University of Oklahoma, the Uni- 
versity of Tulsa, and the University of Ar- 
kansas for the Integrated Petroleum Envi- 
ronmental Consortium in Tulsa, Oklahoma; 

54. $1,500,000 to the American Cities Foun- 
dation (ACF) for the Neighborhood Environ- 
mental Action Team program and other 
community environmental efforts; 

55. $700,000 to Caribbean American Mission 
for Education Research and Action, Inc. 
(CAMERA), to support a youth environ- 
mental stewardship program іп Bala 
Cynwyd, Pennsylvania; 

56. $700,000 to the Environment and Sports 
Inc., of Philadelphia to continue support of 
an environmental awareness program in 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; 

57. $350,000 for the Concurrent Technologies 
Corp for the Small Partner Environmental 
Information Exchange Network; 

58. $100,000 to Cabrini College in Radnor, 
Pennsylvania for the Center for Science Edu- 
cation and Technology; 

59. $100,000 to the University of Memphis 
for Environmental Programs Hazard Man- 
agement in Memphis, Tennessee; 

60. $250,000 to the Tarrant County Water- 
shed District in Tarrant County, Texas to 
develop and implement an integrated water- 
shed protection plan; 

61. $750,000 to the University of Texas at 
Austin for environmental resource manage- 
ment and technical assistance activities for 
the Rio Bravo-Rio Grande Physical Assess- 
ment Program; 

62. $250,000 to the University of North 
Texas for the Texas Institute for Environ- 
mental Assessment and Management; 

63. $200,000 to the City of Lubbock, Texas 
for a comprehensive study to address re- 
gional water and wastewater concerns; 

64. $75,000 to the Brazos River Authority 
for the Brazos/Navasota Watershed Manage- 
ment Project in Texas; 

65. $200,000 to the Puget Sound Action 
Team of Hood Canal, Washington for the 
Hood Canal Depleted Oxygen Study; 

66. $100,000 for the Spokane Regional 
Chamber of Commerce for the Spokane Val- 
ley/Rathdrum Prairie Aquifer Study; 

67. $200,000 to the Upper Kanawha Valley 
Enterprise Community for the Shrewsbury 
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Riverbank Erosion Project in Shewsbury, 
West Virginia; 

68. $2,000,000 for on-going activities at the 
Canaan Valley Institute, including activities 
relating to community sustainability; 

69. $1,500,000 to support and implement the 
Highlands Action Program (HAP) of the 
Agency, including, but not limited to, fed- 
eral personnel and related costs; 

70. $150,000 for Marshall University, Center 
for Environmental, Geotechnical and Ap- 
plied Sciences for Environmental Manage- 
ment Incubator in Huntington, West Vir- 
ginia; 

71. $200,000 to the City of Cedarburg, Wis- 
consin for ongoing surface water treatment 
and general environmental remediation of 
Cedar Creek; 

72. $4,000,000 for the Small Public Water 
System Technology Centers at Western Ken- 
tucky University, the University of New 
Hampshire, the University of Alaska-Sitka, 
Pennsylvania State University, the Univer- 
sity of Missouri-Columbia, Montana State 
University, the University of Illinois, and 
Mississippi State University; 

73. $500,000 for the City of Boulder's Sus- 
tainability Center; 

74. $300,000 for the State Review of Oil and 
Natural Gas Environmental Regulations 
[STRONGER] program; 

75. $200,000 for the Utah Watershed Coordi- 
nator's Council; 

76. $250,000 for the City of Covington River- 
front Planning Project in Covington, Ken- 
tucky; 

77. $600,000 for the University of Southern 
Mississippi's Gulf of Mexico program to 
evaluate bacterial source tracking in three 
Gulf Coast watersheds; 

78. $350,000 for the Greater Houston Part- 
nership/Houston Advanced Research Center 
for an air quality study; 

79. $400,000 to the Baylor University for a 
Lake Whitney comprehensive assessment; 

80. $1,500,000 for the Rathdrum Prairie/Spo- 
kane Valley Aquifer study with matching 
funds to be provided by the State of Idaho 
and Washington; 

81. $300,000 for the Selenium Information 
System project at the Idaho National Engi- 
neering and Environmental Laboratory; 

82. $2,500,000 for the Southwest Center for 
Environmental Research and Policy; 

83. $500,000 for the Lake Tahoe Environ- 
mental Improvement program; 

84. $1,000,000 for the City of Maryville, Ten- 
nessee to implement an environmental pro- 
tection and education project; 

85. $250,000 for the Center for Environ- 
mental Citizenship at Luther College in 
Decorah, Iowa; 

86. $250,000 for à comprehensive storm and 
irrigation-water management initiative for 
Orem, Utah; 

87. $5,000,000 for the Oklahoma Department 
of Environmental Quality for ongoing sur- 
face water treatment and general environ- 
mental remediation in collaboration with 
other involved state and Federal entities of 
the effects of mine-waste tailings in the Tar 
Creek and Spring Creek watersheds and area 
in Ottawa County, Oklahoma; 

88. $500,000 for the U.S.-Mexico Border En- 
vironmental Protection program at the Uni- 
versity of Arizona; 

89. $600,000 for the Western Kentucky Uni- 
versity Center for Wastewater Research; 

90. $400,000 for the Green River Biological 
Diversity Monitoring project at Western 
Kentucky University; 

91. $300,000 for Auburn University to de- 
velop à Mobile Delta Initiative; 
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92. $750,000 for the City of Wilsonville, Or- 
egon to develop an innovative rainwater 
management system; 

93. $500,000 for the Ozarks Environmental 
and Water Resources Institute at Southwest 
Missouri State University; 

94. $750,000 for the Lake Pontchartrain 
Basin Foundation for Lake Pontchartrain 
water quality improvement; 

95. $250,000 for the Maryland Bureau of 
Mines for an acid mine drainage remediation 
project; 

96. $1,000,000 for projects demonstrating the 
benefits of Low Impact Development along 
the Anacostia Watershed in Prince Georges 
County, Maryland, including 

97. $500,000 for storm drains and trash 
traps; 

98. $750,000 for the City of Waukesha, Wis- 
consin, for a radium removal research and 
study project; 

99. $250,000 for the Northwest Straits Com- 
mission for Washington State University's 
beach watchers program; 

100. $500,000 for the Columbia Basin 
Groundwater Management Area; 

101. $300,000 for the Walker Lake Working 
Group in Nevada for scientific, analytical, 
and other technical assistance to evaluate 
solutions for the restoration of Walker Lake; 

102. $250,000 for the Friends of Old Maui 
School and Community Work Day in Hawaii 
for environmental assessments; 

103. $350,000 for the County of Hawaii for 
the Honomolino Irrigation Cooperative sur- 
face and ground water project; 

104. $250,000 for the Hawaii Nature Center 
East Kauai watershed improvement initia- 
tive; 

105. $500,000 for the Metropolitan Water 
District of Southern California for a study of 
the effectiveness of biological treatment for 
the removal of perchlorate from ground- 
water; 

106. $250,000 for the Fresno County Council 
of Governments in California for a non-point 
Source water quality management program; 

107. $500,000 for the Storm Lake, Iowa, 
water quality project; 

108. $250,000 for the Iowa Stormwater Run- 
off Council for the development and imple- 
mentation of improved urban stormwater 
control practices; 

109. $300,000 for the Vermont Department of 
Agriculture Steven's Brook watershed 
project; 

110. $250,000 for the City of Warwick, Rhode 
Island, for design and engineering of the 
Potowomut wastewater collection system; 

111. $400,000 for the City of Las Vegas, New 
Mexico, for à mechanical biological treat- 
ment initiative; 

112. $750,000 for the University of West 
Florida's PERCH program; 

113. $400,000 for the County of Ventura, 
California, Calleguas Creek Watershed Man- 
agement Plan; 

114. $400,000 for a storm water research ini- 
tiative at the University of Vermont; 

115. $700,000 for Plimoth Plantation in 
Plymouth, Massachusetts, for environmental 
education initiatives; 

116. $400,000 for the City of Norwalk, Con- 
necticut, for the FILTER project to prevent 
runoff into the Long Island Sound; 

117. $500,000 for the State of Nevada to re- 
place or retrofit school buses to lower emis- 
sions; 

118. $250,000 for Chautauqua County, New 
York, for a sewerage mapping project; 

119. $400,000 for the Right Place in Grand 
Rapids, Michigan, for the West Michigan Re- 
gional Sustainable Manufacturing Initiative; 
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120. $400,000 for Deschutes County, Oregon, 
for the Upper Deschutes River water quality 
and monitoring program; 

121. $200,000 for pollution prevention of 
Wreck Pond and nearby beaches in Spring 
Lake, New Jersey; 

122. $200,000 for the City of Vineland, New 
Jersey, for the demonstration of an environ- 
mentally sound disabled vehicle removal 
pilot project; 

123. $400,000 for the King County, Wash- 
ington, molten fuel cell demonstration 
project; 

124. $200,000 for the North Carolina Rural 
Economic Development Center for a state- 
wide water and wastewater assessment; 

125. $750,000 for continued research and wa- 
tershed activities at the Kenai River Center 
in Kenai, Alaska; 

126. $375,000 for regional haze monitoring in 
the State of Alaska; 

127. $1,500,000 to the Environmental Re- 
sources Coalition for the Southwest Missouri 
Water Resources Assessment Project; and 

128. $1,000,000 for the Missouri Department 
of Natural Resources for the Low Sulfur Coal 
Emissions Reduction Pilot Project. 

The Conference has included $8,000,000 
more than the budget request for EPA Crimi- 
nal Enforcement for a total of $39,370,000 for 
FY05, an increase of a little more than 
$8,000,000 above the 2004 level. The Con- 
ference believes that a strong criminal en- 
forcement program is essential to reducing 
pollution and protecting public health. The 
Conference believes that the EPA does not 
devote adequate resources to the program, 
which has led to staffing declines and case 
backlogs. The Conference directs EPA to 
submit to the House and Senate Committees 
on Appropriations a plan to reduce case 
backlogs and ensure adequate resources and 
staffing levels by March 15, 2005. In addition 
to this increase, the conference agreement 
includes sufficient funds to maintain the 
level of staffing at other enforcement activi- 
ties throughout the agency at not less than 
the fiscal year 2004 level. 

The Conferees consider that a strong rela- 
tionship between EPA and the Department 
of Homeland Security (DHS) is critical if the 
Nation is going to have a comprehensive and 
effective plan for protecting our homeland. 
The conferees understand that the EPA has 
negotiated two memorandums of under- 
standings (MOUs) with DHS. The first, be- 
tween DHS and EPA’s Office of Research and 
Development, provides for joint research 
projects. The second, between DHS and 
EPA’s Office of Air and Radiation, is de- 
signed to provide coordination and funding 
for field operations of the biowatch moni- 
toring network. Nevertheless, the Conferees 
remain concerned that the Agency’s respon- 
sibilities as to homeland security are not 
well articulated. Therefore, the Conferees di- 
rect EPA to enter into a comprehensive MOU 
with DHS no later than August 1, 2005 that 
will define the relationship and responsibil- 
ities of these entities with regard to the pro- 
tection and security of our Nation. The Con- 
ferees expect the MOU to specifically iden- 
tify areas of responsibilities and the poten- 
tial costs (including which entity pays, in 
whole or part) for fully meeting such respon- 
sibilities. ЕРА shall submit to the House and 
Senate Committees on Appropriations a plan 
no later than September 15, 2005 that details 
how the agency will meet its responsibilities 
under the MOU, including a staffing plan and 
budget. 

The conference agreement provides the 
budget request of $2,000,000 for the Water In- 
formation Sharing and Analysis Center 
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(Water ISAC) to gather, analyze, and dis- 
seminate sensitive security information to 
water and wastewater systems. The con- 
ferees direct that the Water ISAC shall be 
implemented through a grant to the Associa- 
tion of Metropolitan Water Agencies. 

The conferees have, within available funds, 
provided $2,000,000 for nine Environmental 
Finance Centers, the same as for fiscal year 
2004. 

The conferees have provided the full budg- 
et request for the Endocrine Disruptor 
Screening Program. The High Production 
Volume (HPV) Chemical Challenge Program 
and the Voluntary Children’s Chemical Eval- 
uation Program have been funded at the fis- 
cal year 2004 level and the conferees urge 
that no reductions be proposed in the oper- 
ating plan submission for these important 
programs. 

The conferees support EPA’s promotion of 
environmental management systems (EMSs), 
codes established by a variety of industry 
sectors to ensure superior environmental 
performance, and urge the agency to exam- 
ine additional regulatory incentives to be 
provided to organizations that have imple- 
mented an EMS. 

The conferees have also provided the fiscal 
year 2004 appropriation level for activities 
and programs of the Office of Pesticide Pro- 
grams (OPP). 

The conferees direct EPA to provide for 
the Pesticide Applicator Training program 
the same amount as available in fiscal year 
2004. 

The conferees support the Agency’s elec- 
tronics recycling initiative, and encourage 
the Agency to support pilot projects through 
the Polymer Alliance Zone’s MARCHE Ini- 
tiative to develop a market-based sustain- 
able electronics recycling infrastructure. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 


Appropriates $38,000,000 for the Office of In- 
spector General, an increase of $1,000,000 over 
the amount proposed by the House, and the 
same amount proposed by the Senate. In ad- 
dition to amounts appropriated directly to 
the OIG, $13,000,000 is also available by trans- 
fer from funds appropriated for Hazardous 
Substance Superfund. Of the total funding, 
$750,000 shall be used to carry out the duties 
of Inspector General for the Chemical Safety 
and Hazard Investigation Board. 

BUILDINGS AND FACILITIES 


Appropriates $39,000,000 for buildings and 
facilities, instead of $40,000,000 as proposed 
by the Senate and the same as proposed by 
the House. 

HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCE SUPERFUND 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

Appropriates $1,257,537,000 for Hazardous 
Substance Superfund as proposed by the 
House instead of $1,381,416,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. Bill language provides that such 
sums as are available from the Superfund 
trust fund upon the date of enactment are 
available for this activity, with the remain- 
der to be derived from general revenues of 
the Treasury. Additional language provides 
for the transfer of $13,000,000 to the Office of 
Inspector General, and for the transfer of 
$36,097,000 to the Science and Technology ac- 
count. 

The conferees direct EPA to develop a 
standard test method for naturally occurring 
asbestos that will provide reproducible re- 
sults and provide a risk analysis using the 
existing EPA Airborne Asbestos Health As- 
sessment Update. 

The conferees remain concerned about the 
effective implementation of the Superfund 
program. The EPA IG is conducting an ongo- 
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ing evaluation of Superfund expenditures at 
the request of the House and Senate Com- 
mittees on Appropriations. It is clear, how- 
ever, that there is little coordination of best 
practices at Superfund sites and the con- 
ferees urge EPA to develop a best practices 
approach which will ensure that there will be 
better coordination in managing sites and 
that those Superfund procedures that work 
best for the least cost will be implemented. 
The conferees have agreed to the following 

fiscal year 2005 funding levels: 

1. $879,100,000 for Superfund response and 
cleanup activities; 

2. $146,514,000 for enforcement activities; 

3. $145,000,000 for management and sup- 


port; 

4. $13,000,000 for transfer to the Office of 
Inspector General; 

5. $36,097,000 for research and develop- 
ment activities, to be transferred to the 
Science and Technology account; and 

6. $37,826,000 for reimbursable inter- 
agency activities, including $27,150,000 for 
the Department of Justice and $10,676,000 for 
OSHA, FEMA, NOAA, the United States 
Coast Guard, and for the Department of the 
Interior. 

LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK 

PROGRAM 


Appropriates $70,000,000 for the leaking un- 
derground storage tank program as proposed 
by the Senate, instead of $74,000,000 as pro- 
posed by the House. 

OIL SPILL RESPONSE 


Appropriates $16,000,000 for oil spill re- 
sponse as proposed by the House and the 
Senate. 

STATE AND TRIBAL ASSISTANCE GRANTS 


Appropriates $3,604,182,000 for state and 
tribal assistance grants instead of 
$3,359,027,000 as proposed by the House and 
$3,886,550,000 as proposed by the Senate. Bill 
language specifically provides $1,100,000,000 
for Clean Water State Revolving Fund (SRF) 
capitalization grants, of which up to 
$50,000,000 is to be made available for use by 
States that choose to make loans, including 
interest-free loans, that increase non-point 
and non-structural, decentralized alter- 
natives, expanding the choices available to 
communities in their fight for clean water. 
The conferees again strongly encourage 
States that can do so to pursue innovative 
technologies in this regard, but emphasize 
that this program is voluntary and that 
States not participating in the program will 
nevertheless continue to receive their nor- 
mal level of funding through the established 
SRF formulas. 

Additional bill language provides 
$850,000,000 for Safe Drinking Water SRF cap- 
italization grants; $50,000,000 for the United 
States-Mexico Border program; $45,000,000 for 
grants to address drinking water and waste- 
water infrastructure needs in rural and na- 
tive Alaska communities; $4,000,000 for reme- 
diation of above ground leaking fuel tanks in 
Alaska pursuant to Public Law 106-554; 
$90,000,000 for Brownfields infrastructure 
grants; $1,145,757,000 for categorical grants to 
the states and tribes, including $50,000,000 for 
Brownfields categorical grants and $19,500,000 
for the Environmental Information Ex- 
change program; $7,500,000 for Clean School 
Bus grants; and $309,925,000 for cost-shared 
grants for construction of water and waste- 
water treatment facilities and infrastructure 
and for groundwater protection infrastruc- 
ture. 

The conferees have included bill language 
which: (1) for fiscal year 2005, authorizes the 
Administrator of the EPA to use funds ap- 
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propriated pursuant to the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act (FWPCA) to make 
grants to Indian tribes pursuant to section 
319(h) and 518(e) of FWPCA; (2) will permit 
the states to include as principal amounts 
considered to be the cost of administering 
SRF loans to eligible borrowers, with certain 
limitations; (3) for fiscal year 2005, author- 
izes the states to transfer funds between the 
Clean Water and Safe Drinking Water SRF 
programs; and (4) stipulates that no funds 
provided in the Act to address water infra- 
Structure needs of colonias within the United 
States along the United States-Mexico bor- 
der shall be made available to a county or 
municipal government unless that govern- 
mental entity has established an enforceable 
ordinance or rule which prevents the devel- 
opment or construction of any additional 
colonia areas, or the development within an 
existing colonia of any new home, business, 
or other structure which lacks water, waste- 
water, or other necessary infrastructure. 

As in previous years, the conferees have in- 
cluded bill language that stipulates that 
none of the funds provided in this or any pre- 
vious years' Act for the Safe Drinking Water 
SRF may be reserved by the Administrator 
for health effects studies on drinking water 
contaminants. The conferees have instead 
provided significant resources for such stud- 
ies within EPA's Science and Technology ac- 
count. 

The conferees have included, as proposed 
by the Senate, bill language which sets cer- 
tain requirements for Alaska Native Village 
grants, including: (1) a 25% cost share from 
the State of Alaska; (2) a limitation on ad- 
ministrative expenses; and (3) the establish- 
ment of a statewide priority list and a set- 
aside for regional hub communities. 

The conferees have not included language 
proposed in the Senate bill that created a 
new $3,000,000 construction program that was 
designed to begin building the needed infra- 
structure to reduce the risk of arsenic in 
drinking water as required by the arsenic in 
drinking water rule (66 FR 6979). In 2006, both 
community water systems and non-tran- 
sient, non-community water systems are ex- 
pected to be in compliance with these new 
arsenic in drinking water requirements. The 
conferees are concerned that many commu- 
nities, especially rural communities in the 
West, will be unable to meet these new re- 
quirements which could become a huge fi- 
nancial hardship on these communities. This 
may mean that clean water systems could be 
abandoned in favor of untreated well water 
or that communities may be forced to spend 
very tight resources on new water infra- 
structure while abandoning other critical 
priorities such as maintaining local school 
systems. The conferees direct EPA to submit 
a study no later than August 15, 2005 on the 
extent to which the communities will be im- 
pacted by the arsenic in drinking water rule, 
the likely cost to these communities for 
meeting the requirements of the rule, alter- 
natives to meeting the requirements of the 
rule and recommendations for, but not lim- 
ited to, ways to minimize the cost. 

The conferees have included bill language 
that makes technical corrections and 
changes to grants approved in previous fiscal 
years. 

Of the funds provided for the United 
States-Mexico Border program, $5,000,000 is 
for continuation of the El Paso, Texas desali- 
nation and water supply project, and 
$2,000,000 is for the Brownsville, Texas water 
supply project. 

The conferees provide $18,000,000 for mak- 
ing competitive Targeted Watershed grants; 
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within these funds, $8,000,000 is for a regional 
pilot program for the Chesapeake Bay that 
shall demonstrate effective non-point source 
nutrient reduction approaches that target 
small watersheds and accelerate nutrient re- 
duction in innovative, sustainable, and cost- 
effective ways. Partners in the effort to pro- 
tect the Bay include Maryland; Pennsyl- 
vania; Virginia; the District of Columbia; the 
Chesapeake Bay Commission, a tri-state leg- 
islative body; EPA, which represents the 
Federal Government; and, participating cit- 
izen advisory groups. 

The conferees direct EPA under the 
‘school bus" program to treat all school dis- 
tricts equally, regardless of whether the 
buses are owned by the district or owned by 
a contractor. In either case, the grantee is a 
school district. In cases where the school dis- 
trict contracts with an outside entity for the 
provision of school buses, the school district 
is expected to contract with its contractor to 
ensure the buses are as environmentally 
sound as possible at the least possible cost. 
Any use of funds must be consistent with the 
program requirements. School districts can 
apply jointly for a grant where the con- 
tractor provides student busing services to 
more than one district. 

Within the State and Tribal Categorical 
Grant program, the conference agreement 
includes: 


louse Senate Conference 
State and Local Air 
Quality Assistance ... 225,000,000 228,550,000 225,000,000 
Tribal Air Quality As- 
sistance 0,830,000 1,000,000 0,830,000 
Ra 1 8,000,000 7,000,000 7,000,000 
0 
i 200,000,000 210,000,000 210,000,000 
Beaches Protection ....... 0,000,000 0,000,000 0,000,000 
Nonpoint Source (Sec- 
ҮЛЕСТІ) БЕККЕ 235,250,000 215,000,000 209,000,000 
Wetlands Program De- 
velopment ................ 4,500,000 5,000,000 5,000,000 
Wastewater Operator 
raining .і.......... 1,500,000 1,500,000 1,500,000 
Water Quality Coopera- 
ive Agreements 
(Sec. 104(3)(b)) ....... 8,620,000 7,000,000 7,000,000 
argeted Watersheds .... 4,500,000 20,000,000 8,000,000 
Public Water System 
Supervision (PWSS) .. 100,550,000 102,500,000 100,550,000 
nderground Injection 
Control (UIC) ........... 0,780,000 9,000,000 0,780,000 
Drinking Water Home- 
and Security ............ 5,000,000 5,000,000 5,000,000 
RCRA Financial Assist- 
ance ...... : 104,300,000 106,400,000 104,300,000 
Brownfields 50,000,000 50,000,000 50,000,000 
ndergroun 
anks ... 12,000,000 13,000,000 12,000,000 
Pesticides Р! 
lementa 13,000,000 13,100,000 13,000,000 
Lead Risk Reduction .... 13,500,000 13,700,000 13,500,000 
oxic Substances Com- 
іапсе ..................... 5,047,000 5,150,000 5,047,000 
Pesticides Enforcement 19,500,000 19,900,000 19,500,000 
Environmental Informa- 
ion sa 19,500,000 20,000,000 19,500,000 
Pollution Preventio 6,000,000 5,000,000 5,000,000 
Sector Program (En- 
forcement & Comp 
Assurance) ............... 2,250,000 2,250,000 2,250,000 
ribal General Assist- 
ance Program .......... 62,000,000 62,500,000 62,000,000 


The conferees have not included language 
that directed EPA to deduct from grants to 
State associations for a state that does not 
wish to participate in the association, as 
proposed by the Senate. The conferees be- 
lieve that current recipients of such grants 
have administratively addressed this issue. 

'The conferees have provided $309,925,000 for 
a targeted program making grants to com- 
munities for the construction of drinking 
water, wastewater and storm water infra- 
Structure and for water quality protection. 
As in past years, these grants shall be ac- 
companied by а cost-share requirement 
whereby 45 percent of a project's cost is the 
responsibility of the community or entity re- 
ceiving the grant. In those few cases where 
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such cost-share requirement poses a par- 
ticular financial burden on the recipient 
community or entity, the conferees support 
the Agency's use of its long-standing guid- 
ance for financial capability assessments to 
determine reductions or waivers from this 
match requirement. 

With the exception of the limited instances 
in which an applicant meets the criteria for 
& waiver, the conferees have provided no 
more than 55% of an individual project's 
cost, regardless of the amount appropriated 
below. The phrase ‘terms and conditions’ ref- 
erenced in the bill language includes the 
maximum 55% federal share, as well as the 
intended recipients and the specific project 
descriptions, as listed below. 'The distribu- 
tion of funds under this program is as fol- 
lows: 

1. $400,000 to the City Falkville, Alabama 
for sewer infrastructure improvements; 

2. $750,000 to the City of Albertville, Ala- 
bama for sewer infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

3. $180,000 to the City of Boldo, Alabama for 
water infrastructure improvements; 

4. $200,000 to the City of Addison, Alabama 
for sewer infrastructure improvements; 

5. $220,000 to Lamar County, Alabama for 
infrastructure improvements to the Lamar 
County Reservoir; 

6. $350,000 to the City of Arley, Alabama for 
water infrastructure improvements; 

7. $200,000 to the City of Eva, Alabama for 
Sewer infrastructure improvements; 

8. $200,000 to the City of Guin, Alabama for 
water infrastructure improvements; 

9. $250,000 to the City of Phil Campbell, 
Alabama for water infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

10. $500,000 to Blount County, Alabama for 
water infrastructure improvements; 

11. $500,000 to the DeKalb-Jackson Water 
Supply District in Ider, Alabama for con- 
struction of a water treatment plant; 

12. $150,000 to Fort Payne, Alabama for a 
pump station at Wills Valley Industrial 
Park; 

13. $250,000 to the Helena Utility Board in 
Helena, Alabama for sewer infrastructure 
improvements; 

14. $250,000 to the City of Jackson, Alabama 
for water and wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

15. $200,000 to the City of Athens, Alabama 
for wastewater infrastructure improvements; 

16. $500,000 to Lawrence County, Alabama 
for the Bankhead Forest Water Project; 

17. $250,000 to the City of Huntsville, Ala- 
bama for water infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

18. $400,000 to Hartselle Utilities for waste- 
water infrastructure improvements in 
Hartselle, Alabama; 

19. $100,000 to Harvest-Monrovia Water, 
Sewer, and Fire Protection in Alabama for a 
master plan to accomplish the establishment 
of a sewer system within the service area; 

20. $300,000 to the Limestone County Water 
and Sewer Authority in Alabama for water 
infrastructure improvements; 

21. $400,000 to the Waterworks Boards of 
the Towns of Section and Dutton, Alabama 
for water infrastructure improvements; 

22. $500,000 to the Scottsboro Waterworks, 
Sewer, and Gas Board in Scottsboro, Ala- 
bama for construction and rehabilitation of 
a sanitary sewer collection system; 

23. $600,000 to the City of Sheffield, Ala- 
bama for water and wastewater infrastruc- 
ture improvements; 

24. $200,000 to the West Morgan-East Law- 
rence Water and Sewer Authority for water 
and wastewater system infrastructure im- 
provements; 
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25. $50,000 to Jackson County, Alabama for 
water and wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

26. $400,000 to the City of Muscle Shoals, 
Alabama for water and wastewater infra- 
structure improvements; 

27. $100,000 to the community of Overlook 
Hills in Dallas County, Alabama for waste- 
water infrastructure improvements; 

28. $100,000 to the 'Town of Fulton, Alabama 
to construct a wastewater treatment facil- 
ity; 

29. $150,000 to the Town of Red Level, Ala- 
bama for Phase II water infrastructure im- 
provements; 

30. $150,000 to the City of Valley, Alabama 
to purchase Langdale Mill and Fairfax Utili- 
zation Plant; 

31. $100,000 for the Millerville Water Au- 
thority (Clay County Commission) for water 
infrastructure improvements in Millerville, 
Alabama; 

32. $200,000 for the Smiths Station Water 
Authority in Alabama for water infrastruc- 
ture improvements; 

33. $30,000 for City of Piedmont Water and 
Utilities Board to extend water lines to the 
Terrapin Cove/Borden Springs area іп 
Cleburne County, Alabama; 

34. $250,000 to the City of Fayetteville, Ar- 
kansas for water infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

35. $250,000 for the Faulkner County Public 
Facilities Board for Lake Conway Sewer Im- 
provements in Faulkner County, Arkansas; 

36. $200,000 for the City of Goodyear, Ari- 
zona for water infrastructure improvements; 

37. $250,000 to the City of Avondale, Arizona 
for wastewater infrastructure improvements; 

38. $150,000 to the City of Chandler, Arizona 
for the Chandler Arsenic Mitigation Pro- 
gram; 
39. $1,000,000 to the University of Arizona, 
College of Pharmacy for the US-Mexico Bor- 
der Environmental Protection Program; 

40. $250,000 to the City of Stafford, Arizona 
for construction of a wastewater treatment 
plant; 

41. $500,000 to the City of St. Johns, Ari- 
zona for new water transmission pipeline 
construction; 

42. $150,000 to the City of Rialto, California 
for water infrastructure improvements; 

43. $250,000 to the Box Springs Mutual 
Water Company of the City of Moreno Val- 
ley, California for installation of a sewer sys- 
tem; 

44. $200,000 to the City of Oxnard, Cali- 
fornia for the Headworks Expansion Project 
and Redwood Trunk Project; 

45. $150,000 to the City of Modesto, Cali- 
fornia for the neighborhood storm water, 
sewer, and water infrastructure project 
(Ninth Street Corridor Storm Drain Project); 

46. $600,000 to the Orange County Sanita- 
tion District for wastewater infrastructure 
improvements in Fountain Valley, Cali- 
fornia; 

47. $500,000 to the City of Laguna Beach, 
California for emergency sewer repairs; 

48. $1,000,000 to the City of Solana Beach, 
California for wastewater treatment im- 
provements in the municipal sewer system; 

49. $250,000 to the City of Roseville, Cali- 
fornia for water infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

50. $400,000 to the City of Monrovia, Cali- 
fornia for water and wastewater infrastruc- 
ture improvement; 

51. $1,000,000 to the Cities of Arcadia and 
Sierra Madre, California for the Joint Water 
Infrastructure Restoration Program; 

52. $200,000 to the City of East Palo Alto, 
California for the storm water infrastructure 
improvements; 
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53. $350,000 to the Monterey County Water 
Resource Agency for the Salinas Valley 
Water Project in Monterey County, Cali- 
fornia; 

54. $100,000 to the Sweetwater Authority 
for the water quality monitoring in Chula 
Vista, California; 

55. $250,000 to the City of El Segundo, Cali- 
fornia for wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements for Smoky Hollow; 

56. $350,000 for the City of Redding, Cali- 
fornia for water infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

57. $750,000 to the San Diego County Water 
Authority for the San Diego County Water 
Authority Regional Seawater Desalination 
Initiative in San Diego, California; 

58. $350,000 to the City of Brisbane, Cali- 
fornia for water and wastewater infrastruc- 
ture improvements; 

59. $100,000 for the Bighorn Desert Water 
Agency for water infrastructure improve- 
ments in Yucca Valley, California; 

60. $450,000 to the City of San Bernardino, 
California for Lakes and Stream Project; 

61. $250,000 to the City of Hesperia, Cali- 
fornia for water infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

62. $200,000 to the City of Lake Arrowhead, 
California for the Community Services Dis- 
trict; 

63. $500,000 for Mission Springs Water Dis- 
trict for the Groundwater Protection, Supply 
Enhancement/Reuse Program in Desert Hot 
Springs, California; 

64. $450,000 to the City of Banning, Cali- 
fornia for the Brinton Reservoir; 

65. $300,000 for the Hi-Desert Water District 
in Yucca, Valley, California for the Warren 
Valley Recharge Facility; 

66. $300,000 for the Santa Ana Watershed 
Project Authority in California for the Santa 
Ana Regional Interceptor (SARI) Enhance- 
ment; 

67. $200,000 for the City of San Jose, Cali- 
fornia for water and wastewater infrastruc- 
ture improvements; 

68. $500,000 to the City of Sacramento, Cali- 
fornia for combined sewer system improve- 
ment rehabilitation project; 

69. $250,000 for the Castaic Lake Water 
Agency in California for wastewater infra- 
structure improvements; 

70. $250,000 to the City of Barstow, Cali- 
fornia for a sewer master plan implementa- 
tion project; 

71. $250,000 to the City of Victorville, Cali- 
fornia for water infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

72. $200,000 for the California State Univer- 
sity, Dominguez Hills for the Center for 
Urban Environmental Research in Carson, 
California; 

73. $200,000 to the City of Brea, California 
for sewer infrastructure improvements; 

74. $200,000 to the City of Mission Viejo, 
California for the Oso Creek Barrier Project; 

75. $300,000 to the City of Vallejo, Cali- 
fornia for the Mare Island Sanitary Sewer 
and Storm Drain Improvement Project; 

76. $250,000 to the City of Norwalk, Cali- 
fornia for the Balancing Facility Project; 

77. $150,000 to the Strathmore Public Util- 
ity District for a wastewater treatment 
plant; 

78. $250,000 to the City of Folsom, Cali- 
fornia for the sewer rehabilitation project; 

79. $1,000,000 to the City of San Francisco, 
California for water and wastewater infra- 
structure improvements; 

80. $800,000 for the Santa Clara Valley 
Water District in Santa Clara County, Cali- 
fornia for Perchlorate Cleanup; 
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81. $200,000 to the City of Westminster, 
California for the Westminster Water Qual- 
ity Pilot Project; 

82. $300,000 to the City of Huntington 
Beach, California for the Wintersberg Chan- 
nel Urban Run-Off Treatment; 

83. $250,000 to the City of Downey, Cali- 
fornia for storm water infrastructure im- 
provements; 

84. $150,000 for the Municipal Water Dis- 
trict of Orange County, California for an Or- 
ange County water reliability study; 

85. $200,000 for the Orange County Sanita- 
tion District for a new secondary treatment 
facility in Fountain Valley, California; 

86. $250,000 to the City of Eurka, California 
for the Martin Slough Interceptor; 

87. $250,000 to the City of Gardena, Cali- 
fornia for water and wastewater infrastruc- 
ture improvements; 

88. $250,000 to the City of Santa Monica, 
California for water infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

89. $200,000 for Sonoma County, California 
for the Monte Rio sanitation project in 
Monte Rio, California; 

90. $250,000 to Jefferson County, Colorado 
to implement a new storm water improve- 
ment program; 

91. $250,000 to the City of Ouray, Colorado 
for water infrastructure improvements; 

92. $150,000 to the City of Meriden, Con- 
necticut for the City Center Initiative Flood 
Control and Demolition; 

93. $300,000 to the City of New Britain, Con- 
necticut for water infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

94. $500,000 to the City of Southington, Con- 
necticut for the Southington Water Supply 
Improvement Project; 

95. $200,000 to the City of Stamford, Con- 
necticut for storm water infrastructure im- 
provements; 

96. $350,000 to the City of Groton, Con- 
necticut for water and sewer line extension; 

97. $500,000 to the District of Columbia Gov- 
ernment for drinking water infrastructure 
improvements to address lead problems; 

98. $400,000 for the City of Wilmington, 
Delaware for wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

99. $250,000 to the City of Tarpon Springs, 
Florida for water and wastewater infrastruc- 
ture improvements; 

100. $200,000 to the City of Gainesville, 
Florida for the depot regional storm water 
park; 

101. $250,000 to Citrus County, Florida for 
the Chassahowitzka Area Wastewater Collec- 
tion and Drinking Water Distribution Sys- 
tem; 

102. $200,000 to Hillsborough County, Flor- 
ida for the Hillsborough County Alternative 
Water Supplies—Phase III; 

103. $750,000 to the City of Miami Beach, 
Florida for storm water infrastructure im- 
provements; 

104. $250,000 to the City of Key West, Flor- 
ida for storm water infrastructure improve- 
ments 

105. $200,000 to the City of Pemroke Pines, 
Florida for water treatment expansion; 

106. $250,000 to the City of Homestead, Flor- 
ida for water and wastewater infrastructure 
improvements; 

107. $150,000 for the South Seminole & 
North Orange County Wastewater Trans- 
mission Authority for the replacement of 
wastewater pipes and mechanical equipment; 

108. $200,000 to the Southwest Florida 
Water Management District for the Peace 
River & Myakka River Water Initiative in 
Polk County, Florida; 
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109. $300,000 to the Village of Wellington, 
Florida for the reconfiguration of storm 
water system project; 

110. $350,000 for the County of Sarasota, 
Florida for wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

111. $200,000 to the City of Rivera Beach, 
Florida for the storm water management 
plan; 

112. $200,000 to the Town of Windermere, 
Florida for storm water management im- 
provements; 

113. $250,000 to the City of Miami Gardens, 
Florida for water, wastewater, storm water, 
and sewer infrastructure improvements; 

114. $200,000 to the City of Bunnell, Florida 
for the Wastewater Collection, Treatment 
and Disposal System Rehabilitation Project; 

115. $500,000 for St. Johns County, Florida 
for the College Park Drainage Improvement 
Project in West Augustine, Florida; 

116. $250,000 for the Escambia County Util- 
ity Authority for Wastewater Treatment/ 
water Reclamation Partnership in Escambia 
County, Florida; 

117. $350,000 to the City of Davenport, Flor- 
ida for wastewater infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

118. $200,000 to the City of Lakeworth, Flor- 
ida for water infrastructure improvements; 

119. $200,000 to the City of Davie, Florida 
for water main replacement; 

120. $300,000 for the South Central Regional 
Wastewater Treatment and Disposal Board 
for the 100 percent Wastewater Reuse Project 
in the Cities of Delray Beach and Boynton 
Beach, Florida; 

121. $300,000 to the City of Starke, Florida 
for the Water Quality Improvement Pro- 
gram; 

122. $500,000 to Osceola County, Florida for 
drainage basin improvements; 

123. $2,500,000 to the St. Johns River Water 
Management District for water infrastruc- 
ture improvements in Central and East Flor- 
ida; 

124. $4,000,000 to the Southwest Florida 
Water Management District for continuation 
of the Tampa Bay Reservoir Project; 

125. $1,200,000 to the Southwest Florida 
Water Management District for Tampa Bay 
Reclaimed Water and Downstream Aug- 
mentation Project; 

126. $300,000 to the Southwest Florida 
Water Management District for the Peace 
River and Myakka River Watershed Restora- 
tion Initiative; 

127. $500,000 to the City of Clearwater, Flor- 
ida for the Wastewater and Reclaimed Water 
Infrastructure Project; 

128. $1,300,000 to the City of Tampa, Florida 
for sediment removal from estuaries of the 
headwaters at the canals; 

129. $500,000 to the City of Treasure Island, 
Florida for wastewater and sewer system up- 
grades; 

130. $900,000 to the City of Albany, Georgia 
storm water infrastructure improvements; 

131. $400,000 to the City of Americus, Geor- 
gia for sewer service expansion; 

132. $1,000,000 to the City of Atlanta, Geor- 
gia for the McDaniel Basin Combined Sewer 
Overflow Separation project; 

133. $1,000,000 for Columbus Water Works, 
Columbus, Georgia for its Biosolids Flow- 
Through Thermophilic Treatment Dem- 
onstration Project; 

134. $250,000 to the City of Plains, Georgia 
for water infrastructure improvements; 

135. $100,000 to the City of Social Circle, 
Georgia for water and wastewater infrastruc- 
ture improvements; 

136. $100,000 to the City of Thomasville, 
Georgia for extension of sewer lines; 
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187. $150,000 to the City of Moultrie, Geor- 
gia for wastewater infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

138. $150,000 to the City of Summerville, 
Georgia for water and wastewater infrastruc- 
ture improvements; 

139. $200,000 to Polk County, Georgia for 
the Polk County Wastewater Collection Sys- 
tem; 

140. $250,000 to the City of Roswell, Georgia 
for the Big Creek Watershed Project; 

141. $750,000 to the City of Atlanta, Georgia 
for wastewater infrastructure improvements; 

142. $750,000 to the City of Moultrie, Geor- 
gia for wastewater infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

143. $700,000 for the Metropolitan North 
Georgia Planning District for water infra- 
structure improvements in North Atlanta 
Metropolitan Area, Georgia; 

144. $150,000 to the City of Byron, Georgia 
for water and wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

145. $250,000 to the City of Social Circle, 
Georgia for water and wastewater infrastruc- 
ture improvements; 

146. $250,000 to the Guam Waterworks Au- 
thority for water and wastewater infrastruc- 
ture improvements in the Territory of 
Guam; 

147. $150,000 to the Maui County Depart- 
ment of Water Supply for the lead reduction 
in Upcountry Maui in Upcountry Maui, Ha- 
waii; 

148. $200,000 to the City of Castleford, Idaho 
for water infrastructure improvements; 

149. $450,000 to the City of Castleford, Idaho 
for water infrastructure improvements; 

150. $600,000 to the City of Twin Falls, 
Idaho for wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

151. $750,000 to the City of Pocatello, Idaho 
for water infrastructure improvements; 

152. $150,000 to the City of Lockport, Illi- 
nois for water and wastewater infrastructure 
improvements; 

153. $450,000 to the Village of Johnsburg, П- 
linois for wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

154. $300,000 to the Lake County Storm 
water Management Community for the Lake 
County Watershed Plan in Lake County, Illi- 
nois; 

155. $200,000 to the City of Silvis, Illinois 
for water infrastructure improvements; 

156. $200,000 to the Village of Newark, Illi- 
nois for wastewater infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

157. $200,000 to the Village of Paw Paw, Illi- 
nois for construction of an elevated water 
storage tower; 

158. $200,000 to the Village of Annawan, Illi- 
nois for water and wastewater infrastructure 
improvements; 

159. $650,000 to the Salt Creek Sanitary Dis- 
trict in Villa Park, Illinois for water and 
wastewater infrastructure improvements; 

160. $300,000 to the Village of East Hazel 
Crest, Illinois for water infrastructure im- 
provements; 

161. $200,000 to the City of Lexington, Illi- 
nois for wastewater infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

162. $400,000 to Lake County, Illinois for 
wastewater infrastructure improvements on 
the Des Plaines River; 

163. $500,000 to the City of Peoria, Illinois 
for stormwater management; 

164. $542,500 to the Village of Bartonville, 
Ilinois for storm sewer improvements in 
Broadmoor Heights; 

165. $500,000 to the Village of Arenzville, П- 
linois for water infrastructure improve- 
ments; 
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166. $500,000 to the Village of Argenta, Illi- 
nois for water infrastructure improvements; 

167. $500,000 to the Village of North Pekin, 
Illinois for water infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

168. $357,500 to the City of Spring Valley, П- 
linois for water infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

169. $250,000 to the City of Virginia, Illinois 
for water infrastructure improvements; 

170. $500,000 to the City of Pekin, Illinois 
wastewater infrastructure improvements; 

171. $250,000 to the City of Lincoln, Illinois 
to repair and slip line Pulaski Street sewer 
line; 

172. $350,000 to the Village of La Grange, П- 
linois for water infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

173. $550,000 to the Village of Fox River 
Grove, Illinois for Phase II sewer plant infra- 
structure improvements; 

174. $250,000 to the City of Shelbyville, Illi- 
nois for wastewater infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

175. $250,000 to the City of Breese, Illinois 
for construction of the Breese Water Plant; 

176. $100,000 to the Village of Mazon, Illi- 
nois for water infrastructure improvements; 

177. $200,000 for Will County, Illinois for the 
feasibility study for sanitary district expan- 
sion; 

178. $300,000 to the City of Marion, Indiana 
for water infrastructure improvements asso- 
ciated with the Water Loop Project in Grant 
County, Indiana; 

179. $200,000 to the City of Crawford, Indi- 
ana for the design and construction phases of 
the Crawfordsville Eastside Sanitary Sewer 
Project; 

180. $500,000 to the City of Frankfort, Indi- 
ana for construction of the Eastside Drain- 
age/Detention Facility; 

181. $150,000 to the City of Indianapolis, In- 
diana for sewer rehabilitation in northeast 
Indianapolis; 

182. $300,000 to the City of Evansville, Indi- 
ana for the Pigeon Creek Enhancement 
Project; 

183. $200,000 to the City of New Castle, Indi- 
ana for the sanitary sewer and sanitary 
forcemain project; 

184. $330,000 to the City of Lowell, Indiana 
for construction of additional water lines; 

185. $400,000 to the City of Hebron, Indiana 
for water infrastructure improvements; 

186. $150,000 to the City of Des Moines, Iowa 
for storm water infrastructure improve- 
ments to the Closes Creek Watershed; 

187. $250,000 to the City of Storm Lake, 
Iowa for water infrastructure improvements; 

188. $250,000 to the City of Postville, Iowa 
for the completion of the Postville waste- 
water facility; 

189. $500,000 to the City of Mason City, Iowa 
for completion of the Mason City water 
treatment plant; 

190. $450,000 to the City of Ft. Madison, 
Iowa for water and wastewater infrastruc- 
ture improvements; 

191. $450,000 to the City of Ottumwa, Iowa 
for the South Ottumwa Sewer Separation 
project; 

192. $500,000 to the City of Davenport, Iowa 
for the Westside Diversion Tunnel; 

193. $250,000 to the City of Mission, Kansas 
for construction and expansion of a storm 
water flow management system; 

194. $350,000 to the City of Harper, Kansas 
for water infrastructure improvements; 

195. $150,000 to the Town of North Middle- 
town, Kentucky for North Middletown water 
and sewer improvements; 

196. $100,000 to the City of Shepherdsville, 
Kentucky for storm water compliance; 
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197. $100,000 to the City of Hillview, Ken- 
tucky for the Hillview Storm water Compli- 
ance; 

198. $550,000 to the Louisville/Jefferson 
County Metropolitan Sewer District, Ken- 
tucky to construct a gravity interceptor 
sewer in Shively; 

199. $225,000 Louisville/Jefferson County 
Metropolitan Sewer District, Kentucky for 
wastewater infrastructure improvements in 
Beechwood Village; 

200. $225,000 Louisville/Jefferson County 
Metropolitan Sewer District, Kentucky for 
wastewater infrastructure improvements at 
Canoe Lane; 

201. $700,000 to the City of Whitesburg, Ken- 
tucky for construction of a wastewater 
treatment plant; 

202. $1,200,000 for the Perry County Fiscal 
Court in Hazard, Kentucky for the construc- 
tion of a wastewater treatment plant; 

203. $100,000 to the City of Morehead, Ken- 
tucky for the renvoation and expansion of à 
wastewater treatment plant; 

204. $150,000 to the City of Jamestown, Ken- 
tucky for the water treatment plant; 

205. $150,000 to the City of Monroe for the 
Monroe Wastewater Improvement Program 
in Monroe, Louisiana; 

206. $200,000 to the Village of Slaughter, 
Louisiana for wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

207. $200,000 to the West Baton Rouge Par- 
ish, Louisiana for wastewater infrastructure 
improvements; 

208. $250,000 to the City of Shreveport, Lou- 
isiana for the Municipal Water Distribution 
System—Backflow Prevention; 

209. $200,000 to the City of Shreveport, Lou- 
isiana for watershed protection; 

210. $500,000 for the South Central Planning 
& Development Commission for water and 
wastewater infrastructure improvements in 
New Iberia, St. Charles, Morgan City, St. 
Bernard and St. James, Louisiana; 

211. $250,000 to the City of Slidell, Lou- 
isiana for storm water infrastructure im- 
provements; 

212. $200,000 to the Town of Windham, 
Maine for wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

213. $500,000 to the City of Brewer, Maine 
for the sewer improvements project; 

214. $250,000 to the City of Salisbury, Mary- 
land for wastewater infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

215. $250,000 to the City of Cambridge, 
Maryland for wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

216. $250,000 to the City of Elkton, Mary- 
land for wastewater infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

217. $100,000 to Prince George’s County, 
Maryland for the Livable Community Initia- 
tive in Brentwood, North Brentwood, 
Edmonston and Cottage City, Maryland; 

218. $250,000 for Prince George’s County, 
Maryland for the Anacostia Trash Reduction 
Program and Removal of Floatable Trash for 
the Cities of Brentwood and Edmonston, 
Maryland; 

219. $500,000 to the YMCA Camp Letts in 
Edgewater, Maryland for water infrastruc- 
ture improvements; 

220. $200,000 to the City of Boston, Massa- 
chusetts to continue efforts to address dete- 
riorating groundwater levels in the Greater 
Boston area; 

221. $200,000 for the Towns of Braintree, 
Holbrook and Randolph in Massachusetts for 
water and wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

222. $950,000 to the Cities of Fall River and 
New Bedford, Massachusetts for combined 
sewer overflow projects; 
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223. $200,000 to the City of Lawrence, Mas- 
sachusetts for combined sewer overflow miti- 
gation; 

224. $400,000 to the City of Leomister, Mas- 
sachusetts for the Rockwell Village revital- 
ization initiative for water infrastructure 
improvements; 

225. $250,000 for wastewater projects for 
communities in Essex County, Massachu- 
setts 

226. $500,000 to the Pioneer Valley Planning 
Commission in West Springfield, Massachu- 
setts for the Connecticut River combined 
sewer overflow; 

227. $900,000 to Wayne County, Michigan for 
the Rouge River National Wet Weather Dem- 
onstration Project; 

228. $500,000 to the City of Grand Rapids, 
Michigan for combined sewer overflows; 

229. $250,000 to the Genesee County Drain 
Commission for the Northeast Relief Sewer/ 
Kearsley Creek Interceptor project in Gen- 
esee County, Michigan; 

230. $350,000 to the City of Detroit, Michi- 
gan for the Woodmere Sewage Pump Station 
Rehabilitation; 

231. $1,000,000 to the Oakland County Drain 
Commission for Evergreen-Farmington Sani- 
tary Sewer Overflow control project in 
Farmington Hills, Michigan; 

232. $500,000 to the Oakland County Drain 
Commission for Footing Drain/Sewer Lead 
Excess Flow Prevention demonstration 
project in Waterford, Michigan; 

233. $200,000 for Oakland County, Michigan 
to identify and eliminate sewage contribu- 
tions from older urban areas in the Clinton 
River; 

234. $200,000 to the City of Westland, Michi- 
gan for water infrastructure improvements; 

235. $650,000 for Macomb County and St. 
Clair County, Michigan to implement a com- 
prehensive water quality monitoring pro- 
gram; 

236. $300,000 to Brighton Township, Michi- 
gan for a waterline construction; 

237. $300,000 for the Livingston County 
Drain Commission for drain construction in 
Livingston County, Michigan; 

238. $250,000 to L’Anse Township, Michigan 
for water and sewer infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

239. $250,000 to the City of Roseau, Min- 
nesota for storm water infrastructure im- 
provements; 

240. $600,000 to the City of Minneapolis, 
Minnesota for the combined sewer overflow; 

241. $200,000 to the Mississippi Band of 
Choctaw Indians for an Academic Wetlands 
and Wetlands Mitigation Project in Neshoba 
County, Mississippi; 

242. $300,000 for Lamar County, Mississippi 
for water and sewer infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

243. $500,000 to the City of Belmont, Mis- 
sissippi for wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

244. $500,000 to the City of Pontotoc, Mis- 
sissippi for wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

245. $350,000 to the City of Joplin, Missouri 
for the Crossroads Parallel Sewer Phase 4 up- 
grades; 

246. $200,000 to the City of St. Louis, De- 
partment of Public Utilities for the Colum- 
bia Bottoms Wellfield Development water 
project in St. Louis, Missouri; 

247. $250,000 to the Clarence Cannon Whole- 
sale Water Commission for water infrastruc- 
ture improvements in Monroe County, Mis- 
souri; 

248. $250,000 to the Duckett Creek Sanitary 
District in Missouri for wastewater infra- 
structure improvements; 
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249. $150,000 for the Rosodyn Corporation in 
Butte, Montana for a waste recovery from 
municipal waste treatment plant; 

250. $300,000 to the City of Lincoln, Ne- 
braska for water and wastewater infrastruc- 
ture improvements; 

251. $550,000 to the City of Omaha, Ne- 
braska for the Combined Sewerage Overflow 
Project; 

252. $400,000 to the City of Fallon, Nevada 
for wastewater infrastructure improvements; 

253. $400,000 to the City of Henderson, Ne- 
vada for wastewater infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

254. $150,000 to the City of Nashua, New 
Hampshire for wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

255. $200,000 to the New Hampshire Depart- 
ment of Environmental Services for sewer 
system expansion in Franklin, New Hamp- 
shire; 

256. $200,000 to the City of Somerworth, 
New Hampshire for wastewater infrastruc- 
ture improvements; 

257. $1,000,000 to the Township of Parsip- 
pany, New Jersey for water infrastructure 
improvements; 

258. $250,000 to the City of Wildwood, New 
Jersey for storm sewer outflow reconstruc- 
tion; 

259. $250,000 to the New Jersey Municipal 
Utilities Authority for the Peninsula at Ba- 
yonne Harbor Water Infrastructure Improve- 
ment Project in Bayonne, New Jersey; 

260. $400,000 for the Passaic Valley Sewer- 
age Commission in New Jersey for the Com- 
bined Sewage Overflow Program; 

261. $100,000 for the Bergen County Utilities 
Authority for wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements in Englewood, New Jersey; 

262. $300,000 for the New Jersey 
Meadowlands Commission for the Hacken- 
sack Meadowlands Ecosystem Restoration; 

263. $100,000 to the City of Lordsburg, New 
Mexico for water infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

264. $100,000 to the City of Bayard, New 
Mexico for the Ft. Bayard Effluent Reuse 
System; 

265. $150,000 to the City of Ruidoso Downs, 
New Mexico for wastewater infrastructure 
improvements; 

266. $150,000 to the City of Elephant Butte, 
New Mexico for wastewater infrastructure 
improvements; 

267. $150,000 to the City of Los Lunas, New 
Mexico to build a sewer interceptor line; 

268. $150,000 to the City of Espanola, New 
Mexico for wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

269. $200,000 to the City of Tijeras, New 
Mexico for water infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

270. $200,000 for Bernalillo County, New 
Mexico for the South and North water and 
wastewater infrastructure improvements; 

271. $200,000 to the City of Brookhaven, 
New York for storm water infrastructure im- 
provements; 

272. $100,000 to the Chenango County Agri- 
cultural Society of Chenango County, New 
York for upgrades to the water and septic 
systems at the Chenango County Fair 
Grounds and for a study; 

273. $125,000 to the Town of Schulyer, New 
York for water system improvements; 

274. $200,000 to the Village of Bridgewater, 
New York for water infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

275. $200,000 to the Towns of Springport and 
Fleming, New York for water and waste- 
water infrastructure improvements; 

276. $300,000 to Rockland County, New York 
for the Western Ramapo sewer extension and 
water reuse project; 
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277. $250,000 to the Village of Deposit, New 
York for wastewater infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

278. $250,000 to the Town of Blooming 
Grove, New York for wastewater infrastruc- 
ture improvements; 

279. $300,000 to the Village of Sea Cliff, New 
York for the Sanitary Sewer System Infra- 
structure Development and Management 
project; 

280. $110,000 for the Village of Mamaroneck, 
New York for sewer system improvements; 

281. $150,000 to the Town of New Castle, 
New York for the Phase II Storm Water 
Compliance Program; 

282. $250,000 to the City of Oswego, New 
York for sewer overflow system improve- 
ments; 

283. $275,000 for the Warnerville Water Dis- 
trict in Warnerville, New York for a water 
and sewer project; 

284. $250,000 to the Town of Cheektowaga, 
New York for the Plant No. 3 overflow reten- 
tion facility; 

285. $650,000 to the Erie Water Authority 
for water infrastructure improvements for 
the Town of Newstead and Village of 
Williamsville, New York; 

286. $200,000 to the Town/Village of East 
Rochester, New York for sewer infrastruc- 
ture improvements; 

287. $1,000,000 for Dutchess County Water 
and Wastewater Authority in Hyde Park, 
New York for wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

288. $12,000,000 for continued clean water 
improvements for Onondaga Lake, New 
York; 

289. $4,000,000 to Monroe County Water Au- 
thority in New York State for the Eastside 
Water Treatment Project; 

290. $900,000 to Wayne County, New York 
for construction of a waterline along North 
Geneva Road; 

291. $600,000 to the Wayne County Water 
and Sewer Authority for water infrastruc- 
ture improvements in the Town of Huron, 
New York; 

292. $4,000,000 for drinking water infrastruc- 
ture needs in the New York City Watershed; 

293. $4,000,000 for water quality infrastruc- 
ture improvements for Long Island Sound, 
New York; 

294. $1,000,000 for water quality infrastruc- 
ture improvements for the Jamesville, New 
York sewer project; 

295. $350,000 to the Town of Elbridge, New 
York for the construction of a waterline; 

296. $500,000 to the County of Onondaga, De- 
partment of Community Development in 
New York for water and wastewater infra- 
structure improvements; 

297. $500,000 to Cayuga County in Victory, 
New York for water infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

298. $250,000 to the Town of Landis, North 
Carolina for water and wastewater infra- 
structure improvements; 

299. $200,000 to Harnett County, North 
Carolina to install pump stations and a 
forcemain as part of a central wastewater 
treatment rehabilitation project; 

300. $200,000 to the Towns of Biscoe, Star, 


and Troy, North Carolina for the Mont- 
gomery County, North Carolina Sewer 
Project; 


301. $200,000 to the Towns of Hamlet-Rock- 
ingham, North Carolina for wastewater in- 
frastructure improvements; 

302. $200,000 to the Town of Farmville, 
North Carolina for wastewater infrastruc- 
ture improvements; 

303. $150,000 to the Cities of East Arcadia, 
Bolton and Sandyfield, North Carolina for a 
regional water system; 
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304. $200,000 to the Town of Wendell, North 
Carolina for the Buffalo Creek Interceptor 
project; 

305. $250,000 to the City of Charlotte, North 
Carolina for the wastewater plant expansion; 

306. $200,000 to the Town of Apex, North 
Carolina for wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

307. $1,500,000 to Wake County, North Caro- 
lina for water infrastructure improvements 
in cooperation with the Town of Cary, North 
Carolina and Durham County, North Caro- 
lina; 

308. $500,000 to Orange County, North Caro- 
lina for water and wastewater infrastructure 
improvements; 

309. $650,000 to the Orange Water and Sewer 
Authority (OWASA) in North Carolina for a 
water reuse project; 

310. $200,000 to the Town of Hillsborough, 
North Carolina for water and wastewater in- 
frastructure improvements; 

311. $880,000 for the Eastern Band of Cher- 
okee Indians for water infrastructure im- 
provements in Cherokee, North Carolina; 

312. $1,000,000 for McDowell County, North 
Carolina for water infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

313. $100,000 to the Town of East Spencer, 
North Carolina for water and sewer rehabili- 
tation project; 

314. $150,000 to the City of Devils Lake, 
North Dakota for the Devils Lake water line; 

315. $150,000 to the City of Lorain, Ohio for 
wastewater infrastructure improvements; 

316. $150,000 to Butler County, Ohio for the 
Butler County Waterline; 

317. $300,000 to the Village of North Balti- 
more, Ohio for the Water Street Combined 
Sewer Separation Project; 

318. $300,000 to the Village of Hicksville, 
Ohio for the Hicksville Wastewater Treat- 
ment Plant Project; 

319. $300,000 to the City of Defiance, Ohio 
for the Sewer Separation Project; 

320. $750,000 to the City of Circleville, Ohio 
for sewer infrastructure improvements; 

321. $1,000,000 to the Burr Oak Regional 
Water District for water infrastructure im- 
provements in Perry County, Ohio; 

322. $550,000 to Greene County, Ohio for 
water and wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

323. $50,000 to the Logan Elm School Dis- 
trict for water infrastructure improvements 
in Circleville, Ohio; 

324. $220,000 to the Lancaster Campus of 
Ohio University for water infrastructure im- 
provements in Lancaster, Ohio; 

325. $155,000 to Fairfield County, Ohio for 
water and wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

326. $350,000 to the Northeast Ohio Regional 
Sewer District for the Easterly/Doan Brook 
Watershed Pollution Abatement Project; 

327. $1,000,000 to the City of Toledo, Ohio 
for wet weather flow and wastewater infra- 
structure improvements; 

328. $1,000,000 to Ottawa County, Ohio for 
water infrastructure improvements; 

329. $1,000,000 to the City of Sandusky, Ohio 
for wastewater infrastructure improvements; 

330. $350,000 to Ashtabula County, Ohio for 
the Rock Creek Village Waterline Extension; 

331. $50,000 to Jackson County, Ohio for 
water infrastructure improvements; 

332. $550,000 to Guernsey County, Ohio for à 
water line extension; 

333. $500,000 for the St. Mary's Municipal 
Government for wastewater infrastructure 
improvements in St. Mary's, Ohio; 

334. $625,000 for Urbana University in Ur- 
bana, Ohio for storm drainage and water and 
sewer line construction; 
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335. $500,000 for the Delphos Municipal Gov- 
ernment for the Tri-County regional water 
system in Delphos, Ohio; 

336. $550,000 to the Metropolitan Sewer Dis- 
trict of Greater Cincinnati for the sanitary 
sewer overflow demonstration project in Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio; 

337. $500,000 to the City of Wooster, Ohio 
for storm water infrastructure improve- 
ments along Beall Ave; 

338. $500,000 to the Village of Hayesville, 
Ohio for water and wastewater infrastruc- 
ture improvements; 

339. $500,000 to the City of Canton, Ohio for 
water infrastructure improvements; 

340. $150,000 for the Trumbull County Sani- 
tary Engineer for installation of the Maple- 
wood Park sewer system in Hubbard Town- 
ship, Ohio; 

341. $250,000 for Columbiana County, Ohio 
for water infrastructure improvements to 
the Buckeye Water District; 

342. $100,000 to the City of Marlow, Okla- 
homa for water and wastewater infrastruc- 
ture improvements; 

343. $200,000 to the City of Sulpher, Okla- 
homa for wastewater infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

344. $1,000,000 to the City of Seminole, 
Oklahoma for water infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

345. $80,000 to the City of Meeker, Okla- 
homa to refurbish the water tower; 

346. $100,000 to Skiatook, Oklahoma for 
water and sewer infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

347. $150,000 to the City of Portland, Oregon 
for water and wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

348. $150,000 to the City of Sweet Home, Or- 
egon for wastewater infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

349. $150,000 to the City of Salem, Oregon 
for the Peak Excess Flow Treatment Facil- 
ity for Sanitary Sewer Overflows; 

350. $200,000 to the City of Klamath Falls, 
Oregon for wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

351. $150,000 to the City of Rainier, Oregon 
for wastewater infrastructure improvements; 

352. $1,000,000 to Allegheny County, Penn- 
sylvania for the 3 Rivers Wet Weather Dem- 
onstration Project; 

353. $100,000 to the City of Sharon, Pennsyl- 
vania for the Budd Street sewer line replace- 
ment; 

354. $500,000 to the City of Philadelphia to 
continue the planning, design, and construc- 
tion of innovative storm-water management 
solutions in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; 

355. $500,000 to Cheltenham Township, 
Pennsylvania to continue the planning, de- 
sign, and construction of innovative storm- 
water management solutions; 

356. $250,000 to Beaver Falls Municipal Au- 
thority for wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements to the Big Beaver Treatment Fa- 
cility in Big Beaver, Pennsylvania; 

357. $250,000 to the City of Harrisburg, 
Pennsylvania for the Harrisburg Advanced 
Wastewater Treatment Facility; 

358. $350,000 to the Wyoming Valley Sani- 
tary Authority in Wyoming Valley, Pennsyl- 
vania for the Wyoming Valley Combined 
Sewer Overflow Project; 

359. $200,000 to Ligonier Township, Pennsyl- 
vania for the Ligonier Township sewage 
project; 

360. $250,000 for the South Hills Area Coun- 
cil of Governments for the South Hills Area 
Storm Sewer Project in Allegheny County, 
Pennsylvania; 

361. $250,000 for the Clarion Area Authority 
for the Fifth Avenue sewer line replacement 
project in Clarion, Pennsylvania; 
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362. $500,000 to the Nelson Township Au- 
thority for water infrastructure improve- 
ments in Nelson, Pennsylvania; 

363. $250,000 to the City of Lancaster, Penn- 
sylvania for the water treatment membrane 
project; 

364. $200,000 for York City Sewer Authority 
for the Clean Water Demonstration Project 
in York, Pennsylvania; 

365. $500,000 for the Kulpmont-Marion 
Heights Joint Municipal Authority in 
Kulpmont, Pennsylvania for sewer infra- 
structure improvements; 

366. $4,000,000 for a grant to Puerto Rico for 
drinking water infrastructure improvements 
to the Metropolitano community water sys- 
tem in San Juan; 

367. $200,000 to the Town of North Smith- 
field, Rhode Island for water and wastewater 
infrastructure improvements; 

368. $200,000 to the City of Newport, Rhode 
Island for water and wastewater infrastruc- 
ture improvements; 

369. $200,000 to the Narragansett Bay Com- 
mission in Providence, Rhode Island for com- 
bined sewer overflow control and wastewater 
improvement project; 

370. $250,000 to the City of Lake Greenwood, 
South Carolina for water and wastewater in- 
frastructure improvements; 

371. $150,000 to Mount Pleasant Waterworks 
for the Mount Pleasant Waterworks Rural 
Roads Gravity Wastewater Extension 
Project in Mount Pleasant, South Carolina; 

372. $500,000 to the Myrtle Beach Downtown 
Redevelopment Corporation for a new storm 
water drainage system in Myrtle Beach, 
South Carolina; 

373. $750,000 to the Towns of Olar and 
Govan, South Carolina for water infrastruc- 
ture improvements; 

374. $300,000 to the City of Wellford, South 
Carolina for sewer/wastewater infrastructure 
improvements; 

375. $400,000 for the Chester County Sewer 
District for wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements in Lando, South Carolina; 

376. $200,000 to the Town of Ridgeland, 
South Carolina for the Wagon Branch Water 
Project; 

377. $125,000 to the City of Franklin, Ten- 
nessee for water system improvements to the 
Watson Branch Watershed; 

378. $150,000 to the City of Pikeville, Ten- 
nessee for the Pikeville/Bledsoe County 
Water Improvements Project; 

379. $125,000 to the Hampton Utility Dis- 
trict in Little Milligan/Fish Springs Commu- 
nity, Carter County, Tennessee for water in- 
frastructure improvements; 

380. $125,000 to the City of Tusculum, Ten- 
nessee for first construction phase of a 
wastewater treatment plant; 

381. $50,000 to the City of Bean Station, 
Tennessee for wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

382. $100,000 for Roane County, Tennessee 
for water infrastructure improvements; 

383. $200,000 to the Spring City, Tennessee 
for water and sewer line replacement; 

384. $250,000 for Anderson County, Ten- 
nessee for water infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

385. $400,000 to the City of Dayton, Ten- 
nessee for flocculation and settling basins; 

386. $150,000 for the City of Houston, Texas 
for water infrastructure improvements; 

387. $250,000 to the City of Liberty Hill, 
Texas for the Liberty Hill Central City 
Sewer System Project; 

388. $75,000 to the Brazos River Authority 
for the Brazos/Navasota Watershed Manage- 
ment Project in Fort Bend County, Texas; 

389. $100,000 for the Brazos River Authority 
for the West Fort Bend County Regional 
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Water Treatment 
County, Texas; 

390. $500,000 for 
Texas for water 
ments; 

391. $350,000 to Bosque County, Texas for 
water infrastructure improvements; 

392. $250,000 to the City of Weatherford, 
Texas for water infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

393. $250,000 to the City of Pharr, Texas for 
wastewater infrastructure improvements; 

394. $150,000 to the City of Alvin, Texas for 
water infrastructure improvements; 

395. $250,000 for the El Paso Water Utilities 
for water infrastructure expansion in El 
Paso, Texas; 

396. $150,000 to the San Antonio Water Sys- 
tem for the Espada Road Sewer Project in 
San Antonio, Texas; 

397. $500,000 to the City of Austin, Texas for 
the non-structural sanitary sewer overflow 
prevention project; 

398. $150,000 to Logan City, Utah for water 
and wastewater infrastructure improvements 
for Phase I and II of the Northwest Park 
Project; 

399. $250,000 to Smyth County, Virginia for 
wastewater infrastructure improvements; 

400. $300,000 to Hanover County, Virginia 
for wastewater infrastructure improvements; 

401. $150,000 to Fauquier County, Virginia 
for a sewage treatment plant in the Catlett/ 
Calverton area; 

402. $750,000 to Dale Service Corporation in 
Dale City, Virginia for wastewater infra- 
structure improvements; 

403. $100,000 to the Isle of Wight County, 
Virginia for water infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

404. $500,000 to the Town of Halifax, Vir- 
ginia for water infrastructure improvements; 

405. $1,000,000 to Franklin County, Virginia 
for water infrastructure improvements; 

406. $500,000 to Fluvanna County, Virginia 
for water infrastructure improvements; 

407. $1,000,000 to the Town of Brookneal, 
Virginia for water infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

408. $218,000 to Nelson County, Virginia for 
water and wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

409. $682,000 to Pittsylvania County, Vir- 
ginia for water infrastructure improvements; 

410. $200,000 to the Eastern Shore of Vir- 
ginia Public Service Authority in 
Northhampton County, Virginia for waste- 
water infrastructure improvements; 

411. $250,000 to the Government of the Vir- 
gin Islands for wastewater infrastructure 
system improvements in St. Croix, Virgin Is- 
lands; 

412. $1,000,000 to the City of Alexandria, 
Virginia and Arlington County for water in- 
frastructure improvements in the Four Mile 
Run watershed; 

413. $150,000 to the City of Chehalis, Wash- 
ington for water infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

414. $1,000,000 to the City of Tacoma, Wash- 
ington for an integrated storm water system 
for Salishan housing development; 

415. $200,000 to the City of Carson, Wash- 
ington for water infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

416. $200,000 to the City of Oak Harbor, 
Washington for water infrastructure im- 
provements; 

417. $150,000 to the Town of Uniontown, 
Washington for wastewater infrastructure 
improvements; 

418. $250,000 to the Town of Ione, Wash- 
ington for water infrastructure improve- 
ments; 
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419. $150,000 to the City of Lakewood, Wash- 
ington for the American Lake Gardens In- 
dustrial Sewer Extension; 

420. $150,000 to the City of Sun Prairie, Wis- 
consin for wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

421. $1,850,000 to the City of Antigo, Wis- 
consin for water and wastewater infrastruc- 
ture improvements; 

422. $862,000 to the City of Vesper, Wis- 
consin for water and wastewater infrastruc- 
ture improvements; 

423. $1,500,000 to the City of Boyd, Wis- 
consin for water and wastewater infrastruc- 
ture improvements; 

424. $100,000 to the Town of Scott, Wis- 
consin for wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

425. $200,000 to the City of Racine, Wis- 
consin for water infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

426. $500,000 to the City of Waukesha, Wis- 
consin for systems planning and water infra- 
structure improvements; 

427. $200,000 to the Kanawha County Com- 
mission in Kanawha County, West Virginia 
for the Upper Fishers Branch/Guthrie Water 
Project; 

428. $200,000 to the Braxton County Devel- 
opment Authority for the Curry Ridge Water 
Line Extension in Curry Ridge, West Vir- 
ginia; 

429. $1,000,000 to the Marshall County Pub- 
lic Service District #4 in West Virginia for 
water and wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

430. $100,000 to the Jane Lew Public Service 
District in Harrison County, West Virginia 
for water and wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

431. $1,500,000 to the Pleasants County Pub- 
lic Service District in West Virginia for 
water and wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

432. $480,000 to the Grant County Commis- 
sion in West Virginia to extend water service 
to the Deep Spring area; 

433. $900,000 to the City of Shinnston in 
West Virginia for water and wastewater in- 
frastructure improvements; 

434. $750,000 to the Town of Pine Grove in 
West Virginia for water and wastewater in- 
frastructure improvements; 

435. $1,000,000 to City of Fairmont Sanitary 
Sewer Board in West Virginia for water and 
wastewater infrastructure improvements; 

436. $2,374,000 to the City of Petersburg in 
West Virginia for water and wastewater in- 
frastructure improvements; 

437. $101,000 to the River Road Public Serv- 
ice District in West Virginia to extend water 
service on National Church Hollow Road; 

438. $935,000 to the Taylor County Public 
Service District in West Virginia for water 
and wastewater infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

439. $833,000 to the Taylor County Commis- 
sion in West Virginia for water and waste- 
water infrastructure improvements; 

440. $1,000,000 to the City of Cameron in 
West Virginia for water and wastewater in- 
frastructure improvements; 

441. $55,000 to the Hammond Public Service 
District in West Virginia for the Lazear’s 
Lane water project; 

442. $1,840,000 to the Canaan Valley Insti- 
tute to work in conjunction with the High- 
lands Action Program for an innovative 


wastewater demonstration program іп 
Canaan Valley in Tucker County, West Vir- 
ginia; 


443. $350,000 to the City of Cheyenne, Wyo- 
ming for wastewater infrastructure improve- 
ments; 
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444. $800,000 to the Coosa Valley Water Sup- 
ply District for development of a surface 
water supply in St. Clair County, Alabama; 

445. $750,000 to the Utilities Board of the 
City of Helena for water and sewer upgrades 
and construction in Helena, Alabama; 

446. $600,000 to the Cleburne County Com- 
mission in Heflin, Alabama for county water 
expansion in Cleburne, County, Alabama; 

447. $600,000 to the Randolph County Com- 
mission in Wedowee, Alabama for county 
water expansion in Randolph County, Ala- 
bama; 

448. $450,000 to the Blount County Water 
Authority in Oneonta, Alabama for develop- 
ment of a county water supply line; 

449. $750,000 to the City of Fort Payne for 
water and sewer improvements in Fort 
Payne, Alabama; 

450. $250,000 to the West Morgan/East Law- 
rence Water and Sewer Authority in Deca- 
tur, Alabama for water and sewer improve- 
ments; 

451. $300,000 to the Lamar County Commis- 
sion in Vernon, Alabama for the Lamar 
County Water Supply Project; 

452. $1,000,000 to Girdwood, Inc. for water 
and sewer expansion in Girdwood, Alaska; 

453. $1,300,000 to the Municipality of An- 
chorage, Alaska for Sand Lake Water Exten- 
Sion; 

454. $300,000 for Matanuska-Susitna Bor- 
ough, Alaska for water wells for Gorsuch 
Lake; 

455. $1,100,000 for the City of Wasilla, Alas- 
ka for sewer expansion; 

456. $750,000 for the City of Valdez, Alaska 
to replace septic systems with sewers and 
wells with city water; 

457. $400,000 for the City of Ketchikan, 
Alaska for Mountain Point Sewer System; 

458. $250,000 for the City of Skagway, Alas- 
ka for water system upgrades; 

459. $425,000 for the City of Wrangell, Alas- 
ka for water and sewer upgrades; 

460. $800,000 for the City of Nome, Alaska 
for water and sewer upgrades for Old Federal 
Building; 

461. $600,000 for the City of Seldovia, Alas- 
ka for water and sewer upgrades; 

462. $600,000 for the Fort Chafee Redevelop- 
ment Authority in Barling/Fort Smith, Ar- 
kansas for water infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

463. $250,000 for City of Fayetteville, Ar- 
kansas for wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

464. $300,000 for the Santa Clara Valley 
Water District, California for perchlorate 
groundwater clean-up; 

465. $300,000 for the Inland Empire Per- 
chlorate Task Force in California for the 
Wellhead 'Treatment of Perchlorate Con- 
taminated Wells; 

466. $400,000 for the City of Santa Ana, Cali- 
fornia for East and West Reservoir Upgrades; 

467. $500,000 for the City of San Jose, Cali- 
fornia for North San Pedro water and sewer 
infrastructure improvements; 

468. $500,000 for the City of Eureka, Cali- 
fornia for the Martin Slough Interceptor 
Project; 

469. $200,000 for the Metropolitan Water 
District of Southern California for the City 
of Ontario Final Design for Wellhead Treat- 
ment for Perchlorate and Nitrate; 

470. $400,000 for the City of Laguna Beach, 
California for wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

471. $300,000 for the City of Trinidad, Colo- 
rado for the Trinidad Wastewater Improve- 
ment Project; 

472. $250,000 for the Town of Bayfield, Colo- 
rado for the construction of a water storage 
tank; 
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473. $250,000 for the Mancos Water Conser- 
vancy District, Mancos, Colorado for water 
supply facility renovation; 

474. $250,000 for the Town of Idaho Springs, 
Colorado for water distribution facility ren- 
ovation; 

475. $250,000 for the Town of Eldorado 
Springs, Colorado for improving wastewater 
treatment; 

476. $950,000 for Ouray, Colorado for water 
infrastructure improvements; 

477. $250,000 for Jefferson County, Colorado 
for stormwater collection system improve- 
ments; 

478. $300,000 for the City of Bristol, Con- 
necticut for water infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

479. $300,000 for the Town of East Hampton, 
Connecticut for drinking water infrastruc- 
ture improvements; 

480. $250,000 for Stamford, Connecticut for 
a waste-to-energy project; 

481. $250,000 for the City of Wilmington, 
Delaware for wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

482. $250,000 for the Town of Ocean View, 
Delaware for wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

483. $300,000 for Key West, Florida for 
stormwater infrastructure improvements; 

484. $300,000 for the South Florida Water 
Management District Lake Region Water 
Treatment Plant for water infrastructure 
improvements; 

485. $250,000 for the Southwest Florida 
Water Management District in Tampa, Flor- 
ida for the Tampa Bay Regional Reclaimed 
Water project; 

486. $250,000 to City of Atlanta, Georgia for 
the west area combined sewer project; 

487. $250,000 to City of Eatonton, Georgia 
for wastewater infrastructure improvements; 

488. $250,000 to City of Forsyth, Georgia for 
wastewater infrastructure improvements; 

489. $250,000 for the State of Hawaii for up- 
grade and expansion of the Sand Island 
Wastewater Treatment Plant; 

490. $1,000,000 for wastewater infrastructure 
improvements in Hawaii, to be distributed: 
$500,000 to the County of Hawaii and $500,000 
to the Housing and Community Development 
Corporation of Hawaii; 

491. $2,000,000 for the City of Burley, Idaho, 
to continue work on a Wastewater Treat- 
ment System Project; 

492. $1,000,000 for the City of Pocatello, 
Idaho, for Day Street Division Water System 
Improvements; 

493. $500,000 for the City of Effingham, Illi- 
nois for drinking water infrastructure im- 
provements; 

494. $500,000 for the City of Monmouth, Illi- 
nois for wastewater infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

495. $500,000 for the Village of Olympia 
Fields, Illinois for wastewater infrastructure 
improvements; 

496. $500,000 for the Village of Franklin 
Park, Illinois for water and wastewater in- 
frastructure improvements; 

497. $1,000,000 for the City of Marion, Indi- 
ana for the Marion Water Loop and Deer 
Creek Project; 

498. $100,000 for the City of Southport, 
Southport/Marion County, Indiana for down- 
town infrastructure and drainage improve- 
ments; 

499. $500,000 for the City of Fort Madison, 
Iowa for the Water Treatment Plant Im- 
provements; 

500. $500,000 for the City of West Burlington 
for the Iowa Army Ammunition Plant Im- 
provements; 

501. $1,500,000 for the City of Ottumwa, 
Iowa for the separation of combined sewers; 
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502. $500,000 for the City of Davenport, Iowa 
for water infrastructure improvements; 

503. $1,000,000 for the City of Abilene, Kan- 
sas for construction of a wastewater treat- 
ment plant; 

504. $1,500,000 for the City of Hutchinson, 
Kansas for groundwater remediation and 
treatment projects; 

505. $2,000,000 for the City of Bowling 
Green, Kentucky, for the South Central Ken- 
tucky Water Infrastructure Project; 

506. $750,000 for the Hardin County Water 
District No. 2 in Hardin County, Kentucky 
for a Water Quality Assurance Plan and Sys- 
tem Improvements Projects; 

507. $500,000 for the City of Elkton, Ken- 
tucky, for the City of Elkton Sewer Plant 
Expansion and Sewer Line Extension 
Project; 

508. $250,000 for Breckinridge County, Ken- 
tucky for water infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

509. $250,000 for Bullitt County, Kentucky 
for wastewater infrastructure improvements; 

510. $250,000 for Calloway County, Ken- 
tucky for the City of Hazel Wastewater Sys- 
tem; 

511. $250,000 for Cadiz-Trigg County, Ken- 
tucky for water infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

512. $250,000 for Marshall County, Kentucky 
for drinking water infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

513. $600,000 for Rapides Parish, Louisiana 
for wastewater infrastructure improvements; 

514. $400,000 for St. Charles Parish, Lou- 
isiana for wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

515. $400,000 for Jefferson Parish, Louisiana 
for water and wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

516. $400,000 for the City of Bastrop, Lou- 
isiana for wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

517. $400,000 for the City of Hammond, Lou- 
isiana for wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

518. $400,000 for the City of Grand Isle, Lou- 
isiana for drinking water infrastructure im- 
provements; 

519. $450,000 for the Greater Limestone 
Wastewater Treatment Facilities in Maine 
to consolidate and replace antiquated waste- 
water collection and treatment facilities at 
the Loring Development Authority [LDA] 
and Caribou Utilities District [CUD]; 

520. $250,000 for the Indian Township Tribal 
Government in Maine for the first phase for 
expansion of current lagoon system to pro- 
vide adequate capacity; 

521. $300,000 for the Town of Machias, 
Maine for replacement of sewers and comple- 
tion of deficiencies at existing aging waste- 
water treatment plant; 

522. $250,000 for Chesapeake Beach, Mary- 
land, for wastewater infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

523. $250,000 for Indian Head, Maryland, for 
wastewater infrastructure improvements; 
524. $500,000 for Elkton, Maryland, 
wastewater infrastructure improvements; 

525. $250,000 for Hurlock, Maryland, for 
wastewater infrastructure improvements; 

526. $750,000 for Kent Island, Maryland, for 
wastewater infrastructure improvements; 

527. $250,000 for Easton, Maryland, for 
wastewater infrastructure improvements; 

528. $750,000 for Cumberland, Maryland, for 
wastewater infrastructure improvements; 

529. $500,000 for Frostburg, Maryland, 
wastewater infrastructure improvements; 

530. $250,000 for Brunswick, Maryland, 
wastewater infrastructure improvements; 
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531. $250,000 for Bristol County, Massachu- 
setts for the Bristol County Combined Sewer 
Overflow Abatement Project; 

532. $250,000 for the Pioneer Valley Plan- 
ning Commission in Massachusetts for com- 
bined sewer overflow abatement in the Con- 
necticut River; 

533. $1,000,000 for the City of Benton Har- 
bor, Michigan for water infrastructure im- 
provements; 

534. $500,000 for Seney Township, Michigan 
for sewer infrastructure improvements; 

535. $500,000 for the City of Saginaw, Michi- 
gan for sewer infrastructure improvements; 

536. $1,000,000 for the Macomb County De- 
partment of Public Works, Michigan for 
sewer infrastructure improvements; 

537. $150,000 to Minnesota State University 
in Moorhead for water infrastructure im- 
provements; 

538. $300,000 to the City of Duluth, Min- 
nesota for wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

539. $300,000 to the City of Minneapolis, 
Minnesota for combined sewer overflow im- 
provements; 

540. $250,000 for the City of Duluth and 
Western Lake Superior Sanitary District in 
Duluth, Minnesota for wastewater infra- 
structure improvements; 


541. $500,000 for Tchula, Mississippi for 
water and sewer infrastructure improve- 
ments; 


542. $500,000 for the City of Brookhaven, 
Mississippi for wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

543. $500,000 to the City of Sherman, Mis- 
sissippi for water and sewer infrastructure 
improvements; 

544. $1,300,000 to the City of Oxford, Mis- 
sissippi for water and sewer infrastructure 
improvements; 

545. $750,000 to City of Forest, Mississippi 
for water and sewer infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

546. $250,000 to the Town of French Camp, 
Mississippi for water and sewer infrastruc- 
ture improvements; 

547. $1,500,000 to Kansas City, Missouri for 
water and wastewater infrastructure; 

548. $687,500 to the City of Joplin, Missouri 
for the final phase of the Crossroads Parallel 
Sewer project; 

549. $1,312,500 to the City of Milan, Missouri 
for the Milan Water Quality Treatment 
Project; 

550. $1,000,000 to the Clarence Cannon 
Wholesale Water Commission to expand the 
existing water treatment capacity from 5 
million gallons to 7.5 million gallons per day 
and to include connecting the Macon County 
PWSD #1 and the City of Wellsville, Missouri 
to the CCWWC transmission system; 

551. $1,000,000 to the Environmental Re- 
sources Coalition in Missouri to mitigate 
point source pollution issues in distressed 
communities that border Table Rock Lake; 

552. $1,000,000 to the City of Springfield, 
Missouri for wastewater treatment plant im- 
provements including the design and con- 
struction of infrastructure for removal of ni- 
trogen from the treated wastewater effluent 
and improved anaerobic digester facilities 
that treat solids from the wastewater; 

553. $1,000,000 for the City of Bozeman, 
Montana, for water infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

554. $1,000,000 for the Missouri River Water 
Project, Helena, Montana for a water treat- 
ment project; 

555. $500,000 for the City of Glasgow, Mon- 
tana for water infrastructure improvements; 

556. $750,000 for the Seeley Lake Sewer Dis- 
trict, Montana for wastewater infrastructure 
improvements; 
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557. $900,000 for the City of Omaha, Ne- 
braska for the construction of combined 
Sewer separation systems; 

558. $350,000 for the City of Lincoln, Ne- 
braska to upgrade the Theresa Street and 
Northeast Wastewater Treatment plants; 

559. $400,000 for Las Vegas Valley Water 
District/Searchlight, Nevada for water infra- 
structure improvements; 

560. $400,000 for Clark County Reclamation 
District/Searchlight, Nevada for wastewater 
infrastructure improvements; 

561. $250,000 for the City of Reno, Nevada 
for sewer infrastructure improvements; 

562. $300,000 for the Spanish Springs Nitrate 
Removal Project in Nevada; 

563. $200,000 for the North Valley Lemmon 
Artificial Recharge Project in North 
Lemmon Valley, Nevada for water infra- 
structure improvements; 

564. $250,000 for the Virgin Valley Water 
District, Nevada for water infrastructure im- 
provements; 

565. $200,000 for Carson City, Nevada for 
reservoir lining; 

566. $600,000 for the Berlin Waterworks in 
Berlin, New Hampshire for drinking water 
distribution system improvements; 

567. $400,000 for the Nashua Combined 
Sewer Overflow project in Nashua, New 
Hampshire for CSO treatment and abate- 
ment; 

568. $400,000 for the New Hampshire Depart- 
ment of Environmental Services to develop a 
septage treatment facility based at the 
wastewater treatment facility in Franklin, 
New Hampshire; 

569. $200,000 for Troy, New Hampshire for a 
wastewater and water improvement рго- 
gram; 

570. $400,000 for the Manchester Combined 
Sewer Overflow project in Manchester, New 
Hampshire; 

571. $200,000 for the Rochester, New Hamp- 
Shire Route 108 sewer line extension; 

572. $150,000 for Somersworth, New Hamp- 
Shire for the sewerage improvement program 
to provide upgrades to the wastewater treat- 
ment plant; 

573. $200,000 for Bristol, New Hampshire for 
wastewater system improvements; 

574. $150,000 for Milton, New Hampshire for 
a water storage tank replacement project; 

575. $600,000 for Town of Exeter, New Hamp- 
Shire for water treatment plant replacement; 

576. $500,000 for the Township of Parsip- 
pany-Troy Hills in New Jersey for water in- 
frastructure improvements; 

577. $1,250,000 for the City of Bayonne, New 
Jersey for water and wastewater infrastruc- 
ture improvements; 

578. $1,600,000 for the City of Albuquerque 
and County of Bernalillo, New Mexico, for 
the Valley Utilities Project; 

579. $1,000,000 for the City of Espanola, New 
Mexico, for water and wastewater treatment 
infrastructure; 

580. $900,000 for the City of Kirtland, New 
Mexico, for Phase 1 of a sewer system 
project; 

581. $500,000 for the Village of Los Lunas, 
New Mexico, for the interceptor sewer line 
project; 

582. $250,000 for the City of Clovis, New 
Mexico for wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

583. $400,000 for the Town of Babylon, New 
York for the Oak Beach Park Stormwater 
Management Project; 

584. $300,000 for Orange County Water Au- 
thority, Goshen, New York for wastewater 
infrastructure improvements; 

585. $300,000 for the Town of Plattsburg, 
New York for wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 
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586. $500,000 for Washington County, North 
Carolina sewer improvements; 

587. $600,000 for the City of Mooresville, 
North Carolina for water infrastructure im- 
provements; 

588. $1,000,000 for the City of Grafton, North 
Dakota for the Grafton Water Treatment 
Plant; 

589. $500,000 for the City of Devils Lake, 
North Dakota for water infrastructure im- 
provements; 

590. $250,000 for the City of Riverdale, 
North Dakota for the Riverdale Regional 
Water Treatment Facility; 

591. $250,000 for Dickey Rural Water Users 
Association in Southeast, North Dakota for 
the Southeast Regional Expansion Project; 

592. $250,000 for the City of Mandan, North 
Dakota for drinking water infrastructure im- 
provements; 

593. $300,000 for the Muskingum Watershed 
Conservancy District, Carroll County, Ohio 
for the Atwood Conference Center Water 
Treatment Plant Improvements; 

594. $500,000 for the Village of Racine, 
Meigs County, Ohio for water treatment 
plant improvements; 

595. $750,000 for the City of Celina, Ohio for 
the Water Treatment Plant Project; 

596. $400,000 for City of Akron, Ohio for 
Combined Sewer Overflow Improvements 
Project; 

597. $300,000 for City of Parma, Ohio for 
City Sewer Replacement Project; 

598. $200,000 for Defiance County Commis- 
sioners, Defiance and Paulding Counties, 
Ohio for Auglaize River Sewer Project; 

599. $175,000 for Jefferson County Water and 
Sewer District, Jefferson County, Ohio for 
Crestview/Belvedere Sewer Project; 

600. $175,000 for Tri-County Rural Water 
and Sewer District, Washington, Morgan and 
Noble Counties, Ohio for Tri-County/Noble 
County Water Interconnect Project; 

601. $100,000 for City of Delphos, Allen, Put- 
nam and Van Wert Counties, Ohio for Tri- 
County Regional Water System Project; 

602. $100,000 for Village of Corning, Ohio for 
Wastewater System Improvements Project; 

603. $250,000 for City of Warrenton, Oregon 
for continued work on the municipal water 
outfall; 

604. $250,000 for City of Rainier, Oregon for 
a wastewater treatment plant; 

605. $250,000 for City of Coquille, Oregon for 
a wastewater treatment plant; 

606. $250,000 for Klamath Falls, Oregon for 
preliminary work on wastewater treatment 
improvements; 

607. $300,000 for the City of Coburg, Oregon 
for wastewater infrastructure improvements; 

608. $300,000 for the City of Rainier, Oregon 
for wastewater infrastructure improvements; 

609. $200,000 for the Municipality of Penn 
Hills, Pennsylvania, for the Madison Avenue 
Storm Sewer Project; 

610. $200,000 for the Nesquehoning Borough 
Authority, Carbon County, Pennsylvania, for 
a water main replacement; 

611. $200,000 for the Mercer County Re- 
gional Council of Governments, Pennsyl- 
vania, for the Shenango Valley Sewer/Water 
Improvement Project; 

612. $200,000 for the Berwick Industrial De- 
velopment Association, Berwick, Pennsyl- 
vania, for the sanitary storm water system; 

613. $200,000 for the City of Johnstown, 
Pennsylvania for water and sewer improve- 
ments at the Point Stadium multi-use facil- 
ity; 

614. $1,500,000 for the Three Rivers Wet 
Weather Demonstration program in Alle- 
gheny County, Pennsylvania to develop inno- 
vative, cost-effective solutions to assist mu- 
nicipalities to eliminate sewer overflows; 
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615. $250,000 for the Derry Township Munic- 
ipal Authority in Hershey, Pennsylvania for 
wastewater treatment plant upgrades; 

616. $250,000 for the Mercer County Sani- 
tary Sewer and Water Treatment project in 
the City of Hermitage, City of Sharon, and 
Borough of Sharpsville, Pennsylvania; 

617. $250,000 for the City of Lancaster, 
Pennsylvania for water infrastructure im- 
provements; 

618. $250,000 for the Newport Borough Sewer 
Authority in Newport, Pennsylvania for 
storm and sewer water separation; 

619. $250,000 for the York City Sewer Au- 
thority in York, Pennsylvania for waste- 
water collection system improvements; 

620. $250,000 for Pocono Township in 
Tannersville, Pennsylvania for the Route 611 
Corridor sewer line construction; 

621. $250,000 to the Shannock Water Dis- 
trict, Rhode Island for water infrastructure 
improvements; 

622. $250,000 to the Lincoln Water Commis- 
sion, Rhode Island for water infrastructure 
improvements; 

623. $250,000 to the Pawtucket Water Sup- 
ply Board, Rhode Island for water infrastruc- 
ture improvements; 

624. $250,000 to the Town of North 
Kingstown, Rhode Island for water infra- 
structure improvements; 

625. $1,000,000 for the Narragansett Bay 
Commission, Rhode Island for combined 
sewer overflow infrastructure improvements; 

626. $500,000 for the City of Newport, Rhode 
Island for water infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

627. $500,000 for the Town of Warren, Rhode 
Island for sewer infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

628. $250,000 for Charleston CPW, Charles- 
ton, South Carolina for a Wastewater Tunnel 
Replacement Project; 

629. $250,000 for Kershaw County, Kershaw, 
South Carolina for the I-20 Corridor Infra- 
structure Project-Waste Water Treatment 
Plant Expansion; 

630. $800,000 for the Chester Sewer District, 
South Carolina for water and wastewater in- 
frastructure improvements; 

631. $1,000,000 for Kershaw County, South 
Carolina for wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

632. $1,500,000 for the City of Huron, South 
Dakota for water infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

633. $600,000 for the Green Valley Sanitary 
District, South Dakota for water infrastruc- 
ture improvements; 

634. $400,000 for the City of Tyndal, South 
Dakota for water infrastructure improve- 
ments; 

635. $300,000 for Milbank, South Dakota, for 
wastewater infrastructure improvements; 

636. $300,000 for Sisseton, South Dakota, for 
stormwater improvements; 

637. $750,000 for the City of Pikeville and 
Bledsoe County, Pikeville, Tennessee for 
water infrastructure improvements; 

638. $500,000 for the Watauga River Re- 
gional Water Authority, Carter County, Ten- 
nessee for planning and construction of re- 
gional water infrastructure facilities; 

639. $750,000 for the Walden’s Ridge Water 
System, Hamilton County, Tennessee for 
water infrastructure improvements; 

640. $500,000 for the San Antonio Water Sys- 
tem, Texas for water infrastructure improve- 
ments at KellyUSA; 

641. $650,000 for the Lower Rio Grande 
Morillo Drain Rehabilitation project in the 
Lower Rio Grande Valley of Texas; 
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642. $800,000 for the Canyon Lakes Water 
Reuse Project in Lubbock, Texas for con- 
struction related costs to the water system 
infrastructure; 

643. $350,000 for the Abilene Brekenridge 
Reservoir project in Abilene, Texas for 
drinking water infrastructure; 

644. $400,000 for the Pharr Wastewater Col- 
lection System in Pharr, Texas to update the 
wastewater system infrastructure; 

645. $300,000 for the City of Brekenridge, 
Texas wastewater and sewer infrastructure 
project; 

646. $500,000 for the City of Hillsboro, Texas 
wastewater and sewer infrastructure project; 

647. $1,250,000 for the Town of Colchester, 
Vermont for wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

648. $1,000,000 for the Town of Waitsfield, 
Vermont for wastewater infrastructure im- 
provements; 

649. $400,000 for the Fairfax County Water 
Authority, Virginia for the drinking water 
infrastructure improvements associated with 
the Electric Reliability project; 

650. $300,000 for Caroline County, Virginia 
for the Dawn Wastewater Treatment project; 

651. $400,000 for the City of Norfolk, Vir- 
ginia for the Norfolk Sewer and Water Infra- 
structure Replacement; 

652. $300,000 for the City of Holladay, Utah, 
for water infrastructure improvements asso- 
ciated with the Wayman Storm Drain 
Project; 

653. $500,000 for the Magna Water Company 
an Improvement District, Magna, Utah, for 
water infrastructure improvements associ- 
ated with the perchlorate & arsenic treat- 
ment plant; 

654. $400,000 for the City of Logan, Utah for 
water infrastructure improvements; 

655. $400,000 for Park City, Utah for water 
infrastructure improvements associated with 
the Judge and Spiro Tunnel treatment plant; 

656. $400,000 for the City of Riverton, Utah 
for water infrastructure improvements; 

657. $400,000 for the City of Orem, Utah for 
water infrastructure improvements; 

658. $100,000 for the Jordan Valley Water 
Conservancy District, Utah for the Ground- 
water Extraction and Treatment Remedial 
Project; 

659. $1,000,000 for Sandy City, Utah for 
drinking water and storm water infrastruc- 
ture improvements; 

660. $400,000 for the City of Battle Ground, 
Washington for sewer infrastructure im- 
provements; 

661. $750,000 for the Port of Walla Walla, 
Washington for the Burbank Water System 
improvements; 

662. $500,000 for the City of Kennewick, 
Washington for drinking water infrastruc- 
ture improvements; 

663. $500,000 for Skamania County Public 
Utilities District in Carson, Washington for 
water infrastructure improvements; 

664. $250,000 for Squaxin Island Tribe in 
Shelton, Washington for water and waste- 
water infrastructure improvements; 

665. $1,000,000 for the Milwaukee Metropoli- 
tan Sewerage District in Wisconsin for sewer 
infrastructure improvements; 

666. $1,000,000 for the City of Racine, Wis- 
consin for water infrastructure improve- 
ments; and 

667. $600,000 for the City of Sun Prairie, 
Wisconsin for water and wastewater infra- 
structure improvements. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 

The conferees have again this year in- 
cluded an administrative provision giving 
the Administrator specific authority to, in 
the absence of an acceptable tribal program, 
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award cooperative agreements to federally 
recognized Indian Tribes or Intertribal con- 
sortia so as to properly carry out EPA’s en- 
vironmental programs. 

The conference agreement includes a pro- 
vision that allows EPA to collect certain 
pesticides fees authorized last year. The con- 
ferees have rejected the President’s proposal 
to reinstate fees prohibited by the same Act 
and are concerned that EPA is needlessly 
spending time proposing fees and promul- 
gating rules when other more productive pes- 
ticide work could be completed. 

The conferees have again this year, in- 
cluded a provision that for fiscal year 2005 
extends the eligibility of brownfield grant 
recipients to those who purchased properties 
prior to the enactment of the Small Business 
Liability Relief and Brownfield Revitaliza- 
tion Act of 2001. The conferees have not in- 
cluded a provision that would permit the use 
of certain brownfield grant funds for admin- 
istrative costs, as the Senate had proposed. 

In addition the conferees included a provi- 
sion, as proposed by the House, which au- 
thorizes the agency to collect and use the 
non-federal share of the cost of the Great 
Lakes Legacy Act projects. 

The conferees did not include a provision 
proposed by the Senate to provide special 
personnel authority for the Office of Re- 
search and Development. 

Finally, the conference agreement does not 
include the provision proposed by the Senate 
to require EPA to reformat its budget jus- 
tification; however, the conferees urge ЕРА 
to continue its current budget justification 
reformatting process. 


EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 
OFFICE OF SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY POLICY 


Appropriates $6,379,000, which is $702,000 
below the House and the Senate. The reduc- 
tion reflects a cost decrease, at OSTP's re- 
quest, for security related expenses that are 
no longer necessary. 

The conferees direct OSTP to assess the 
cost and manner in which all federally fund- 
ed agencies and entities award and pay 
science grants and stipends. The conferees 
understand that OSTP is currently con- 
ducting a similar review. To the extent there 
are differences between OSTP’s review and 
the requirements in this report language, the 
conferees direct OSTP to incorporate the ad- 
ditional requirements ав part of OSTP's re- 
view. OSTP is directed to consult with the 
House and Senate Committees on Appropria- 
tions on this assessment. 


COUNCIL ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY AND 
OFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 


Appropriates $3,284,000 as proposed by the 
House and the Senate. The conference agree- 
ment also includes a transfer of $1,000,000 to 
the Office of Environmental Quality Manage- 
ment Fund, with which the conferees direct 
CEQ, in coordination with the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service and other agencies as appro- 
priate, to contract with the National Acad- 
emy of Sciences within 60 days of enactment 
to conduct a study of the environmental, in- 
cluding landscape/viewshed, impacts of wind 
energy projects in the Mid-Atlantic High- 
lands. This study is to conclude with appro- 
priate recommendations, such as viewshed 
and other criteria, regarding the siting of 
wind turbines in the Mid-Atlantic Highlands 
and should be submitted to the Committees 
no later than December 2005. 


FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE CORPORATION 
OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 


Appropriates $30,125,000 for the Office of In- 
spector General, as proposed by the House 
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instead of $30,625,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. Funds for this account are derived from 
the Bank Insurance Fund, the Savings and 
Loan Insurance Fund, and the FSLIC Resolu- 
tion Fund and are therefore not reflected in 
either the budget authority or budget outlay 
totals. 


GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 
FEDERAL CITIZEN INFORMATION CENTER FUND 
Appropriates $14,907,000 as proposed by the 
House and the Senate. 
UNITED STATES INTERAGENCY COUNCIL ON 
HOMELESSNESS 


OPERATING EXPENSES 


Appropriates $1,500,000 for the United 
States Interagency Council on Homelessness 
as proposed by the House and the Senate. 


NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION 


The joint explanatory statement of the 
managers herein reflects the agreement of 
the conferees on NASA programs and activi- 
ties. The operative funding levels for pro- 
grams and activities are those funding levels 
specified in this joint explanatory statement 
of the managers. Where no funding level is 
specified, NASA is directed to make a final 
determination of funding level for fiscal year 
2005 and is required to notify the Congress 
under the established operating plan proce- 
dures of the Committees on Appropriations 
of the House and Senate. The conferees di- 
rect NASA not to charge any administrative 
expenses to congressionally directed spend- 
ing on specific projects. These costs should 
be absorbed within the funding provided. 

The conferees note that the House had re- 
quested a report from NASA documenting 
the reconciliation and correction of discrep- 
ancies between NASA’s fund balance and the 
U.S. Treasury’s reported balances as of Sep- 
tember 30, 2003. NASA has not yet satisfied 
the reporting requirement specified in the 
House report, even though the report was 
due on September 30, 2004, over 45 days ago. 
NASA is directed to expeditiously complete 
the requested report and formally submit it 
to the Committees on Appropriations of the 
House and Senate. Included in the report 
should be an explanation of any outstanding 
discrepancies and potential remedies. 

As part of the proposed exploration vision, 
NASA will begin to phase-out existing pro- 
grams in order to accommodate the vision. 
These plans must be clearly identified in 
order for NASA to smoothly transition older 
programs to make way for missions associ- 
ated with the vision. As part of this process, 
the conferees direct NASA to include in all 
future budget justifications the phase-out 
schedules and any out-year termination 
dates of its programs. 

The conferees direct the National Acad- 
emy’s Space Studies Board to conduct a 
thorough review of the science that NASA is 
proposing to undertake under the space ex- 
ploration initiative and to develop a strategy 
by which all of NASA’s science disciplines, 
including Earth science, space science, and 
life and microgravity science, as well as the 
science conducted aboard the International 
Space Station, can make adequate progress 
towards their established goals, as well as 
providing balanced scientific research in ad- 
dition to support of the new initiative. This 
study should be completed no later than 
March 15th, 2005. 

The conferees have included substantial 
funding for the space exploration initiative, 
but to date there has been no substantive 
Congressional action endorsing the initia- 
tive. The conferees note that the initiative is 
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a very long-term endeavor and will require 
tens of billions of dollars over the next two 
decades. As such, the initiative deserves and 
requires the deliberative benefit of the Con- 
gress. To this end, the conferees call upon 
the appropriate Committees of jurisdiction 
of the House and Senate for action to specifi- 
cally endorse the initiative and provide au- 
thorization and guidance. NASA is directed 
to forward a comprehensive package of au- 
thorization legislation for consideration by 
the 109th Congress. 

The conferees are concerned that the cur- 
rent implementation plans for the new vision 
do not properly address the requirements for 
the heavy lift capability that may be nec- 
essary to carry out the space exploration ini- 
tiative. A complete review of such plans 
must be conducted prior to embarking fully 
upon the implementation of the initiative. In 
order to assess heavy lift capability needs, 
NASA shall report to the Committees on Ap- 
propriations of the House and Senate, no 
later than 180 days from the date of enact- 
ment of this Act, regarding NASA’s heavy 
lift capability needs and plans to meet those 
needs immediately and in the future. NASA 
is encouraged to look at concepts currently 
being developed in the Falcon program with 
DARPA that could have an impact on future 
heavy lift program development. 

The conferees are concerned about the im- 
plications of full cost accounting procedures 
on the operation of NASA’s wind tunnels. 
Rates charged to U.S. airframe, engine and 
component manufacturers are significantly 
higher than facilities in Europe. The con- 
ferees are concerned that the impact of such 
high fees will drive U.S. companies and jobs 
overseas and result in the closing of NASA’s 
wind tunnels. Therefore, the conferees direct 
NASA to restructure the fees charged for use 
of the agency’s wind tunnels to make them 
competitive with rates charged overseas and 
report back to the Committees on Appropria- 
tions of the House and Senate by March 1, 
2005 on their plan to restructure the fee sys- 
tem. Furthermore, the conferees prohibit 
NASA from closing any wind tunnels during 
fiscal year 2005. 

The conferees agree with the direction in 
the Senate report that NASA is to include 
the out-year budget impacts on all operating 
plan proposals. The operating plan and all 
resubmissions also shall include a separate 
accounting of all program/mission reserves. 

The conferees agree with the Senate direc- 
tion that NASA shall provide appropriate 
funds for the completion of the current 
NAPA review of NASA’s organizational, pro- 
grammatic, and personnel structures, includ- 
ing funds to review the recently announced 
NASA organization transformation and the 
recommendation contained in the Aldridge 
report for NASA to consider conversion of 
some NASA centers to Federally Funded Re- 
search and Development Centers. 

The conferees are concerned that that sole 
source contracting can stifle competition 
and discourage new investment in space-re- 
lated activities and should be avoided as 
much as practicable. The conferees direct 
NASA to submit to the Committees on Ap- 
propriations of the House and Senate, each 
intention by NASA to enter into a sole 
source contract no later than 10 days before 
a contract is awarded; this requirement shall 
apply to all new contracts and contract 
modifications of more than $500,000 where a 
new contractor is involved or a new activity 
is added to an existing contract. 

The conferees agree that from within the 
funding provided, $291,000,000 is to be used for 
a servicing mission to the Hubble Space Tel- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


escope. The conferees believe a successful 
servicing mission to Hubble should be one of 
NASA’s highest priorities and have provided 
a substantial increase in funding to accom- 
plish this goal. The conferees direct NASA to 
report to the Committees on Appropriations 
of the House and Senate on the status of 
their plan to service Hubble and the rec- 
ommendations of the National Academy of 
Sciences within 90 days of enactment of this 
Act. 

Finally, the conferees note that NASA has 
requested and the conferees have provided 
unrestrained transfer authority between the 
Exploration Capabilities account and the 
Science, Aeronautics, and Exploration ac- 
count. The conferees have taken this action 
because NASA needs flexibility as it com- 
pletes its transition to full cost accounting. 
While this transfer authority can be used for 
purposes other than addressing full cost ac- 
counting issues, NASA is cautioned to do so 
with restraint. 

SCIENCE, AERONAUTICS AND EXPLORATION 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

Appropriates $7,742,550,000 for science, aer- 
onautics and exploration, instead of 
$7,621,169,000 as proposed by the House and 
$7,936,500,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
Senate proposal included $200,000,000 in emer- 
gency funding. 

The Federal investments in aeronautics re- 
search and development have delivered 
countless economic and societal benefits to 
the nation over the years. Challenges in 
dealing with the projected growth in air traf- 
fic as well as the need to reduce significantly 
the adverse environmental impacts of future 
aircraft will require that NASA remain deep- 
ly engaged in aeronautics research and de- 
velopment. The conferees direct NASA to de- 
velop a prioritized set of aeronautics goals 
through 2020, along with the annual funding 
requirements associated with achieving each 
goal. The plan should be provided to the 
Committees within 120 days. As part of 
NASA’s investments in this area, the con- 
ferees direct NASA to provide $25,000,000 for 
Intelligent Propulsion System Foundation 
Technologies (Propulsion 21) to continue re- 
search by the existing coalition of NASA, 
state government, industry, and academia. 

The conferees have included $28,200,000 for 
the National Space Grant College and Fel- 
lowship program. This amount is an increase 
of $9,100,000 to the fiscal year 2005 budget re- 
quest. The amount provided will fund 40 
states at $575,000 each and 12 states at 
$350,000 each as well as $1,000,000 for adminis- 
trative expenses. 

The conferees have included $12,000,000 for 
the Experimental Program to Stimulate 
Competitive Research (EPSCoR). The 
amount provided is $7,400,000 above the budg- 
et request of $4,600,000 and will fund the 
fourth year of current five-year research 
grants. 

The conferees note the overall success of 
the Science, Engineering, Mathematics and 
Aerospace Academies program and direct 
NASA to fund the core program at no less 
than $4,800,000 in fiscal year 2005. 

The conferees have provided $10,000,000 for 
the Lunar Reconnaissance Orbiter [LRO], a 
reduction of $60,000,000 from the budget re- 
quest. NASA should continue with its an- 
nouncement of opportunity for scientific in- 
struments with these funds. However, in es- 
tablishing the criteria for instrument selec- 
tion, not less than 25 percent of the LRO’s 
scientific instrumentation funding should be 
explicitly dedicated to building instruments 
focused solely on answering basic science 
questions. The conferees are concerned that 
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the lunar measurement investigations to be 
carried out by the LRO mission, intended to 
characterize future robotic and human lunar 
landing sites, will forgo the opportunity for 
research and focus only on applied engineer- 
ing assessments. The current proposed an- 
nouncement of opportunity focuses solely on 
the human exploration objectives of the po- 
tential mission. Since the LRO is allocated 
against NASA’s space science budget, the 
conferees believe that fundamental lunar 
science questions should be addressed in a 
significant fashion through instruments on 
this spacecraft. The conferees encourage 
NASA, as part of the LRO development, to 
consider the research instrumentation op- 
portunities as well as technology qualifica- 
tion, navigation and communications capa- 
bilities, and resource identification tech- 
nologies to maximize the opportunities of 
this first lunar mission. 

The conferees share the concern of the 
Senate with regard to the proposed reduc- 
tions to the Living With a Star [LWS] pro- 
gram and provide $681,100,000 for the pro- 
gram. To meet the original goals of the LWS 
program, which the Congress has endorsed, 
the conferees are providing an additional 
$35,000,000 for the LWS theme in 2005 to be al- 
located as follows: $5,000,000 for the solar 
probe mission; $15,000,000 to begin implemen- 
tation of Geospace and $5,000,000 for prelimi- 
nary studies of solar sentinels; and $10,000,000 
for Solar Terrestrial Probes for continued 
development of the Magnetospheric 
Multiscale (MMS) mission. Furthermore, the 
conferees agree with the Senate direction 
that NASA is to develop a plan to guarantee 
launch of Geospace and Solar Dynamic Ob- 
servatory within one year of each other with 
solar sentinels to follow in a reasonable time 
thereafter. 

The conferees agree to provide $2,000,000 for 
establishment of a NASA program office at 
the Applied Physics Laboratory [APL] for 
the purpose of administering all existing 
contracts between NASA and APL, including 
those under the LWS Program. The APL pro- 
gram office will report directly to the Asso- 
ciate Administrator for Science. 

The conferees agree with the Senate direc- 
tion that NASA is directed to undertake a 
detailed study of the feasibility for a New 
Horizons II mission, to be launched within 
the near-term, if the study results can jus- 
tify the scientific return for such a follow-on 
mission, at a price considerably less than the 
original New Horizons mission. Such a study 
should have its results submitted to the 
Committee on Appropriations by April 15, 
2005. 

The conferees do not agree with the direc- 
tion in the Senate report calling for the 
transfer of 10 FTE from the Office of the As- 
sociate Administrator for Science to the 
NASA field centers responsible for manage- 
ment of the Discovery and New Frontiers 
programs. NASA is directed to expeditiously 
address the concerns raised in the Senate re- 
port. 

The conferees direct NASA to select com- 
petitively some of the scientific instruments 
for the Terrestrial Planet Finder mission as 
directed by the Senate. The conferees pro- 
vide $15,000,000 for this effort. 

The conferees agree to an increase of 
$15,000,000 above the President’s request for 
fiscal year 2005 for the NASA Earth Science 
Applications Program. This funding increase 
will be used to support competitively-se- 
lected applications projects. These projects 
will integrate the results of NASA’s earth 
observing systems and earth system models 
(using observations and predictions) into de- 
cision support tools to serve applications of 
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national priority including, but not limited 
to, Homeland Security, Coastal Manage- 
ment, Agriculture Efficiency, Water Manage- 
ment and Disaster Management. 

The conferees are supportive of continu- 
ation of the ECS/EMD Synergy Program, re- 
flecting the success of NASA’s EOS Data In- 
formation System [EOSDIS] and its core sys- 
tem [ECS]. The conferees are providing 
$15,000,000 for Synergy in fiscal year 2005 
with $1,500,000 for the Battelle Pacific North- 
west Laboratory’s Infomart; not more than 
$1,500,000 to support the transition of Syn- 
ergy Infomart activities to the ESE Applica- 
tion Division to be administered through a 
Cooperative Agreement [CAN] that will 
focus these funds toward meeting the needs 
of State, local and tribal governments; and 
$12,000,000 through the EOSDIS Maintenance 
and Development Contract to support an ex- 
tension of the Synergy Data Pools to im- 
prove data distribution to climate change 
models, expansion of data distribution to the 
user community and development of a pilot 
project using grid computing technology. 

The conferees remain supportive of NASA’s 
Columbia Project to upgrade its supercom- 
puting capacity, but insists that NASA’s 
total supercomputing capability should not 
reside at one location to protect the Agency 
from a potential single point of failure for 
mission critical and safety of flight analyses. 
Therefore, the conferees have provided 
$5,000,000 from within funds projected for the 
Columbia project to upgrade the Goddard 
Space Flight Center’s Center for Computa- 
tional Science [NCCS] to guarantee that it 
serves as NASA’s backup supercomputing 
center with tier 1 system backup and dis- 
aster recovery functions, including full 
transfer capability in the event of a failure 
of the principal supercomputer facility. 

Based on the success of the X-43 program, 
the conferees are providing $25,000,000 to con- 
tinue design work being conducted for the Х- 
43c as a follow-on to the X-43a program. The 
conferees encourage joint NASA and Air 
Force cooperation and collaboration in ad- 
vancement of aeronautics technologies in 
the National interest. 

The conferees agree to the following spe- 
cific funding increases in addition to any in- 
creases mentioned above: 

Space Science 

An increase of $250,000 for the Detroit 
Science Center; 

An increase of $150,000 for the Coca-Cola 
Space Science Center in Columbus, Georgia 
to support the Space Science Center; 

An increase of $2,100,000 for continued de- 
velopment of a lightweight carrier pallet to 
increase NASA’s payload capacity for space 
shuttle servicing missions; 

An increase of $500,000 for the Sacramento 
Space Science Center at California State 
University; 

An increase of $1,000,000 for telescope con- 
struction at the Pisgah Astronomical Re- 
search Center; 

An increase of $1,000,000 for University of 
Idaho for RTULP Electronics for Space Ap- 
plications; 

An increase of $1,000,000 for Utah State 
University in Logan, Utah for the Calibra- 
tion Center; 

An increase of $300,000 to the University of 
Missouri at Rolla for the Advanced Milli- 
meter Wave Inspection System program; 

An increase of $3,000,000 to New Mexico 
State University for the ultra-long balloon 
program to augment planned flights and 
technology development; 

An increase of $1,500,000 to Montana State 
University to purchase clean room systems 
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and basic process equipment related to the 
microdevice fabrication facility; 

An increase of $1,000,000 for Texas Tech 
University Experimental Sciences Initiative, 
Lubbock, Texas to promote advanced and 
interdisciplinary research; 

An increase of $1,000,000 to the Southern 
Methodist University Multifab Facility in 
Dallas, Texas to develop multifabrication 
manufacturing technology; 

An increase of $1,000,000 to the University 
of Arkansas, Fayetteville, Arkansas for the 
Arkansas-Oklahoma Center for Space and 
Planetary Sciences; 

An increase of $1,500,000 to Montana State 
University-Bozeman for the Center for 
Studying Life in Extreme Environments; 

An increase of $2,500,000 to Marshall Uni- 
versity in Bridgeport, West Virginia for the 
continuation of NASA related composites 
workforce development training at the Com- 
posites Technology Institute; and 

An increase of $1,750,000 to the University 
of Maryland, Baltimore County for photonics 
research. 

Earth Science 


An increase of $500,000 to the Friends of the 
Museum of Natural Sciences in Raleigh, 
North Carolina for NASA Earth Science inte- 
gration planning; 

An increase of $500,000 for continuation of 
emerging research that applies remote sens- 
ing technologies to forest management prac- 
tices at the State University of New York, 
College of Environmental Sciences and For- 
estry; 

An increase of $1,000,000 for the Advanced 
Interactive Discovery Environment engi- 
neering research program at Syracuse Uni- 
versity; 

An increase of $3,000,000 for the Regional 
Application Center for the Northeast; 

An increase of $15,900,000 for the Institute 
for Scientific Research, Inc. for development 
and construction of research facilities; 

An increase of $1,500,000 for on-going ac- 
tivities of the Goddard Institute for Sys- 
tems, Software, and Technology Research, 
including mission design tools, Earth 
Science analysis, and remote sensing instru- 
mentation development; 

An increase of $1,000,000 for the Goddard 
Space Flight Center’s Clustering and Ad- 
vanced Visual Environments Initiative; 

An increase of $1,000,000 for the University 
of San Francisco Center for Science and the 
Environment; 

An increase of $500,000 for hyper spectral 
remote sensing research and development at 
the Desert Research Institute; 

An increase of $400,000 for Space Place; 

An increase of $4,500,000 for the implemen- 
tation of a remote data storage capability at 
the NASA IV&V Facility. Appropriated 
funds are for augmenting available data stor- 
age capacities; expanding remote data stor- 
age capabilities to the Goddard Space Flight 
Center and a second DAAC; and communica- 
tions, facility and integration services at the 
IV&V Facility to support data backup, re- 
covery, and on-line access capabilities for 
the Goddard Space Flight Center (GSFC) 
ECS program; 

An increase of $3,000,000 to be transferred 
to the Air Force Research Laboratory to 
begin development of miniature synthetic 
radar technology; 

An increase of $1,500,000 for Integrated 
Sensing Systems at the Rochester Institute 
of Technology; 

An increase of $3,500,000 for Little River 
Canyon Field School; 

An increase of $390,000 for Pearl River 
Community College in Mississippi for remote 
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sensing, geographic information system and 
GPS training; 

An increase of $1,000,000 for Idaho State 
University for the Temporal Landscape 
Change Research program; 

An increase of $3,000,000 for the University 
of Alaska for weather and ocean research; 

An increase of $1,000,000 to Utah State Uni- 
versity in Logan, Utah for the Inter- 
mountain region Digital Image Archive and 
Processing Center; 

An increase of $750,000 for the University of 
Northern Iowa for the Geo TREE project; 

An increase of $1,000,000 for the University 
of Texas Mid-American Geospatial Informa- 
tion Center at the UT Center for Space Re- 
search in Austin, Texas to continue informa- 
tion collection through satellite imaging; 

An increase of $500,000 to the Liberty 
Science Center, Jersey City, New Jersey for 
the Hudson Harbor and Estuary Ecological 
Learning Center; 

An increase of $750,000 to the University of 
Connecticut for the Center for Land Use and 
Education Research; 

An increase of $750,000 to the University of 
Vermont, Burlington for the Center for Ad- 
vanced Computing; 

An increase of $5,400,000 for the Wallops Is- 
land Flight Facility to be used for devel- 
oping à standard small launch vehicle, uni- 
versal F'TS, doppler radar and launch mod- 
eling laboratory; 

An increase of $2,000,000 to the University 
of North Dakota in Grand Forks for the 
Northern Great Plains Space Sciences and 
Technology Center; and 

An increase of $2,000,000 to upgrade the 
High End Production Capability at the God- 
dard Space Flight Center to improve climate 
and weather research capabilities. 

Biological and Physical Research 

An increase of $3,000,000 for space radiation 
research at the Loma Linda University Med- 
ical Center; 

An increase of $500,000 for the North- 
western University Institute for Proteomics 
and Nanobiotechnology; 

An increase of $400,000 for Musculoskeletal 
Simulator for Injuries at the Cleveland Clin- 
ic; 

An increase of $1,250,000 for the Michigan 
Research Institute; 

An increase of $600,000 to the MCNC-Re- 
search and Development Institute (RDI) for 
continued funding for a Laboratory for Dis- 
tributed Chemical and Biological Sensors; 

An increase of $500,000 for gravitational 
Space biology research at North Carolina 
State University; 

An increase of $3,000,000 for the National 
Center of Excellence in Bioinfomatics in Buf- 
falo, New York; 

An increase of $1,000,000 for the Central 
New York Biotechnology Research Center in 
Syracuse, New York; 

An increase of $900,000 for the State Uni- 
versity of New York Downtown Medical Cen- 
ter in Brooklyn, New York for the Advanced 
Biotechnology Incubator project; 

An increase of $1,500,000 to the University 
of Missouri at Columbia for the National 
Center for Gender Physiology studies on 
basic biomedical knowledge for the improve- 
ment of life on earth and solution of prob- 
lems in human space flight; 

An increase of $5,000,000 to the Marshall 
Space Flight Center for propulsion materials 
microgravity research; 

An increase of $2,000,000 for the Alliance 
for Nanohealth, Houston, Texas to purchase 
equipment and conduct research on 
Nanotechnology and medicine; 

An increase of $2,000,000 for the University 
of Louisville Space Flight Exploration: The 
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Impact on Perception, Cognition, Sleep and 
Brain Physiology Project at the University 
of Louisville in Louisville, Kentucky; 

An increase of $1,000,000 to the National 
Technology Transfer Center at Wheeling Jes- 
uit University to transfer and adapt the Wal- 
ter Reed Army Medical Center’s 
HealthForces program, into medically un- 
derserved rural areas; 

An increase of $1,000,000 to the State Uni- 
versity of Buffalo Center for Bioinformatics, 
Erie, New York; 

An increase of $3,000,000 to the Inland 
Northwest Space Alliance in Montana for the 
FreeFlyer program; and 

An increase of $750,000 to the University of 
Montana in Missoula, Montana for the Na- 
tional Space Privatization Program. 
Aeronautics 

An increase of $350,000 for Validated Prob- 
abilistic Lifting Tools; 

An increase of $500,000 for the Michigan 
Small Aircraft Transportation System; 

An increase of $3,000,000 for the Virginia 
Institute for Performing Engineering and 
Research; 

An increase of $700,000 to the Virtual Sys- 
tems Laboratory of the National Aviation 
Technology Center, School of Aviation, 
Dowling College, New York; 

An increase of $1,700,000 for the University 
of Toledo Turbine Institute; 

An increase of $600,000 to the Research Tri- 
angle Institute, International for Synthetic 
Vision Systems/Combined Vision Systems; 

An increase of $2,100,000 for Research on 
Advanced Wireless Communications for Air- 
port Applications; 

An increase of $2,700,000 to research Secure 
Automatic Dependent Surveillance Broad- 
cast (ADS-B) Surveillance data link tech- 
nology for enhanced aviation security and 
general aviation airspace access; 

An increase of $5,000,000 for Project SOC- 
RATES; 

An increase of $1,000,000 for the National 
Aviation Technology Center at Dowling Col- 
lege, New York; 

An increase of $500,000 for the development 
of an Aircraft Radio Guidance System 
(ARGUS) utilizing a new radio frequency in- 
terferometer that will provide two or three 
dimensional navigation guidance for air- 
borne, space or surface vehicles; 

An increase of $1,000,000 for the develop- 
ment of a Research Flight Computing Sys- 
tem in support of the NASA Dryden Flight 
Research Center’s Altair/Predator B UAV 
Technology Demonstrator Project; 

An increase of $7,500,000 for the Hydrogen 
Research Initiative; 

An increase of $1,000,000 to the Applied 
Polymer Technology Extension Consortium 
for research on polymers; 

An increase of $850,000 for the Florida In- 
stitute of Technology in Melbourne, Florida 
for its Hydrogen, Fuel Cell & Sensor Tech- 
nology Initiative; 

An increase of $2,300,000 to the University 
of Missouri at Rolla for Aerospace Propul- 
sion Particulate Emissions Reduction Pro- 
gram; 

An increase of $1,000,000 for the National 
Institute of Aviation Research in Kansas for 
icing research; 

An increase of $2,000,000 to Wichita State 
University in Wichita, Kansas for the Na- 
tional Center for Advanced Materials Per- 
formance for composite materials research; 

An increase of $1,000,000 for the Glenn Re- 
search Center for the National Center for 
Communications, Navigation and Surveil- 
lance; 

An increase of $4,000,000 for the Glenn Re- 
search Center for the commercial technology 
program; 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


An increase of $1,000,000 to Iowa State Uni- 
versity for the Center for Nondestructive 
Evaluation; and 

An increase of $3,000,000 to Chesapeake In- 
formation Based Aeronautics Consortium. 
Education 


An increase of $500,000 to the State of Ala- 
bama for the Alabama Math, Science, and 
Technology Initiative; 

An increase of $250,000 for the Education 
Training Center at the U.S. Space and Rock- 
et Center; 

An increase of $2,000,000 to the Educational 
Advancement Alliance, to support the Alli- 
ance’s K-12 math, science, and technology 
education enrichment program; 

An increase of $400,000 for Albany State 
University/Darton College in Albany, Geor- 
gia for the Science, Engineering, Math and 
Aerospace Academy program; 

An increase of $250,000 for South Georgia 
Technical College in Americus, Georgia for 
the Science, Engineering, Math and Aero- 
space Academy program; 

An increase of $250,000 for Albany State 
University in Albany, Georgia for project 
‘JumpStart’ for a Math, Science Education 
Enhancement program for pre-college stu- 
dents; 

An increase of $250,000 for the Georgia 
Project/ABAC College, Tifton, Georgia to im- 
plement a K-12 program for Hispanic stu- 
dents in science, engineering, math and aero- 
space in SW Georgia who struggle with 
English as a Second Language; 

An increase of $400,000 for the University 
System of Georgia—Board of Regents, At- 
lanta, Georgia for purchase and implementa- 
tion of a pre-testing software for math and 
science educational and career-related stand- 
ardized test; 

An increase of $100,000 for Georgia South- 
western College in Americus, Georgia for 
grants and scholarships in math and science 
for students implemented through the Multi- 
cultural Affairs Program; 

An increase of $4,000,000 for a new Science 
Center at St. Bonaventure’s University in 
New York State; 

An increase of $2,000,000 for the JASON 
Foundation; 

An increase of $300,000 for a Science, Тесһ- 
nology, Engineering, and Mathematics Cen- 
ter at Tennessee Tech University, 
Cookeville, Tennessee; 

An increase of $250,000 for Hollins Univer- 
sity for upgrades to its science infrastruc- 
ture; 

An increase of $250,000 for the University of 
New England Marine Science Center; 

An increase of $500,000 for the Liberty 
Science Center; 

An increase of $350,000 for Aerospace Edu- 
cation Center in Cleveland, Ohio; 

An increase of $200,000 for Morehouse Col- 
lege in Atlanta, Georgia to support the tech- 
nology center; 

An increase of $1,000,000 for National Cen- 
ter for Air and Space Law at the University 
of Mississippi; 

An increase of $1,000,000 for Tennessee 
Technological Institute for the development 
of a Challenger Learning Center; 

An increase of $500,000 for the Christa 
McAuliffe Planetarium in New Hampshire 
for the construction of the Alan Shepard Dis- 
covery Center; 

An increase of $500,000 to Southeast Mis- 
souri State University for the NASA-ERC 
Initiative; 

An increase of $1,000,000 to the Texas A&M 
Space Engineering Institute in College Sta- 
tion, Texas to continue minority engineering 
outreach in conjunction with NASA; 
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An increase of $1,000,000 to Northern Ken- 
tucky University/University of Louisville for 
the Taking Astronomy to the Schools 
Project at Northern Kentucky University in 
Campbell County, Kentucky; 

An increase of $750,000 for the US Space 
and Rocket Center in Huntsville, Alabama 
for education training equipment and the 
museum exhibit improvement program. 

An increase of $250,000 for Sci-Quest, 
Northern Alabama Science Center for the 
interactive immersive-reality science lab- 
oratory; 

An increase of $750,000 to the Delaware 
Aerospace Education Foundation in Kent 
County, Delaware; 

An increase of $500,000 to the Chabot Space 
and Science Center in Oakland, California 
for The Future for Humans in Space Edu- 
cation Program; 

An increase of $250,000 for Dominican Uni- 
versity, San Rafael, California for the Center 
for Science and Technology for science 
teacher training and education; 

An increase of $250,000 to Rowan Univer- 
sity, Pomona, New Jersey for the Engineer- 
ing and Technology Satellite Campus; 

An increase of $250,000 to the Museum of 
Science and Industry in Chicago, Illinois for 
the Henry Crown Space Center; 

An increase of $250,000 to Glendale Commu- 
nity College, California for the Cimmarusti 
Science Center’s Teacher Training and 
Science Education Outreach Program; 

An increase of $500,000 to the Science Cen- 
ter of Iowa in Des Moines, Iowa; 

An increase of $2,000,000 for improvements 
to the Cooper Library at the University of 
South Carolina, Columbia, South Carolina; 

An increase of $2,000,000 to the College of 
Charleston, South Carolina for the School of 
Science and Mathematics; 

An increase of $1,000,000 to the Boston Mu- 
seum of Science, Massachusetts for the Na- 
tional Center for Technology Literacy; 

An increase of $750,000 to Space Education 
Initiative, Wisconsin for the Wisconsin Aero- 
space Education Initiative; 

An increase of $1,750,000 to the Mitchell In- 
stitute, Portland, Maine for educational pur- 
poses; 

An increase of $1,000,000 to the Virginia Air 
and Space Museum, Norfolk, Virginia; 

An increase of $750,000 for the Griffith Ob- 
servatory, Los Angeles, California; and 

An increase of $4,000,000 to the University 
of Hawaii, Hilo for the Mauna Kea Astron- 
omy Education Center; 

EXPLORATION CAPABILITIES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


Appropriates $8,425,850,000 for exploration 
capabilities, instead of $7,496,800,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $8,411,100,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. The Senate proposal in- 
cluded $600,000,000 in emergency funding. 

The conferees agree that the space shuttle 
remains the cornerstone of our Nation’s 
heavy launch capability and is critical to the 
future of the International Space Station 
and scientific research. Therefore, the con- 
ferees have provided $4,319,200,000 for the 
space shuttle program, the same as the level 
within the request of the administration. 
Should additional resource needs associated 
with return-to-flight activities arise during 
this fiscal year, the regular order of the 
budget process allows for the Administration 
to submit a supplemental request for fund- 
ing, which would be given full and fair con- 
sideration by Congress. Alternatively, NASA 
has flexibility under established operating 
plan procedures with the Committees on Ap- 
propriations of the House and Senate to pro- 
pose funding adjustments to augment the 
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budget for the space shuttle as necessary, 
contingent on Congressional approval of the 
proposed changes. The conferees believe that 
returning the shuttle fleet to flight, the first 
step in the Space Exploration Initiative, 
should be NASA’s highest priority. 

Within the funds provided, the conferees 
direct $10,000,000 for the Propulsion Research 
Laboratory at Marshall Space Flight Center 
to perform non-nuclear research on space- 
craft engine systems that support nuclear 
thermal propulsion development. The con- 
ferees direct NASA to ensure that NASA fa- 
cilities are utilized to the greatest extent 
possible by the Department of Energy in its 
role as a contractor for NASA under the 
Project Prometheus program. 

The conferees do not agree with the termi- 
nation of the commercial programs within 
the Innovative Technology Transfer Partner- 
ships (ITTP) program as proposed in the 
budget submission, and have therefore pro- 
vided an increase of $30,000,000 to this appro- 
priation for the express purpose of con- 
tinuing the commercial programs, including 
the activities of both NASA and associated 
personnel, as they existed in fiscal year 2003 
and prior fiscal years. The conferees notes 
that the National Academy of Public Admin- 
istration (NAPA) has completed the first 
phase of an analysis of the ITTP program, 
which highlights a number of weaknesses 
that reduce the program’s effectiveness at 
spin-in and spin-out of technology. The con- 
ferees direct NASA to fully address the rec- 
ommendations of phases I and II of the 
NAPA study in the context of future budget 
submissions. The conferees support main- 
taining a vigorous ITTP program at NASA 
and strongly support maintaining the spin- 
out of NASA technology to the commercial 
world as an integral part of the program. 

The conferees agree with direction con- 
tained in the Senate report that as soon as 
the Shuttle is available to provide access to 
the ISS, NASA is to provide the Committees 
on Appropriations of the House and Senate 
with a plan detailing the steps necessary to 
complete construction of the ISS. This plan 
may include completion of the ISS by only 
using the shuttle, or a combination of shut- 
tle and unmanned flights for delivering com- 
ponents to the ISS. The cost implications as- 
sociated with the revised schedule must be 
included in the plan that is submitted to the 
Committee within 30 days after the success- 
ful return-to-flight of the shuttle program. 
The report should also contain a timeline, in 
conjunction with the construction timetable 
for the ISS, for the eventual transition to a 
new manned launch vehicle. 

The conferees are prepared to commit 
funds for development of a Crew Exploration 
Vehicle [CEV], but remain concerned that 
there has not been enough initial planning to 
determine what specific capabilities the CEV 
should have. The determination of the right 
capabilities should naturally come from a 
carefully thought-out plan and goals, which 
have yet to emerge from the implementation 
of the space exploration initiative. The cur- 
rent plan offered by NASA resembles a work- 
in-progress, rather than a firm definition of 
what is necessary to accomplish missions to 
the ISS, as well as future manned missions. 
The conferees expect NASA to provide a re- 
port to the Committees on Appropriations of 
the House and Senate that details the cri- 
teria and developmental goals the CEV must 
meet to accomplish the missions envisioned 
by NASA within 60 days of enactment of this 
Act. The report shall also include the inter- 
nal and independent procedures that will be 
in place to ensure that the CEV will stay 
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within its budget throughout its develop- 
ment. 

As NASA begins to consider another 
manned vehicle program, the conferees do 
not want a repeat of the mistakes of the 
International Space Station, where poor 
management and lack of independent over- 
sight resulted in major cost overruns. At 
this early stage in the development of the 
CEV, it is essential that these mistakes be 
avoided. Therefore, the conferees direct the 
Administrator of NASA to identify an inde- 
pendent oversight committee capable of ex- 
amining the design, technology readiness, 
and most importantly the cost estimates for 
the CEV. The Administrator shall use avail- 
able funds within the Exploration Capabili- 
ties account to provide sufficient resources 
for this independent committee. The chosen 
oversight committee shall report to the Ad- 
ministrator and the Committees on Appro- 
priations of the House and Senate annually 
on their findings and recommendations. 

The conferees have agreed to provide 
$10,000,000 for the Centennial Challenges pro- 
gram, subject to passage of authorizing legis- 
lation. NASA is to directed to submit a de- 
tailed implementation plan for this program 
to the Committees on Appropriations of the 
House and Senate as soon as practicable. 

The conferees recognize that modeling and 
simulation will have an important role in as- 
sessing the overall system development and 
performance in the Space Exploration Initia- 
tive and provide $3,000,000 for this purpose. 
The conferees believe that simulated inte- 
grated systems, including testing and eval- 
uation, will substantially reduce the total 
development costs of future space transpor- 
tation systems by formulating and vali- 
dating program requirements and by identi- 
fying and mitigating program risks as early 
as possible in the development process. The 
conferees direct the Office of Exploration 
Systems to develop and implement an inte- 
grated system simulation strategy to take 
full advantage of modeling, simulation, and 
evaluation tools. 

The conferees direct NASA to keep the 
Committees on Appropriations of the House 
and Senate informed, in writing, of any 
movement of funds related to the shuttle 
program, as well as including the out-year 
impacts on all activities involved in the 
funding shifts. Finally, the conferees expect 
regular consultations by NASA on all pro- 
posed changes to investments in the Shuttle 
program. These consultations should occur 
before program decisions are finalized. 

The conferees agree to the following spe- 
cific funding increases in addition to any in- 
creases mentioned above: 

An increase of $400,000 for the Glennan 
Microsystems Commercialization Initiative; 

An increase of $300,000 for Garrett Morgan 
Commercial; 

An increase of $900,000 for Simulation 
based acquisition for manned space flight ve- 
hicle, design and testing, MSFC; 

An increase of $150,000 to the Technology 
Research & Development Authority of Cen- 
tral Florida for continuing investment in IT, 
and security technologies; 

An increase of $2,000,000 for the Idaho Na- 
tional Engineering and Environmental Lab- 
oratory for development of performance, 
safety, and mission success tools for NASA 
programs; 

An increase of $250,000 to the Alabama 
A&M University for Advanced Propulsion 
Materials Research; 

An increase of $500,000 for the Nano and 
Micro Devices Laboratory at the University 
of Alabama in Huntsville; 
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An increase of $6,000,000 for the continu- 
ation of the Space Alliance Technology Out- 
reach Program for business incubators in 
Florida and New York; 

An increase of $1,000,000 for the National 
Center of Excellence in Wireless and Infor- 
mation Technology Programs at Stony 
Brook University, New York; 

An increase of $1,000,000 for the National 
Center of Excellence in Small Scale Systems 
Packaging at the State University of New 
York at Binghamton; 

An increase of $2,500,000 for NASA’s Inde- 
pendent Verification and Validation Facil- 
ity, of which $800,000 is available for continu- 
ation of the Code Level Metrics Data Pro- 
gram; $400,000 is available for continuation of 
IV & V of Neural Nets; and $400,000 is avail- 
able for Software Legacy Research; 

An increase of $600,000 to the MCNC-Re- 
search and Development Institute (RDI) for 
continued funding for a Laboratory for Dis- 
tributed Chemical and Biological Sensors; 

An increase of $1,000,000 for Cryogenic 
Power Electronics Development at the State 
University of New York at Albany; 

An increase of $200,000 for the National 
Center for Communication Navigation, and 
Surveillance at Glenn Research Center; 

An increase of $400,000 for COM Simulation 
Architecture; 

An increase of $300,000 for the Bowling 
Green State University Hybrid Engine 
project; 

An increase of $500,000 to the University of 
Alabama in Huntsville for a Space Flight 
Guidance, Navigation, and Control Test Bed; 

An increase of $3,000,000 for the National 
Center of Excellence in Infotonics in Roch- 
ester, New York; 

An increase of $3,000,000 for the Computing, 
Information and Communications Tech- 
nology Program (CICT) for High Information 
Density Approaches to Mobile Broadband 
Internet Communications; 

An increase of $3,000,000 to the Mobile 
Broadband Network project, a joint effort be- 
tween NASA and the Air Force Research 
Laboratory; 

An increase of $3,000,000 to be transferred 
to the Air Force Research Laboratory to 
continue joint research between NASA and 
the Air Force on emerging areas of com- 
puting including grid computing, quantum 
and biomolecular information processing 
technology; 

An increase of $4,000,000 for the Stennis 
Space Center for the commercial technology 
program; 

An increase of $4,000,000 for the Marshall 
Space Flight Center for the commercial 
technology program; 

An increase of $750,000 to Purdue Univer- 
sity in West Lafayette, Indiana for the Ad- 
vanced Manufacturing Institute; 

An increase of $2,000,000 to Wheeling Jesuit 
University, West Virginia for continued op- 
eration of the National Technology Transfer 
Center; 

An increase of $1,000,000 to the University 
of New Orleans, Louisiana for the Compos- 
ites Research Center of Excellence and for 
the development of advanced metallic join- 
ing technologies at Michoud Space Center; 

An increase of $1,750,000 to the University 
of Maryland, College Park for the 
nanotechnology institute; and 

An increase of $2,000,000 to the SSME pro- 
gram office at Marshall for development of a 
knowledge management integrated data en- 
vironment. 


OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 


Appropriates $31,600,000 for the Office of In- 
spector General as proposed by the Senate, 
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instead of $31,400,000 as proposed by the 
House. The amount provided includes 
$3,800,000 to conduct NASA’s annual audit of 
NASA’s financial statements. 

The conferees remain concerned that 
NASA needs to reform its contracting proc- 
ess to ensure timely delivery of both services 
and hardware. The conferees direct the 
NASA Inspector General to issue a list of 
contracting ‘trouble’ areas with гес- 
ommendations to address these areas. The 
conferees understand that this is no easy 
project, but expects NASA and the NASA IG 
to respond to these concerns with a package 
of proposed contracting reforms that can 
begin to be implemented in fiscal year 2005. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 


The conferees have included three adminis- 
trative provisions included in both the House 
and Senate bills. In addition, the conferees 
agree to language proposed by the Senate al- 
lowing the use of funds for prizes and lan- 
guage allowing for the transfer of funds be- 
tween the exploration capabilities account 
and the science, aeronautics, and exploration 
account subject to established operating 
plan procedure. The conferees further agree 
to language proposed by the Senate as a Gen- 
eral Provision, with some modifications, 
which will have the effect of incorporating 
projects and activities into the text of the 
bill by reference. 

NATIONAL CREDIT UNION ADMINISTRATION 

CENTRAL LIQUIDITY FACILITY 

Provides limitation of $1,500,000,000 on CLF 
lending activities from borrowed funds as 
proposed by the House and Senate. 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT REVOLVING LOAN 

FUND 

Appropriates $1,000,000 as proposed by the 
House and the Senate. Within this amount, 
$800,000 is provided for technical assistance 
to low-income and community development 
credit unions. Funds are available for two 
years as proposed by the House. The Senate 
had proposed that funds be available until 
expended. The conferees reiterate language 
proposed by the Senate encouraging NCUA 
to continue to develop technical assistance 
in rural areas. 

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 


The conferees agree that the language in- 
cluded in House Report 108-674 and Senate 
Report 108-353 is to be complied with unless 
specifically addressed to the contrary in this 
conference report and the statement of the 
managers. 

The conferees agree that the National 
Science Foundation is to abide by the re- 
programming requirements set forth in the 
House report requiring prior Committee ap- 
proval for any transfers in excess of $500,000 
or any change that could be construed as 
policy or a change in policy, instead of 
$250,000 as proposed in the Senate report. 

The conferees agree that the National 
Science Foundation is to present its fiscal 
year 2006 budget justification submission in 
the traditional appropriations account struc- 
ture with detailed information on program, 
project and activity funding levels and all 
proposed changes. The Foundation is di- 
rected not to format or integrate its stra- 
tegic themes of ‘‘People,’’ *'Tools," and 
“Ideas” into the detailed appropriations jus- 
tifications but instead may provide them as 
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supplementary information. The conferees 
direct the Foundation to submit a template 
for its fiscal year 2006 budget justification to 
the Committees on Appropriations of the 
House and Senate that complies with this di- 
rection no later than December 15, 2004. 
RESEARCH AND RELATED ACTIVITIES 

Appropriates $4,254,593,000 for research and 
related activities instead of $4,151,745,000 as 
proposed by the House and $4,402,320,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. 

The conferees agree to continue funding 
for the costs of Foundation employees hired 
under the  Intergovernmental Personnel 
Agreements (IPA) Act under this account in- 
stead of consolidating funding for such costs 
under the Salaries and Expenses account as 
proposed by the House. New language is in- 
cluded to limit the amount available for 
such purposes to the amount requested in 
the Foundation’s budget for fiscal year 2005. 

The conferees have included bill language 
that provides up to $350,000,000 for polar ге- 
search and operations support, as proposed 
by the House and $95,000,000 for a comprehen- 
sive research initiative on plant genomes for 
economically significant crops, as proposed 
by the Senate. Language is also included as 
proposed by the Senate and carried in pre- 
vious years regarding distribution of funding 
against statutory minimum and maximum 
levels. The House did not include similar 
language. Language proposed by the Senate 
is not included authorizing the payment of 
travel expenses from this account. The 
House did not include similar language as re- 
quested in the budget. The conferees under- 
stand that deletion of this language will not 
impact travel costs associated with Founda- 
tion staff hired under the IPA Act since such 
costs are eligible to be funded under this ac- 
count. 

Notwithstanding the language in the 
House and Senate reports designating the al- 
location of funds, the conferees have agreed 
that the allocation among programs and di- 
rectorates is to be determined by the Direc- 
tor of the Foundation, unless specifically 
noted herein. The Foundation is to submit 
its proposed operating plan to the Commit- 
tees on Appropriations of the House and the 
Senate within 60 days of enactment of this 
Act that addresses the Foundation’s highest 
research priorities. In developing this plan, 
the Foundation is urged to maintain the 
proper balance between interdisciplinary re- 
search and single-issue research in core dis- 
ciplines. 

The conference agreement provides 
$95,000,000 for plant genome research on eco- 
nomically significant crops as proposed by 
the Senate. The House did not address this 
matter. 

The conferees do not object to the alloca- 
tion of not to exceed $6,000,000 for continued 
planning and design for the National Eco- 
logical Observatory Network if the Director 
of the Foundation determines such funding 
is warranted. The conferees reiterate the 
language in the House report regarding the 
National Research Council’s recommenda- 
tions regarding this project. The conferees 
concur that funding provided may be used 
for a new class of Science and Technology 
Centers if the Director of the Foundation de- 
termines such funding is warranted when 
measured against other priorities within the 
agreed upon total for this account. 
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The conferees do not object to the alloca- 
tion of not to exceed $5,000,000 for completion 
of a design and development study for the 
Giant Segmented Mirror Telescope if the Di- 
rector of the Foundation determines such 
funding is warranted based upon private sec- 
tor interest and commitment, other astro- 
nomical science needs, and subject to ap- 
proval by the National Science Board. 

The conference agreement does not provide 
any funding for the new Workforce for the 
218% Century program. The Foundation is еп- 
couraged to work with the Committees to 
develop a more refined and descriptive pro- 
posal for future consideration. 

The conference agreement does not provide 
any funding for a new Innovation Fund. 

The conferees understand that discussions 
between the National Science Foundation 
and the Smithsonian Institution are ongoing 
and have been productive. With respect to 
Smithsonian researchers’ access to NSF 
funding, the Committees expect the Founda- 
tion to treat any proposal submitted by non- 
Federal employees of the Smithsonian whose 
salaries are not part of appropriated ac- 
counts in the same manner as any academic 
proposal. 

The conferees reiterate the direction in the 
Senate report requiring NSF to include 
multi-year budget estimates and future 
budget impacts for multi-disciplinary and 
mid-level activities in the annual operating 
plan and in future budget requests. 


MAJOR RESEARCH EQUIPMENT AND FACILITIES 
CONSTRUCTION 


Appropriates $175,050,000 for major research 
equipment and facilities construction in- 
stead of $208,200,000 as proposed by the House 
and $130,420,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
Included within the appropriated amount is 
$49,700,000 for construction of the Atacama 
Large Millimeter Array aperture-synthesis 
radio telescope; $47,350,000 for EarthScope; 
$48,000,000 for continued research and devel- 
opment of the IceCube Neutrino Detector Ob- 
servatory in Antarctica; $15,000,000 for the 
Integrated Ocean Drilling Program (IODP); 
and $15,000,000 for the Rare Symmetry Vio- 
lating Processes Program. 

Funding for the NEON program is ad- 
dressed under the Research and Related Ac- 
tivities account. 


EDUCATION AND HUMAN RESOURCES 


Appropriates $848,207,000 for education and 
human resources instead of $842,985,000 as 
proposed by the House and $929,150,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

The conferees agree to continue funding 
for the costs of Foundation employees hired 
under the Intergovernmental Personnel 
Agreements (IPA) Act under this account in- 
stead of consolidating funding for such costs 
under the Salaries and Expenses account as 
proposed by the House. New language is in- 
cluded to limit the amount available for 
such purposes to the amount requested in 
the Foundation’s fiscal year 2005 budget. 
Language is also included as proposed by the 
Senate and carried in previous years regard- 
ing distribution of funding against statutory 
minimum and maximum levels. The House 
did not include similar language. 

The conferees agree to the following fund- 
ing levels and directives within this account: 


FY 2005 Conference 

Program request House Senate agreement 
Math & Science Partnership $80,000,000 $82,500,000  $110,000,000 $80,000,000 
EPSCOR iet 84,000,000 94,440,000 95,000,000 94,440,000 
Elementary, Secondary & Informal Education 172,750,000 175,457,000 187,750,000 183,412,000 
Undergraduate Education 158,850,000 160,301,000 162,430,000 154,905,000 
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FY 2005 Conference 

Program request House Senate agreement 
Graduate Education 173,880,000 155,950,000 173,880,000 155,950,000 
Human Resources Development 107,940,000 115,343,000 126,060,000 119,500,000 
Research, Evaluation & Communication 73,940,000 64,494,000 73,940,000 60,000,000 


Within this level of funding for Elemen- 
tary, Secondary and Informal Education, 
$63,565,000 has been provided for the Informal 
Science program. 

Of the amount appropriated for Under- 
graduate Education, $45,500,000 is for the Ad- 
vanced Technological Education program; 
$25,485,000 is for the STEM Talent Expansion 
Program (STEP); and $7,950,000 is for the 
Robert Noyce Scholarship Program. No 
funds are provided for the Workforce for the 
21st Century program. 

Within the funding level for Human Re- 
source Development, $35,300,000 is provided 
for the Louis Stokes Alliances for Minority 
Participation program; $25,420,000 is provided 
for the Historically Black Colleges and Uni- 
versities Undergraduates (HBCU) Program; 
$14,910,000 is provided for the Alliance for 
Graduate Education and the Professoriate; 
$16,000,000 is provided for the Centers of Re- 
search Excellence in Science and Technology 
(CREST) program and HBCU Research Uni- 
versity Science and Technology (THRUST) 
initiative within CREST; $2,510,000 is pro- 
vided for Model Institutions for Excellence; 
and $9,920,000 is provided for Tribal Colleges. 
While the conferees agree that eligibility for 
THRUST should not exclude CREST recipi- 
ents, NSF is directed to first use fiscal year 
2005 program funds to fully fund multi-year 
awards to recipients of THRUST. 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


Appropriates $225,000,000 for salaries and 
expenses instead of $249,970,000 as proposed 
by the House and $269,000,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. 

At the request of the Foundation, the con- 
ferees have agreed to continue funding the 
costs of personnel employed by the Founda- 
tion under the Intergovernmental Personnel 
Act (IPA’s) under the ‘‘Research and Related 
Activities" and the ‘Education and Human 
Resources" appropriations accounts. These 
costs have been set within each account at 
$25,954,000 and $5,500,000, respectively. No 
funding has been included in the “Salaries 
and Ехрепвев” account for this purpose. The 
conferees note that the $31,454,000 provided 
for the IPA program in fiscal year 2005 is ap- 
proximately a 10 percent increase over the 
fiscal year 2004 level for the program. The 
conferees are pleased that the Director has 
assured the Committees that the cost of the 
IPA program will be shown in a more trans- 
parent way in future budget submissions. As 
a part of this process the conferees expect 
the fiscal year 2006 budget justification ma- 
terials to include a single consolidated 
schedule showing all personnel costs for the 
Foundation. 

The conference agreement provides suffi- 
cient resources to maintain existing staffing 


levels at the Foundation. Within the total 
amount provided for this account, the Direc- 
tor may, at his discretion, devote additional 
resources to address permanent staffing at 
the agency and address computer system 
needs, particularly for the FastLane system. 

The conferees reiterate the direction in the 
Senate report regarding staffing support to 
the Deputy Director of Large Facilities and 
expect the fiscal year 2005 operating plan to 
identify the actions taken regarding this 
matter. 

OFFICE OF THE NATIONAL SCIENCE BOARD 


Appropriates $4,000,000 for the National 
Science Board as proposed by the Senate, in- 
stead of $3,950,000 as proposed by the House. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 


Appropriates $10,110,000 for the Office of In- 
spector General as proposed by both the 
House and the Senate. 

The conferees request that the IG conduct 
a review of the portion of the Foundation’s 
total budget devoted to administrative and 
other overhead expenses and how these costs 
compare to similar costs at other large re- 
search agencies. 


NEIGHBORHOOD REINVESTMENT CORPORATION 


PAYMENT TO THE NEIGHBORHOOD 
REINVESTMENT CORPORATION 


Appropriates $115,000,000 for the Neighbor- 
hood Reinvestment Corporation as proposed 
by both the House and Senate. 

Language is included in the bill which des- 
ignates $5,000,000 to support the Corpora- 
tion’s multi-family rental housing program, 
as proposed by the Senate. 

SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


Appropriates $26,300,000 for salaries and ex- 
penses as proposed by both the House and 
Senate. The conferees are in agreement that 
the Selective Service System should not use 
any of its funds to support the Corporation 
for National and Community Service. 


WHITE HOUSE COMMISSION ON THE NATIONAL 
MOMENT OF REMEMBRANCE 


Appropriates $250,000 for this account as 
proposed by the House. The Senate did not 
include a similar provision but instead in- 
cluded funding in another bill. 

TITLE IV—GENERAL PROVISIONS 


The conference agreement includes the fol- 
lowing dispositions of General Provisions: 

Retains sixteen general provisions pro- 
posed by both the House and the Senate, all 
of which were included in the fiscal year 2004 
Act. 

Includes modified language, similar to lan- 
guage proposed by the House and the Senate, 


amending Section 313 of the National Space 
Act of 1958 to implement new appropriations 
accounts. 

Retains language proposed by the House 
and the Senate regarding outreach and mar- 
keting efforts to enroll veterans in the Vet- 
erans Health Administration. 

Retains language proposed by the Senate 
expressing a Sense of the Congress that no 
veteran should wait more than thirty days 
for a doctor’s appointment. The House did 
not include similar language. 

Retains language proposed by the Senate 
prohibiting the use of any NASA funds to be 
used for voluntary separation incentive pay- 
ments if those incentives result in the loss of 
skills related to the safety of the Space 
Shuttle or the International Space Station. 
The House did not include similar language. 

Retains language proposed by the Senate 
recognizing the six Pioneer Homes in Alaska 
as eligible for per diem payments under the 
Department of Veterans Affairs state home 
program. The House did not include similar 
language. 

Retains language proposed by the House 
and the Senate related to benefits to fami- 
lies of astronauts of the Space Shuttle Co- 
lumbia. 

Retains language proposed by the Senate 
to amend a provision included in the fiscal 
year 2004 Act regarding the regulation of en- 
gines under 50 horsepower. The House did not 
include similar language. 

Deletes language proposed by the House 
providing for expansion of the NASA en- 
hanced use lease demonstration program. 
The Senate did not include similar language. 

Deletes language under this title proposed 
by the Senate regarding NASA expenditure 
of funds and instead includes the provision 
under NASA Administrative Provisions. The 
House did not include similar language. 

Deletes language proposed by the Senate 
prohibiting the use of funds in this or any 
other Act to implement section 338 of the 
Department of the Interior appropriations 
bill. The House did not include similar lan- 
guage. 

Deletes language proposed by the Senate 
amending section 1502 of the Farm Security 
and Rural Investment Act of 2002. The House 
did not include similar language. 

Adds a provision appropriating funds for 
the reconstruction of Pier 86 in New York 
City. 

Adds a provision providing compensation 
funds to the Department of Veterans Affairs. 

Adds a provision exempting the Village of 
Chickasaw, Ohio from section 102(g)(2) of the 
Housing and Community Development Act of 
1974. 
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CONFERENCE TOTAL—WITH COMPARISONS 


The total new budget (obligational) au- 
thority for the fiscal year 2005 recommended 
by the Committee of Conference, with com- 
parisons to the fiscal year 2004 amount, the 
2005 budget estimates, and the House and 
Senate bills for 2005 follow: 


[In thousands of dollars] 
New budget (obligational) 
authority, fiscal year 
2004 
Budget estimates of new 
(obligational) authority, 


$127,683,430 


fiscal year 2005 ................ 181,486,824 
House bill, fiscal year 2005 132,238,084 
Senate bill, fiscal year 2005 134,238,029 
Conference agreement, fis- 

cal year 2005 .................... 132,869,084 
Conference agreement 

compared with: 
New budget 

(obligational) author- 

ity, fiscal year 2004 ...... +5,185,654 
Budget estimates of new 

(obligational) author- 

ity, fiscal year 2005 ...... +1,432,260 
House bill, fiscal year 

2005250 ашатынын +631,000 
Senate bill, fiscal year 

2008. дыны аны - 1,368,945 


Division J—Other Matters 
Title I—Miscellaneous Provisions and Offsets 


Sec. 101. The conference agreement pro- 
vides $230,000,000 for the weatherization as- 
sistance program of the Department of En- 
ergy. 
Sec. 102. The conferees have included a new 
general provision which amends section 
1201(a) of Public Law 108-375. 

бес. 103. The conference agreement in- 
cludes language in section 103 amending Pub- 
lic Law 108-335 the District of Columbia Ap- 
propriations Act, 2005 to allow the following: 
(1) Permits the District of Columbia Depart- 
ment of Transportation to allocate funds 
from the rights-of-way fund for road, side- 
walk, and alley repairs; (2) makes technical 
corrections to section 340(a) dealing with 
charter school lease guarantees; (3) repeals 
section 342(a) and (b) dealing with charter 
school conversions; (4) modifies section 342(c) 
dealing with the leasing and acquisition of 
surplus property by charter schools; and (5) 
makes technical corrections to section 347 
dealing with charter school contracting. 

Sec. 104. The conferees include a new provi- 
sion requiring the Coast Guard to transfer up 
to $40,000,000 from the Rescue 21 project to 
the HH-65 re-engining project. The Rescue 21 
project is experiencing significant delays due 
to software and technical difficulties. The 
HH-65 re-engining project is a critical safety 
issue. The Coast Guard has indicated that 
additional funding is required to accelerate 
the re-engining project and complete the 
work by the end of calendar year 2006. Bill 
language requires the Coast Guard to notify 
the House and Senate Committees on Appro- 
priations 15 days prior to the transfer occur- 
ring. 

Sec. 105. The conferees include a new provi- 
sion extending the authorization of the Na- 
tional Pre-Disaster Mitigation program to 
December 31, 2005. 

Sec. 106. The conferees include a new provi- 
sion clarifying how funding shall be spent by 
the Transportation Security Administra- 
tion’s maritime and land security program 
in fiscal year 2005. 

Sec. 107. The conference agreement in- 
cludes the following technical correction to 
the Military Construction Appropriations 
Act, 2005: 
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Mississippi 

Navy: Gulfport, Vehicle 
Maintenance Facility ..... — $4,350,000 

Naval Reserve: Gulfport, 

Vehicle Maintenance Fa- 
ӨТ MN DET NN +4,350,000. 


Sec. 108. The conferees agree to include a 
new general provision, section 108, which 
provides the Department of the Navy with 
$2,000,000 to acquire an historic vessel, with 
Coast Guard registration number 225115. 

Sec. 122. The conference agreement in- 
cludes a 0.83 percent across-the-board rescis- 
sion to discretionary budgetary resources 
provided in fiscal year 2005 regular appro- 
priations Act (except Defense, Military Con- 
struction, and Homeland Security), as well 
as to any previously enacted fiscal year 2005 
advance appropriation and to any contract 
authority subject to limitation. 

TAPS QUALITY BANK 

Congress has concerns regarding the Fed- 
eral Energy Regulatory Commission Admin- 
istrative Law Judge’s decision dated August 
31, 2004 in Docket No. OR89-2-017; Docket No. 
OR96-14-006; Docket No. OR98-24-002; Docket 
No. ISO3-137-001; Docket No. ISO3-141-001; 
Docket Хо. 1503-142-001; Docket No. ISO3- 
143-001; Docket No. ISO3-144-001. Considering 
the specific equities of this case, the general 
importance of continued domestic refinery 
activity in order to protect national fuel 
supplies and the need to limit business un- 
certainty associated with the use of the 
Trans Alaska Pipeline System, Congress ex- 
pects the Federal Energy Regulatory Com- 
mission to evaluate carefully the disputed 
Resid valuation and related retroactive 
Resid refund matter affecting the TAPS 
Quality Bank Adjustments. Except where 
the parties have otherwise stipulated, Con- 
gress is particularly concerned about the eq- 
uity of assigning retroactive refunds beyond 
a term of 15 months. 

The term “TAPS Quality Bank Adjust- 
ments" means monetary adjustments paid 
by or to shippers of oil on the Trans Alaska 
Pipeline System through the operation of a 
quality bank to compensation for the value 
of the shippers, oil commingled in the pipe- 
line. 


JIM KOLBE, 

JOE KNOLLENBERG, 

JERRY LEWIS, 

ROGER Е. WICKER, 

HENRY BONILLA, 

DAVID VITTER, 

MARK STEVEN KIRK, 

ANDER CRENSHAW, 

BILL YOUNG, 

RALPH REGULA, 

DAVID L. HOBSON, 

STEVEN R. ROTHMAN, 
Managers on the Part of the House. 


MITCH MCCONNELL, 

THAD COCHRAN, 

JUDD GREGG, 

RICHARD C. SHELBY, 

ROBERT Е. BENNETT, 

BEN NIGHTHORSE 
CAMPBELL, 

CHRISTOPHER S. BOND, 

MIKE DEWINE, 

TED STEVENS, 

Managers on the Part of the Senate. 


Se 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted to: 

Mr. KIND (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today after 7:00 p.m. and 
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the balance of the week on account of 
a prior family commitment. 

Mr. ROTHMAN (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today on account of a fam- 
ily obligation. 


EEE 


SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 


By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis- 
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re- 
quest of Mr. CUMMINGS) to revise and 
extend their remarks and include ex- 
traneous material:) 

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. BROWN of Ohio, for 5 minutes, 
today. 

Ms. NORTON, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. STUPAK, for 5 minutes, today. 

Mr. PALLONE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. ORTIZ, for 5 minutes, today. 

Mr. DOGGETT, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. REYES, for 5 minutes, today. 

Mr. GONZALEZ, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, 
for 5 minutes, today. 

Mr. GREEN of Texas, for 5 minutes, 
today. 

Mr. HINOJOSA, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. EDWARDS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, for 5 
minutes, today. 

(The following Members (at the re- 
quest of Mr. BALLENGER) to revise and 
extend their remarks and include ex- 
traneous material:) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, for 5 
minutes, today. 

Mr. BoozMAN, for 5 minutes, today. 

Mr. WALSH, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Member (at his own re- 
quest) to revise and extend his remarks 
and include extraneous material:) 

Mr. GILCHREST, for 5 minutes, today. 


EE 
SENATE BILL REFERRED 


A bill of the Senate of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker’s 
table and, under the rule, referred as 
follows: 

S. 1217. An act to direct the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services to intensify pro- 
grams with respect to research and related 
activities concerning falls among older 
adults; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 


EE 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


Mr. Trandahl, Clerk of the House, re- 
ported and found truly enrolled bills of 
the House of the following titles, which 
were thereupon signed by the Speaker: 

H.R. 1113. An act to authorize an exchange 
of land at Fort Frederica National Monu- 
ment, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 1417. An act to amend title 17, United 
States Code, to replace copyright arbitration 
royalty panels with Copyright Royalty 
Judges, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 1446. An act to support the efforts of 
the California Missions Foundation to re- 
store and repair the Spanish colonial and 
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mission-era missions in the State of Cali- 
fornia and to preserve the artworks and arti- 
facts of these missions, and for other pur- 
poses. 

H.R. 1964. An act to assist the States of 
Connecticut, New Jersey, New York, and 
Pennsylvania in conserving priority lands 
and natural resources in the Highlands re- 
gion, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 3936. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to increase the authorization of 
appropriations for grants to benefit homeless 
veterans, to improve programs for manage- 
ment and administration of veterans' facili- 
ties and health care programs, and for other 
purposes. 

H.R. 4516. An act to require the Secretary 
of Energy to carry out a program of research 
and development to advance high-end com- 
puting. 

H.R. 4593. An act to establish wilderness 
areas, promote conservation, improve public 
land, and provide for the high quality devel- 
opment in Lincoln County, Nevada, and for 
other purposes. 


EEE 
SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


The SPEAKER announced his signa- 
ture to an enrolled bill of the Senate of 
the following title: 

S. 2986. An act to amend title 31 of the 
United States Code to increase the public 
debt limit. 


EEE 
ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; accord- 
ingly (at 12 o’clock and 19 minutes 
a.m.), the House adjourned until today, 
Saturday, November 20, 2004, at 9 a.m. 


Ee 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 


Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


11010. A letter from the Congressional Re- 
view Coordinator, APHIS, Department of Ag- 
riculture, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Importation of Fruits and Vege- 
tables [Docket No. 02-106-2] received Novem- 
ber 15, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

11011. A letter from the Congressional Re- 
view Coordinator, APHIS, Department of Ag- 
riculture, transmitting the Department's 
final rule — Pine Shoot Beetle Host Material 
From Canada [Docket No. 00-073-2] (RIN: 
0579-AB76) October 22, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 

11012. A letter from the Congressional Re- 
view Coordinator, APHIS, Department of Ag- 
riculture, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Bees and Related Articles 
[Docket No. 98-109-2] (RIN: 0579-AB20) re- 
ceived October 22, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

11013. A letter from the Congressional Re- 
view Coordinator, APHIS, Department of Ag- 
riculture, transmitting the Department's 
final rule — Oriental Fruit Fly; Designation 
of Quarantined Area [Docket No. 04-106-1] re- 
ceived November 17, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 
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11014. A letter from the Acting Adminis- 
trator, FSIS, Department of Agriculture, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Nutrition Labeling; Nutrient Content Claims 
on Multi-Serve, Meal-Type Meat and Poultry 
Products [Docket No. 00-046F] (RIN: 0583- 
AD07) received November 5, 2004, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

11015. A letter from the Administrator, Ag- 
riculture Marketing Service, Department of 
Agriculture, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Walnuts Grown in California; 
Decreased Assessment Rate [Docket No. 
FV04-984-2 IFR] received November 15, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

11016. A letter from the Administrator, Ag- 
riculture Marketing Service, Department of 
Agriculture, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Marketing Order Regulating the 
Handling of Spearmint Oil Produced in the 
Far West; Revision of the Salable Quantity 
and Allotment Percentage for Class 3 (Na- 
tive) Spearmint Oil for the 2004-2005 Mar- 
keting Year [Docket No. FV04-985-2 IFR] re- 
ceived November 15, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 

11017. A letter from the Administrator, Ag- 
riculture Marketing Service, Department of 
Agriculture, transmitting the Department's 
final rule — Domestic Dates Produced or 
Packed in Riverside County, CA; Increased 
Assessment Rate [Docket No. FV04-987-2 
IFR] received November 15, 2004, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

11018. A letter from the Acting Under Sec- 
retary for Acquisition, Technology, and Lo- 
gistics, Department of Defense, transmitting 
a FY 2008 report entitled, ‘‘Performance of 
Commercial Activities," pursuant to 10 
U.S.C.2461(g); to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

11019. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Research and Engineering, Department of 
Defense, transmitting Notification of intent 
to obligate funds for test projects for inclu- 
sion in the Fiscal Year 2005 Foreign Com- 
parative Testing (FCT) Program, pursuant to 
10 U.S.C. 2350a(g); to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

11020. A letter from the Alternate OSD 
FRLO, Department of Defense, transmitting 
the Department's final rule — TRICARE; 
Changes Included in the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002, 
(NDAA-02), and a Technical Correction In- 
cluded in the NDAA-08 (RIN: 0720-AA89) re- 
ceived October 22, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

11021. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Procurement and Acquisition Policy, De- 
partment of Defense, transmitting the De- 
partment's final rule — Defense Federal Ac- 
quisition Regulation Supplement; Federal 
Prison Industries — Deletion of Duplicative 
Text [DFARS Case 2004-D005] received No- 
vember 9, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

11022. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Procurement and Acquisition Policy, De- 
partment of Defense, transmitting the De- 
partment’s final rule — Defense Federal Ac- 
quisition Regulation Supplement; 
Transisiton of Weapons-Related Prototype 
Projects to Follow-On Contracts [DFARS 
Case 2003-D106] received November 9, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services. 

11023. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Procurement and Acquisition Policy, De- 
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partment of Defense, transmitting the De- 
partment’s final rule — Defense Federal Ac- 
quisition Regulation Supplement; Publi- 
cizing Contract Actions [DFARS Case 2003- 
7016] received November 9, 2004, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

11024. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Procurement and Acquisition Policy, De- 
partment of Defense, transmitting the De- 
partment’s final rule — Defense Federal Ac- 
quisition Regulation Supplement; Sealed 
Bidding [DFARS Case 2003-D076] received No- 
vember 9, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

11025. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Procurement and Acquisition Policy, De- 
partment of Defense, transmitting the De- 
partment’s final rule — Defense Federal Ac- 
quisition Regulation Supplement; Research 
and Development Contracting [DFARS Case 
2003-D067] received Novemebr 9, 2004, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

11026. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Procurement and Acquisition Policy, De- 
partment of Defense, transmitting the De- 
partment’s final rule — Defense Federal Ac- 
quisition Regulation Supplement;  Con- 
tractor Qualifications Relating to Contract 
Placement [DFARS Case 2003-D011] received 
November 9, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

11027. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Procurement and Acquisition Policy, De- 
partment of Defense, transmitting the De- 
partment’s final rule — Defense Federal Ac- 
quisition Regulations Supplement; Insurance 
[DFARS Case 2003-D037] received November 
9, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

11028. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Procurement and Acquisition Policy, De- 
partment of Defense, transmitting the De- 
partment's final rule — Defense Federal Ac- 
quisition Regulations Supplement; Acquisi- 
tion of Commercial Items [DFARS Case 2003- 
D074] received November 9, 2004, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

11029. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Procurement and Acquisition Policy, De- 
partment of Defense, transmitting the De- 
partment's final rule — Defense Federal Ac- 
quisition Regulation Supplement; Laws In- 
applicable to Commercial Subcontractors 
[DFARS Case 2003-D018] received November 
9, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

11030. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Procurement and Acquisition Policy, De- 
partment of Defense, transmitting the De- 
partment's final rule — Defense Federal Ac- 
quisition Regulation Supplement; Cost 
Priciples and Procedures [DFARS Case 2003- 
D036] received November 9, 2004, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(а)(1)(А); to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

11031. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Procurement and Acquisition Policy, De- 
partment of Defense, transmitting the De- 
partment’s final rule — Defense Federal Ac- 
quisition Regulation Supplement; Proce- 
dures, Guidance, and Information [DFARS 
Case 2003-D090] received November 9, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services. 

11032. A letter from the Acting Under Sec- 
retary for Acquisition and Technology, De- 
partment of Defense, transmitting the Fiscal 
Year 2003 Defense Environmental Tech- 
nology Program Annual Report, pursuant to 
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10 U.S.C. 2706; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

11033. A letter from the Acting Under Sec- 
retary for Acquisition, Technology, and Lo- 
gistics, Department of Defense, transmitting 
proposed test and evaluation (T&E) budgets 
for FY 2005 that have not been certified as 
adequate by the Director of the Defense Test 
Resource Management Center (TRMC), pur- 
suant to 10 U.S.C. 196 Public Law 108-136, sec- 
tion 212; to the Committee on Armed Serv- 
ices. 

11034. A letter from the Acting Under Sec- 
retary for Acquisition, Technology, and Lo- 
gistics, Department of Defense, transmitting 
the report on the amount of DoD FY 03 pur- 
chases from foreign entities that manufac- 
tured articles, materials, or supplies made 
outside of the United States, pursuant to 
Public Law 108-199, section 645; to the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services. 

11035. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Under Secretary for Personnel and Readi- 
ness, Department of Defense, transmitting 
Authorization of the enclosed list of officers 
to wear the insignia of brigadier general in 
accordance with title 10, United States Code, 
section 777; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

11036. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Under Secretary for Personnel and Readi- 
ness, Department of Defense, transmitting 
Authorization of the enclosed list of officers 
to wear the insignia of brigadier general in 
accordance with title 10, United States Code, 
section 777; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

11037. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Under Secretary for Personnel and Readi- 
ness, Department of Defense, transmitting 
Authorization of the enclosed list of officers 
to wear the insignia of the grade of vice ad- 
miral in accordance with title 10, United 
States Code, section 777; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

11038. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Under Secretary for Personnel and Readi- 
ness, Department of Defense, transmitting 
authorization of Major General Raymond T. 
Odierno, United States Army, to wear the in- 
signia of the grade of lieutenant general in 
accordance with title 10, United States Code, 
section 777; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

11039. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Under Secretary for Personnel and Readi- 
ness, Department of Defense, transmitting 
authorization of Captain Jeffrey A. 
Lemmons, United States Navy, to wear the 
insignia of the grade of rear admiral (lower 
half) in accordance with title 10, United 
States Code, section 777; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

11040. A letter from the Under Secretary 
for Personnel and Readiness, Department of 
Defense, transmitting a letter on the ap- 
proved retirement of Vice Admiral James W. 
Metzger, United States Navy, and his ad- 
vancement to the grade of vice admiral on 
the retired list; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

11041. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Maritime Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Amended Service Obliga- 
tion Reporting Requirements for State Mari- 
time Academy Graduates [Docket No. 
MARAD-2004-19397] (RIN: 2133-AB61) received 


October 18, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(а)(1)(А); to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 


11042. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Maritime Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
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ment’s final rule — Electronic Options for 
Transmitting Certain Information Collection 
Responses to MARAD [Docket Number: 
MARAD-2003-16238] (RIN: 2133-AB64) received 


October 18, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 


11043. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Maritime Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Amended Service Obliga- 
tion Reporting Requirements for U.S. 
Merchent Marine Academy Graduates [Dock- 
et Number: MARAD-2004-17185] (RIN: 2133- 
AB66) received October 18, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

11044. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Transportation, transmitting the 
annual report of the Maritime Administra- 
tion (MARAD) for Fiscal Year 2003, pursuant 
to 46 U.S.C. app. 1118; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

11045. A letter from the Assistant to the 
Board, Board of Governors of the Federal Re- 
serve System, transmitting the Board’s final 
rule — Collection of Checks and Other Items 
by the Federal Reserve Banks and Funds 
Transfers through Fedwire [Regulation J; 
Docket No. R-1202] received October 28, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Financial Services. 

11046. A letter from the Director, Legisla- 
tive and Regulatory Activities Division, Of- 
fice of the Comptroller of the Currency, De- 
partment of the Treasury, transmitting the 
Department's final rule — Rules, Policies, 
and Procedures for Corporate Activities; An- 
nual Report on Operating Subsidiaries 
[Docket No. 04-23] (RIN: 1557-AC81) received 
November 8, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

11047. A letter from the Regulatory Spe- 
cialist, Legislative and Regulatory Activi- 
ties Division, Office of the Comptroller of 
the Currency, Department of the Treasury, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Rules, Policies, and Procedures for Coporate 
Activities; Annual Report on Operating Sub- 
sidiaries [Docket No.04-23] (RIN: 1557-AC81) 
received November 15, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Fi- 
nancial Services. 

11048. A letter from the Acting Under Sec- 
retary for Rural Development, Department 
of Agriculture, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Business and Industry 
Guaranteed Loan Program — Implementa- 
tion of Farm Security and Rural Investment 
Act of 2002 Provisions — received November 
8, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 

11049. A letter from the Acting Under Sec- 
retary for Rural Development, Department 
of Agriculture, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Business and Industry 
Loans; Revisions to Implement 2002 Farm 
Bill Provisions (RIN: 0570-A A39) received No- 
vember 8, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

11050. A letter from the General Counsel/ 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Final Flood Elevation Determinations — re- 
ceived November 8, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

11051. A letter from the General Counsel/ 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Suspension of Community Eligibility [Dock- 
et No. FEMA-7847] received November 8, 2004, 
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pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Financial Services. 

11052. A letter from the General Counsel/ 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Suspension of Community Eligibility [Dock- 
et No. FEMA-7849] received November 8, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Financial Services. 

11053. A letter from the Assistant General 
Counsel for Regulations, Department of 
Housing and Urban Development, transmit- 
ting the Department’s final rule — Partici- 
pating in HUD’s Native American Programs 
by Religious Organizations; Providing for 
Equal Treatment of All Program Partici- 
pants [Docket No. FR-4915-F-02] (RIN: 2577- 
AC56) received November 5, 2004, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Fi- 
nancial Services. 

11054. A letter from the Assistant General 
Counsel for Regulations, Department of 
Housing and Urban Development, transmit- 
ting the Department’s final rule — Imple- 
mentation of Requirement in HUD Programs 
for Use of Data Universal Numbering System 
(DUNS) Identifier [Docket No. FR-4876-F-02] 
(RIN: 2501-AD01) received November 19, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Financial Services. 

11055. A letter from the President and 
Chairman, Export-Import Bank, transmit- 
ting a report on a transaction involving U.S. 
exports to Malaysia pursuant to Section 
2(b)(8) of the Export-Import Bank Act of 1945, 
as amended, pursuant to 12 U.S.C. 635(b)(8)(i); 
to the Committee on Financial Services. 

11056. A letter from the Director, OLA, 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation, 
transmitting the Corporation’s final rule — 
Rules of Practice and Procedures (RIN: 3064- 
AC76) received November 5, 2004, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Fi- 
nancial Services. 

11057. A letter from the Secretary, Federal 
Trade Commission, transmitting the Com- 
mission’s final rule — Related Identity Theft 
Definitions, Duration of Active Duty Alerts, 
and Appropriate Proof of Identity Under the 
Fair Credit Reporting Act (RIN: 3084-AA94) 
received November 5, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Fi- 
nancial Services. 

11058. A letter from the Chairperson, Na- 
tional Council on Disability, transmitting a 
report entitled, ‘‘Design for Inclusion: Cre- 
ating a New Marketplace," pursuant to 29 
U.S.C. 781(a)(8); to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and the Workforce. 

11059. A letter from the Director, Corporate 
Policy and Research Department, Pension 
Benefit Guaranty Corporation, transmitting 
the Corporation’s final rule — Benefits Pay- 
able in Terminated Single- Employer Plans; 
Allocation of Assets in Single-Employer 
Plans; Interest Assumptions for Valuing and 
Paying Benefits — received November 5, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Education and the Workforce. 

11060. A letter from the Administrator, En- 
ergy Information Administration, Depart- 
ment of Energy, transmitting the Energy In- 
formation Administration’s Annual Energy 
Review 2003, pursuant to 15 U.S.C. 790f(a)(2); 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

11061. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Energy, transmitting the forty- 
ninth report outlining the status of Exxon 
and Stripper Well Oil Overcharge Funds as of 
March 31, 2004, satisfying the request set 
forth in the Conference Report accom- 
panying the Department of Interior and Re- 
lated Agencies Appropriations Act of 1988 
(Public Law 100-202); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 
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11062. A letter from the Director, Regula- 
tions Policy and Mgmt. Staff, FDA, Depart- 
ment of Health and Human Services, trans- 
mitting the Department’s final rule — Or- 
thopedic Devices; Effective Date of Require- 
ment for Premarket Approval for Hip Joint 
Metal/Polymer or Ceramic/Polymer 
Semiconstrained Resurfacing Cemented 
Prosthesis [Docket No. 2003N-0561] Recieved 
October 20, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

11063. A letter from the Director, Regula- 
tions Policy and Mgmt. Staff, FDA, Depart- 
ment of Health and Human Services, trans- 
mitting the Department’s final rule — Advi- 
sory Committee; Change of Name and Func- 
tion; Technical Amendment — received No- 
vember 15, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

11064. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
National Highway Traffic Safety Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Federal Motor Vehicle Safety Standards; 
Platform Lifts for Motor Vehicles, Platform 
Lift Intallations in Motor Vehicles [Docket 
No. NHTSA-2004-19209] (RIN: 2127-AJ18) re- 
ceived October 18, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

11065. A letter from the Deputy Associate 
Administrator, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting the Agency’s final rule 
— Revisions to the California State Imple- 
mentation Plan, Great Basin and Ventura 
County Air Pollution Control Districts [CA- 
295-0470a; FRL-7834-2] received November 19, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

11066. A letter from the Deputy Associate 
Administrator, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting the Agency’s final rule 
— Approval and Promulgation of State Im- 
plementation Plans: Oregon [OR-04-002; FRL- 
7835-2] received November 19, 2004, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

11067. A letter from the Deputy Associate 
Administrator, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting the Agency’s final rule 
— Approval and Promulgation of Air Quality 
Implementation Plans; Pennsylvania; Con- 
trol of Volatile Organic Compound Emissions 
from AIM Coatings [PA211-4231; FRL-7835-4] 
received November 19, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

11068. A letter from the Legal Advisor to 
the Bureau Chief, Media Bureau, Federal 
Communication Commission, transmitting 
the Commission’s final rule — Amendment of 
Section 73.202(b) Table of Allotments, ЕМ 
Broadcast Stations. (Dexter, Georgia) [MB 
Docket No. 04-69; RM-10859] received Novem- 
ber 19, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

11069. A letter from the Legal Advisor to 
the Bureau Chief, Media Bureau, Federal 
Communication Commission, transmitting 
the Commission’s final rule — Amendment of 
Section 73.202(b) Table of Allotments, ЕМ 
Broadcast Stations. (Cross City, Florida) 
[MB Docket No. 04-195 RM-10975] (Key Largo, 
Florida) [MB Docket No. 04-196 RM-10970] 
(McCall, Idaho) [MB Docket No. 04-197 RM- 
10971] (McCall, Idaho) [MB Docket No. 04-198 
RM-10977] (McCall, Idaho) [MB Docket No. 
04-199 RM-10978] (McCall, Idaho) [MB Docket 
No. 04-200 RM-10979] received November 18, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

11070. A letter from the Legal Advisor to 
the Bureau Chief, Media Bureau, Federal 
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Communication Commission, transmitting 
the Commission’s final rule — Amendment of 
Section 7.202(b), Table of Allotments, ЕМ 
Broadcast Stations. (Cordele, Dawson, and 
Pinehurst, Georgia) [MM Docket No. 04-33 
RM-10847] received November 18, 2004, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

11071. A letter from the Legal Advisor to 
the Bureau Chief, Media Bureau, Federal 
Communication Commission, transmitting 
the Commission's final rule — Amendment of 
Section 73.202(b) Table of Allotments, FM 
Broadcast Stations. (Smiley, Yoakum and 
Markham, Texas) [MB Docket No. 02-248 RM- 
10587 RM-10710] received November 18, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

11072. A letter from the Legal Advisor to 
the Bureau Chief, Media Bureau, Federal 
Communieations Commission, transmitting 
the Commission's final rule — Amendment of 
Section 73.202(b) Table of Allotments, FM 
Broadcast Stations. (El Indio, Texas) [MB 
Docket No. 04-169 RM-10760] received Novem- 
ber 18, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

11073. A letter from the Legal Advisor to 
the Bureau Chief, Media Bureau, Federal 
Communieations Commission, transmitting 
the Commission's final rule — Amendment of 
Section 73.202(b) Table of Allotments, ЕМ 
Broadcast Stations. (Boligee, Alabama) [MB 
Docket No. 04-218 RM-10991] (Vaiden, Mis- 
sissippi) [MB Docket No. 04-216 RM-10994] re- 
ceived November 18, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

11074. A letter from the Legal Advisor to 
the Bureau Chief, Media Bureau, Federal 
Communieations Commission, transmitting 
the Commission's final rule — Amendment of 
Section 73.202(b) Table of Allotments FM 
Broadcast Stations. (Maplesville, Alabama) 
[MB Docket No. 03-5 RM-10393] received No- 
vember 18, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

11075. A letter from the Legal Advisor to 
the Bureau Chief, Media Bureau, Federal 
Communieations Commission, transmitting 
the Commission's final rule — Amendment of 
Section 73.202(b), Table of Allotments, FM 
Broadcast Stations. (Windsor and Bethel, 
North Carolina) [MB Docket No. 04-72 RM- 
10857] received November 18, 2004, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

11076. A letter from the Legal Advisor to 
the Bureau Chief, Media Bureau, Federal 
Communieations Commission, transmitting 
the Commission's final rule — Amendment of 
Section 73.622(b), Table of Allotments, Dig- 
ital Television Broadcast Stations. (Green 
Bay, Wisconsin) [MM Docket No. 01-334 RM- 
10343] received November 18, 2004, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

11077. A letter from the Legal Advisor to 
the Bureau Chief, Media Bureau, Federal 
Communications Commission, transmitting 
the Commission’s final rule — Amendment of 
Section 73.202(b), Table of Allotments, ЕМ 
Broadcast Stations. (Valley Mills, Teague, 
Brady, Hico, Meridian, San Saba, Richland 
Springs, Texas) [MM Docket No. 01-47 RM- 
10063] received November 18, 2004, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

11078. A letter from the Legal Advisor to 
the Bureau Chief, Media Bureau, Federal 
Communications Commission, transmitting 
the Commission’s final rule — Amendment of 
Section 73.202(b), Table of Allotments, ЕМ 
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Broadcast Stations. (Trenton апа  Bur- 
lington, New Jersey) [MB Docket No. 04-150 
RM-10857] received November 18, 2004, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

11079. A letter from the Legal Advisor to 
the Bureau Chief, Media Bureau, Federal 
Communications Commission, transmitting 
the Commission’s final rule — Telecommuni- 
cations Services Inside Wiring; Customer 
Premises Equipment [CS Docket No. 95-184] 
Implementation of the Cable Television Con- 
sumer Protection and Competition Act of 
1992; Cable Home Wiring [MM DOcket No. 92- 
260] received November 18, 2004, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(а)(1)(А); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

11080. A letter from the Legal Advisor to 
the Bureau Chief, Media Bureau, Federal 
Communications Commission, transmitting 
the Commission’s final rule — Amendment of 
Section 73.202(b), Table of Allotments, ЕМ 
Broadcast Stations. (Susanville, Quincy, 
Corning, and Portola, California) [MB Dock- 
et No. 04-164 RM-10548 RM-11048] received No- 
vember 18, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

11081. A letter from the Legal Advisor to 
the Bureau Chief, Media Bureau, Federal 
Communications Commission, transmitting 
the Commission’s final rule — Amendment of 
Section 73.622(b), Table of Allotments, Dig- 
ital Television Broadcast Stations. (Fresno, 
California) [MB Docket No. 04-236 RM-11001] 
received November 5, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

11082. A letter from the Deputy Chief, Pol- 
ісу and Rules Division, Federal Communica- 
tions Commission, transmitting the Com- 
mission’s final rule — Amendment of Part 15 
regarding new requirements and measure- 
ment guidelines for Access Broadband over 
Power Line Systems [ET Docket No. 04-37] 
Carrier Current Systems, including 
Broadband over Power Line Systems [ET 
Docket No. 08-104] received November 18, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

11083. A letter from the Deputy Chief, Pol- 
icy and Rules Division, Federal Communica- 
tions Commission, transmitting the Com- 
mission’s final rule — Amendment of Part 2 
of the Commission’s Rules to Allocate Spec- 
trum Below 3 GHz for Mobile and Fixed Serv- 
ices to Support the Introduction of New Ad- 
vanced Wireless Services, Including Third 
Generation Wireless Systems [ET Docket No. 
00-258] Amendments to Parts 1, 2, 27 and 90 of 
the Commission’s Rules to License Services 
in the 216-220 MHz, 1890-1895 MHz, 1427-1429 
MHz, 1429-1432 MHz, 1432-1435 MHz, 1670-1675 
MHz, and 2385-2390 MHz Government Transfer 
Bands [WT Docket No. 02-8] Received Novem- 
ber 18, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

11084. A letter from the Legal Advisor, 
WTB, Federal Communications Commission, 
transmitting the Commission’s final rule — 
Nationwide Programmatic Agreement Re- 
garding the Section 106 National Historic 
Preservation Act Review Process [WT Dock- 
et No. 03-128] received November 18, 2004, pur- 
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

11085. A letter from the Chief, Network 
Technology Division, Federal Communica- 
tions Commission, transmitting the Com- 
mission’s final rule — New Part 4 of the 
Commission’s Rules Concerning Disruptions 
to Communications [ET Docket No. 04-35] re- 
ceived November 18, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 
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11086. A letter from the Deputy Chief, Com- 
petition Policy Div., WCB, Federal Commu- 
nications Commission, transmitting the 
Commission’s final rule — The Pay Tele- 
phone Reclassification and Compensation 
Provisions of the Telecommunications Act of 
1996 [CC Docket No. 96-128] received Novem- 
ber 5, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

11087. A letter from the Legal Advisor to 
Chief, Media Bureau, Federal Communica- 
tions Commission, transmitting the Com- 
mission’s final rule — Amendment of Section 
73.606(b), Table of Allotments, Television 
Broadcast Stations; and Section "73.622(b), 
Table of Allotments Digital Broadcast Tele- 
vision Stations. (Mobile, Alabama) [MB 
Docket No. 04-281 RM-11041] received Novem- 
ber 5, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

11088. A letter from the Legal Advisor to 
Chief, Media Bureau, Federal Communica- 
tions Commission, transmitting the Com- 
mission’s final rule — Amendment of Section 
73.622(b), Table of Allotments, Digital Tele- 
vision Broadcast Stations. (Billings, Mon- 
tana) [MB Docket No. 04-183 RM-10964] re- 
ceived November 5, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

11089. A letter from the Chief, Policy and 
Rules Division, Federal Communications 
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
final rule — Amendment of Part 2 of the 
Rules to Allocate Spectrum Below 3 GHz for 
Mobile and Fixed Services to Support the In- 
troduction of New Advanced Wireless Serv- 
ices, including Third Generation Wireless 
Systems [Dkt No. 00-258] Petition for Rule 
Making of the Wireless Information Net- 
works Forum Concerning the Unlicensed 
Personal Communication Service (RM-9498) 
Petition for Rule Making of UTStarcom, Inc. 
(RM-10024) Amendment of Section 2.106 of 
the Rules to Allocate Spectrum at 2 GHz for 
use by the Mobile-Satellite Service [Dkt. No. 
95-18] Received November 18, 2004, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

11090. A letter from the Secretary, Federal 
Trade Commission, transmitting the Report 
to Congress for 2002 pursuant to the Federal 
Cigarette Labeling and Advertising Act, pur- 
suant to 15 U.S.C. 1337(b); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

11091. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
final rule — Risk-Informed Categorization 
and Treatment of Structures, Systems and 
Components for Nuclear Power Reactors 
(RIN: 3150-AG42) received November 19, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

11092. A letter from the Direcotr, Inter- 
national Cooperation, Department of De- 
fense, transmitting pursuant to Section 27(f) 
of the Arms Export Control Act and Section 
1(Ғ) of Executive Order 11958, a copy of Trans- 
mittal No. 12-04 which informs of an intent 
to sign a Project Agreement concerning Co- 
operation in the Research and Development 
of Technologies Applicable to Ship Defense 
Missiles (RAM P8I) between the United 
States and Germany, pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 
2767(f); to the Committee on International 
Relations. 

11093. A letter from the Director, Inter- 
national Cooperation, Department of De- 
fense, transmitting pursuant to Section 27(f) 
of the Arms Export Control Act and Section 
1(Ғ) of Executive Order 11958, a copy of Trans- 
mittal No. 11-04 which informs of an intent 
to sign a Project Agreement concerning 
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Standard Missile Production between the 
United States, Germany, and The Nether- 
lands, pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2767(f); to the 
Committee on International Relations. 

11094. A letter from the Assistant Sec- 
retary for Legislative Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting certification of a pro- 
posed license for the export of defense arti- 
cles or defense services sold commercially 
under a contract to Israel (Transmittal No. 
DDTC 049-04A), pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2776(c); 
to the Committee on International Rela- 
tions. 

11095. A letter from the Assistant Sec- 
retary for Legislative Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting certification of a pro- 
posed manufacturing license agreement for 
the manufacture of significant military 
equipment abroad with Canada (Transmittal 
No. DDTC 085-04), pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 
2776(d); to the Committee on International 
Relations. 

11096. A letter from the Assistant Sec- 
retary for Legislative Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting certification of a pro- 
posed license for the export of defense arti- 
cles that are firearms controlled under cat- 
egory I of the United States Munitions List 
sold commercially under a contract with 
Belgium (Transmittal No. DDTC 080-04), pur- 
suant to 22 U.S.C. 2776(c); to the Committee 
on International Relations. 

11097. A letter from the Assistant Legal 
Adviser for Treaty Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting pursuant to the Taiwan 
Relations Act, agreements concluded be- 
tween January 1 and December 31, 2008, pur- 
suant to 22 U.S.C. 3311(а); to the Committee 
on International Relations. 

11098. A letter from the Assistant Legal 
Adviser for Treaty Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting Copies of international 
agreements, other than treaties, entered into 
by the United States, pursuant to 1 U.S.C. 
112b(a); to the Committee on International 
Relations. 

11099. A letter from the Assistant Legal 
Adviser for Treaty Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting Copies of international 
agreements, other than treaties, entered into 
by the United States, pursuant to 1 U.S.C. 
112b(a); to the Committee on International 
Relations. 

11100. A letter from the Assistant Legal 
Adviser for Treaty Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting Copies of international 
agreements, other than treaties, entered into 
by the United States, pursuant to 1 U.S.C. 
112b(a); to the Committee on International 
Relations. 

11101. A letter from the Assistant Legal 
Adviser for Treaty Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting Copies of international 
agreements, other than treaties, entered into 
by the United States, pursuant to 1 U.S.C. 
112b(a); to the Committee on International 
Relations. 

11102. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Defense Security Cooperation Agency, trans- 
mitting pursuant to the reporting require- 
ments of Section 62(a) of the Arms Export 
Control Act (AECA), notification concerning 
the Office of the Assistant Secretary of De- 
fense's (Networks and Information Integra- 
tion) (ASD (NID) proposed lease of defense 
articles to the Government of Moldova 
(Transmittal No. 08-04); to the Committee on 
International Relations. 

11103. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of the Treasury, transmitting as re- 
quired by Section 901(j)(5)(B) of the Internal 
Revenue Code, 26 U.S.C. 901(j)(5)(B), and pur- 
suant to Presidential Determination 2004-48 
of September 20, 2004, a report stating the 
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President’s intention to grant a waiver of 
section 901(j)(1) with respect to Libya and 
the reason for the determination that such a 
waiver is in the national interests of the 
United States and will expand trade and in- 
vestment opportunities for U.S. companies 
in Libya; to the Committee on International 
Relations. 

11104. A letter from the Deputy Secretary, 
Department of the Treasury, transmitting a 
six-month periodic report on the national 
emergency with respect to Sudan that was 
declared in Executive Order 13067 of Novem- 
ber 3, 1997, as required by section 401(c) of 
the National Emergencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 
1641(c), and section 204(c) of the Inter- 
national Emergency Economic Powers Act, 
50 U.S.C. 1703(c), and pursuant to Executive 
Order 13313 of July 31, 2003; to the Committee 
on International Relations. 

11105. A letter from the Assistant Sec- 
retary For Export Administration, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Entity List: Removal of 
Four Russian Entities [Docket No.041103304- 
4304-01] (RIN: 0694-AD12) received November 
19, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on International Relations. 

11106. A letter from the Assistant Sec- 
retary For Export Administration, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Computer Technology 
and Software Eligible for Export under Li- 
cense Exception; and Establishment of ‘‘For- 
eign National Review" Requirement and 
Procedure. [Docket No. 041020285-4285-01] 
(RIN: 0694-AD18) received November 5, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on International Relations. 

11107. A letter from the Assistant Sec- 
retary For Export Administration, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Microprocessor Tech- 
nology Eligibility for Export under License 
Exception [Docket No. 041018284-4284-01] 
(RIN: 0694-AD04) received November 5, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on International Relations. 

11108. A letter from the Assistant Sec- 
retary for Legislative Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting pursuant to Section 
620C(c) of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, 
as amended, and in accordance with section 
1(a)(6) of Executive Order 13318, a report pre- 
pared by the Department of State and the 
National Security Council on the progress 
toward a negotiated solution of the Cyprus 
question covering the period June 1, 2004 
through July 31, 2004; to the Committee on 
International Relations. 

11109. A letter from the Assistant Sec- 
retary for Legislative Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting a report requested in the 
Participation of Taiwan in the World Health 
Organization Act, 2004 (Pub. L. 108-235), Sec- 
tion l(c); to the Committee on International 
Relations. 

11110. A letter from the Assistant Sec- 
retary for Legislative Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting as required by Section 
204(c) of the International Emergency Eco- 
nomic Powers Act, 50 U.S.C. 1641(c) and sec- 
tion 401(c) of the National Emergencies Act, 
50 U.S.C. 1641(c), the six-month periodic re- 
port on the national emergency with respect 
to the proliferation of weapons of mass de- 
Struction that was declared in Executive 
Order 12938 of November 14, 1994; to the Com- 
mittee on International Relations. 

11111. A letter from the Assistant Sec- 
retary for Legislative Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting pursuant to section 3(d) 
of the Arms Export Control Act, a certifi- 
cation regarding the proposed transfer of 
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U.S.-origin defense equipment from the Gov- 
ernment of the Netherlands (Transmittal No. 
RSAT-08-04); to the Committee on Inter- 
national Relations. 

11112. A letter from the Assistant Sec- 
retary for Legislative Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting pursuant to section 3(d) 
of the Arms Export Control Act, certifi- 
cation regarding the proposed transfer of 
major defense equipment from the Govern- 
ment of the Netherlands (Transmittal No. 
RSAT-07-04); to the Committee on Inter- 
national Relations. 

11113. A letter from the Assistant Sec- 
retary for Legislative Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting a report concerning 
methods employed by the Government of 
Cuba to comply with the United States-Cuba 
September 1994 “Joint Communique” and 
the treatment by the Government of Cuba of 
persons returned to Cuba in accordance with 
the United States-Cuba May 1995 ‘Joint 
Statement," together known as the Migra- 
tion Accords, pursuant to Public Law 105-277, 
section 2245; to the Committee оп Inter- 
national Relations. 

11114. A letter from the Secretary, Amer- 
ican Battle Monuments Commission, trans- 
mitting the Commission’s FY 2004 annual re- 
port, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 3512(с)(3); to the 
Committee on Government Reform. 

11115. A letter from the Chairman, Chris- 
topher Columbus Fellowship Foundation, 
transmitting pursuant to the Accountability 
of Tax Dollars Act, the Foundation’s finan- 
cial statements as of and for the year ended 
September 30, 2004, prepared by the U.S. Gen- 
eral Services Administration; to the Com- 
mittee on Government Reform. 

11116. A letter from the Chief Financial Of- 
ficer and Assistant Secreary for Administra- 
tion, Department of Commerce, transmitting 
the Department’s Annual Progress Report to 
Congress, covering interagency activities 
and DoC-specific activities between May 2003 
and May 2004, pursuant to Public Law 106- 
107; to the Committee on Government Re- 
form. 

11117. A letter from the Chairman, Farm 
Credit System Insurance Corporation, trans- 
mitting the FY 2004 report pursuant to the 
Federal Managers’ Financial Integrity Act 
and the Inspector General Act Amendments 
of 1978, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 3512(c)(8) 5 
U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen. Act) section 5(b); to 
the Committee on Government Reform. 

11118. A letter from the Chairman, Federal 
Maritime Commission, transmitting in ac- 
cordance with OMB Circular No. A-11, Part 2, 
the Final Annual Performance Plan for FY 
2005; to the Committee on Government Re- 
form. 

11119. A letter from the Acting Chairman, 
Merit Systems Protection Board, transmit- 
ting the Board’s report, ‘‘Identifying Talent 
Through Technology: Automated Hiring Sys- 
tems in Federal Agencies," pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 1204(а)(3); to the Committee on Gov- 
ernment Reform. 

11120. A letter from the Administrator, Na- 
tional Aeronautics and Space Administra- 
tion, transmitting in accordance with the 
Reports Consolidation Act of 2000, enclosed 
is the FY 2004 Performance and Account- 
ability Report; to the Committee on Govern- 
ment Reform. 

11121. A letter from the Chairman, Na- 
tional Transportation Safety Board, trans- 
mitting the Board’s 2004 FAIR Act Inven- 
tory; to the Committee on Government Re- 
form. 

11122. A letter from the Chairman, Occupa- 
tional Safety and Health Review Commis- 
sion, transmitting the 2004 annual report on 
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the agency’s compliance with the Inspector 
General Act and the Federal Managers’ Fi- 
nancial Integrity Act, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 
3512(c)(8); to the Committee on Government 
Reform. 

11123. A letter from the Office of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia Auditor, transmitting a re- 
port entitled, ‘‘Analysis of the Office of the 
Chief Financial Officer’s Exception Account 
for FY 2003 and 2004, as of June 30, 2004”; to 
the Committee on Government Reform. 

11124. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Personnel Management, transmitting the Of- 
fice’s final rule — Cost-of-Living Allowances 
(Nonforeign Areas); Methodology Changes 
(RIN: 3206-AK29) received November 15, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Government Reform. 

11125. A letter from the Office of Special 
Counsel, transmitting the fiscal year 2004 re- 
ports required by the Federal Managers’ Fi- 
nancial Integrity Act and the Inspector Gen- 
eral Act, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 3512(c)(8) 5 
U.S.C.A. Apprendix 3, Section 8G(h)(2); to the 
Committee on Government Reform. 

11126. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Selective Service System, transmitting the 
FY 2004 report pursuant to the Federal Man- 
agers’ Financial Integrity Act, pursuant to 
31 U.S.C. 3512(с)(3); to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

11127. A letter from the Director, Trade and 
Development Agency, transmitting the 
Agency's annual financial audit for FY 2004, 
pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2421(e)(2); to the Com- 
mittee on Government Reform. 

11128. A letter from the Assistant General 
Counsel, Federal Election Commission, 
transmitting the Commission's final rule — 
Coordinated and Independent Expenditures 
by Party Committees [Notice 2004-014] re- 
ceived November 5, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on House Ad- 
ministration. 

11129. A letter from the Chairman, Federal 
Election Commission, transmitting the Com- 
mission's final rule — Political Committee 
Status, Definition of Contribution, and Allo- 
cation for Spearate Segregated Funds and 
Nonconnected Committees [Notice 2004-15] 
received November 19, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
House Administration. 

11130. A letter from the Assistant Sec- 
retary for Fish, Wildlife and Parks, Depart- 
ment of the Interior, transmitting the De- 
partment's final rule — Endangered and 
Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Designation 
of Critical Habitat for the Mariana Fruit Bat 
and Guam Micronesian Kingfisher on Guam 
and the Mariana Crow on Guam and in the 
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Is- 
lands (RIN: 1018-AI25) received October 20, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Resources. 

11181. A letter from the Asst. Secretary for 
Fish and Wildlife and Parks, Department of 
the Interior, transmitting the Department's 
final rule — Endangered and Threatened 
Wildlife and Plants; Interim Rule for the 
Beluga Sturgeon (Huso Huso) received Octo- 
ber 28, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Resources. 

11182. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Office of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration's final 
rule — Fisheries Off West Coast States and 
in the Western Pacific; West Coast Salmon 
Fisheries; Inseason Action #13 — Adjust- 
ments of the Recreational Fisheries from the 
U.S.— Canada Border to Cape Falcon, Oregon 
[Docket No. 040429134-4135-01; I.D. 102504C] re- 
ceived November 17, 2004, pursuant to 5 
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U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Re- 
Sources. 

11188. A letter from the National Service 
Officer, American Gold Star Mothers, Incor- 
porated, transmitting the organization's re- 
port and financial audit for the years ending 
June 30, 2004 and 2008, pursuant to 36 U.S.C. 
1101(63) and 1103; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

11134. A letter from the Regulatory Spe- 
cialist, Office of the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency, Department of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting the Department’s final rule — Rules 
of Practice and Procedure; Civil Money Pen- 
alty Inflation Adjustments [Docket No. 04- 
24] received November 15, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

11135. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De- 
partment’s final rule — Adding Actuaries 
and Plant Pathologists to Appendix 1603.D.1 
of the North American Free Trade Agree- 
ment [CIS No. 2068-00] (RIN: 1615-AA88) re- 
ceived October 18, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on the Judici- 


ary. 

11136. A letter from the Assistant Attorney 
General, Office of Legislative Affairs, De- 
partment of Justice, transmitting the 2003 
Annual Report of the National Institute of 
Justice (NIJ); to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

11187. A letter from the Rules Adminis- 
trator, Bureau of Prisons, Department of 
Justice, transmitting the Department's final 
rule — Comments on UNICOR Business Oper- 
ations: Clarification of Address [BOP-1115-F] 
(RIN: 1120-AB15) received October 18, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

11188. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Executive Office for Immigration Review, 
Department of Justice, transmitting the De- 
partment’s final rule — Executive Office for 
Immigration Review; Section 212(c) Relief 
for Aliens With Certain Criminal Convic- 
tions Before April 1, 1997 [EOIR No. 130F; AG 
Order No. 2734-2004] received October 15, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

11139. A letter from the Assistant Sec- 
retary for Legislative Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting As required by Section 
417(b) of the USA Patriot Act of 2001 (Public 
Law 107-56), the third annual report on the 
status of the implementation of machine- 
readable passports (MRPs) in countries par- 
ticipating in the Visa Waiver Program 
(VWP); to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

11140. A letter from the Corporate Agent, 
Legion of Valor of the United States of 
America, Inc., transmitting a copy of the Le- 
gion’s annual audit as of April 30, 2004, pur- 
suant to 36 U.S.C. 1101(28) and 1103; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

11141. A letter from the Commandant, U.S. 
Coast Guard, Department of Homeland Secu- 
rity, transmitting A report on the life cycle 
costs and benefits of creating a Center for 
Coastal and Maritime Security, pursuant to 
46 U.S.C. 70101 note Public Law 107-295, sec- 
tion 110(b); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

11142. A letter from the Assistant Sec- 
retary, Bureau of Trade Analysis, Federal 
Maritime Commission, transmitting the 
Commission’s final rule — Ocean Common 
Carrier and Marine Terminal Operator 
Agreements Subject to the Shipping Act of 
1984; Final Rule [Docket No. 03-15] (RIN: 3072- 
AC28) received November 15, 2004, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 
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11143. A letter from the Director, Judicial 
Conference of the United States, transmit- 
ting a letter informing of several actions in- 
volving the courthouse construction pro- 
gram taken by the Conference on September 
21, 2004; to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure. 

11144. A letter from the Deputy Chief Ac- 
quisition Officer, Director for Procurement, 
National Aeronautics and Space Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Re-Issuance of NASA FAR Supple- 
ment Subcapters H and I (RIN: 2700-AC88) re- 
ceived October 18, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Science. 

11145. A letter from the Deputy Chief Ac- 
quisition Officer, Director for Procurement, 
National Aeronautics and Space Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Government Property and Miscella- 
neous Editorial Changes (RIN: 2700-AD05) re- 
ceived October 28, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Science. 

11146. A letter from the Deputy General 
Counsel, Small Business Administration, 
transmitting the Administration’s final rule 
— Small Business Size Regulations; Govern- 
ment Contracting Programs (RIN: 3245-AF16) 
received July 14, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Small 
Business. 

11147. A letter from the Office of Regula- 
tion Policy & Mgt., VA, Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs, transmitting the Department's 
final rule — Increase in Rates Payable Under 
the Survivors and Dependents' Education 
Assistance Program (RIN: 2900-AL64) re- 
ceived October 22, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs. 

11148. A letter from the Office of Regula- 
tion Policy & Mgt., VA, Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs, transmitting the Department's 
final rule — Veterans Education: Increased 
Allowances for the Educational Assistance 
Test Program (RIN: 2900-AL81) received Oc- 
tober 22, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs. 

11149. A letter from the Office of Regula- 
tion Policy & Mgt., VA, Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Increase in Rates Payable Under 
the Montgomery GI Bill — Selected Reserve 
(RIN: 2900-AL80) received October 22, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

11150. A letter from the Office of Regula- 
tion Policy & Mgt., VA, Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Standards for Collection, Com- 
promise, Suspension, or Terminatin of Col- 
lection Effort, and Referral of Civil Claims 
for Money or Property; Regional Office Com- 
mittees on Waivers and Compromises; Salary 
Offset Provisions; Delegations of Authority 
(RIN: 2900-AK10) received October 22, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

11151. A letter from the Office of Regula- 
tion Policy & Мо%., VA, Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Waivers (RIN: 2900-AK29) re- 
ceived October 22, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs. 

11152. A letter from the Acting Chief, Pub- 
lications and Regulations Branch, Internal 
Revenue Service, transmitting the Service’s 
final rule — Last-in, First-out Inventories 
(Rev. Rul. 2004105) received November 15, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

11153. A letter from the Acting Chief, Pub- 
lications and Regulations Branch, Internal 
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Revenue Service, transmitting the Service’s 
final rule — Distributions Under the Pension 
Funding Equity Act of 2004 [Notice 2004-78] 
received November 15, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

11154. A letter from the Acting Chief, Pub- 
lications and Regulations Branch, Internal 
Revenue Service, transmitting the Service’s 
final rule — Taxation of DISC Income to 
Shareholders (Rev. Rul. 2004-99) received Oc- 
tober 18, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

11155. A letter from the Acting Chief, Pub- 
lications and Regulations Branch, Internal 
Revenue Service, transmitting the Service’s 
final rule — Treatment as qualified dividend 
income from purposes of section 1(h)(11) of 
the Internal Revenue Code of distribution, 
inclusions, and other amounts from foreign 
corporations subject to certain anti-deferral 
regimes [Notice 2004-70] received October 18, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

11156. A letter from the Acting Chief, Pub- 
lications and Regulations Branch, Internal 
Revenue Service, transmitting the Service’s 
final rule — Weighted Average Interest 
Rates Update [Notice 2004-77] received No- 
vember 15, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

11157. A letter from the Acting Chief, Pub- 
lications and Regulations Branch, Internal 
Revenue Service, transmitting the Service’s 
final rule — 2005 Limitations Adjusted As 
Provided in Section 415(d), etc. [Notice 2004- 
72] received November 15, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

11158. A letter from the Acting Chief, Pub- 
lications and Regulations Branch, Internal 
Revenue Service, transmitting the Service’s 
final rule — Qualified Pension, Profit-Shar- 
ing, and Stock Bonus Plans (Rev. Rul. 2004- 
104) received November 15, 2004, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

11159. A letter from the Acting Chief, Pub- 
lications and Regulations Branch, Internal 
Revenue Service, transmitting the Service’s 
final rule — Payments Made by Reason of a 
Salary Reduction Agreement [TD 9159] (RIN: 
1545-BD50) received November 15, 2004, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

11160. A letter from the Acting Chief, Pub- 
lications and Regulations Branch, Internal 
Revenue Service, transmitting the Service’s 
final rule — Last-in, First-out Inventories. 
(Rev.Rul. 2004-101) received October 18, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

11161. A letter from the Acting Chief, Pub- 
lications and Regulations Branch, Internal 
Revenue Service, transmitting the Service’s 
final rule — Settlement Guidelines Inter- 
mediary Transaction Tax Shelters — re- 
ceived October 18, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

11162. A letter from the Acting Chief, Pub- 
lications and Regulations Branch, Internal 
Revenue Service, transmitting the Service’s 
final rule — Coordinated Issue Paper All In- 
dustries Tax Shelter [Notice 2002-21] received 
October 18, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

11168. A letter from the Acting Chief, Pub- 
lications and Regulations Branch, Internal 
Revenue Service, transmitting the Service’s 
final rule — Coordinated Issue All Industries 
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S Corporation Tax Shelter [Notice 2004-30] 
received November 9, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

11164. A letter from the Acting Chief, Pub- 

lication and Regulations Branch, Internal 
Revenue Service, transmitting the Service’s 
final rule — Determination of Issue Price in 
the Case of Certain Debt Instruments Issued 
for Property (Rev. Rul. 2004-106) received No- 
vember 9, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 
11165. A letter from the Acting Chief, Pub- 
lication and Regulations Branch, Internal 
Revenue Service, transmitting the Service’s 
final rule — Appeals Settlement Guidelines 
Securities & Financial Services Industry 
Capitalization of Costs to Obtain Manage- 
ment Contracts — received November 19, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

11166. A letter from the Acting Chief, Pub- 
lication and Regulations Branch, Internal 
Revenue Service, transmitting the Service’s 
final rule — Examination of returns and 
claims for refund, credit, or abatement; de- 
termination of correct tax liability. (Rev. 
Proc. 2004-64) received November 19, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

11167. A letter from the Acting Chief, Pub- 
lication and Regulations Branch, Internal 
Revenue Service, transmitting the Service’s 
final rule — Coordinated Issue All Industries 
IRC: 461(f) Contested Liabilities — November 
19, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

11168. A letter from the Commissioner, So- 
cial Security Administration, transmitting 
the Administration’s report of continuing 
disability reviews for FY 2003, pursuant to 
Public Law 104-121, section 103(4)(2) (110 
Stat. 850); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

11169. A letter from the Commissioner, So- 
cial Security Administration, transmitting a 
consolidated report of the Administration’s 
processing of continuing disability reviews 
for FY 2003, pursuant to Public Law 104-121, 
section 103(d)(2) (110 Stat. 850); to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

11170. A letter from the United States 
Trade Representative, transmitting  con- 
sistent with section 2105(a)(1)(B) of the Trade 
Act of 2002, a description of the change to an 
existing law that would be required to bring 
the United States into compliance with the 
United States-Bahrain Free Trade Agree- 
ment; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

11171. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Energy, transmitting notification 
that the Department of Energy requires an 
additional 45 days to finalize and transmit 
the implementation plan for addressing the 
issues raised in the Defense Nuclear Facili- 
ties Safety Board's Recommendation 2004-1, 
“Oversight of Complex, High-Hazard Nuclear 
Operations," pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 2286d(e); 
jointly to the Committees on Armed Serv- 
ices and Energy and Commerce. 

11172. A letter from the Chairperson, Na- 
tional Council on Disability, transmitting a 
report, titled ‘‘Consumer-Directed Health 
Care: How Well Does It Work?," pursuant to 
29 U.S.C. 781(a)(8); jointly to the Committees 
on Education and the Workforce and Energy 
and Commerce. 

11178. A letter from the Inspector General, 
Coalition Provisional Authority, transmit- 
ting the third quarterly report to Congress 
as required by Section 3001(i) of Title III of 
the 2004 Emergency Supplemental Appro- 
priation for Defense and for the Reconstruc- 
tion of Iraq and Afghanistan (Pub. L. 108- 
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106), dated October 30, 2004; jointly to the 
Committees on International Relations and 
Appropriations. 

11174. A letter from the Assistant Sec- 
retary for Legislative Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting Presidential Determina- 
tion 2005-02, the President has exercised the 
authority provided to him and has issued the 
required determination to waive certain re- 
strictions on the maintenance of a Palestine 
Liberation Organization (PLO) Office and on 
the receipt and expenditure of PLO funds for 
a period of six months, pursuant to Public 
Law 108-199, section 534(d); jointly to the 
Committees on International Relations and 
Appropriations. 


EMEN 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. POMBO: Committee on Resources. 
H.R. 1662. A bill to amend the Endangered 
Species Act of 1973 to require the Secretary 
of the Interior to give greater weight to sci- 
entific or commercial data that is empirical 
or has been field-tested or peer-reviewed, and 
for other purposes; with amendments (Rept. 
108-785). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. POMBO: Committee on Resources. 
H.R. 2933. A bill to amend the Endangered 
Species Act of 1973 to reform the process for 
designating critical habitat under that Act; 
with an amendment (Rept. 108—786). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union. 

Mr. POMBO: Committee on Resources. 
H.R. 5104. A bill to amend the Marine Mam- 
mal Protection Act of 1972 to authorize ap- 
propriations for the John H. Prescott Marine 
Mammal Rescue Assistance Grant Program, 
and for other purposes (Rept. 108-787). Re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union. 

Mr. POMBO: Committee on Resources. 
H.R. 5184. A bill to require the prompt review 
by the Secretary of the Interior of the long- 
standing petitions for Federal recognition of 
certain Indian tribes, and for other purposes; 
with an amendment (Rept. 108-788). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union. 

Mr. BOEHLERT: Committee on Science. 
H.R. 2801. A bill to establish a digital and 
wireless network technology program, and 
for other purposes, with an amendment 
(Rept. 108-789 Pt. 1). Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POMBO: Committee on Resources. 
H.R. 3283. A bill to improve recreational fa- 
cilities and visitor opportunities on Federal 
recreational lands by reinvesting receipts 
from fair and consistent recreational fees 
and passes, and for other purposes; with an 
amendment (Rept. 108-790 Pt. 1). Order to be 
printed. 

Mr. POMBO: Committee on Resources. 
H.R. 2440. A bill to improve the implementa- 
tion of the Federal responsibility for the 
care and education of Indian people by im- 
proving the services and facilities of Federal 
health programs for Indians and encouraging 
maximum participation of Indians in such 
programs, and for other purposes; with an 
amendment (Rept. 108-791 Pt. 1). Order to be 
printed. 

[November 20 (legislative day of November 19), 
2004] 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida: Committee of Con- 

ference. Conference report on H.R. 4818. A 
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bill making appropriations for foreign oper- 
ations, export financing, and related pro- 
grams for the fiscal year ending September 
30, 2005, and for other purposes (Rept. 108- 
792). Order to be printed. 


ne 


TIME LIMITATION OF REFERRED 
BILLS 


Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XII the 
following actions were taken by the 
Speaker: 


H.R. 180. Referral to the Committee on 
Rules extended for a period ending not later 
than November 22, 2004. 

H.R. 2440. Referral to the Committees on 
Energy and Commerce and Ways and Means 
extended for a period ending not later than 
November 22, 2004. 

H.R. 2801. Referral to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce extended for a 
period ending not later than November 22, 
2004. 

H.R. 2971. Referral to the Committees on 
Financial Services, Energy and Commerce, 
and the Judiciary for a period ending not 
later than November 22, 2004. 

H.R. 3143. Referral to the Committees on 
Financial Services and International Rela- 
tions extended for a period ending not later 
than November 22, 2004. 

H.R. 3283. Referral to the Committee on 
Agriculture extended for a period ending not 
later than November 22, 2004. 

H.R. 3358. Referral to the Committee on 
the Budget extended for a period ending not 
later than November 22, 2004. 

H.R. 3551. Referral to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure extended 
for a period ending not later than November 
22, 2004. 

H.R. 3800. Referral to the Committee on 
the Budget extended for a period ending not 
later than November 22, 2004. 

H.R. 3925. Referral to the Committee on 
the Budget extended for a period ending not 
later than November 22, 2004. 


E EE 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred, as follows: 


By Mr. ENGLISH (for himself and Mrs. 
WILSON of New Mexico): 

H.R. 5398. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to provide incentives 
linking quality to payment for skilled nurs- 
ing facilities and to establish a Long-Term 
Care Financing Commission; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and in addition 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider- 
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju- 
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin (for himself 
and Mr. MATHESON): 

H.R. 5394. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to modify the taxation of 
arrow components; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THOMAS: 

H.R. 5395. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to make technical correc- 
tions, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. . 

By Mr. ACEVEDO-VILA: 

H.R. 5396. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to allow a deduction for a 
portion of any dividend received by a domes- 
tic corporation from a qualified foreign cor- 


November 19, 2004 


poration; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: 

H.R. 5897. A bill to improve the retirement 
security of American families; to the Com- 
mittee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: 

H.R. 5398. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to improve the retirement 
security of American families; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CARDIN: 

H.R. 5399. A bill to provide for the disposi- 
tion of the Federal property located in Anne 
Arundel County, Maryland, a portion of 
which is currently used by the District of Co- 
lumbia as the Oak Hill juvenile detention fa- 
cility; to the Committee on Government Re- 
form. 

By Mr. CARDIN: 

H.R. 5400. A bill to provide for reimburse- 
ment of enrollees in the Medicare PPO Dem- 
onstration Project for expenses inappropri- 
ately incurred in being provided coverage 
through out-of-network providers; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and in addi- 
tion to the Committee on Energy and Com- 
merce, for a period to be subsequently deter- 
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con- 
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. EHLERS: 

H.R. 5401. A bill to amend section 304 of the 
Tariff Act of 1930 with respect to the mark- 
ing of imported home furniture; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HONDA (for himself, Mr. 
MORAN of Virginia, Ms. LEE, Mr. 
CROWLEY, Mr. EVANS, Ms. LINDA T. 
SÁNCHEZ of California, Mr. GEORGE 
MILLER of California, Ms. BORDALLO, 
Mr. MEEKS of New York, Mr. 
LAMPSON, Mr. GREEN of Texas, Mr. 
ScHIFF, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. GRIJALVA, 
Ms. Езноо, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, and Ms. 
LOFGREN): 

H.R. 5402. A bill to provide for immigration 
relief in the case of certain immigrants who 
are innocent victims of immigration fraud; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.R. 5408. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to improve the quality 
of care in skilled nursing facilities under the 
Medicare Program through development of 
quality measures and changes in reimburse- 
ment; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and in addition to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. KUCINICH: 

H.R. 5404. A bill to prohibit price gouging 
during a shortage of a covered vaccine; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. LARSON of Connecticut: 

H.R. 5405. A bill to provide the Secretary of 
Energy with authority to draw down the 
Strategic Petroleum Reserve when oil and 
gas prices in the United States rise sharply 
because of anticompetitive activity, and to 
require the President, through the Secretary 
of Energy, to consult with Congress regard- 
ing the sale of oil from the Strategic Petro- 
leum Reserve; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

By Mr. LARSON of Connecticut: 

H.R. 5406. A bill to ensure a balanced sur- 
vey of taxpayers in any system of 
precertification for the earned income tax 
credit; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 
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By Mr. LARSON of Connecticut: 

H.R. 5407. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Energy to prepare a strategic plan to ensure 
that the United States is energy self-suffi- 
cient by the year 2015; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce, and in addition to 
the Committee on Science, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. LARSON of Connecticut: 

H.R. 5408. A bill to provide emergency re- 
lief to small businesses affected by signifi- 
cant increases in the prices of electricity, 
heating oil, natural gas, propane, and ker- 
osene, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Small Business, and in addition to 
the Committee on Agriculture, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak- 
er, in each case for consideration of such pro- 
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mrs. LOWEY (for herself, Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN, Mr. BISHOP of New York, and 
Mr. ISRAEL): 

H.R. 5409. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to address the shortage 
of influenza vaccine, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mrs. MALONEY (for herself, Mr. 
JACKSON of Illinois, Mr. ENGEL, and 
Mr. MARKEY): 

H.R. 5410. A bill to amend the Expedited 
Funds Availability Act to redress imbalances 
between the faster withdrawals permitted 
under the Check 21 Act and the slower rates 
for crediting deposits, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Financial Serv- 
ices. 

By Mr. MARKEY: 

H.R. 5411. A bill to amend the the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954 to restrict exports of nu- 
clear related materials and equipment; to 
the Committee on International Relations. 

By Mr. ORTIZ: 

H.R. 5412. A bill to correct maps depicting 
Unit T-10 of the John H. Chafee Coastal Bar- 
rier Resources System; to the Committee on 
Resources. 

By Mr. PASCRELL: 

H.R. 5413. A bill to amend the Immigration 
and Nationality Act to provide greater pro- 
tections to domestic and foreign workers 
under the H-1B nonimmigrant worker pro- 
gram; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RANGEL: 

H.R. 5414. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to deny the foreign tax 
credit and the benefits of deferral to compa- 
nies doing business in Sudan until the Gov- 
ernment of Sudan takes demonstrable steps 
to end genocide in Sudan; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS (for himself, Mr. 
ALLEN, Mr. PICKERING, and Mr. 
RAMSTAD): 

H.R. 5415. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to provide payments to 
Medicare ambulance suppliers of the full 
cost or furnishing such services, to provide 
payments to rural ambulance providers and 
suppliers to account for the cost of serving 
areas with low population density, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali- 
fornia: 

H.R. 5416. A bill to amend chapter 47 of 
title 10, United States Code (the Uniform 
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Code of Military Justice), to define and pun- 
ish stalking by persons subject to that chap- 
ter; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: 

H.R. 5417. A bill to amend title 23, United 
States Code, relating to high occupancy ve- 
hicle lanes; to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. TANCREDO: 

H.R. 5418. A bill to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to enter into new and renewal 
contracts with the City of Aurora, Colorado, 
or an enterprise of the City, for the use of ex- 
cess capacity water in the Fryingpan-Arkan- 
sas Project; to the Committee on Resources. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Florida: 

H.J. Res. 114. A joint resolution making 
further continuing appropriations for the fis- 
cal year 2005, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BOEHNER (for himself and Mr. 
CASTLE): 

H. Con. Res. 524. Concurrent resolution di- 
recting the Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives to make certain corrections to the en- 
rollment of H.R. 1350; considered and agreed 
to. 

By Mr. ISRAEL: 

H. Con. Res. 525. Concurrent resolution 
commending those individuals that have do- 
nated prepaid telephone cards to members of 
the United States Armed Forces рагбісі- 
pating in Operation Enduring Freedom and 
Operation Iraqi Freedom; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

By Mr. KING of New York (for himself 
and Mr. JACKSON of Illinois): 

H. Con. Res. 526. Concurrent resolution ex- 
pressing the sense of Congress that the 
President should grant a posthumous pardon 
to John Arthur “Jack” Johnson for the 1913 
racially motivated conviction of Johnson, 
which diminished his athletic, cultural, and 
historic significance, and tarnished his rep- 
utation; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RUSH (for himself and Mr. RAN- 
GEL): 

H. Con. Res. 527. Concurrent resolution ex- 
pressing the sense of Congress with respect 
to the murder of Emmett Till; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FARR: 

Н. Res. 863. A resolution recognizing the 
importance of local capacity building within 
developing countries to create sustainable, 
long-term international development; to the 
Committee on International Relations. 

By Mr. CAMP (for himself, Mr. OBER- 
STAR, Mr. HERGER, Mr. DELAHUNT, 
Mr. GREENWOOD, Mr. CARDOZA, Mr. 
PAUL, Mr. EHLERS, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. 
TERRY, Mr. FILNER, Mrs. MCCARTHY 
of New York, Mr. SNYDER, Mr. ROG- 
ERS of Michigan, Mr. GOODLATTE, Ms. 
WATSON, Mr. BOEHLERT, Mr. 'TIBERI, 
Mr. TIAHRT, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. CARDIN, 
Ms. PRYCE of Ohio, and Mr. KAN- 
JORSKI): 

H. Res. 864. A resolution recognizing and 
supporting the goals and ideals of National 
Adoption Month; to the Committee on Gov- 
ernment Reform. 

By Mr. QUINN: 

H. Res. 865. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
there should be equal pay for substantially 
equal work performed by public sector and 
private sector employees within each State 
and locality in which such employees work; 
to the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce. 


EE 
MEMORIALS 


Under clause 3 of rule XII, memorials 
were presented and referred as follows: 
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461. The SPEAKER presented a memorial 
of the House of Representatives of the Com- 
monwealth of Pennsylvania, relative to 
House Resolution No. 848 memorializing the 
Congress of the United States to award Ser- 
geant Harvey Possinger, 35th Infantry Regi- 
ment, 25th Infantry Division, United States 
Army, the Medal of Honor for his valor at 
Belete Pass in Luzon, Philippine Islands, on 
March 8, 1945; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

462. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of California, relative to Assembly 
Joint Resolution No. 87 memorializing the 
Congress of the United States to pass the 
Employee Free Choice Act, S. 1925 and H.R. 
3619; to the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce. 

463. Also, a memorial of the Senate of the 
Commonwealth of The Mariana Islands, rel- 
ative to Senate Resolution No. 14-26, extend- 
ing congratulations and appreciation to 
Juan S. Reyes, Chairman of the Republican 
Pary of the NMI for his professional dedica- 
tion and untiring efforts to secure member- 
ship for the NMI Republican Pary at the na- 
tional level and to encourage other local po- 
litical parties to seek similar national rec- 
ognition; to the Committee on Resources. 

464. Also, a memorial of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the State of Michigan, rel- 
ative to House Resolution No. 320 memori- 
alizing the Congress of the United States and 
the United States Department of Transpor- 
tation to exempt local transporters of liquid 
petroleum from federal regulations that re- 
quire 10 hours off duty for every 14 hours on 
duty; to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure. 

465. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of California, relative to Assembly 
Joint Resolution No. 74 memorializing the 
President and the Congress to take legisla- 
tive action to allow single-occupant hybrid 
electric vehicles that achieve a fuel economy 
highway rating of at least 45 miles per gal- 
lon, and conform to any additional emissions 
category of the federal Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency or the California Air Re- 
sources Board, or meet any other require- 
ments identified by the responsible agency, 
to travel in California’s High Occupancy Ve- 
hicle (HOV) lanes; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

466. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of California, relative to Assembly 
Joint Resolution No. 86 memorializing the 
President and Congress of the United States 
to enact and fully fund the proposed budget 
for space exploration for the federal 2005 fis- 
cal year to enable the United States, and 
California, in particular, to remain a leader 
in the exploration and development of space; 
to the Committee on Science. 

467. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of California, relative to Assembly 
Joint Resolution No. 71 memorializing the 
President and Congress of the United States 
to amend Title 38 of the United States Code 
to provide a guaranteed level of funding for 
veterans health care and to require that 
medical benefits package eligibility be re- 
stored for veterans in Priority Group 8; and 
the Department of Veterans Affairs to carry 
out its duties to seek out eligible veterans 
and their family members, and to provide 
them with information and assistance to en- 
sure that they apply for all available VA 
benefits and services; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

468. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of California, relative to Assembly 
Joint Resolution No. 69 memorializing the 
Congress of the United States to support the 
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passage of H.R. 3242, the Speciality Crop 
Competitiveness Act of 2003; jointly to the 
Committees on Agriculture and Ways and 
Means. 
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ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions as follows: 

H.R. 814: Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts and 
Mr. CROWLEY. 

H.R. 846: Mrs. DAVIS of California. 

H.R. 1268: Mr. OLVER. 

H.R. 1563: Ms. KILPATRICK and Ms. CORRINE 
BROWN of Florida. 

H.R. 1567: Mr. ALEXANDER. 

. 1746: . HASTINGS of Florida. 

. 1818: . ANDREWS. 

. 2379: . CHANDLER. 

. 2387: . ANDREWS and Mr. LYNCH. 
. 2394: . DAVIS of Alabama. 

. 2464: . BERKLEY. 

. 2509: . HARRIS. 

. 2671: . PETERSON of Minnesota. 
. 9049: Mr. DAVIS of Alabama. 

H.R. 3127: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois and Mr. 
PICKERING. 

H.R. 3194: Mr. ANDREWS. 

H.R. 3438: Mr. KIRK, Mr. BACA, Mrs. 
CHRISTENSEN, Mr. FILNER, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE 
JOHNSON of Texas, and Mr. HASTINGS of Flor- 
ida. 

H.R. 3455: 
. 9539: 


HASTINGS of Florida. 
CONYERS and Mr. DAVIS of Il- 


Mr. 
Mr. 


. 9634: 
. 9150: 
. 3803: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


HASTINGS of Florida. 
HONDA. 
HASTINGS of Florida. 
. 8887: Mr. MICHAUD. 

H.R. 4026: Mr. RUSH. 

H.R. 4169: Mr. RYUN of Kansas and Mr. 
ISRAEL. 

H.R. 4249: Mr. ABERCROMBIE and Mr. Ров- 
TER. 

H.R. 4548: Mr. KING of Iowa. 

H.R. 4575: Mr. ANDREWS. 

H.R. 4605: Mr. HONDA. 

H.R. 4679: Mr. MARKEY. 

H.R. 4703: Mr. PAYNE. 

H.R. 4706: Mr. WEINER, Mr. EVANS, Mr. 
ENGEL, Mr. CUMMINGS, Ms. MCCARTHY of Mis- 
souri, Mr. RUSH, and Mr. BACA. 
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H.R. 4779: Mr. DAVIS of Alabama. 

H.R. 4902: Mrs. WILSON of New Mexico and 
Mr. ALLEN. 

H.R. 4927: 
Mr. SCHIFF. 

H.R. 4936: 
orado. 

H.R. 4967: 


Mr. BRowN of South Carolina and 
Mr. OLVER and Mr. UDALL of Col- 


Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. 

H.R. 5085: Mr. GRIJALVA. 

H.R. 5055: Mr. LYNCH, Mr. MORAN of Kan- 
sas, Mr. Towns, Mr. MCNULTY, and Mr. 
HASTINGS of Florida. 

H.R. 5063: Mr. UPTON. 

H.R. 5069: Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. 

H.R. 5073: Ms. DEGETTE, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, 
Mr. OWENS, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Ms. WOOLSEY, 
and Mr. NADLER. 

H.R. 5119: Mr. PASTOR. 

H.R. 5124: Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. 

H.R. 5144: Mr. Том DAVIS of Virginia. 


H.R. 5197: Mr. LAHoop, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. 
OSBORNE, Mr. MORAN of Kansas, and Mr. 
GRIJALVA. 


H.R. 5206: Mr. KELLER. 

H.R. 5211: Mr. PoMEROY, Mr. THOMPSON of 
Mississippi, and Mr. UDALL of Colorado. 

H.R. 5244: Ms. SOLIS, Mr. CASE, Mr. WYNN, 
Ms. WATERS, and Mr. SCHIFF. 

H.R. 5273: Mr. CALVERT. 

H.R. 5278: Mr. FILNER. 

H.R. 5315: Mr. LANTOS. 

H.R. 5344: Mr. GRIJALVA. 

H.R. 5365: Mr. BEAUPREZ. 

H.J. Res. 103: Mr. WYNN and Mr. WEINER. 

H. Con. Res. 30: Mr. CLAY. 

. Con. Res. 87: Mr. MENENDEZ. 
. Con. Res. 99: Mr. WYNN. 

. Con. Res. 175: Mr. MENENDEZ. 
. Con. Res. 481: Mr. MCNULTY. 

H. Con. Res. 512: Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mrs. 
KELLY, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. TANCREDO, Mr. 
SOUDER, Mr. MCNULTY, Mr. ETHERIDGE, Mr. 
WU, Mr. SENSENBRENNER, and Mr. Cox. 

H. Con. Res. 522: Mr. PLATTS, Mr. ROGERS 
of Alabama, Mr. HAYES, Mr. ETHERIDGE, Mr. 
RYUN of Kansas, Mr. ISSA, Mr. OTTER, Mr. 
HUNTER, Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi, Mr. 
TERRY, Mr. WHITFIELD, Mr. STEARNS, Mr. 
FOSSELLA, Mr. FORBES, Mr. MILLER of Flor- 
ida, Mr. LEWIS of California, Mr. MURTHA, 
Mr. REYES, and Mr. PICKERING. 

H. Res. 862: Mr. LANTOS and Mr. BERMAN. 
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DELETIONS OF SPONSORS FROM 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were deleted from public bills and reso- 
lutions as follows: 


H.R. 1078: Mr. BISHOP of Utah. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 3 of rule XII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the clerk's 
desk and referred as follows: 


125. The SPEAKER presented a petition of 
the City Council of Providence, Rhode Is- 
land, relative to Resolution No. 457 peti- 
tioning Senators Reed and Chafee and Rep- 
resentatives Langevin and Kennedy to co- 
Sponsor and support the Arthritis Preven- 
tion, Control and Cure Act of 2004; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

126. Also, à petition of the Legislature of 
Cattaraugus County, New York, relative to 
Act No. 460-2004 supporting House Resolution 
4790 authorizing importation of prescription 
drugs from Canada and certain other coun- 
tries; to the Committee on Energy and Com- 
merce. 

127. Also, à petition of the City Council of 
Atlanta, Georgia, relative to Resolution No. 
04-R-1723 supporting the denouncement of 
atrocities committed by the Janajaweed and 
urging the Sudanese government to cut its 
ties to the Militia responsible and demand 
that they disarm immediately; and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on International 
Relations. 

128. Also, a petition of the Mayor and City 
Council of North Miami Beach, Florida, rel- 
ative to Resolution No. R2004-66 petitioning 
Congress to renew the ban on assualt weap- 
ons; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

129. Also, a petition of the Council of the 
City and County of Honolulu, Hawaii, rel- 
ative to Resoultion No. 04-267 petitioning the 
President and Congress of the United States 
to enact legislation to restore veterans' ben- 
efits to Filipino veterans of World War II; to 
the Committee on Veterans' Affairs. 


